Course-Section: MUSC 101 1

Title Fundamentals Music Thr
Instructor: Richards,Kazuko
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

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

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

Discussion

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

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

Frequency Distribution

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

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.29 852/1509 4.17 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.29
4.19 922/1509 4.27 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.19
4.14 857/1287 4.35 4.76 4.30 4.24 4.14
3.89 110371459 4.08 4.64 4.22 4.11 3.89
3.74 1060/1406 3.97 4.45 4.09 4.02 3.74
3.60 1145/1384 3.86 4.45 4.11 3.98 3.60
3.81 1176/1489 4.13 4.50 4.17 4.20 3.81
4.90 583/1506 4.93 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.90
4.24 648/1463 4.11 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.24
2.73 1423/1438 3.70 4.66 4.46 4.44 2.73
3.73 1381/1421 4.31 4.82 4.73 4.66 3.73
1.82 1406/1411 3.18 4.66 4.31 4.27 1.82
2.00 139671405 3.31 4.66 4.32 4.27 2.00
2.75 117971236 3.38 4.45 4.00 3.87 2.75
1.00 ****/1260 3.37 4.57 4.14 3.95 ****
1.00 ****/1255 3.29 4.75 4.33 4.15 ****
1.00 ****/1258 4.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 ****

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 101 2

Title Fundamentals Music Thr

Instructor:

Hawley JR,Thoma

Enrollment: 86

Questionnaires: 81

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2009

[l (el e)N(e}

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.80 1288/1509 4.17
4.41 683/1509 4.27
4.70 326/1287 4.35
4.23 80371459 4.08
3.93 90971406 3.97
4.18 ****/1384 3.86
4.60 34171489 4.13
4.94 408/1506 4.93
3.84 103671463 4.11
4.39 950/1438 3.70
4.76 88171421 4.31
4.35 79971411 3.18
4.35 81871405 3.31
3.93 752/1236 3.38
3.67 98271260 3.37
3.29 1175/1255 3.29
4.00 93271258 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

81
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.80
4.26 4.25 4.41
4.30 4.24 4.70
4.22 4.11 4.23
4.09 4.02 3.93
4.11 3.98 Fx**
4.17 4.20 4.60
4.67 4.66 4.94
4.09 4.02 3.84
4.46 4.44 4.39
4.73 4.66 4.76
4.31 4.27 4.35
4.32 4.27 4.35
4.00 3.87 3.93
4.14 3.95 3.67
4.33 4.15 3.29
4.38 4.18 4.00
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.39 3.75 Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 81

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 30 0 3 4 8 21
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 30 O 1 1 7 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 30 1 0O O 2 11
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 30 29 2 1 2 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 31 9 3 1 10 9
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 31 39 1 0 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 30 1 1 0 6 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 31 1 0 0O o0 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 37 1 1 1 13 17
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 32 0 O 2 4 16
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 322 0 0 1 2 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 322 0 0 2 7 12
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 322 0 2 2 4 10
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 35 19 2 1 6 6
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 60 0 3 0 7 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 60 O 5 0 6 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 60 O 1 0 6 5
4. Were special techniques successful 60 17 O 1 0 2
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 80 O 1 0O O O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 42 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 9 2.00-2.99 5 C 0 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 14 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 101 3

Title Fundamentals Music Thr
Instructor: Richards,Kazuko
Enrollment: 69

Questionnaires: 56
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

55
55

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O 0 6 17
0O O 3 6 18
0O 0 1 9 18
5 1 0 6 23
1 0 0 9 18
9 1 1 6 17
o 1 3 8 22
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0O O 3 31
o 0 4 7 10
0O 0 2 4 5
0O 2 5 11 10
0O 4 4 4 14
8 4 2 6 6
o 3 2 4 1
o 1 0 5 o©
o o0 2 1 5
1 2 1 5 2
o 1 0 0 o
o 1 0 o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NOIN D

oo

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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Type Majors

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 56 Non-major 56

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



Course-Section: MUSC 110 1
Title Musicianship Lab 1
Instructor: Cella,Lisa M

Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

16
16

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

Lecture

. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared

Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 4 5
0O 0O O 2 &6
o o0 o 2 1
6 0 O 2 3
9 0O O 1 2
11 o0 o0 1 o
o o0 2 5 2
o o0 o 2 9
o 0O o 2 8
o 0O o 3 1
o 0O o 2 o
o o0 o 2 2
o O o 2 1
5 0 0 2 o0
o 0O o0 1 1
o o0 o 1 1
o 1 o0 2 O
3 0 0 1 1

Frequency Distribution

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

P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.19 953/1509 3.86 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.19
4.38 731/1509 4.24 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.38
4.69 337/1287 4.84 4.76 4.30 4.24 4.69
4.30 71571459 4.43 4.64 4.22 4.11 4.30
4.43 423/1406 4.34 4.45 4.09 4.02 4.43
4.60 278/1384 4.15 4.45 4.11 3.98 4.60
3.88 1127/1489 4.03 4.50 4.17 4.20 3.88
4.19 1305/1506 4.34 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.19
4.14 750/1463 3.86 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.14
4.30 103271438 3.92 4.66 4.46 4.44 4.30
4.60 108471421 4.32 4.82 4.73 4.66 4.60
4.40 738/1411 4.13 4.66 4.31 4.27 4.40
4.50 634/1405 4.19 4.66 4.32 4.27 4.50
4.20 536/1236 4.03 4.45 4.00 3.87 4.20
4.57 370/1260 4.04 4.57 4.14 3.95 4.57
4.57 526/1255 4.16 4.75 4.33 4.15 4.57
3.86 103371258 3.30 4.72 4.38 4.18 3.86
4.25 333/ 873 4.25 4.59 4.03 3.89 4.25
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 16 Non-major 4
#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 110 1

Title Musicianship Lab 1
Instructor: Parent,James C.
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 16

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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00 00 0 O

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 2 1 4 1
o 1 o0 4 2
6 0 O o0 1
3 0 o 2 2
7 0 1 0 O
4 1 0 1 2
2 0 2 3 O
o o o 1 7
o 1 2 3 1
o 3 2 1 1
o o0 3 1 1
o 1 1 3 3
o o0 2 4 2
o 2 0 1 3
o 1 1 o0 1
o 1 o0 1 1
o 1 o0 1 1
2 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
2.78 1487/1509 3.86 4.66 4.31 4.18
3.44 1391/1509 4.24 4.69 4.26 4.25
4.67 ****/1287 4.84 4.76 4.30 4.24
4.00 97971459 4.43 4.64 4.22 4.11
3.50 ****/1406 4.34 4.45 4.09 4.02
3.40 1235/1384 4.15 4.45 4.11 3.98
3.29 1370/1489 4.03 4.50 4.17 4.20
4.00 1383/1506 4.34 4.69 4.67 4.66
2.88 1413/1463 3.86 4.49 4.09 4.02
2.38 1429/1438 3.92 4.66 4.46 4.44
3.29 1406/1421 4.32 4.82 4.73 4.66
3.00 1361/1411 4.13 4.66 4.31 4.27
3.00 1348/1405 4.19 4.66 4.32 4.27
3.38 1042/1236 4.03 4.45 4.00 3.87
2.33 ****/1260 4.04 4.57 4.14 3.95
2.67 ****/1255 4.16 4.75 4.33 4.15
2.67 ****/1258 3.30 4.72 4.38 4.18
3.00 ****/ 873 4.25 4.59 4.03 3.89
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 16 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MUSC 110 2
Title Musicianship Lab 1
Instructor: Cella,Lisa M

Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

15
13

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

[eNeNoNooloNoNoNa]

0 00 ~N~N

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.77 291/1509 3.86 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.77
4.92 93/1509 4.24 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.92
5.00 171287 4.84 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171459 4.43 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
4.60 26971406 4.34 4.45 4.09 4.02 4.60
4.60 278/1384 4.15 4.45 4.11 3.98 4.60
4.62 330/1489 4.03 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.62
4.38 1177/1506 4.34 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.38
4.50 325/1463 3.86 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.50
5.00 171438 3.92 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 4.32 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 4.13 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 4.19 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 ****/1236 4.03 4.45 4.00 3.87 ****
5.00 ****/1260 4.04 4.57 4.14 3.95 ****
5.00 ****/1255 4.16 4.75 4.33 4.15 ****
5.00 ****/1258 3.30 4.72 4.38 4.18 ****
5.00 ****/ 873 4.25 4.59 4.03 3.89 ****
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 13 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: MUSC 110 2

Title Musicianship Lab 1
Instructor: Parent,James C.
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 15

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

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

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
3.69 1325/1509 3.86 4.66 4.31 4.18 3.69
4.23 880/1509 4.24 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.23
4.67 ****/1287 4.84 4.76 4.30 4.24 Fx**
4.43 586/1459 4.43 4.64 4.22 4.11 4.43
4.00 813/1406 4.34 4.45 4.09 4.02 4.00
4.00 807/1384 4.15 4.45 4.11 3.98 4.00
4.36 641/1489 4.03 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.36
4.77 832/1506 4.34 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.77
3.91 983/1463 3.86 4.49 4.09 4.02 3.91
4.00 120371438 3.92 4.66 4.46 4.44 4.00
4.38 1234/1421 4.32 4.82 4.73 4.66 4.38
4.13 985/1411 4.13 4.66 4.31 4.27 4.13
4.25 896/1405 4.19 4.66 4.32 4.27 4.25
4.50 27471236 4.03 4.45 4.00 3.87 4.50
3.50 104571260 4.04 4.57 4.14 3.95 3.50
3.75 1054/1255 4.16 4.75 4.33 4.15 3.75
2.75 124471258 3.30 4.72 4.38 4.18 2.75
3.50 ****/ 873 4.25 4.59 4.03 3.89 ****

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 112 3

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 5.00 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171459 5.00 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5.00 171406 5.00 4.45 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.45 4.11 3.98 5.00
5.00 171489 5.00 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
4.25 1258/1506 4.25 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.25
4.75 151/1463 4.75 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.75
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 3.87 5.00
5.00 171260 5.00 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00
5.00 17 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 3.89 5.00

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

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 125 1

Title Theory 1:Basics Of Mus
Instructor: Smith,Stuart S
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 13

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

hrOOOOOROO

oOo0ooOoro

NNNN

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

W oo,

=T TIOO
OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OWOo

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.77 291/1509 4.71 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.77
4.77 245/1509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.77
4.91 12771287 4.90 4.76 4.30 4.24 4.91
4.25 770/1459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 4.25
4.25 587/1406 4.41 4.45 4.09 4.02 4.25
4.08 767/1384 4.36 4.45 4.11 3.98 4.08
4.46 513/1489 4.50 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.46
4.92 466/1506 4.70 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.92
4.78 137/1463 4.66 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.78
4.77 430/1438 4.85 4.66 4.46 4.44 4.77
5.00 171421 4.93 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
4.85 201/1411 4.85 4.66 4.31 4.27 4.85
4.85 23971405 4.85 4.66 4.32 4.27 4.85
4.40 35471236 4.49 4.45 4.00 3.87 4.40
4.55 38971260 4.57 4.57 4.14 3.95 4.55
4.73 379/1255 4.76 4.75 4.33 4.15 4.73
4.73 456/1258 4.61 4.72 4.38 4.18 4.73
4.50 209/ 873 4.45 4.59 4.03 3.89 4.50

