Course-Section: MATH 100 1

Title Intro To Contemp Math
Instructor: Kogan, Jacob
Enrollment: 54

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

Fall

2009

Freq

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were necessary materials available for lab activities
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2 3 4
6 9 2
4 8 2
4 5 4
3 6 2
3 3 3
1 3 0
3 2 10
0 0 10
4 8 2
1 8 4
0 2 9
3 5 2
5 2 3
1 2 0
1 6 1
1 7 2
0 7 1
1 1 1
0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
2.67 1495/1509 3.06
3.11 1455/1509 3.19
3.56 1151/1287 3.69
3.08 141371459 3.20
3.00 133371406 2.95
3.20 1296/1384 3.13
3.50 130371489 3.54
4.41 1156/1506 4.66
2.73 1429/1463 2.92
3.47 1375/1438 3.52
4.19 1314/1421 4.37
2.80 1386/1411 2.93
3.27 131971405 3.43
2.45 124371260 2.70
3.42 1151/1255 3.43
3.64 1114/1258 3.66

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

18

Page 948

MAR 22, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 2.67
4.26 4.25 3.11
4.30 4.24 3.56
4.22 4.11 3.08
4.09 4.02 3.00
4.11 3.98 3.20
4.17 4.20 3.50
4.67 4.66 4.41
4.09 4.02 2.73
4.46 4.44 3.47
4.73 4.66 4.19
4.31 4.27 2.80
4.32 4.27 3.27
4.00 3.87 Fx**
4.14 3.95 2.45
4.33 4.15 3.42
4.38 4.18 3.64
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.48 4.48 Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 19

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 100 2

Title Intro To Contemp Math
Instructor: Seidman, Thomas
Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

iy
oo bs~w PRPRRPRPPRPOOOO

~No oo

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 2 8 8
0O 0 4 11 4
o o0 2 7 6
3 1 1 10 5
1 4 1 10 3
3 2 4 5 5
O o0 4 7 4
o 0O o0 1 o
1 0 2 5 3
o 1 2 6 5
o o0 1 1 3
0O 1 5 5 2
o 2 1 4 5
12 0 2 1 1
o 4 2 4 3
o 1 2 6 3
o 1 1 6 2
12 1 0 1 ©

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N
OQOONNNNWW

P OTWwoo

PO M~®

D =T TIOO
RPOOOOMON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.45 1412/1509 3.06 4.13 4.31 4.18 3.45
3.27 1430/1509 3.19 4.18 4.26 4.25 3.27
3.82 106971287 3.69 4.28 4.30 4.24 3.82
3.32 137571459 3.20 4.15 4.22 4.11 3.32
2.90 1362/1406 2.95 3.84 4.09 4.02 2.90
3.06 1317/1384 3.13 4.00 4.11 3.98 3.06
3.57 1275/1489 3.54 4.28 4.17 4.20 3.57
4.90 583/1506 4.66 4.85 4.67 4.66 4.90
3.10 1381/1463 2.92 3.92 4.09 4.02 3.10
3.58 1361/1438 3.52 4.40 4.46 4.44 3.58
4.56 1123/1421 4.37 4.66 4.73 4.66 4.56
3.06 1356/1411 2.93 4.09 4.31 4.27 3.06
3.59 1245/1405 3.43 4.18 4.32 4.27 3.59
3.20 ****/1236 **** 3.74 4.00 3.87 Fr**
2.94 1188/1260 2.70 3.65 4.14 3.95 2.94
3.44 1145/1255 3.43 3.78 4.33 4.15 3.44
3.69 1094/1258 3.66 3.84 4.38 4.18 3.69
3.00 ****/ 873 **** 3. 52 4.03 3.89 ****

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 1

Title Algebra & Element Func
Instructor: Sharma,Neeraj
Enrol Iment: 56

Questionnaires: 22
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Did
Did

Questions

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

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
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0 3 4
1 0 4
1 1 1
1 0 1
1 3 6
0 0 0
3 4 8
2 2 7
0 3 3
2 3 2
2 3 2
1 2 1
0 1 2
0 2 1
1 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.64 1354/1509 3.91
4.09 1020/1509 4.16
4.36 678/1287 4.22
3.64 1249/1459 3.98
3.00 ****/1406 3.70
3.00 ****/1384 3.76
4.29 728/1489 4.13
5.00 171506 4.93
3.55 1224/1463 3.76
4.23 1094/1438 4.29
4.41 1217/1421 4.61
3.95 109871411 4.24
4.18 947/1405 4.31
3.50 984/1236 3.33
3.67 982/1260 3.65
3.50 1127/1255 3.68
3.67 1102/1258 3.69
5.00 ****/ 198 3.33
5.00 ****/ 49 3.11

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

22

responses to be significant

Non-major



Course-Section: MATH 106 2

Title Algebra & Element Func
Instructor: Sharma,Neeraj
Enrol Iment: 58

Questionnaires: 30

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.07 107271509 3.91 4.13 4.31 4.18 4.07
4.33 774/1509 4.16 4.18 4.26 4.25 4.33
4.23 79571287 4.22 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.23
4.21 826/1459 3.98 4.15 4.22 4.11 4.21
2.79 1370/1406 3.70 3.84 4.09 4.02 2.79
3.63 1132/1384 3.76 4.00 4.11 3.98 3.63
4.63 30871489 4.13 4.28 4.17 4.20 4.63
4.97 233/1506 4.93 4.85 4.67 4.66 4.97
3.88 100671463 3.76 3.92 4.09 4.02 3.88
4.54 762/1438 4.29 4.40 4.46 4.44 4.54
4.74 898/1421 4.61 4.66 4.73 4.66 4.74
4.52 604/1411 4.24 4.09 4.31 4.27 4.52
4.44 708/1405 4.31 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.44
3.77 847/1236 3.33 3.74 4.00 3.87 3.77
2.67 ****/1260 3.65 3.65 4.14 3.95 F***
3.00 ****/1255 3.68 3.78 4.33 4.15 ****
3.00 ****/1258 3.69 3.84 4.38 4.18 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 30 Non-major 30

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 3

Title Algebra & Element Func
Instructor: Muscedere,Micha
Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE
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abhwNPE

abhwWNPE

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

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear
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NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 2 7 4
o o0 1 7 4
o 1 4 4 2
4 0 1 6 4
7 1 0 5 2
9 0 1 4 2
o 1 1 2 2
0O 0O O o0 o
i1 1 2 3 7
o 1 3 4 1
o 0O o 3 3
o 1 2 3 5
o o0 1 5 3
4 1 1 3 5
o 1 o0 1 2
O O 1 1 4
o o 1 3 2
8 1 0 0 O
1 0 0O 0 O
o 1 0 o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 1 o
0O 0O O 1 o
o 0O O 1 o
o 0 1 o0 o
0O 0 1 0 oO

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.44 1414/1509 3.91
3.83 1208/1509 4.16
3.56 1151/1287 4.22
3.64 1249/1459 3.98
3.55 1162/1406 3.70
3.38 1247/1384 3.76
4.28 738/1489 4.13
5.00 171506 4.93
3.23 1344/1463 3.76
3.63 135371438 4.29
4.47 1178/1421 4.61
3.76 1201/1411 4.24
4.00 1047/1405 4.31
3.36 104571236 3.33
4.27 605/1260 3.65
4.18 828/1255 3.68
4.00 93271258 3.69
3.67 ****/ 873 3.38
5.00 ****/ 184 3.17
3.00 ****/ 198 3.33

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##H# - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.44
4.26 4.25 3.83
4.30 4.24 3.56
4.22 4.11 3.64
4.09 4.02 3.55
4.11 3.98 3.38
4.17 4.20 4.28
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 3.23
4.46 4.44 3.63
4.73 4.66 4.47
4.31 4.27 3.76
4.32 4.27 4.00
4.00 3.87 3.36
4.14 3.95 4.27
4.33 4.15 4.18
4.38 4.18 4.00
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.16 4.06 Fx**
4.22 4.14 FFF*
4.48 4.48 FFF*
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 Fx**
4.49 4.31 Fx**
4.54 4.16 Fx**
4.50 4.21 FF**
4.38 4.21 FFF*
4.06 3.92 Fxx*

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 18

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 106 4

Title Algebra & Element Func
Instructor: Potharaju,Pavan
Enrol Iment: 54

Questionnaires: 33

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

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

32
32
32

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 3 0 9 6
o 2 1 9 7
o 3 3 7 5
12 1 2 5 3
14 1 2 5 2
7 1 1 2 4
o 1 5 8 3
o 0 1 0 o
o 4 2 5 8
o 1 2 2 5
o 0O 2 1 5
o 2 1 5 5
o 2 4 2 3
8 1 1 1 2
o 3 0 4 3
o 2 2 1 4
o 2 1 0 5
9 0 1 3 O
0O 0O O 0 o
o 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.91 1214/1509 3.91
3.91 1164/1509 4.16
3.79 1081/1287 4.22
3.90 1088/1459 3.98
3.78 103071406 3.70
4.06 773/1384 3.76
3.81 116971489 4.13
4.90 58371506 4.93
3.52 1237/1463 3.76
4.32 101171438 4.29
4.54 1138/1421 4.61
4.07 101571411 4.24
4.04 103371405 4.31
3.63 ****/1236 3.33
3.56 1024/1260 3.65
3.75 1054/1255 3.68
4.00 93271258 3.69
3.50 ****/ 873 3.38
5.00 ****/ 49 3.11
4.00 ****/ 41 3.78

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

33
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.91
4.26 4.25 3.91
4.30 4.24 3.79
4.22 4.11 3.90
4.09 4.02 3.78
4.11 3.98 4.06
4.17 4.20 3.81
4.67 4.66 4.90
4.09 4.02 3.52
4.46 4.44 4.32
4.73 4.66 4.54
4.31 4.27 4.07
4.32 4.27 4.04
4.00 3.87 Fx**
4.14 3.95 3.56
4.33 4.15 3.75
4.38 4.18 4.00
4.03 3.89 F*x**
4.26 4.28 Fr**
4.14 4,13 FR*F*
4.31 4.52 Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 33

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 106 5

Title Algebra & Element Func

Instructor:

Baradwaj ,Rajala

Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 25
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abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

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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1 2 3
1 2 4
0O 2 5
0O 3 0
1 3 1
1 1 1
2 1 3
3 3 2
0O 0 ©O
o 2 2
1 1 1
0O 0 1
1 2 3
2 0 1
2 2 1
4 2 2
7 0 4
4 2 2
2 1 1
1 1 O
2 0 3
o 0 1
o 2 1
1 0 1
0O 0 1
o 1 2
o 1 1
1 1 1
0O 0 2
3 0 1
o 1 2
0o 2 o0
1 1 O
1 1 o0
2 1 3
1 0 2
o 2 1
1 1 1
1 1 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Instructor

Rank

1228/1509
1056/1509
86971287
1182/1459
761/1406
104371384
1236/1489
23371506
100671463

1122/1438
93371421
105171411
881/1405
1113/1236

1094/1260
1225/1255
1180/1258
745/ 873

wxxnf 184
190/ 198
wxkk/ 184
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Fkkxk f 47

45/ 49
347 41
Fkkxk f 37
Fkkx f 30
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.88
4.26 4.25 4.04
4.30 4.24 4.12
4.22 4.11 3.78
4.09 4.02 4.08
4.11 3.98 3.76
4.17 4.20 3.67
4.67 4.66 4.96
4.09 4.02 3.88
4.46 4.44 4.18
4.73 4.66 4.73
4.31 4.27 4.00
4.32 4.27 4.27
4.00 3.87 3.11
4.14 3.95 3.39
4.33 4.15 2.89
4.38 4.18 3.35
4.03 3.89 3.38
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 3.33
4.48 4.48 x***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 3.11
4.14 4.13 3.78
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 106 5
Algebra & Element Func
Baradwaj ,Rajala

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 12

General 6
Electives 0
Other 2

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 6

Title Algebra & Element Func

Instructor:

Baradwaj ,Rajala

Enrollment: 43

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

abhwWNPE

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

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
NA 1 2 3 4
o 2 5 7 4
o 2 5 5 3
o 1 2 5 5
6 2 2 3 7
13 4 2 1 1
15 3 2 2 O
0O 2 5 3 5
o 0O O o0 1
o 1 2 6 9
0o 0O 3 3 5
o o o 2 7
o 2 1 2 6
o 2 2 3 1
8 0 1 1 1
o 3 0 0 3
o 1 1 1 2
o 2 1 o0 1
4 0 1 0 1
o 2 0 1 1
o 1 1 1 1
o o0 1 2 ©O
o 0 1 1 o
1 0 1 1 O
0O 1 o0 0 1
0O O O 1 1
1 0 0 1 o
o O o 1 1
2 0 0 1 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.22 145371509 3.91
3.43 1394/1509 4.16
3.91 1010/1287 4.22
3.41 1339/1459 3.98
2.50 139271406 3.70
2.25 1381/1384 3.76
3.52 1295/1489 4.13
4.96 292/1506 4.93
3.37 1306/1463 3.76
3.75 1315/1438 4.29
4.27 1289/1421 4.61
3.60 1256/1411 4.24
3.60 1241/1405 4.31
3.80 ****/1236 3.33
2.50 124171260 3.65
3.17 1192/1255 3.68
3.00 122271258 3.69
3.00 ****/ 873 3.38
3.17 176/ 184 3.17
3.00 ****/ 198 3.33
3.33 ****/ 49 3.11
4.00 ****/ 41 3.78

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##H# - Means there are not enough

23
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.22
4.26 4.25 3.43
4.30 4.24 3.91
4.22 4.11 3.41
4.09 4.02 2.50
4.11 3.98 2.25
4.17 4.20 3.52
4.67 4.66 4.96
4.09 4.02 3.37
4.46 4.44 3.75
4.73 4.66 4.27
4.31 4.27 3.60
4.32 4.27 3.60
4.00 3.87 Fx**
4.14 3.95 2.50
4.33 4.15 3.17
4.38 4.18 3.00
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.16 4.06 3.17
4.22 4.14 FFF*
4.48 4.48 FF**
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 Fx**
4.26 4.28 FF**
4.14 4.13 Fx**
4.31 4.52 FF**
4.05 4.47 FFF*
4.27 4.21 FF**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 23

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 106 7

Title Algebra & Element Func
Instructor: Riley,Samantha
Enrol Iment: 48

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

WRRNRRRREER

NNWNN

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

Frequency Distribution

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

Other

e

=
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.26 872/1509 3.91 4.13 4.31 4.18 4.26
4.37 742/1509 4.16 4.18 4.26 4.25 4.37
4.58 45371287 4.22 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.58
4.15 868/1459 3.98 4.15 4.22 4.11 4.15
4.00 81371406 3.70 3.84 4.09 4.02 4.00
4.25 ****/1384 3.76 4.00 4.11 3.98 ****
3.89 111371489 4.13 4.28 4.17 4.20 3.89
4.89 602/1506 4.93 4.85 4.67 4.66 4.89
3.94 944/1463 3.76 3.92 4.09 4.02 3.9
4.39 950/1438 4.29 4.40 4.46 4.44 4.39
4.72 933/1421 4.61 4.66 4.73 4.66 4.72
4.59 520/1411 4.24 4.09 4.31 4.27 4.59
4.61 526/1405 4.31 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.61
1.40 123371236 3.33 3.74 4.00 3.87 1.40
3.83 89671260 3.65 3.65 4.14 3.95 3.83
3.83 102371255 3.68 3.78 4.33 4.15 3.83
3.67 1102/1258 3.69 3.84 4.38 4.18 3.67
5.00 ****/ 873 3.38 3.52 4.03 3.89 ****

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 8

Title Algebra & Element Func

Instructor:

Riley,Samantha

Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 27

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

AWNPF abhwbNPF CO~NOUTA WN P

WN P

A WNPF

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

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
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o O O 6 7
0O 0O O 1 &6
0O 0O O 1 5
10 1 0 1 4
13 0 1 1 4
17 0 O 0 4
o o0 o 2 9
1 0 o o 3
0O 0O o0 2 11
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O o 2 2
o O o 1 2
0O 0O O o0 4
10 o 1 2 2
o 1 o0 1 4
0O 0O O 5 2
o o 2 2 2
7 0 2 1 1
0O O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 1 0 1 o
o 1 o0 1 o
o 0O 1 o0 1
2 0 0 o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.30 842/1509 3.91
4.70 31171509 4.16
4.74 272/1287 4.22
4.38 647/1459 3.98
4.31 527/1406 3.70
4.56 31371384 3.76
4.50 458/1489 4.13
4.88 622/1506 4.93
4.38 500/1463 3.76
4.88 247/1438 4.29
4.77 863/1421 4.61
4.84 201/1411 4.24
4.83 25171405 4.31
4.40 35471236 3.33
4.00 746/1260 3.65
3.91 992/1255 3.68
3.80 105471258 3.69
2.75 ****/ 873 3.38
5.00 ****/ 198 3.33
3.50 ****/ 49 3.11
3.00 ****/ 41 3.78

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##H# - Means there are not enough

27
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.30
4.26 4.25 4.70
4.30 4.24 4.74
4.22 4.11 4.38
4.09 4.02 4.31
4.11 3.98 4.56
4.17 4.20 4.50
4.67 4.66 4.88
4.09 4.02 4.38
4.46 4.44 4.88
4.73 4.66 4.77
4.31 4.27 4.84
4.32 4.27 4.83
4.00 3.87 4.40
4.14 3.95 4.00
4.33 4.15 3.91
4.38 4.18 3.80
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.22 4.14 Fxx*
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 Fr**
4.26 4.28 FF**
4.14 4.13 FFF*
4.31 4.52 FFF*
4.05 4.47 Fxx*

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 27

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 106 9

Title Algebra & Element Func

Instructor:

Riley, Samantha

Enrollment: 38

Questionnaires: 17

O©CoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

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

OFRPNNPFPOOOO

WNNNN

0~~~

Fall

[eNeNeoNoNe) [eNeNoNoNa] [eNeoNoNoNa] [ NeNoNe] OoO000O0 RPOOOWNOOO
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2009

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

[eNeoNeoNeoNa] [cNeoNeoNoNa] [cNeoNoNeoNa] RPNNDM NWNNN JWNWWrhOaw
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPRRRR RPRRPRP RPRRRR NOTo A

RPRRRR

Mean

wWhhHDH

AABAMDDIIDDDS

WhMADMD

caooo g oo oo aoao oo

oo a

.00
.20
.00
.75

Instructor
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82271255
93271258
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.47
4.26 4.25 4.71
4.30 4.24 4.71
4.22 4.11 4.73
4.09 4.02 4.62
4.11 3.98 4.67
4.17 4.20 4.53
4.67 4.66 4.81
4.09 4.02 4.10
4.46 4.44 4.73
4.73 4.66 4.87
4.31 4.27 4.87
4.32 4.27 4.80
4.00 3.87 3.75
4.14 3.95 4.00
4.33 4.15 4.20
4.38 4.18 4.00
4.03 3.89 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF**



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 106 9
Algebra & Element Func
Riley, Samantha

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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00-27 5
28-55 0
56-83 2
84-150 0
Grad. 0

N = T TOO
RrOOOONU DN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 106Y 1

Title Algebra And Elem. Func
Instructor: Sharma,Neeraj
Enrol Iment: 56

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 959
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

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

[cNeol —NeoNe]

ENIENIENEN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OOOOFRNUN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[
NOUFRPOMODMD

woo~No©

P NNPRP

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.20 942/1509 4.20 4.13 4.31 4.18 4.20
4.44 636/1509 4.44 4.18 4.26 4.25 4.44
4.40 63871287 4.40 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.40
4.38 647/1459 4.38 4.15 4.22 4.11 4.38
2.33 139671406 2.33 3.84 4.09 4.02 2.33
3.00 1322/1384 3.00 4.00 4.11 3.98 3.00
4.50 458/1489 4.50 4.28 4.17 4.20 4.50
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.22 658/1463 4.22 3.92 4.09 4.02 4.22
4.90 219/1438 4.90 4.40 4.46 4.44 4.90
4.70 97971421 4.70 4.66 4.73 4.66 4.70
4.67 416/1411 4.67 4.09 4.31 4.27 4.67
4.80 285/1405 4.80 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.80
4.13 598/1236 4.13 3.74 4.00 3.87 4.13
3.00 116271260 3.00 3.65 4.14 3.95 3.00
4.67 443/1255 4.67 3.78 4.33 4.15 4.67
4.67 507/1258 4.67 3.84 4.38 4.18 4.67
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 3. 52 4.03 3.89 ****

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 115 1

Title Finite Mathematics

Instructor:

Lo,James T

Enrollment: 57

Questionnaires: 38

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

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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Fall

~AWWOO WwWwhhH oO~NOO®

NNEFENO

2009

Frequencies
1 2 3
4 6 13
4 3 7
2 1 7
1 1 7
4 0 7
2 1 2
0O 0 8
0O 0 ©O
6 1 11
3 3 7
o 1 3
3 5 8
4 1 8
1 3 6
5 2 4
3 2 5
2 1 6
o 1 o
2 0 O
3 1 2
0O 0 ©O
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 o©
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0o 0 2
0O 0 1
2 1 1
2 0 O
0O 0 1
o 1 1
0o 0 1
1 0 3
o 0 2
0o 0 2
0O 0 2
0O 0 2

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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Instructor

Rank

1453/1509
1318/1509
89471287
1167/1459
115171406
103671384
80271489
171506
137071463

1315/1438
1200/1421
1258/1411
1216/1405
1122/1236

111371260
1113/1255
1067/1258

wxxnf 184
192/ 198
wxkk/ 184
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Fkkxk [ 93

Fkkx f 47
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Fkkx f 37
Fkkxk f 30
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.21
4.26 4.25 3.63
4.30 4.24 4.08
4.22 4.11 3.80
4.09 4.02 3.58
4.11 3.98 3.77
4.17 4.20 4.22
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 3.15
4.46 4.44 3.75
4.73 4.66 4.43
4.31 4.27 3.59
4.32 4.27 3.68
4.00 3.87 3.07
4.14 3.95 3.28
4.33 4.15 3.56
4.38 4.18 3.76
4.03 3.89 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 3.09
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 115 1
Finite Mathematics

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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00-27 11
28-55 3
56-83 2
84-150 4
Grad. 1

Required for Majors 13

General 22
Electives 2
Other 0

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 0
Under-grad 37 Non-major 38

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



Course-Section: MATH 131 1

Title Math For Elem Tchrs |

Instructor:

Tighe,Bonny J

Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 29

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.69
4.26 4.25 4.62
4.30 4.24 4.52
4.22 4.11 4.50
4.09 4.02 3.95
4.11 3.98 4.71
4.17 4.20 4.72
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 4.50
4.46 4.44 4.75
4.73 4.66 4.82
4.31 4.27 4.57
4.32 4.27 4.63
4.00 3.87 4.00
4.14 3.95 Fx**
4.33 4.15 F***
4.38 4.18 ****
4.03 3.89 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 131 1
Math For Elem Tchrs |
Tighe,Bonny J

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 961
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

A 10
B 9
C 6
D 2
F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors 22

General 5
Electives 0
Other 1

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 0
Under-grad 28 Non-major 29

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



Course-Section: MATH 150 1

Title Precalculus Mathematic

Instructor:

Baradwaj ,Rajala

Enrollment: 288

Questionnaires: 70

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.10
4.26 4.25 4.25
4.30 4.24 4.26
4.22 4.11 3.81
4.09 4.02 3.49
4.11 3.98 3.56
4.17 4.20 4.32
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 3.91
4.46 4.44 4.63
4.73 4.66 4.82
4.31 4.27 4.02
4.32 4.27 4.50
4.00 3.87 3.53
4.14 3.95 3.09
4.33 4.15 3.13
4.38 4.18 3.01
4.03 3.89 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 3.37
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF**



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 150 1
Precalculus Mathematic
Baradwaj ,Rajala

288

70

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 962
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Required for Majors 42

General
Electives

Other

10

0

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
1 Major 2
69 Non-major 68

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



Course-Section: MATH 150 11

Title Precalculus Mathematic

Instructor:

Sharma,Neeraj

Enrollment: 262

Questionnaires: 61

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.00
4.26 4.25 4.16
4.30 4.24 3.82
4.22 4.11 3.64
4.09 4.02 3.30
4.11 3.98 3.70
4.17 4.20 4.10
4.67 4.66 4.92
4.09 4.02 3.80
4.46 4.44 4.54
4.73 4.66 4.54
4.31 4.27 4.21
4.32 4.27 4.28
4.00 3.87 3.00
4.14 3.95 3.60
4.33 4.15 3.40
4.38 4.18 3.52
4.03 3.89 2.85
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.41 4.29 FxR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 963
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Required for Majors 34

00-27 17
28-55 6
56-83 1
84-150 2
Grad. 0

MATH 150 11

Precalculus Mathematic

Sharma,Neeraj

262

61

Cum. GPA

0.00-0.99 1
1.00-1.99 1
2.00-2.99 5
3.00-3.49 3
3.50-4.00 3

General
Electives

Other

19

0

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 2
61 Non-major 59

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



Course-Section: MATH 150 6

Title Precalculus Mathematic

Instructor:

Baradwaj ,Rajala

Enrollment: 284

Questionnaires: 81

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

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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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.99
4.26 4.25 4.16
4.30 4.24 4.35
4.22 4.11 4.08
4.09 4.02 3.69
4.11 3.98 3.88
4.17 4.20 4.41
4.67 4.66 4.88
4.09 4.02 3.76
4.46 4.44 4.36
4.73 4.66 4.69
4.31 4.27 3.90
4.32 4.27 4.27
4.00 3.87 3.69
4.14 3.95 2.93
4.33 4.15 2.93
4.38 4.18 3.04
4.03 3.89 2.57
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F***
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.41 4.29 FxR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 150 6
Precalculus Mathematic
Baradwaj ,Rajala

284

81

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Required for Majors 53

00-27 19
28-55 6
56-83 0
84-150 0
Grad. 0

General
Electives

Other

12

0

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
81 Non-major 81

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



Course-Section: MATH 151 1

Title Calc & Analy Geomtry |1
Instructor: Gloor,Philip J.
Enrol Iment: 150

Questionnaires: 41

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 965
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
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0O O 5 16
0O 0 3 12
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 31

General
Electives

Other

1

0

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.02 1100/1509 4.06 4.13 4.31 4.18 4.02
4.37 742/1509 4.22 4.18 4.26 4.25 4.37
4.05 907/1287 4.25 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.05
4.20 83471459 3.97 4.15 4.22 4.11 4.20
3.82 100171406 3.74 3.84 4.09 4.02 3.82
3.92 912/1384 3.82 4.00 4.11 3.98 3.92
4.10 92371489 4.39 4.28 4.17 4.20 4.10
4.98 175/1506 4.89 4.85 4.67 4.66 4.98
4.14 750/1463 4.07 3.92 4.09 4.02 4.14
4.65 603/1438 4.48 4.40 4.46 4.44 4.65
4.95 322/1421 4.68 4.66 4.73 4.66 4.95
4.36 78971411 4.11 4.09 4.31 4.27 4.36
4.40 758/1405 4.27 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.40
3.92 75271236 3.76 3.74 4.00 3.87 3.92
4.26 613/1260 3.86 3.65 4.14 3.95 4.26
3.61 110471255 3.64 3.78 4.33 4.15 3.61
3.97 956/1258 3.80 3.84 4.38 4.18 3.97
4.18 372/ 873 3.92 3.52 4.03 3.89 4.18

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 41 Non-major 41

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



Course-Section: MATH 151 10

Title Calc & Analy Geomtry |1

Instructor:

Tighe,Bonny J

Enrollment: 122

Questionnaires: 34

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

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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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.56
4.26 4.25 4.88
4.30 4.24 4.82
4.22 4.11 4.50
4.09 4.02 4.19
4.11 3.98 4.00
4.17 4.20 4.62
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 4.74
4.46 4.44 4.91
4.73 4.66 4.94
4.31 4.27 4.72
4.32 4.27 4.84
4.00 3.87 4.08
4.14 3.95 3.93
4.33 4.15 4.32
4.38 4.18 3.96
4.03 3.89 4.40
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 FF**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 151 10
Calc & Analy Geomtry |1
Tighe,Bonny J

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 966
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

N = T T1O O
WOORNOWN

Required for Majors 24

General 1
Electives 0
Other 1

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 34 Non-major 33

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



Course-Section: MATH 151 13

Title Calc & Analy Geomtry |1
Instructor: Tighe,Bonny J
Enrol Iment: 120

Questionnaires: 41

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 967
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
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o o0 3 2
o o0 2 2
8 1 1 2
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0O 6 2 4
0O 2 3 6
20 0 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 22

N = T T1O O
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General
Electives

Other

5

0

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.54 563/1509 4.06 4.13 4.31 4.18 4.54
4.56 471/1509 4.22 4.18 4.26 4.25 4.56
4.71 31571287 4.25 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.71
4.42 586/1459 3.97 4.15 4.22 4.11 4.42
3.87 956/1406 3.74 3.84 4.09 4.02 3.87
4.33 531/1384 3.82 4.00 4.11 3.98 4.33
4.54 42271489 4.39 4.28 4.17 4.20 4.54
4.85 682/1506 4.89 4.85 4.67 4.66 4.85
4.72 170/1463 4.07 3.92 4.09 4.02 4.72
4.77 430/1438 4.48 4.40 4.46 4.44 4.77
4.88 614/1421 4.68 4.66 4.73 4.66 4.88
4.55 556/1411 4.11 4.09 4.31 4.27 4.55
4.72 381/1405 4.27 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.72
4.32 441/1236 3.76 3.74 4.00 3.87 4.32
3.92 856/1260 3.86 3.65 4.14 3.95 3.92
3.69 1074/1255 3.64 3.78 4.33 4.15 3.69
4.06 916/1258 3.80 3.84 4.38 4.18 4.06
4.50 209/ 873 3.92 3.52 4.03 3.89 4.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 41 Non-major 41

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



Course-Section: MATH 151 16

Title Calc & Analy Geomtry |1

Instructor:

Bell,Jonathan

Enrollment: 116

Questionnaires: 12

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 2.92
4.26 4.25 2.92
4.30 4.24 3.27
4.22 4.11 3.56
4.09 4.02 3.33
4.11 3.98 3.63
4.17 4.20 4.00
4.67 4.66 4.64
4.09 4.02 2.78
4.46 4.44 3.18
4.73 4.66 4.27
4.31 4.27 2.55
4.32 4.27 3.00
4.00 3.87 2.44
4.14 3.95 4.00
4.33 4.15 2.92
4.38 4.18 2.92
4.03 3.89 2.60
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 151 16
Calc & Analy Geomtry |1
Bell,Jonathan

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 968
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Job IRBR3029

N = T T1O O
POOOOWOoOR

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 151 19

Title Calc & Analy Geomtry |1

Instructor:

Slowikowski ,Wil

Enrollment: 136

Questionnaires: 42

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

abrwnNPF awnN AWNPF

abhwWNPE

abwbNPF

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities
. 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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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.95
4.26 4.25 4.17
4.30 4.24 4.19
4.22 4.11 3.24
4.09 4.02 3.33
4.11 3.98 3.64
4.17 4.20 4.51
4.67 4.66 4.80
4.09 4.02 4.00
4.46 4.44 4.29
4.73 4.66 4.44
4.31 4.27 4.03
4.32 4.27 4.10
4.00 3.87 3.29
4.14 3.95 3.03
4.33 4.15 3.18
4.38 4.18 3.45
4.03 3.89 F***
4.22 4.14 F**F*
4.48 4.48 F***
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 Fr**
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 F***
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.41 4.29 Fxx*
4.51 4.53 F***
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 FF*F*
4.14 4.13 F***
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 151 19
Calc & Analy Geomtry |1
Slowikowski ,Wil

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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00-27 5
28-55 16
56-83 2
84-150 1
Grad. 0

N = T TOO
WOOoOOoOOoOmOou

Required for Majors 30

General 2
Electives 0
Other 2

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 42 Non-major 42

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



Course-Section: MATH 151 22

Title Calc & Analy Geomtry |1

Instructor:

Slowikowski ,Wil

Enrollment: 124

Questionnaires: 35

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNPE

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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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.00
4.26 4.25 4.20
4.30 4.24 4.37
4.22 4.11 3.74
4.09 4.02 3.68
4.11 3.98 3.47
4.17 4.20 4.66
4.67 4.66 4.94
4.09 4.02 4.04
4.46 4.44 4.60
4.73 4.66 4.40
4.31 4.27 4.00
4.32 4.27 4.23
4.00 3.87 4.00
4.14 3.95 4.48
4.33 4.15 4.33
4.38 4.18 4.67
4.03 3.89 3.71
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 151 22
Calc & Analy Geomtry |1
Slowikowski ,Wil

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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A 18
B 12
C 3
D 0
F 0
P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors 33

General 0
Electives 0
Other 0

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 35 Non-major 35

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



Course-Section: MATH 151 25

Title Calc & Analy Geomtry |1

Instructor:

Gassman,Amanda

Enrollment: 142

Questionnaires: 40

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.51
4.26 4.25 4.46
4.30 4.24 4.41
4.22 4.11 4.31
4.09 4.02 4.22
4.11 3.98 4.61
4.17 4.20 4.69
4.67 4.66 4.91
4.09 4.02 4.35
4.46 4.44 4.86
4.73 4.66 4.89
4.31 4.27 4.66
4.32 4.27 4.71
4.00 3.87 4.33
4.14 3.95 4.28
4.33 4.15 4.00
4.38 4.18 4.32
4.03 3.89 4.10
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 151 25
Calc & Analy Geomtry |1
Gassman,Amanda

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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A 14
B 12
C 1
D 0
F 0
P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors 25

General 2
Electives 1
Other 0

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 40 Non-major 40

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



Course-Section: MATH 151 4

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.09 1051/1509 4.06
4.37 731/1509 4.22
4.33 71871287 4.25
4.04 95171459 3.97
3.74 1060/1406 3.74
3.38 1247/1384 3.82
4.18 84471489 4.39
4.93 466/1506 4.89
4.13 762/1463 4.07
4.66 60371438 4.48
4.78 828/1421 4.68
4.22 920/1411 4.11
4.43 733/1405 4.27
3.67 90471236 3.76
2.55 1239/1260 3.86
2.63 1236/1255 3.64
3.11 1217/1258 3.80
2.80 ****/ 873 3.92

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.09
4.26 4.25 4.37
4.30 4.24 4.33
4.22 4.11 4.04
4.09 4.02 3.74
4.11 3.98 3.38
4.17 4.20 4.18
4.67 4.66 4.93
4.09 4.02 4.13
4.46 4.44 4.66
4.73 4.66 4.78
4.31 4.27 4.22
4.32 4.27 4.43
4.00 3.87 3.67
4.14 3.95 2.55
4.33 4.15 2.63
4.38 4.18 3.11
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.16 4.06 Fx**
4.22 4.14 FFF*
4.48 4.48 FFF*
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 Fx**
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.41 4.29 Fxx*
4.51 4.53 Fr**
4.26 4.28 FF**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 FFx*
4.27 4.21 FF**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 43

responses to be significant

Title Calc & Analy Geomtry |1 Baltimore County
Instructor: Slowikowski ,Wil Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 118
Questionnaires: 43 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O 13 13
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O o 2 1 19
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O O 1 6 14
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 20 1 1 4 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 23 1 0 4 12
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 25 0 3 5 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 3 0 2 1 5 12
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 O O O o 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 13 0 0 1 6 11
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0O 0O O 3 8
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 2 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 1 2 3 16
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0O 0O 5 14
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 27 1 1 4 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 12 8 8 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 8 11 11 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 O 5 6 14 4
4. Were special techniques successful 5 33 2 1 0 O
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 38 4 1 0O O o
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 40 0 1 0 2 O
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 39 3 1 0 O0 O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 39 2 0O O 1 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 39 3 1 0O O O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 39 0O O o 1 2
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 39 0 1 0O O 2
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 39 2 0O O 0 2
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 39 O O 0 3 1
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 39 0O 0O O 2 1
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 39 2 0O ©O 2 0
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 39 2 0O ©O 1 1
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 39 3 0 1 0O O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 17 0.00-0.99 0 A 13 Required for Majors
28-55 7 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 5 C 12 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 13 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other






Course-Section: MATH 151 7

Title Calc & Analy Geomtry |1

Instructor:

Slowikowski ,Wil

Enrollment: 138

Questionnaires: 43
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Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation

To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.93
4.26 4.25 4.07
4.30 4.24 4.07
4.22 4.11 3.73
4.09 4.02 3.52
4.11 3.98 3.36
4.17 4.20 4.20
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 3.75
4.46 4.44 4.44
4.73 4.66 4.63
4.31 4.27 3.90
4.32 4.27 3.97
4.00 3.87 ****
4.14 3.95 4.32
4.33 4.15 4.05
4.38 4.18 3.78
4.03 3.89 F***
4.22 4.14 F**F*
4.49 4.31 F***
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 F***
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx*F*
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 F**F*



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 151 7

Calc & Analy Geomtry |1
Slowikowski ,Wil

138

43

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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00-27 5
28-55 9
56-83 5
84-150 5
Grad. 0

