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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.33 158371670 3.95 4.16 4.31 4.23 3.33
3.78 139871666 4.22 4.21 4.27 4.30 3.78
3.88 125271615 4.21 4.31 4.24 4.17 3.88
3.56 1257/1566 3.89 4.16 4.07 4.03 3.56
3.89 105571528 4.41 4.35 4.12 4.00 3.89
3.67 140471650 4.08 4.06 4.22 4.28 3.67
4.44 1216/1667 4.55 4.50 4.67 4.61 4.44
3.22 150171626 4.07 4.14 4.11 4.07 3.22
3.25 1499/1559 4.17 4.32 4.46 4.47 3.25
4.13 1453/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.13
3.13 1480/1549 4.21 4.33 4.31 4.32 3.13
3.63 1345/1546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.32 3.63
3.25 112571323 3.60 3.76 4.00 3.91 3.25
3.29 119171384 4.13 4.28 4.10 3.92 3.29
4.14 915/1378 4.41 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.14
3.57 1172/1378 4.58 4.54 4.31 4.08 3.57
2.50 865/ 904 3.73 4.01 4.03 3.94 2.50

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0201

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: BLOOM, RYAN 1.
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 701
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 479/1670 3.95 4.16 4.31 4.23 4.67
4.92 155/1666 4.22 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.92
3.00 ****/1406 4.49 4.42 4.32 4.31 ****
4.82 238/1615 4.21 4.31 4.24 4.17 4.82
4.25 643/1566 3.89 4.16 4.07 4.03 4.25
4.67 300/1528 4.41 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.67
4.92 143/1650 4.08 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.92
5.00 171667 4.55 4.50 4.67 4.61 5.00
4.27 70471626 4.07 4.14 4.11 4.07 4.27
4.50 896/1559 4.17 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.50
4.83 777/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.83
4.92 181/1549 4.21 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.92
4.83 310/1546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.32 4.83
3.17 115571323 3.60 3.76 4.00 3.91 3.17
4.58 384/1384 4.13 4.28 4.10 3.92 4.58
4.58 540/1378 4.41 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.58
4.83 354/1378 4.58 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.83
4.09 443/ 904 3.73 4.01 4.03 3.94 4.09

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0301

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

TERHORST, RAYMO

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 19

Questions
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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

NFPOOOOOOO

NNNNDN

© 0 0w ™

[EY
AONNWWAPRP NN

POOOOORrOO
[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]
OORrROFrPROOOO
OOwWOhA~ANOOO

woooo
[eNoNoNoNe]
NOOOO
NFENOO
NWANI

coooo
coooo
coooo
coonN
AP RP®

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

AAADDMDIMDDIDN

WhhADdD

AN

AADADDMDIMDADN
o
\‘
AADADDMDIMDDADN
o
w

AR AAMD
w
=
WHADMDMD
w
N

A A AN
w
g
wWhphw
o
[¢9)

Majors

AADADDIMIADIDD

ABADAMDID

ADADD

N = T TIOO
oOroOocococoo~N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.63 51871670 3.95
4.63 452/1666 4.22
4.88 212/1406 4.49
4.58 477/1615 4.21
4.26 632/1566 3.89
4.84 152/1528 4.41
4.42 690/1650 4.08
4.06 1498/1667 4.55
4.69 26371626 4.07
4.76 50371559 4.17
4.88 647/1560 4.72
4.53 65871549 4.21
4.71 470/1546 4.13
4.14 626/1323 3.60
4.36 579/1384 4.13
4.91 243/1378 4.41
4.91 281/1378 4.58
4.60 202/ 904 3.73

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0401

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

DUNNIGAN, BRIAN

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 17

Questions
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Page

703

AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
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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
4.29 95371670 3.95
4.59 516/1666 4.22
5.00 1/1406 4.49
4.47 592/1615 4.21
4.69 280/1566 3.89
4.65 315/1528 4.41
4.38 757/1650 4.08
4.00 1524/1667 4.55
4.56 355/1626 4.07
4.63 73971559 4.17
5.00 1/1560 4.72
4.75 366/1549 4.21
4.88 265/1546 4.13
3.60 990/1323 3.60
4.80 221/1384 4.13
4.80 348/1378 4.41
4.60 590/1378 4.58
3.75 629/ 904 3.73

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0701

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

BROFMAN, MARGAR

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean

Rank

Course
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Page

704

AUG 6, 2008

Job

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

A WNPE A WNPE

O 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

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

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

WRPROOOOOO0OOo

NNNNDN

aaao o

OO0OO0OO0OrOMNOO

[eNoNoNoNe] woOoo [(cNoNeoNeoNe]

[eNoNeoNe)

[cNoNoNe]

[eNoNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
1 3 1
0 1 2
1 0 3
0O 0 5
1 2 2
0O 0 1
0 1 4
0O 0 oO
o 0 3
1 1 2
0O 0 oO
0 1 4
1 2 1
0O 0 oO
3 0 0
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0 1 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 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0

OOoOrOo [eNoNeoNe) RPOOOO NEFEWN ONEFEDNN RPN WWNO

POORrRO

[
R RR R oORrRRPR RO bW NOIO OO NP ONNUN®W

PR OR

ORrRrROR

WADDPMWDWAW
©OOoOMDNOUIWA

154871670
908/1666
1262/1406
108371615
134171566
476/1528
113571650
607/1667
112471626

139171559

82971560
123771549
130571546
*rXX/1323

120071384
751/1378
570/1378
6987 904

/230

Fkkk [ 79
Fhxk [ 75

Fhxk [ 41
Fkkk [ 39

Fkkk [ 16

ARADAMPMODDIW
OQUODMONIANO

NOoORrORFRr ONO

Fokkk

EE

EaE

EE

E

*hkkk

EE

B

EE

B

EE

EE

E

EE

EE

E =

*hkk

EE

AAADMDIMIADIMDID
PUOWER WANE

AOONORNEFEO®

Fokkk

EE

EE

EE

*okkk

B

EE

EE

E

EE

EE

E =

EE

EE

AAADMDIMIAIMDD
PONPFPONWNW

PINNIBNNPR

AAADMDIMIAIMDID
CQONOORFRWWN

NP OOWNRFRPROW

WhADAPWPWHAPW
N
N

FWwWwHW
©
P

Fkkk

EE

*kkKk

*kk*k

X

*kkk

Fkkk

B

EE

E

EE

*kk*k

Fokkk

*kk*k

Fokkk

KKKk

*kk*k

*hkk*k



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100 0701
COMPOSITION
BROFMAN, MARGAR

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 0901

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: MCGURRIN JR, AN
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.40 1566/1670 3.95 4.16 4.31 4.23 3.40
3.70 143571666 4.22 4.21 4.27 4.30 3.70
3.83 116971406 4.49 4.42 4.32 4.31 3.83
3.71 134971615 4.21 4.31 4.24 4.17 3.71
3.60 1230/1566 3.89 4.16 4.07 4.03 3.60
3.89 105571528 4.41 4.35 4.12 4.00 3.89
3.86 130471650 4.08 4.06 4.22 4.28 3.86
2.80 166571667 4.55 4.50 4.67 4.61 2.80
3.14 1521/1626 4.07 4.14 4.11 4.07 3.14
3.30 149271559 4.17 4.32 4.46 4.47 3.30
4.20 1427/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.20
3.10 148371549 4.21 4.33 4.31 4.32 3.10
2.89 149871546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.32 2.89
3.00 117971323 3.60 3.76 4.00 3.91 3.00
3.60 105771384 4.13 4.28 4.10 3.92 3.60
2.80 133471378 4.41 4.47 4.29 4.09 2.80
4.00 977/1378 4.58 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.00
3.33 779/ 904 3.73 4.01 4.03 3.94 3.33

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

##### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.44 1557/1670 3.95 4.16 4.31 4.23 3.44
2.50 164571666 4.22 4.21 4.27 4.30 2.50
3.50 ****/1406 4.49 4.42 4.32 4.31 ****
3.00 156571615 4.21 4.31 4.24 4.17 3.00
3.00 147871566 3.89 4.16 4.07 4.03 3.00
3.81 111371528 4.41 4.35 4.12 4.00 3.81
1.94 1639/1650 4.08 4.06 4.22 4.28 1.94
4.94 472/1667 4.55 4.50 4.67 4.61 4.94
3.19 151371626 4.07 4.14 4.11 4.07 3.19
2.44 154471559 4.17 4.32 4.46 4.47 2.44
4.75 948/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.75
3.13 1478/1549 4.21 4.33 4.31 4.32 3.13
2.94 1489/1546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.32 2.94
3.11 1170/1323 3.60 3.76 4.00 3.91 3.11
3.90 93271384 4.13 4.28 4.10 3.92 3.90
4.20 894/1378 4.41 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.20
4.00 977/1378 4.58 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.00
3.78 619/ 904 3.73 4.01 4.03 3.94 3.78

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

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

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County
Instructor: MABE, MITZI J Spring 2008
Enrollment: 23
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 o o 2 1 4 6 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 3 4 7 2 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 14 O 0 1 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 2 3 4 7 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 2 1 4 5 2 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 2 1 2 4 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 8 3 3 2 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 15
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 1 2 7 5 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 4 4 6 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 1 0 1 14
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 3 7 5 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 3 3 4 4 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 7 1 1 3 4 O
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 6 0 1 1 1 2 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 0 0 1 2 1 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 0 1 0 2 2 5
4. Were special techniques successful 6 1 1 0 1 5 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 1 A 2 Required for Majors 10
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 3 General 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0
P 0
1 0 Other 5
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1201

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: PUTZEL, DIANE M
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned

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
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned

G WNPE

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate

A WNPE

Were special techniques successful

Did written assignments contribute to what you learned

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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o o0 1 2 3
o 0O O 1 3
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA 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
4.14 1116/1670 3.95 4.16 4.31 4.23 4.14
4.07 1154/1666 4.22 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.07
4.80 26171406 4.49 4.42 4.32 4.31 4.80
4.21 922/1615 4.21 4.31 4.24 4.17 4.21
4.29 610/1566 3.89 4.16 4.07 4.03 4.29
4.62 338/1528 4.41 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.62
4.14 103271650 4.08 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.14
5.00 171667 4.55 4.50 4.67 4.61 5.00
4.09 905/1626 4.07 4.14 4.11 4.07 4.09
4.50 896/1559 4.17 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.50
4.71 102371560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.71
4.46 736/1549 4.21 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.46
4.50 715/1546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.32 4.50
4.46 364/1323 3.60 3.76 4.00 3.91 4.46
4.67 324/1384 4.13 4.28 4.10 3.92 4.67
4.67 481/1378 4.41 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.67
4.75 439/1378 4.58 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.75
4.08 445/ 904 3.73 4.01 4.03 3.94 4.08

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1401

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: SNEERINGER, HOL
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

NOORFRRFRPREFLFLOO

NP RRE

oo uu

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OCOO0OO0OO0ORrRrMDMN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[EY
DN ~N00UTwo

ON~NO ™

R o ou

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 90271670 3.95 4.16 4.31 4.23 4.33
4.50 622/1666 4.22 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.50
4.75 31871406 4.49 4.42 4.32 4.31 4.75
4.30 81371615 4.21 4.31 4.24 4.17 4.30
4.64 317/1566 3.89 4.16 4.07 4.03 4.64
4.64 323/1528 4.41 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.64
4.25 90371650 4.08 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.25
5.00 171667 4.55 4.50 4.67 4.61 5.00
4.60 32471626 4.07 4.14 4.11 4.07 4.60
4.73 572/1559 4.17 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.73
4.82 829/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.82
4.55 634/1549 4.21 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.55
4.55 667/1546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.32 4.55
3.00 117971323 3.60 3.76 4.00 3.91 3.00
4.71 285/1384 4.13 4.28 4.10 3.92 4.71
4.71 441/1378 4.41 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.71
5.00 1/1378 4.58 4.54 4.31 4.08 5.00
4.00 461/ 904 3.73 4.01 4.03 3.94 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1501

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 121671670 3.95 4.16 4.31 4.23 4.00
4.21 1015/1666 4.22 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.21
4.00 1057/1406 4.49 4.42 4.32 4.31 4.00
4.38 712/1615 4.21 4.31 4.24 4.17 4.38
3.55 1263/1566 3.89 4.16 4.07 4.03 3.55
4.57 368/1528 4.41 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.57
4.31 844/1650 4.08 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.31
4.62 1072/1667 4.55 4.50 4.67 4.61 4.62
4.00 953/1626 4.07 4.14 4.11 4.07 4.00
4.46 946/1559 4.17 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.46
4.77 929/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.77
4.38 840/1549 4.21 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.38
4.00 113971546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.32 4.00
3.77 91271323 3.60 3.76 4.00 3.91 3.77
4.25 670/1384 4.13 4.28 4.10 3.92 4.25
4.25 86071378 4.41 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.25
4.75 439/1378 4.58 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.75
4.33 ****/ 904 3.73 4.01 4.03 3.94 Fx**x

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 14 Non-major 14
##### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County
Instructor: WALTERS, APRIL Spring 2008
Enrollment: 22
Questionnaires: 14 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 1 1 2 3 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 7 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 9 0 0 1 3 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 1 6 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 2 2 0 3 2 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 4 9
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 1 0 0 4 1 8
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 0 0 0 5 8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 3 6 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 1 5 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 3 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 1 6 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 0 4 1 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 1 0 4 4 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 10 0 0 0 1 1 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 10 0 0 0 1 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 10 0 0 0 0 1 3
4. Were special techniques successful 11 0 0 0 0 2 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 10 Required for Majors 10
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0
P 0
1 0 Other 1
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1601
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.47 722/1670 3.95 4.16 4.31 4.23 4.47
4.60 490/1666 4.22 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.60
4.75 31871406 4.49 4.42 4.32 4.31 4.75
4.73 30871615 4.21 4.31 4.24 4.17 4.73
4.40 491/1566 3.89 4.16 4.07 4.03 4.40
4.53 398/1528 4.41 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.53
4.53 527/1650 4.08 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.53
4.93 472/1667 4.55 4.50 4.67 4.61 4.93
4.57 347/1626 4.07 4.14 4.11 4.07 4.57
4.67 673/1559 4.17 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.67
4.80 855/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.80
4.73 395/1549 4.21 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.73
4.80 345/1546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.32 4.80
4.40 423/1323 3.60 3.76 4.00 3.91 4.40
4.77 249/1384 4.13 4.28 4.10 3.92 4.77
4.46 64971378 4.41 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.46
4.92 225/1378 4.58 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.92
4.40 289/ 904 3.73 4.01 4.03 3.94 4.40