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 125 2

Title Theory 1:Basics Of Mus
Instructor: Caracciolo,Step
Enrol Iment: 20

Questionnaires: 17

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

NOOOOOOOO

WWwww

ENIENIENEN

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

w ~N © o

=T TOO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.65 434/1509 4.71 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.65
4.76 245/1509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.76
4.88 14371287 4.90 4.76 4.30 4.24 4.88
4.75 191/1459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 4.75
4.56 294/1406 4.41 4.45 4.09 4.02 4.56
4.64 243/1384 4.36 4.45 4.11 3.98 4.64
4.53 434/1489 4.50 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.53
4.47 109871506 4.70 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.47
4.53 301/1463 4.66 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.53
4.93 175/1438 4.85 4.66 4.46 4.44 4.93
4.86 665/1421 4.93 4.82 4.73 4.66 4.86
4.86 190/1411 4.85 4.66 4.31 4.27 4.86
4.86 228/1405 4.85 4.66 4.32 4.27 4.86
4.57 229/1236 4.49 4.45 4.00 3.87 4.57
4.60 352/1260 4.57 4.57 4.14 3.95 4.60
4.80 287/1255 4.76 4.75 4.33 4.15 4.80
4.50 620/1258 4.61 4.72 4.38 4.18 4.50
4.40 261/ 873 4.45 4.59 4.03 3.89 4.40

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 17 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: MUSC 170 1

Title Beginning Voice Class
Instructor: Jackson,Janice
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 23

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

TJWWWWwwWwwWwww

ArWWWLWW

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=T TOO
RPORPOOOWN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 303/1509 4.75 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.75
4.85 158/1509 4.85 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.85
4.56 463/1287 4.56 4.76 4.30 4.24 4.56
4.55 400/1459 4.55 4.64 4.22 4.11 4.55
4.10 73971406 4.10 4.45 4.09 4.02 4.10
4.08 762/1384 4.08 4.45 4.11 3.98 4.08
4.50 458/1489 4.50 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.50
4.95 350/1506 4.95 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.95
4.72 170/1463 4.72 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.72
4.65 603/1438 4.65 4.66 4.46 4.44 4.65
4.95 322/1421 4.95 4.82 4.73 4.66 4.95
4.70 376/1411 4.70 4.66 4.31 4.27 4.70
4.70 419/1405 4.70 4.66 4.32 4.27 4.70
4.00 664/1236 4.00 4.45 4.00 3.87 4.00
4.38 520/1260 4.38 4.57 4.14 3.95 4.38
4.92 18471255 4.92 4.75 4.33 4.15 4.92
4.75 42171258 4.75 4.72 4.38 4.18 4.75
4.50 209/ 873 4.50 4.59 4.03 3.89 4.50

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 173 1

Title Intro To Choral Singin
Instructor: Jackson,Janice
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 13

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

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

ANNNNNNNDN

ABABADD

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N =T TOO
oOooOoooou U

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

=
WONNNNOOOON

rOOWOWOO®

PN®WPRE

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.55 551/1509 4.55 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.55
4.55 495/1509 4.55 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.55
4.70 326/1287 4.70 4.76 4.30 4.24 4.70
4.67 280/1459 4.67 4.64 4.22 4.11 4.67
4.20 656/1406 4.20 4.45 4.09 4.02 4.20
4.17 701/1384 4.17 4.45 4.11 3.98 4.17
3.64 124971489 3.64 4.50 4.17 4.20 3.64
4.91 583/1506 4.91 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.91
4.11 786/1463 4.11 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.11
4.56 737/1438 4.56 4.66 4.46 4.44 4.56
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
4.78 279/1411 4.78 4.66 4.31 4.27 4.78
4.67 45971405 4.67 4.66 4.32 4.27 4.67
4.80 100/1236 4.80 4.45 4.00 3.87 4.80
4.00 ****/1260 **** 4. 57 4.14 3.95 ****
5.00 ****/1255 **** 475 4.33 4.15 ****
4.33 *x*X[I258  *xxx 4 72 4.38 4.18 FrF*
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 59 4.03 3.89 ****

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 174 1

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

rOabooobs D

[N N6 N

oo ao

Rank

59871509
1086/1509
FhA*)1287
FAA* /1459
*x*x /1406

986/1489

171506

85371463

ek /1438
k1421
ok f1411
ok /1405

FHA*/1260
F*HA* /1255
FHA* /1258

Graduate

Course

Mean

4.50
4.00

*kk*k
*kk*k

Fkhk

4.00
5.00
4.00

*kk*k
*kk*k
Fokhk

Fokkk

*kk*k
B
Fkhk

*kk*k

Under-grad

##H#Ht - Means there are not enough

5
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DA BHD
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Page
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1055
2010

Job IRBR3029

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.18
26 4.25
30 4.24
22 4.11
09 4.02
17 4.20
67 4.66
09 4.02
46 4.44
73 4.66
31 4.27
32 4.27
14 3.95
33 4.15
38 4.18
03 3.89
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

*kk*k

*kk*k

Fokhk

Fokhk

*kk*k

Fokkk

B

*kk*k

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



Course-Section: MUSC 178 1

Title Begin Keyboard Skills

Instructor:

Beith,Nancy S

Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

POOFRLPNOIUOIO

ORRREN

[cNeoNoNe]

AABADMDIIDDD

ADADMDD

DA DAD

N =T TOO
OQOOO0OO0OONO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.67 410/1509 4.67
4.83 175/1509 4.92
4.83 18371287 4.92
4.83 13171459 4.92
4.33 ****/1406 4.50
4.00 ****/1384 4.00
4.64 30871489 4.68
4.73 883/1506 4.86
4.36 51171463 4.27
4.25 1071/1438 4.38
3.75 137971421 4.29
3.75 120471411 4.21
3.50 126571405 4.08
2.50 ****/1236 4.50
3.00 ****/1260 4.00
4.00 ****/1255 3.50
4.00 ****/1258 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

14
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MAR 22, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.67
4.26 4.25 4.83
4.30 4.24 4.83
4.22 4.11 4.83
4.09 4.02 *Fx**
4.11 3.98 Fx**
4.17 4.20 4.64
4.67 4.66 4.73
4.09 4.02 4.36
4.46 4.44 4.25
4.73 4.66 3.75
4.31 4.27 3.75
4.32 4.27 3.50
4.00 3.87 Fx**
4.14 3.95 Frx*
4.33 4.15 Fx**
4.38 4.18 Fx**
4.03 3.89 Fx**

Majors

Major 10
Non-major 4

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 178 2

Title Begin Keyboard Skills
Instructor: Beith,Nancy S
Enrol Iment: 7

Questionnaires: 7 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

1057
2010
3029

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

[cNoNeoNeNaN Sl Dl N o
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

P~NONWRARWO D

NGO~

R RRe

OO OO S
a1
o

INNNNNNNEN
o
N

N =T TOO
[cNeoNoNaol NoNoNé)|

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 410/1509 4.67 4.66 4.31 4.18
5.00 171509 4.92 4.69 4.26 4.25
5.00 171287 4.92 4.76 4.30 4.24
5.00 171459 4.92 4.64 4.22 4.11
4.50 332/1406 4.50 4.45 4.09 4.02
4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.45 4.11 3.98
4.71 22471489 4.68 4.50 4.17 4.20
5.00 171506 4.86 4.69 4.67 4.66
4.17 726/1463 4.27 4.49 4.09 4.02
4.50 800/1438 4.38 4.66 4.46 4.44
4.83 716/1421 4.29 4.82 4.73 4.66
4.67 416/1411 4.21 4.66 4.31 4.27
4.67 459/1405 4.08 4.66 4.32 4.27
4.50 274/1236 4.50 4.45 4.00 3.87
4.00 746/1260 4.00 4.57 4.14 3.95
3.50 1127/1255 3.50 4.75 4.33 4.15
3.50 114371258 3.50 4.72 4.38 4.18
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 59 4.03 3.89
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 7 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MUSC 179 1

Title Interm Keyboard Skills

Instructor:

Beith,Nancy S

Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoO~NOAOAR~WNERE

WN P abhwiNPF

abhwN

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
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
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.09 1051/1509 4.26
4.64 390/1509 4.82
5.00 171287 5.00
4.88 11171459 4.94
4.00 ****/1406 5.00
4.78 175/1489 4.82
4.45 1118/1506 4.66
4.18 702/1463 4.17
4.00 ****/1438 5.00
5.00 ****/1421 5.00
4.00 ****/1411 5.00
4.00 ****/1405 5.00
3.00 ****/1260 5.00
3.00 ****/1255 5.00
3.00 ****/1258 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

15

Page 1058

MAR 22, 2010

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.09
4.26 4.25 4.64
4.30 4.24 5.00
4.22 4.11 4.88
4.09 4.02 ****
4.17 4.20 4.78
4.67 4.66 4.45
4.09 4.02 4.18
4.46 4.44 FFE*
4.73 4.66 Fx**
4.31 4.27 FF**
4.32 4.27 FFF*
4.00 3.87 F***
4.14 3.95 FR**
4.33 4.15 Fx**
4.38 4.18 Fx**
4.22 4.14 FF*F*
4.48 4.48 FF**
4.36 4.29 Fr**
4.18 4.15 F***

Majors

Major 10
Non-major 5

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 179 2

Title Interm Keyboard Skills

Instructor:

Beith,Nancy S

Enrollment: 8

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

N

A WNPF

abrwnNPF

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
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

NRRRPRRRRREER

[e) e N¢, ¢ )|

~ [N e>NeNep)
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 0o 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
3 0 0 o0 O
3 0 0 o0 O
4 0 O 0 oO
4 0 O 0 oO
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O 0 5
o 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o
1 0 0O 0 o
0O O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
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
4.43 698/1509 4.26
5.00 1/1509 4.82
5.00 171287 5.00
5.00 171459 4.94
5.00 1/1406 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00
4.86 12171489 4.82
4.86 682/1506 4.66
4.17 726/1463 4.17
5.00 171438 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00
5.00 1/1411 5.00
5.00 1/1405 5.00
5.00 171260 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00
5.00 1/ 49 5.00
5.00 1/ 41 5.00
5.00 1/ 46 5.00
5.00 1/ 37 5.00
5.00 1/ 30 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.43
4.26 4.25 5.00
4.30 4.24 5.00
4.22 4.11 5.00
4.09 4.02 5.00
4.11 3.98 5.00
4.17 4.20 4.86
4.67 4.66 4.86
4.09 4.02 4.17
4.46 4.44 5.00
4.73 4.66 5.00
4.31 4.27 5.00
4.32 4.27 5.00
4.00 3.87 ****
4.14 3.95 5.00
4.33 4.15 5.00
4.38 4.18 5.00
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.22 4.14 Fxx*
4.39 3.75 Fxx*
4.41 4.29 Fxx*
4.51 4.53 Fr**
4.18 4.26 FF**
4.26 4.28 5.00
4.14 4.13 5.00
4.31 4.52 5.00
4.05 4.47 5.00
4.27 4.21 5.00

