Course-Section: ENGL 100 0101

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

DUNNIGAN, BRIAN

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria

Self Paced

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

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.41 754/1639 3.78
4.59 425/1639 4.14
4.67 367/1397 4.00
4.40 597/1583 4.15
4.59 281/1532 3.84
4.59 298/1504 4.18
4.59 39871612 3.91
4.00 1497/1635 4.00
4.58 312/1579 4.00
4.67 602/1518 4.31
4.90 546/1520 4.67
4.81 23971517 4.24
4.71 401/1550 4.07
3.88 75371295 3.50
4.67 329/1398 4.01
4.67 48971391 4.10
4.94 134/1388 4.37
3.63 674/ 958 3.50
5 . 00 ****/ 85 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 52 E = =
5_00 ****/ 53 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 50 E = =
5_00 ****/ 32 E =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

22

Page 692

FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 4.41
4.22 4.17 4.59
4.28 4.18 4.67
4.19 4.01 4.40
4.01 3.88 4.59
4.05 3.78 4.59
4.16 4.10 4.59
4.65 4.56 4.00
4.08 3.95 4.58
4.43 4.38 4.67
4.70 4.61 4.90
4.27 4.20 4.81
4.22 4.17 4.71
3.94 3.84 3.88
4.07 3.85 4.67
4.30 4.07 4.67
4.28 4.01 4.94
3.93 3.71 3.63
4.11 4.01 ****
4.58 4.50 ****
4.04 3.61 *x**
4.05 3.51 ****
4.45 4.54 Fx**
4.51 4.67 ****

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 22

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0301

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: SCHMIDT, VIRGIN
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 16

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 693
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 113871639 3.78 4.05 4.27 4.08 4.00
4.19 926/1639 4.14 4.09 4.22 4.17 4.19
4.06 950/1397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.18 4.06
4.19 862/1583 4.15 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.19
4.00 774/1532 3.84 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.00
4.38 514/1504 4.18 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.38
3.73 128971612 3.91 3.88 4.16 4.10 3.73
4.94 463/1635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.94
4.08 841/1579 4.00 4.05 4.08 3.95 4.08
4.00 1237/1518 4.31 4.30 4.43 4.38 4.00
4.00 141471520 4.67 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.00
4.17 973/1517 4.24 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.17
3.83 119871550 4.07 4.17 4.22 4.17 3.83
2.80 121371295 3.50 3.42 3.94 3.84 2.80
4.50 426/1398 4.01 4.20 4.07 3.85 4.50
4.25 816/1391 4.10 4.39 4.30 4.07 4.25
4.75 387/1388 4.37 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.75
4.00 ****/ 958 3.50 3.83 3.93 3.71 ****

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0501

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

TERHORST, RAYMO

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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Mean Mean
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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

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.08 108971639 3.78
4.85 170/1639 4.14
4.50 517/1397 4.00
4.62 363/1583 4.15
4.23 598/1532 3.84
4.58 306/1504 4.18
4.69 281/1612 3.91
4.08 1466/1635 4.00
4.71 205/1579 4.00
4.75 454/1518 4.31
4.92 491/1520 4.67
4.92 141/1517 4.24
4.83 253/1550 4.07
4.20 505/1295 3.50
5.00 1/1398 4.01
4.75 39371391 4.10
4.75 387/1388 4.37
4.00 ****/ 958 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0701

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

PUTZEL, DIANE M

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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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

OCWAWWADNWW

PWHAhOW

[E
OUN~NDhOOR DMO®

O0OO0OO0OFrRO®OO
[e¥ofoRoNoNoNoNal
RPORRRPRRORO
PWNRWRONA

o000 O
oOrOO0OO
RrOoOOOO
Oo0o00O
~NhoN~N

rooo
RrOoOR
oroo
coro
oN oA

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

AWM DDIDN

wWhhADdDN

WA D

AR IAIAAD
o
s
WAhPRWWADMIED
@
[¢9)

wWh AN
N
\‘
WhhDdDh
N
o

wWh DN
N W
@ o
wWhphrw
o
g

Majors

ABADAMDID

ADADD

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoNale N\

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.05 1110/1639 3.78
4.48 567/1639 4.14
4.75 ****/1397 4.00
4.30 741/1583 4.15
4.10 700/1532 3.84
4.57 313/1504 4.18
4.30 756/1612 3.91
4.00 1497/1635 4.00
4.27 646/1579 4.00
4.67 602/1518 4.31
4.90 546/1520 4.67
4.70 371/1517 4.24
4.62 511/1550 4.07
4.50 265/1295 3.50
4.38 525/1398 4.01
4.38 710/1391 4.10
4.62 558/1388 4.37
4.00 456/ 958 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

24

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0801

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: BROFMAN, MARGAR
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 22
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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
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

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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4 3 7
1 4 7
2 3 6
1 2 9
5 3 6
2 4 3
2 5 4
0O 0 oO
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5 3 4
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4 3 2
4 2 1
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0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 1
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0O 0 oO
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0 0 1
0O 0 1
0 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007
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145371518
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132071388
928/ 958
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FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 3.00
4.22 4.17 3.33
4.28 4.18 2.50
4.19 4.01 3.45
4.01 3.88 2.86
4.05 3.78 3.50
4.16 4.10 3.33
4.65 4.56 5.00
4.08 3.95 3.12
4.43 4.38 3.30
4.70 4.61 3.80
4.27 4.20 2.95
4.22 4.17 2.90
3.94 3.84 2.17
4.07 3.85 2.59
4.30 4.07 2.82
4.28 4.01 3.00
3.93 3.71 2.40
4.11 4.01 ****
4.44 4.44 FFF*
4.58 4.50 F***
4.52 4.12 FF**
4.47 4.25 FFF*
4.47 4.39 FrEF*
4.16 3.90 FF**
4.04 3.61 *F***
4.05 3.51 F***
4.75 4.79 FFx*
4.58 5.00 F***
4.56 4.60 F*F**
4.45 4.54 Fx**
4.51 4.67 F***
4.69 4.69 FrF**
4.37 4.67 FF*F*
4.52 5.00 FF**



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0801 University of Maryland Page 696

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: BROFMAN, MARGAR Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 22 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 4 A 10 Required for Majors 16 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 0 C 3 General 0 Under-grad 22 Non-major 21
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 4
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0901

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

FINDLAY, JOANNE

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page
FEB 13, 2008
IRBR3029

697
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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
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: ENGL 100 0901 University of Maryland Page 697

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: FINDLAY, JOANNE Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 21 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 9 0.00-0.99 1 A 9 Required for Majors 12 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 2 Under-grad 21 Non-major 21
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1001

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

DUNNIGAN, BRIAN

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
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Frequencies

1 2 3 4
1 2 4 5
1 1 3 6
0 0 2 2
0O 1 1 &6
o 2 1 4
o o 2 7
0 2 5 4
0O 1 13 6
0O 0 2 6
1 0 2 4
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0O 1 6
0 0 3 5
0O 1 4 0
0 0 2 2
o o0 2 1
o 0O o0 2
1 0 3 4
1 0 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.90 125271639 3.78
4.10 102171639 4.14
4.25 795/1397 4.00
4.45 548/1583 4.15
4.43 419/1532 3.84
4.48 404/1504 4.18
4.05 1016/1612 3.91
3.25 1610/1635 4.00
4.33 56971579 4.00
4.40 947/1518 4.31
4.95 273/1520 4.67
4.60 47471517 4.24
4.48 677/1550 4.07
2.80 ****/1295 3.50
4.57 386/1398 4.01
4.64 507/1391 4.10
4.86 276/1388 4.37
3.83 563/ 958 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21
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FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 3.90
4.22 4.17 4.10
4.28 4.18 4.25
4.19 4.01 4.45
4.01 3.88 4.43
4.05 3.78 4.48
4.16 4.10 4.05
4.65 4.56 3.25
4.08 3.95 4.33
4.43 4.38 4.40
4.70 4.61 4.95
4.27 4.20 4.60
4.22 4.17 4.48
3.94 3.84 Fxx*
4.07 3.85 4.57
4.30 4.07 4.64
4.28 4.01 4.86
3.93 3.71 3.83
4.04 3.61 ****

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 21

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1101
Title
Instructor:

COMPOSITION
MCGURRIN JR, AN (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 8
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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

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
. 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

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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0 0 0

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 3.13
4.22 4.17 3.50
4.28 4.18 3.50
4.19 4.01 3.50
4.01 3.88 3.13
4.05 3.78 3.50
4.16 4.10 2.75
4.65 4.56 2.88
4.08 3.95 3.25
4.43 4.38 2.83
4.70 4.61 4.83
4.27 4.20 3.15
4.22 4.17 3.00
4.07 3.85 2.67
4.30 4.07 2.67
4.28 4.01 3.17
3.93 3.71 2.00
4.11 4.01 ****
4.35 4.43 FF*x*
4.18 4.25 F***
4.58 4.50 F***
4.52 4.12 FF**
4.47 4.25 FFF*
4.04 3.61 F***
4.05 3.51 F***
4.75 4.79 FrFF*
4.58 5.00 ****
4.56 4.60 FF**
4.45 4.54 FF**
4.51 4.67 F*F**
4.69 4.69 FrF**
4.37 4.67 FFF*



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1101 University of Maryland Page 699

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: MCGURRIN JR, AN (Instr. A) Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1101

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 8
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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

Lecture

. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly

Did the lectures contribute to what you learned

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
. 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

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

NN NN oo~ [eNoNoNoNoNoNoNa]

ENENEN|

ENENENENEN ENENEN|

ENIENIENEN

University of Maryland
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Fall 2007
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate 0 Major
Under-grad 8 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Course-Section: ENGL 100 1201

University of Maryland

Page 701
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.13 104271639 3.78 4.05 4.27 4.08 4.13
4.63 39371639 4.14 4.09 4.22 4.17 4.63
3.63 123871397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.18 3.63
4.50 476/1583 4.15 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.50
4.25 580/1532 3.84 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.25
4.50 367/1504 4.18 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.50
3.50 139971612 3.91 3.88 4.16 4.10 3.50
4.25 135071635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.25
3.88 1079/1579 4.00 4.05 4.08 3.95 3.88
4.71 529/1518 4.31 4.30 4.43 4.38 4.71
4.86 674/1520 4.67 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.86
4.71 347/1517 4.24 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.71
4.00 1077/1550 4.07 4.17 4.22 4.17 4.00
2.50 1247/1295 3.50 3.42 3.94 3.84 2.50
3.50 1106/1398 4.01 4.20 4.07 3.85 3.50
3.00 1321/1391 4.10 4.39 4.30 4.07 3.00
4.00 944/1388 4.37 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.00
3.00 841/ 958 3.50 3.83 3.93 3.71 3.00

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

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

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County
Instructor: BURNS, MARGIE Fall 2007
Enrollment: 23
Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o 1 5 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 3 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 1 2 4 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0O 4 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 4 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 2 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 1 4 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 6 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 3 3 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 2 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 1 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 0 2 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 2 3 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 5 1 0 0 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 1 1 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 0 0 4 0 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 0 0 2 0 2
4. Were special techniques successful 5 0 1 0 1 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1301

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

SCHMIDT, VIRGIN

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 17

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.65 1428/1639 3.78
4.41 667/1639 4.14
4.17 878/1397 4.00
4.31 726/1583 4.15
3.44 1282/1532 3.84
4.69 230/1504 4.18
4.00 104471612 3.91
4.06 1475/1635 4.00
4.20 725/1579 4.00
4.80 360/1518 4.31
5.00 1/1520 4.67
5.00 1/1517 4.24
4.17 972/1550 4.07
3.40 103571295 3.50
4.00 ****/1398 4.01
5.00 ****/1391 4.10
4.00 ****/1388 4.37
3.67 ****/ 958 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

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

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 2 5 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 10 0 0 1 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 2 1 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 0 3 1 4 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 1 4 6
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 16
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 1 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 12 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 12 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 12 0 0 0 0 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 11 0 0 1 0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 11 1 0 1 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 15 0 0 0 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 15 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 14 0 0 0 1 1
4. Were special techniques successful 14 0 0 0 2 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 1 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1401

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: BROFMAN, MARGAR
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 703
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029
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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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Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.35 154171639 3.78 4.05 4.27 4.08 3.35
3.94 119371639 4.14 4.09 4.22 4.17 3.94
3.79 1160/1397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.18 3.79
4.13 919/1583 4.15 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.13
2.76 1475/1532 3.84 4.02 4.01 3.88 2.76
4.00 824/1504 4.18 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.00
4.12 96571612 3.91 3.88 4.16 4.10 4.12
4.94 463/1635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.94
3.60 1270/1579 4.00 4.05 4.08 3.95 3.60
4.06 1220/1518 4.31 4.30 4.43 4.38 4.06
4.41 1264/1520 4.67 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.41
3.94 1142/1517 4.24 4.24 4.27 4.20 3.94
3.82 120471550 4.07 4.17 4.22 4.17 3.82
2.50 ****/1295 3.50 3.42 3.94 3.84 ****
3.77 95871398 4.01 4.20 4.07 3.85 3.77
3.77 114171391 4.10 4.39 4.30 4.07 3.77
4.08 925/1388 4.37 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.08
3.50 725/ 958 3.50 3.83 3.93 3.71 3.50

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1501

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: WILKINSON, RACH
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 704
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029
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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

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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.65 443/1639 3.78 4.05 4.27 4.08 4.65
4.90 128/1639 4.14 4.09 4.22 4.17 4.90
4.78 26171397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.18 4.78
4.68 307/1583 4.15 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.68
4.74 190/1532 3.84 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.74
4.75 182/1504 4.18 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.75
4.50 490/1612 3.91 3.88 4.16 4.10 4.50
4.80 811/1635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.80
4.60 283/1579 4.00 4.05 4.08 3.95 4.60
4.69 575/1518 4.31 4.30 4.43 4.38 4.69
4.81 776/1520 4.67 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.81
4.67 405/1517 4.24 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.67
4.75 351/1550 4.07 4.17 4.22 4.17 4.75
4.09 58171295 3.50 3.42 3.94 3.84 4.09
4.55 40371398 4.01 4.20 4.07 3.85 4.55
4.82 321/1391 4.10 4.39 4.30 4.07 4.82
4.64 533/1388 4.37 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.64
4.50 201/ 958 3.50 3.83 3.93 3.71 4.50
3.00 ****/ 50 **** 5 .00 4.45 4.54 ****
5.00 ****/ 32 **** 5 .00 4.51 4.67 ****
4.00 ****/ A3 **** 5,00 4.69 4.69 Frr*
5.00 ****/ 32 **** 5 00 4.37 4.67 ****
5.00 ****/ 21 **** 5 00 4.52 5.00 ****

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1601

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

MACEK, PHILIP

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
FEB 13,

705
2008

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

RWN R [N DWN R abhwWNE

abrhwWNBE

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

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Did presentations contribute to what you learned

Were criteria for grading made clear

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

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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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.50 1497/1639 3.78
4.14 981/1639 4.14
4.38 687/1397 4.00
4.50 476/1583 4.15
3.40 1300/1532 3.84
4.09 775/1504 4.18
3.95 1109/1612 3.91
4.36 1265/1635 4.00
4.12 818/1579 4.00
4.29 1061/1518 4.31
4.44 1239/1520 4.67
4.29 843/1517 4.24
3.94 1127/1550 4.07
3.75 838/1295 3.50
3.82 920/1398 4.01
4.59 557/1391 4.10
4.72 423/1388 4.37
4.25 ****/ 958 3.50
4_00 ****/ 85 E = =
3 B OO **-k-k/ 42 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 37 E =
5 B OO **-k-k/ 50 E = =
4_50 ****/ 32 E = =
5_00 ****/ 21 E = =

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 22

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major



) -

[eNoNe]

Other

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1701

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: KILLGALLON, DON
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 706
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

D= T TIOO
RPOOOOOAR~AN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.26 880/1639 3.78 4.05 4.27 4.08 4.26
4.63 382/1639 4.14 4.09 4.22 4.17 4.63
4.55 477/1397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.18 4.55
4.50 476/1583 4.15 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.50
4.19 640/1532 3.84 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.19
4.63 268/1504 4.18 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.63
4.74 238/1612 3.91 3.88 4.16 4.10 4.74
5.00 171635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 5.00
3.94 989/1579 4.00 4.05 4.08 3.95 3.94
4.68 575/1518 4.31 4.30 4.43 4.38 4.68
4.84 699/1520 4.67 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.84
4.42 700/1517 4.24 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.42
4.53 614/1550 4.07 4.17 4.22 4.17 4.53
4.24 47471295 3.50 3.42 3.94 3.84 4.24
4.35 546/1398 4.01 4.20 4.07 3.85 4.35
4.35 73671391 4.10 4.39 4.30 4.07 4.35
4.47 674/1388 4.37 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.47
3.23 810/ 958 3.50 3.83 3.93 3.71 3.23

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 19 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1901

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: BLOOM, RYAN 1.
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 707
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

AOOOOOOOO

RPRRRE

O0OO0O0O0O®»OO
OoNOOOORO
cCoRrORROR N
NOBMADRMDPRLP WD
©ONO®OOR ®O

RPOOOO
NOOOO
Or OO0
WONOPR
= © 0NN

NOOO
ocooo
ocooo
coRrR
WR PR

Frequency Distribution
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.62 1447/1639 3.78 4.05 4.27 4.08 3.62
4.00 1090/1639 4.14 4.09 4.22 4.17 4.00
4.40 ****/1397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.18 ****
4.05 981/1583 4.15 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.05
4.10 707/1532 3.84 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.10
4.24 629/1504 4.18 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.24
3.90 117571612 3.91 3.88 4.16 4.10 3.90
4.71 943/1635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.71
4.24 680/1579 4.00 4.05 4.08 3.95 4.24
4.80 360/1518 4.31 4.30 4.43 4.38 4.80
4.90 546/1520 4.67 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.90
4.40 726/1517 4.24 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.40
4.40 76971550 4.07 4.17 4.22 4.17 4.40
3.33 1067/1295 3.50 3.42 3.94 3.84 3.33
4.70 30971398 4.01 4.20 4.07 3.85 4.70
4.70 462/1391 4.10 4.39 4.30 4.07 4.70
4.90 22471388 4.37 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.90
4.63 171/ 958 3.50 3.83 3.93 3.71 4.63

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 2001

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

BLOOM, RYAN 1.