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

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

Title COMPOSITION Baltimore County
Instructor: PUTZEL, DIANE M Spring 2008
Enrollment: 21
Questionnaires: 15 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 2 4 9
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 4 10
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 11 0 0 0 1 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0O 4 11
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 5 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 3 10
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 2 3 10
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 14
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 6 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 1 3 11
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 1 1 13
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 1 2 12
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 3 12
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 1 0 0 5 9
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 1 1 11
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 3 1 9
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0 1 12
4. Were special techniques successful 2 3 0 0 1 4 5
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors 15
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0
P 0
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 100 1701

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

WALTERS, APRIL

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean
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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
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
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

NOOOORrOOO

NP RRE

aaao o

[eNoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] [eNoNe] NOOO RPOOOO POOOOOWOO

[eNoNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
0 2 2
0 1 1
0 0 0
0O 0 2
1 2 2
0O 0 1
0 0 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0 1 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 2
0 0 3
1 0 3
1 0 2
0O 0 2
0O 0 1
0O 2 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100 1701
COMPOSITION
WALTERS, APRIL

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 711
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

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

N =T T OO
OO0OO0OO0OORrRrN®

Required for Majors
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 100 1901

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: MACEK, PHILIP
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

PNNNNOOOO

A DABAD

aaao o

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
[eNeoNoNoNoNalo I

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

POWWOWhOUur

ON MO A

oouIN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.82 163971670 3.95 4.16 4.31 4.23 2.82
4.18 1048/1666 4.22 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.18
4.67 423/1406 4.49 4.42 4.32 4.31 4.67
3.91 123471615 4.21 4.31 4.24 4.17 3.91
2.89 1515/1566 3.89 4.16 4.07 4.03 2.89
4.00 89971528 4.41 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.00
3.89 128871650 4.08 4.06 4.22 4.28 3.89
5.00 171667 4.55 4.50 4.67 4.61 5.00
3.90 1124/1626 4.07 4.14 4.11 4.07 3.90
4.43 996/1559 4.17 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.43
4.57 1188/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.57
4.43 789/1549 4.21 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.43
3.43 140471546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.32 3.43
1.00 ****/1323 3.60 3.76 4.00 3.91 ****
3.67 103371384 4.13 4.28 4.10 3.92 3.67
4.83 316/1378 4.41 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.83
5.00 1/1378 4.58 4.54 4.31 4.08 5.00
2.67 860/ 904 3.73 4.01 4.03 3.94 2.67

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 2001

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

WILKINSON, RACH

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Spring 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.23 4.65
4.27 4.30 5.00
4.32 4.31 4.88
4.24 4.17 4.60
4.07 4.03 4.75
4.12 4.00 4.75
4.22 4.28 4.50
4.67 4.61 4.69
4.11 4.07 4.86
4.46 4.47 4.87
4.72 4.68 4.93
4.31 4.32 4.80
4.32 4.32 5.00
4.00 3.91 4.00
4.10 3.92 4.62
4.29 4.09 4.85
4.31 4.08 5.00
4.03 3.94 4.55
4.19 4.25 FFx*
4.21 4.35 FFx*
4.44 4.58 KF**
4.31 4.45 FF**
4.18 4.47 FFF*
4.65 4.67 FFF*
4.64 4.72 FrFF*
4.57 4.46 F*F**
4.45 4.59 KF**
3.97 3.99 Fx**
4.50 3.91 FF**
4.19 4.07 *F***
4.62 4.63 FFF*
4.27 4,42 FFF*
4.47 4.28 F*F*F*
4.64 4.59 KFx*
4.67 4.83 FrF**
4.54 4.46 F*F**
4.84 4.75 FFx*
4.92 4.83 FF**



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100 2001
COMPOSITION
WILKINSON, RACH

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 713
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0101

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

DUNNIGAN, BRIAN

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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714
2008

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

A WOWNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.67 479/1670 4.24
4.60 490/1666 4.40
4.75 31871406 4.41
4.62 43471615 4.44
4.73 242/1566 4.11
4.80 173/1528 4.53
4.60 42971650 4.24
4.20 140971667 4.36
4.64 293/1626 4.42
4.79 469/1559 4.49
4.93 477/1560 4.83
4.54 646/1549 4.59
4.62 582/1546 4.48
4.14 626/1323 4.03
4.67 324/1384 4.33
4.56 564/1378 4.54
4.78 417/1378 4.52
4.75 146/ 904 4.17
5 . OO ****/ 239 E = =
5 . OO ****/ 230 E = =
5_00 ***-k/ 231 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0201

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: BROFMAN, MARGAR (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

WOOOOOOO0OOo

PR, OOO

aaao o

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[
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NONBD
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.24 4.16 4.31 4.23 4.00
4.13 110371666 4.40 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.13
3.80 118671406 4.41 4.42 4.32 4.31 3.80
4.27 861/1615 4.44 4.31 4.24 4.17 4.27
3.64 1210/1566 4.11 4.16 4.07 4.03 3.64
4.33 631/1528 4.53 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.33
3.93 1235/1650 4.24 4.06 4.22 4.28 3.93
4.80 86171667 4.36 4.50 4.67 4.61 4.80
4.18 80871626 4.42 4.14 4.11 4.07 4.18
4.13 1237/1559 4.49 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.19
4.73 985/1560 4.83 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.73
4.07 1120/1549 4.59 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.07
4.00 113971546 4.48 4.26 4.32 4.32 4.00
3.00 117971323 4.03 3.76 4.00 3.91 3.00
4.20 712/1384 4.33 4.28 4.10 3.92 4.20
4.50 60371378 4.54 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.50
4.10 948/1378 4.52 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.10
3.80 605/ 904 4.17 4.01 4.03 3.94 3.80

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0201

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: BROFMAN, MARGAR (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 716
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

aaao o

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

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
4.00 1216/1670 4.24 4.16 4.31 4.23 4.00
4.13 110371666 4.40 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.13
3.80 118671406 4.41 4.42 4.32 4.31 3.80
4.27 861/1615 4.44 4.31 4.24 4.17 4.27
3.64 1210/1566 4.11 4.16 4.07 4.03 3.64
4.33 631/1528 4.53 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.33
3.93 1235/1650 4.24 4.06 4.22 4.28 3.93
4.80 86171667 4.36 4.50 4.67 4.61 4.80
4.50 ****/1626 4.42 4.14 4.11 4.07 4.18
4.25 1157/1559 4.49 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.19
5.00 ****/1560 4.83 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.73
4._.67 ****/1549 4.59 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.07
4._67 ****/1546 4.48 4.26 4.32 4.32 4.00
3.00 ****/1323 4.03 3.76 4.00 3.91 3.00
4.20 712/1384 4.33 4.28 4.10 3.92 4.20
4.50 60371378 4.54 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.50
4.10 948/1378 4.52 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.10
3.80 605/ 904 4.17 4.01 4.03 3.94 3.80

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

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



Course-Section:

ENGL 100A 0301

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: BLOOM, RYAN 1.
Enrollment: 19
Questionnaires: 17

Questions

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Laboratory
Did the lab 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

Frequencies
NR NA 1 2 3
o 0O o 2 2
0 0 0 0 3
0 12 0 0 1
O 0O o0 1 4
O 0 1 2 5
o 0O O o0 2
0 0 0 2 1
0O 0O O o0 o
2 0 0 2 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 3
0 0 0 0 1
0 7 1 1 6
1 0 0 1 4
1 0 0O o0 2
1 0 0 o0 1
1 0 0 1 2
6 0 0 o0 1
6 0 O O0 O
6 0 0 O0 O
16 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 o0 1
16 0 0 0 1
6 0 0 o0 1
6 0 0 O0 O
6 0 0 O0 O
16 0 0 0 0
6 0 0 o0 1
16 0 0 0 1
6 0 0 O0 O
6 0 0 o0 1
6 0 1 0 O
6 0 O O0 O
6 0 0 1 O
16 0 0 0 1
6 0 0 1 O
6 0 0 1 O
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117971323

820/1384
60371378
511/1378
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 0301
COMPOSITION
BLOOM, RYAN 1.

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 717
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0401

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: FINDLAY, JOANNA (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 718
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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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
4.13 113971670 4.24 4.16 4.31 4.23 4.13
4.31 895/1666 4.40 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.31
4.33 79971406 4.41 4.42 4.32 4.31 4.33
4.23 898/1615 4.44 4.31 4.24 4.17 4.23
4.25 643/1566 4.11 4.16 4.07 4.03 4.25
4.53 398/1528 4.53 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.53
3.60 1430/1650 4.24 4.06 4.22 4.28 3.60
3.81 162371667 4.36 4.50 4.67 4.61 3.81
4.86 14171626 4.42 4.14 4.11 4.07 4.85
4.56 821/1559 4.49 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.61
4.88 673/1560 4.83 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.89
4.63 537/1549 4.59 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.69
4.31 93971546 4.48 4.26 4.32 4.32 4.49
4.31 507/1323 4.03 3.76 4.00 3.91 4.40
4.38 560/1384 4.33 4.28 4.10 3.92 4.38
4.62 517/1378 4.54 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.62
4.92 225/1378 4.52 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.92
4.09 443/ 904 4.17 4.01 4.03 3.94 4.09

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0401

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: FINDLAY, JOANNA (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 719
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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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
4.13 113971670 4.24 4.16 4.31 4.23 4.13
4.31 895/1666 4.40 4.21 4.27 4.30 4.31
4.33 79971406 4.41 4.42 4.32 4.31 4.33
4.23 898/1615 4.44 4.31 4.24 4.17 4.23
4.25 643/1566 4.11 4.16 4.07 4.03 4.25
4.53 398/1528 4.53 4.35 4.12 4.00 4.53
3.60 1430/1650 4.24 4.06 4.22 4.28 3.60
3.81 162371667 4.36 4.50 4.67 4.61 3.81
4.83 15171626 4.42 4.14 4.11 4.07 4.85
4.67 67371559 4.49 4.32 4.46 4.47 4.61
4.91 596/1560 4.83 4.73 4.72 4.68 4.89
4.75 366/1549 4.59 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.69
4.67 520/1546 4.48 4.26 4.32 4.32 4.49
4.50 326/1323 4.03 3.76 4.00 3.91 4.40
4.38 560/1384 4.33 4.28 4.10 3.92 4.38
4.62 517/1378 4.54 4.47 4.29 4.09 4.62
4.92 225/1378 4.52 4.54 4.31 4.08 4.92
4.09 443/ 904 4.17 4.01 4.03 3.94 4.09

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0501

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

HAZELL, ERIC

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 18

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 1
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0 0 0
0O 0 oO
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
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0O 0 1
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
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0O 0 oO
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
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
Spring 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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.83
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94
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78

.53
.79

93

.00
.00
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Instructor

Rank

27171670
104/1666
1/1406
171615
79/1566
171528
25571650
114271667
18371626

166/1559
171560
171549

13971546

156/1323

118/1384
1/1378
171378
17 904

/230
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.23 4.83
4.27 4.30 4.94
4.32 4.31 5.00
4.24 4.17 5.00
4.07 4.03 4.94
4.12 4.00 5.00
4.22 4.28 4.78
4.67 4.61 4.53
4.11 4.07 4.79
4.46 4.47 4.94
4.72 4.68 5.00
4.31 4.32 5.00
4.32 4.32 4.94
4.00 3.91 4.80
4.10 3.92 4.93
4.29 4.09 5.00
4.31 4.08 5.00
4.03 3.94 5.00
4.19 4.25 FFx*
4.21 4.35 FFx*
4.44 4.58 KF**
4.31 4.45 FF**
4.18 4.47 FFF*
4.65 4.67 FFF*
4.64 4.72 FrFF*
4.57 4.46 F*F**
4.45 4.59 KF**
3.97 3.99 Fx**
4.50 3.91 FF**
4.19 4.07 *F***
4.62 4.63 FFF*
4.27 4,42 FFF*
4.47 4.28 F*F*F*
4.64 4.59 KFx*
4.67 4.83 FrF**
4.54 4.46 F*F**
4.84 4.75 FFx*
4.92 4.83 FF**



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 0501
COMPOSITION
HAZELL, ERIC

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 720
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 0
Under-grad 17 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0601

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

WALTERS, APRIL

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
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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:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 0601
COMPOSITION
WALTERS, APRIL

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 721
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

N =T T OO
oOooooNUON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0801

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

722

AUG 6, 2008

Job

IRBR3029

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: HAZELL, ERIC (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 25
Questionnaires: 19
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

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

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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0O 0 1
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 0801
COMPOSITION
HAZELL, ERIC

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 722
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

N =T T OO
[eNoNoNoNal (e JEN|

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0801

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

723

AUG 6, 2008

Job

IRBR3029

Title COMPOSITION
Instructor: HAZELL, ERIC (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 25
Questionnaires: 19
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

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

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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1 0 2
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0 0 2
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0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 0801
COMPOSITION
HAZELL, ERIC

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 723
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

N =T T OO
[eNoNoNoNal (e JEN|

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 0901

Title COMPOSITION

Instructor:

KIDD, KATHLEEN

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

724

AUG 6, 2008

Job

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE 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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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 0901
COMPOSITION
KIDD, KATHLEEN

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 724
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

N =T T OO
[cNoNoNoNal S NIEN|

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 110 0101

Title COMPOSITION ESL STUDEN

Instructor:

COLLINS, ELSA T

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

725

AUG 6, 2008

Job

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE 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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Course-Section: ENGL 110 0101

Title COMPOSITION ESL STUDEN
Instructor: COLLINS, ELSA T
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 725
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Majors

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

=T TOO
RPOOOORrRr WM

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Graduate 0
Under-grad 23 Non-major 23

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



Course-Section: ENGL 210 0101

Title INTRODUCTION TO LIT
Instructor: MCGURRIN JR, AN
Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 726
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

AOOOOOROO

WwWoRroo

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O 4 3 5 9
0 2 4 10 1
6 1 2 3 4
4 2 3 6 5
0 2 1 5 7
o 1 3 5 9
1 3 6 5 5
0O 0O 6 11 7
0 1 4 9 4
0O 2 4 8 6
O 0O 3 2 &6
0O 0O 5 7 6
1 5 3 6 2
17 1 1 1 0
0 0 3 1 3
o 1 2 0 2
o 0 1 o0 2
4 2 2 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NO,MODODN~NW