Majors

Major 4
Non-major 4



Course-Section: MUSC 180 1

Title Beginning Piano Class
Instructor: Beith,Nancy S
Enrol Iment: 22

Questionnaires: 22

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

AONNNNNNNDN

WWwww

Fall

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNeNoNoNa] [eNeoNoNoNa] NOOO NOOOO RPOONONOOO

gwr wo

2009

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

NORPNOWEREFLO
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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Instructor

Rank

67371509
20171509
76/1287
21871459
702/1406
807/1384
59771489
171506
618/1463

30571438
691/1421
327/1411
432/1405
554/1236

1045/1260
FHA*[1255
FHRA*[1258

wxxnf 184
wxkn/ 184

Fkkxk f 92
Fkkxk [ 93

Fkkx f 47
Fkkxk f 47

19/ 49
177 41
27/ 46
23/ 37

Course
Mean
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4.29
4.38
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.45
4.26 4.25 4.80
4.30 4.24 4.95
4.22 4.11 4.72
4.09 4.02 4.14
4.11 3.98 4.00
4.17 4.20 4.40
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 4.27
4.46 4.44 4.84
4.73 4.66 4.84
4.31 4.27 4.74
4.32 4.27 4.68
4.00 3.87 4.18
4.14 3.95 3.50
4.33 4.15 F***
4.38 4.18 ****
4.03 3.89 F***
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 4.60
4.14 4.13 4.14
4.31 4.52 4.33
4.05 4.47 4.29
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MUSC 180 1
Beginning Piano Class
Beith,Nancy S

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1060
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

00-27 1
28-55 5
56-83 1
84-150 6
Grad. 0

N = T TOO
POOOOORrN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 180 2

Title Beginning Piano Class

Instructor:

Beith,Nancy S

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 23

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

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

NNNNRNR R R

GwwhNhw

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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NAWOWOO

AABADMDIIDDD

DA DAD ADADMDD

ahrbdbhDb
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.45 66171509 4.45
4.45 621/1509 4.63
4.86 167/1287 4.90
4.40 61971459 4.56
4.27 575/1406 4.20
3.67 1107/1384 3.83
4.14 875/1489 4.27
5.00 171506 5.00
4.44 424/1463 4.35
4.85 291/1438 4.85
4.71 950/1421 4.78
4.45 68971411 4.59
4.75 345/1405 4.72
4.08 625/1236 4.13
3.42 1086/1260 3.46
3.67 1084/1255 3.67
3.27 1195/1258 3.27
4.63 18/ 49 4.61
4.43 12/ 41 4.29
4.43 25/ 46 4.38
4.67 17/ 37 4.48

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

22
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.45
4.26 4.25 4.45
4.30 4.24 4.86
4.22 4.11 4.40
4.09 4.02 4.27
4.11 3.98 3.67
4.17 4.20 4.14
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 4.44
4.46 4.44 4.85
4.73 4.66 4.71
4.31 4.27 4.45
4.32 4.27 4.75
4.00 3.87 4.08
4.14 3.95 3.42
4.33 4.15 3.67
4.38 4.18 3.27
4.03 3.89 Fx**
4.26 4.28 4.63
4.14 4.13 4.43
4.31 4.52 4.43
4.05 4.47 4.67
4.27 4.21 FF**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 23

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 184 1

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

ab~rpbob

OIS

.60
.00
.80
.60
.00

Rank

67371509
23471509
35971287
146/1459
813/1406
*Hxx /1384
27671489
171506
786/1463

675/1438
171421
243/1411
540/1405
*HH*)1236

Graduate

Course

Mean

4.44
4.78
4.67
4.80
4.00
4.67
5.00
4.11

4.60
5.00
4.80
4.60

*kk*k

Under-grad

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

9
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MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.18
26 4.25
30 4.24
22 4.11
09 4.02
11 3.98
17 4.20
67 4.66
09 4.02
46 4.44
73 4.66
31 4.27
32 4.27
00 3.87
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

4.60
5.00
4.80
4.60

*kk*k

Title Beginning Woodwind Cla Baltimore County
Instructor: Spece,Richard D Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 9
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O o0 o 1 3 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 o 1 0o 8
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 3 6
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O 4 0 0 O 1 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o o 3 3 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 8 0 O 0 O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O O 3 &6
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 9
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O O O 1 6 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 0 O oO 2 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 O O O 0 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 O O O 1 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O 0 2 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 5 2 O O O o 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 185 1

Title Interm Woodwind Class
Instructor: Spece,Richard D
Enrollment: 8

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1063
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O©CoOoO~NOUAWNE

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

NOOOOOOOO

WWwww

[N e)NeNep)

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

D =T TIOO
[eNeNoNoNoRalF gy

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

ArOOOINORANO OGO

NAOOINO

NNEFEN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 882/1509 4.25 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.25
4.38 731/1509 4.38 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.38
4.63 40371287 4.63 4.76 4.30 4.24 4.63
5.00 171459 5.00 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
3.75 104571406 3.75 4.45 4.09 4.02 3.75
4.33 531/1384 4.33 4.45 4.11 3.98 4.33
4.38 630/1489 4.38 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.38
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.33 545/1463 4.33 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.33
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
4.20 1312/1421 4.20 4.82 4.73 4.66 4.20
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
4.40 758/1405 4.40 4.66 4.32 4.27 4.40
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 3.87 5.00
5.00 171260 5.00 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
4.50 575/1255 4.50 4.75 4.33 4.15 4.50
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00
5.00 17 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 3.89 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 188 1

Title Percussion Class
Instructor: Goldstein,Thoma
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 15

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

[eNeNoNooloNoNoNa]

[ 6, ¢ )|

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o 3 3
o 0O O 1 1
1 0 o o 3
8 0 O 0 O
9 0 0 1 1
12 0 0O 0 ©O
1 o0 3 1 3
o 0O O o0 1
o 1 o 3 8
o o0 o 1 2
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 2
o 0O o0 1 1
6 0 O 0 O
o 1 o0 o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 1 o0 1
2 0 1 o0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Mean
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Rank

101071509
20171509
22971287

171459
332/1406

*Hxx /1384
986/1489
40871506

106071463

675/1438
171421
243/1411
419/1405
*HA*)1236

74671260
28771255
850/1258

Mean

4.13
4.80
4.79
5.00
4.50
4.00
4.93
3.80

4.60
5.00
4.80
4.70

*kk*k
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4.60
5.00
4.80
4.70

*kk*k

4.00
4.80
4.20

Ex
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

15

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.18
26 4.25
30 4.24
22 4.11
09 4.02
11 3.98
17 4.20
67 4.66
09 4.02
46 4.44
73 4.66
31 4.27
32 4.27
00 3.87
14 3.95
33 4.15
38 4.18
03 3.89
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 190 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1065
2010
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 1
4 0 O 0 oO
3 0 0 o0 O
3 0 0 1 o
0O 0O O o0 2
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0 1 o
0O 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Title Perf.Studies:Western A
Instructor: Franklin,Rachel
Enrol Iment: 9
Questionnaires: 5
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
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 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 1
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.88 4.66 4.31 4.18
4.80 201/1509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25
5.00 ****/1287 4.67 4.76 4.30 4.24
5.00 171459 4.71 4.64 4.22 4.11
4.00 986/1489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.20
4.60 990/1506 4.58 4.69 4.67 4.66
5.00 171463 4.67 4.49 4.09 4.02
5.00 171438 4.74 4.66 4.46 4.44
5.00 171421 4.97 4.82 4.73 4.66
5.00 171411 4.92 4.66 4.31 4.27
5.00 171405 4.92 4.66 4.32 4.27
4.00 664/1236 4.33 4.45 4.00 3.87
5.00 ****/1260 4.46 4.57 4.14 3.95
5.00 ****/1255 4.80 4.75 4.33 4.15
5.00 ****/1258 4.88 4.72 4.38 4.18
5.00 ****/ 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 3.89
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MUSC 190 10 University of Maryland Page 1066

Title Perf._Studies:Western A Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Kannen,Maria La Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 2 5.00 1/1509 4.88 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 2 5.00 171509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171506 4.58 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O 0 2 5.00 171463 4.67 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171438 4.74 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 o O O o0 o 1 5.00 171421 4.97 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 O O O 1 5.00 1/1411 4.92 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O O O 1 5.00 171405 4.92 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 2 Non-major 2
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 2 #iHHt - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 190 11 University of Maryland Page 1067

Title Perf._Studies:Western A Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Ladd,Gita Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 5
Questionnaires: 5 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 2 0O O O O O 3 5.00 1/1509 4.88 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0 1 0O O o 2 3.67 1306/1509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 3.67
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 2 O O O o 1 5.00 ****/1287 4.67 4.76 4.30 4.24 ****
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 1 o O O o 2 5.00 171459 4.71 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 2 0 0O 0 0O 1 5.00****/1406 4.82 4.45 4.09 4.02 ****
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 2 0 0O 0O 0O 1 5.00****/1489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.20 ****
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 O 1 2 0 3.67 1476/1506 4.58 4.69 4.67 4.66 3.67
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 O O O o 1 2 4.67 209/1463 4.67 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.67
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 O O O o0 o 3 5.00 171438 4.74 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 o O O o0 o 3 5.00 171421 4.97 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 171411 4.92 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0O 0 3 5.00 171405 4.92 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 2 0 0 0 0 1 5.00****/1236 4.33 4.45 4.00 3.87 ****
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 5 Non-major 5
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 2 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 1
? 0
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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[cNeoNoNe)

0
0
0

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PR RO

=)

Title Perf.Studies:Western A
Instructor: Dunlap,Matthew
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 1
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
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 0
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. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.88 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171459 4.71 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
4.00 1383/1506 4.58 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.00
4.00 853/1463 4.67 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.00
4.00 120371438 4.74 4.66 4.46 4.44 4.00
5.00 171421 4.97 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 4.92 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 4.92 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
3.00 1162/1260 4.46 4.57 4.14 3.95 3.00
5.00 171255 4.80 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 4.88 4.72 4.38 4.18 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: MUSC 190 15

Title Perf._Studies:Western A
Instructor: Kesner,Lori A.
Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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HWE abhwnNPF

g wWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General

. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

. 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
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
. Were special techniques successful