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

ORRPRRRPRRLROO
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

N = T T OO
RPOOOOOON

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.50 615/1639 3.78
4.50 517/1639 4.14
4.57 447/1397 4.00
4.50 476/1583 4.15
4.20 633/1532 3.84
4.47 416/1504 4.18
4.33 71871612 3.91
4.60 1067/1635 4.00
4.25 657/1579 4.00
4.88 257/1518 4.31
4.94 382/1520 4.67
4.81 230/1517 4.24
4.67 457/1550 4.07
3.25 1101/1295 3.50
4.55 40371398 4.01
4.91 227/1391 4.10
4.73 423/1388 4.37
4.22 364/ 958 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

16

Page 708
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 4.50
4.22 4.17 4.50
4.28 4.18 4.57
4.19 4.01 4.50
4.01 3.88 4.20
4.05 3.78 4.47
4.16 4.10 4.33
4.65 4.56 4.60
4.08 3.95 4.25
4.43 4.38 4.88
4.70 4.61 4.94
4.27 4.20 4.81
4.22 4.17 4.67
3.94 3.84 3.25
4.07 3.85 4.55
4.30 4.07 4.91
4.28 4.01 4.73
3.93 3.71 4.22
4.11 4.01 ****

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 16

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 2101

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: FETTNER, PETER
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 709
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.06 163671639 3.78 4.05 4.27 4.08 2.06
2.00 1637/1639 4.14 4.09 4.22 4.17 2.00
2.50 139471397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.18 2.50
1.94 1579/1583 4.15 4.22 4.19 4.01 1.94
2.87 1465/1532 3.84 4.02 4.01 3.88 2.87
2.13 1492/1504 4.18 4.30 4.05 3.78 2.13
2.54 157471612 3.91 3.88 4.16 4.10 2.54
2.67 1627/1635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 2.67
1.69 157971579 4.00 4.05 4.08 3.95 1.69
2.40 150571518 4.31 4.30 4.43 4.38 2.40
3.47 1495/1520 4.67 4.71 4.70 4.61 3.47
2.53 1499/1517 4.24 4.24 4.27 4.20 2.53
2.27 150971550 4.07 4.17 4.22 4.17 2.27
2.00 127371295 3.50 3.42 3.94 3.84 2.00
2.92 130871398 4.01 4.20 4.07 3.85 2.92
3.08 1310/1391 4.10 4.39 4.30 4.07 3.08
3.75 109571388 4.37 4.47 4.28 4.01 3.75
2.50 917/ 958 3.50 3.83 3.93 3.71 2.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 16 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 2201 University of Maryland

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County
Instructor: DUNNIGAN, BRIAN Fall 2007
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 20

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

[E
OFRLNNRFRPRWRENPE

OCO~NOUITAWNPE
WOOOO0OOOO0OOo
OO0OO0OOFrRrEFLRNOO
[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]
ONNRPOOOOO
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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

ahwNE
NN WNN
RPOOOO
RPOOOO
RPOOOO
PR, OOO
RPONOPR

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

ponE
XX R
coooo
coocoo
NO OO
cooRr
AR NR

Laboratory
Were you provided with adequate background information 19

e
o
=
o
o
o

Seminar
Was the instructor available for individual attention 19
Did research projects contribute to what you learned 19
Did presentations contribute to what you learned 19
Were criteria for grading made clear 19

gren
cococo
cococo
cococo
PR OO
cocoo

Field Work
. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 19
. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 19

N
o o
orR
o o
o o

Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 19 0 0 0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

OORrEF

o o

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.50 615/1639 3.78
4.55 466/1639 4.14
4.50 517/1397 4.00
4.53 455/1583 4.15
4.74 190/1532 3.84
4.50 367/1504 4.18
4.30 756/1612 3.91
3.25 1610/1635 4.00
4.71 213/1579 4.00
4.94 128/1518 4.31
5.00 1/1520 4.67
4.88 173/1517 4.24
4.89 196/1550 4.07
3.57 943/1295 3.50
4.79 234/1398 4.01
4.86 279/1391 4.10
4.93 179/1388 4.37
4.29 334/ 958 3.50
5_00 ****/ 82 E = =
3 B OO **-k*/ 82 E = =
3 B OO *-k**/ 53 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

20
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 4.50
4.22 4.17 4.55
4.28 4.18 4.50
4.19 4.01 4.53
4.01 3.88 4.74
4.05 3.78 4.50
4.16 4.10 4.30
4.65 4.56 3.25
4.08 3.95 4.71
4.43 4.38 4.94
4.70 4.61 5.00
4.27 4.20 4.88
4.22 4.17 4.89
3.94 3.84 3.57
4.07 3.85 4.79
4.30 4.07 4.86
4.28 4.01 4.93
3.93 3.71 4.29
4.11 4.01 ****
4.52 4.12 F*FF*
4.47 4.25 FEx*
4.47 4.39 FEx*
4.16 3.90 FF**
4.04 3.61 F***
4.05 3.51 ****
4.45 4.54 FFx*
Majors
Major 0
Non-major 20

responses to be significant

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 2 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives

P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100 2501

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

PUTZEL, DIANE M

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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A DMOH

WA

Required for Majors 21

N = T T1O O
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General
Electives

Other

0

0

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.81 1326/1639 3.78
4.33 774/1639 4.14
4.50 ****/1397 4.00
4.57 402/1583 4.15
3.81 98971532 3.84
4.38 506/1504 4.18
3.95 1109/1612 3.91
3.76 158871635 4.00
4.33 56971579 4.00
4.70 561/1518 4.31
5.00 1/1520 4.67
4.45 674/1517 4.24
4.50 638/1550 4.07
4.32 413/1295 3.50
4.05 752/1398 4.01
4.11 936/1391 4.10
4.68 471/1388 4.37
3.93 508/ 958 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0101

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: BROFMAN, MARGAR
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.57 147171639 3.83 4.05 4.27 4.08 3.57
3.57 145871639 3.92 4.09 4.22 4.17 3.57
3.53 126471397 3.93 4.25 4.28 4.18 3.53
3.86 119271583 4.00 4.22 4.19 4.01 3.86
3.65 1144/1532 3.97 4.02 4.01 3.88 3.65
3.78 1026/1504 4.03 4.30 4.05 3.78 3.78
3.17 149471612 3.58 3.88 4.16 4.10 3.17
4.61 1067/1635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.61
3.27 1412/1579 3.53 4.05 4.08 3.95 3.27
3.76 136471518 4.15 4.30 4.43 4.38 3.76
3.95 1429/1520 4.66 4.71 4.70 4.61 3.95
3.60 1310/1517 4.17 4.24 4.27 4.20 3.60
3.48 1340/1550 4.01 4.17 4.22 4.17 3.48
2.27 1264/1295 2.89 3.42 3.94 3.84 2.27
3.00 127171398 3.65 4.20 4.07 3.85 3.00
2.88 134971391 3.89 4.39 4.30 4.07 2.88
3.59 1162/1388 4.22 4.47 4.28 4.01 3.59
2.82 887/ 958 3.57 3.83 3.93 3.71 2.82

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0201

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

KIDD, KATHLEEN (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 22

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE 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
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Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0201 University of Maryland Page 713

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: KIDD, KATHLEEN (Instr. A) Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 22 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 7 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General 0 Under-grad 22 Non-major 21
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 8
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0201

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

KIDD, KATHLEEN (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 22

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE 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

ENIENENEN]

[eNoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] RPOOOO ROOO NOOOO [eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

[eNeoNoNoNe]

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2007

Frequencies

0O 2 5 6
o 1 2 4
o o0 1 3
o 2 o0 7
o 1 1 9
0O 0 2 6
0O 0 6 4
0O 0 1 11
0o o0 o0 3
0o 0 o0 1
0o o0 o0 3
0O o0 0 1
0O 0O o0 3
i1 1 0 2
2 1 2 4
1 3 1 3
2 2 3 3
2 3 2 5
o 1 1 O
o o0 1 1
o 2 0 O
o 1 1 0
o 0 1 O
0o 0 1 0O
o o0 1 O
0o o0 1 O
0O o0 1 O
0o 0 1 0O
o o0 1 1
0o 0 1 O
o 1 o0 o0
o 1 o0 1
o 1 1 O
0O o0 1 o©O
0O o0 1 O
o o0 1 1
o o0 1 1
o o0 1 1

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0201 University of Maryland Page 714

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: KIDD, KATHLEEN (Instr. B) Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 22 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 7 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General 0 Under-grad 22 Non-major 21
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 8
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0301

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: BLOOM, RYAN 1.
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 715
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

NNRPPRPPLPOOOO

RPRNRE

WwWwww

OO0OO0OO0OO0Or©VWOoOOo
OO0OO0OORrRrRFROOR
OORrRRFRPORFRORrRO
RPONRFEPNRFRPOWN
QQUOWNRFRP WO WA

agoooo
N, OOO
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OhrhWFR W
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TTOO
RPOOORNNN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NWWAUTWE WW

P Wwoo

Wo oM

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.80 1326/1639 3.83 4.05 4.27 4.08 3.80
3.80 132671639 3.92 4.09 4.22 4.17 3.80
5.00 ****/1397 3.93 4.25 4.28 4.18 ****
3.67 132471583 4.00 4.22 4.19 4.01 3.67
4.00 774/1532 3.97 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.00
4.22 638/1504 4.03 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.22
3.89 1190/1612 3.58 3.88 4.16 4.10 3.89
4.38 1257/1635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.38
4.13 806/1579 3.53 4.05 4.08 3.95 4.13
4.67 60271518 4.15 4.30 4.43 4.38 4.67
4.89 597/1520 4.66 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.89
4.13 1007/1517 4.17 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.13
3.89 1171/1550 4.01 4.17 4.22 4.17 3.89
2.25 126571295 2.89 3.42 3.94 3.84 2.25
4_.57 386/1398 3.65 4.20 4.07 3.85 4.57
4.86 27971391 3.89 4.39 4.30 4.07 4.86
4.86 276/1388 4.22 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.86
4.29 334/ 958 3.57 3.83 3.93 3.71 4.29

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0401

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: KILLGALLON, DON
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 21

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE 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

WOOOORrRrRRFrRO
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Fall
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OrPFrOOo [eNeoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNe] MhOOO RPOOOO
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Frequencies
1 2 3
2 3 2
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0 1 2
0O 2 0O
1 6 7
2 1 2
0 1 1
0O 0 oO
o 2 4
0o 2 4
0O 0 1
1 0 3
1 0 4
1 1 5
1 0 4
1 1 0
1 0 3
o 1 3
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
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
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
2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

1416/1639
101471639
705/1397
669/1583
1410/1532
80271504
46971612
1/1635
115571579

1206/1518
872/1520
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944/1550
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90371391
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 3.67
4.22 4.17 4.10
4.28 4.18 4.35
4.19 4.01 4.35
4.01 3.88 3.10
4.05 3.78 4.05
4.16 4.10 4.52
4.65 4.56 5.00
4.08 3.95 3.78
4.43 4.38 4.10
4.70 4.61 4.76
4.27 4.20 4.29
4.22 4.17 4.19
3.94 3.84 3.85
4.07 3.85 3.64
4.30 4.07 4.14
4.28 4.01 4.07
3.93 3.71 3.60
4.10 3.90 FF**
4.11 4.01 ****
4.44 4.44 FFF*
4.35 4.43 FF*F*
4.18 4.25 FF*x*
4.58 4.50 F***
4.52 4.12 FF*x*
4.47 4.25 KFx*
4.47 4.39 FFx*
4.16 3.90 FH**
4.04 3.61 F***
4.05 3.51 ****
4.75 4.79 FE**
4.58 5.00 ****
4.56 4.60 F*F**
4.45 4.54 Fx**
4.51 4.67 *F***
4.69 4.69 Fr**
4.37 4.67 FF**
4.52 5.00 F***



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0401 University of Maryland Page 716

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: KILLGALLON, DON Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 21 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 1 A 15 Required for Majors 9 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 21 Non-major 21
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 9
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0501

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

PEKARSKE, NICOL

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 22

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

NDhONN

NOoO go

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.18 964/1639 3.83
4.00 1090/1639 3.92
4.33 722/1397 3.93
4.05 981/1583 4.00
3.76 1035/1532 3.97
4.20 667/1504 4.03
4.14 934/1612 3.58
4.05 1479/1635 4.00
3.90 1056/1579 3.53
4.78 416/1518 4.15
4.88 622/1520 4.66
4.63 451/1517 4.17
4.38 796/1550 4.01
3.60 ****/1295 2.89
4.67 329/1398 3.65
4.67 48971391 3.89
5.00 1/1388 4.22
4_.50 ****/ 958 3.57

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Majors

Non-major

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 0 2 4 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 1 1 5 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 16 0 0 2 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 1 1 3 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 0 2 1 5 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 0 1 1 2 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 1 0 5 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 2 16
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 1 6 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 13 0 0 0 0 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 14 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 14 0 0 0 1 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 14 O 0 0 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 14 3 0 1 2 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 16 0 0 0 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 16 0 0 0 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 16 0 0 0 0 0
4. Were special techniques successful 16 2 0 0 0 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 1 B 9
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 8 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0601

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

FETTNER, PETER

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 15

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE A WNPE

OrhWNE abrhwWNPE

abrhwek

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

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned

Were criteria for grading made clear

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

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

AOOOFRPROOOO
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WwWwww

Fall

NOWOONOOO

[eNoNoNoNe]
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oooo

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

156371639
163071639
1396/1397
152371583
120171532
1358/1504
160171612
1634/1635
155171579

1497/1518
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143371517
1440/1550
128971295
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887/1388
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FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 3.27
4.22 4.17 2.47
4.28 4.18 2.40
4.19 4.01 3.08
4.01 3.88 3.57
4.05 3.78 3.20
4.16 4.10 1.75
4.65 4.56 1.47
4.08 3.95 2.56
4.43 4.38 2.80
4.70 4.61 4.33
4.27 4.20 3.20
4.22 4.17 3.00
3.94 3.84 1.60
4.07 3.85 3.08
4.30 4.07 3.83
4.28 4.01 4.17
3.93 3.71 F***
4.10 3.90 FF**
4.11 4.01 ****
4.44 4.44 FFF*
4.35 4.43 FF*F*
4.58 4.50 FF**
4.52 4.12 F*F*F*
4.47 4.25 FEFx*
4.47 4.39 FEx*
4.16 3.90 FF**
4.04 3.61 F***
4.05 3.51 F***
4.75 4.79 Fr**
4.58 5.00 ****
4.56 4.60 FF**
4.45 4.54 FEx*
4.69 4.69 FrF**
4.37 4.67 FF**
4.52 5.00 ****



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 0601
COMPOSITION
FETTNER, PETER
24
15

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 718
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

N = T T OO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
15 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0701

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

WALTERS, APRIL

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 21
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O WNPE
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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

[oNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2007

Frequencies

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

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

1289/1639
1176/1639
133271397

781/1583
103571532

775/1504
1044/1612
1087/1635
114871579

968/1518
110171520
103071517
1215/1550
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103071398
1278/1391
82171388
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 0701
COMPOSITION
WALTERS, APRIL
26
21

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
21 Non-major 21

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0801

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: FETTNER, PETER (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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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 Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 113871639 3.83 4.05 4.27 4.08 4.00
4.14 970/1639 3.92 4.09 4.22 4.17 4.14
4.00 97371397 3.93 4.25 4.28 4.18 4.00
4.00 1010/1583 4.00 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.00
4.57 293/1532 3.97 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.57
3.83 990/1504 4.03 4.30 4.05 3.78 3.83
2.91 154871612 3.58 3.88 4.16 4.10 2.91
3.57 160071635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 3.57
3.08 1465/1579 3.53 4.05 4.08 3.95 2.54
3.83 1341/1518 4.15 4.30 4.43 4.38 3.67
4.75 890/1520 4.66 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.88
4.25 886/1517 4.17 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.13
4.17 972/1550 4.01 4.17 4.22 4.17 4.08
2.60 1237/1295 2.89 3.42 3.94 3.84 2.60
3.18 122971398 3.65 4.20 4.07 3.85 3.18
3.82 111871391 3.89 4.39 4.30 4.07 3.82
4.64 533/1388 4.22 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.64
4.00 456/ 958 3.57 3.83 3.93 3.71 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0801

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: FETTNER, PETER (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 113871639 3.83 4.05 4.27 4.08 4.00
4.14 970/1639 3.92 4.09 4.22 4.17 4.14
4.00 97371397 3.93 4.25 4.28 4.18 4.00
4.00 1010/1583 4.00 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.00
4.57 293/1532 3.97 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.57
3.83 990/1504 4.03 4.30 4.05 3.78 3.83
2.91 154871612 3.58 3.88 4.16 4.10 2.91
3.57 160071635 4.00 4.32 4.65 4.56 3.57
2.00 1574/1579 3.53 4.05 4.08 3.95 2.54
3.50 141971518 4.15 4.30 4.43 4.38 3.67
5.00 1/1520 4.66 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.88
4.00 108371517 4.17 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.13
4.00 1077/1550 4.01 4.17 4.22 4.17 4.08
3.00 ****/1295 2.89 3.42 3.94 3.84 2.60
3.18 122971398 3.65 4.20 4.07 3.85 3.18
3.82 111871391 3.89 4.39 4.30 4.07 3.82
4.64 533/1388 4.22 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.64
4.00 456/ 958 3.57 3.83 3.93 3.71 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100H 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.63 482/1639 4.63 4.05 4.27 4.08 4.63
4.13 992/1639 4.13 4.09 4.22 4.17 4.13
5.00 1/1583 5.00 4.22 4.19 4.01 5.00
4.00 774/1532 4.00 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.00
4.88 122/1504 4.88 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.88
3.38 144771612 3.38 3.88 4.16 4.10 3.38
4.25 1350/1635 4.25 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.25
4.88 116/1579 4.88 4.05 4.08 3.95 4.88
4.33 1021/1518 4.33 4.30 4.43 4.38 4.33
4.33 1318/1520 4.33 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.33
4.33 800/1517 4.33 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.33
4.00 1077/1550 4.00 4.17 4.22 4.17 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 8 Non-major 7

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

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County
Instructor: MCCARTHY, LUCIL Fall 2007
Enrollment: 8
Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 3 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 0 4 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 0 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 3 2 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 1 0 4 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 6 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 1 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 5 0 0 0 1 0 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5 0 0 0 1 0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 5 0 0 0 1 0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 1 1 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 1 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: ENGL 100P 0101

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: SNEERINGER, HOL
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 13

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

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
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

100371639 4.15
583/1639 4.46
44471583 4.54
216/1532 4
13471504 4.

