Course-Section: DANC 110 1 University of Maryland Page 424

Title Begin Mod Danc Tech 1| Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Flanigan,Meghan Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 27
Questionnaires: 14 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 0O O o 1 0 6 7 4.36 778/1509 4.36 4.17 4.31 4.18 4.36
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 2 3 9 4.50 543/1509 4.50 4.16 4.26 4.25 4.50
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 10 0 O 1 0 3 4.50 51971287 4.50 4.43 4.30 4.24 4.50
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O O 2 4 6 4.33 686/1459 4.33 4.52 4.22 4.11 4.33
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 12 0 O 0 0 2 5.00 ***/1406 **** 4.03 4.09 4.02 ****
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 1 1 4 7 4.31 570/1384 4.31 4.15 4.11 3.98 4.31
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 1 1 1 1 3 5 3.91 110671489 3.91 3.93 4.17 4.20 3.91
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O OO o0 13 1 4.07 1357/1506 4.07 3.85 4.67 4.66 4.07
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0O O 2 6 5 4.23 648/1463 4.23 3.74 4.09 4.02 4.23
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 O O O o 5 7 4.58 700/1438 4.58 4.18 4.46 4.44 4.58
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 O 0 2 10 4.83 716/1421 4.83 4.44 4.73 4.66 4.83
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 O 1 3 8 4.58 520/1411 4.58 4.13 4.31 4.27 4.58
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 1 1 0 10 4.58 55871405 4.58 4.16 4.32 4.27 4.58
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 2 1 1 3 1 4 3.60 936/1236 3.60 4.32 4.00 3.87 3.60
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 0O 1 2 1 2 3.67 982/1260 3.67 4.27 4.14 3.95 3.67
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 0O O O 1 2 3 4.33 723/1255 4.33 4.41 4.33 4.15 4.33
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 8 0O O o0 1 1 4 4.50 620/1258 4.50 4.34 4.38 4.18 4.50
4. Were special techniques successful 8 0O O O O 1 5 4.83 87/ 873 4.83 4.78 4.03 3.89 4.83
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 7 Under-grad 14 Non-major 14
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 5 #i## - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: DANC 116 1

Title Ballet I (Elementary)
Instructor: Lacy,Sandra L
Enrol Iment: 27

Questionnaires: 24

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

PWhAW

Page 425
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.83 218/1509 4.83 4.17 4.31 4.18 4.83
4.88 141/1509 4.88 4.16 4.26 4.25 4.88
4.67 359/1287 4.67 4.43 4.30 4.24 4.67
4.42 60271459 4.42 4.52 4.22 4.11 4.42
5.00 ****/1406 **** 4.03 4.09 4.02 ****
4.00 ****/1384 **** 415 4.11 3.98 ****
4.22 791/1489 4.22 3.93 4.17 4.20 4.22
4.33 1205/1506 4.33 3.85 4.67 4.66 4.33
4.65 216/1463 4.65 3.74 4.09 4.02 4.65
4.84 305/1438 4.84 4.18 4.46 4.44 4.84
4.95 322/1421 4.95 4.44 4.73 4.66 4.95
4.79 267/1411 4.79 4.13 4.31 4.27 4.79
4.72 381/1405 4.72 4.16 4.32 4.27 4.72
4.00 664/1236 4.00 4.32 4.00 3.87 4.00
475 ****/1260 F*F** 427 4.14 3,95 KxR*
5.00 ****/1255 **** 4 .41 4.33 4.15 ****
4.75 ****/1258 **** 4,34 4.38 4.18 Fr*F*
4.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 78 4.03 3.89 Fr**

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 24 Non-major 23

#i## - 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 0O O O O o 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 12 O O o0 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 11 1 0 1 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 121 0 O O oO
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 22 0 0 1 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 5 0 1 4 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O 0O o0 16
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 0 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 5 0 0 O 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5 0 0 0 o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 5 0 0 0 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 5 1 1 0 0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 10 0 O 3 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 20 0 0 O o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 20 0 0 O o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 20 0 0 O o 1
4. Were special techniques successful 20 2 0 0O 1 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1 A 16 Required for Majors
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: DANC 202 1