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

wWww WNNNDN

WwWwwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

|l el o PNNNN

RPRRPRPR

[eNeNoNoNoNoNoNM)

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 303/1509 4.88 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.75
5.00 171509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
5.00 171506 4.58 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.50 325/1463 4.67 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.50
5.00 171438 4.74 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 4.97 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 4.92 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 4.92 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171236 4.33 4.45 4.00 3.87 5.00
5.00 171260 4.46 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171258 4.88 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00
5.00 17 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 3.89 5.00
5.00 1/ 49 4.74 4.82 4.26 4.28 5.00
5.00 1/ 41 4.76 4.69 4.14 4.13 5.00
5.00 1/ 46 4.93 4.83 4.31 4.52 5.00
5.00 1/ 37 4.92 4.83 4.05 4.47 5.00
5.00 1/ 30 5.00 5.00 4.27 4.21 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 190 2

Title Perf._Studies:Western A

Instructor:

Hawley JR,Thoma

Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

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

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

ANNWNRFRPPFPLPPFPLO

NNNNPE

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

WOPRrRPLPBANRPOPR

RPNNNN

O ~N WO

AABAMDMDIDDD

ADDMDD

abhbdbdDd

N = T TOO
OCOO0OO0OO0OONN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.92 143/1509 4.88
4.55 495/1509 4.77
4.50 ****/1287 4.67
5.00 ****/1459 4.71
4.60 26971406 4.82
4.50 ****/1384 4.63
4.33 674/1489 4.56
4.90 58371506 4.58
4.43 438/1463 4.67
5.00 ****/1438 4.74
5.00 ****/1421 4.97
5.00 ****/1411 4.92
5.00 ****/1405 4.92
5.00 ****/1236 4.33
4.64 17/ 49 4.74
4.29 14/ 41 4.76
4.70 21/ 46 4.93
4.83 15/ 37 4.92
5.00 1/ 30 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

Page 1070

MAR 22, 2010

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.92
4.26 4.25 4.55
4.30 4.24 FFE*
4.22 4,11 FFr*
4.09 4.02 4.60
4.11 3.98 FF**
4.17 4.20 4.33
4.67 4.66 4.90
4.09 4.02 4.43
4.46 4.44 FFE*
4.73 4.66 FF**
4.31 4.27 FF*F*
4.32 4.27 FF*F*
4.00 3.87 Fx**
4.26 4.28 4.64
4.14 4.13 4.29
4.31 4.52 4.70
4.05 4.47 4.83
4.27 4.21 5.00

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 12

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 190 28

Title Perf._Studies:Western A
Instructor: Dove,Barry B
Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoO~NUTWN -

abhwNE

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 assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

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

[eNeNoNoNe]

R RRP

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NWFENPFPW®

PWWwWwwN

RPNNN

=T TIOO
[cNeNoNoNoNoNoNM)

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.88 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 4.67 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171406 4.82 4.45 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
5.00 1/1506 4.58 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.67 209/1463 4.67 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.67
4.67 588/1438 4.74 4.66 4.46 4.44 4.67
5.00 171421 4.97 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 4.92 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 4.92 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171236 4.33 4.45 4.00 3.87 5.00
5.00 171260 4.46 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 4.80 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 4.88 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00
5.00 17 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 3.89 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 190 37

Title Perf._Studies:Western A
Instructor: Richards,Kazuko
Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Page 1072
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

WN P

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

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

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

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

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

1
1
1

OO0OO0OO0OFrROFrROO
[eNoNeololooNoNoNe)
[eNoNeololooNoNeoNe)
NORRORROO
OCORRRRRLRNE

WwoOooo
[ejoloNeoNe)
[ejoNoNeoNe)
oORrRFRON
PR RRO

NO OO
cocoo
orOoOR
coNR
cocoo

N O
[cNeoNe)
[cNeoNe)
[cNeN
[cNeoNe)

1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = TTOO
[eNeReloNoNaNal Y

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NANNNNENW

ONDNWN

N WNDN

NEFEN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 303/1509 4.88 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.75
4.50 543/1509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.50
4.00 92471287 4.67 4.76 4.30 4.24 4.00
4.25 770/1459 4.71 4.64 4.22 4.11 4.25
4.67 223/1406 4.82 4.45 4.09 4.02 4.67
4.25 61971384 4.63 4.45 4.11 3.98 4.25
4.25 760/1489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.25
5.00 171506 4.58 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.00 853/1463 4.67 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.00
4.00 120371438 4.74 4.66 4.46 4.44 4.00
4.75 881/1421 4.97 4.82 4.73 4.66 4.75
4.25 885/1411 4.92 4.66 4.31 4.27 4.25
4.25 896/1405 4.92 4.66 4.32 4.27 4.25
4.00 664/1236 4.33 4.45 4.00 3.87 4.00
3.75 936/1260 4.46 4.57 4.14 3.95 3.75
4.00 904/1255 4.80 4.75 4.33 4.15 4.00
4.25 818/1258 4.88 4.72 4.38 4.18 4.25
5.00 17 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 3.89 5.00
4.33 25/ 49 4.74 4.82 4.26 4.28 4.33
5.00 1/ 41 4.76 4.69 4.14 4.13 5.00
5.00 1/ 46 4.93 4.83 4.31 4.52 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 190 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequencies

Job
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UMBC Level

Mean

Mean

MAR 22, 2010
IRBR3029

Title Perf._Studies:Western A
Instructor: Caracciolo,Step
Enrol Iment: 4
Questionnaires: 1
Questions
General

. Did you gain new insights,skills from this

. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

1
2
8. How many times was class cancelled
9

- How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

course

[eNeoNoNe)
[eNeoNoNe)

Frequency Distribution

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 1/1509 4.88
5.00 171509 4.77
5.00 1/1506 4.58
5.00 1/1463 4.67

Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

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

4.18
4.25
4.66
4.02

Majors

Non-major

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0
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Title Perf._Studies:Western A
Instructor: Jackson,Janice
Enrollment: 4
Questionnaires: 2
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

RPRRRR

1
1
1

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

ORRRR

s

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
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 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 598/1509 4.88 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.50
4.50 543/1509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.50
4.00 979/1459 4.71 4.64 4.22 4.11 4.00
3.50 130371489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.20 3.50
4.50 1070/1506 4.58 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.50
4.50 325/1463 4.67 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.50
5.00 171438 4.74 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 4.97 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 4.92 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 4.92 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
3.00 1131/1236 4.33 4.45 4.00 3.87 3.00
5.00 171260 4.46 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 4.80 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 4.88 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00

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

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean

Job
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UMBC Level

Mean

Mean

MAR 22, 2010
IRBR3029

Title Perf._Studies:Western A
Instructor: Markovic-Prakas
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 2
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9

- How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

[cNeNoNoNe]
[cNeNoNoNe]

Frequency Distribution

00 171509 4.88
00 171509 4.77
.00 171489 4.56
00 1383/1506 4.58
00 171463 4.67

Graduate 0

Under-grad 2

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

4.31

4.18
4.25
4.20
4.66
4.02

Majors

Non-major

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1509 4.88 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 4.77 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 4.67 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171459 4.71 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5.00 171406 4.82 4.45 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171384 4.63 4.45 4.11 3.98 5.00
5.00 171489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
4.33 1205/1506 4.58 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.33
5.00 1/1463 4.67 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171438 4.74 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 4.97 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 4.92 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 4.92 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171236 4.33 4.45 4.00 3.87 5.00
5.00 171260 4.46 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 4.80 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 4.88 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00
5.00 17 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 3.89 5.00
5.00 1/ 49 4.74 4.82 4.26 4.28 5.00
5.00 1/ 46 4.93 4.83 4.31 4.52 5.00

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

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

Title Perf._Studies:Western A Baltimore County
Instructor: Yoshioka,Airi Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o0 o o o o 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o0 o o o o 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 o O O o 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 1 o 0O o0 o0 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 O 0 O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 1 o o o o0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 2 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0O O 0 0 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 o O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 o0 o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0 o0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 o O O o0 o 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 O O O o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 O O O o0 o 1
4. Were special techniques successful 2 0 0 0 o0 o0 1
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned O O O o0 o 2
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 1 0 0 O O o0 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 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 190 9

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean

Job

Page 1077

UMBC Level

Mean

Mean

MAR 22, 2010
IRBR3029

Title Perf._Studies:Western A
Instructor: Tremblay,Christ
Enrol Iment: 4
Questionnaires: 2
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9

- How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

[cNeoNoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNoNe]

Frequency Distribution

4.50 598/1509 4.88
5.00 171509 4.77
5.00 171489 4.56
4.50 1070/1506 4.58
5.00 1/1463 4.67
Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 2

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

4.31

4.18
4.25
4.20
4.66
4.02

Majors

Non-major

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: MUSC 191 2 University of Maryland Page 1078

Title Recital Preparation Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Bailey,Connie C Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 17
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 4.64 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 4.93 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O O 0 1 5.00 171489 4.93 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 1 5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O O O O 1 O 4.00 85371463 4.41 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O O o o 1 5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O O O 0 1 5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 1/1411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O O o o 1 5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171260 5.00 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion O O O O o o 1 5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 ###H# - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

MUSC 191 3

Recital Preparation
Wonneberger,Ala

24

24

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PhABMIMD

P ADMD

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page 1079
MAR 22, 2010

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.29 852/1509 4.64 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.29
4.86 158/1509 4.93 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.86
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171459 5.00 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5.00 ****/1406 **** 4.45 4.09 4.02 ****
5.00 171384 5.00 4.45 4.11 3.98 5.00
4.86 121/1489 4.93 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.86
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.82 114/1463 4.41 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.82
5.00 ****/1438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 F***
5.00 ****/1421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 ****
5.00 ****/1411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 ****
5.00 ****/1405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 ****
4.50 ****/1236 **** 4,45 4.00 3.87 Fr**
5.00 ****/1260 5.00 4.57 4.14 3.95 ****
5.00 ****/1255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 ****
5.00 ****/1258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 ****
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 59 4.03 3.89 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 24 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: MUSC 193 1

University of Maryland

Page 1080
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5.00 171406 4.60 4.45 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.45 4.11 3.98 5.00
4.67 276/1489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.67
4.33 1205/1506 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.33
4.67 20971463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.67
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171260 4.83 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00

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

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

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo Baltimore County
Instructor: Franklin,Rachel Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o0 o o o o 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o0 o o o o 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 o O O o 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 2 0 0 0 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 O O O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 2 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0O 0O 0O O O0 1 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O O o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0O o o0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 O o0 o0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O O0O o0 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 o0 o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 O o o0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 o O O o0 o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 1 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193 11

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1081
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo
Instructor: Ladd,Gita
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 3
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

RPRRRR

NNN

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PEPNNN

s

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
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
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. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 800/1509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.33
4.33 774/1509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.33
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
4.50 1070/1506 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.50
5.00 171463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 1/1438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 3.87 5.00
5.00 171260 4.83 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 193 12

University of Maryland

Page 1082
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5.00 171489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
5.00 171506 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
5.00 171463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171260 4.83 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00

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

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 193 13

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo
Instructor: Dunlap,Matthew

Enrol Iment: 6

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1083
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

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

OCoO~NOAOAR~WNERE

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

abhwiNPF

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

WN P

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

[eNeoloNoNoNoloNe)

WwWwwww

3
3
3

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

NFEPFNPFPOPFRPW®

RPRRRR

=)

=T TIOO
[cNeNoNoNoNoNoNM)

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 303/1509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 4.75
4.50 543/1509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.50
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
3.00 1422/1459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 3.00
5.00 171406 4.60 4.45 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
4.25 1258/1506 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.25
4.50 325/1463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.50
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 3.87 5.00
4.00 746/1260 4.83 4.57 4.14 3.95 4.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 193 14 University of Maryland Page 1084

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Cella,Lisa M Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 4
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 0O O O O o0 o 2 5.00 171509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 1 4.50 543/1509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.50
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o 1 5.00 171459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 1 0 O 1 0 O 3.00 140371489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.20 3.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 1/1506 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O 0 0 1 1 4.50 325/1463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.50
Lecture
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 O O O 1 5.00 1/1421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 2 Non-major 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ####H#t - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

MUSC 193 15
Perf Studies Musc Majo
Kesner,Lori A.