A 13
B 12
C 9
D 1
F 0
P 0
1 0
? 2

Required for Majors 29

General 4
Electives 1
Other 3

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
43 Non-major 43

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



Course-Section: MATH 151H 1

Title Calc/Analy Geom 1-Hono
Instructor: Rathinam,Muruha
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
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Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material
. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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Freq
NA 1
0O O
0O O
0O O
0O O
9 1
8 O
0O O
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0 1
0O O
0 1
10 O
0O O
0O O
0O O
12 O
0O O
0 1
0O O
0O O

uencies

2 3 4
2 4 3
2 3 6
0 1 7
1 3 6
1 3 0
3 0 2
0 0 8
0 0 12
0 3 8
1 1 4
0 2 3
2 1 8
1 1 4
0 0 1
0 0 5
0 1 6
0 0 7
0 1 1
1 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required
General
Elective

Other

for Majors

S

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.87 1243/1509 3.87
3.80 1228/1509 3.80
4.40 63871287 4.40
4.00 97971459 4.00
2.83 1366/1406 2.83
3.43 1226/1384 3.43
4._.47 51371489 4.47
4.20 1300/1506 4.20
4.00 85371463 4.00
4.40 930/1438 4.40
4.27 1289/1421 4.27
3.93 111671411 3.93
4.13 98071405 4.13
4.80 100/1236 4.80
4.67 30871260 4.67
4.47 611/1255 4.47
4.53 598/1258 4.53

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.31 4.18
4.26 4.25
4.30 4.24
4.22 4.11
4.09 4.02
4.11 3.98
4.17 4.20
4.67 4.66
4.09 4.02
4.46 4.44
4.73 4.66
4.31 4.27
4.32 4.27
4.00 3.87
4.14 3.95
4.33 4.15
4.38 4.18
4.03 3.89
4.16 4.06
4.22 4.14
4.48 4.48
4.26 4.28
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 152 1

Title Calc & Analy Geometry
Instructor: Tighe,Bonny J
Enrol Iment: 122

Questionnaires: 39

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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
o 1 2 2
o 1 1 1
1 0 1 1
19 0 1 2
11 3 2 4
22 0 0 4
1 0 o0 4
0O 1 o0 o0
o 1 1 2
o 1 1 1
o 1 1 1
o 1 2 2
o 2 o0 2
30 0 0 1
0O 1 1 6
o 1 1 7
o 2 2 4
20 0 O 8

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 28
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General
Electives

Other

0

1

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.44 686/1509 4.60 4.13 4.31 4.18 4.44
4.64 378/1509 4.53 4.18 4.26 4.25 4.64
4.66 370/1287 4.44 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.66
4.50 45471459 4.44 4.15 4.22 4.11 4.50
3.82 994/1406 4.04 3.84 4.09 4.02 3.82
4.41 430/1384 4.19 4.00 4.11 3.98 4.41
4.66 287/1489 4.60 4.28 4.17 4.20 4.66
4.87 642/1506 4.90 4.85 4.67 4.66 4.87
4.41 467/1463 4.19 3.92 4.09 4.02 4.41
4.56 725/1438 4.76 4.40 4.46 4.44 4.56
4.67 101471421 4.70 4.66 4.73 4.66 4.67
4.51 60471411 4.45 4.09 4.31 4.27 4.51
4.56 577/1405 4.54 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.56
4.63 ****/1236 3.99 3.74 4.00 3.87 Fx**
4.21 65371260 4.12 3.65 4.14 3.95 4.21
4.12 862/1255 3.91 3.78 4.33 4.15 4.12
4.18 856/1258 4.03 3.84 4.38 4.18 4.18
3.54 694/ 873 3.54 3.52 4.03 3.89 3.54

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 39 Non-major 35

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



Course-Section: MATH 152 4

Title Calc & Analy Geometry
Instructor: Song,Yoon J
Enrol Iment: 124

Questionnaires: 29
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Questions

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

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

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

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

Seminar

. 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
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.66
4.26 4.25 4.34
4.30 4.24 4.54
4.22 4.11 4.00
4.09 4.02 3.94
4.11 3.98 3.82
4.17 4.20 4.54
4.67 4.66 4.86
4.09 4.02 4.12
4.46 4.44 4.82
4.73 4.66 4.64
4.31 4.27 4.36
4.32 4.27 4.59
4.00 3.87 3.57
4.14 3.95 4.04
4.33 4.15 3.75
4.38 4.18 3.91
4.03 3.89 F***
4.22 4.14 F**F*
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.38 4.21 F***
4.39 3.75 F**F*
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 F***
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 152 4
Calc & Analy Geometry
Song,Yoon J
124
29

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 976
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

N = T T1O O
NOORRFUI®O

Required for Majors 22

General 0
Electives 1
Other 2

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
1 Major 3
28 Non-major 26

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



Course-Section: MATH 152 7

Title Calc & Analy Geometry

Instructor:

Song,Yoon J

Enrollment: 114

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

ahsrNPF

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
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

GOOOO0OO0OO0OO0OO0O
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0 ~N o1
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[eNoNeoloNoo) oo
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[
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NDdWEFRO
NOINWW
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cocoo
or oo
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.72 351/1509 4.60
4.60 424/1509 4.53
4.12 86971287 4.44
4.82 136/1459 4.44
4.35 486/1406 4.04
4.33 53171384 4.19
4.60 34171489 4.60
4.96 233/1506 4.90
4.05 826/1463 4.19
4.88 247/1438 4.76
4.80 794/1421 4.70
4.48 641/1411 4.45
4.48 65871405 4.54
4.40 354/1236 3.99
4.10 71271260 4.12
3.85 101471255 3.91
4.00 93271258 4.03
3.75 ****/ 873 3.54

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

25
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.72
4.26 4.25 4.60
4.30 4.24 4.12
4.22 4.11 4.82
4.09 4.02 4.35
4.11 3.98 4.33
4.17 4.20 4.60
4.67 4.66 4.96
4.09 4.02 4.05
4.46 4.44 4.88
4.73 4.66 4.80
4.31 4.27 4.48
4.32 4.27 4.48
4.00 3.87 4.40
4.14 3.95 4.10
4.33 4.15 3.85
4.38 4.18 4.00
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.16 4.06 F***
4.22 4.14 FFF*
4.36 4.29 Fr**
4.18 4.15 Fx**

Majors
Major 2

Non-major 23

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 155 1

Title Elementary Calculus
Instructor: Rostamian,Roube
Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

AWNPF abhwbNPF

N

abhwWNPE

A WPE

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

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful

OO0OORrRFRPFPLPOOO

WNNWN

[N e>NeNep)

19
19
19

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 3 1 6 6
o 2 3 4 8
0O 1 5 4 5
6 2 3 2 6
2 3 4 1 4
7 1 2 2 3
o 2 2 1 6
1 0 1 0 11
1 0 2 4 5
o 1 2 3 5
o 1 o0 o0 4
o 2 1 5 4
o 1 3 5 3
12 2 5 0 O
o 9 1 0 4
o 5 7 3 0
o 7 3 2 1
13 1 0 2 O
3 0 1 0 oO
o 3 0 0 1
1 1 0 0 O
o 1 o0 0 1
o 1 o0 0 1
1 1 0 0 O
1 1 0 0 O
1 1 0 o0 1
o 1 0o 1 1
o 1 o0 2 o
2 1 0 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.50 139971509 4.12
3.50 1372/1509 4.37
3.55 115471287 4.29
3.20 1396/1459 4.02
3.42 1225/1406 3.82
3.79 103071384 4.24
4.00 98671489 4.37
4_.33 1205/1506 4.78
3.73 1117/1463 4.35
3.95 1235/1438 4.53
4.58 1107/1421 4.81
3.75 1204/1411 4.43
3.70 1206/1405 4.41
1.71 122971236 3.03
2.31 1249/1260 3.54
2.06 125371255 3.47
2.38 1249/1258 3.66
2.33 ****/ 873 3.83
1.75 ****/ 198 4.67

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

22
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.50
4.26 4.25 3.50
4.30 4.24 3.55
4.22 4.11 3.20
4.09 4.02 3.42
4.11 3.98 3.79
4.17 4.20 4.00
4.67 4.66 4.33
4.09 4.02 3.73
4.46 4.44 3.95
4.73 4.66 4.58
4.31 4.27 3.75
4.32 4.27 3.70
4.00 3.87 1.71
4.14 3.95 2.31
4.33 4.15 2.06
4.38 4.18 2.38
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.16 4.06 F***
4.22 4.14 FFF*
4.49 4.31 Fx**
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 Fr**
4.18 4.26 FF**
4.32 4.12 Fx**
4.26 4.28 FFF*
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Frx*

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 22

responses to be significant






Course-Section: MATH 155 2

Title Elementary Calculus

Instructor:

Kelly,Brian

Enrollment: 55

Questionnaires: 36

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

AN

abhwN P

abhwNPE

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 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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2009

Frequencies
1 2 3
0o 4 3
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0o 2 3
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0O 0 4
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0O 0 ©O
0O 0 1
o 1 1
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0O 0 4
6 1 O
2 1 5
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1 0 1
1 1 2
0O 0 1
2 0 O
o 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
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0O 0 ©O
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

94271509
33371509
51971287
75971459
873/1406
479/1384
434/1489

171506
301/1463

559/1438
665/1421
351/1411
473/1405
1093/1236

735/1260
62971255
54971258
570/ 873
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.19
4.26 4.25 4.69
4.30 4.24 4.50
4.22 4.11 4.27
4.09 4.02 3.96
4.11 3.98 4.38
4.17 4.20 4.53
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 4.54
4.46 4.44 4.69
4.73 4.66 4.86
4.31 4.27 4.71
4.32 4.27 4.66
4.00 3.87 3.19
4.14 3.95 4.04
4.33 4.15 4.44
4.38 4.18 4.60
4.03 3.89 3.83
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 F***
4.39 3.75 F***
4.41 4.29 Fxx*
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 F***
4.31 4.52 FF**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 155 2
Elementary Calculus
Kelly,Brian

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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A 14
B 10
C 8
D 3
F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors 31

General 3
Electives 0
Other 1

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 0
Under-grad 35 Non-major 36

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



Course-Section: MATH 155 3

Title Elementary Calculus

Instructor:

Kapoor ,Jagmohan

Enrollment: 46

Questionnaires: 23

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

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
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank
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367/1459
768/1406
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171506
144/1463

110/1438

171421
222/1411
217/1405
53671236
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996/1255
93271258
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.65
4.26 4.25 4.91
4.30 4.24 4.82
4.22 4.11 4.59
4.09 4.02 4.07
4.11 3.98 4.57
4.17 4.20 4.57
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 4.76
4.46 4.44 4.96
4.73 4.66 5.00
4.31 4.27 4.83
4.32 4.27 4.87
4.00 3.87 4.20
4.14 3.95 4.26
4.33 4.15 3.89
4.38 4.18 4.00
4.03 3.89 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 4.67
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 155 3
Elementary Calculus
Kapoor ,Jagmohan

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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N = T TOO
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Required for Majors 20

General 0
Electives 0
Other 0

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 215 1

Title Finite Math For Info S
Instructor: Kapoor ,Jagmohan
Enrol Iment: 73

Questionnaires: 32

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

wWN AWNPF

abhwNPE

ArWNPF

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
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

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

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
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 2 1 5 11
o 1 3 1 4
o o 1 4 1
11 o 1 3 3
15 2 0 1 4
15 0 0 1 4
o 1 o 5 4
0O 0O O o0 8
0O 2 0 6 8
o 0O o 4 4
o 1 1 2 6
o 0 2 2 6
o 2 2 1 4
20 0 1 o0 1
o 5 1 1 1
o 3 3 1 2
0O 4 3 4 1
11 o0 1 1 o
0O 0 1 0 oO
2 0 0 o0 O
2 0 0 0 O
1 0 0O 0 o
1 0 0O 0 o
1 0 0O 0 O
1 0 0O 0 O
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O 1 o
o 0 1 0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.00 111471509 4.00
4.41 69971509 4.41
4.61 414/1287 4.61
4.40 61971459 4.40
4.18 674/1406 4.18
4.65 243/1384 4.65
4.44 555/1489 4.44
4.75 845/1506 4.75
3.88 99871463 3.88
4.59 700/1438 4.59
4.41 121171421 4.41
4.43 71371411 4.43
4.31 848/1405 4.31
4.50 274/1236 4.50
3.38 109671260 3.38
3.44 1145/1255 3.44
2.88 123971258 2.88

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

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

32

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.31 4.34
4.26 4.32
4.30 4.35
4.22 4.30
4.09 4.09
4.11 4.09
4.17 4.19
4.67 4.61
4.09 4.08
4.46 4.48
4.73 4.76
4.31 4.37
4.32 4.39
4.00 4.11
4.14 4.19
4.33 4.37
4.38 4.44
4.03 4.04
4.22 4.51
4.48 4.62
4.49 5.00
4 . 54 E = =
4 . 50 E = =
4.38 4.00
4.06 2.88
4.26 4.33
4 . 14 = =
4.31 4.00
4 . 05 E = =
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 221 1