Title Dance Hist 11: Contemp

Instructor:

Leblanc,Elizabe

Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 31

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF
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N
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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

. 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
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MAR 22, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.63
4.26 4.32 4.48
4.30 4.35 4.56
4.22 4.30 4.59
4.09 4.09 4.41
4.11 4.09 4.44
4.17 4.19 4.62
4.67 4.61 4.96
4.09 4.08 4.05
4.46 4.48 4.79
4.73 4.76 4.88
4.31 4.37 4.75
4.32 4.39 4.83
4.00 4.11 4.83
4.14 4.19 4.25
4.33 4.37 4.25
4.38 4.44 4.25
4.03 4.04 F***
4.22 4.51 F**F*
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 E = = k= = 3
4 . 50 E = = E = =
4.38 4.00 ****
4.06 2.88 ****
4.39 4.79 Fx*F*
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 (****
4.32 4.67 FF**
4.26 4.33 Fr*F*
4.14 EE B
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 ke = = k. = =
4 . 27 k. = = k. = =



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

DANC 202 1
Dance Hist 11: Contemp
Leblanc,Elizabe

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 426
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

00-27 2
28-55 4
56-83 3
84-150 3
Grad. 0

N = T TOO
RPOOOONO DN

Required for Majors 12

General 7
Electives 3
Other 0

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 31 Non-major 23

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



Course-Section: DANC 216 1

Title Ballet Il (Intermediat
Instructor: Oda,Misako
Enrollment: 17

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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MAR 22, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.17
4.26 4.32 4.50
4.30 4.35 4.20
4.22 4.30 4.50
4.09 4.09 ****
4.11 4.09 3.38
4.17 4.19 3.91
4.67 4.61 5.00
4.09 4.08 4.11
4.46 4.48 4.50
4.73 4.76 4.67
4.31 4.37 4.33
4.32 4.39 4.50
4.00 4.11 3.25
4.14 4.19 3.80
4.33 4.37 3.40
4.38 4.44 3.40
4.03 4.04 ****
4.16 4.54 F***
4.22 4.51 Fx**
4.48 4.62 F***
4.36 4.65 F***
4.18 4.56 F***
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 k= = 3 k= =
4 . 50 E = = E = =
4.38 4.00 F***
4.06 2.88 ****
4.39 4.79 Fx*x*
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 F***
4.32 4.67 FF**
4.26 4.33 Fx*F*
4 . 14 E = = 3 E = =
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 ko = = ko = = 3
4 . 27 o = = ke = =



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

DANC 216 1
Ballet Il (Intermediat

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

00-27 1
28-55 2
56-83 3
84-150 1
Grad. 0

N = T TOO
OQOO0OO0OO0OONO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 12 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: DANC 220 1

Title Begin Mod Dance Tech |
Instructor: Hess-Vait,Carol
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 12
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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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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17571509 4.83
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General

Electives

Other

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 12 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: DANC 230 1

Title Improvisation
Instructor: Flanigan,Meghan
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

429
2010
3029
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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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.92 1194/1509 3.92 4.17 4.31 4.34
4.00 1086/1509 4.00 4.16 4.26 4.32
4.25 779/1287 4.25 4.43 4.30 4.35
4.45 536/1459 4.45 4.52 4.22 4.30
3.60 1140/1406 3.60 4.03 4.09 4.09
3.17 1302/1384 3.17 4.15 4.11 4.09
3.75 1197/1489 3.75 3.93 4.17 4.19
4.00 1383/1506 4.00 3.85 4.67 4.61
3.45 1268/1463 3.45 3.74 4.09 4.08
4.00 120371438 4.00 4.18 4.46 4.48
5.00 171421 5.00 4.44 4.73 4.76
4.00 105171411 4.00 4.13 4.31 4.37
4.00 1047/1405 4.00 4.16 4.32 4.39
5.00 ****/1236 **** 4.32 4.00 4.11
5.00 ****/1260 **** 4.27 4.14 4.19
5.00 ****/1255 **** 4,41 4.33 4.37
5.00 ****/1258 **** 4.34 4.38 4.44
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4.78 4.03 4.04
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 13 Non-major