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
NR NA 1 2 3 4

1085
2010
3029

Sect
Mean

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades Reasons

N = T T1OO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
Type Majors
0 Graduate 0 Major
0 Under-grad 1 Non-major
0 ###H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
0



Course-Section: MUSC 193 17 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean

171509 4.84
171509 4.76
1383/1506 4.55

Page 1086

MAR 22,

2010

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

4.31 4.18
4.26 4.25
4.67 4.66

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo Baltimore County

Instructor: Richards,Edwin Fall 2009

Enrol Iment: 1

Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 1

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 1

8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o o o 1 o

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O O 1

Frequency Distribution

171463 4.68

Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

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

4.09 4.02

Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193 18 University of Maryland Page 1087

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Spece,Richard D Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 4
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O O o o 1 5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o 1 0O O 3.00 142271459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 3.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 1/1506 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O 1 0 4.00 85371463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #iHHt - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193 27

University of Maryland

Page 1088
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5.00 171406 4.60 4.45 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.45 4.11 3.98 5.00
5.00 171489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
5.00 171506 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
5.00 171463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 3.87 5.00
5.00 171260 4.83 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00
5.00 17 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 3.89 5.00

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

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 193 28

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Job
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UMBC Level

Mean

Mean

MAR 22, 2010
IRBR3029

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo
Instructor: Dove,Barry B
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 1
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9

- How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

[cNeoNoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNoNe]

Frequency Distribution

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 1/1509 4.84
5.00 1/1509 4.76
5.00 171489 4.70
5.00 1/1506 4.55
5.00 1/1463 4.68

Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

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

4.31

4.18
4.25
4.20
4.66
4.02

Majors

Non-major

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193 33 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean

4.50 59871509 4.84
4.00 1086/1509 4.76
4.00 138371506 4.55
4.50 325/1463 4.68
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

4.31 4.18
4.26 4.25
4.67 4.66
4.09 4.02

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo Baltimore County

Instructor: Ruas,Laura Mari Fall 2009

Enrol Iment: 3

Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 1

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 2 0

8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o o o 2 o

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Graduate 0

Under-grad 2

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

Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193 4 University of Maryland Page 1091

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Caracciolo,Step Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 4
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O O o o 1 5.00 171459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O O O O 1 0 O 3.00 133371406 4.60 4.45 4.09 4.02 3.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O O O 1 O0 4.00 986/1489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.20 4.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 1/1506 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O O0 1 5.00 171463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #iHHt - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193 6 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean

4.00 111471509 4.84
4.00 1086/1509 4.76
4.00 138371506 4.55
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2010

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

4.31 4.18
4.26 4.25
4.67 4.66

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo Baltimore County

Instructor: King,Thomas D. Fall 2009

Enrol Iment: 3

Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 0

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 0

8. How many times was class cancelled o 0O o o o 1 o

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O0 1 O

Frequency Distribution

4.00 853/1463 4.68

Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

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

4.09 4.02

Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193 7

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean

Job

Page 1093

UMBC Level

Mean

Mean

MAR 22, 2010
IRBR3029

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo
Instructor: Markovic-Prakas
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 1
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9

- How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

[cNeoNoNoNe]
[cNeNoNoNe]

Frequency Distribution

171509 4.84
171509 4.76
171489 4.70
138371506 4.55
.00 853/1463 4.68

Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

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

4.31

4.18
4.25
4.20
4.66
4.02

Majors

Non-major

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0
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University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
5.00 171459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5.00 171406 4.60 4.45 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.45 4.11 3.98 5.00
5.00 171489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
4.67 941/1506 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.67
5.00 171463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 3.87 5.00
5.00 171260 4.83 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00
5.00 17 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 3.89 5.00

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

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

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo Baltimore County
Instructor: Yoshioka,Airi Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 4
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o0 o o o o 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o0 o o o o 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 o O O o 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 2 0 0 0 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 O 0 O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 1 o o o o0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 1 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O O 0 o0 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 o O O o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0O o o0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 O o0 o0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0O o o0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 o O O o0 o 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0O O o o0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 O O o0 o0 o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 O O O o0 o 2
4. Were special techniques successful 1 0 0O O O o0 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 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193 9 University of Maryland Page 1095

Title Perf Studies Musc Majo Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Tremblay,Christ Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General

0O 0 1 5.00 171509 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
0O O 1 5.00 171509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
0O O 1 5.00 171463 4.68 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0

[eNeNe]
[eNeNe)

Frequency Distribution

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

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 194 12 University of Maryland Page 1096

Title Perf Studies: Musc Maj Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Lagana,Thomas V Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 2 5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 2 5.00 171509 4.75 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O O o o 2 5.00 171287 4.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 2 5.00 171459 5.00 4.64 4.22 4.11 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 1 0 0O O 0 1 5.00 171406 5.00 4.45 4.09 4.02 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 O O O 1 5.00 171384 5.00 4.45 4.11 3.98 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 1 0 0O O 0 1 5.00 171489 5.00 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled O 0O o o o0 1 1 4.50 1070/1506 4.50 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.50
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O 0O O O O0 2 5.00 1/1463 4.63 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 2 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 ####H#t - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 4.75 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
3.00 124771287 4.00 4.76 4.30 4.24 3.00
4.50 1070/1506 4.50 4.69 4.67 4.66 4.50
5.00 1/1463 4.63 4.49 4.09 4.02 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.44 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 1/1411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.27 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.27 5.00
5.00 171260 5.00 4.57 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.18 5.00
5.00 1/ 49 5.00 4.82 4.26 4.28 5.00

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

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

Title Perf Studies: Musc Maj Baltimore County
Instructor: Dunlap,Matthew Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0O O 1 0O O
8. How many times was class cancelled O o o o o0 1 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0O 0 O O 0 o0 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 o O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0O O o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 O O o0 1
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 O O O o0 o 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O O o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 O O o0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 o O O o0 o 1
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O O0O o0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1098
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Job IRBR3029

Title Perf Studies: Musc Maj
Instructor: Kesner,Lori A.
Enrollment: 2
Questionnaires: 2
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Lecture
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject

1
1
1

o

0
0
0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

s

Required for Majors

Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.18 5.00
5.00 171509 4.75 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171489 5.00 4.50 4.17 4.20 5.00
5.00 171506 4.50 4.69 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.50 325/1463 4.63 4.49 4.09 4.02 4.50
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.66 5.00
5.00 1/ 49 5.00 4.82 4.26 4.28 5.00
5.00 1/ 46 5.00 4.83 4.31 4.52 5.00
5.00 1/ 37 5.00 4.83 4.05 4.47 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 194 6 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean

5.00 171509 5.00
4.00 108671509 4.75
4.00 138371506 4.50
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MAR 22,

2010

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

4.31 4.18
4.26 4.25
4.67 4.66

Title Perf Studies: Musc Maj Baltimore County

Instructor: King,Thomas D. Fall 2009

Enrol Iment: 1

Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 1

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 0

8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o o o 1 o

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O0 O O O0 1 O

Frequency Distribution

4.00 853/1463 4.63

Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

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

4.09 4.02

Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 210 1
Title Musicianship Lab 111
Instructor: Cella,Lisa M

Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

14
12

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

NoO~NO O

00 00 00

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

e

VWO NOOOm

wahoo

NWwWww

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page 1100
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 410/1509 4.61 4.66 4.31 4.34 4.67
4.83 175/1509 4.81 4.69 4.26 4.32 4.83
4.91 12771287 4.84 4.76 4.30 4.35 4.91
4.80 146/1459 4.73 4.64 4.22 4.30 4.80
4.78 152/1406 4.78 4.45 4.09 4.09 4.78
5.00 171384 5.00 4.45 4.11 4.09 5.00
4.58 364/1489 4.60 4.50 4.17 4.19 4.58
4.25 1258/1506 4.63 4.69 4.67 4.61 4.25
4.80 118/1463 4.90 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.80
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.48 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.76 5.00
4.80 243/1411 4.80 4.66 4.31 4.37 4.80
4.67 459/1405 4.67 4.66 4.32 4.39 4.67
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 4.11 5.00
4.50 415/1260 4.50 4.57 4.14 4.19 4.50
4.50 575/1255 4.50 4.75 4.33 4.37 4.50
4.50 620/1258 4.50 4.72 4.38 4.44 4.50
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 59 4.03 4.04 ****
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 11
Under-grad 12 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: MUSC 210 2

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1101
2010
3029

[eNeNoNooloNoNoNa]

0 00 N

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o O o 1 2
o 0O O o0 2
o 0O O o0 2
3 0 0 o0 2
8 0 O o0 1
8 0 O o0 1
1 0 o0 1 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
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Title Musicianship Lab 111
Instructor: Cella,Lisa M
Enrol Iment: 11
Questionnaires: 9
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
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0
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
4.56 540/1509 4.61 4.66 4.31 4.34
4.78 234/1509 4.81 4.69 4.26 4.32
4.78 240/1287 4.84 4.76 4.30 4.35
4.67 280/1459 4.73 4.64 4.22 4.30
4.00 ****/1406 4.78 4.45 4.09 4.09
4.00 ****/1384 5.00 4.45 4.11 4.09
4.63 319/1489 4.60 4.50 4.17 4.19
5.00 171506 4.63 4.69 4.67 4.61
5.00 171463 4.90 4.49 4.09 4.08
5.00 ****/1438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.48
5.00 ****/1421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.76
5.00 ****/1411 4.80 4.66 4.31 4.37
5.00 ****/1405 4.67 4.66 4.32 4.39
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 9 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MUSC 218 1