Title Intro To Linear Algebr
Instructor: Lo,James T
Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 29

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

NOOOOORrOoOOo

RPOOOO

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 1 10 9
0O O o 8 8
0O 0O O 6 7
15 o0 o0 2 8
8 0 2 3 9
18 0 0 4 3
0O 0O o 4 8
1 0 o0 o0 1
2 0 1 5 11
o o0 1 5 7
o O o 1 3
0O 0O 2 5 14
3 2 2 4 8
20 1 o0 2 2
o 1 1 2 1
o 1 1 1 2
o o0 o 1 3
6 0 0O o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

ONEFEN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.76 130471509 4.08 4.13 4.31 4.34 3.76
4.17 942/1509 4.15 4.18 4.26 4.32 4.17
4.32 71871287 4.35 4.28 4.30 4.35 4.32
4.14 877/1459 4.28 4.15 4.22 4.30 4.14
4.00 813/1406 4.29 3.84 4.09 4.09 4.00
4.00 807/1384 4.15 4.00 4.11 4.09 4.00
4.45 54171489 4.51 4.28 4.17 4.19 4.45
4.96 233/1506 4.92 4.85 4.67 4.61 4.96
3.80 1060/1463 3.75 3.92 4.09 4.08 3.80
4.31 1021/1438 4.39 4.40 4.46 4.48 4.31
4.83 742/1421 4.70 4.66 4.73 4.76 4.83
3.97 1088/1411 3.83 4.09 4.31 4.37 3.97
3.85 115971405 3.91 4.18 4.32 4.39 3.85
3.75 85371236 3.51 3.74 4.00 4.11 3.75
3.29 ****/1260 3.45 3.65 4.14 4.19 F***
3.17 ****/1255 3.96 3.78 4.33 4.37 Fr**
4.17 ****/1258 4.30 3.84 4.38 4.44 F*r**
4.00 ****/ 873 **** 3. 52 4.03 4.04 *F**+*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 29 Non-major 25

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



Course-Section: MATH 221 2

Title Intro To Linear Algebr

Instructor:

Potra,Florian A

Enrollment: 53

Questionnaires: 27

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2009

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

. Did research projects contribute to what you learned

NOOOOOOOO

NOOOO

26

26

[cNeoNeoNoRENNoNoNoNe)

WwWoooo

[ NeNoNe]

0

[cNeoNol NeloNoNeoNa]

NNFP OO

[cNeoNeN

0

uencies

2 3 4
2 2 7
0 4 7
0 3 6
0 3 5
1 2 3
0 4 4
0 2 5
1 0 1
1 6 11
0 4 10
0 1 1
1 4 7
1 0 5
2 1 0
0 2 2
1 1 1
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NO AN
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WhhADMD
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*kk*k

*hk*k

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
[cNoNeoNeNaRN N

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.37 756/1509 4.08
4.44 636/1509 4.15
4.56 472/1287 4.35
4.48 50371459 4.28
4.50 33271406 4.29
4.24 63971384 4.15
4.67 276/1489 4.51
4.85 682/1506 4.92
3.96 90571463 3.75
4.33 100171438 4.39
4.89 588/1421 4.70
4.19 94371411 3.83
4.41 758/1405 3.91
3.67 90471236 3.51
3.57 102171260 3.45
4.14 851/1255 3.96
4.86 29971258 4.30

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

27

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.31 4.34
4.26 4.32
4.30 4.35
4.22 4.30
4.09 4.09
4.11 4.09
4.17 4.19
4.67 4.61
4.09 4.08
4.46 4.48
4.73 4.76
4.31 4.37
4.32 4.39
4.00 4.11
4.14 4.19
4.33 4.37
4.38 4.44
4.03 4.04
4.22 4.51
4 . 50 *hk*k
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 221 3

Title Intro To Linear Algebr
Instructor: Guler,Osman
Enrollment: 42

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

u
M

Page
MAR 22,

984
2010

Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

WOOOOOOOoOO

OoOFRrNON

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.87 1243/1509 4.08
3.60 1331/1509 4.15
4.00 92471287 4.35
4.00 97971459 4.28
4.25 587/1406 4.29
3.57 115971384 4.15
4.20 82371489 4.51
4.93 408/1506 4.92
3.08 138371463 3.75
4.15 114171438 4.39
4.53 1138/1421 4.70
2.92 1375/1411 3.83
3.29 131571405 3.91
3.20 1088/1236 3.51
4.00 ****/1260 3.45
3.00 ****/1255 3.96
3.00 ****/1258 4.30

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 15

#i## - Means there are not enough

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.34
26 4.32
30 4.35
22 4.30
09 4.09
11 4.09
17 4.19
67 4.61
09 4.08
46 4.48
73 4.76
31 4.37
32 4.39
00 4.11
14 4.19
33 4.37
38 4.44
03 4.04
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 221 4

Title Intro To Linear Algebr

Instructor:

Shen,Jinglai

Enrollment: 59

Questionnaires: 26

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

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

ORRPNRRPRNE

OhbADAD

Fall

RPOOOO PNNNN NNWOW [oNeoNeoNe] RPOOOO PRPOMPMOOOO

NNPFP PO

2009

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

81171509
73171509
500/1287
45471459
423/1406
107/1384
22471489
52471506
738/1463

413/1438
113071421
911/1411
100571405
1021/1236

1102/1260
1047/1255
1070/1258

wxxnf 184
wxkn/ 184

Fkkxk f 92
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.32
4.26 4.32 4.38
4.30 4.35 4.52
4.22 4.30 4.50
4.09 4.09 4.43
4.11 4.09 4.80
4.17 4.19 4.72
4.67 4.61 4.92
4.09 4.08 4.15
4.46 4.48 4.77
4.73 4.76 4.55
4.31 4.37 4.23
4.32 4.39 4.09
4.00 4.11 3.43
4.14 4.19 3.33
4.33 4.37 3.78
4.38 4.44 3.75
4.03 4.04 ****
4.16 4.54 F***
4.22 4.51 Fx**
4.48 4.62 F***
4.36 4.65 F***
4.18 4.56 F***
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 k= = 3 k= =
4 . 50 E = = E = =
4.38 4.00 F***
4.06 2.88 ****
4.39 4.79 Fx*x*
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 F***
4.32 4.67 FF**
4.26 4.33 Fx*E*
4 . 14 E = = E = =
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 ko = = ko = =
4 . 27 ko = = ke = =



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 221 4
Intro To Linear Algebr
Shen,Jinglai

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 985
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

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

N = T T1O O
POOOORr WO

Required for Majors 17

General 1
Electives 0
Other 0

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 26 Non-major 20

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



Course-Section: MATH 225 1

Title Intro Differentl Equat
Instructor: Draganescu,Andr
Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 33

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

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

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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

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

AWNPF

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

~NOORFRPRORLRNOO

TRNR R

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o o 1 7
0O 0O o0 2 11
0O O O 0 &6
14 0 O 1 6
9 0 1 1 6
6 0 0 1 1
0O 0O O 1 &6
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O 0 1 12
o 0O o o 4
0O 0O o 1 4
0O 0O o0 1 12
1 0 0 4 4
8 0 0 2 2
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 3
2 0 0 o0 O

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

NEFEFPDN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.73 339/1509 4.56 4.13 4.31 4.34 4.73
4.55 495/1509 4.36 4.18 4.26 4.32 4.55
4.81 20871287 4.64 4.28 4.30 4.35 4.81
4.56 400/1459 4.38 4.15 4.22 4.30 4.56
4.54 306/1406 4.04 3.84 4.09 4.09 4.54
4.81 103/1384 4.51 4.00 4.11 4.09 4.81
4.76 19271489 4.34 4.28 4.17 4.19 4.76
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.61 5.00
4.46 381/1463 3.94 3.92 4.09 4.08 4.46
4.88 262/1438 4.57 4.40 4.46 4.48 4.88
4.81 768/1421 4.50 4.66 4.73 4.76 4.81
4.55 568/1411 4.05 4.09 4.31 4.37 4.55
4.61 526/1405 4.20 4.18 4.32 4.39 4.61
4.40 35471236 4.20 3.74 4.00 4.11 4.40
4.67 ****/1260 **** 3.65 4.14 4.19 F***
4.25 ****/1255 *xxx 3 78 4.33 4.37 FrE*
4.25 ****/1258 *x*x 3,84 4.38 4.44 FrF*
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 3. 52 4.03 4.04 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 33 Non-major 32

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



Course-Section: MATH 225 3

Title Intro Differentl Equat
Instructor: Gobbert,Matthia
Enrollment: 48

Questionnaires: 28

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOo~NOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

W N

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
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

GOFrPOO0OOO0OO0O0

RPRRRPR

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o0 2 1 9
0O O O 6 11
o 1 2 0 5
13 0 0 4 4
5 1 2 2 5
9 1 0 3 5
o 2 2 3 9
0O 0O O o0 o
1 1 2 8 9
0O 0O O 6 8
o 1 2 2 8
o 1 3 11 4
o 2 2 5 9
5 1 0 5 8
o 2 0 1 2
o 3 0 0 1
o 2 0 1 o
2 0 0 1 3
0O 0 oO

o
o
o
oo
oo

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

ONNPEF
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.39 734/1509 4.56
4.18 942/1509 4.36
4.46 566/1287 4.64
4.20 83471459 4.38
3.54 1166/1406 4.04
4.21 65971384 4.51
3.93 108271489 4.34
5.00 171506 5.00
3.41 1295/1463 3.94
4.26 1071/1438 4.57
4.19 1314/1421 4.50
3.56 1266/1411 4.05
3.78 118571405 4.20
4.00 66471236 4.20

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

28
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.39
4.26 4.32 4.18
4.30 4.35 4.46
4.22 4.30 4.20
4.09 4.09 3.54
4.11 4.09 4.21
4.17 4.19 3.93
4.67 4.61 5.00
4.09 4.08 3.41
4.46 4.48 4.26
4.73 4.76 4.19
4.31 4.37 3.56
4.32 4.39 3.78
4.00 4.11 4.00
4.14 4.19 Fx**
4.33 4.37 Fr**
4.38 4.44 FF**
4.03 4.04 F***
4.22 4.51 Fr**
4.48 4.62 FF*F*

Majors
Major 3

Non-major 25

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 251 1

Title Multivariable Calculus

Instructor:

Kang, Weining

Enrollment: 64

Questionnaires: 58

O©CoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

A WNPF

Questions

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

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

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

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

Seminar

1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

N

AWNPE

abhwNPE

. Was the instructor available for individual attention

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

OFRPrRFRPFRPPFPOOOO

RPOOOO

Fall

[cNeoNoNe) oo NNOW [oNeoNeoNe]

NNOOO

2009

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

University of Maryland
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

78971509
54371509
472/1287
58671459
849/1406
693/1384
56971489
117/1506
556/1463

55971438
106071421
68971411
788/1405
80971236

FHA*/1260
FHA*[1255
FHRA*)1258
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.34
4.26 4.32 4.50
4.30 4.35 4.55
4.22 4.30 4.42
4.09 4.09 3.98
4.11 4.09 4.17
4.17 4.19 4.42
4.67 4.61 4.98
4.09 4.08 4.33
4.46 4.48 4.69
4.73 4.76 4.62
4.31 4.37 4.45
4.32 4.39 4.38
4.00 4.11 3.84
4.14 4.19 F***
4.33 4.37 F*F*
4.38 4.44 Fx**
4.03 4.04 F***
4.16 4.54 F***
4.22 4.51 FF**
4.48 4.62 F***
4.36 4.65 F***
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 *hAhxk *hAhk
4.39 4.79 Fx**
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 F***
4.26 4.33 Fr*F*
4 . 14 ke = = . = = 3
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 E = = E = = 3
4 . 27 . = = = =



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 251 1
Multivariable Calculus
Kang, Weining

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 988
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Job IRBR3029

00-27 1
28-55 12
56-83 8
84-150 4
Grad. 1

Required for Majors 49

General 0
Electives 0
Other 2

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 3
Under-grad 57 Non-major 55

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



Course-Section: MATH 251 2

Title Multivariable Calculus

Instructor:

Zweck,John W

Enrollment: 48

Questionnaires: 38

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

abrwnNPF AWN AWNPF

abhwWwNPE

abwbNPF

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities
. Did the lab instructor provide assistance