RP~NOWA

oUWk

N = T TIOO
RPOOOOOOW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.17 1607/1670 3.49 4.16 4.31 4.32 3.17
3.29 157371666 3.46 4.21 4.27 4.27 3.29
3.82 117571406 3.83 4.42 4.32 4.39 3.82
3.30 151971615 3.50 4.31 4.24 4.29 3.30
3.83 1078/1566 4.05 4.16 4.07 4.00 3.83
3.67 1202/1528 3.50 4.35 4.12 4.11 3.67
3.04 157571650 3.28 4.06 4.22 4.20 3.04
3.04 166171667 3.51 4.50 4.67 4.64 3.04
3.10 1529/1626 3.43 4.14 4.11 4.06 3.10
3.25 1499/1559 3.63 4.32 4.46 4.40 3.25
4.21 142471560 4.46 4.73 4.72 4.73 4.21
3.48 1401/1549 3.74 4.33 4.31 4.25 3.48
3.13 146371546 3.61 4.26 4.32 4.30 3.13
2.75 ****/1323 2.70 3.76 4.00 4.08 ****
3.25 1200/1384 3.92 4.28 4.10 4.07 3.25
3.50 119371378 4.01 4.47 4.29 4.25 3.50
4.38 777/1378 4.50 4.54 4.31 4.26 4.38
1.50 ****/ 904 4.32 4.01 4.03 4.01 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 24 Non-major 24
##### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section:

ENGL 210 0201

Title INTRODUCTION TO LIT
Instructor: FINDLAY, JOANNA
Enrollment: 52

Questionnaires: 38

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
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A WNPE G WNPE

(G208

O WNPE

abrhwWwNBE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

. 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

[EN
NOOOOOOOO

Nh oA S

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 1 4 10 9
0 0 2 17 12
0 1 5 5 15
1 2 2 12 10
o 1 2 2 14
0O 5 5 7 14
0 1 8 9 10
0O O 1 3 30
0O O O0 10 12
0 1 1 5 17
0O 0O O 2 &6
o 0 2 7 13
0 1 2 6 9
4 9 3 7 3
0 1 0 1 5
o 0O o 2 9
O 0O O 3 4
4 0 0 4 7
0O 0O O 1 o
0 0 0 0 0
0O 0O O o0 1
0 1 0 0 0
o 1 0 0 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 0
O 0O O o0 1
O 0O O o0 1
o 0O 1 0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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ADDMDD

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 8
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 14
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 1 C 9
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 10 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.82 1407/1670 3.49
3.63 1465/1666 3.46
3.84 1164/1406 3.83
3.70 1356/1615 3.50
4.26 632/1566 4.05
3.34 136271528 3.50
3.53 1454/1650 3.28
3.97 1549/1667 3.51
3.77 1247/1626 3.43
4.00 1280/1559 3.63
4.71 1042/1560 4.46
4.00 1146/1549 3.74
4.09 1110/1546 3.61
2.70 1256/1323 2.70
4.59 378/1384 3.92
4.52 595/1378 4.01
4.63 570/1378 4.50
4.32 339/ 904 4.32
5 . 00 ****/ 79 E = =
1_00 ****/ 41 E = =
5 . OO ****/ 39 E = =
5_00 ****/ 31 E = =
5_00 ****/ 28 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 16 E =
3 B 50 ****/ 6 E = =

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 38

#### - Means there are not enough
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MBC Level Sect
ean Mean Mean
31 4.32 3.82
27 4.27 3.63
32 4.39 3.84
24 4.29 3.70
07 4.00 4.26
12 4.11 3.34
22 4.20 3.53
67 4.64 3.97
11 4.06 3.77
46 4.40 4.00
72 4.73 4.71
31 4.25 4.00
32 4.30 4.09
00 4.08 2.70
10 4.07 4.59
29 4.25 4.52
31 4.26 4.63
03 4.01 4.32
21 4.33 FEx*
45 3.95 (Ax**
97 4.30 FF**
50 2.00 ****
19 2.50 ****
62 4.50 FF**
27 4.00 FFF*
47 4.00 F*F**
64 E = = E = = 3
67 E = = E = = 3
54 EE E
84 k= = *kkXx
92 = = E = = 3
Majors
Major 0
Non-major 38
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Course-Section: ENGL 226 0101

Title ENGLISH GRAMMAR USAGE

Instructor:

HARRIS, LINDA R

Enrollment: 40

Questionnaires: 28

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

728
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Job

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE 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

WNNPRPOOOOO

DWW wWww

PRPOOORNOO

[eNeoNoNoNo] [cNeoNoNoN [cNoNeoNoN [ NeoNoNe) N, OOOo

PR ROO

Frequencies
1 2 3
4 6 1
0 4 2
1 2 1
1 3 9
8 3 4
4 6 2
1 2 4
2 1 8
1 3 9
2 3 6
0O 2 5
2 4 5
0 6 1
1 0 1
2 4 2
3 3 2
2 2 3
2 1 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 ©O
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
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3.39
4.21
4.38
3.70
3.18
3.44
4.15
3.40
3.50

156871670
101571666

739/1406
135671615
1437/1566
1306/1528
102071650
165671667
1384/1626

145371559
143871560
135171549
1222/1546
*rXX/1323

1154/1384
118571378
115971378
718/ 904

/230

Fkkk [ 79
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Fkkk [ 38
Fkxk [ 39
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Course-Section: ENGL 226 0101

Title ENGLISH GRAMMAR USAGE
Instructor: HARRIS, LINDA R
Enrollment: 40

Questionnaires: 28

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 728
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 2
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 4
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7

N =T T OO
OO0OO0OO0OO0OONW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Graduate 0
Under-grad 28 Non-major 22

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



Course-Section: ENGL 241A 0101

Title KING ARTHUR OF BRITAIN
Instructor: ORGELFINGER, GA
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 36

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 729
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

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

OORrRrPFrPOOO0OO

WNWNN

OO0OORrRONOOO

OCOWNORORO

RPOWWROONW

WOOWOROUUN
IN
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

RPORFRPOO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.22 1027/1670 4.22 4.16 4.31 4.32 4.22
3.97 123471666 3.97 4.21 4.27 4.27 3.97
4.33 79971406 4.33 4.42 4.32 4.39 4.33
4.03 107271615 4.03 4.31 4.24 4.29 4.03
4.74 234/1566 4.74 4.16 4.07 4.00 4.74
3.59 124171528 3.59 4.35 4.12 4.11 3.59
3.56 1445/1650 3.56 4.06 4.22 4.20 3.56
4.83 80571667 4.83 4.50 4.67 4.64 4.83
4.16 831/1626 4.16 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.16
4.82 403/1559 4.82 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.82
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
4.42 789/1549 4.42 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.42
4.50 715/1546 4.50 4.26 4.32 4.30 4.50
4.09 65971323 4.09 3.76 4.00 4.08 4.09
3.85 957/1384 3.85 4.28 4.10 4.07 3.85
4.00 970/1378 4.00 4.47 4.29 4.25 4.00
4.42 731/1378 4.42 4.54 4.31 4.26 4.42
3.92 548/ 904 3.92 4.01 4.03 4.01 3.92
4 . OO ****/ 16 EE EE 4 B 67 EE EE
5 . OO ****/ 27 EaE EE 4 B 54 EaE *kkKk
4 . 00 ****/ 10 EE EE 4 . 84 EE *kk*k

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 36 Non-major 26

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



Course-Section: ENGL 243 0101

Title CURRENTS IN AMERICAN L

Instructor:

BENSON, LINDA K

Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

730

AUG 6, 2008

Job

IRBR3029
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A WNPE

N

GO WNPE

abrhwWNPE

WN P

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

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

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

Laboratory
Were you provided with adequate background information

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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Frequencies
1 2 3
o 1 3
0 1 7
0 1 2
1 0 5
o 2 1
1 0 2
1 1 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 4
0O 3 0O
0 1 1
2 0 1
1 2 0
4 0 6
1 1 2
1 0 2
0O 0 2
0 1 1
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 1 0
1 0 O
0 1 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
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80671650
103271667
797/1626

109271559
1054/1560
1010/1549

919/1546
1117/1323

730/1384
740/1378
602/1378
234/ 904
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Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 243 0101
IN AMERICAN L
BENSON, LINDA K

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 730
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00-27 0
28-55 3
56-83 2
84-150 2
Grad. 0

N =T T OO
RPOOOOUIOO®

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 250 0101

Title INTRO TO SHAKESPEARE
Instructor: ORGELFINGER, GA
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G 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

POOOOOOOO

WhRRRE

Wwww

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

AABADDIMDIMDDIDS

ADdDMOD

Page 731
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

N = T TIOO
RPOOOOU AN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
35071670 4.76 4.16 4.31 4.32 4.76
846/1666 4.35 4.21 4.27 4.27 4.35
89271406 4.24 4.42 4.32 4.39 4.24
89871615 4.24 4.31 4.24 4.29 4.24
218/1566 4.76 4.16 4.07 4.00 4.76
462/1528 4.47 4.35 4.12 4.11 4.47
782/1650 4.35 4.06 4.22 4.20 4.35

1097/1667 4.59 4.50 4.67 4.64 4.59
595/1626 4.38 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.38
323/1559 4.88 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.88

1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.73 5.00
537/1549 4.63 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.63
265/1546 4.88 4.26 4.32 4.30 4.88
266/1323 4.62 3.76 4.00 4.08 4.62
340/1384 4.64 4.28 4.10 4.07 4.64
19471378 4.93 4.47 4.29 4.25 4.93
550/1378 4.64 4.54 4.31 4.26 4.64
417/ 904 4.17 4.01 4.03 4.01 4.17

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 17 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: ENGL 250H 0101

Title INTO TO SHAKESPEARE-HO
Instructor: ORGELFINGER, GA
Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

732
2008
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

RPRRRE

Wwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1670 5.00 4.16 4.31 4.32
4.80 25971666 4.80 4.21 4.27 4.27
4.80 26171406 4.80 4.42 4.32 4.39
4.60 446/1615 4.60 4.31 4.24 4.29
5.00 1/1566 5.00 4.16 4.07 4.00
4.60 346/1528 4.60 4.35 4.12 4.11
4.60 42971650 4.60 4.06 4.22 4.20
4.60 108271667 4.60 4.50 4.67 4.64
4.60 32471626 4.60 4.14 4.11 4.06
5.00 1/1559 5.00 4.32 4.46 4.40
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.73
5.00 1/1549 5.00 4.33 4.31 4.25
5.00 1/1546 5.00 4.26 4.32 4.30
4.33 481/1323 4.33 3.76 4.00 4.08
4.00 820/1384 4.00 4.28 4.10 4.07
5.00 171378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.25
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.26
5.00 ****/ 904 **** 4,01 4.03 4.01
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 271 0101

University of Maryland

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 414/1670 4.71 4.16 4.31 4.32
4.71 355/1666 4.71 4.21 4.27 4.27
5.00 ****/1406 **** 4.42 4.32 4.39
4.91 176/1615 4.91 4.31 4.24 4.29
4.38 510/1566 4.38 4.16 4.07 4.00
4.86 147/1528 4.86 4.35 4.12 4.11
4.10 107971650 4.10 4.06 4.22 4.20
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.50 4.67 4.64
4.36 605/1626 4.36 4.14 4.11 4.06
4.73 572/1559 4.73 4.32 4.46 4.40
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.73
4.82 284/1549 4.82 4.33 4.31 4.25
4.55 667/1546 4.55 4.26 4.32 4.30
5.00 ****/1323 **** 3.76 4.00 4.08
4.80 221/1384 4.80 4.28 4.10 4.07
5.00 171378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.25
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.26
4.88 116/ 904 4.88 4.01 4.03 4.01
5.00 ****/ 87 **** 4,83 4.65 5.00
5.00 ****/ 79 ****  4.38 4.64 4.75
5.00 ****/ 75 ****x 4 50 4.57 4.25
5.00 ****x/ 79 **** 4 00 4.45 3.95
5.00 ****/ 80 **** 4.33 3.97 4.30
5_00 ****/ 41 *hkkk EE 4_50 2_00
5_00 ****/ 39 EE EE 4_27 4_00
5_00 ****/ 31 EE EE 4_47 4_00
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 14 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title INTRO CREAT WRTG-FICTI Baltimore County
Instructor: SAWYERS, SETH A Spring 2008
Enrollment: 22
Questionnaires: 14 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 O O 0 4 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 11
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 11 0 0 0 0 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 3 0 0 0 1 10
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 1 1 3 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 2 12
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 4 1 0 1 3 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 14
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0 0 0 7 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 0 0 0 3 8
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0 0 0 0 11
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0 0 0 2 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 1 3 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 10 0 0 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 0 0 2 8
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 0 0 0 0 10
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 0 0 0 0 10
4. Were special techniques successful 4 2 0 0 0 1 7
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 13 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 13 0 O O O o0 1
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 0 0 0 1
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 13 0 0 0 0 0 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 13 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 13 0 O O o0 o 1
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 13 0 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 13 0 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 4



Course-Section: ENGL 273 0101

Title INT CREATIVE WTG-POETR
Instructor: MCGURRIN JR, AN
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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G WNPE
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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

NOOOOOOOO

RPRRRE

6
6

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

OOOBRMNEFRORLN

OrOuo

FNWPAW
=
[N

=T TOO
NOOOoOOoOOoONWU

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.40 1566/1670 3.40 4.16 4.31 4.32
3.10 159771666 3.10 4.21 4.27 4.27
3.00 ****/1406 **** 4.42 4.32 4.39
3.50 144871615 3.50 4.31 4.24 4.29
3.30 1385/1566 3.30 4.16 4.07 4.00
3.78 1140/1528 3.78 4.35 4.12 4.11
2.50 162471650 2.50 4.06 4.22 4.20
3.00 166371667 3.00 4.50 4.67 4.64
3.00 1534/1626 3.00 4.14 4.11 4.06
3.11 151471559 3.11 4.32 4.46 4.40
4.11 145771560 4.11 4.73 4.72 4.73
3.11 1481/1549 3.11 4.33 4.31 4.25
2.89 1498/1546 2.89 4.26 4.32 4.30
1.00 ****/1323 **** 3.76 4.00 4.08
4.00 820/1384 4.00 4.28 4.10 4.07
4.00 970/1378 4.00 4.47 4.29 4.25
4.00 977/1378 4.00 4.54 4.31 4.26
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 291 0101