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



Course-Section: DANC 310 1

Title Interm Modern Dance |
Instructor: Lacy,Sandra L
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 15

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

oo

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
MAR 22,
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Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.87 193/1509 4.87 4.17 4.31 4.32
4.73 278/1509 4.73 4.16 4.26 4.25
5.00 171287 5.00 4.43 4.30 4.33
4.73 209/1459 4.73 4.52 4.22 4.26
4_.50 ****/1406 **** 4.03 4.09 4.12
4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.15 4.11 4.15
4.57 376/1489 4.57 3.93 4.17 4.14
4.27 1251/1506 4.27 3.85 4.67 4.67
4.75 151/1463 4.75 3.74 4.09 4.08
4.73 480/1438 4.73 4.18 4.46 4.43
4.93 376/1421 4.93 4.44 4.73 4.73
4.67 416/1411 4.67 4.13 4.31 4.29
4.93 120/1405 4.93 4.16 4.32 4.32
5.00 171236 5.00 4.32 4.00 4.07
4.00 ****/1260 **** 4.27 4.14 4.22
4.00 ****/1255 ****x  4.41 4.33 4.37
4.00 ****/1258 **** 4,34 4.38 4.42

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

###+#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 7 O O O o
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 13 0 0 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O 0 1 4 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 1 0 0O 0 &6
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O o0 0 11
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0 0 O0 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O O o 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O o o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O o0 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0O 10 0 O O o
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 14 0 O O o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 14 0 O O O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 14 0 O O O 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 13 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: DANC 316 1

Title Ballet 111
Instructor: Oda,Misako
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

WNPFRPRPPOOOO

~ 00 0~ ~

15

[y
OORrPROWNOOO

[N eNeoNoNe)

wooo

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
WHAhANNPFPOOWWO

w~NbhoOO

P WoN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.44 686/1509 4.44 4.17 4.31 4.32 4.44
4.69 333/1509 4.69 4.16 4.26 4.25 4.69
4.14 857/1287 4.14 4.43 4.30 4.33 4.14
4.50 454/1459 4.50 4.52 4.22 4.26 4.50
4.00 ****/1406 **** 4.03 4.09 4.12 ****
4.13 726/1384 4.13 4.15 4.11 4.15 4.13
4.21 80271489 4.21 3.93 4.17 4.14 4.21
5.00 171506 5.00 3.85 4.67 4.67 5.00
4.08 81571463 4.08 3.74 4.09 4.08 4.08
5.00 171438 5.00 4.18 4.46 4.43 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.44 4.73 4.73 5.00
4.50 617/1411 4.50 4.13 4.31 4.29 4.50
4.88 205/1405 4.88 4.16 4.32 4.32 4.88
4.75 126/1236 4.75 4.32 4.00 4.07 4.75
4.40 50571260 4.40 4.27 4.14 4.22 4.40
4.83 262/1255 4.83 4.41 4.33 4.37 4.83
4.20 850/1258 4.20 4.34 4.38 4.42 4.20
4.50 ****/ 873 **** 4. 78 4.03 4.08 ****
4 . 00 ****/ 49 E = = 3 E = = 3 4 . 26 5 . 00 E = =

Required for Majors

= T TIOO
RPOOOOORrR M

General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 16 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: DANC 320 1

Title Interm Modern Dance 11
Instructor: Martinell,Nicol
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

NOOOOOOOO

[ 6, ¢ )|

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

DOVOXOWWOWOo OO

NDBMDMD

=T TIOO
POOOOOWhM

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.17 4.31 4.32
5.00 171509 5.00 4.16 4.26 4.25
4.86 167/1287 4.86 4.43 4.30 4.33
5.00 171459 5.00 4.52 4.22 4.26
4.75 164/1406 4.75 4.03 4.09 4.12
4.67 225/1384 4.67 4.15 4.11 4.15
4.56 399/1489 4.56 3.93 4.17 4.14
4.89 622/1506 4.89 3.85 4.67 4.67
4.86 9971463 4.86 3.74 4.09 4.08
5.00 171438 5.00 4.18 4.46 4.43
5.00 171421 5.00 4.44 4.73 4.73
5.00 171411 5.00 4.13 4.31 4.29
5.00 171405 5.00 4.16 4.32 4.32
5.00 ****/1236 **** 4.32 4.00 4.07