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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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.76
4.26 4.32 4.66
4.30 4.35 4.53
4.22 4.30 4.40
4.09 4.09 3.96
4.11 4.09 4.17
4.17 4.19 4.13
4.67 4.61 4.97
4.09 4.08 4.45
4.46 4.48 4.82
4.73 4.76 4.95
4.31 4.37 4.55
4.32 4.39 4.84
4.00 4.11 3.75
4.14 4.19 4.26
4.33 4.37 3.91
4.38 4.44 4.26
4.03 4.04 ****
4.22 4.51 F**F*
4.48 4.62 F***
4.36 4.65 F***
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 E = = E = =
4 . 50 *hkAxk *hkAhk
4.38 4.00 ****
4.06 2.88 ****
4.39 4.79 Fx**
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 ****
4.32 4.67 F**F*
4.26 4.33 FF*F*
4 . 14 ke = = k. = =
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 E = = E = =
4 . 27 E = = 3 E = =



Course-Section: MATH 251 2 University of Maryland Page 989

Title Multivariable Calculus Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Zweck,John W Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 48

Questionnaires: 38 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1 A 5 Required for Majors 30 Graduate 0 Major 10
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 21
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 3 C 9 General 0 Under-grad 38 Non-major 28
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 1 #iH# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: MATH 251 3

Title Multivariable Calculus

Instructor:

Song,Yoon J

Enrollment: 59

Questionnaires: 50

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

S

RPRRRR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.20 942/1509 4.35
4.30 807/1509 4.31
4.10 88271287 4.26
4.35 676/1459 4.29
4.40 446/1406 4.06
4.45 40371384 4.21
4.35 652/1489 4.19
4.85 682/1506 4.72
4.16 738/1463 4.19
4.76 430/1438 4.63
4.48 1173/1421 4.72
4.32 820/1411 4.31
4.40 768/1405 4.39
3.87 794/1236 3.78
5.00 ****/1260 4.26
5.00 ****/1255 3.96
5.00 ****/1258 4.13

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

50
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.31 4.34
4.26 4.32
4.30 4.35
4.22 4.30
4.09 4.09
4.11 4.09
4.17 4.19
4.67 4.61
4.09 4.08
4.46 4.48
4.73 4.76
4.31 4.37
4.32 4.39
4.00 4.11
4.14 4.19
4.33 4.37
4.38 4.44
4.26 4.33
414 FFRE*x
4.31 4.00
4 . 05 Hkkk
4 . 27 E = =
Majors
Major
Non-major
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responses to be significant
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 2 4 5 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 1 4 20
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 5 6 14
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 24 O 1 4 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 24 0 0 5 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 12 0 1 4 10
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0O O 1 7 14
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 2 0O O o 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 1 0 8 18
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O O o 1 1 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O O O 0O 5 16
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O O O 2 6 16
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o 2 2 1 5 8
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 32 3 0 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 49 0 0 0 0 o©
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 49 O O O o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 49 O O O o0 o
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 49 O O O o0 o
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 49 O O O o0 o
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 49 0 O O O0 o©
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 49 0 O 0 o0 oO
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 49 O O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1 A 13 Required for Majors
28-55 13 1.00-1.99 0 B 15
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 6 C 11 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 18 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 5



Course-Section: MATH 251 4

Title Multivariable Calculus
Instructor: Chin,Sang H.
Enrollment: 58

Questionnaires: 38

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF b wWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.11
4.26 4.32 3.76
4.30 4.35 3.86
4.22 4.30 4.00
4.09 4.09 3.92
4.11 4.09 4.04
4.17 4.19 3.84
4.67 4.61 4.08
4.09 4.08 3.84
4.46 4.48 4.24
4.73 4.76 4.82
4.31 4.37 3.92
4.32 4.39 3.95
4.00 4.11 3.65
4.14 4.19 Fx**
4.33 4.37 4.00
4.38 4.44 4.00
4.03 4.04 ****
4.16 4.54 F***
4.22 4.51 F***
4.48 4.62 F***
4.36 4.65 F***
4.18 4.56 F***
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 = = = =
4 . 50 E = = E = =
4.38 4.00 F***
4.06 2.88 ****
4.39 4.79 Fx*x*
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 F***
4.32 4.67 FF**
4.26 4.33 Fx*E*
4 . 14 E = = E = =
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 ko = = ko = =
4 . 27 e = = ko = =



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MATH 251 4
Multivariable Calculus
Chin,Sang H.

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 991
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

00-27 2
28-55 14
56-83 6
84-150 2
Grad. 0

Required for Majors 32

General 0
Electives 0
Other 0

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 38 Non-major 31

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



Course-Section: MATH 251H 1

Title Multivariable Calculus
Instructor: Hoffman,Kathlee
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

992
2010
3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

A WNPF

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

Discussion

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.70 374/1509 4.70 4.13 4.31 4.34
4.10 101371509 4.10 4.18 4.26 4.32
4.20 826/1287 4.20 4.28 4.30 4.35
3.67 1238/1459 3.67 4.15 4.22 4.30
4.40 446/1406 4.40 3.84 4.09 4.09
3.71 1076/1384 3.71 4.00 4.11 4.09
4.10 917/1489 4.10 4.28 4.17 4.19
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.61
3.75 110171463 3.75 3.92 4.09 4.08
4.67 588/1438 4.67 4.40 4.46 4.48
4.78 846/1421 4.78 4.66 4.73 4.76
3.67 1235/1411 3.67 4.09 4.31 4.37
3.89 1141/1405 3.89 4.18 4.32 4.39
5.00 ****/1260 **** 3.65 4.14 4.19
5.00 ****/1255 **** 378 4.33 4.37
5.00 ****/1258 **** 3.84 4.38 4.44
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MATH 301 1

Title Intro Math Analysis |
Instructor: Gowda ,Muddappa
Enrol Iment: 31

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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

[ eNoNololoNoNoNa]
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 1
0O 0O O o0 4
o O O o0 3
10 0 O o0 1
4 0 1 6 6
10 0 O O &6
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0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 2
o 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 1
6 0 1 1 1
o 1 o0 o0 1
o 1 o0 1 o
o 0 o0 1 o
4 0 O 0 oO
0O O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.96 64/1509 4.62
4.84 167/1509 4.28
4.88 143/1287 4.59
4.93 67/1459 4.82
4.00 81371406 3.98
4.60 278/1384 4.27
4.72 22471489 4.40
5.00 1/1506 4.85
4.90 81/1463 4.15
5.00 171438 4.52
5.00 171421 4.96
5.00 171411 4.31
4.96 69/1405 4.60
4.33 421/1236 4.33
3.75 ****/1260 4.13
3.80 ****/1255 4.35
4.60 ****/1258 4.00
5.00 ****/ 873 3.47

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

24
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.96
4.26 4.25 4.84
4.30 4.33 4.88
4.22 4.26 4.93
4.09 4.12 4.00
4.11 4.15 4.60
4.17 4.14 4.72
4.67 4.67 5.00
4.09 4.08 4.90
4.46 4.43 5.00
4.73 4.73 5.00
4.31 4.29 5.00
4.32 4.32 4.96
4.00 4.07 4.33
4.14 4.22 FF**
4.33 4.37 Fr**
4.38 4.42 Fxx*
4.03 4.08 ****
4.16 4.07 Fx**
4.22 417 FFF*
4.48 4.52 FFF*
4.36 4.30 Fx**
4.18 4.11 Fx**

Majors
Major 17

Non-major 8

responses to be significant



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

MATH 301 2

Intro Math Analysis |
Seidman,Thomas

18

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

994
2010
3029

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

NOOOOOOOO
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O~ O

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

Frequency Distribution

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

P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 4.62 4.13 4.31 4.32
3.44 1391/1509 4.28 4.18 4.26 4.25
4.33 70871287 4.59 4.28 4.30 4.33
4.71 227/1459 4.82 4.15 4.22 4.26
3.43 1225/1406 3.98 3.84 4.09 4.12
3.20 1296/1384 4.27 4.00 4.11 4.15
3.67 1236/1489 4.40 4.28 4.17 4.14
5.00 171506 4.85 4.85 4.67 4.67
3.00 1392/1463 4.15 3.92 4.09 4.08
3.56 1364/1438 4.52 4.40 4.46 4.43
4.89 588/1421 4.96 4.66 4.73 4.73
3.11 1352/1411 4.31 4.09 4.31 4.29
4.11 994/1405 4.60 4.18 4.32 4.32
2.00 ****/1236 4.33 3.74 4.00 4.07
4.50 415/1260 4.13 3.65 4.14 4.22
4.20 822/1255 4.35 3.78 4.33 4.37
4.50 620/1258 4.00 3.84 4.38 4.42
2.60 850/ 873 3.47 3.52 4.03 4.08
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 9 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MATH 301 3 University of Maryland Page 995

Title Intro Math Analysis | Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Shen,Jinglai Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 19
Questionnaires: 11 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 10 4.91 159/1509 4.62 4.13 4.31 4.32 4.91
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 3 7 4.55 495/1509 4.28 4.18 4.26 4.25 4.55
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o 2 1 8 4.55 481/1287 4.59 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.55
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 6 0 0 O 1 4 4.80 146/1459 4.82 4.15 4.22 4.26 4.80
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 1 0 0 1 3 6 4.50 33271406 3.98 3.84 4.09 4.12 4.50
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 6 0 O O O 5 5.00 171384 4.27 4.00 4.11 4.15 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O O O 2 8 4.80 15171489 4.40 4.28 4.17 4.14 4.80
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 5 6 4.55 1038/1506 4.85 4.85 4.67 4.67 4.55
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0O O O 4 5 4.56 286/1463 4.15 3.92 4.09 4.08 4.56
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O O O O O o0 11 5.00 171438 4.52 4.40 4.46 4.43 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O O O O O 0 11 5.00 171421 4.96 4.66 4.73 4.73 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O O O O 0 2 9 4.82 232/1411 4.31 4.09 4.31 4.29 4.82
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O O O O O 3 8 4.73 381/1405 4.60 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.73
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 9 O O O o 2 5.00 ****/1236 4.33 3.74 4.00 4.07 ****
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 7 0 0 1 1 0 2 3.75 936/1260 4.13 3.65 4.14 4.22 3.75
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 0 O O 1 0 3 4.50 575/1255 4.35 3.78 4.33 4.37 4.50
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 0 1 0 1 0 2 3.50 114371258 4.00 3.84 4.38 4.42 3.50
4. Were special techniques successful 7 1 0 0O 1 0 2 4.33 292/ 873 3.47 3.52 4.03 4.08 4.33
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 9 Graduate 1 Major 11
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 3 General 0 Under-grad 10 Non-major 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0 #i## - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 302 1 University of Maryland Page 996

Title Intro Math Analysis 11 Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Potra,Florian A Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 23
Questionnaires: 18 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 1 0 5 2 10 4.11 1032/1509 4.11 4.13 4.31 4.32 4.11
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 1 3 4 9 4.06 104971509 4.06 4.18 4.26 4.25 4.06
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 0 3 2 12 4.33 708/1287 4.33 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.33
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 3 2 0 2 3 8 4.00 97971459 4.00 4.15 4.22 4.26 4.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0o 1 1 1 1 4 10 4.24 61171406 4.24 3.84 4.09 4.12 4.24
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 4 1 1 3 3 6 3.86 97871384 3.86 4.00 4.11 4.15 3.86
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 1 2 2 3 1 9 3.76 119371489 3.76 4.28 4.17 4.14 3.76
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 2 16 4.89 622/1506 4.89 4.85 4.67 4.67 4.89
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 1 4 6 3 3.79 1076/1463 3.79 3.92 4.09 4.08 3.79
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O 0O o 1 5 5 7 4.00 120371438 4.00 4.40 4.46 4.43 4.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O O O O O 2 16 4.89 588/1421 4.89 4.66 4.73 4.73 4.89
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 2 1 3 5 6 3.71 1222/1411 3.71 4.09 4.31 4.29 3.71
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O O 3 0 5 3 7 3.61 123771405 3.61 4.18 4.32 4.32 3.61
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 13 0O O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/1236 **** 3.74 4.00 4.07 ****
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 9 O 1 o0 2 1 5 4.00 746/1260 4.00 3.65 4.14 4.22 4.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 9 0 1 0 1 2 5 4.11 868/1255 4.11 3.78 4.33 4.37 4.11
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 9 0 1 0 2 0 6 4.11 895/1258 4.11 3.84 4.38 4.42 4.11
4. Were special techniques successful 10 5 0 O O 0 3 5.00 ****/ 873 **** 3.52 4.03 4.08 ****
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 9 Required for Majors 14 Graduate 2 Major 11
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 16 Non-major 7
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 0 D 1
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 0 #i## - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 2
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 381 1