Title INTRO WRTG CREAT ESSAY

Instructor:

BENSON, LINDA K

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean
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A WNPE

GArDNPE w N

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 1
o 1 3
o 0 3
0 1 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 1
0O 0 oO
0 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 2
0 1 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 ©O
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
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22071549
655/1546
*rXX/1323

570/1384
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.32 4.67
4.27 4.64
4 . 39 HhkKhk
4.29 4.64
4.00 4.00
4.11 4.36
4.20 4.17
4.64 4.58
4.06 4.40
4.40 4.67
4.73 5.00
4.25 4.89
4.30 4.56
4 . 08 k= =
4.07 4.38
4.25 5.00
4.26 4.38
4.01 4.00
4 . 33 *kkXx
4 B 61 E = = 3
5 . 00 k. = =
4 . 75 k= =
3 B 95 E = =
4 . 30 E = =
2 B OO KkKhk
2 . 50 E = = 3
4 . 50 ke = =
4 . oo *kkXx
4 B OO E = = 3
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Course-Section: ENGL 291 0101

Title INTRO WRTG CREAT ESSAY
Instructor: BENSON, LINDA K
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 12

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 735
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Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

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

N =T T OO
[eNoNoNoNaol IV IEN|

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 291 0201

Title INTRO WRTG CREAT ESSAY
Instructor: SHIVNAN, SALLY
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

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

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 T OO
[eNeoNoNoNoNaR NN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.17 1094/1670 4.14 4.16 4.31 4.32 4.17
4.17 1070/1666 4.00 4.21 4.27 4.27 4.17
4.29 852/1406 4.31 4.42 4.32 4.39 4.29
4.50 55271615 4.45 4.31 4.24 4.29 4.50
4.39 510/1566 3.76 4.16 4.07 4.00 4.39
4.56 383/1528 4.34 4.35 4.12 4.11 4.56
4.39 744/1650 3.60 4.06 4.22 4.20 4.39
4.44 1216/1667 4.59 4.50 4.67 4.64 4.44
4.20 797/1626 4.13 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.20
4.38 1052/1559 4.20 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.38
4.81 829/1560 4.79 4.73 4.72 4.73 4.81
4.50 683/1549 4.42 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.50
4.19 1040/1546 4.06 4.26 4.32 4.30 4.19
4.60 372/1384 4.45 4.28 4.10 4.07 4.60
4.40 718/1378 4.76 4.47 4.29 4.25 4.40
4.47 692/1378 4.61 4.54 4.31 4.26 4.47
4.08 447/ 904 4.03 4.01 4.03 4.01 4.08

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 18 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: ENGL 291 0301

Title INTRO WRTG CREAT ESSAY
Instructor: MABE, MITZI J
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

NMNNNNNRRRPPRE

A DABAD

ArWWW

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.60 1511/1670 4.14 4.16 4.31 4.32
3.20 158271666 4.00 4.21 4.27 4.27
4.33 79971406 4.31 4.42 4.32 4.39
4.22 910/1615 4.45 4.31 4.24 4.29
2.89 1515/1566 3.76 4.16 4.07 4.00
4.11 832/1528 4.34 4.35 4.12 4.11
2.25 163371650 3.60 4.06 4.22 4.20
4.75 922/1667 4.59 4.50 4.67 4.64
3.78 1240/1626 4.13 4.14 4.11 4.06
3.57 145171559 4.20 4.32 4.46 4.40
4.57 1188/1560 4.79 4.73 4.72 4.73
3.86 1261/1549 4.42 4.33 4.31 4.25
3.43 140471546 4.06 4.26 4.32 4.30
3.33 109971323 3.33 3.76 4.00 4.08
4.38 570/1384 4.45 4.28 4.10 4.07
4.88 274/1378 4.76 4.47 4.29 4.25
5.00 1/1378 4.61 4.54 4.31 4.26
4.00 461/ 904 4.03 4.01 4.03 4.01
5.00 ****/ 87 **** 4,83 4.65 5.00
5.00 ****/ 79 ****  4.38 4.64 4.75
5.00 ****/ 75 ****x 4 50 4.57 4.25
5.00 ****x/ 79 **** 4 00 4.45 3.95
5.00 ****/ 80 **** 4.33 3.97 4.30
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 11 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 301 0101

Title ANALYSIS LITERARY LANG

Instructor:

DONOVAN, JULIE

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

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

Other

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.12 1150/1670 4.39
4.29 91971666 4.51
4.18 940/1406 4.45
4.24 898/1615 4.53
4.29 599/1566 4.66
4.29 670/1528 4.51
4.06 1107/1650 4.39
4.29 1340/1667 4.71
4.31 65971626 4.41
4.46 946/1559 4.64
4.77 929/1560 4.92
4.33 900/1549 4.56
4.45 782/1546 4.63
3.60 990/1323 3.44
4.20 712/1384 4.41
5.00 1/1378 4.75
4.89 30271378 4.82
4.33 328/ 904 3.92

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 301 0201

Title ANALYSIS LITERARY LANG
Instructor: SMITH, ORIANNE
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

[oNeoNeoNoNoNoNoNoNo]
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 &6
0 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 1 5
0O 0O O 1 5
O 0O O o0 2
o 0O O 1 2
0 0 0 2 4
O 0O O o0 2
o 0O o 1 4
O 0O O o0 2
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 3
0 0 0 0 1
8 3 1 2 1
0 0 0 1 1
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O 1 2
5 1 1 2 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T TTOO
NOOOORrROR

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.73 401/71670 4.39 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.73
4.73 344/1666 4.51 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.73
4.68 39971406 4.45 4.42 4.32 4.22 4.68
4.68 357/1615 4.53 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.68
4.91 132/1566 4.66 4.16 4.07 4.04 4.91
4.82 167/1528 4.51 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.82
4.64 395/1650 4.39 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.64
4.91 67571667 4.71 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.91
4.63 30871626 4.41 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.63
4.89 307/1559 4.64 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.89
5.00 1/1560 4.92 4.73 4.72 4.67 5.00
4.83 266/1549 4.56 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.83
4.94 139/1546 4.63 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.94
2.78 1245/1323 3.44 3.76 4.00 3.99 2.78
4.80 221/1384 4.41 4.28 4.10 4.12 4.80
4.80 348/1378 4.75 4.47 4.29 4.30 4.80
4.73 460/1378 4.82 4.54 4.31 4.33 4.73
3.90 570/ 904 3.92 4.01 4.03 4.03 3.90

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 16
Under-grad 22 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: ENGL 301 0301

Title ANALYSIS LITERARY LANG
Instructor: GWIAZDA, PIOTR
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 0 1 1 7
0 0 0 1 7
1 0 1 1 3
1 0 0 1 3
o 0O O o0 4
0O 0O O 2 &6
0 0 0 1 7
O 0O O o0 1
0O O O 3 &6
0O 0O O 0 &6
0O 0O O o0 o
o O o o 7
0 0 0 0 7
0 0 1 4 4
0 0 0 2 6
o 0 1 1 2
o 0O O o0 2
0 1 1 5 2

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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oooooNJg©

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 90271670 4.39 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.33
4.50 622/1666 4.51 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.50
4.50 597/1406 4.45 4.42 4.32 4.22 4.50
4.69 357/1615 4.53 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.69
4.76 218/1566 4.66 4.16 4.07 4.04 4.76
4.41 546/1528 4.51 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.41
4.47 615/1650 4.39 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.47
4.94 40571667 4.71 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.94
4.29 681/1626 4.41 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.29
4.57 80971559 4.64 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.57
5.00 1/1560 4.92 4.73 4.72 4.67 5.00
4.50 683/1549 4.56 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.50
4.50 715/1546 4.63 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.50
3.93 79471323 3.44 3.76 4.00 3.99 3.93
4.23 68371384 4.41 4.28 4.10 4.12 4.23
4.46 64971378 4.75 4.47 4.29 4.30 4.46
4.85 344/1378 4.82 4.54 4.31 4.33 4.85
3.54 712/ 904 3.92 4.01 4.03 4.03 3.54

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 18 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: ENGL 303 0101

Title ART OF THE ESSAY
Instructor: FARABAUGH, ROBI
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

POOOOOOOO

WhwWwwhH

AADD

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 1 4
0 0 0 1 5
14 0 0 0 1
2 0 0 1 =6
o O O o0 7
O 0O O o0 o
0 0 1 0 6
O 0O O o0 1
o 0O o 1 4
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
O 0O O o0 1
0 0 0 0 1
10 0 O o0 1
0 0 0 0 1
o 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
7 0 O 1 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T TIOO
RPOOOCOO~NWO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.63 53171670 4.63 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.63
4.56 542/1666 4.56 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.56
4._50 ****/1406 **** 4,42 4.32 4.22 FFF*
4.43 66071615 4.43 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.43
4.56 359/1566 4.56 4.16 4.07 4.04 4.56
5.00 1/1528 5.00 4.35 4.12 4.07 5.00
4.44 675/1650 4.44 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.44
4.94 472/1667 4.94 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.94
4.60 324/1626 4.60 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.60
4.92 248/1559 4.92 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.92
4.92 A477/1560 4.92 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.92
4.92 161/1549 4.92 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.92
4.92 208/1546 4.92 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.92
4_67 ****/1323 F*** 376 4.00 3.99 Fr**
4.92 152/1384 4.92 4.28 4.10 4.12 4.92
4.92 218/1378 4.92 4.47 4.29 4.30 4.92
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.33 5.00
4.60 202/ 904 4.60 4.01 4.03 4.03 4.60

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 304 0101

Title BRIT LIT:MEDIEVAL/RENA
Instructor: FALCO, RAPHAEL
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

[oNeoNeoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

RPRRRE

Wwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

WkRr~NORPrOOaNO

NDOIOW

R Ooa o

N = T T1O O
OOOCOONRE

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.21 103871670 4.21 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.21
3.79 139371666 3.79 4.21 4.27 4.18 3.79
4.14 964/1406 4.14 4.42 4.32 4.22 4.14
4.46 606/1615 4.46 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.46
4.71 258/1566 4.71 4.16 4.07 4.04 4.71
4.07 85971528 4.07 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.07
4.21 950/1650 4.21 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.21
3.64 1644/1667 3.64 4.50 4.67 4.67 3.64
4.13 877/1626 4.13 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.13
3.92 1337/1559 3.92 4.32 4.46 4.40 3.92
4.54 1222/1560 4.54 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.54
4.00 114671549 4.00 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.00
4.00 113971546 4.00 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.00
3.33 109971323 3.33 3.76 4.00 3.99 3.33
4.18 721/1384 4.18 4.28 4.10 4.12 4.18
4.45 66071378 4.45 4.47 4.29 4.30 4.45
4.45 702/1378 4.45 4.54 4.31 4.33 4.45
2.80 852/ 904 2.80 4.01 4.03 4.03 2.80

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 14 Non-major 4
##### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 305 0101

Title BRIT LIT:RESTOR - ROMA

Instructor:

SMITH, ORIANNE

Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 26

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

N

OrWNE abhwnN

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
Were you provided with adequate background information

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

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

AOORPROOOOO

WNNNDN

aaao o

25

25
25
25

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.58 58971670 4.58
4.54 582/1666 4.54
4.54 566/1406 4.54
4.54 520/1615 4.54
4.65 302/1566 4.65
4.50 421/1528 4.50
4.65 372/1650 4.65
4.69 992/1667 4.69
4.50 40371626 4.50
4.79 452/1559 4.79
5.00 1/1560 5.00
4.79 30871549 4.79
4.63 570/1546 4.63
4.62 364/1384 4.62
4.43 695/1378 4.43
4.95 141/1378 4.95
3.89 573/ 904 3.89
5 . 00 ****/ 79 E = =
5 . OO **-k-k/ 80 E = =
5_00 ****/ 38 E = =
5_00 ****/ 38 E = =
5 B OO ****/ 27 E = =

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 26

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

7
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Course-Section: ENGL 306 0101

Title BRIT LIT: VICTORIAN-MO
Instructor: FERNANDEZ, JEAN
Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

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

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

A WNPE

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

WN P

POOOORrOOO

0~~~

2
2

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

15

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.39 835/1670 4.39 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.39
3.89 133171666 3.89 4.21 4.27 4.18 3.89
3.61 1247/1406 3.61 4.42 4.32 4.22 3.61
4.31 800/1615 4.31 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.31
4.78 210/1566 4.78 4.16 4.07 4.04 4.78
4.56 383/1528 4.56 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.56
4.00 1135/1650 4.00 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.00
4.06 1498/1667 4.06 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.06
3.82 1200/1626 3.82 4.14 4.11 4.06 3.82
4.36 1062/1559 4.36 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.36
4.55 1214/1560 4.55 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.55
4.18 1036/1549 4.18 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.18
4.80 345/1546 4.80 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.80
4.75 257/1384 4.75 4.28 4.10 4.12 4.75
4.50 60371378 4.50 4.47 4.29 4.30 4.50
4.56 615/1378 4.56 4.54 4.31 4.33 4.56

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 18 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: ENGL 307 0101

Title AM LIT TO CIVIL WAR

Instructor:

STEWART, CAROLE

Enrollment: 31

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

16

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.09 1172/1670 4.09
4.22 1015/1666 4.22
4.52 576/1406 4.52
4.65 390/1615 4.65
4.87 154/1566 4.87
4.48 462/1528 4.48
4.57 485/1650 4.57
4.96 338/1667 4.96
3.76 1247/1626 3.76
4.59 784/1559 4.59
5.00 1/1560 5.00
4.36 864/1549 4.36
4.50 715/1546 4.50
3.36 109271323 3.36
4.55 409/1384 4.55
4.64 503/1378 4.64
4.82 375/1378 4.82
3.50 718/ 904 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 308 0101

Title AM LIT AFTER CIVIL WAR

Instructor:

GWIAZDA, PIOTR

Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 27

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

20

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.37 849/1670 4.37
4.26 967/1666 4.26
4_ 17 ****/1406 E = =
4.46 606/1615 4.46
4.74 234/1566 4.74
4.48 448/1528 4.48
4.59 443/1650 4.59
4.85 786/1667 4.85
4.26 716/1626 4.26
4.40 1022/1559 4.40
4.83 777/1560 4.83
4.30 936/1549 4.30
4.50 715/1546 4.50
4.17 612/1323 4.17
4.29 644/1384 4.29
4.64 495/1378 4.64
4.64 550/1378 4.64
3.39 763/ 904 3.39