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major
Under-grad 9 Non-major

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



Course-Section: DANC 326 1

Title Mthds Of Teaching Danc
Instructor: Hess-Vait,Carol
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoO~NOUOANPR

abhwiNPF

AWNPF

AN

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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
Were special techniques successful

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

NNNN [cNeoNeoNeoNe] RPOOOOOOO

O ©O oo

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
O N0 OO

U1 00 00 0O

PR R

A ADdO

OO
©
o

A~ OO0
o
o

N = TTOO
[eNeReoloNooNoNe)

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.17 4.31 4.32
4.90 116/1509 4.90 4.16 4.26 4.25
4.90 96/1459 4.90 4.52 4.22 4.26
4.80 135/1406 4.80 4.03 4.09 4.12
5.00 171384 5.00 4.15 4.11 4.15
4.70 24371489 4.70 3.93 4.17 4.14
4.70 917/1506 4.70 3.85 4.67 4.67
4.67 209/1463 4.67 3.74 4.09 4.08
5.00 171438 5.00 4.18 4.46 4.43
5.00 171421 5.00 4.44 4.73 4.73
4.90 138/1411 4.90 4.13 4.31 4.29
5.00 171405 5.00 4.16 4.32 4.32
4.40 35471236 4.40 4.32 4.00 4.07
5.00 171260 5.00 4.27 4.14 4.22
5.00 171255 5.00 4.41 4.33 4.37
5.00 171258 5.00 4.34 4.38 4.42
4.71 130/ 873 4.71 4.78 4.03 4.08
5.00 ****/ 184 **** *xxk 4 16 4.07
5.00 ****/ 198 **** kkkk 4 22 4.17
5.00 ****/ 177 **** ****x 436 4.30
5.00 ****/ 165 **** ***x 4,18 4.11
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section: DANC 331 1

Title Dance Composition 11
Instructor: Rethorst,Susan
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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MAR 22, 2010
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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 5 2 2 3
0O 5 4 3 0O
11 o0 o0 1 o
10 1 0 o0 1
7 3 1 1 O
10 o0 O 1 1
9 3 0 0 O
0 12 0 0 ©
o 6 2 2 O
o 1 2 1 O
o 1 2 1 o0
o 2 1 1 o0
o 1 3 0 oO
2 1 1 o0 ©O

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

N = T TTOO
OOOO0OO0OO0OON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.25 1507/1509 2.25 4.17 4.31 4.32 2.25
1.83 150771509 1.83 4.16 4.26 4.25 1.83
3.00 ****/1287 **** 443 A4.30 4.33 F***
2.50 ****/1459 **** A 52 A4.22 4.26 F***
1.60 1406/1406 1.60 4.03 4.09 4.12 1.60
3.50 ****/1384 **** 4. 15 4.11 4.15 ****
1.00 ****/1489 **** 3.93 4.17 4.14 ****
1.00 150571506 1.00 3.85 4.67 4.67 1.00
1.60 145871463 1.60 3.74 4.09 4.08 1.60
2.00 143271438 2.00 4.18 4.46 4.43 2.00
2.00 141971421 2.00 4.44 4.73 4.73 2.00
1.75 1407/1411 1.75 4.13 4.31 4.29 1.75
1.75 1401/1405 1.75 4.16 4.32 4.32 1.75
1.50 ****/1236 **** 4.32 4.00 4.07 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 14 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: DANC 410 1