Title Lin. Meth/Oper Researc
Instructor: Guler,Osman
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 997
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

Discussion

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

[eNeNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

6
6
6

Frequencies

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

o 1 o0 1 1
o 1 1 1 ©

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TIOO
NOOOONDIMN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

ORNWWNWEDN

[eNeNeNo Ne)

PR O

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.50 1399/1509 3.50 4.13 4.31 4.32 3.50
3.30 1426/1509 3.30 4.18 4.26 4.25 3.30
3.70 110871287 3.70 4.28 4.30 4.33 3.70
3.89 110371459 3.89 4.15 4.22 4.26 3.89
3.89 94971406 3.89 3.84 4.09 4.12 3.89
3.67 1107/1384 3.67 4.00 4.11 4.15 3.67
4.10 91771489 4.10 4.28 4.17 4.14 4.10
4.40 1166/1506 4.40 4.85 4.67 4.67 4.40
2.50 1442/1463 2.50 3.92 4.09 4.08 2.50
3.50 1371/1438 3.50 4.40 4.46 4.43 3.50
4.50 1162/1421 4.50 4.66 4.73 4.73 4.50
2.70 139271411 2.70 4.09 4.31 4.29 2.70
2.70 137971405 2.70 4.18 4.32 4.32 2.70
3.00 113171236 3.00 3.74 4.00 4.07 3.00
3.00 116271260 3.00 3.65 4.14 4.22 3.00
3.25 1180/1255 3.25 3.78 4.33 4.37 3.25
2.75 124471258 2.75 3.84 4.38 4.42 2.75

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 404 1

Title Intro Part Diff Eq 1

Instructor:

Bell,Jonathan

Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 33

O©CoOo~NOOUAWNE
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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
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. 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

AOPRPOOOCOOOO

WNWNN

Fall

NOOWRA~NOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe) |l ROON s NeoNeoNe] ggoooo

[eleNeoNoNe)

2009

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Page 998

MAR 22, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.39 4.27
4.26 4.26 4.21
4.30 4.38 4.30
4.22 4.32 4.12
4.09 4.11 3.10
4.11 4.23 4.13
4.17 4.18 4.34
4.67 4.67 4.97
4.09 4.18 4.11
4.46 4.50 4.74
4.73 4.76 4.77
4.31 4.35 4.23
4.32 4.34 4.10
4.00 4.03 3.52
4.14 4.25 2.64
4.33 4.46 3.29
4.38 4.51 3.71
4.03 4.26 ****
4.16 4.62 F***
4.22 4.37 FFF*
4.48 4.66 F***
4.18 4.29 Fx**
4.50 4.69 F***
4.38 4.64 F***
4.06 4.32 F***
4.39 4.75 F***
4.41 4.54 Fx**
4.51 4.51 F***
4.18 4.19 F***
4.32 4.07 Fx**
4.26 4.67 F**F*
4.14 4.50 F**F*
4.31 4.67 F**F*
4.05 4.67 F***
4.27 4.33 FFF*



Course-Section: MATH 404 1 University of Maryland Page 998

Title Intro Part Diff Eq 1 Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Bell,Jonathan Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 33 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1 A 12 Required for Majors 27 Graduate 10 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 15
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 1 Under-grad 23 Non-major 31
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 1 D 1
Grad. 10 3.50-4.00 14 F 0 Electives 1 #iH# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: MATH 407 1 University of Maryland Page 999

Title Modern Algebra & No.Th Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Toll,Charles Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 20
Questionnaires: 13 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o 1 1 4 7 4.31 833/1509 4.31 4.13 4.31 4.39 4.31
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 2 3 8 4.46 605/1509 4.46 4.18 4.26 4.26 4.46
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o 3 2 8 4.38 658/1287 4.38 4.28 4.30 4.38 4.38
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 5 0 O 1 2 5 4.50 454/1459 4.50 4.15 4.22 4.32 4.50
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 3 0 1 1 4 4 4.10 73971406 4.10 3.84 4.09 4.11 4.10
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 4 0 0 1 1 7 4.67 225/1384 4.67 4.00 4.11 4.23 4.67
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O O 2 3 8 4.46 513/1489 4.46 4.28 4.17 4.18 4.46
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 2 10 4.83 722/1506 4.83 4.85 4.67 4.67 4.83
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 0 0 2 2 4 4.25 628/1463 4.25 3.92 4.09 4.18 4.25
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O O O O o0 12 5.00 171438 5.00 4.40 4.46 4.50 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0O 0 1 11 4.92 483/1421 4.92 4.66 4.73 4.76 4.92
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 1 1 1 9 4.50 617/1411 4.50 4.09 4.31 4.35 4.50
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 1 4 7 4.50 63471405 4.50 4.18 4.32 4.34 4.50
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 7 0 1 0O O 2 4.00 ****/1236 **** 3.74 4.00 4.03 ****
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 7 0 O O 4 1 1 3.50 104571260 3.50 3.65 4.14 4.25 3.50
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 0 O O 2 2 2 4.00 904/1255 4.00 3.78 4.33 4.46 4.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 0 O O 1 2 3 4.33 770/1258 4.33 3.84 4.38 4.51 4.33
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 5 Graduate 0 Major 11
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 4 General 0 Under-grad 13 Non-major 2
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 5 ###+#t - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 1
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 410 1

Title Intro Complex Analysis
Instructor: Lynn, Yen-mow
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1000
2010
3029

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.88 1236/1509 3.88 4.13 4.31 4.39
3.63 1322/1509 3.63 4.18 4.26 4.26
4.25 77971287 4.25 4.28 4.30 4.38
4.40 619/1459 4.40 4.15 4.22 4.32
4.20 656/1406 4.20 3.84 4.09 4.11
4.20 677/1384 4.20 4.00 4.11 4.23
4.75 19271489 4.75 4.28 4.17 4.18
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.67
2.00 145471463 2.00 3.92 4.09 4.18
3.25 139371438 3.25 4.40 4.46 4.50
3.38 1402/1421 3.38 4.66 4.73 4.76
3.43 1302/1411 3.43 4.09 4.31 4.35
2.88 1371/1405 2.88 4.18 4.32 4.34
1.00 ****/1236 **** 3.74 4.00 4.03
2.50 124171260 2.50 3.65 4.14 4.25
3.00 120271255 3.00 3.78 4.33 4.46
3.00 122271258 3.00 3.84 4.38 4.51
3.00 ****/ 873 **** 3 52 4.03 4.26
Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major

Under-grad 7 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MATH 421 1 University of Maryland Page 1001

Title Introduction To Topolo Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Armstrong, Thoma Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 7
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 2 0 4.00 1114/1509 4.00 4.13 4.31 4.39 4.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 2 0 4.00 1086/1509 4.00 4.18 4.26 4.26 4.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 2 0 4.00 97971459 4.00 4.15 4.22 4.32 4.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0O O o 1 0 4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.00 4.11 4.23 4.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O o0 o0 1 1 0 3.50 130371489 3.50 4.28 4.17 4.18 3.50
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O 0 O 1 1 0 3.50 124171463 3.50 3.92 4.09 4.18 3.50
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O 0O o0 0 1 1 0 3.50 1371/1438 3.50 4.40 4.46 4.50 3.50
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o O O o0 o 2 0 4.00 134571421 4.00 4.66 4.73 4.76 4.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o O O o 1 1 0 3.50 1277/1411 3.50 4.09 4.31 4.35 3.50
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O o0 o0 1 1 0 3.50 126571405 3.50 4.18 4.32 4.34 3.50
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 2 Non-major 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 2 ####H# - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 430 1

Title Matrix Analysis
Instructor: Kogan, Jacob
Enrol Iment: 27

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1002
2010
3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE
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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

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 1 3 3
o 2 0 4 3
o 1 2 3 2
o o 4 2 2
3 0 0O 0 6
1 0 0O 5 3
o o0 1 2 3
0O 0O O o0 8
o 1 1 4 3
o o 1 4 2
o o0 1 4 2
o 3 2 3 1
o 4 1 2 3
9 0 1 o0 O
o o0 1 1 o
o 1 o0 1 o
o 1 o0 1 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.55 1387/1509 3.55 4.13 4.31 4.39
3.27 1430/1509 3.27 4.18 4.26 4.26
3.36 1197/1287 3.36 4.28 4.30 4.38
3.36 1356/1459 3.36 4.15 4.22 4.32
4.25 587/1406 4.25 3.84 4.09 4.11
3.70 108371384 3.70 4.00 4.11 4.23
4.09 92371489 4.09 4.28 4.17 4.18
4.27 1243/1506 4.27 4.85 4.67 4.67
3.36 1306/1463 3.36 3.92 4.09 4.18
3.70 1334/1438 3.70 4.40 4.46 4.50
3.70 138371421 3.70 4.66 4.73 4.76
2.50 139571411 2.50 4.09 4.31 4.35
2.40 1391/1405 2.40 4.18 4.32 4.34
2.00 ****/1236 **** 3.74 4.00 4.03
2.50 ****/1260 **** 3.65 4.14 4.25
2.00 ****/1255 **** 3. .78 4.33 4.46
2.00 ****/1258 **** 3.84 4.38 4.51
Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major

Under-grad 8 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MATH 441 1

Title Intro Numerical Analys
Instructor: Gobbert,Matthia
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
MAR 22,

1003
2010

Job IRBR3029
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

B WWWWWWWW

WWwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NEFE WN

IS I NN UV N N NN
o
N

ADADMDD
9]
[¢9)

=T TOO
RPORPOOOMOD

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 598/1509 4.50 4.13 4.31 4.39
4.33 774/1509 4.33 4.18 4.26 4.26
4.50 519/1287 4.50 4.28 4.30 4.38
4.80 146/1459 4.80 4.15 4.22 4.32
2.67 1381/1406 2.67 3.84 4.09 4.11
4.40 440/1384 4.40 4.00 4.11 4.23
4.58 364/1489 4.58 4.28 4.17 4.18
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.67
4.45 396/1463 4.45 3.92 4.09 4.18
4.83 319/1438 4.83 4.40 4.46 4.50
4.83 716/1421 4.83 4.66 4.73 4.76
4.58 520/1411 4.58 4.09 4.31 4.35
4.75 345/1405 4.75 4.18 4.32 4.34
4.10 616/1236 4.10 3.74 4.00 4.03
4.50 415/1260 4.50 3.65 4.14 4.25
4.50 575/1255 4.50 3.78 4.33 4.46
3.75 1070/1258 3.75 3.84 4.38 4.51
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 3. 52 4.03 4.26

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 476 1

Title Intro To Game Theory
Instructor: Armstrong, Thoma
Enrol Iment: 21

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

A WNPF

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

Discussion

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

POOOOOOOO

Or oo

11
10
11

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
RPOOOORrOOU

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

=
OWREFENOWERLN

[eNeNeo NN

[eNeNe]

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.31 1440/1509 3.31 4.13 4.31 4.39 3.31
3.15 1449/71509 3.15 4.18 4.26 4.26 3.15
3.31 121271287 3.31 4.28 4.30 4.38 3.31
3.29 1382/1459 3.29 4.15 4.22 4.32 3.29
3.50 1178/1406 3.50 3.84 4.09 4.11 3.50
3.50 1192/1384 3.50 4.00 4.11 4.23 3.50
3.08 139971489 3.08 4.28 4.17 4.18 3.08
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.67 5.00
2.83 141971463 2.83 3.92 4.09 4.18 2.83
4.00 120371438 4.00 4.40 4.46 4.50 4.00
4.38 1228/1421 4.38 4.66 4.73 4.76 4.38
2.50 1395/1411 2.50 4.09 4.31 4.35 2.50
2.31 139271405 2.31 4.18 4.32 4.34 2.31
1.50 ****/1260 **** 3.65 4.14 4.25 ****
1.67 ****/1255 **** 3 78 4.33 4.46 ****
2.00 ****/1258 **** 3.84 4.38 4.51 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 13 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: MATH 479 1

University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.63 458/1509 4.63
4.25 859/1509 4.25
5.00 171287 5.00
4.67 280/1459 4.67
4.20 677/1384 4.20
3.00 140371489 3.00
5.00 171506 5.00
4.17 726/1463 4.17
5.00 171438 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00
4.83 251/1405 4.83

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.39
26 4.26
30 4.38
22 4.32
11 4.23
17 4.18
67 4.67
09 4.18
46 4.50
73 4.76
31 4.35
32 4.34
14 4.25
33 4.46
38 4.51
49 4.71
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