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 314 0101

Title TOPICS IN DRAMA
Instructor: FALCO, RAPHAEL
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.60 557/1670 4.60 4.16 4.31 4.24
4.60 490/1666 4.60 4.21 4.27 4.18
4.60 495/1406 4.60 4.42 4.32 4.22
4.60 446/1615 4.60 4.31 4.24 4.18
5.00 1/1566 5.00 4.16 4.07 4.04
4.60 346/1528 4.60 4.35 4.12 4.07
4.60 42971650 4.60 4.06 4.22 4.12
4.00 1524/1667 4.00 4.50 4.67 4.67
4.89 126/1626 4.89 4.14 4.11 4.06
4.50 896/1559 4.50 4.32 4.46 4.40
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.67
4.60 562/1549 4.60 4.33 4.31 4.25
4.70 482/1546 4.70 4.26 4.32 4.24
3.50 ****/1323 **** 3.76 4.00 3.99
4.50 434/1384 4.50 4.28 4.10 4.12
4.60 52571378 4.60 4.47 4.29 4.30
4.60 590/1378 4.60 4.54 4.31 4.33
3.38 768/ 904 3.38 4.01 4.03 4.03
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 320 0101

Title TOPICS IN CT

Instructor:

WEXLER, LAURA

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

A WOWNPE

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
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O 1 o0 4
0 0 1 0 8
14 0 0 0 0
o o0 o 1 7
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 3
0 2 1 5 2
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O o 2 3
o 0O O 1 3
o 0O O o0 1
O 0O O o0 2
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1 0 0 o0 1
0 0 0 1 0
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 3
3 0 0 1 4
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 o
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.53 632/1670 4.53
4.27 955/1666 4.27
5 . oo ****/1406 E = =
4.40 687/1615 4.40
4.80 187/1566 4.80
4.80 173/1528 4.80
3.47 1477/1650 3.47
5.00 1/1667 5.00
4.53 379/1626 4.53
4.62 755/1559 4.62
4.92 477/1560 4.92
4.85 257/1549 4.85
4.62 582/1546 4.62
4.83 20571384 4.83
4.92 218/1378 4.92
4.75 43971378 4.75
4.33 328/ 904 4.33
5 . OO ****/ 38 E = =
5 . OO ****/ 38 E = =
5 . 00 ***-k/ 39 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 4.53
4.27 4.18 4.27
4.32 4.22 Fx**
4.24 4.18 4.40
4.07 4.04 4.80
4.12 4.07 4.80
4.22 4.12 3.47
4.67 4.67 5.00
4.11 4.06 4.53
4.46 4.40 4.62
4.72 4.67 4.92
4.31 4.25 4.85
4.32 4.24 4.62
4.00 3.99 F***
4.10 4.12 4.83
4.29 4.30 4.92
4.31 4.33 4.75
4.03 4.03 4.33
4.50 4.44 FF**
4.19 3.96 ****
4.62 4.68 Frx*
4.27 4.38 Fx**

Majors
Major 13
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 324 0101

Title THEORIES OF COMM TECH

Instructor:

BURGESS, HELEN

Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

RPRRPRPRPOOOO

WNNNDN

aaao o

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O 1 1 8
0 0 0 2 9
0 0 0 0 7
0O 0O O 2 6
0O 0O 1 1 10
0O 0O O 0 5
0 1 0 3 6
0O O O 3 16
o 0O O 2 9
0O 0O O 0 5
0O 0O O 0 5
O 0O O 1 8
0 1 1 3 6
11 3 0 1 1
0 0 1 1 3
o 0 o0 2 2
o 0O O o0 1
9 0 O 1 o0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

AAADDMDIMDDIDN

WhhADdD

AN

ADMDADMIADMDDADN
o
\‘
ADMDADMADIMDIDADN
o
i

AR AAMD
w
=
WHADMDMD
N
a1

ADDdAN
AN

Majors

PWADMDIMIAIDD

NWAIMD

ADADD

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoN i ileo]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.35 876/1670 4.35
4.35 846/1666 4.35
4.65 43571406 4.65
4.50 55271615 4.50
4.21 686/1566 4.21
4.74 240/1528 4.74
4.16 1020/1650 4.16
3.84 1618/1667 3.84
4.32 65971626 4.32
4.72 572/1559 4.72
4.72 1004/1560 4.72
4.44 762/1549 4.44
3.94 1194/1546 3.94
2.50 1269/1323 2.50
4.47 A476/1384 4.47
4.60 525/1378 4.60
4.93 197/1378 4.93
4.67 179/ 904 4.67

Type
Graduate

Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 326 0101

Title STRUCTURE OF ENGLISH
Instructor: FITZPATRICK, CA
Enrollment: 28

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

WOOOOOOO0OOo

NNNNDN

Wwww

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 6 3
0 0 2 6 2
0 0 2 3 4
3 1 3 3 3
0O 5 0 4 2
0O 3 5 2 2
0 0 2 3 3
O 0O O o0 1
o 2 0 3 7
0 1 1 4 2
o o0 o 2 3
o 2 1 3 3
0 1 1 3 2
10 1 1 o0 O
0 2 2 3 2
o 2 2 2 2
0O 3 3 4 0O
10 1 0 O0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[
Oh~NWhHANMNOOO

RO AOOO

PNB_W

N=TTOO
[eXoReRoR= NF NIN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.00 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.00
3.67 1452/1666 3.67 4.21 4.27 4.18 3.67
3.93 110871406 3.93 4.42 4.32 4.22 3.93
3.17 1550/1615 3.17 4.31 4.24 4.18 3.17
3.00 1478/1566 3.00 4.16 4.07 4.04 3.00
2.80 148971528 2.80 4.35 4.12 4.07 2.80
4.00 1135/1650 4.00 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.00
4.93 472/1667 4.93 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.93
3.25 149171626 3.25 4.14 4.11 4.06 3.25
3.69 1423/1559 3.69 4.32 4.46 4.40 3.69
4.46 1279/1560 4.46 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.46
3.46 1405/1549 3.46 4.33 4.31 4.25 3.46
3.85 1256/1546 3.85 4.26 4.32 4.24 3.85
2.67 ****/1323 **** 376 4.00 3.99 Fx**
3.17 1231/1384 3.17 4.28 4.10 4.12 3.17
3.33 1247/1378 3.33 4.47 4.29 4.30 3.33
2.58 1347/1378 2.58 4.54 4.31 4.33 2.58
3.00 ****/ 904 **** 4,01 4.03 4.03 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 15 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: ENGL 331 0101

Title CONTEMPORARY BRITISH L

Instructor:

FERNANDEZ, JEAN

Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

e
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

RPRRRE

RERRR

[E
WRrAWBANMNNND®

OO0OO0ORrRORFrRO®OO
OONOOOOOR
NONWEFENRRERPRE
NOFRPNRFPWRON

[ccNeoNeoNoNe]
RPOOOO
ONEF OO
P ONN®
OWWEr M

wooo
NO OO
corr
oNRN
wwww

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

AONNUOWRNM

CUuA~NW

NOO A

Instructor Cours
Mean Rank Mean
3.73 145871670 3.73
3.45 1525/1666 3.45
3.60 1250/1406 3.60
3.60 141871615 3.60
4.18 715/1566 4.18
3.40 132871528 3.40
3.18 1556/1650 3.18
4.00 1524/1667 4.00
3.82 1210/1626 3.82
4.00 1280/1559 4.00
4.50 1248/1560 4.50
4.00 1146/1549 4.00
4.10 110371546 4.10
4.00 820/1384 4.00
4.20 894/1378 4.20
4.30 840/1378 4.30
3.43 752/ 904 3.43

AAADDMDIMDDIDN

WhhADdD

AN

ADMDADMIADMDDADN
o
\‘
ADMDADMADIMDIDADN
o
i

AR AAMD
w
=
WHADMDMD
N
a1

ADDdAN
AN

Majors

N = T TIOO
NOOOOOU N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

11

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 349 0101

Title THE BIBLE AND LITERATU
Instructor: OSHEROW, MICHEL
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

NOOOOOOOO

NNNNDN

NP R R

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T TIOO
RPOOOOAMON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 665/1670 4.50 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.50
4.23 100371666 4.23 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.23
4.73 352/1406 4.73 4.42 4.32 4.22 4.73
4.41 687/1615 4.41 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.41
4.82 181/1566 4.82 4.16 4.07 4.04 4.82
4.32 651/1528 4.32 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.32
4.55 513/1650 4.55 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.55
4.68 100271667 4.68 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.68
4.15 843/1626 4.15 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.15
4.65 68971559 4.65 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.65
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.67 5.00
4.50 683/1549 4.50 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.50
4.50 715/1546 4.50 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.50
3.18 114971323 3.18 3.76 4.00 3.99 3.18
4.24 683/1384 4.24 4.28 4.10 4.12 4.24
4.33 797/1378 4.33 4.47 4.29 4.30 4.33
4.38 768/1378 4.38 4.54 4.31 4.33 4.38
3.68 662/ 904 3.68 4.01 4.03 4.03 3.68

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 22 Non-major 10

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



Course-Section: ENGL 369 0101

Title RACE ETHNICITY US LIT
Instructor: STEWART, CAROLE
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

NOOOOOOOO

NNNNDN

NNDNN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OrOW

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

= =
ANOOR®OR OO

[EN

[eNoNe) No ool

o 0o~

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.38 835/1670 4.38 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.38
4.31 90871666 4.31 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.31
4._50 ****/1406 **** 4,42 4.32 4.22 FFF*
4.46 606/1615 4.46 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.46
4.77 218/1566 4.77 4.16 4.07 4.04 4.77
4.54 398/1528 4.54 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.54
4.69 327/1650 4.69 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.69
4.92 540/1667 4.92 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.92
4.09 905/1626 4.09 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.09
4.73 572/1559 4.73 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.73
4.91 596/1560 4.91 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.91
4.55 634/1549 4.55 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.55
4.55 667/1546 4.55 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.55
2.86 1234/1323 2.86 3.76 4.00 3.99 2.86
4.64 348/1384 4.64 4.28 4.10 4.12 4.64
4.18 898/1378 4.18 4.47 4.29 4.30 4.18
4.64 560/1378 4.64 4.54 4.31 4.33 4.64
4.27 361/ 904 4.27 4.01 4.03 4.03 4.27

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 13 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: ENGL 371 0101

Title CREATIVE WRITING-FICTI
Instructor: SHIVNAN, SALLY
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 11

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

AAADMDMAID
BWNOAMNDW

hONRPOUOUOO®

Page
AUG 6,
Job IRBR

Course

Rank Mean

86271670
703/1666
346/1615
440/1566
12171528
87971650
1287/1667
49971626

AAADMDMIAID
BWNOANDW

AN

RoNrRrGooo
PUOWEWNE
OO ORRPOD
NI NN N N NN
FONRONNW
PINNIBNPR
NI NN N N NN
OOROOREN
SNNNR oo

623/1559
596/1560
29471549
34571546
692/1323

24271384

171378
30271378
594/ 904

754
2008
3029

ArRAADMIAIMDS
P WONOAMANDW
AONPRLROUOOUOO

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o 0O O o 2 3 &6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 4 6
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 3 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 2 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 10
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o0 o 1 o 5 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 7 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 0 5 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 3 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 1 9
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 0 2 8
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 2 8
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 2 0 0 2 4 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 2 7
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 0 0 9
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0 1 8
4. Were special techniques successful 2 3 1 0 1 1 3
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons

=T TOO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

OO0OORrRORFrRWH

Graduate 0
Under-grad 11 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 373 0101

Title CREATIVE WRITING-POETR

Instructor:

FALLON, MICHAEL

Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

w N

OGN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Di
Di

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

. Was the instructor available for individual attention

Field Work
field experience contribute to what you learned
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
. Were there enough proctors for all the students

NFPOOOOOOO

NFENOO

WwWwhrw

0

9
9
9

OO0OO0OO0OO0OkrWOoOOo

NOOO woooo

= O

0
0
0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Nh OO~ O O

wouoo

aao o~

o o

[eNoNe]

AABAIMIMIAAAS
[N
(o)

WhhADdD
w
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4.38

EE

*ohkk

EE
*ohkk

B

Required for Majors

N=TTOO
ocoroocoOohMN

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.50 665/1670 4.50
4.60 490/1666 4.60
4.43 691/1406 4.43
4.56 499/1615 4.56
4.80 187/1566 4.80
4.80 173/1528 4.80
3.90 1278/1650 3.90
4.44 1216/1667 4.44
4.88 131/1626 4.88
4.50 896/1559 4.50
4.90 596/1560 4.90
4.63 537/1549 4.63
4.67 520/1546 4.67
4.00 69271323 4.00
5.00 1/1384 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00
4.86 333/1378 4.86
5.00 1/ 904 5.00
4 . OO **-k*/ 230 E = =
1_00 ****/ 41 E = =
4_00 ****/ 28 E = =

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 10

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 4.50
4.27 4.18 4.60
4.32 4.22 4.43
4.24 4.18 4.56
4.07 4.04 4.80
4.12 4.07 4.80
4.22 4.12 3.90
4.67 4.67 4.44
4.11 4.06 4.88
4.46 4.40 4.50
4.72 4.67 4.90
4.31 4.25 4.63
4.32 4.24 4.67
4.00 3.99 4.00
4.10 4.12 5.00
4.29 4.30 5.00
4.31 4.33 4.86
4.03 4.03 5.00
4.21 3.99 FE*x*
4.44 425 Fx**
4.64 4.53 F*F**
4.50 4.44 FF*F*
4.19 3.96 FF**
4.64 3.33 FrFF*
4.67 4.00 Fr*x*
4 . 92 k= = *kkXx

Majors
Major 5
Non-major 5

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 379 0101

Title PRINS/PRACT IN TECH CO

Instructor:

MAHER, JENNIFER

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE 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

PRPOOOOORER

WwWwwww

NNDNN

ORrPFRPOORrRRFRLROO

[eNeoNoNoNo] [eNoNoNoNe] [cNoNeoNoN MhOOO [oNeoNeoNoNe]

[eNeoNoNoNe]

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

ONNWwWwNhNONO
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[eNeoNoNoNo]

WhWARMWO WA
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110571670
1549/1666
*xxx /1406
120371615
80871566
61171528
1425/1650
1246/1667
118171626