104471612 4.00

131171635 4

113371579 3
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Type Majors
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 13 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 0101

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: MABE, MITZI1 J (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 19
Questionnaires: 11
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

N
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A WN P

abhwpek

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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
4 2 3
1 5 3
0 0 1
1 2 7
5 0 6
0O 2 5
6 0 4
0O 0 oO
4 4 1
6 3 2
0O 2 0O
6 3 O
5 3 2
4 2 1
2 2 3
1 0 3
1 0 2
0O 2 o0
1 0 O
0 1 1
1 1 3
1 0 1
1 0 2
1 0 2
0O 0 1
0 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 2.27
4.22 4.17 2.55
4.28 4.18 F***
4.19 4.01 2.82
4.01 3.88 2.09
4.05 3.78 3.30
4.16 4.10 1.80
4.65 4.56 5.00
4.08 3.95 3.35
4.43 4.38 3.58
4.70 4.61 4.35
4.27 4.20 3.66
4.22 4.17 3.38
3.94 3.84 3.00
4.07 3.85 2.38
4.30 4.07 3.75
4.28 4.01 3.88
3.93 3.71 3.60
4.11 4.01 ****
4.58 4.50 3.83
4.52 4.12 2.83
4.47 4.25 3.20
4.47 4.39 3.50
4.16 3.90 3.67
4.04 3.61 F***
4.05 3.51 ****
4.75 4.79 FE**
4.58 5.00 F***
4.45 4.54 FF**
4.69 4.69 FrF**
4.37 4.67 FF**
4.52 5.00 ****



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100Y 0101
COMPOSITION

MABE, MITZI J
19
11
Cum. GPA

(Instr. A)

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
11 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 0101

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: MABE, MITZI1 J (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 19
Questionnaires: 11
Questions
General
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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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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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0 0 1

University of Maryland
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 2.27
4.22 4.17 2.55
4.28 4.18 F***
4.19 4.01 2.82
4.01 3.88 2.09
4.05 3.78 3.30
4.16 4.10 1.80
4.65 4.56 5.00
4.08 3.95 3.35
4.43 4.38 3.58
4.70 4.61 4.35
4.27 4.20 3.66
4.22 4.17 3.38
3.94 3.84 3.00
4.07 3.85 2.38
4.30 4.07 3.75
4.28 4.01 3.88
3.93 3.71 3.60
4.11 4.01 ****
4.58 4.50 3.83
4.52 4.12 2.83
4.47 4.25 3.20
4.47 4.39 3.50
4.16 3.90 3.67
4.04 3.61 F***
4.05 3.51 ****
4.75 4.79 FE**
4.58 5.00 F***
4.45 4.54 FF**
4.69 4.69 FrF**
4.37 4.67 FF**
4.52 5.00 ****



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100Y 0101
COMPOSITION

MABE, MITZI J
19
11
Cum. GPA

(Instr. B)

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
11 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 0101

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: (Instr. C)
Enrollment: 19
Questionnaires: 11
Questions
General
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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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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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FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 2.27
4.22 4.17 2.55
4.28 4.18 F***
4.19 4.01 2.82
4.01 3.88 2.09
4.05 3.78 3.30
4.16 4.10 1.80
4.65 4.56 5.00
4.08 3.95 3.35
4.43 4.38 3.58
4.70 4.61 4.35
4.27 4.20 3.66
4.22 4.17 3.38
3.94 3.84 3.00
4.07 3.85 2.38
4.30 4.07 3.75
4.28 4.01 3.88
3.93 3.71 3.60
4.11 4.01 ****
4.58 4.50 3.83
4.52 4.12 2.83
4.47 4.25 3.20
4.47 4.39 3.50
4.16 3.90 3.67
4.04 3.61 F***
4.05 3.51 ****
4.75 4.79 FE**
4.58 5.00 F***
4.45 4.54 FF**
4.69 4.69 FrF**
4.37 4.67 F*F*F*
4.52 5.00 ****



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 0101 University of Maryland Page 726

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: (Instr. C) Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 11 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 1 A 1 Required for Majors 6 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 11 Non-major 11
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 4
? 1



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 0201

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: HICKERNELL, MAR
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 727
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

D= T TIOO
RPOOOORrAMIM

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[
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NO B W

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.60 145471639 3.12 4.05 4.27 4.08 3.60
3.87 1287/1639 3.23 4.09 4.22 4.17 3.87
4.00 ****/1397 4.33 4.25 4.28 4.18 ****
4.00 1010/1583 3.71 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.00
3.50 1241/1532 3.05 4.02 4.01 3.88 3.50
4.29 585/1504 3.84 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.29
3.36 145171612 3.03 3.88 4.16 4.10 3.36
4.93 52971635 4.79 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.93
3.63 1257/1579 3.55 4.05 4.08 3.95 3.63
3.62 140271518 3.73 4.30 4.43 4.38 3.62
4.54 1166/1520 4.53 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.54
3.69 128371517 3.80 4.24 4.27 4.20 3.69
3.46 1344/1550 3.67 4.17 4.22 4.17 3.46
3.00 ****/1295 3.20 3.42 3.94 3.84 ****
3.70 100271398 3.21 4.20 4.07 3.85 3.70
4.09 940/1391 3.91 4.39 4.30 4.07 4.09
4.18 877/1388 4.01 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.18
4.00 456/ 958 4.01 3.83 3.93 3.71 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 0301

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: WALTERS, APRIL (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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Frequency Distribution

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

Other

[
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ANEDN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.64 1435/1639 3.12 4.05 4.27 4.08 3.64
3.64 1427/1639 3.23 4.09 4.22 4.17 3.64
4.50 517/1397 4.33 4.25 4.28 4.18 4.50
4.45 536/1583 3.71 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.45
3.70 1104/1532 3.05 4.02 4.01 3.88 3.70
4.27 594/1504 3.84 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.27
4.09 098271612 3.03 3.88 4.16 4.10 4.09
4.91 66271635 4.79 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.91
3.80 113371579 3.55 4.05 4.08 3.95 3.73
4.10 120371518 3.73 4.30 4.43 4.38 4.10
4.90 546/1520 4.53 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.90
4.10 1025/1517 3.80 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.10
4.30 860/1550 3.67 4.17 4.22 4.17 4.30
4.22 481/1295 3.20 3.42 3.94 3.84 4.22
3.50 1106/1398 3.21 4.20 4.07 3.85 3.50
3.83 110671391 3.91 4.39 4.30 4.07 3.83
3.83 106571388 4.01 4.47 4.28 4.01 3.83
4.33 307/ 958 4.01 3.83 3.93 3.71 4.33

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 0301

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: WALTERS, APRIL (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 11

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.64 1435/1639 3.12 4.05 4.27 4.08 3.64
3.64 1427/1639 3.23 4.09 4.22 4.17 3.64
4.50 517/1397 4.33 4.25 4.28 4.18 4.50
4.45 536/1583 3.71 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.45
3.70 1104/1532 3.05 4.02 4.01 3.88 3.70
4.27 594/1504 3.84 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.27
4.09 098271612 3.03 3.88 4.16 4.10 4.09
4.91 66271635 4.79 4.32 4.65 4.56 4.91
3.67 1232/1579 3.55 4.05 4.08 3.95 3.73
4.00 ****/1295 3.20 3.42 3.94 3.84 4.22
3.50 110671398 3.21 4.20 4.07 3.85 3.50
3.83 1106/1391 3.91 4.39 4.30 4.07 3.83
3.83 106571388 4.01 4.47 4.28 4.01 3.83
4.33 307/ 958 4.01 3.83 3.93 3.71 4.33

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 0401

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: PEKARSKE, NICOL
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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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 Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.17 990/1639 3.12 4.05 4.27 4.08 4.17
3.83 130671639 3.23 4.09 4.22 4.17 3.83
4.00 97371397 4.33 4.25 4.28 4.18 4.00
4.58 392/1583 3.71 4.22 4.19 4.01 4.58
4.17 655/1532 3.05 4.02 4.01 3.88 4.17
4.17 701/1504 3.84 4.30 4.05 3.78 4.17
4.25 814/1612 3.03 3.88 4.16 4.10 4.25
3.75 1589/1635 4.79 4.32 4.65 4.56 3.75
3.70 120871579 3.55 4.05 4.08 3.95 3.70
3.90 131871518 3.73 4.30 4.43 4.38 3.90
4.70 992/1520 4.53 4.71 4.70 4.61 4.70
4.00 108371517 3.80 4.24 4.27 4.20 4.00
4.10 102971550 3.67 4.17 4.22 4.17 4.10
2.80 121371295 3.20 3.42 3.94 3.84 2.80
4.63 355/1398 3.21 4.20 4.07 3.85 4.63
4.38 71971391 3.91 4.39 4.30 4.07 4.38
4.63 546/1388 4.01 4.47 4.28 4.01 4.63
4.60 179/ 958 4.01 3.83 3.93 3.71 4.60

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 110 0101

Title COMPOSITION ESL STUDEN
Instructor: SIMS, DIANA
Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.38 780/1639 4.16
4.41 667/1639 4.35
4.40 66171397 4.16
4.12 929/1583 4.28
4.13 677/1532 3.95
4.19 678/1504 4.12
4.47 546/1612 4.35
4.13 1441/1635 4.36
4.67 241/1579 4.44
4.33 1021/1518 4.42
4.79 837/1520 4.74
4.54 560/1517 4.40
4.38 787/1550 4.44
4.14 545/1295 3.80
4.08 742/1398 4.04
3.83 1106/1391 4.02
3.92 102571388 4.26
4.45 234/ 958 4.48

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 110 0201

Title COMPOSITION ESL STUDEN
Instructor: COLLINS, ELSA T
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 18

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE 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
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Frequencies
1 2 3
2 0 5
0 1 3
1 1 3
0 1 1
1 1 6
o 2 3
0 2 2
o 1 2
0O 0 1
o 0 3
0O 0 2
0 1 2
0 0 2
1 1 5
0 1 1
0O 0 2
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 2
0O 1 o0
0O 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 O
1 0 0
0O 1 o
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
1 0 0
0O 0 1
0 0 1
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
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1 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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106371397
560/1583
103571532
797/1504
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1006/1520
875/1517
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100071295

770/1398
86371391
571/1388
201/ 958
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FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 3.94
4.22 4.17 4.29
4.28 4.18 3.93
4.19 4.01 4.44
4.01 3.88 3.76
4.05 3.78 4.06
4.16 4.10 4.24
4.65 4.56 4.59
4.08 3.95 4.21
4.43 4.38 4.50
4.70 4.61 4.69
4.27 4.20 4.27
4.22 4.17 4.50
3.94 3.84 3.46
4.07 3.85 4.00
4.30 4.07 4.20
4.28 4.01 4.60
3.93 3.71 4.50
4.10 3.90 FF**
4.11 4.01 ****
4.44 4.44 FFF*
4.35 4.43 FF*F*
4.18 4.25 FF*x*
4.58 4.50 F***
4.52 4.12 FF*x*
4.47 4.25 KFx*
4.47 4.39 FFx*
4.16 3.90 FH**
4.04 3.61 F***
4.05 3.51 ****
4.75 4.79 FE**
4.58 5.00 ****
4.56 4.60 F*F**
4.45 4.54 FFx*
4.51 4.67 F***
4.69 4.69 Fr**
4.37 4.67 FF**
4.52 5.00 F***



Course-Section: ENGL 110 0201 University of Maryland Page 732

Title COMPOSITION ESL STUDEN Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: COLLINS, ELSA T Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 18 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 5 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 18 Non-major 18
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 9
? 2



Course-Section: ENGL 210 0201 University of Maryland

Title INTRODUCTION TO LIT Baltimore County
Instructor: FINDLAY, JOANNE Fall 2007
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 31

=

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

16

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.28 870/1639 4.28
3.90 126871639 3.90
4.41 646/1397 4.41
4.18 871/1583 4.18
4.68 229/1532 4.68
4.18 690/1504 4.18
4.00 1044/1612 4.00
3.75 158971635 3.75
3.91 103971579 3.91
4.24 1110/1518 4.24
4.88 597/1520 4.88
4.42 700/1517 4.42
4.50 638/1550 4.50
3.13 1140/1295 3.13
4.71 294/1398 4.71
4.50 616/1391 4.50
4.79 351/1388 4.79
3 B 50 ****/ 958 E = =
4_00 ****/ 82 E = =
1_00 ****/ 52 E = =
l . 00 ****/ 50 E =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

31
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 2 0 1 0 3 11
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0 1 2 7 8
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 0 0 3 1 6
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 1 0 0 6 11
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 3 0 1 0 1 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 8 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 3 0 1 2 5 8
8. How many times was class cancelled 3 0 0 0 8 19
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 8 0 0 0 7 11
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 0 1 0 4 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5 0 0 0 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 5 0 0 1 1 10
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 5 0 1 0 1 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 6 10 2 3 4 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 17 0 0 0 1 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 17 0 0 0 3 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 17 0 0 0 0 3
4. Were special techniques successful 17 10 1 0 1 0
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 30 0 0 1 0 0
Seminar
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 30 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 30 0 0 0 0 0
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 30 0 1 0 0 0
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 30 0 1 0 0 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 30 0 1 0 0 0
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 30 0 0 0 0 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 30 0 0 0 0 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 7 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 3 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 13 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: ENGL 226 0101

Title ENGLISH GRAMMAR USAGE

Instructor:

HARRIS, LINDA R

Enrollment: 44

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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734
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Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

LENS

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

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

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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19
19
19

20
20

20
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Frequencies

1 2 3 4
o 3 3 9
0 1 4 8
0 1 3 8
0 1 5 5
o 2 2 7
1 2 4 8
0 1 4 6
0O 0 4 13
0 1 5 7
0 1 1 4
0O 0O o0 4
0 1 2 2
0 1 2 6
1 2 2 1
0 0 3 2
0O 0 o0 1
o o0 1 2
o o0 1 2
1 0 0 O
0 0 0 0
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 O
1 0 0 O
1 0 0 oO
1 0 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors

N = T T OO
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General

Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.86 128971639 3.86
4.10 1021/1639 4.10
4.19 850/1397 4.19
4.14 900/1583 4.14
4.11 700/1532 4.11
3.76 1042/1504 3.76
4.19 88271612 4.19
4.00 1497/1635 4.00
3.67 1232/1579 3.67
4.44 905/1518 4.44
4.73 925/1520 4.73
4.40 726/1517 4.40
4.13 1000/1550 4.13
3.13 114371295 3.13
4.11 728/1398 4.11
4.89 248/1391 4.89
4.56 60971388 4.56
4.33 307/ 958 4.33
5 . 00 ****/ 85 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 233 0101

Title ISSUES IN WORLD LIT

Instructor:

FALLON, MICHAEL

Enrollment: 31

Questionnaires: 26

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

[

GWN 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
Were special techniques successful

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear
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Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.96 118371639 3.96
3.85 1300/1639 3.85
4.27 785/1397 4.27
3.73 1282/1583 3.73
4.72 203/1532 4.72
4.21 647/1504 4.21
3.68 1316/1612 3.68
4.63 1045/1635 4.63
3.95 972/1579 3.95
4.35 1000/1518 4.35
4.76 872/1520 4.76
4.38 747/1517 4.38
4.33 832/1550 4.33
2.80 121371295 2.80
4.64 342/1398 4.64
4.43 678/1391 4.43
4.43 721/1388 4.43
3 B 83 **-k*/ 958 E = =
4_00 ****/ 85 E = =
4_00 **-k-k/ 82 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