Title Recording Techniques
Instructor: Parent,James C.
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 12

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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00 00 00

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

Frequency Distribution

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

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.90 159/1509 4.90 4.66 4.31 4.34 4.90
4.80 201/1509 4.80 4.69 4.26 4.32 4.80
4.70 326/1287 4.70 4.76 4.30 4.35 4.70
4.89 10671459 4.89 4.64 4.22 4.30 4.89
4.00 813/1406 4.00 4.45 4.09 4.09 4.00
4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.45 4.11 4.09 4.00
4.70 24371489 4.70 4.50 4.17 4.19 4.70
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.61 5.00
4.22 658/1463 4.22 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.22
4.44 878/1438 4.44 4.66 4.46 4.48 4.44
4.89 588/1421 4.89 4.82 4.73 4.76 4.89
4.56 556/1411 4.56 4.66 4.31 4.37 4.56
4.67 459/1405 4.67 4.66 4.32 4.39 4.67
4.86 83/1236 4.86 4.45 4.00 4.11 4.86
4.75 244/1260 4.75 4.57 4.14 4.19 4.75
4.75 34471255 4.75 4.75 4.33 4.37 4.75
4.75 42171258 4.75 4.72 4.38 4.44 4.75
4.67 152/ 873 4.67 4.59 4.03 4.04 4.67

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 221 1

Title Jazz Thry And Aural Sk
Instructor: Belzer ,Matthew
Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions
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Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1103
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

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

Frequency Distribution

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

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.34 5.00
5.00 171509 5.00 4.69 4.26 4.32 5.00
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.35 5.00
4.75 191/1459 4.75 4.64 4.22 4.30 4.75
5.00 171406 5.00 4.45 4.09 4.09 5.00
4.50 349/1384 4.50 4.45 4.11 4.09 4.50
4.25 760/1489 4.25 4.50 4.17 4.19 4.25
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.61 5.00
5.00 171463 5.00 4.49 4.09 4.08 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.48 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.76 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.37 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.39 5.00
4.67 176/1236 4.67 4.45 4.00 4.11 4.67
5.00 171260 5.00 4.57 4.14 4.19 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.44 5.00
4.00 442/ 873 4.00 4.59 4.03 4.04 4.00

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

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Frequencies
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Frequency Distribution
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Title Jazz Composition
Instructor: Belzer ,Matthew
Enrol Iment: 4
Questionnaires: 4
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 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.34 5.00
5.00 171509 5.00 4.69 4.26 4.32 5.00
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.35 5.00
5.00 171459 5.00 4.64 4.22 4.30 5.00
5.00 171406 5.00 4.45 4.09 4.09 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.45 4.11 4.09 5.00
5.00 171489 5.00 4.50 4.17 4.19 5.00
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.61 5.00
5.00 171463 5.00 4.49 4.09 4.08 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.48 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.76 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.37 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.39 5.00
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 4.11 5.00
5.00 171260 5.00 4.57 4.14 4.19 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.44 5.00
5.00 17 873 5.00 4.59 4.03 4.04 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 4 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: MUSC 224 1

Title Instrumentation
Instructor: Dusman,Linda J
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 14

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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00 00 00

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.86 201/1509 4.86 4.66 4.31 4.34 4.86
4.86 158/1509 4.86 4.69 4.26 4.32 4.86
4.71 30471287 4.71 4.76 4.30 4.35 4.71
4.92 77/1459 4.92 4.64 4.22 4.30 4.92
4.43 423/1406 4.43 4.45 4.09 4.09 4.43
4.80 107/1384 4.80 4.45 4.11 4.09 4.80
4.07 937/1489 4.07 4.50 4.17 4.19 4.07
4.92 466/1506 4.92 4.69 4.67 4.61 4.92
4.58 263/1463 4.58 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.58
4.90 219/1438 4.90 4.66 4.46 4.48 4.90
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.76 5.00
4.90 138/1411 4.90 4.66 4.31 4.37 4.90
4.90 172/1405 4.90 4.66 4.32 4.39 4.90
4.33 421/1236 4.33 4.45 4.00 4.11 4.33
4.67 308/1260 4.67 4.57 4.14 4.19 4.67
4.83 262/1255 4.83 4.75 4.33 4.37 4.83
4.83 32471258 4.83 4.72 4.38 4.44 4.83
4.00 ****/ 873 **** 4 59 4.03 4.04 *F**+*

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 225 1

Title Theory I111:Counterpoin
Instructor: Morin,Joseph C
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 19

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.58 505/1509 4.58 4.66 4.31 4.34 4.58
4.33 774/1509 4.33 4.69 4.26 4.32 4.33
5.00 ****/1287 **** A4.76 4.30 4.35 ****
4.67 280/1459 4.67 4.64 4.22 4.30 4.67
4.08 753/1406 4.08 4.45 4.09 4.09 4.08
4.73 174/1384 4.73 4.45 4.11 4.09 4.73
4.27 738/1489 4.27 4.50 4.17 4.19 4.27
4.08 1353/1506 4.08 4.69 4.67 4.61 4.08
4.30 57971463 4.30 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.30
4.20 1116/1438 4.20 4.66 4.46 4.48 4.20
4.60 108471421 4.60 4.82 4.73 4.76 4.60
4.20 936/1411 4.20 4.66 4.31 4.37 4.20
4.80 285/1405 4.80 4.66 4.32 4.39 4.80
4.44 322/1236 4.44 4.45 4.00 4.11 4.44
4.25 ****/1260 **** 4. 57 4.14 4.19 FxF*
4.25 ***X[I255  *xxx A 75 4.33 4.37  FRR*
4.50 ****/1258 *x** 4. 72 4.38 4.44 FFr*
3.00 ****/ 873 **** 4 59 4.03 4.04 F**+*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 19 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: MUSC 230 1 University of Maryland Page 1107

Title Musics Of The World Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Beck,Gina C Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 31
Questionnaires: 31 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 6 0 0 O 5 4 16 4.44 673/1509 4.44 4.66 4.31 4.34 4.44
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 6 0 0 O 1 4 20 4.76 245/1509 4.76 4.69 4.26 4.32 4.76
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 6 0 0 O 1 5 19 4.72 30471287 4.72 4.76 4.30 4.35 4.72
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 6 15 0 O 1 0 9 4.80 146/1459 4.80 4.64 4.22 4.30 4.80
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 6 2 1 2 3 7 10 4.00 81371406 4.00 4.45 4.09 4.09 4.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 6 18 0 0 1 0 6 4.71 ****/1384 **** 4,45 4.11 4.09 ****
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 7 0 O O 3 3 18 4.63 31971489 4.63 4.50 4.17 4.19 4.63
8. How many times was class cancelled 6 0 O O O 1 24 4.96 233/1506 4.96 4.69 4.67 4.61 4.96
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 7 0 0 0 7 12 5 3.92 970/1463 3.92 4.49 4.09 4.08 3.92
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 0 0 O 1 2 22 4.84 305/1438 4.84 4.66 4.46 4.48 4.84
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 0O 0 1 1 23 4.88 588/1421 4.88 4.82 4.73 4.76 4.88
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 6 0 O O 1 2 22 4.84 201/1411 4.84 4.66 4.31 4.37 4.84
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 6 0O O O 1 5 19 4.72 393/1405 4.72 4.66 4.32 4.39 4.72
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 7 0O O O 1 1 22 4.88 76/1236 4.88 4.45 4.00 4.11 4.88
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 23 0 1 o0 1 1 5 4.13 70171260 4.13 4.57 4.14 4.19 4.13
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 23 0 3 0 1 1 3 3.13 1198/1255 3.13 4.75 4.33 4.37 3.13
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 23 0 0 1 1 1 5 4.25 818/1258 4.25 4.72 4.38 4.44 4.25
4. Were special techniques successful 23 1 1 0 1 0 5 4.14 ****/ 873 **** 450 4.03 4.04 ***=*
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 10 Required for Majors 3 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 3 C 1 General 17 Under-grad 31 Non-major 31
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 2 #i#H# - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 2
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Title Teaching Choral Singin
Instructor: Jackson,Janice
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 3
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
4. Were special techniques successful
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
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. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 4.00 4.66 4.31 4.34 4.00
5.00 171509 5.00 4.69 4.26 4.32 5.00
5.00 171459 5.00 4.64 4.22 4.30 5.00
3.00 133371406 3.00 4.45 4.09 4.09 3.00
4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.45 4.11 4.09 4.00
5.00 171489 5.00 4.50 4.17 4.19 5.00
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.61 5.00
3.50 124171463 3.50 4.49 4.09 4.08 3.50
4.50 800/1438 4.50 4.66 4.46 4.48 4.50
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.76 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.37 5.00
4.50 634/1405 4.50 4.66 4.32 4.39 4.50
4.00 746/1260 4.00 4.57 4.14 4.19 4.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.44 5.00
4.50 209/ 873 4.50 4.59 4.03 4.04 4.50

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 301 1

Title Chambers Players

Instructor:

Yoshioka,Airi (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 11
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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5.00
4.83
5.00
5.00

*kk*k

4.67
5.00
5.00

Ex

*kk*k
*kkk

N = TTOO
RPOOOOOOO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

11

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.32
26 4.25
30 4.33
22 4.26
09 4.12
11 4.15
17 4.14
67 4.67
09 4.08
46 4.43
73 4.73
31 4.29
32 4.32
00 4.07
14 4.22
33 4.37
38 4.42
03 4.08
26 5.00
.31 5.00
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 301 1

Title Chambers Players
Instructor: Ladd,Gita (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 17

Questionnaires: 11

O©CoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

w -

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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Frequency Distribution
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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5.00
4.83
5.00
5.00

*kk*k

4.67
5.00
5.00

Ex

*kk*k
*kkk

N = TTOO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

11

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.32
26 4.25
30 4.33
22 4.26
09 4.12
11 4.15
17 4.14
67 4.67
09 4.08
46 4.43
73 4.73
31 4.29
32 4.32
00 4.07
14 4.22
33 4.37
38 4.42
03 4.08
26 5.00
.31 5.00
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 301 1

Title Chambers Players
Instructor: Tremblay,Christ (Instr. C)
Enrol Iment: 17

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

A WNPF

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

w -
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

11

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.32
26 4.25
30 4.33
22 4.26
09 4.12
11 4.15
17 4.14
67 4.67
09 4.08
14 4.22
33 4.37
38 4.42
03 4.08
26 5.00
31 5.00
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 301 1

Title Chambers Players

Instructor:

Kannen,Maria La (Instr. D)

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 11

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

w -

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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5.00
4.83
5.00
5.00

*kk*k

4.67
5.00
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Ex
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N = TTOO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

11

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.32
26 4.25
30 4.33
22 4.26
09 4.12
11 4.15
17 4.14
67 4.67
09 4.08
46 4.43
73 4.73
31 4.29
32 4.32
00 4.07
14 4.22
33 4.37
38 4.42
03 4.08
26 5.00
31 5.00
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 303 1