1471/1559
121471560
137971549
1268/1546

894/1323

99671384
970/1378
602/1378
629/ 904

/230

Fkkk [ 79
Fhxk [ 75

Fkkk [ 38
Fkxk [ 39

Fkkk [ 10

4.15
3.38
*hkkk
3.92
4.07
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.24 4.15
4.18 3.38
4 . 22 HhkKhk
4.18 3.92
4.04 4.07
4.07 4.36
4.12 3.62
4.67 4.42
4.06 3.85
4.40 3.45
4.67 4.55
4.25 3.55
4.24 3.82
3.99 3.80
4.12 3.75
4.30 4.00
4.33 4.58
4.03 3.75
4 . 04 *kkXx
3 B 99 E = = 3
4 B 25 E = = 3
4 . 11 E = = 3
3 . 93 k. = =
4 . 30 E = =
4 . 53 ke = =
4 . 50 *kkXx
3 B 68 KkKhk
3 . 76 E = = 3
4 B 44 E = = 3
3 . 96 E = = 3
4 . 68 . = =
4 . 38 *kkXx
4 B 51 E = = 3
3 _ 33 E = =
4 B OO E = =
2 . 63 E = = 3

*ohkk

Ex = =
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Course-Section: ENGL 379 0101

Title PRINS/PRACT IN TECH CO
Instructor: MAHER, JENNIFER
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 14

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 756
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Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

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

=T TOO
RPOOOOWUIW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 14 Non-major 9

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



Course-Section: ENGL 380 0101

Title INTRO TO NEWS WRITING

Instructor:

WEISS, KENNETH

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
AUG 6,
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Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.24 1017/1670 4.24
4.29 91971666 4.29
4.50 597/1406 4.50
4.33 775/1615 4.33
3.24 1415/1566 3.24
4.41 546/1528 4.41
3.25 1541/1650 3.25
5.00 1/1667 5.00
3.64 1323/1626 3.64
4.40 1022/1559 4.40
4.80 855/1560 4.80
4.47 736/1549 4.47
4.13 1079/1546 4.13
3.40 108271323 3.40
3.18 122371384 3.18
3.55 1178/1378 3.55
4.27 856/1378 4.27
2 . 50 ****/ 904 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

17

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 382 0101

Title FEATURE WRITING
Instructor: CORBETT, CHRIS
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

NFPOOOOOOO

RPRRRE

Wwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[

[E
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*rhhOob
N
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N = T TIOO
RPOOOCOORMO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.44 765/1670 4.44 4.16 4.31 4.24
4.38 82171666 4.38 4.21 4.27 4.18
5.00 ****/1406 **** 4.42 4.32 4.22
4.43 66071615 4.43 4.31 4.24 4.18
3.00 1478/1566 3.00 4.16 4.07 4.04
4.87 141/1528 4.87 4.35 4.12 4.07
3.43 149471650 3.43 4.06 4.22 4.12
4.73 946/1667 4.73 4.50 4.67 4.67
4.29 69371626 4.29 4.14 4.11 4.06
4.13 1237/1559 4.13 4.32 4.46 4.40
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.67
4.20 1027/1549 4.20 4.33 4.31 4.25
4.13 107971546 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.24
4._.33 ****/1323 **** 3,76 4.00 3.99
4.38 560/1384 4.38 4.28 4.10 4.12
4.85 30671378 4.85 4.47 4.29 4.30
4.92 225/1378 4.92 4.54 4.31 4.33
4.00 461/ 904 4.00 4.01 4.03 4.03
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 16 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 386 0101

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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NOOOORrRRRFRO

ArWWW

NP R R

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

NWhAD NOOUNBDNAO

wo oo

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 414/1670 4.71 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.71
4.50 622/1666 4.50 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.50
5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.42 4.32 4.22 5.00
4.50 55271615 4.50 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.50
5.00 1/1566 5.00 4.16 4.07 4.04 5.00
4.57 368/1528 4.57 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.57
4.71 307/1650 4.71 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.71
4.86 768/1667 4.86 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.86
4.20 797/1626 4.20 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.20
5.00 1/1559 5.00 4.32 4.46 4.40 5.00
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.67 5.00
4.75 366/1549 4.75 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.75
4.67 520/1546 4.67 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.67
5.00 1/1384 5.00 4.28 4.10 4.12 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.30 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.33 5.00
4.75 146/ 904 4.75 4.01 4.03 4.03 4.75

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 7 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: ENGL 387 0101

Title WEB DESIGN & AUTHORING

Instructor:

BURGESS, HELEN

Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.58 58971670 4.58
4.53 595/1666 4.53
5.00 1/1406 5.00
4.41 673/1615 4.41
3.22 1419/1566 3.22
3.67 1202/1528 3.67
4.33 806/1650 4.33
4.42 1236/1667 4.42
4.14 854/1626 4.14
4.58 796/1559 4.58
5.00 1/1560 5.00
4.50 683/1549 4.50
4.42 835/1546 4.42
4.50 326/1323 4.50
3.86 95371384 3.86
4.29 842/1378 4.29
4.29 850/1378 4.29
5 . OO **-k*/ 904 E = =
5 . OO **-k*/ 239 E = =
5 . OO **-k*/ 230 E = =
5_00 ****/ 231 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

19

Non-major

responses to be significant

9



Course-Section: ENGL 391 0101

Title ADV EXPOS & ARGUMENT
Instructor: BURNS, MARGIE
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 761
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

POOOORrOOO

RPORFRPOO

NP R R

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoNaN N\

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NOWOAOWWwANSN

PWhAhOO

PAAW

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.13 113971670 4.12 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.13
3.75 140971666 3.93 4.21 4.27 4.18 3.75
3.88 1147/1406 4.34 4.42 4.32 4.22 3.88
4.14 990/1615 4.29 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.14
4.00 851/1566 3.77 4.16 4.07 4.04 4.00
4.25 706/1528 4.45 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.25
3.86 130471650 4.11 4.06 4.22 4.12 3.86
4.63 106271667 4.76 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.63
4.14 85471626 4.12 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.14
4.63 73971559 4.52 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.63
4.75 948/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.75
4.14 1070/1549 4.14 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.14
3.63 1345/1546 4.02 4.26 4.32 4.24 3.63
4.00 69271323 4.00 3.76 4.00 3.99 4.00
3.71 101371384 4.12 4.28 4.10 4.12 3.71
4.29 842/1378 4.60 4.47 4.29 4.30 4.29
4.43 731/1378 4.63 4.54 4.31 4.33 4.43
4.50 243/ 904 4.26 4.01 4.03 4.03 4.50

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 391 0201

Title ADV EXPOS & ARGUMENT

Instructor:

FITZPATRICK, CA

Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

19

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.53 153171670 4.12
3.44 1529/1666 3.93
3.00 ****/1406 4.34
3.89 1246/1615 4.29
2.89 151571566 3.77
4.16 796/1528 4.45
3.58 1439/1650 4.11
4.71 983/1667 4.76
3.47 140571626 4.12
4.00 1280/1559 4.52
4.47 1271/1560 4.72
3.75 130871549 4.14
3.63 1345/1546 4.02
5.00 ****/1323 4.00
4.00 820/1384 4.12
4.60 525/1378 4.60
4.47 692/1378 4.63
3.50 718/ 904 4.26

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 391 0401

Title ADV EXPOS & ARGUMENT
Instructor: SNEERINGER, HOL
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

POOOOOOOO

WNNNDN

[e)Ne)Ne)Ne))

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoNalNeJEN|

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 427/1670 4.12 4.16 4.31 4.24
4.59 516/1666 3.93 4.21 4.27 4.18
4.80 26171406 4.34 4.42 4.32 4.22
4.82 23171615 4.29 4.31 4.24 4.18
4.41 480/1566 3.77 4.16 4.07 4.04
4.94 73/1528 4.45 4.35 4.12 4.07
4.88 17371650 4.11 4.06 4.22 4.12
4.94 40571667 4.76 4.50 4.67 4.67
4.75 207/1626 4.12 4.14 4.11 4.06
4.93 193/1559 4.52 4.32 4.46 4.40
4.93 417/1560 4.72 4.73 4.72 4.67
4.53 646/1549 4.14 4.33 4.31 4.25
4.80 345/1546 4.02 4.26 4.32 4.24
4.33 ****/1323 4.00 3.76 4.00 3.99
4.64 348/1384 4.12 4.28 4.10 4.12
4.91 243/1378 4.60 4.47 4.29 4.30
5.00 1/1378 4.63 4.54 4.31 4.33
4.78 138/ 904 4.26 4.01 4.03 4.03
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 17 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 392 0101 University of Maryland Page 764

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: BENSON, LINDA K Spring 2008 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 2 0 3.67 1486/1670 4.29 4.16 4.31 4.24 3.67
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 4.00 119971666 4.29 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 4.33 775/1615 4.67 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.33
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1528 4.64 4.35 4.12 4.07 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 3.67 1404/1650 3.97 4.06 4.22 4.12 3.67
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 102271667 4.80 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.67
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 278/1626 4.39 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.67
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 2 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 3
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 3
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 0201 University of Maryland

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1670 4.29 4.16 4.31 4.24
5.00 1/1666 4.29 4.21 4.27 4.18
5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.42 4.32 4.22
5.00 1/1615 4.67 4.31 4.24 4.18
5.00 1/1528 4.64 4.35 4.12 4.07

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

##### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: BENSON, LINDA K Spring 2008
Enrollment: 4
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 o0 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 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 0
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 392 0301 University of Maryland Page 766

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: BENSON, LINDA K Spring 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 4
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 4.67 479/1670 4.29 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.67
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 4.33 870/1666 4.29 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.33
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.42 4.32 4.22 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 171615 4.67 4.31 4.24 4.18 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1528 4.64 4.35 4.12 4.07 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 1/1650 3.97 4.06 4.22 4.12 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1667 4.80 4.50 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 40371626 4.39 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.50
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1559 4.67 4.32 4.46 4.40 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1560 4.83 4.73 4.72 4.67 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1549 4.83 4.33 4.31 4.25 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1546 4.83 4.26 4.32 4.24 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1323 5.00 3.76 4.00 3.99 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1384 4.92 4.28 4.10 4.12 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.30 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.33 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 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 2 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 3
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 0401

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 767
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

NN NN [eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

[eNoNoNe]

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PNNFEPEPNENN

RRRR

PWWN

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 90271670 4.29 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.33
4.33 870/1666 4.29 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.33
5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.42 4.32 4.22 5.00
4.67 37971615 4.67 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.67
5.00 1/1566 5.00 4.16 4.07 4.04 5.00
4.50 421/1528 4.64 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.50
4.67 361/1650 3.97 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.67
4.67 1022/1667 4.80 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.67
4.33 637/1626 4.39 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.33
5.00 1/1559 4.67 4.32 4.46 4.40 5.00
5.00 1/1560 4.83 4.73 4.72 4.67 5.00
5.00 1/1549 4.83 4.33 4.31 4.25 5.00
5.00 1/1546 4.83 4.26 4.32 4.24 5.00
4.67 324/1384 4.92 4.28 4.10 4.12 4.67
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.30 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.33 5.00
4.50 243/ 904 4.75 4.01 4.03 4.03 4.50

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 392 0501 University of Maryland Page 768

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: FALLON, MICHAEL Spring 2008 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 4.67 479/1670 4.29 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.67
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 415/1666 4.29 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.67
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 379/1615 4.67 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.67
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1528 4.64 4.35 4.12 4.07 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 4.00 1135/1650 3.97 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 102271667 4.80 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.67
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 40371626 4.39 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.50
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1384 4.92 4.28 4.10 4.12 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.30 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.33 5.00
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/ 87 5.00 4.83 4.65 4.30 5.00
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/ 79 4.50 4.38 4.64 4.53 5.00
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/ 75 4.50 4.50 4.57 4.50 5.00
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 1 0 O O O 2 0 4.00 62/ 79 3.50 4.00 4.45 3.68 4.00
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 1 1 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 37/ 80 4.00 4.33 3.97 3.76 4.00
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 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 1
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 1 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 2
? 0
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Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: FALLON, MICHAEL Spring 2008 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 4.67 479/1670 4.29 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.67
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 415/1666 4.29 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.67
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.42 4.32 4.22 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 171615 4.67 4.31 4.24 4.18 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1528 4.64 4.35 4.12 4.07 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O O 1 1 0 3.50 146071650 3.97 4.06 4.22 4.12 3.50
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1667 4.80 4.50 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 1 0 2 4.33 637/1626 4.39 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.33
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 4.00 1280/1559 4.67 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 1248/1560 4.83 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.50
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 683/1549 4.83 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.50
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 715/1546 4.83 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.50
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1384 4.92 4.28 4.10 4.12 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.30 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.33 5.00
4. Were special techniques successful 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/ 904 4.75 4.01 4.03 4.03 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 3
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 3
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 1201 University of Maryland Page 770

Title TUTORIAL IN WRITING Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: FITZPATRICK, CA Spring 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 5
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O 1 0 0 3.001620/1670 4.29 4.16 4.31 4.24 3.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3.00 160371666 4.29 4.21 4.27 4.18 3.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 108371615 4.67 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 0 0O 3.00 1447/1528 4.64 4.35 4.12 4.07 3.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3.00 1580/1650 3.97 4.06 4.22 4.12 3.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 953/1626 4.39 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.00
Seminar
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 0O O o o0 o 1 0 4.00 69/ 79 4.50 4.38 4.64 4.53 4.00
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 58/ 75 4.50 4.50 4.57 4.50 4.00
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 3.00 75/ 79 3.50 4.00 4.45 3.68 3.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 1
? 1



Course-Section:

ENGL 393 0101

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: HICKERNELL, MAR
Enrollment: 23
Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

G WNPE

A WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

PRPRRPPRPOOOOO

PWWWLWW

© © oo

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[EY
NNOIOWOoWOaN

NO NN

RPORFRN

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

P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Page 771

AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.77 1436/1670 3.53 4.16 4.31 4.24 3.77
4.38 80871666 3.90 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.38
4.75 318/1406 4.33 4.42 4.32 4.22 4.75
4.67 37971615 4.03 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.67
3.62 1225/1566 3.66 4.16 4.07 4.04 3.62
4.50 421/1528 4.01 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.50
4.36 76971650 3.88 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.36
5.00 171667 4.51 4.50 4.67 4.67 5.00
3.83 1191/1626 3.61 4.14 4.11 4.06 3.83
4.60 772/1559 3.91 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.60
4.80 855/1560 4.37 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.80
4.60 562/1549 3.99 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.60
4.20 1032/1546 3.65 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.20
4.25 54571323 3.73 3.76 4.00 3.99 4.25
3.75 99671384 3.69 4.28 4.10 4.12 3.75
3.50 119371378 4.08 4.47 4.29 4.30 3.50
3.25 1276/1378 3.91 4.54 4.31 4.33 3.25
4.33 ****/ 904 3.40 4.01 4.03 4.03 ****