26

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 241A 0101

Title MODERN BRITISH NOVEL
Instructor: FITZPATRICK, CA
Enrollment: 36

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 736
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[
NAOOOOWO®ONW

P OO~NNO©

= 0 g U

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.57 1466/1639 3.57 4.05 4.27 4.35 3.57
4.07 103671639 4.07 4.09 4.22 4.27 4.07
4.14 897/1397 4.14 4.25 4.28 4.39 4.14
4.21 832/1583 4.21 4.22 4.19 4.28 4.21
4.43 419/1532 4.43 4.02 4.01 4.09 4.43
4.23 629/1504 4.23 4.30 4.05 4.09 4.23
4.07 996/1612 4.07 3.88 4.16 4.21 4.07
5.00 171635 5.00 4.32 4.65 4.63 5.00
3.90 1056/1579 3.90 4.05 4.08 4.14 3.90
4.62 670/1518 4.62 4.30 4.43 4.48 4.62
4.92 437/1520 4.92 4.71 4.70 4.78 4.92
4.38 747/1517 4.38 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.38
4.31 860/1550 4.31 4.17 4.22 4.33 4.31
3.00 ****/1295 **** 3. 42 3.94 4.07 ****
4.08 745/1398 4.08 4.20 4.07 4.14 4.08
3.38 125271391 3.38 4.39 4.30 4.35 3.38
4.31 802/1388 4.31 4.47 4.28 4.37 4.31
2.30 933/ 958 2.30 3.83 3.93 4.00 2.30

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 14 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: ENGL 241B 0101

Title BEAUTY PLEASURE DEC IM

Instructor:

PEKARSKE, NICOL

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 16

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OwWwUw

P NN®

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.56 550/1639 4.56
4.06 1044/1639 4.06
4.40 66171397 4.40
4.25 792/1583 4.25
4.50 335/1532 4.50
4.27 60371504 4.27
4.00 1044/1612 4.00
3.75 158971635 3.75
3.75 1170/1579 3.75
4.17 1162/1518 4.17
4.83 725/1520 4.83
4.00 108371517 4.00
4.33 832/1550 4.33
4.75 260/1398 4.75
4.25 816/1391 4.25
4.00 944/1388 4.00
5 B OO ****/ 958 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Mean Mean

AR IAIAAD
o
s

L il
o
©

WhhMAD
N
\‘
ADADMDMDN
W
N

WA AD
W
o

ADDDN

Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant

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



Course-Section: ENGL 243A 0101

Title WRITERS LOOK AT WAR
Instructor: BENSON, LINDA K
Enrollment: 48

Questionnaires: 31

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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0

12

Page 738
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.10 1075/1639 4.10 4.05 4.27 4.35 4.10
4.16 948/1639 4.16 4.09 4.22 4.27 4.16
4.33 722/1397 4.33 4.25 4.28 4.39 4.33
4.20 852/1583 4.20 4.22 4.19 4.28 4.20
4.72 197/1532 4.72 4.02 4.01 4.09 4.72
4.43 453/1504 4.43 4.30 4.05 4.09 4.43
4.17 913/1612 4.17 3.88 4.16 4.21 4.17
4.10 1454/1635 4.10 4.32 4.65 4.63 4.10
4.04 865/1579 4.04 4.05 4.08 4.14 4.04
4.39 957/1518 4.39 4.30 4.43 4.48 4.39
4.93 382/1520 4.93 4.71 4.70 4.78 4.93
4.28 864/1517 4.28 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.28
4.43 742/1550 4.43 4.17 4.22 4.33 4.43
3.67 89471295 3.67 3.42 3.94 4.07 3.67
4.29 59971398 4.29 4.20 4.07 4.14 4.29
4.55 57971391 4.55 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.55
4.71 43571388 4.71 4.47 4.28 4.37 4.71
3.89 540/ 958 3.89 3.83 3.93 4.00 3.89

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 31 Non-major 24

#### - 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 0O 1 o0 6 12
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 2 19
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 4 12
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 0 3 14
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 1 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 2 13
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 1 5 12
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 1 0 0 0 26
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 0 0 4 16
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 0 0 3 11
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 4 13
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 1 0 0 4 8
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 3 2 1 7 7
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 10 0 0 2 2 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 11 0 0 1 2 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 10 0 0 0 1 4
4. Were special techniques successful 10 3 1 0 3 10
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 1 A 10 Required for Majors
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 2 C 5 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives
P 1
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 243B 0101

Title COMIC BOOK LITERATURE

Instructor:

BLUMBERG, ARNOL

Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 34

Questions

Fall

2007

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean
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O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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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Frequencies
1 2 3
1 1 6
0 3 2
0 2 2
1 3 4
0O 0 2
0O 1 8
0 5 7
0O 1 13
o 0 3
0O 0 5
0O 0 2
0O 0 6
0 1 6
1 1 2
0 1 4
o 0 3
0O 0 2
o 0 3
0O 0 1
1 0 O
0O 0 1
0 1 0
0O 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 O
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.35 4.21
4.27 4.18
4.39 4.42
4.28 4.09
4.09 4.79
4.09 4.25
4.21 4.06
4.63 3.59
4.14 4.39
4.48 4.50
4.78 4.84
4.34 4.47
4.33 4.48
4 . 07 . = = 3
4.14 4.26
4.35 4.47
4.37 4.74
4 B oo E = =
4 . 33 ke = =
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4 . 43 E = =
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Course-Section: ENGL 243B 0101

Title COMIC BOOK LITERATURE
Instructor: BLUMBERG, ARNOL
Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 34

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 739
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 34 Non-major 34

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



Course-Section: ENGL 250 0101

Title INTRO TO SHAKESPEARE

Instructor:

ORGELFINGER, GA

Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
FEB 13,

740
2008

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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Frequencies

1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 5
0 0 3 8
0 1 5 8
0O 0 0 9
0O 0O o0 4
0O 1 2 6
0 1 2 7
o 0 o0 17
0 0 1 11
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O o0 o
O 0O o0 4
0 0 0 2
o o0 3 7
0 0 0 5
0O 0O o0 4
o 0O o0 2
1 2 4 4
0O 0O 0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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General

Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.78 281/1639 4.78
4.39 696/1639 4.39
4.09 942/1397 4.09
4.61 371/1583 4.61
4.83 137/1532 4.83
4.43 453/1504 4.43
4.39 644/1612 4.39
4.26 1342/1635 4.26
4.32 590/1579 4.32
5.00 1/1518 5.00
5.00 1/1520 5.00
4.80 23971517 4.80
4.90 174/1550 4.90
4.35 383/1295 4.35
4.71 30371398 4.71
4.76 380/1391 4.76
4.88 244/1388 4.88
3.31 794/ 958 3.31

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

23

Non-major

responses to be significant

7



Course-Section: ENGL 271 0101

Title INTRO CREAT WRTG-FICTI
Instructor: SHIVNAN, SALLY
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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Frequency Distribution

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

Other

PrOADDMDIMDDIDS
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wWhADdD
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50871639 4.61 4.05 4.27 4.35 4.61
220/1639 4.78 4.09 4.22 4.27 4.78
408/1397 4.62 4.25 4.28 4.39 4.62
323/1583 4.67 4.22 4.19 4.28 4.67
335/1532 4.50 4.02 4.01 4.09 4.50
11171504 4.91 4.30 4.05 4.09 4.91
56171612 4.45 3.88 4.16 4.21 4.45

1/1635 5.00 4.32 4.65 4.63 5.00
122/1579 4.86 4.05 4.08 4.14 4.86
286/1518 4.85 4.30 4.43 4.48 4.85
328/1520 4.95 4.71 4.70 4.78 4.95
239/1517 4.80 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.80
35171550 4.75 4.17 4.22 4.33 4.75
838/1295 3.75 3.42 3.94 4.07 3.75
260/1398 4.75 4.20 4.07 4.14 4.75
300/1391 4.83 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.83
496/1388 4.67 4.47 4.28 4.37 4.67
629/ 958 3.73 3.83 3.93 4.00 3.73

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 7

Under-grad 23 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: ENGL 273 0101

Title INT CREATIVE WTG-POETR
Instructor: FALLON, MICHAEL
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
RPOOOCORr U U

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

~N © © ©

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.79 281/1639 4.79 4.05 4.27 4.35 4.79
4.71 295/1639 4.71 4.09 4.22 4.27 4.71
4.54 487/1397 4.54 4.25 4.28 4.39 4.54
4.69 29971583 4.69 4.22 4.19 4.28 4.69
4.36 488/1532 4.36 4.02 4.01 4.09 4.36
4.79 163/1504 4.79 4.30 4.05 4.09 4.79
4.14 934/1612 4.14 3.88 4.16 4.21 4.14
4.64 102371635 4.64 4.32 4.65 4.63 4.64
4.25 657/1579 4.25 4.05 4.08 4.14 4.25
4.54 770/1518 4.54 4.30 4.43 4.48 4.54
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.78 5.00
4.77 287/1517 4.77 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.77
4.77 338/1550 4.77 4.17 4.22 4.33 4.77
4.40 346/1295 4.40 3.42 3.94 4.07 4.40
4.90 161/1398 4.90 4.20 4.07 4.14 4.90
4.90 227/1391 4.90 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.90
4.80 328/1388 4.80 4.47 4.28 4.37 4.80
4.67 155/ 958 4.67 3.83 3.93 4.00 4.67

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 14 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: ENGL 291 0101

Title INTRO WRTG CREAT ESSAY
Instructor: BENSON, LINDA K
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

743
2008
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

WRRRRPRPRRER

AR ADBAD

aaao o

[eNoNoNoNoNoNcNolo]
[eNoNoNol NeoloNoNo]
[eNoNolol NeoloNoNo]
OFRPNRFRPORFRPOOO
NOOWWANWOW

NOoOooo
[eNoNoNoNa]
[eNoNoNoNe]
RPORFRPOO
R UOoONO

cococo
cocor
rooo
rooo
ORPw

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

FEB 13,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 318/1639 4.42 4.05 4.27 4.35
4.50 517/1639 4.44 4.09 4.22 4.27
4.25 795/1397 4.38 4.25 4.28 4.39
4.67 323/1583 4.61 4.22 4.19 4.28
4.08 714/1532 3.78 4.02 4.01 4.09
4.58 306/1504 4.66 4.30 4.05 4.09
4.00 104471612 4.29 3.88 4.16 4.21
4.08 1462/1635 4.41 4.32 4.65 4.63
4.30 60171579 4.39 4.05 4.08 4.14
4.33 1021/1518 4.46 4.30 4.43 4.48
4.78 855/1520 4.86 4.71 4.70 4.78
4.11 1016/1517 4.42 4.24 4.27 4.34
4.44 716/1550 4.35 4.17 4.22 4.33
3.50 ****/1295 3.40 3.42 3.94 4.07
4.13 721/1398 4.62 4.20 4.07 4.14
4.88 258/1391 4.92 4.39 4.30 4.35
4.88 255/1388 4.80 4.47 4.28 4.37
3.75 610/ 958 4.22 3.83 3.93 4.00
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 13 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 291 0201

Title INTRO WRTG CREAT ESSAY

Instructor:

FALLON, MICHAEL

Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
FEB 13,

744
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Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.06 1096/1639 4.42
4.13 992/1639 4.44
4.50 ****/1397 4.38
4.60 371/1583 4.61
3.27 1357/1532 3.78
4.69 230/1504 4.66
4.27 80271612 4.29
4.27 134271635 4.41
4.33 56971579 4.39
4.42 933/1518 4.46
4.93 437/1520 4.86
4.58 498/1517 4.42
4.17 972/1550 4.35
2.50 ****/1295 3.40
4.83 200/1398 4.62
5.00 1/1391 4.92
4.83 296/1388 4.80
4.42 260/ 958 4.22

Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 16

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 291 0301

Title INTRO WRTG CREAT ESSAY
Instructor: SHIVNAN, SALLY
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.44 698/1639 4.42 4.05 4.27 4.35 4.44
4.71 306/1639 4.44 4.09 4.22 4.27 4.71
4.50 517/1397 4.38 4.25 4.28 4.39 4.50
4.56 413/1583 4.61 4.22 4.19 4.28 4.56
4.00 774/1532 3.78 4.02 4.01 4.09 4.00
4.71 215/1504 4.66 4.30 4.05 4.09 4.71
4.61 376/1612 4.29 3.88 4.16 4.21 4.61
4.88 69171635 4.41 4.32 4.65 4.63 4.88
4.55 342/1579 4.39 4.05 4.08 4.14 4.55
4.63 656/1518 4.46 4.30 4.43 4.48 4.63
4.88 622/1520 4.86 4.71 4.70 4.78 4.88
4.56 523/1517 4.42 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.56
4.44 729/1550 4.35 4.17 4.22 4.33 4.44
3.40 103571295 3.40 3.42 3.94 4.07 3.40
4.90 161/1398 4.62 4.20 4.07 4.14 4.90
4.90 227/1391 4.92 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.90
4.70 459/1388 4.80 4.47 4.28 4.37 4.70
4.50 201/ 958 4.22 3.83 3.93 4.00 4.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 18 Non-major 10

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



Course-Section: ENGL 301 0101

Title ANALYSIS LITERARY LANG
Instructor: FARABAUGH, ROBI
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.53 582/1639 4.60 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.53
4.60 415/1639 4.61 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.60
4.50 517/1397 4.56 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.50
4.80 186/1583 4.75 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.80
4.67 236/1532 4.72 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.67
4.73 195/1504 4.67 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.73
4.47 546/1612 4.56 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.47
5.00 171635 4.86 4.32 4.65 4.66 5.00
4.30 601/1579 4.38 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.30
4.86 286/1518 4.73 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.86
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.68 5.00
4.86 198/1517 4.80 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.86
4.79 313/1550 4.76 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.79
4.20 50571295 4.20 3.42 3.94 3.95 4.20
4.80 217/1398 4.79 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.80
4.93 15971391 4.82 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.93
4.87 265/1388 4.72 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.87
4.31 325/ 958 4.40 3.83 3.93 3.97 4.31

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 9
Under-grad 15 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: ENGL 301 0201

Title ANALYSIS LITERARY LANG

Instructor: SMITH, ORIANNE

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 18 Student

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2007

Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject

Did the lectures contribute to what you learned

O WNPE

Discussion

A WNPE

Were special techniques successful

Seminar

Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

GO WNE

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

O WNPE

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

WN

Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Was lecture material presented and explained clearly

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

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

Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention 17
Did research projects contribute to what you learned

[ NeoNeoNoNol NoNoNo]

gwwww

AADD

17
17

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

[oNe]
[oNe]
[oNe]
[oNe]
[oNe]

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.67 430/1639 4.60
4.61 404/1639 4.61
4.61 408/1397 4.56
4.71 292/1583 4.75
4.78 165/1532 4.72
4.61 283/1504 4.67
4.65 340/1612 4.56
4.72 928/1635 4.86
4.46 427/1579 4.38
4.60 684/1518 4.73
5.00 1/1520 5.00
4.73 323/1517 4.80
4.73 376/1550 4.76
3.00 ****/1295 4.20
4.79 234/1398 4.79
4.71 441/1391 4.82
4.57 593/1388 4.72
4.50 201/ 958 4.40
5 B OO **-k*/ 82 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 78 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 80 E = =
4_00 ****/ 52 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 37 E = =
5_00 ****/ 32 E =
5 B OO **-k*/ 32 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 43 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

18
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.28 4.67
4.22 4.20 4.61
4.28 4.26 4.61
4.19 4.24 4.71
4.01 4.05 4.78
4.05 4.12 4.61
4.16 4.12 4.65
4.65 4.66 4.72
4.08 4.07 4.46
4.43 4.39 4.60
4.70 4.68 5.00
4.27 4.23 4.73
4.22 4.20 4.73
3.94 3.95 Fxx*x
4.07 4.13 4.79
4.30 4.35 4.71
4.28 4.34 4.57
3.93 3.97 4.50
4.58 4.50 ****
4.52 4.59 Fxx*
4.47 4.60 F***
4.47 4.65 F***
4.16 4.08 ****
4.04 4.78 F***
4.05 4.31 ****
4.75 4.63 F***
4.58 4.52 F***
4.56 4.30 ****
4.51 5.00 ****
4.69 5.00 ****

Majors
Major 12
Non-major 6

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 303 0101 University of Maryland

Title ART OF THE ESSAY Baltimore County
Instructor: OLIVER, LAURA Fall 2007
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 18

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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
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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
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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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© © © ©
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Seminar
. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 17
. Were criteria for grading made clear 17

N
oo
oo
oo
oo
opr

Field Work
. Was the instructor available for consultation 17 0 0
. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 17 0 0
. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 17 0 0
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0
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Frequency Distribution

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

Other

) = T TIOO
RPOOOOON®

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.44 698/1639 4.44
4.78 231/1639 4.78
4_67 ****/1397 E = =
4.78 217/1583 4.78
4.33 506/1532 4.33
4.94 67/1504 4.94
4.33 71871612 4.33
4.50 113571635 4.50
4.56 332/1579 4.56
4.79 397/1518 4.79
5.00 1/1520 5.00
4.57 510/1517 4.57
4.29 875/1550 4.29
4.89 172/1398 4.89
4.89 248/1391 4.89
4.89 244/1388 4.89
3.60 682/ 958 3.60
4_00 ****/ 42 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