Title UMBC Camerata--Chamber
Instructor: Caracciolo,Step
Enrollment: 40

Questionnaires: 39

O©CoOoO~NOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

University of Maryland
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

39
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.68
4.26 4.25 4.96
4.30 4.33 Fx*x*
4.22 4.26 FFF*
4.09 4.12 Fx**
4.11 4.15 Fx**
4.17 4.14 4.78
4.67 4.67 4.93
4.09 4.08 4.83
4.46 4.43 4.94
4.73 4.73 5.00
4.31 4.29 4.81
4.32 4.32 4.94
4.00 4.07 F***
4.14 4.22 4.41
4.33 4.37 4.71
4.38 4.42 4.47
4.03 4.08 4.62

Majors
Major 10
Non-major 29

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 304 1

Title UMBC Jubilee Singers
Instructor: Jackson,Janice
Enrollment: 38

Questionnaires: 38

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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 2 4
o 0O o 3 3
9 0 O o0 2
9 0 O 2 O
10 0 O o0 1
12 0 0O 0 ©O
3 0 o0 2 2
0O 0O O o0 8
1 0 O O &6
o o0 o 1 3
0O 0O O o0 o
o O o 2 1
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3 0 0 0 o

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N =T TOO
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

woh~NwW OO NNW

N A OO

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 598/1509 4.50 4.66 4.31 4.32 4.50
4.44 652/1509 4.44 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.44
471 ****/1287 Fx** 476 4.30 4.33 FRR*
443 FFFX[IAGQ  *xxx A 64 4.22 4.26 FFF*
475 ****/1406 **** 4. 45 4.09 4.12 Fx**
5.00 ****/1384 **** 445 4.11 4.15 ****
4.45 527/1489 4.45 4.50 4.17 4.14 4.45
4.43 1146/1506 4.43 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.43
4.50 325/1463 4.50 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.50
4.29 ***X[1A438 *r** 4. 66 4.46 4.43 Frr*
5.00 ****/142]1 **** 4.82 4.73 4.73 ****
4.29 ****[1411 *F*** 4. 66 4.31 4.29 FrF*
4.71 ****/1405 **** 4. 66 4.32 4.32 Fx**
5.00 ****/1236 **** 4.45 4.00 4.07 ****
5.00 ****/1260 **** 4.57 4.14 4.22 ****
5.00 ****/1255 **** A 75 4.33 4.37 F***
4.80 ****/1258 *x** 4 72 4.38 4.42 FFr*
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 59 4.03 4.08 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 38 Non-major 34

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



Course-Section: MUSC 305 1

Title UMBC Community Symphon
Instructor: Richards,Edwin
Enrollment: 56

Questionnaires: 52

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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0 1 1 4
0O 0O o 1 4
25 0 0 O 8
26 0 O O 8
38 0 0 0 2
40 0 O o0 1
0o o o 3 7
o 0O O o0 1
0O O O o0 4
o 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 2
1 0 0 1 o
5 0 1 0 ©O
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
0O O O o0 o
2 0 0 o0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N Www

D =T TIOO
POOOOOOW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.82 235/1509 4.82 4.66 4.31 4.32 4.82
4.88 133/1509 4.88 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.88
4.67 359/1287 4.67 4.76 4.30 4.33 4.67
4.67 280/1459 4.67 4.64 4.22 4.26 4.67
4.83 ****/1406 **** 445 4.09 4.12 F***
4.90 ****/1384 **** 4. 45 4.11 4.15 F***
4.68 265/1489 4.68 4.50 4.17 4.14 4.68
4.98 117/1506 4.98 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.98
4.92 65/1463 4.92 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.92
5.00 ****/1438 **** A4.66 4.46 4.43 F***
5.00 ****/142]1 **** 4.82 4.73 4.73 ****
4.80 ****/1411 **** 4.66 4.31 4.29 *F***
4.78 ****/1405 **** 4. 66 4.32 4.32 Fx*+*
4.50 ****/1236 **** 4.45 4.00 4.07 Fr**
5.00 ****/1260 **** 4.57 4.14 4.22 ****
4.75 ****/1255 *x*x A 75 4.33 4.37 FrF*
5.00 ****/1258 **** 472 A4.38 4.42 F***
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 59 4.03 4.08 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 18
Under-grad 52 Non-major 34

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



Course-Section: MUSC 307 10

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean

Job
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UMBC Level

Mean

Mean

MAR 22, 2010
IRBR3029

Title Small Ensemble
Instructor: King,Thomas D.
Enrol Iment: 10
Questionnaires: 1
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9

- How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

[cNeoNoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNoNe]

Frequency Distribution

4.00 111471509 4.64
4.00 108671509 4.78
3.00 140371489 4.56
5.00 171506 4.67
3.00 139271463 4.35

Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

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

4.31

4.32
4.25
4.14
4.67
4.08

Majors

Non-major

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 307 11

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PNWNNNWWW

RPNNNN

P NNN

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.64 4.66 4.31 4.32 5.00
5.00 171509 4.78 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 4.88 4.76 4.30 4.33 5.00
5.00 171459 4.67 4.64 4.22 4.26 5.00
5.00 171406 5.00 4.45 4.09 4.12 5.00
5.00 171384 4.78 4.45 4.11 4.15 5.00
5.00 171489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.14 5.00
4.67 941/1506 4.67 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.67
4.00 853/1463 4.35 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.43 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.73 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.29 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.32 5.00
5.00 171236 4.75 4.45 4.00 4.07 5.00
5.00 171260 4.78 4.57 4.14 4.22 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.42 5.00
5.00 17 873 4.00 4.59 4.03 4.08 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 307 2

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Frequency Distribution
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Title Small Ensemble
Instructor: Belzer ,Matthew
Enrol Iment: 9
Questionnaires: 9
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
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 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.64 4.66 4.31 4.32 5.00
4.89 133/1509 4.78 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.89
4.50 519/1287 4.88 4.76 4.30 4.33 4.50
5.00 171459 4.67 4.64 4.22 4.26 5.00
5.00 171406 5.00 4.45 4.09 4.12 5.00
4.33 531/1384 4.78 4.45 4.11 4.15 4.33
5.00 171489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.14 5.00
5.00 171506 4.67 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
4.86 9971463 4.35 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.86
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.43 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.73 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.29 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.32 5.00
4.50 27471236 4.75 4.45 4.00 4.07 4.50
5.00 171260 4.78 4.57 4.14 4.22 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.42 5.00
5.00 17 873 4.00 4.59 4.03 4.08 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 9 Non-major 5

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Small Ensemble
Instructor: Belzer ,Matthew
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 6
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 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.83 218/1509 4.64 4.66 4.31 4.32
5.00 171509 4.78 4.69 4.26 4.25
5.00 171287 4.88 4.76 4.30 4.33
4.00 97971459 4.67 4.64 4.22 4.26
5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.45 4.09 4.12
5.00 171384 4.78 4.45 4.11 4.15
4.33 674/1489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.14
5.00 171506 4.67 4.69 4.67 4.67
4.75 151/1463 4.35 4.49 4.09 4.08
5.00 ****/1438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.43
5.00 ****/1421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.73
5.00 ****/1411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.29
5.00 ****/1405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.32
5.00 ****/1236 4.75 4.45 4.00 4.07
5.00 ****/1260 4.78 4.57 4.14 4.22
5.00 ****/1255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37
5.00 ****/1258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.42
5.00 ****/ 873 4.00 4.59 4.03 4.08

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

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Small Ensemble Baltimore County
Instructor: Goldstein,Thoma 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 0O O o 1 0 2 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 3 0o o o o 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o O o 5 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 O O O0 1 4
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O o0 o 1
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 4 0 O O O 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0
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Title Small Ensemble
Instructor: Belzer ,Matthew
Enrollment: 4
Questionnaires: 4
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

7. Was the grading system clearly explained

8. How many times was class cancelled

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

NNDNN

RRRRe

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

NNDNN
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Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
4. Were special techniques successful
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
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. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.64 4.66 4.31 4.32 5.00
5.00 171509 4.78 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 4.88 4.76 4.30 4.33 5.00
5.00 171489 4.56 4.50 4.17 4.14 5.00
4.33 1205/1506 4.67 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.33
4.67 20971463 4.35 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.67
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.43 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.73 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.29 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.32 5.00
4.33 558/1260 4.78 4.57 4.14 4.22 4.33
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.42 5.00
2.00 866/ 873 4.00 4.59 4.03 4.08 2.00

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

#H## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Questionnaires: 42
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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 you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

Seminar

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

40
40

41
41

41
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uencies

2 3 4
0 9 6
0 3 7
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0
0 0 1
0 2 2
0 0 0
0 0 12
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 1
0 1 0
0 1 1
0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N~NO O

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.20 94271509 4.20 4.66 4.31 4.32 4.20
4.63 401/1509 4.63 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.63
5.00 ****/1287 **** 4.76 4.30 4.33 ****
4.83 ****/1459 F*** 4 64 4.22 4.26 F***
4.00 ****/1406 **** 4.45 4.09 4.12 ****
4.00 ****/1384 **** 4,45 4.11 4.15 ****
4.62 33071489 4.62 4.50 4.17 4.14 4.62
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
4.50 325/1463 4.50 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.50
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.43 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.73 5.00
4.83 211/1411 4.83 4.66 4.31 4.29 4.83
4.91 17271405 4.91 4.66 4.32 4.32 4.91
471 ****/1236 **** 4,45 4.00 4.07 ****
4.13 ****/1260 **** 4. 57 4.14 4.22 *F***
4._38 ****/1255 F**x A4 75 4.33 4.37 F*F*
4.88 ****/1258 FR*x 4 72 4.38 4.42 Fx**
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 59 4.03 4.08 ****
1.00 ****/ 198 **** 500 4.22 4.17 ****
5.00 ****/ 184 **** 5 00 4.48 4.52 ****
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** 5 (00 4.38 4.73 ****
5.00 ****/ Q93 **** L 00 4.06 3.94 ****
4.00 ****/ 48 **** 5 00 4.39 4.61 ****
4.00 ****/ 48 **** 5 00 4.41 4.34 ****
4.00 ****/ 49 ****x 4. 82 4.26 5.00 Fx**

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
[eNeoNoNeNaNaN/A N

General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 18
Under-grad 42 Non-major 24

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Alexander Technique
Instructor: Salkind,Wendy
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 11