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

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



ENGL 393 0201
TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: HARRIS, LINDA R
Enrollment: 24
Questionnaires: 11

Course-Section:
Title

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

PWAPARLPDPOW

WNWWH

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 2 0 1 2 2 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0 1 1 1 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 8 0 0 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 0 3 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 4 1 0 2 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 2 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 1 1 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 0 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 3 1 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 2 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 1 4 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 2 0 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 2 0 2 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 1 0 1 5

Discussion
4. Were special techniques successful

Expected Grades

10 0 0 0 1 0
Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

N = TTOO >

RPOOOOONN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page 772
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.33 158371670 3.53 4.16 4.31 4.24 3.33
3.67 145271666 3.90 4.21 4.27 4.18 3.67
5.00 ****/1406 4.33 4.42 4.32 4.22 ****
3.80 129471615 4.03 4.31 4.24 4.18 3.80
3.20 1428/1566 3.66 4.16 4.07 4.04 3.20
3.90 103971528 4.01 4.35 4.12 4.07 3.90
3.70 138871650 3.88 4.06 4.22 4.12 3.70
4.30 133471667 4.51 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.30
3.67 1312/1626 3.61 4.14 4.11 4.06 3.67
3.90 1352/1559 3.91 4.32 4.46 4.40 3.90
3.70 150871560 4.37 4.73 4.72 4.67 3.70
3.90 1237/1549 3.99 4.33 4.31 4.25 3.90
3.40 1411/1546 3.65 4.26 4.32 4.24 3.40
3.90 820/1323 3.73 3.76 4.00 3.99 3.90
3.00 ****/ 904 3.40 4.01 4.03 4.03 ****
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0

Under-grad 11 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 0301 University of Maryland

Page 773
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.71 1648/1670 3.53 4.16 4.31 4.24 2.71
3.12 159571666 3.90 4.21 4.27 4.18 3.12
4.00 ****/1406 4.33 4.42 4.32 4.22 *F***
3.75 132571615 4.03 4.31 4.24 4.18 3.75
2.33 ****/1566 3.66 4.16 4.07 4.04 F***
3.60 123371528 4.01 4.35 4.12 4.07 3.60
2.88 160471650 3.88 4.06 4.22 4.12 2.88
4.00 1524/1667 4.51 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.00
2.69 1585/1626 3.61 4.14 4.11 4.06 2.69
3.38 1485/1559 3.91 4.32 4.46 4.40 3.38
3.56 1521/1560 4.37 4.73 4.72 4.67 3.56
3.63 1358/1549 3.99 4.33 4.31 4.25 3.63
2.81 150571546 3.65 4.26 4.32 4.24 2.81
3.69 950/1323 3.73 3.76 4.00 3.99 3.69
2.00 ****/1384 3.69 4.28 4.10 4.12 ****
3.50 ****/1378 4.08 4.47 4.29 4.30 ****
3.25 ****/1378 3.91 4.54 4.31 4.33 F***

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

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

Title TECHNICAL WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: HARRIS, LINDA R Spring 2008
Enrollment: 23
Questionnaires: 17 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 4 2 7 3 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 2 4 5 2 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 16 0 0 0 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 3 4 3 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 13 2 0 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 1 2 0 5 3 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 3 3 5 3 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 1 0 2 9 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 1 5 8 2 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 1 8 7 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 2 5 7 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 1 0 6 6 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 3 4 4 3 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 0 3 3 6 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 2 0 2 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 0 0 3 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 0 1 2 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 14 Required for Majors 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 0 General 0
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives 1
P 0
1 0 Other 13
? 0



Course-Section:

ENGL 393 0401

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: ROCKETT, DANIKA
Enrollment: 26
Questionnaires: 19

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

G WNPE

A WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

WFRPRNRPPOORO

[eNoNoNoNa]

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O 2 o0 4
0 0 0 0 4
9 0 0 0 4
o 0O O 1 1
O 2 0 2 5
o 0O O 1 3
0 0 0 1 2
0O O O o0 10
0O 0O O 1 5
0O 0O O o0 4
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 2
0 1 0 0 4
6 0 1 1 4
0 0 0 0 2
0O 0O O 1 o
o 0O O o0 2
3 0 0 3 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

NN~

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 10
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 5 C 1
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.47 70871670 3.53 4.16 4.31 4.24 4.47
4.78 29171666 3.90 4.21 4.27 4.18 4.78
4.60 495/1406 4.33 4.42 4.32 4.22 4.60
4.84 217/1615 4.03 4.31 4.24 4.18 4.84
4.06 820/1566 3.66 4.16 4.07 4.04 4.06
4.72 250/1528 4.01 4.35 4.12 4.07 4.72
4.76 263/1650 3.88 4.06 4.22 4.12 4.76
4.44 1216/1667 4.51 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.44
4.56 355/1626 3.61 4.14 4.11 4.06 4.56
4.79 46971559 3.91 4.32 4.46 4.40 4.79
5.00 1/1560 4.37 4.73 4.72 4.67 5.00
4.89 211/1549 3.99 4.33 4.31 4.25 4.89
4.58 63171546 3.65 4.26 4.32 4.24 4.58
4.31 507/1323 3.73 3.76 4.00 3.99 4.31
4.78 242/1384 3.69 4.28 4.10 4.12 4.78
4.78 37971378 4.08 4.47 4.29 4.30 4.78
4.78 417/1378 3.91 4.54 4.31 4.33 4.78
3.83 594/ 904 3.40 4.01 4.03 4.03 3.83

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 0501

Title TECHNICAL WRITING

Instructor:

SINGH, YASHODA

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008
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Course-Section: ENGL 393 0501

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: SINGH, YASHODA
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 775
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99
28-55 0 1.00-1.99
56-83 3 2.00-2.99
84-150 10 3.00-3.49
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00

=T TOO
RPOOOOOUN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 1
21 Non-major 20

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 0601

Title TECHNICAL WRITING

Instructor:

HESS, LAURIE

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 15

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 2.47
4.27 4.18 3.13
4.32 4.22 4.60
4.24 4.18 3.21
4.07 4.04 3.17
4.12 4.07 3.21
4.22 4.12 3.40
4.67 4.67 4.93
4.11 4.06 3.33
4.46 4.40 2.83
4.72 4.67 4.00
4.31 4.25 2.83
4.32 4.24 2.67
4.00 3.99 3.10
4.10 4.12 3.00
4.29 4.30 3.86
4.31 4.33 3.71
4.03 4.03 3.20
4.19 4.04 FF**
4.21 3.99 FF**
4.44 4.25 FFF*
4.31 4.11 ****
4.18 3.93 FF**
4.65 4.30 F*F*F*
4.64 4.53 F*F**
4.57 4.50 FF**
4.45 3.68 FF**
3.97 3.76 F****
4.50 4.44 FF*F*
4.19 3.96 F*F**
4.62 4.68 FF**
4.27 4.38 KFF*
4.47 4.51 F*F*F*
4.64 3.33 FFx*
4.67 4.00 FHx*
4.54 2.63 F*F**
4 B 84 *hhk ke = = 3
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Course-Section: ENGL 393 0601

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: HESS, LAURIE
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 15

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 776
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

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

=T TOO
WOOOOOhMSM

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 393 0801 University of Maryland Page 777
Title TECHNICAL WRITING Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: SIMS, DIANA Spring 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 23
Questionnaires: 17 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 4 1 5 3 4 3.12 161471670 3.53 4.16 4.31 4.24 3.12
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 3 2 5 3 4 3.18 158671666 3.90 4.21 4.27 4.18 3.18
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 10 2 0 0 2 3 3.57 1257/1406 4.33 4.42 4.32 4.22 3.57
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 2 5 2 4 3 3.06 1562/1615 4.03 4.31 4.24 4.18 3.06
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 3 3 3 4 3 3.06 1467/1566 3.66 4.16 4.07 4.04 3.06
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 4 2 4 2 4 3.00 144771528 4.01 4.35 4.12 4.07 3.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 6 1 6 2 2 2.59 1620/1650 3.88 4.06 4.22 4.12 2.59
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 1 0 14 2 4.00 152471667 4.51 4.50 4.67 4.67 4.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 1 7 2 2 3 0 2.07 161171626 3.61 4.14 4.11 4.06 2.07
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 3 6 4 1 2 2.56 153971559 3.91 4.32 4.46 4.40 2.56
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 4 5 7 4.19 1431/1560 4.37 4.73 4.72 4.67 4.19
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 4 3 5 2 2 2.69 1517/1549 3.99 4.33 4.31 4.25 2.69
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 6 3 2 3 2 2.50 1523/1546 3.65 4.26 4.32 4.24 2.50
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 6 3 1 2 4 2.69 1257/1323 3.73 3.76 4.00 3.99 2.69
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 5 1 2 2 2 2.58 1328/1384 3.69 4.28 4.10 4.12 2.58
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 1 1 4 3 3 3.50 119371378 4.08 4.47 4.29 4.30 3.50
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 3 1 3 4 1 2.92 131971378 3.91 4.54 4.31 4.33 2.92
4. Were special techniques successful 5 2 2 3 2 1 2 2.80 852/ 904 3.40 4.01 4.03 4.03 2.80
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 3
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 17 Non-major 14
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ##### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 14
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 393 0901 University of Maryland

Title TECHNICAL WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: ROCKETT, DANIKA Spring 2008
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 22

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 0O 0O O 1 1 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 0 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 7 0 1 0 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 5 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 3 6
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 0 0 0 17
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 11
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 3 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 2 0 0 5 6
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 1 1 1 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 0 0 1 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 0 2 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 13 6 0 0 0 2
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 21 0 0 0 0 0
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 21 0 0 0 0 0
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 21 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 21 0 0 0 0 0
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 22 0 0 O o0 o
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 21 0 0 0 0 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 22 0 0 O 1 oO
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 21 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 21 0 0 0 0 0
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 21 0 0 0 0 0
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 22 0 O o0 o0 1
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 21 0 1 0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.32 92971670 3.53
4.59 50371666 3.90
4.60 495/1406 4.33
4.64 412/1615 4.03
4.32 579/1566 3.66
4.45 490/1528 4.01
4.77 255/1650 3.88
4.19 1409/1667 4.51
4.48 451/1626 3.61
4.68 640/1559 3.91
4.91 596/1560 4.37
4.73 410/1549 3.99
4.41 849/1546 3.65
4.16 61971323 3.73
3.44 1125/1384 3.69
4.44 672/1378 4.08
4.22 88371378 3.91
4.33 ****/ 904 3.40
5 . 00 ****/ 87 E = =
5 . OO **-k*/ 79 E = =
4_00 ****/ 80 E = =
3_00 ****/ 41 E = =
5_00 ****/ 38 E = =
4_00 ****/ 31 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

22

Fokkk

Majors

Non-major

B

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 17 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 1 B 3
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General
84-150 14 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives

P 0

responses to be significant



Other

16



Course-Section: ENGL 393 1001

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: SIMS, DIANA
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 16
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Questions

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

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

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

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

Seminar
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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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0O 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 4.06
4.27 4.18 4.38
4.32 4.22 4.33
4.24 4.18 4.63
4.07 4.04 4.25
4.12 4.07 4.50
4.22 4.12 4.60
4.67 4.67 4.88
4.11 4.06 4.30
4.46 4.40 4.53
4.72 4.67 4.80
4.31 4.25 4.80
4.32 4.24 4.73
4.00 3.99 4.31
4.10 4.12 4.60
4.29 4.30 4.40
4.31 4.33 4.60
4.03 4.03 3.78
4.19 4.04 FF**
4.21 3.99 FF**
4.44 4.25 FF**
4.31 4.11 ****
4.18 3.93 FF**
4.64 4.53 F*F*F*
4.57 4.50 Fr**
4.45 3.68 KF**
3.97 3.76 ****
4.50 4.44 FF*x*
4.19 3.96 FF**
4.62 4.68 F*F*F*
4.64 3.33 FHF**
4.67 4.00 FrFF*
4.54 2.63 FF**



Course-Section: ENGL 393 1001

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: SIMS, DIANA
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 16

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

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

N =T T OO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
16 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section:

ENGL 393E 0101

Title TECHNICAL WRITING
Instructor: SLYTHOMPSON, AL
Enrollment: 17
Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

G WNPE

A WNPE

A WOWNPE

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

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

WORrROOOORrOo

NFRPPFPROO

AADD

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[
NAWOW NWANWOR WM

RERNRP

[cNeoNoNe]

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 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 0
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 2 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.15 160971670 3.15 4.16 4.31 4.24 3.15
3.33 156471666 3.33 4.21 4.27 4.18 3.33
2.89 137571406 2.89 4.42 4.32 4.22 2.89
3.31 151971615 3.31 4.31 4.24 4.18 3.31
2.75 1527/1566 2.75 4.16 4.07 4.04 2.75
3.00 1447/1528 3.00 4.35 4.12 4.07 3.00
3.27 153671650 3.27 4.06 4.22 4.12 3.27
5.00 171667 5.00 4.50 4.67 4.67 5.00
3.22 150171626 3.22 4.14 4.11 4.06 3.22
2.92 1526/1559 2.92 4.32 4.46 4.40 2.92
3.62 1517/1560 3.62 4.73 4.72 4.67 3.62
3.17 147471549 3.17 4.33 4.31 4.25 3.17
3.27 1438/1546 3.27 4.26 4.32 4.24 3.27
3.67 960/1323 3.67 3.76 4.00 3.99 3.67
2.78 131171384 2.78 4.28 4.10 4.12 2.78
3.22 1271/1378 3.22 4.47 4.29 4.30 3.22
2.89 132271378 2.89 4.54 4.31 4.33 2.89
2.71 857/ 904 2.71 4.01 4.03 4.03 2.71
3 . OO ****/ 16 EE EE 4 B 67 4 B OO EE
1 . OO ****/ 27 EaE EE 4 B 54 2 B 63 *kkKk
l . 00 ****/ 10 EE EE 4 . 84 EE *kk*k