18
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.28 4.44
4.22 4.20 4.78
4.28 4.26 F***
4.19 4.24 4.78
4.01 4.05 4.33
4.05 4.12 4.94
4.16 4.12 4.33
4.65 4.66 4.50
4.08 4.07 4.56
4.43 4.39 4.79
4.70 4.68 5.00
4.27 4.23 4.57
4.22 4.20 4.29
4.07 4.13 4.89
4.30 4.35 4.89
4.28 4.34 4.89
3.93 3.97 3.60
4.47 4.65 F***
4.16 4.08 ****
4.75 4.63 F***
4.58 4.52 Fx**
4.56 4.30 ****

Majors
Major 11
Non-major 7

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 304 0101

Title BRIT LIT:MEDIEVAL/RENA

Instructor:

FALCO, RAPHAEL

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.75 318/1639 4.75
4.19 926/1639 4.19
4.50 517/1397 4.50
4.53 444/1583 4.53
4.87 121/1532 4.87
4.60 291/1504 4.60
4.38 66971612 4.38
4.13 1441/1635 4.13
4.45 439/1579 4.45
4.46 863/1518 4.46
5.00 1/1520 5.00
4.50 597/1517 4.50
4.67 457/1550 4.67
4.50 426/1398 4.50
4.60 543/1391 4.60
4.70 45971388 4.70
1 B 50 ****/ 958 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

16

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 306 0101

Title BRIT LIT: VICTORIAN-MO
Instructor: DONOVAN, JULIE
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NOO~NO0WwWWwN~N
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.70 391/1639 4.70 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.70
4.60 41571639 4.60 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.60
4.80 230/1397 4.80 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.80
4.80 186/1583 4.80 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.80
5.00 1/1532 5.00 4.02 4.01 4.05 5.00
4.70 222/1504 4.70 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.70
4.90 11371612 4.90 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.90
4.90 66271635 4.90 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.90
4.67 241/1579 4.67 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.67
4.80 360/1518 4.80 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.80
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.68 5.00
4.56 535/1517 4.56 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.56
4.89 196/1550 4.89 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.89
4.00 62371295 4.00 3.42 3.94 3.95 4.00
4.80 217/1398 4.80 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.80
4.90 227/1391 4.90 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.90
4.90 224/1388 4.90 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.90
4.78 111/ 958 4.78 3.83 3.93 3.97 4.78

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 9
Under-grad 10 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: ENGL 307 0101

Title AM LIT TO CIVIL WAR
Instructor: STEWART, CAROLE
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 23

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.96 1195/1639 3.96 4.05 4.27 4.28 3.96
4.32 800/1639 4.32 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.32
4.30 74971397 4.30 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.30
4.26 781/1583 4.26 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.26
4.35 497/1532 4.35 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.35
4.36 521/1504 4.36 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.36
4.22 860/1612 4.22 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.22
4.70 96871635 4.70 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.70
3.84 1102/1579 3.84 4.05 4.08 4.07 3.84
4.33 1021/1518 4.33 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.33
4.57 1136/1520 4.57 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.57
3.90 1182/1517 3.90 4.24 4.27 4.23 3.90
3.86 118871550 3.86 4.17 4.22 4.20 3.86
3.56 95371295 3.56 3.42 3.94 3.95 3.56
3.90 887/1398 3.90 4.20 4.07 4.13 3.90
4.52 60171391 4.52 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.52
4.62 558/1388 4.62 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.62
3.63 674/ 958 3.63 3.83 3.93 3.97 3.63

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 18
Under-grad 23 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: ENGL 308 0101

Title AM LIT AFTER CIVIL WAR

Instructor:

GWIAZDA, PIOTR

Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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O 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.25 890/1639 4.25
4.06 1044/1639 4.06
4.75 282/1397 4.75
4.47 524/1583 4.47
4.56 299/1532 4.56
4.33 544/1504 4.33
4.56 428/1612 4.56
4.53 1114/1635 4.53
4.21 702/1579 4.21
4.50 807/1518 4.50
4.94 382/1520 4.94
4.63 451/1517 4.63
4.38 796/1550 4.38
3.67 894/1295 3.67
4.31 582/1398 4.31
4.77 38071391 4.77
4.85 286/1388 4.85
3.77 603/ 958 3.77

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 324 0101

Title THEORIES OF COMM TECH

Instructor:

MAHER, JENNIFER

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 2 1 4 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 1 2 8 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 13 0 0 1 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 1 0 1 2 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 2 1 9
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 1 0 1 3 10
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 1 1 3 7 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 1 11
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 0 1 6 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 1 1 5 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 1 1 5 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 2 2 3 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 0 0 1 2 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 1 2 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 0 0 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 1 0 1 3
4. Were special techniques successful 3 3 1 1 3 4
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 17 0 0 0 0 0
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 17 0 O O O o©
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 17 0 0 0 0 0
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 17 0 0 0 0 0
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 17 0 0 0 0 0
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 17 0 0 0 0 0
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 17 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 17 0 O O O ©
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 17 0 0 0 0 0
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 17 0 0 0 0 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 17 0 O O O o©
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 17 0 0 0 0 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 17 0 0 0 0 0
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 17 0 0 0 0 0
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 17 0 O O O o©
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 1 C 2 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives

#### - Means there are not enough
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Course-Section: ENGL 324 0201

Title THEORIES OF COMM TECH
Instructor: SHIPKA, JODY
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

FEB 13,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.54 148471639 3.50 4.05 4.27 4.28
3.17 156871639 3.20 4.09 4.22 4.20
3.75 1175/1397 3.75 4.25 4.28 4.26
3.27 147971583 3.67 4.22 4.19 4.24
3.18 1384/1532 3.47 4.02 4.01 4.05
3.44 1240/1504 3.63 4.30 4.05 4.12
2.80 155871612 2.96 3.88 4.16 4.12
4.64 1034/1635 4.44 4.32 4.65 4.66
3.40 1364/1579 3.39 4.05 4.08 4.07
3.00 1481/1518 3.23 4.30 4.43 4.39
5.00 1/1520 4.81 4.71 4.70 4.68
2.83 1479/1517 3.15 4.24 4.27 4.23
2.50 149171550 2.98 4.17 4.22 4.20
1.00 ****/1295 4.25 3.42 3.94 3.95
3.20 122271398 3.67 4.20 4.07 4.13
3.60 119271391 4.13 4.39 4.30 4.35
3.20 128271388 3.80 4.47 4.28 4.34
3.67 ****/ 958 3.58 3.83 3.93 3.97
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 13 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 326 0101

Title STRUCTURE OF ENGLISH
Instructor: FITZPATRICK, CA
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 615/1639 4.50 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.50
4.64 371/1639 4.64 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.64
4.79 250/1397 4.79 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.79
4.25 792/1583 4.25 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.25
3.75 1046/1532 3.75 4.02 4.01 4.05 3.75
3.85 98471504 3.85 4.30 4.05 4.12 3.85
4.36 694/1612 4.36 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.36
4.79 840/1635 4.79 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.79
4.20 725/1579 4.20 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.20
4.50 807/1518 4.50 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.50
4.92 437/1520 4.92 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.92
4.38 747/1517 4.38 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.38
4.69 424/1550 4.69 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.69
3.00 ****/1295 **** 3. 42 3.94 3.95 *F***
4.31 582/1398 4.31 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.31
4.54 594/1391 4.54 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.54
4.62 558/1388 4.62 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.62
3.25 806/ 958 3.25 3.83 3.93 3.97 3.25

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 11
Under-grad 14 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: ENGL 332 0101

Title CONTEMP AMERICAN LIT

Instructor:

CORBETT, CHRIS

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

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
Were special techniques successful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.63 482/1639 4.63
4.19 92671639 4.19
4.29 767/1397 4.29
4.33 697/1583 4.33
4.88 117/1532 4.88
4.31 560/1504 4.31
4.08 99671612 4.08
4.56 109471635 4.56
4.43 473/1579 4.43
4.77 435/1518 4.77
5.00 1/1520 5.00
4.77 287/1517 4.77
4.92 13971550 4.92
4.08 590/1295 4.08
4.78 242/1398 4.78
4.89 248/1391 4.89
4.89 244/1388 4.89
2.75 895/ 958 2.75

Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 16

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 351 0101

Title STUDIES IN SHAKESPEARE
Instructor: OSHEROW, MICHEL
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

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

Other

[EN
WNOOWOER 0N ©

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.54 582/1639 4.54 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.54
4.54 486/1639 4.54 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.54
4.67 367/1397 4.67 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.67
4.54 444/1583 4.54 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.54
4.92 94/1532 4.92 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.92
4.50 367/1504 4.50 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.50
4.42 617/1612 4.42 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.42
4.54 111471635 4.54 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.54
4.38 527/1579 4.38 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.38
4.92 170/1518 4.92 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.92
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.68 5.00
4.85 206/1517 4.85 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.85
4.85 242/1550 4.85 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.85
4.29 436/1295 4.29 3.42 3.94 3.95 4.29
4.67 329/1398 4.67 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.67
4.67 489/1391 4.67 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.67
4.83 296/1388 4.83 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.83
4.22 364/ 958 4.22 3.83 3.93 3.97 4.22

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 13 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: ENGL 364 0101

Title PERSP ON WOMEN IN LIT

Instructor:

SMITH, ORIANNE

Enrollment: 28

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.74 342/1639 4.74
4.74 273/1639 4.74
4.86 189/1397 4.86
4.78 207/1583 4.78
4.91 94/1532 4.91
4.78 163/1504 4.78
4.83 155/1612 4.83
4.52 1121/1635 4.52
4.55 332/1579 4.55
5.00 1/1518 5.00
5.00 1/1520 5.00
4.95 79/1517 4.95
4.95 87/1550 4.95
4.88 172/1398 4.88
4.94 136/1391 4.94
5.00 1/1388 5.00
4.19 386/ 958 4.19

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

23

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 371 0101

Title CREATIVE WRITING-FICTI
Instructor: GOODMAN, 1VY
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

FEB 13,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 890/1639 4.25 4.05 4.27 4.28
4.08 102971639 4.08 4.09 4.22 4.20
5.00 ****/1397 **** 425 4.28 4.26
4.82 181/1583 4.82 4.22 4.19 4.24
4.00 774/1532 4.00 4.02 4.01 4.05
4.83 138/1504 4.83 4.30 4.05 4.12
3.80 125371612 3.80 3.88 4.16 4.12
5.00 171635 5.00 4.32 4.65 4.66
3.75 1170/1579 3.75 4.05 4.08 4.07
3.82 1347/1518 3.82 4.30 4.43 4.39
4.82 776/1520 4.82 4.71 4.70 4.68
4.09 1030/1517 4.09 4.24 4.27 4.23
3.73 1250/1550 3.73 4.17 4.22 4.20
1.00 ****/1295 **** 3,42 3.94 3.95
4.82 211/1398 4.82 4.20 4.07 4.13
4.82 32171391 4.82 4.39 4.30 4.35
4.73 423/1388 4.73 4.47 4.28 4.34
3.75 610/ 958 3.75 3.83 3.93 3.97
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 12 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 373 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.50 615/1639 4.50
4.33 774/1639 4.33
5.00 1/1397 5.00
4.25 792/1583 4.25
3.67 1136/1532 3.67
4.67 245/1504 4.67
4.00 1044/1612 4.00
4.00 1497/1635 4.00
4.50 382/1579 4.50
5.00 1/1518 5.00
5.00 1/1520 5.00
4.50 597/1517 4.50
4.67 457/1550 4.67
3.20 112271295 3.20
4.40 511/1398 4.40
4.60 543/1391 4.60
4.80 32871388 4.80
5 B OO ****/ 958 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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MBC Level
ean Mean
27 4.28
22 4.20
28 4.26
19 4.24
01 4.05
05 4.12
16 4.12
65 4.66
08 4.07
43 4.39
70 4.68
27 4.23
22 4.20
94 3.95
07 4.13
30 4.35
28 4.34
93 3.97
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant
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Title CREATIVE WRITING-POETR Baltimore County
Instructor: MCGURRIN JR, AN Fall 2007
Enrollment: 12
Questionnaires: 6 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o 1 0o o0 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 0 1 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 4 0 0 0 0 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 1 0 0 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 1 0 1 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 0 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 1 1 0 0 0 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 1 4 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 0 2 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 0 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 1 1 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 0 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 1 1 1 0 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 1 0 0O 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 1 0o 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 0 1 4
4. Were special techniques successful 1 4 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 375 0101

Title MASTERWORKS FOR WRITER
Instructor: SHIVNAN, SALLY
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 761
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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
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Frequency Distribution

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

Other

NOoOwooouo o

oo ~NO~N

W 0 00w

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.55 572/1639 4.55 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.55
4.55 476/1639 4.55 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.55
4.50 517/1397 4.50 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.50
4.36 654/1583 4.36 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.36
4.36 478/1532 4.36 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.36
4.45 429/1504 4.45 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.45
4.00 104471612 4.00 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.00
4.82 796/1635 4.82 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.82
4.60 283/1579 4.60 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.60
4.64 643/1518 4.64 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.64
4.73 943/1520 4.73 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.73
4.55 547/1517 4.55 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.55
4.45 703/1550 4.45 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.45
2.50 1247/1295 2.50 3.42 3.94 3.95 2.50
4.18 682/1398 4.18 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.18
4.64 516/1391 4.64 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.64
4.64 533/1388 4.64 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.64
3.88 544/ 958 3.88 3.83 3.93 3.97 3.88

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 9
Under-grad 11 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: ENGL 379 0101

Title PRINS/PRACT IN TECH CO
Instructor: MAHER, JENNIFER
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

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

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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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Page

FEB 13,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.80 132671639 3.80 4.05 4.27 4.28
3.60 144471639 3.60 4.09 4.22 4.20
4._.00 ****/1397 **** 4 25 4.28 4.26
4.33 697/1583 4.33 4.22 4.19 4.24
3.60 1184/1532 3.60 4.02 4.01 4.05
4.10 770/1504 4.10 4.30 4.05 4.12
4.00 104471612 4.00 3.88 4.16 4.12
4.40 123571635 4.40 4.32 4.65 4.66
4.25 657/1579 4.25 4.05 4.08 4.07
4.33 1021/1518 4.33 4.30 4.43 4.39
4.80 802/1520 4.80 4.71 4.70 4.68
4.00 108371517 4.00 4.24 4.27 4.23
4.33 832/1550 4.33 4.17 4.22 4.20
4.22 48171295 4.22 3.42 3.94 3.95
4.67 329/1398 4.67 4.20 4.07 4.13
4.89 248/1391 4.89 4.39 4.30 4.35
4.67 496/1388 4.67 4.47 4.28 4.34
4.33 307/ 958 4.33 3.83 3.93 3.97
5.00 ****/ 85 ****x 4,27 4.58 4.50
5.00 ****/ 82 **** 3 65 4.52 4.59
5.00 ****/ 78 **** 3.70 4.47 4.60
5.00 ****/ 80 **** 3.97 4.47 4.65
5.00 ****/ 82 **** 3 64 4.16 4.08
5.00 ****/ B2 ****x 4. 48 4.04 4.78
5.00 ****/ 53 **** 418 4.05 4.31
5.00 ****/ 42 **** A 42 4.75 4.63
5.00 ****/ 37 **** 380 4.58 4.52
5.00 ****x/ 32 **** 4 00 4.56 4.30
5.00 ****/ 50 **** 500 4.45 5.00
5.00 ****x/ 32 **** 5 00 4.51 5.00
5.00 ****/ 43 **** 5 00 4.69 5.00
5.00 ****/ 32 **** 5 00 4.37 5.00
5.00 ****/ 21 **** 5 .00 4.52 5.00
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
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Course-Section: ENGL 380 0101

Title INTRO TO NEWS WRITING
Instructor: WEISS, KENNETH
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

FEB 13,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.50 149771639 3.50 4.05 4.27 4.28
3.80 132671639 3.80 4.09 4.22 4.20
4.00 97371397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.26
3.50 140671583 3.50 4.22 4.19 4.24
3.10 1409/1532 3.10 4.02 4.01 4.05
4.00 824/1504 4.00 4.30 4.05 4.12
3.22 1482/1612 3.22 3.88 4.16 4.12
4.89 69171635 4.89 4.32 4.65 4.66
3.10 1463/1579 3.10 4.05 4.08 4.07
3.90 131871518 3.90 4.30 4.43 4.39
4.40 127371520 4.40 4.71 4.70 4.68
3.90 118271517 3.90 4.24 4.27 4.23
3.70 125971550 3.70 4.17 4.22 4.20
3.44 101271295 3.44 3.42 3.94 3.95
3.29 1198/1398 3.29 4.20 4.07 4.13
3.14 1300/1391 3.14 4.39 4.30 4.35
3.86 1056/1388 3.86 4.47 4.28 4.34
5.00 ****/ 958 **** 3,83 3.93 3.97
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 382 0101

Title FEATURE WRITING

Instructor:

CORBETT, CHRIS

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Mean

Course

Page
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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 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