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

R RRRO

8
8

Fall 2009

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 7 1 1 o0
0O 6 3 0 O
7 1 1 0 O
8 1 0 0 O
6 3 0 0 O
o 9 0 0 oO
0O 6 0 1 o0
o 9 0 0 o
o 5 1 0 2
o 6 1 0 1
1 6 1 0 O
6 2 0 0 O
o 0 1 0 o
0 1 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[eNeNoNoNe]

oo

Instructor

Mean

NN

RPRRRR
HE

Rank

150971509
150971509
*Hx* /1406
*hA* /1384
148771489
150571506
1460/1463

1438/1438
1420/1421
140971411
1404/1405
*HA*/1236

FHH*/1260
F*HA* /1255

Course

Mean

1.33
1.33

*kk*k
*kk*k

1.00
1.00
1.29

1.00
1.88
1.50
1.14

Fokkk

*kk*k

Fokkk

D

ABADADAD

u
M

D

ABADADAD
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1.00
1.88
1.50
1.14

Fokhk

*kk*k

B

Title Adv Dance Technique 1
Instructor: Rethorst,Susan
Enrol Iment: 9
Questionnaires: 9
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#i#H# - Means there are not enough

8

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.39
26 4.26
09 4.11
11 4.23
17 4.18
67 4.67
09 4.18
46 4.50
73 4.76
31 4.35
32 4.34
00 4.03
14 4.25
33 4.46
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: DANC 416 1 University of Maryland Page 436

Title Advanced Ballet Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Lacy,Sandra L Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 12
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 O O o0 o 1 1 9 4.73 339/1509 4.73 4.17 4.31 4.39 4.73
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 1 9 4.73 289/1509 4.73 4.16 4.26 4.26 4.73
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 5 0 0 O 1 5 4.83 18371287 4.83 4.43 4.30 4.38 4.83
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 2 0 0 1 0 7 4.75 19171459 4.75 4.52 4.22 4.32 4.75
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 8 0O O O 0 3 5.00 171406 5.00 4.03 4.09 4.11 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 1 2 1 6 3.91 93971384 3.91 4.15 4.11 4.23 3.91
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O 2 0 1 8 4.36 641/1489 4.36 3.93 4.17 4.18 4.36
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 7 3 4.30 1222/1506 4.30 3.85 4.67 4.67 4.30
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 1 0 0 4 4 4.11 786/1463 4.11 3.74 4.09 4.18 4.11
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0O O o 1 1 7 4.67 588/1438 4.67 4.18 4.46 4.50 4.67
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0O 0 9 5.00 171421 5.00 4.44 4.73 4.76 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 o0 1 1 7 4.67 416/1411 4.67 4.13 4.31 4.35 4.67
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 1 0 0 8 4.67 45971405 4.67 4.16 4.32 4.34 4.67
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 3 0 o0 1 1 4 4.50 274/1236 4.50 4.32 4.00 4.03 4.50
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors 8 Graduate 0 Major 8
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 11 Non-major 3
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives 2 ###H# - Means there are not enough
P 1 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: DANC 450 1
Title Repertory
Instructor: Rethorst,Susan
Enrollment: 8
Questionnaires: 6

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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

NOOOOORrOO

PWWWLWW

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

ORPPFPOOFRPROWAN

RPOORFrO

Instructor

Mean

NNWWWWwWwWww

ArWWHAW

Rank

126571509
120871509
1204/1287
1314/1459
*H** /1406
*hA* /1384
1403/1489
1504/1506
1454/1463

1388/1438
134571421
132071411
130671405

27471236

Course

Mean

3.83
3.83
3.33
3.50

Fkhk

Fokhk

3.00
2.00
2.00

WWWhAArMDMDdD

ADDMDD

N = T TTOO
[eNeNoNoNeoNoNoNeo)

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

###H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.39 3.83
4.26 4.26 3.83
4.30 4.38 3.33
4.22 4.32 3.50
4.09 4.11 Fx**
4.11 4.23 Fx**
4.17 4.18 3.00
4.67 4.67 2.00
4.09 4.18 2.00
4.46 4.50 3.33
4.73 4.76 4.00
4.31 4.35 3.33
4.32 4.34 3.33
4.00 4.03 4.50
Majors
Major 4
Non-major 2