Type Majors

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 401 0101

Title METHOD OF INTERPRETATI
Instructor: FERNANDEZ, JEAN
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

POOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

RERRR

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 1 4
0 0 1 2 3
0 0 1 3 2
i1 o 1 3 2
O 0O O 3 2
o 0O O 4 2
0 0 2 3 1
0O 0O O 0 8
0O 0O O 4 4
o 0 1 3 2
o 0O o0 2 1
o o0 1 2 3
0 0 1 2 1
6 1 0 1 O
0 0 0 3 1
0O 0O O 4 o0
o o0 1 2 2
3 0 0 2 o0

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
[eNeoNoNoNoNaNoN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

ORWWANWWM

P UOIWoO w

WWwhHhH

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 90271670 4.50 4.16 4.31 4.45 4.33
3.89 133171666 4.24 4.21 4.27 4.35 3.89
3.78 119871406 4.32 4.42 4.32 4.48 3.78
3.63 140571615 4.15 4.31 4.24 4.37 3.63
4.11 780/1566 4.46 4.16 4.07 4.17 4.11
3.89 105571528 4.28 4.35 4.12 4.26 3.89
3.56 1445/1650 4.14 4.06 4.22 4.28 3.56
4.11 146571667 4.49 4.50 4.67 4.73 4.11
3.50 1384/1626 3.92 4.14 4.11 4.28 3.50
3.78 140371559 4.32 4.32 4.46 4.58 3.78
4.44 129471560 4.62 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.44
3.89 1246/1549 4.12 4.33 4.31 4.43 3.89
4.11 1095/1546 4.34 4.26 4.32 4.43 4.11
3.00 117971323 3.58 3.76 4.00 4.10 3.00
4.13 777/1384 4.44 4.28 4.10 4.32 4.13
4.00 970/1378 4.42 4.47 4.29 4.55 4.00
3.88 1064/1378 4.40 4.54 4.31 4.60 3.88
4.20 405/ 904 4.46 4.01 4.03 4.22 4.20

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 401 0201

Title METHOD OF INTERPRETATI
Instructor: STEWART, CAROLE
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

[oNeoNeoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

NP RRE

Wwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoN Nl JNN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 479/1670 4.50 4.16 4.31 4.45 4.67
4.60 490/1666 4.24 4.21 4.27 4.35 4.60
4.87 21971406 4.32 4.42 4.32 4.48 4.87
4.67 37971615 4.15 4.31 4.24 4.37 4.67
4.80 187/1566 4.46 4.16 4.07 4.17 4.80
4.67 300/1528 4.28 4.35 4.12 4.26 4.67
4.73 28971650 4.14 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.73
4.87 749/1667 4.49 4.50 4.67 4.73 4.87
4.33 637/1626 3.92 4.14 4.11 4.28 4.33
4.86 355/1559 4.32 4.32 4.46 4.58 4.86
4.79 892/1560 4.62 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.79
4.36 876/1549 4.12 4.33 4.31 4.43 4.36
4_.57 631/1546 4.34 4.26 4.32 4.43 4.57
4.17 612/1323 3.58 3.76 4.00 4.10 4.17
4.75 257/1384 4.44 4.28 4.10 4.32 4.75
4.83 316/1378 4.42 4.47 4.29 4.55 4.83
4.92 253/1378 4.40 4.54 4.31 4.60 4.92
4.73 156/ 904 4.46 4.01 4.03 4.22 4.73

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 15 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: ENGL 407 0101

Title LANGUAGE IN SOCIETY
Instructor: MCCARTHY, LUCIL
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland
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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

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

abhoah b

AADD

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 1 2
0 0 0 2 2
11 0 0 0 1
1 0 0O o0 2
O 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 2
0 0 1 2 2
o 0O o 1 7
o 0O O o0 4
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
O 0O O o0 1
0 0 0 0 1
4 1 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0 o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N 00~ 00

~N © ©

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoN ¥ -]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.69 440/1670 4.69 4.16 4.31 4.45 4.69
4.54 1582/1666 4.54 4.21 4.27 4.35 4.54
4._50 ****/1406 **** 4,42 4.32 4.48 FF**
4.83 224/1615 4.83 4.31 4.24 4.37 4.83
4.92 105/1566 4.92 4.16 4.07 4.17 4.92
4.85 152/1528 4.85 4.35 4.12 4.26 4.85
4.31 844/1650 4.31 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.31
4.31 1334/1667 4.31 4.50 4.67 4.73 4.31
4.69 255/1626 4.69 4.14 4.11 4.28 4.69
4.89 307/1559 4.89 4.32 4.46 4.58 4.89
4.89 647/1560 4.89 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.89
4.88 229/1549 4.88 4.33 4.31 4.43 4.88
4.89 253/1546 4.89 4.26 4.32 4.43 4.89
3.50 1040/1323 3.50 3.76 4.00 4.10 3.50
4.89 17971384 4.89 4.28 4.10 4.32 4.89
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.55 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.60 5.00
4.88 116/ 904 4.88 4.01 4.03 4.22 4.88

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 410 0101

Title SEMINAR IN GENRE STUDI
Instructor: BERMAN, JESSICA
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

POOOOOORrO

WWwwN

WNNDN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
RPOOOORrRUR

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Nho~N~NADMDO

NWADMD

~robh o

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.38 84971670 4.38 4.16 4.31 4.45 4.38
4.43 75171666 4.43 4.21 4.27 4.35 4.43
4.60 495/1406 4.60 4.42 4.32 4.48 4.60
4.25 874/1615 4.25 4.31 4.24 4.37 4.25
4.75 226/1566 4.75 4.16 4.07 4.17 4.75
4.75 221/1528 4.75 4.35 4.12 4.26 4.75
4.63 406/1650 4.63 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.63
4.50 1157/1667 4.50 4.50 4.67 4.73 4.50
5.00 1/1626 5.00 4.14 4.11 4.28 5.00
4.50 896/1559 4.50 4.32 4.46 4.58 4.50
4.80 855/1560 4.80 4.73 4.72 4.80 4.80
4.60 562/1549 4.60 4.33 4.31 4.43 4.60
4.40 849/1546 4.40 4.26 4.32 4.43 4.40
4.33 481/1323 4.33 3.76 4.00 4.10 4.33
4.67 324/1384 4.67 4.28 4.10 4.32 4.67
4.50 60371378 4.50 4.47 4.29 4.55 4.50
4.67 531/1378 4.67 4.54 4.31 4.60 4.67
5.00 1/ 904 5.00 4.01 4.03 4.22 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 8 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: ENGL 442 0101

Title VISUAL LITERACY

Instructor:

BURGESS, HELEN

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoO~NOUANE

A WNPE

A WN P

O wWNPE

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

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

ORDMIADN WHAhBADAMDPDWWN

AWWW

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

OhWoWw WOAPOWDSASN

owvwwowou

OFRL NNN

AN

A DAD WhHDD

ADdDADDN

W= TTOO >
[eNoNeoNoNoNoNoRN|

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.45 737/1670 4.45
4.20 103771666 4.20
4.33 775/1615 4.33
4.33 55971566 4.33
4.22 733/1528 4.22
3.56 1445/1650 3.56
3.44 1652/1667 3.44
4.10 900/1626 4.10
4.00 128071559 4.00
4.89 647/1560 4.89
3.78 1299/1549 3.78
3.89 1240/1546 3.89
3_00 ****/1323 E = =
4.30 63871384 4.30
4.80 34871378 4.80
4.90 281/1378 4.90
5 . OO ****/ 75 E = =
4 . 50 ****/ 79 E = =
3 . 00 ***-k/ 80 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.45 4.45
4.27 4.35 4.20
4.24 4.37 4.33
4.07 4.17 4.33
4.12 4.26 4.22
4.22 4.28 3.56
4.67 4.73 3.44
4.11 4.28 4.10
4.46 4.58 4.00
4.72 4.80 4.89
4.31 4.43 3.78
4.32 4.43 3.89
4.00 4.10 ****
4.10 4.32 4.30
4.29 4.55 4.80
4.31 4.60 4.90
4.03 4.22 F***
4.65 4.80 ****
4.64 4.60 F***
4.57 4.56 Fx**
4.45 4.53 FFF*
3.97 3.67 Fx**

Majors
Major 12
Non-major 1

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 448 0101

Title SEMINAR IN LIT & CULTU
Instructor: DONOVAN, JULIE
Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

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

WOOOOOOO0OOo

Ll ol ol ) APWWWN

[e)le)Ne)Ne)Ne))

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T OO
[eNoNoNoNoNaN tie))

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

ONONNO U1 N

Oa~N~N~N wahs~O b

NNNNN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.88 234/1670 4.88 4.16 4.31 4.45 4.88
5.00 1/1666 5.00 4.21 4.27 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.42 4.32 4.48 5.00
4.86 210/1615 4.86 4.31 4.24 4.37 4.86
5.00 1/1566 5.00 4.16 4.07 4.17 5.00
5.00 1/1528 5.00 4.35 4.12 4.26 5.00
4.75 272/1650 4.75 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.75
4.88 73071667 4.88 4.50 4.67 4.73 4.88
5.00 1/1626 5.00 4.14 4.11 4.28 5.00
4.67 673/1559 4.67 4.32 4.46 4.58 4.67
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.80 5.00
4.80 29471549 4.80 4.33 4.31 4.43 4.80
5.00 1/1546 5.00 4.26 4.32 4.43 5.00
4.75 183/1323 4.75 3.76 4.00 4.10 4.75
5.00 1/1384 5.00 4.28 4.10 4.32 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.55 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.60 5.00
4.33 328/ 904 4.33 4.01 4.03 4.22 4.33
5.00 1/ 87 5.00 4.83 4.65 4.80 5.00
5.00 1/ 79 5.00 4.38 4.64 4.60 5.00
5.00 1/ 75 5.00 4.50 4.57 4.56 5.00
5.00 1/ 79 5.00 4.00 4.45 4.53 5.00
5.00 1/ 80 5.00 4.33 3.97 3.67 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 480 0101

Title SEMINAR-ADV JOURNAL ISM
Instructor: CORBETT, CHRIS
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

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

POOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

[eNoNoNe)

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NoOoRPJOO~NWON

N O oo [o2ReclNe Iy )]

RRRRPE

AWM AIADID
o)
N

INFNIINNS N
~
N

ADADD

N = T T OO
[eNeoNoNoNoNaoNé el

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.64 51871670 4.64 4.16 4.31 4.45
4.45 70371666 4.45 4.21 4.27 4.35
4.75 31871406 4.75 4.42 4.32 4.48
4.64 412/1615 4.64 4.31 4.24 4.37
4.82 181/1566 4.82 4.16 4.07 4.17
4.36 600/1528 4.36 4.35 4.12 4.26
3.55 1448/1650 3.55 4.06 4.22 4.28
4.45 1206/1667 4.45 4.50 4.67 4.73
4.70 255/1626 4.70 4.14 4.11 4.28
4.36 1062/1559 4.36 4.32 4.46 4.58
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.80
4.73 410/1549 4.73 4.33 4.31 4.43
4.64 557/1546 4.64 4.26 4.32 4.43
4.27 529/1323 4.27 3.76 4.00 4.10
4.73 278/1384 4.73 4.28 4.10 4.32
4.64 50371378 4.64 4.47 4.29 4.55
4.82 375/1378 4.82 4.54 4.31 4.60
4.00 461/ 904 4.00 4.01 4.03 4.22
5.00 ****/ 87 **** 4,83 4.65 4.80
5.00 ****/ 79 ****  4.38 4.64 4.60
5.00 ****/ 75 ****x A4 50 4.57 4.56
5.00 ****x/ 79 **** 4 00 4.45 4.53
5.00 ****/ 80 **** 4.33 3.97 3.67
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 11 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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WN P OCoO~NOUANE

O WNPE

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

Discussion

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

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

[eNoNe] [cNoNoNol NoNoNe]

[eNoNoNoNo]

Frequencies

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
[eNoNeoNoNoNol Sl

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

A RPRORRRRE

ORRRE

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.00 4.16 4.31 4.45 4.00
4.00 119971666 4.00 4.21 4.27 4.35 4.00
5.00 1/1615 5.00 4.31 4.24 4.37 5.00
5.00 1/1566 5.00 4.16 4.07 4.17 5.00
3.50 127471528 3.50 4.35 4.12 4.26 3.50
4.00 113571650 4.00 4.06 4.22 4.28 4.00
4.50 1157/1667 4.50 4.50 4.67 4.73 4.50
4.00 95371626 4.00 4.14 4.11 4.28 4.00
4.50 434/1384 4.50 4.28 4.10 4.32 4.50
3.50 119371378 3.50 4.47 4.29 4.55 3.50
4.50 65371378 4.50 4.54 4.31 4.60 4.50
4._50 65/ 87 4.50 4.83 4.65 4.80 4.50
3.50 75/ 79 3.50 4.38 4.64 4.60 3.50
4.00 58/ 75 4.00 4.50 4.57 4.56 4.00
4.00 62/ 79 4.00 4.00 4.45 4.53 4.00
4.00 37/ 80 4.00 4.33 3.97 3.67 4.00

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

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title GENRE ANALYSIS
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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

OCoO~NOUANE

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

A WNPE

Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned

[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNa]

[eNoNoNe)

[eNeoNe]

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RPRRRRERRPR

PR RR

R

2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1670 5.00 4.16 4.31 4.46 5.00
5.00 1/1666 5.00 4.21 4.27 4.34 5.00
5.00 1/1615 5.00 4.31 4.24 4.33 5.00
5.00 1/1566 5.00 4.16 4.07 4.20 5.00
5.00 1/1528 5.00 4.35 4.12 4.33 5.00
5.00 1/1650 5.00 4.06 4.22 4.30 5.00
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.50 4.67 4.74 5.00
5.00 1/1626 5.00 4.14 4.11 4.20 5.00
5.00 1/1559 5.00 4.32 4.46 4.49 5.00
5.00 171560 5.00 4.73 4.72 4.81 5.00
5.00 1/1549 5.00 4.33 4.31 4.37 5.00
5.00 1/1546 5.00 4.26 4.32 4.40 5.00
5.00 1/1384 5.00 4.28 4.10 4.21 .00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.47 4.29 4.42 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.54 4.31 4.51 5.00

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

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