Frequencies
NR NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O O o 2 4
0 0 0 0 4 4
0 1 0 0 2 4
o 0 1 o 5 3
o 1 o0 o0 o0 2
O 0O O 1 3 5
0 0 0 0 0 5
1 0 0O 0O 2 8
4 0 0 0 1 2
4 0 O 0 0 1
4 0 O O 1 o
4 0 O O 1 1
4 10 0 1 0 0
4 0 O 0 2 1
4 0 0 0 0 1
4 0 O O 0 oO
4 10 1 0 O O

% 0 O O o0 o©

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

16

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 387 0101

Title Web Content Develop

Instructor:

Burgess, Helen

Enrollment: 0

Questionnaires: 18

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

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
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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.63
.00
.67
.67
.86
.79
.33
.38

.21

Rank

83271639
393/1639
*rxx /1397
323/1583
1136/1532
977/1504
186/1612
128871635
527/1579

1126/1518
837/1520
700/1517
927/1550
48171295

770/1398
66271391
609/1388
119/ 958

Course

Mean
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Page 23
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.08 4.31
4.22 4.17 4.63
4.28 4.18 Fx**
4.19 4.01 4.67
4.01 3.88 3.67
4.05 3.78 3.86
4.16 4.10 4.79
4.65 4.56 4.33
4.08 3.95 4.38
4.43 4.38 4.21
4.70 4.61 4.79
4.27 4.20 4.43
4.22 4.17 4.21
3.94 3.84 4.22
4.07 3.85 4.00
4.30 4.07 4.44
4.28 4.01 4.56
3.93 3.71 4.75

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 391 0201

Title ADV EXPOS & ARGUMENT
Instructor: BURNS, MARGIE
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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
Were special techniques successful

WRPROOOOOO0OOo

WNNREP PR

AADD

O0oocoOO0O0OO0OOO
RPONRMRONP WN
NONWN WU N W
CcoURMNOPR WA
AORUORNMON

[(cNoNeoNoNe]
NWRFROPR
ONNEFO
oOhhOWUG
NWAWN

wooo
or NG
corr
POwb
PR Wwo

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

ONOOWWHAUONO

ONWEF N

RPOWN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.00 159971639 3.76 4.05 4.27 4.28 3.00
3.13 1572/1639 3.74 4.09 4.22 4.20 3.13
3.44 1290/1397 4.10 4.25 4.28 4.26 3.44
3.19 150171583 3.94 4.22 4.19 4.24 3.19
2.56 1495/1532 3.62 4.02 4.01 4.05 2.56
3.00 141571504 3.94 4.30 4.05 4.12 3.00
3.44 1428/1612 3.81 3.88 4.16 4.12 3.44
4.47 117571635 4.52 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.47
3.00 1477/1579 3.65 4.05 4.08 4.07 3.00
3.93 129371518 4.31 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.93
4.60 1115/1520 4.76 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.60
3.43 1376/1517 4.09 4.24 4.27 4.23 3.43
2.93 1459/1550 3.77 4.17 4.22 4.20 2.93
2.50 124771295 2.38 3.42 3.94 3.95 2.50
2.42 1363/1398 3.80 4.20 4.07 4.13 2.42
3.33 1265/1391 4.25 4.39 4.30 4.35 3.33
3.75 109571388 4.49 4.47 4.28 4.34 3.75
4.00 ****/ 958 3.55 3.83 3.93 3.97 *F***

D= T TIOO
[eNeoNoNoNoNeNo NN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 16 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: ENGL 391 0301

Title ADV EXPOS & ARGUMENT

Instructor:

SNEERINGER, HOL

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page

766

FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

POOOOOORrO

RPRRRE

WwWwww

[eNoNoNoNoNol Nolo]
[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]
[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]
OONRFRPRFEPNORPER
RPOWhwoNnND O

PR

Oocoo0o
NOOOO
RrOoOOO
oOrRrRrROPR
cCUUwWo

[eNoNoNe)
[eNoNoNe)
[eNoNeoNe)
wWwoOoo
WOoOonN

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.27 880/1639 3.76
4.43 650/1639 3.74
4.86 19671397 4.10
4.40 597/1583 3.94
4.67 236/1532 3.62
4.60 29171504 3.94
4.53 45971612 3.81
4.33 128871635 4.52
4.21 702/1579 3.65
4.43 91971518 4.31
4.79 837/1520 4.76
4.50 597/1517 4.09
4.50 63871550 3.77
2.25 1265/1295 2.38
4.83 200/1398 3.80
5.00 1/1391 4.25
5.00 1/1388 4.49
4.25 349/ 958 3.55

Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 15

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 391 0401

University of Maryland

Page

FEB 13,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 113871639 3.76 4.05 4.27 4.28
3.67 1410/1639 3.74 4.09 4.22 4.20
4.00 97371397 4.10 4.25 4.28 4.26
4.22 822/1583 3.94 4.22 4.19 4.24
3.63 1168/1532 3.62 4.02 4.01 4.05
4.22 638/1504 3.94 4.30 4.05 4.12
3.44 142471612 3.81 3.88 4.16 4.12
4.75 884/1635 4.52 4.32 4.65 4.66
3.75 1170/1579 3.65 4.05 4.08 4.07
4.56 745/1518 4.31 4.30 4.43 4.39
4.89 597/1520 4.76 4.71 4.70 4.68
4.33 800/1517 4.09 4.24 4.27 4.23
3.89 117171550 3.77 4.17 4.22 4.20
3.00 ****/1295 2.38 3.42 3.94 3.95
4.14 70871398 3.80 4.20 4.07 4.13
4.43 678/1391 4.25 4.39 4.30 4.35
4.71 435/1388 4.49 4.47 4.28 4.34
2.86 884/ 958 3.55 3.83 3.93 3.97
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 9 Non-major

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

767
2008
3029

Title ADV EXPOS & ARGUMENT Baltimore County
Instructor: BURNS, MARGIE Fall 2007
Enrollment: 24
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0 0 0 0 4 1 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 2 2 2 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 2 0 3 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 1 0 0 3 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 2 1 3 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 3 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 2 1 1 1 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 0 2 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 3 4 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 1 2 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 1 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 2 2 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 2 2 0 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 6 0 0 2 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 1 1 1 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 1 2 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0 2 5
4. Were special techniques successful 2 0 1 3 1 0 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 0101 University of Maryland Page 768

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: BENSON, LINDA K Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 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 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 1/1639 4.54 4.05 4.27 4.28 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 34971639 4.04 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.67
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1583 4.31 4.22 4.19 4.24 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.30 4.05 4.12 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 4.33 718/1612 3.45 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.33
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O O O 3 0 4.00 149771635 4.25 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 241/1579 4.48 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.67
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 1237/1518 4.07 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1520 4.81 4.71 4.70 4.68 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0 1 0O 4.00 108371517 4.02 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1550 4.55 4.17 4.22 4.20 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1398 4.93 4.20 4.07 4.13 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.35 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1388 4.95 4.47 4.28 4.34 5.00
4. Were special techniques successful 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/ 958 4.70 3.83 3.93 3.97 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 2
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 3
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 0301

University of Maryland

Mean
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FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
430/1639 4.54 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.67
1410/1639 4.04 4.09 4.22 4.20 3.67
973/1397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.00
132471583 4.31 4.22 4.19 4.24 3.67
774/1532 3.75 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.00
1/1504 5.00 4.30 4.05 4.12 5.00
104471612 3.45 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.00
171635 4.25 4.32 4.65 4.66 5.00
241/1579 4.48 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.67
141971518 4.07 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.50
1/1520 4.81 4.71 4.70 4.68 5.00
108371517 4.02 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.00
1328/1550 4.55 4.17 4.22 4.20 3.50
1/1398 4.93 4.20 4.07 4.13 5.00
1/1391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.35 5.00
1/1388 4.95 4.47 4.28 4.34 5.00
1/ 958 4.70 3.83 3.93 3.97 5.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 3 Non-major 2

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

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: BENSON, LINDA K Fall 2007
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 0 0 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 1 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 1 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 1 0 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 1 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 3
4. Were special techniques successful 0 2 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: ENGL 392 0401 University of Maryland Page 770

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: MABE, MITZI1 J Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 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 0 1 2 4.67 430/1639 4.54 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.67
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 3.67 1410/1639 4.04 4.09 4.22 4.20 3.67
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1583 4.31 4.22 4.19 4.24 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 0 0 1 0O 4.00 774/1532 3.75 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.30 4.05 4.12 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O 2 1 0 0 O 1.33 160471612 3.45 3.88 4.16 4.12 1.33
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1635 4.25 4.32 4.65 4.66 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 4.33 56971579 4.48 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.33
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 4.00 1237/1518 4.07 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 103371520 4.81 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.67
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 1 2 0 3.67 1292/1517 4.02 4.24 4.27 4.23 3.67
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 4.33 832/1550 4.55 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.33
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 2 0 0 0 0 1.00 129371295 1.00 3.42 3.94 3.95 1.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1398 4.93 4.20 4.07 4.13 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.35 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 496/1388 4.95 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.67
4. Were special techniques successful 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/ 958 4.70 3.83 3.93 3.97 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 ###Ht - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 3
? 0



Course-
Title

Instruc
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Questio

ENGL 392 0501
TUTORIAL IN WRITING
tor: MABE, MITZI J

ent: 2

nnaires: 1

Section:

Questions

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2007

Credits

General

you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals

written assignments contribute to what you learned

the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled

would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Expected Grades

[eNoNoNoNoNo]

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Earned Cum. GPA
0 0.00-0.99 0
0 1.00-1.99 0
0 2.00-2.99 1
0 3.00-3.49 0
0 3.50-4.00 0

) = T TIOO

[eNeoNoNoNoNol Ne]

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Page 771

FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1639 4.54 4.05 4.27 4.28 5.00
4.00 109071639 4.04 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.00
5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.30 4.05 4.12 5.00
2.00 159571612 3.45 3.88 4.16 4.12 2.00
4.00 1497/1635 4.25 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.00
5.00 1/1579 4.48 4.05 4.08 4.07 5.00

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 1 Non-major 1

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 392 0601 University of Maryland

Page 772
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 615/1639 4.54 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.50
4.00 109071639 4.04 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.00
4.50 476/1583 4.31 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.50
5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.30 4.05 4.12 5.00
3.50 1399/1612 3.45 3.88 4.16 4.12 3.50
4.50 1135/1635 4.25 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.50
3.50 131871579 4.48 4.05 4.08 4.07 3.50
4.00 1237/1518 4.07 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.00
4.00 1414/1520 4.81 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.00
4.00 108371517 4.02 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.00
4.00 1077/1550 4.55 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.00
4.50 426/1398 4.93 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.50
5.00 1/1391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/1388 4.95 4.47 4.28 4.34 5.00
4.50 201/ 958 4.70 3.83 3.93 3.97 4.50

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

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

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: MABE, MITZI1 J Fall 2007
Enrollment: 2
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 1 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 2 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 1 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
4. Were special techniques successful 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: ENGL 392 0701 University of Maryland Page 773

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: MCGURRIN JR, AN Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 2 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 0 1 1 4.50 61571639 4.54 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.50
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1639 4.04 4.09 4.22 4.20 5.00
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 97371397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1583 4.31 4.22 4.19 4.24 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 774/1532 3.75 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O 2 5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.30 4.05 4.12 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 171612 3.45 3.88 4.16 4.12 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 113571635 4.25 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.50
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 4.00 88971579 4.48 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 807/1518 4.07 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.50
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1520 4.81 4.71 4.70 4.68 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 597/1517 4.02 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.50
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1550 4.55 4.17 4.22 4.20 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1398 4.93 4.20 4.07 4.13 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.35 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1388 4.95 4.47 4.28 4.34 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 2 Non-major 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 2
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 113871639 4.54 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.00
3.00 157971639 4.04 4.09 4.22 4.20 3.00
4.00 1010/1583 4.31 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.00
3.00 142171532 3.75 4.02 4.01 4.05 3.00
5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.30 4.05 4.12 5.00
4.00 104471612 3.45 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.00
4.00 1497/1635 4.25 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.00
5.00 1/1579 4.48 4.05 4.08 4.07 5.00
4.00 1237/1518 4.07 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.00
5.00 1/1520 4.81 4.71 4.70 4.68 5.00
4.00 108371517 4.02 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.00
5.00 1/1550 4.55 4.17 4.22 4.20 5.00
5.00 1/1398 4.93 4.20 4.07 4.13 5.00
5.00 171391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/1388 4.95 4.47 4.28 4.34 5.00
4.00 456/ 958 4.70 3.83 3.93 3.97 4.00

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

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

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: MCGURRIN JR, AN Fall 2007
Enrollment: 2
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 1 o
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o 1 o
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: MCGURRIN JR, AN Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 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 1 1 4.00 113871639 4.54 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 4.33 774/1639 4.04 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.33
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 0 1 0 0 3.00 1532/1583 4.31 4.22 4.19 4.24 3.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.30 4.05 4.12 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 3.00 161871635 4.25 4.32 4.65 4.66 3.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 241/1579 4.48 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.67
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 807/1518 4.07 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.50
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1520 4.81 4.71 4.70 4.68 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 108371517 4.02 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1550 4.55 4.17 4.22 4.20 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1398 4.93 4.20 4.07 4.13 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.35 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1388 4.95 4.47 4.28 4.34 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 2
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 3
? 1



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

ENGL 393 0101
TECHNICAL WRITING
SIMS, DIANA

23

17

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O 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]

A BRDAMWH

00 00 00

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[

[
~NoOUIRr OO MOR

ADhDANEPDN

N OO

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 1 B 7
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 2 C 2
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Page 776

FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.35 797/1639 3.82 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.35
3.76 1350/1639 3.93 4.09 4.22 4.20 3.76
4.18 85971397 4.08 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.18
4.29 751/1583 4.14 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.29
4.41 430/1532 3.80 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.41
4.53 351/1504 4.12 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.53
3.69 131671612 3.89 3.88 4.16 4.12 3.69
4.50 113571635 4.21 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.50
4.12 818/1579 3.78 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.12
3.85 1337/1518 4.00 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.85
4.71 961/1520 4.37 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.71
3.77 1256/1517 4.05 4.24 4.27 4.23 3.77
3.92 114471550 3.73 4.17 4.22 4.20 3.92
3.85 776/1295 3.66 3.42 3.94 3.95 3.85
4.11 728/1398 3.88 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.11
4.44 662/1391 4.03 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.44
4.11 91271388 3.91 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.11
3.40 769/ 958 3.64 3.83 3.93 3.97 3.40

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 17 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

ENGL 393 0201
TECHNICAL WRITING
SIMS, DIANA

22

13

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O 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

WOOOO0OOOO0OOo

RPOOOO

ENIENENEN]

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

WWNAONNNWO

whphoN

WNNN

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Page 777

FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 113871639 3.82 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.00
3.85 1300/1639 3.93 4.09 4.22 4.20 3.85
3.67 121971397 4.08 4.25 4.28 4.26 3.67
4.08 960/1583 4.14 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.08
3.62 1176/1532 3.80 4.02 4.01 4.05 3.62
4.38 506/1504 4.12 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.38
3.00 151971612 3.89 3.88 4.16 4.12 3.00
4.23 1366/1635 4.21 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.23
4.00 889/1579 3.78 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.00
3.77 1364/1518 4.00 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.77
4.46 1222/1520 4.37 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.46
3.77 1256/1517 4.05 4.24 4.27 4.23 3.77
3.69 126271550 3.73 4.17 4.22 4.20 3.69
3.91 731/1295 3.66 3.42 3.94 3.95 3.91
4.17 695/1398 3.88 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.17
3.83 110671391 4.03 4.39 4.30 4.35 3.83
4.17 887/1388 3.91 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.17
3.80 577/ 958 3.64 3.83 3.93 3.97 3.80

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 13 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 0301 University of Maryland

Page 778
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.56 162871639 3.82 4.05 4.27 4.28 2.56
2.69 1617/1639 3.93 4.09 4.22 4.20 2.69
3.50 ****/1397 4.08 4.25 4.28 4.26 ****
3.19 1501/1583 4.14 4.22 4.19 4.24 3.19
2.80 1471/1532 3.80 4.02 4.01 4.05 2.80
3.33 130371504 4.12 4.30 4.05 4.12 3.33
2.47 1578/1612 3.89 3.88 4.16 4.12 2.47
3.13 161771635 4.21 4.32 4.65 4.66 3.13
2.09 1571/1579 3.78 4.05 4.08 4.07 2.09
3.19 146871518 4.00 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.19
3.19 1509/1520 4.37 4.71 4.70 4.68 3.19
3.25 142471517 4.05 4.24 4.27 4.23 3.25
2.19 151371550 3.73 4.17 4.22 4.20 2.19
3.21 1117/1295 3.66 3.42 3.94 3.95 3.21
2.50 1357/1398 3.88 4.20 4.07 4.13 2.50
3.22 1286/1391 4.03 4.39 4.30 4.35 3.22
2.89 134371388 3.91 4.47 4.28 4.34 2.89
3.50 725/ 958 3.64 3.83 3.93 3.97 3.50

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

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

Title TECHNICAL WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: HARRIS, LINDA R Fall 2007
Enrollment: 26
Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0O 6 0 6 3 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 3 4 5 3 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 14 O 0 1 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 1 5 3 4 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 6 1 2 5 2 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 2 1 4 6 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 1 5 2 6 0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 2 3 3 7 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 4 3 3 1 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 2 2 6 3 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 6 3 5 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 1 4 3 6 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 5 6 3 1 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 1 1 3 3 6 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 1 3 3 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 0 2 1 1 3 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 0 2 1 3 2 1
4. Were special techniques successful 7 3 0 0 3 3 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 13 Required for Majors 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 3 C 0 General 1
84-150 13 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives 0
P 0
1 0 Other 12
? 1