DOWADMOAD
o
N

OO
o
o

Ex

Title Math Problem Solving S Baltimore County
Instructor: Armstrong, Thoma Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 11
Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 3 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 0O O 2 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 6 0 O O O 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O O o 2 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 3 1 0 O O0 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 5 0 2 0 0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o =8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0O 0O O 1 3 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 O O O o0 o 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 o O O o0 o 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0o o0 =6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 1 -5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 7 O O O o 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 0 O O O o0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 0 O O O o0 1
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 7 0 O O O o0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 481 1

Title Math Modeling
Instructor: Rostamian,Roube
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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

ANNMNNFRPNOOO

NRNR P

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

QUITWN

RPRRRR

WAhABMDWADMDDS
[oe]
N

WhhADMD
o
©

wWwww
~
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3.61

*kkk
*kkk
*kk*k

N = T TTOO
OQOO0OO0OO0ORrNO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.50 598/1509 4.50
4.61 412/1509 4.61
4.40 63871287 4.40
4.56 38971459 4.56
4.40 446/1406 4.40
4.60 278/1384 4.60
4.19 83371489 4.19
4.69 925/1506 4.69
4.43 438/1463 4.43
4.53 775/1438 4.53
4.88 588/1421 4.88
4.75 30371411 4.75
4.76 33371405 4.76
4.79 110/1236 4.79
3.29 111371260 3.29
4.00 90471255 4.00
4.57 570/1258 4.57

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

18
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.39 4.50
4.26 4.26 4.61
4.30 4.38 4.40
4.22 4.32 4.56
4.09 4.11 4.40
4.11 4.23 4.60
4.17 4.18 4.19
4.67 4.67 4.69
4.09 4.18 4.43
4.46 4.50 4.53
4.73 4.76 4.88
4.31 4.35 4.75
4.32 4.34 4.76
4.00 4.03 4.79
4.14 4.25 3.29
4.33 4.46 4.00
4.38 4.51 4.57
4.03 4.26 FF**
4.16 4.62 Fx**
4.22 4.37 FFF*
4.48 4.66 FF**
4.36 4.47 FF**
4.18 4.29 Fx**

Majors

Major 14
Non-major 4

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 490 1

University of Maryland

Page 1007
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.60 482/1509 4.53 4.13 4.31 4.39 4.60
4.60 424/1509 4.64 4.18 4.26 4.26 4.60
4.60 426/1287 4.53 4.28 4.30 4.38 4.60
4.50 45471459 4.72 4.15 4.22 4.32 4.50
4.25 587/1406 4.42 3.84 4.09 4.11 4.25
4.50 349/1384 4.50 4.00 4.11 4.23 4.50
4.60 34171489 4.42 4.28 4.17 4.18 4.60
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.67 5.00
3.67 1168/1463 4.39 3.92 4.09 4.18 3.67
3.80 1297/1438 4.38 4.40 4.46 4.50 3.80
4.40 1217/1421 4.80 4.66 4.73 4.76 4.40
3.60 1256/1411 4.20 4.09 4.31 4.35 3.60
4.20 940/1405 4.40 4.18 4.32 4.34 4.20

Type Majors
Graduate 2 Major 4
Under-grad 3 Non-major 1

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

Title Special Topics In Math Baltimore County
Instructor: Rathinam,Muruha Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 5
Questionnaires: 5 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 o0 o 2 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 2 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 2 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0O O o 2 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 1 o 0 0 3 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0O O 0 2 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 0O O o 1 o0 4
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o O o o0 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 1 2 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o 1 4 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O o0 o0 1 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O 1 o0 4 o
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o o o 1 2 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 490 2

Title Special Topics In Math
Instructor: Peercy,Bradford

Enrol Iment: 9

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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General
. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned

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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

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

AWNPF

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

POOOOOOOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

NNNP

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

RPWRRPRONORER

NFEPFPWN

[cNeoNoNe]

N = T T1O O
POOOOORER

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 4.53 4.13 4.31 4.39 4.00
4.33 774/1509 4.64 4.18 4.26 4.26 4.33
4.00 92471287 4.53 4.28 4.30 4.38 4.00
4.67 280/1459 4.72 4.15 4.22 4.32 4.67
4.00 813/1406 4.42 3.84 4.09 4.11 4.00
4.00 807/1384 4.50 4.00 4.11 4.23 4.00
3.67 1236/1489 4.42 4.28 4.17 4.18 3.67
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.67 5.00
4.50 325/1463 4.39 3.92 4.09 4.18 4.50
4.33 1001/1438 4.38 4.40 4.46 4.50 4.33
5.00 171421 4.80 4.66 4.73 4.76 5.00
4.00 105171411 4.20 4.09 4.31 4.35 4.00
4.00 1047/1405 4.40 4.18 4.32 4.34 4.00
4.67 176/1236 4.83 3.74 4.00 4.03 4.67
4.00 746/1260 4.00 3.65 4.14 4.25 4.00
4.00 904/1255 4.00 3.78 4.33 4.46 4.00
4.00 932/1258 4.00 3.84 4.38 4.51 4.00
3.00 801/ 873 3.00 3.52 4.03 4.26 3.00

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 490 3

Title Special Topics In Math
Instructor: Minkoff,Susan E
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 1

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwnNPF

[eNeNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

RPRRRRRRERER

RPRRRPR

N = T TTOO
[cNeoNoNeoloNoNaN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.53 4.13 4.31 4.39 5.00
5.00 171509 4.64 4.18 4.26 4.26 5.00
5.00 171287 4.53 4.28 4.30 4.38 5.00
5.00 171459 4.72 4.15 4.22 4.32 5.00
5.00 171406 4.42 3.84 4.09 4.11 5.00
5.00 171384 4.50 4.00 4.11 4.23 5.00
5.00 171489 4.42 4.28 4.17 4.18 5.00
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.67 5.00
5.00 171463 4.39 3.92 4.09 4.18 5.00
5.00 171438 4.38 4.40 4.46 4.50 5.00
5.00 171421 4.80 4.66 4.73 4.76 5.00
5.00 171411 4.20 4.09 4.31 4.35 5.00
5.00 171405 4.40 4.18 4.32 4.34 5.00
5.00 171236 4.83 3.74 4.00 4.03 5.00

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

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

MATH 601 1
Measure Theory
Gowda ,Muddappa
14
13

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwbNPF

WN P

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

. Was the

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

instructor available for individual attention

WFRrPFRPPRPPOOOO

NOOOO

12

12

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

o 0 o o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

» DA W

WhADPDWADMDD
[oe]
N

WhhADMD
o
©

W W w
~
©

*kkk

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 7 3.50-4.00 4 F 0

P 0
| 0
? 2

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.54 563/1509 4.54
4.85 167/1509 4.85
4.77 250/1287 4.77
4.88 11171459 4.88
4.13 720/1406 4.13
4.58 292/1384 4.58
4.83 13371489 4.83
5.00 171506 5.00
5.00 1/1463 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00
4.92 110/1411 4.92
4.92 137/1405 4.92
5.00 171255 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.39 4.54
4.26 4.25 4.85
4.30 4.22 4.77
4.22 4.16 4.88
4.09 4.12 4.13
4.11 4.16 4.58
4.17 4.14 4.83
4.67 4.71 5.00
4.09 4.15 5.00
4.46 4.49 5.00
4.73 4.78 5.00
4.31 4.33 4.92
4.32 4.33 4.92
4.00 3.98 FHr*x*
4.14 4.21 FF*F*
4.33 4.43 5.00
4.38 4.50 5.00
4.22 4.31 Fr**
4.54 4.52 Fx**

Majors
Major 12
Non-major 1

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 620 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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WRRRRRRERER

[eleNeoNoNe)

WN WW

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

AR OIOOTOOOO

gaoooo

WWN N

Title Numerical Analysis 1
Instructor: Draganescu,Andr
Enrol Iment: 9
Questionnaires: 8
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
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 1 A 3
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 4 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 351/1509 4.71 4.13 4.31 4.39 4.71
4.71 300/1509 4.71 4.18 4.26 4.25 4.71
4.86 167/1287 4.86 4.28 4.30 4.22 4.86
4.50 45471459 4.50 4.15 4.22 4.16 4.50
4.57 287/1406 4.57 3.84 4.09 4.12 4.57
4.71 182/1384 4.71 4.00 4.11 4.16 4.71
4.71 22471489 4.71 4.28 4.17 4.14 4.71
4.14 1325/1506 4.14 4.85 4.67 4.71 4.14
4.80 118/1463 4.80 3.92 4.09 4.15 4.80
4.75 44771438 4.75 4.40 4.46 4.49 4.75
4.75 881/1421 4.75 4.66 4.73 4.78 4.75
4.63 469/1411 4.63 4.09 4.31 4.33 4.63
4.75 345/1405 4.75 4.18 4.32 4.33 4.75
4.25 489/1236 4.25 3.74 4.00 3.98 4.25
4.20 666/1260 4.20 3.65 4.14 4.21 4.20
4.00 904/1255 4.00 3.78 4.33 4.43 4.00
4.00 932/1258 4.00 3.84 4.38 4.50 4.00
4.00 442/ 873 4.00 3.52 4.03 4.01 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 4 Major 7
Under-grad 4 Non-major 1

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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o o0 o 1 1
o o0 o 1 1
1 0 0 1 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o o0 o 1 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
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Title Game Theory
Instructor: Armstrong, Thoma
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 2
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
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
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 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 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
3.50 1399/1509 3.50 4.13 4.31 4.39 3.50
3.50 1372/1509 3.50 4.18 4.26 4.25 3.50
3.50 116871287 3.50 4.28 4.30 4.22 3.50
3.50 1314/1459 3.50 4.15 4.22 4.16 3.50
3.00 1322/1384 3.00 4.00 4.11 4.16 3.00
5.00 171489 5.00 4.28 4.17 4.14 5.00
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.71 5.00
3.50 124171463 3.50 3.92 4.09 4.15 3.50
4.50 800/1438 4.50 4.40 4.46 4.49 4.50
5.00 171421 5.00 4.66 4.73 4.78 5.00
4.00 105171411 4.00 4.09 4.31 4.33 4.00
3.50 1265/1405 3.50 4.18 4.32 4.33 3.50
4.00 746/1260 4.00 3.65 4.14 4.21 4.00
4.00 90471255 4.00 3.78 4.33 4.43 4.00
4.00 932/1258 4.00 3.84 4.38 4.50 4.00

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

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA 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 111471509 4.00 4.13 4.31 4.39 4.00
3.80 1228/1509 3.80 4.18 4.26 4.25 3.80
3.80 107571287 3.80 4.28 4.30 4.22 3.80
3.80 1167/1459 3.80 4.15 4.22 4.16 3.80
3.75 104571406 3.75 3.84 4.09 4.12 3.75
3.60 1145/1384 3.60 4.00 4.11 4.16 3.60
4.00 986/1489 4.00 4.28 4.17 4.14 4.00
4.40 1166/1506 4.40 4.85 4.67 4.71 4.40
3.80 1060/1463 3.80 3.92 4.09 4.15 3.80
3.60 1358/1438 3.60 4.40 4.46 4.49 3.60
5.00 171421 5.00 4.66 4.73 4.78 5.00
3.80 1187/1411 3.80 4.09 4.31 4.33 3.80
3.80 1177/1405 3.80 4.18 4.32 4.33 3.80
4.40 35471236 4.40 3.74 4.00 3.98 4.40

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 5
Under-grad 2 Non-major 0

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.40 724/1509 4.40 4.13 4.31 4.39
4.50 543/1509 4.50 4.18 4.26 4.25
4.67 359/1287 4.67 4.28 4.30 4.22
4.50 45471459 4.50 4.15 4.22 4.16
4.11 729/1406 4.11 3.84 4.09 4.12
4.11 74271384 4.11 4.00 4.11 4.16
4.33 67471489 4.33 4.28 4.17 4.14
5.00 171506 5.00 4.85 4.67 4.71
4.25 628/1463 4.25 3.92 4.09 4.15
4.40 930/1438 4.40 4.40 4.46 4.49
4.60 108471421 4.60 4.66 4.73 4.78
4.30 841/1411 4.30 4.09 4.31 4.33
4.50 63471405 4.50 4.18 4.32 4.33
2.80 117471236 2.80 3.74 4.00 3.98
3.78 92471260 3.78 3.65 4.14 4.21
4.67 443/1255 4.67 3.78 4.33 4.43
4.50 620/1258 4.50 3.84 4.38 4.50
2.67 848/ 873 2.67 3.52 4.03 4.01
4.00 ****/ 184 **** 317 4.16 4.07
3.00 ****/ 198 **** 361 4.22 4.31
Type Majors
Graduate 8 Major

Under-grad 2 Non-major

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