Course-Section: ENGL 393 0401 University of Maryland

Title TECHNICAL WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: HARRIS, LINDA R Fall 2007
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 22

[E

=
PROOBDRPRWOO®

WNN P

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

21

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.59 145871639 3.82
4.00 1090/1639 3.93
5.00 ****/1397 4.08
4.23 822/1583 4.14
3.78 102371532 3.80
4.10 775/1504 4.12
3.95 1109/1612 3.89
3.95 153371635 4.21
3.48 1331/1579 3.78
4.45 877/1518 4.00
4.36 1299/1520 4.37
4.14 999/1517 4.05
3.64 1285/1550 3.73
4.48 289/1295 3.66
3.25 ****/1398 3.88
3.75 ****/1391 4.03
3.75 ****/1388 3.91
5.00 ****/ 958 3.64

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant

WA
=
N

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0O 1 3 6 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 3 2 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 19 0 0 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 1 0 3 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 12 1 1 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 2 4 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 1 1 5 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 1 3 13
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 1 1 1 7 11
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 1 10
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 1 4 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 2 4 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 3 6 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 0 0 3 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 18 0 1 0 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 18 0 0 1 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 18 0 1 0 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 18 1 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 16 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General
84-150 19 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: ENGL 393 0501

Title TECHNICAL WRITING

Instructor:

ROCKETT, DANIKA

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE 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

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

POOOFRPROOOO

WNNNDN

Fall

RPOOOO [cNeoNoNaN PRPOOPR NOOO [ccNeoNeoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNoNoNi NoNo]

PR ROO

2007

Frequencies

1 1 1 10
o o 2 7
1 0 2 6
0O 0 o0 12
i1 2 1 3
0o o0 1 8
0O 0 4 3
0O 0 3 13
0o 0 2 11
0o 0 2 5
0o o0 1 O
0 0 O 5
o 2 1 4
i 1 2 2
1 0 0 3
o o0 2 3
o 1 2 1
0O 0 1 O
0o 0 o0 o
0O o0 o0 1
0 o0 o0 o0
0O 0O o0 ©O
0o 0 o0 o0
0O 0 o0 o©O
0O 0O o0 o0
0 0O o0 o
0 o0 o0 o
0O 0 o0 O
0 0 o0 o
0O 0O o0 o
0O 0O o0 o0
0 0 o0 o
0 o0 o0 o
o o0 o0 1
0O o0 0 1
0O 0 o0 o©O
0o 0 o0 o
0o 0 o0 o

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Course-Section: ENGL 393 0501

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: ROCKETT, DANIKA
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 17

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 780
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Majors

=T TOO

[eNoNoNoNoNeoR NN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Graduate 0
Under-grad 17 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 0701

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: HESS, LAURIE
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2007

Freq

uencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 781
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material

AP OOOOOCOO

AR ADBAD

18

OO0OO0OONORrOO

RPOOOO

ROOO

0

[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNaoN

RPRRRE

[eNoNoNe)

0

OFRPNFPFEPNRLROO
NOWNNREFRORMO
OPhWWUIO WO

[cNoNeoNeN
OWEREFLN
R OGN O

[eNoNeoNe)
[eNoNoNe)
OOFrN

0O 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[Nl o]

NWN PP

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 113871639 3.82 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.00
4.16 959/1639 3.93 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.16
4.25 795/1397 4.08 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.25
4.26 781/1583 4.14 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.26
4.29 54471532 3.80 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.29
4.47 404/1504 4.12 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.47
4.21 860/1612 3.89 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.21
4.61 1056/1635 4.21 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.61
4.13 795/1579 3.78 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.13
3.93 129371518 4.00 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.93
4.47 1222/1520 4.37 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.47
4.27 875/1517 4.05 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.27
4.00 1077/1550 3.73 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.00
3.79 819/1295 3.66 3.42 3.94 3.95 3.79
4.33 ****/1398 3.88 4.20 4.07 4.13 ****
4.67 ****/1391 4.03 4.39 4.30 4.35 F***
5.00 ****/1388 3.91 4.47 4.28 4.34 ****
5.00 ****/ 958 3.64 3.83 3.93 3.97 ****

Required for Majors

=T TOO
[eNeoNoNoNoNo RN Nt]

General

Electives

Other

17

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 19 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 0801

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: MEADE, VICKI
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2007

Freq

uencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O 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

ODOWWWWNNNN

WNNNDN

aaao o

11

[eNoNoNoNoNoNlc-NoNo]

Wwoooo

[eNoNoNe)

0

POONNOONN

ONNREPE

NF,OPR

1

OONNNNOOPR
RPOOFREFEPNONN
WONEFENNOERLN

cocoor
NDAWN R
NR R RPN

RERPRO
oR kR
PP W0

0O 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

POUWNARLRUIW

NWhAOO

WWN N

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.30 155371639 3.82 4.05 4.27 4.28 3.30
3.70 1388/1639 3.93 4.09 4.22 4.20 3.70
5.00 ****/1397 4.08 4.25 4.28 4.26 ****
3.80 1226/1583 4.14 4.22 4.19 4.24 3.80
3.00 142171532 3.80 4.02 4.01 4.05 3.00
3.11 138871504 4.12 4.30 4.05 4.12 3.11
4.11 965/1612 3.89 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.11
5.00 171635 4.21 4.32 4.65 4.66 5.00
3.50 131871579 3.78 4.05 4.08 4.07 3.50
3.90 1318/1518 4.00 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.90
4.10 1397/1520 4.37 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.10
3.50 1347/1517 4.05 4.24 4.27 4.23 3.50
3.30 139371550 3.73 4.17 4.22 4.20 3.30
4.00 62371295 3.66 3.42 3.94 3.95 4.00
3.71 994/1398 3.88 4.20 4.07 4.13 3.71
3.86 1094/1391 4.03 4.39 4.30 4.35 3.86
3.57 116571388 3.91 4.47 4.28 4.34 3.57
3.29 798/ 958 3.64 3.83 3.93 3.97 3.29
1.00 ****/ 52 **x** A4 A48 4.04 4.78 F***

Required for Majors

=T TOO
[eNoNoNoNoNalé NN

General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 12 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section:

ENGL 393 1001

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: HESS, LAURIE
Enrollment: 25
Questionnaires: 18

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O 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

ORPOOO0OORrRRFRO

rOAPL_®

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 3 &6
0 0 0 4 5
7 0 0 1 3
1 0 0 2 5
o 1 o0 2 4
0O 0O O 2 &6
0 1 0 4 2
0O 0O O 0 5
O 0O 0O 4 4
o 1 1 3 3
0O 0O O 2 5
0O 0O O 3 5
0 0 0 2 3
i1 o 2 3 2
0 0 1 2 1
o 0O o 2 3
o o0 o 2 3
2 0 0 2 O

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[o)ec o) BENEEN]

WNN W

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 9
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 3 C 1
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 814/1639 3.82 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.33
4.24 877/1639 3.93 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.24
4.50 517/1397 4.08 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.50
4.47 512/1583 4.14 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.47
4.33 506/1532 3.80 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.33
4.44 441/1504 4.12 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.44
4.22 848/1612 3.89 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.22
4.71 958/1635 4.21 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.71
3.80 113371579 3.78 4.05 4.08 4.07 3.80
3.93 129371518 4.00 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.93
4.36 1305/1520 4.37 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.36
4.21 928/1517 4.05 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.21
4.46 690/1550 3.73 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.46
3.92 709/1295 3.66 3.42 3.94 3.95 3.92
3.86 908/1398 3.88 4.20 4.07 4.13 3.86
4.00 983/1391 4.03 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.00
4.00 94471388 3.91 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.00
4.20 380/ 958 3.64 3.83 3.93 3.97 4.20

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 18 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section:

ENGL 393 1101

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: ROCKETT, DANIKA
Enrollment: 19
Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O 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

RPRRRREPRNER

NP RRE

O © O

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

QNOOONND_NO

NO OO O

oOA~MOG

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.08 1082/1639 3.82 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.08
4.33 774/1639 3.93 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.33
4.29 767/1397 4.08 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.29
4.50 476/1583 4.14 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.50
4.17 655/1532 3.80 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.17
4.33 544/1504 4.12 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.33
4.42 617/1612 3.89 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.42
3.83 157971635 4.21 4.32 4.65 4.66 3.83
4.33 56971579 3.78 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.33
4.33 1021/1518 4.00 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.33
4.42 1264/1520 4.37 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.42
4.67 405/1517 4.05 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.67
4.17 972/1550 3.73 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.17
3.00 115871295 3.66 3.42 3.94 3.95 3.00
5.00 1/1398 3.88 4.20 4.07 4.13 5.00
5.00 1/1391 4.03 4.39 4.30 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/1388 3.91 4.47 4.28 4.34 5.00
2.50 ****/ 958 3.64 3.83 3.93 3.97 F***

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 13 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section:

ENGL 393 1201

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: ROCKETT, DANIKA
Enrollment: 23
Questionnaires: 17

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O 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

WRPrPFPOOOOOO

TWwWwhrLW

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

OhOOUTONMO-N

RPWoOOoOWu

NNNN

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 9
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 2 C 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.12 1055/1639 3.82 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.12
4.24 877/1639 3.93 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.24
3.82 114471397 4.08 4.25 4.28 4.26 3.82
4.29 751/1583 4.14 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.29
3.59 1195/1532 3.80 4.02 4.01 4.05 3.59
4.12 758/1504 4.12 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.12
4.44 58971612 3.89 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.44
4.25 135071635 4.21 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.25
4.29 623/1579 3.78 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.29
4.29 106971518 4.00 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.29
4.77 872/1520 4.37 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.77
4.21 928/1517 4.05 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.21
3.71 125471550 3.73 4.17 4.22 4.20 3.71
3.57 94371295 3.66 3.42 3.94 3.95 3.57
4.00 ****/1398 3.88 4.20 4.07 4.13 ****
3.75 ****/1391 4.03 4.39 4.30 4.35 ****
4.00 ****/1388 3.91 4.47 4.28 4.34 Fx**
4.67 ****/ 958 3.64 3.83 3.93 3.97 *x**

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 17 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393E 0201

Title TECHNICAL WRITING

Instructor:

SLYTHOMPSON, AL

Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

Fall

2007

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Course
Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

N - A WNPE

O WNPE GO WNPE

abrhwWNBE

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

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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WWwwww

OO0OO0OO0OO0OONOO

RPOOOO

o o [eNoNoNe)
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0 1 1
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 1
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 oO

NOOOOWNNO

OFRLNOO

RPOOPR

OOrOoOo RPOOOO o

[eNeoNoNoNo]

NOMOONE ®WHN

NDAWOO

NWWN

RRRPRE RPNNNN RO

NNNNDN

Instructor
Mean Rank
4.60 508/1639
4.60 415/1639
4.33 722/1397
4.40 597/1583
5.00 1/1532
5.00 1/1504
5.00 1/1612
5.00 1/1635
4.50 382/1579
5.00 1/1518
5.00 1/1520
4.60 474/1517
4.80 288/1550
3.75 838/1295
4.67 329/1398
5.00 1/1391
5.00 1/1388
4.67 155/ 958
4.00 ****/ 224
5.00 ****/ 240
5.00 1/ 85
5.00 1/ 82
5.00 1/ 78
5.00 1/ 80
4.50 33/ 82
4.00 32/ 52
5.00 ****/ 53
4.50 28/ 42
5.00 ****/ 37
5.00 ****/ 32
5.00 1/ 50
5.00 1/ 32
5.00 1/ 43
5.00 1/ 32
5.00 1/ 21
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.28 4.60
4.22 4.20 4.60
4.28 4.26 4.33
4.19 4.24 4.40
4.01 4.05 5.00
4.05 4.12 5.00
4.16 4.12 5.00
4.65 4.66 5.00
4.08 4.07 4.50
4.43 4.39 5.00
4.70 4.68 5.00
4.27 4.23 4.60
4.22 4.20 4.80
3.94 3.95 3.75
4.07 4.13 4.67
4.30 4.35 5.00
4.28 4.34 5.00
3.93 3.97 4.67
4.10 4.06 ****
4.11 4.08 F***
4.58 4.50 5.00
4.52 4.59 5.00
4.47 4.60 5.00
4.47 4.65 5.00
4.16 4.08 4.50
4.04 4.78 4.00
4.05 4.31 ****
4.75 4.63 4.50
4.58 4.52 F***
4.56 4.30 *F*F**
4.45 5.00 5.00
4.51 5.00 5.00
4.69 5.00 5.00
4.37 5.00 5.00
4.52 5.00 5.00



Course-Section: ENGL 393E 0201

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: SLYTHOMPSON, AL
Enrollment: 7
Questionnaires: 5
Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99
28-55 0 1.00-1.99
56-83 0 2.00-2.99
84-150 2 3.00-3.49
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades Reasons

=T TOO

OO0OO0OO0OO0OONW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 5 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section:

ENGL 393E 0301

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 366/1639 4.66 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.71
5.00 1/1639 4.80 4.09 4.22 4.20 5.00
4.83 20971397 4.58 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.83
4.50 476/1583 4.45 4.22 4.19 4.24 4.50
4.71 203/1532 4.86 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.71
4.71 208/1504 4.86 4.30 4.05 4.12 4.71
4.71 25971612 4.86 3.88 4.16 4.12 4.71
4.43 1215/1635 4.71 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.43
4.80 137/1579 4.65 4.05 4.08 4.07 4.80
4.86 286/1518 4.93 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.86
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.68 5.00
4.71 347/1517 4.66 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.71
4.71 401/1550 4.76 4.17 4.22 4.20 4.71
3.20 112271295 3.48 3.42 3.94 3.95 3.20
4.60 36971398 4.63 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.60
4.60 54371391 4.80 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.60
4.80 328/1388 4.90 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.80
4.40 267/ 958 4.53 3.83 3.93 3.97 4.40

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 7 Non-major 7

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

Title TECHNICAL WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: SINGH, YASHODA Fall 2007
Enrollment: 8
Questionnaires: 7 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 1 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0o 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 2 2 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 2 0 0 0 1 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 3 C 0 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 394 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.50 1630/1639 2.50 4.05 4.27 4.28 2.50
2.75 161371639 2.75 4.09 4.22 4.20 2.75
4.00 97371397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.00
3.50 140671583 3.50 4.22 4.19 4.24 3.50
2.25 1516/1532 2.25 4.02 4.01 4.05 2.25
3.25 1340/1504 3.25 4.30 4.05 4.12 3.25
3.00 151971612 3.00 3.88 4.16 4.12 3.00
3.00 161871635 3.00 4.32 4.65 4.66 3.00
3.33 1390/1579 3.33 4.05 4.08 4.07 3.33
3.50 141971518 3.25 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.25
3.75 1465/1520 3.38 4.71 4.70 4.68 3.38
3.25 142471517 3.13 4.24 4.27 4.23 3.13
3.00 1440/1550 2.50 4.17 4.22 4.20 2.50
3.00 115871295 2.50 3.42 3.94 3.95 2.50
3.67 1030/1398 3.67 4.20 4.07 4.13 3.67
4.33 752/1391 4.33 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.33
3.67 1130/1388 3.67 4.47 4.28 4.34 3.67
1.00 951/ 958 1.00 3.83 3.93 3.97 1.00

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

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

Title TECHNICAL EDITING Baltimore County
Instructor: HARRIS, LINDA R (Instr. A) Fall 2007
Enrollment: 5
Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o 2 2 o0 O
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 3 0 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 3 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 3 0 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 1 2 0 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 3 1 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 0 3 0 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 4 0 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 2 1 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 2 2 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 2 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 3 1 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 2 0 2 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 2 0 2 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 1 2 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 1 0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 2 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 1 2 1 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
1630/1639 2.50 4.05 4.27 4.28 2.50
161371639 2.75 4.09 4.22 4.20 2.75

973/1397 4.00 4.25 4.28 4.26 4.00
1406/1583 3.50 4.22 4.19 4.24 3.50
1516/1532 2.25 4.02 4.01 4.05 2.25
1340/1504 3.25 4.30 4.05 4.12 3.25
151971612 3.00 3.88 4.16 4.12 3.00
161871635 3.00 4.32 4.65 4.66 3.00
148171518 3.25 4.30 4.43 4.39 3.25
151271520 3.38 4.71 4.70 4.68 3.38
145371517 3.13 4.24 4.27 4.23 3.13
1518/1550 2.50 4.17 4.22 4.20 2.50
127371295 2.50 3.42 3.94 3.95 2.50
1030/1398 3.67 4.20 4.07 4.13 3.67

752/1391 4.33 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.33
113071388 3.67 4.47 4.28 4.34 3.67

951/ 958 1.00 3.83 3.93 3.97 1.00

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

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

Title TECHNICAL EDITING Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. B) Fall 2007
Enrollment: 5
Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o 2 2 O
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 3 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 3 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 1 2 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 3 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 0 3 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 4 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0 0 1 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0 0 1 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 1 0 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 0 0 1 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 1 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 2 0
4. Were special techniques successful 1 2 1 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 395 0101

Title WRITING INTERNSHIP
Instructor: HICKERNELL, MAR (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029
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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

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
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.17 990/1639 4.17 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.17
4.17 948/1639 4.17 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.17
5.00 ****/1397 **** A4 25 4.28 4.26 ****
3.83 120571583 3.83 4.22 4.19 4.24 3.83
4.08 714/1532 4.08 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.08
3.92 93271504 3.92 4.30 4.05 4.12 3.92
3.83 122971612 3.83 3.88 4.16 4.12 3.83
4.92 595/1635 4.92 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.92
3.70 120871579 3.80 4.05 4.08 4.07 3.80
4.20 1141/1518 4.23 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.22
4.70 992/1520 4.54 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.54
4.20 947/1517 4.16 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.16
3.60 1297/1550 3.61 4.17 4.22 4.20 3.61
2.50 1247/1295 2.50 3.42 3.94 3.95 2.50
4.67 329/1398 4.67 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.67
4.67 48971391 4.67 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.67
4.67 496/1388 4.67 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.67
3.33 786/ 958 3.33 3.83 3.93 3.97 3.33
4.73 25/ 52 4.73 4.48 4.04 4.78 4.73
4.18 29/ 53 4.18 4.18 4.05 4.31 4.18
4.38 36/ 42 4.38 4.42 4.75 4.63 4.38
3.80 34/ 37 3.80 3.80 4.58 4.52 3.80
4.00 26/ 32 4.00 4.00 4.56 4.30 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 12 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: ENGL 395 0101

Title WRITING INTERNSHIP
Instructor: FITZPATRICK, CA (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

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

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
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.17 990/1639 4.17 4.05 4.27 4.28 4.17
4.17 948/1639 4.17 4.09 4.22 4.20 4.17
5.00 ****/1397 **** A4 25 4.28 4.26 ****
3.83 120571583 3.83 4.22 4.19 4.24 3.83
4.08 714/1532 4.08 4.02 4.01 4.05 4.08
3.92 932/1504 3.92 4.30 4.05 4.12 3.92
3.83 122971612 3.83 3.88 4.16 4.12 3.83
4.92 595/1635 4.92 4.32 4.65 4.66 4.92
3.90 1056/1579 3.80 4.05 4.08 4.07 3.80
4.25 1094/1518 4.23 4.30 4.43 4.39 4.22
4.38 1292/1520 4.54 4.71 4.70 4.68 4.54
4.13 1007/1517 4.16 4.24 4.27 4.23 4.16
3.63 128971550 3.61 4.17 4.22 4.20 3.61
2.50 1247/1295 2.50 3.42 3.94 3.95 2.50
4.67 329/1398 4.67 4.20 4.07 4.13 4.67
4.67 48971391 4.67 4.39 4.30 4.35 4.67
4.67 496/1388 4.67 4.47 4.28 4.34 4.67
3.33 786/ 958 3.33 3.83 3.93 3.97 3.33
4.73 25/ 52 4.73 4.48 4.04 4.78 4.73
4.18 29/ 53 4.18 4.18 4.05 4.31 4.18
4.38 36/ 42 4.38 4.42 4.75 4.63 4.38
3.80 34/ 37 3.80 3.80 4.58 4.52 3.80
4.00 26/ 32 4.00 4.00 4.56 4.30 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 12 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: ENGL 401 0101

Title METHOD OF INTERPRETATI
Instructor: BERMAN, JESSICA
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.92 154/1639 4.68 4.05 4.27 4.42 4.92
4.67 34971639 4.72 4.09 4.22 4.29 4.67
4.75 282/1397 4.82 4.25 4.28 4.38 4.75
4.83 173/1583 4.86 4.22 4.19 4.31 4.83
4.67 236/1532 4.72 4.02 4.01 4.07 4.67
4.75 182/1504 4.71 4.30 4.05 4.20 4.75
4.33 718/1612 4.33 3.88 4.16 4.18 4.33
4.25 135071635 4.40 4.32 4.65 4.72 4.25
4.56 332/1579 4.39 4.05 4.08 4.21 4.56
4.80 360/1518 4.73 4.30 4.43 4.51 4.80
5.00 1/1520 4.83 4.71 4.70 4.75 5.00
4.30 83371517 4.15 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.30
4.70 424/1550 4.57 4.17 4.22 4.24 4.70
3.78 825/1295 3.89 3.42 3.94 4.01 3.78
4.33 560/1398 4.33 4.20 4.07 4.23 4.33
4.67 48971391 4.83 4.39 4.30 4.48 4.67
4.67 496/1388 4.83 4.47 4.28 4.50 4.67
3.33 786/ 958 3.94 3.83 3.93 4.24 3.33

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 401 0201

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.44 698/1639 4.68 4.05 4.27 4.42 4.44
4.78 23171639 4.72 4.09 4.22 4.29 4.78
4.89 175/1397 4.82 4.25 4.28 4.38 4.89
4.89 151/1583 4.86 4.22 4.19 4.31 4.89
4.78 165/1532 4.72 4.02 4.01 4.07 4.78
4.67 245/1504 4.71 4.30 4.05 4.20 4.67
4.33 718/1612 4.33 3.88 4.16 4.18 4.33
4.56 110171635 4.40 4.32 4.65 4.72 4.56
4.22 691/1579 4.39 4.05 4.08 4.21 4.22
4.67 60271518 4.73 4.30 4.43 4.51 4.67
4.67 1033/1520 4.83 4.71 4.70 4.75 4.67
4.00 108371517 4.15 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.00
4.44 716/1550 4.57 4.17 4.22 4.24 4.44
4.00 62371295 3.89 3.42 3.94 4.01 4.00
4.33 560/1398 4.33 4.20 4.07 4.23 4.33
5.00 171391 4.83 4.39 4.30 4.48 5.00
5.00 1/1388 4.83 4.47 4.28 4.50 5.00
4.56 190/ 958 3.94 3.83 3.93 4.24 4.56

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 9 Non-major 1

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

Title METHOD OF INTERPRETATI Baltimore County
Instructor: STEWART, CAROLE Fall 2007
Enrollment: 11
Questionnaires: 9 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 0O O O o 5 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 2 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 8
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 2 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 3 6
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 2 2 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0O 4 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 1 0O 4 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 1 1 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 1 1 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 1 0 0 5 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 0 1 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 2 5 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 4 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
4. Were special techniques successful 0 0 0 0 0O 4 5
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 405 0101

Title SEMINAR IN LITERARY HI

Instructor:

FALCO, RAPHAEL

Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9
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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

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

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

Bal
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

430/1639
1274/1639
*rxx /1397
1247/1583

16571532
1034/1504
145571612
128871635

62371579

602/1518
*xkx /1520
*xxx[1517
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36971398
543/1391
328/1388

40/ 85
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66/ 78
51/ 80
74/ 82
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.42 4.67
4.22 4.29 3.89
4.28 4.38 F***
4.19 4.31 3.78
4.01 4.07 4.78
4.05 4.20 3.78
4.16 4.18 3.33
4.65 4.72 4.33
4.08 4.21 4.29
4.43 4.51 4.67
4.70 4.75 FF**
4.27 4.34 F***
4.22 4.24 FF**
4.07 4.23 4.60
4.30 4.48 4.60
4.28 4.50 4.80
3.93 4.24 xr**
4.58 4.83 4.86
4.52 4.49 4.75
4.47 4.56 3.88
4.47 4.59 4.38
4.16 4.02 2.71

Majors
Major 8
Non-major 1

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 407 0101 University of Maryland Page 795

Title LANGUAGE IN SOCIETY Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: SHIPKA, JODY Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 16
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 0 0 0 0 0 3 11 4.79 281/1639 4.79 4.05 4.27 4.42 4.79
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0O 4 10 4.71 295/1639 4.71 4.09 4.22 4.29 4.71
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 9 0 0 0 0O 4 5.00 1/1397 5.00 4.25 4.28 4.38 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 3 9 4.50 476/1583 4.50 4.22 4.19 4.31 4.50
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0O 4 10 4.71 203/1532 4.71 4.02 4.01 4.07 4.71
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O O O O O 3 11 4.79 163/1504 4.79 4.30 4.05 4.20 4.79
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 1 1 2 2 8 4.07 996/1612 4.07 3.88 4.16 4.18 4.07
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0O 4 10 4.71 94371635 4.71 4.32 4.65 4.72 4.71
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 1 2 7 4.60 283/1579 4.60 4.05 4.08 4.21 4.60
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0 0 0 0 2 10 4.83 315/1518 4.83 4.30 4.43 4.51 4.83
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0 0 12 5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.75 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0 3 9 4.75 299/1517 4.75 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.75
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 1 11 4.92 156/1550 4.92 4.17 4.22 4.24 4.92
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 3 1 0 0 2 6 4.33 398/1295 4.33 3.42 3.94 4.01 4.33
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 0 0 11 5.00 1/1398 5.00 4.20 4.07 4.23 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 0 0 0 11 5.00 171391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.48 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 1 0 1 9 4.64 533/1388 4.64 4.47 4.28 4.50 4.64
4. Were special techniques successful 3 1 0 0O 0 1 9 4,90 75/ 958 4.90 3.83 3.93 4.24 4.90
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 12 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 ****/ 85 ****x 4. 27 4.58 4.83 ****
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 12 0 O O O 0 2 5.00 ****/ 82 **** 3 65 4.52 4.49 ****
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 1 1 0 3.50 ****/ 78 **** 370 4.47 4.56 *F***
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 ****/ 80 **** 3.97 4.47 4.59 ****
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 12 0 0 1 1 0 0 2.50 ****/ 82 **** 3.64 4.16 4.02 ****
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 12
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 14 Non-major 2
84-150 9 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 13
? 1



Course-Section: ENGL 448 0101

Title SEMINAR IN LIT & CULTU
Instructor: GWIAZDA, PIOTR
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

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

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

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.92 137/1639 4.92 4.05 4.27 4.42 4.92
4.69 316/1639 4.69 4.09 4.22 4.29 4.69
5.00 1/1397 5.00 4.25 4.28 4.38 5.00
4.85 168/1583 4.85 4.22 4.19 4.31 4.85
4.92 84/1532 4.92 4.02 4.01 4.07 4.92
4.62 283/1504 4.62 4.30 4.05 4.20 4.62
4.77 207/1612 4.77 3.88 4.16 4.18 4.77
4.62 105671635 4.62 4.32 4.65 4.72 4.62
4.80 137/1579 4.80 4.05 4.08 4.21 4.80
4.92 191/1518 4.92 4.30 4.43 4.51 4.92
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.75 5.00
4.92 141/1517 4.92 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.92
5.00 1/1550 5.00 4.17 4.22 4.24 5.00
4.33 398/1295 4.33 3.42 3.94 4.01 4.33
4.80 217/1398 4.80 4.20 4.07 4.23 4.80
5.00 171391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.48 5.00
4.90 22471388 4.90 4.47 4.28 4.50 4.90
4.56 190/ 958 4.56 3.83 3.93 4.24 4.56
5.00 ****/ 85 **** 4 27 A4.58 4.83 ****
5.00 ****/ 82 **** 3 65 4.52 4.49 Fr**
5.00 ****/ 78 **** 3 70 4.47 4.56 Fr**
5.00 ****/ 80 **** 3.97 4.47 4.59 ****
4_67 ****/ 82 Fr** 3,64 4.16 4.02 FF**

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 471 0101

Title ADV CREATIVE WRTNG:FIC
Instructor: ROWELL, JOHN
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O 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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.56 561/1639 4.56 4.05 4.27 4.42 4.56
4.56 466/1639 4.56 4.09 4.22 4.29 4.56
4.33 722/1397 4.33 4.25 4.28 4.38 4.33
4.67 323/1583 4.67 4.22 4.19 4.31 4.67
4.89 113/1532 4.89 4.02 4.01 4.07 4.89
4.78 16971504 4.78 4.30 4.05 4.20 4.78
4.38 66971612 4.38 3.88 4.16 4.18 4.38
5.00 171635 5.00 4.32 4.65 4.72 5.00
4.67 241/1579 4.67 4.05 4.08 4.21 4.67
4.57 720/1518 4.57 4.30 4.43 4.51 4.57
4.86 674/1520 4.86 4.71 4.70 4.75 4.86
4.57 510/1517 4.57 4.24 4.27 4.34 4.57
4.86 231/1550 4.86 4.17 4.22 4.24 4.86
3.67 89471295 3.67 3.42 3.94 4.01 3.67
4.89 172/1398 4.89 4.20 4.07 4.23 4.89
4.89 248/1391 4.89 4.39 4.30 4.48 4.89
4.67 496/1388 4.67 4.47 4.28 4.50 4.67
4.25 349/ 958 4.25 3.83 3.93 4.24 4.25

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 10 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: ENGL 486 0101

Title SEMINAR IN TEACHING CO
Instructor: MCCARTHY, LUCIL
Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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arwWNPE

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

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

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

Other

Page

FEB 13,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 366/1639 4.71 4.05 4.27 4.42
4_.57 445/1639 4.57 4.09 4.22 4.29
4.86 164/1583 4.86 4.22 4.19 4.31
5.00 1/1532 5.00 4.02 4.01 4.07
4.33 54471504 4.33 4.30 4.05 4.20
4.17 91371612 4.17 3.88 4.16 4.18
5.00 1/1635 5.00 4.32 4.65 4.72
4.83 128/1579 4.83 4.05 4.08 4.21
4.75 454/1518 4.75 4.30 4.43 4.51
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.75
4.75 299/1517 4.75 4.24 4.27 4.34
4.75 351/1550 4.75 4.17 4.22 4.24
5.00 1/1398 5.00 4.20 4.07 4.23
5.00 171391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.48
4.83 296/1388 4.83 4.47 4.28 4.50
4.75 119/ 958 4.75 3.83 3.93 4.24
5.00 ****x/ 85 ****x 427 4.58 4.83
5.00 ****x/ 82 **** 3 65 4.52 4.49
5.00 ****/ 78 **** 3 .70 4.47 4.56
5.00 ****/ 80 **** 3.97 4.47 4.59
5.00 ****/ 82 **** 364 4.16 4.02
Type Majors

Graduate 1 Major

Under-grad 6 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 490 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1639 5.00 4.05 4.27 4.42 5.00
5.00 1/1639 5.00 4.09 4.22 4.29 5.00
4_.57 447/1397 4.57 4.25 4.28 4.38 4.57
4.86 164/1583 4.86 4.22 4.19 4.31 4.86
5.00 1/1532 5.00 4.02 4.01 4.07 5.00
4.86 13071504 4.86 4.30 4.05 4.20 4.86
4.43 60371612 4.43 3.88 4.16 4.18 4.43
5.00 171635 5.00 4.32 4.65 4.72 5.00
5.00 1/1579 5.00 4.05 4.08 4.21 5.00
4.86 286/1518 4.86 4.30 4.43 4.51 4.86
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.75 5.00
5.00 1/1517 5.00 4.24 4.27 4.34 5.00
5.00 1/1550 5.00 4.17 4.22 4.24 5.00
4.40 346/1295 4.40 3.42 3.94 4.01 4.40
4.75 260/1398 4.75 4.20 4.07 4.23 4.75
5.00 171391 5.00 4.39 4.30 4.48 5.00
5.00 1/1388 5.00 4.47 4.28 4.50 5.00
5.00 1/ 958 5.00 3.83 3.93 4.24 5.00

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

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

Title ADV TOPICS IN ENGL LAN Baltimore County
Instructor: ORGELFINGER, GA Fall 2007
Enrollment: 9
Questionnaires: 7 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o o 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 3 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 6
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 2 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 0 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 1 0 0 1 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 0 1 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 0 0 0o 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 0 0 0o 4
4. Were special techniques successful 3 2 0 0 0 0 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires: 9

ENGL 493 0101

SEMINAR IN CT

BURGESS, HELEN
14

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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A WNPE

GO WNE

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

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

Other

Page 800
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Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.78 293/1639 4.78 4.05 4.27 4.42 4.78
4.56 466/1639 4.56 4.09 4.22 4.29 4.56
4.86 196/1397 4.86 4.25 4.28 4.38 4.86
4.78 217/1583 4.78 4.22 4.19 4.31 4.78
4.78 165/1532 4.78 4.02 4.01 4.07 4.78
4.56 329/1504 4.56 4.30 4.05 4.20 4.56
4.22 848/1612 4.22 3.88 4.16 4.18 4.22
3.86 157671635 3.86 4.32 4.65 4.72 3.86
4.88 116/1579 4.88 4.05 4.08 4.21 4.88
5.00 1/1518 5.00 4.30 4.43 4.51 5.00
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.75 5.00
5.00 171517 5.00 4.24 4.27 4.34 5.00
4.86 231/1550 4.86 4.17 4.22 4.24 4.86
4.00 62371295 4.00 3.42 3.94 4.01 4.00
4.75 260/1398 4.75 4.20 4.07 4.23 4.75
4.75 39371391 4.75 4.39 4.30 4.48 4.75
4.88 255/1388 4.88 4.47 4.28 4.50 4.88
4.60 179/ 958 4.60 3.83 3.93 4.24 4.60
4.00 ****/ 85 *xxx 4 27 4.58 4.83 *Frx*
4.00 ****/ 82 *x*x*x 3 65 4.52 4.49 Frx*x
4.00 ****x/ 78 *xx*x 3 70 4.47 4.56 Fr**
4.00 ****/ 80 **** 3.97 4.47 4.59 F***
3.00 ****/ 82 **** 3. 64 4.16 4.02 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 9 Non-major 1

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