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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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Frequencies
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.32
4.82 192/1509 4.82 4.69 4.26 4.25
4.82 199/1287 4.82 4.76 4.30 4.33
4.89 10671459 4.89 4.64 4.22 4.26
4.45 38971406 4.45 4.45 4.09 4.12
4.60 278/1384 4.60 4.45 4.11 4.15
4.45 527/1489 4.45 4.50 4.17 4.14
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.67
4.75 151/1463 4.75 4.49 4.09 4.08
4.88 262/1438 4.88 4.66 4.46 4.43
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.73
4.86 190/1411 4.86 4.66 4.31 4.29
4.86 228/1405 4.86 4.66 4.32 4.32
4.00 66471236 4.00 4.45 4.00 4.07
4.86 172/1260 4.86 4.57 4.14 4.22
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37
4.71 468/1258 4.71 4.72 4.38 4.42
4.71 130/ 873 4.71 4.59 4.03 4.08
5.00 ****/ 89 **** 5 .00 4.49 4.86
5.00 ****/ Q2 **x** 5 00 4.54 4.67
5.00 ****/ 90 **** 5 00 4.50 4.63
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** 5 00 4.38 4.73
5.00 ****/ 93 **** 5 00 4.06 3.94

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 318 1

Title Digital Audio Processi
Instructor: Wonneberger,Ala
Enrol Iment: 11

Questionnaires: 11
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

Discussion

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

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

###+#t - Means there are not enough

11

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.32
26 4.25
30 4.33
22 4.26
09 4.12
11 4.15
17 4.14
67 4.67
09 4.08
46 4.43
73 4.73
31 4.29
32 4.32
00 4.07
14 4.22
33 4.37
38 4.42
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 321 1

Title Music History |

Instructor:

Morin,Joseph C

Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 33
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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

Fall
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.60
4.26 4.25 4.48
4.30 4.33 4.52
4.22 4.26 4.43
4.09 4.12 4.50
4.11 4.15 4.00
4.17 4.14 4.42
4.67 4.67 4.40
4.09 4.08 4.20
4.46 4.43 4.71
4.73 4.73 4.81
4.31 4.29 4.52
4.32 4.32 4.43
4.00 4.07 4.44
4.14 4.22 Fx*F*
4.33 4.37 F*F*
4.38 4.42 F***
4.03 4.08 ****
4.16 4.07 ****
4.22 4,17 FF*F*
4.48 4.52 Fx**
4.36 4.30 *F***
4.18 4.11 *F***
4.49 4.86 F***
4.54 4.67 F***
4.50 4.63 F***
4.38 4.73 F***
4.06 3.94 Fx**
4.39 4.61 F***
4.41 4.34 F**F*
4.51 4.62 *F***
4.18 4.47 FF**
4.32 4.40 F***
4.26 5.00 ****
4.14 5.00 ****
4.31 5.00 ****
4.05 5.00 ****
4.27 5.00 F***



Course-Section: MUSC 321 1 University of Maryland Page 1125

Title Music History | Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Morin,Joseph C Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 35

Questionnaires: 33 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 18 Graduate 0 Major 20
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 4 General 1 Under-grad 33 Non-major 13
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives 0 #iH# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: MUSC 358 1 University of Maryland

Title Music In Performance Baltimore County
Instructor: Morin,Joseph C Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 30

Questionnaires: 30

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

NGO RLNE
COPODD~NO O
coococoN®OO
coocorroOR
CoORrRrRRPROOW
NORNADOOO
APOPONWWNO

=
=

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

haFal el
ENN - ENIENEN]
NOOOO
PR ORO
ORRRR
ANROR
NUTO O D

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

Hone
o000
mooo
ocooo
ocooo
NONBE
NN AN

Laboratory
. Were you provided with adequate background information 28
. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 29

[62I\N]
oo
oo
or
oo
—

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 28
Was the instructor available for individual attention 28
Did research projects contribute to what you learned 28
Did presentations contribute to what you learned 28
Were criteria for grading made clear 28

gReNE
[eNoNeoNoNe]
[eNoNeoNoNe]
[eNoNeoNoNe]
RPRrRRPRO
RPRrROPR

Field Work
. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 28
. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 29
. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 28

AN
OO
[cNeoNe]
[cNeoNe]
R OPR
oOr o

Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 29 O O o0 o 1

Frequency Distribution

OQOOrEFr Or

[cNoN
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.75 1304/1509 3.75 4.66 4.31 4.32 3.75
4.21 91271509 4.21 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.21
440 ****/1287 F*** 476 4.30 4.33 FRR*
4.00 979/1459 4.00 4.64 4.22 4.26 4.00
4.08 753/1406 4.08 4.45 4.09 4.12 4.08
4.33 531/1384 4.33 4.45 4.11 4.15 4.33
4.63 319/1489 4.63 4.50 4.17 4.14 4.63
4.38 1182/1506 4.38 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.38
4.10 799/1463 4.10 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.10
4.61 675/1438 4.61 4.66 4.46 4.43 4.61
4.70 97971421 4.70 4.82 4.73 4.73 4.70
4.52 592/1411 4.52 4.66 4.31 4.29 4.52
4.27 881/1405 4.27 4.66 4.32 4.32 4.27
3.73 871/1236 3.73 4.45 4.00 4.07 3.73
4.83 187/1260 4.83 4.57 4.14 4.22 4.83
4.67 443/1255 4.67 4.75 4.33 4.37 4.67
4.92 21271258 4.92 4.72 4.38 4.42 4.92
4.33 292/ 873 4.33 4.59 4.03 4.08 4.33
3.50 ****/ 198 **** 5,00 4.22 4.17 FF**
4.00 ****/ 165 **** 500 4.18 4.11 ****
4.50 ****/ 89 **** 5 00 4.49 4.86 F***
4.00 ****/ Q92 ****x 5 00 4.54 4.67 F**+*
3.50 ****/ 90 **** 5 00 4.50 4.63 ****
3.50 ****/ Q92 **** 5 00 4.38 4.73 Fr**
3.50 ****/ 93 **** 5 .00 4.06 3.94 Fr**
4.00 ****/ 48 **** 500 4.39 4.61 ****
4.00 ****/ 48 **** 5,00 4.41 4.34 FF**
3.00 ****/ A7 **** 500 4.18 4.47 F***
4.00 ****/ 49 ****  4.82 4.26 5.00 F*r**

Type Majors
Graduate Major 11
Under-grad 30 Non-major 19

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

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 13 0.00-0.99 1 A 19 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives

P 0
1 0 Other






Course-Section: MUSC 360 1

Title Sem:K-12 Choral Method
Instructor: Caracciolo,Step
Enrol Iment: 11

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwWNPF AWNPF A WNPF

N -

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Did
Did

General

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

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

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

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

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

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

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

[N e>Ne)] [N e>Ne)Ne)) ANNNNNWWN

© O oo

10
10

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NDABMD Wwhw WhwN~NWAabhD

RPRRRERN

R
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 800/1509 4.33 4.66 4.31 4.32 4.33
4.25 859/1509 4.25 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.25
4.57 45371287 4.57 4.76 4.30 4.33 4.57
4.11 90271459 4.11 4.64 4.22 4.26 4.11
4.78 152/1406 4.78 4.45 4.09 4.12 4.78
4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.45 4.11 4.15 4.00
3.22 137971489 3.22 4.50 4.17 4.14 3.22
4.44 1127/1506 4.44 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.44
4.29 598/1463 4.29 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.29
4.60 675/1438 4.60 4.66 4.46 4.43 4.60
4.80 794/1421 4.80 4.82 4.73 4.73 4.80
4.60 496/1411 4.60 4.66 4.31 4.29 4.60
4.40 758/1405 4.40 4.66 4.32 4.32 4.40
4.60 352/1260 4.60 4.57 4.14 4.22 4.60
4.60 505/1255 4.60 4.75 4.33 4.37 4.60
4.80 363/1258 4.80 4.72 4.38 4.42 4.80
4.67 152/ 873 4.67 4.59 4.03 4.08 4.67
5.00 ****/ 89 **** 5 .00 4.49 4.86 ****
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** 5 00 4.54 4.67 ****
5.00 ****/ 90 **** 5 00 4.50 4.63 ****
4.50 ****/ Q2 ***x*x 5 (00 4.38 4.73 Fx*F*
3.50 ****/ Q93 **** 5 00 4.06 3.94 Fr**
5.00 ****/ 48 **** 5. 00 4.39 4.61 ****
5.00 ****/ 48 **** 5.00 4.41 4.34 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 11 Non-major 4

#H#H# - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 361 1

Title Sem:K-12 Instru Method
Instructor: Vanderbeek,Maxi
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1128
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOUAWNE

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

hOOOOOOOO

[ 6, ¢ )|

[N e>NeNe)

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

= =
PR DMNORO®D®DO®

0 Uro U

INENN N

N =T TOO
OQOOO0OO0OON®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.21 921/1509 4.21 4.66 4.31 4.32 4.21
4.14 972/1509 4.14 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.14
4.23 795/1287 4.23 4.76 4.30 4.33 4.23
4.50 45471459 4.50 4.64 4.22 4.26 4.50
4.50 332/1406 4.50 4.45 4.09 4.12 4.50
4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.45 4.11 4.15 4.00
3.43 1335/1489 3.43 4.50 4.17 4.14 3.43
4.79 807/1506 4.79 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.79
3.90 983/1463 3.90 4.49 4.09 4.08 3.90
4.11 1166/1438 4.11 4.66 4.46 4.43 4.11
4.78 846/1421 4.78 4.82 4.73 4.73 4.78
4.22 911/1411 4.22 4.66 4.31 4.29 4.22
4.11 994/1405 4.11 4.66 4.32 4.32 4.11
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 4.07 5.00
4.88 157/1260 4.88 4.57 4.14 4.22 4.88
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
4.88 274/1258 4.88 4.72 4.38 4.42 4.88
4.67 152/ 873 4.67 4.59 4.03 4.08 4.67

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 14 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: MUSC 362 1

Title Arts In Education

Instructor:

Yoshioka,Airi

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 4

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

POOOOOOOO

WwWwwww WWwWwww WWwWwww RPRRPPE NNNNN

WWwww

Fall

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNeNoNoNa] [eNeoNoNoNa] ROOO [eleNeoNoNe) OO0OO0O0OO0OONOO

[eNeNoNoNe]

2009

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

NNWWNNORBE

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNeNoNoNe] [eNeNoNoNa] [cNeoNoNe] oor oo

[eNeNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor
Mean Rank
4.75 30371509
4.75 256/1509
5.00 1/1287
4.50 454/1459
4.00 81371406
4.25 61971384
4.25 760/1489
4_.50 1070/1506
4.33 545/1463
5.00 171438
5.00 1/1421
4.50 617/1411
5.00 1/1405
5.00 1/1236
5.00 1/1260
5.00 1/1255
5.00 1/1258
5.00 1/ 873
5.00 1/ 184
5.00 1/ 198
5.00 1/ 184
5.00 1/ 177
5.00 1/ 165
5.00 1/ 89
5.00 1/ 92
5.00 1/ 90
5.00 1/ 92
5.00 1/ 93
5.00 1/ 48
5.00 1/ 48
5.00 1/ 47
5.00 1/ 47
5.00 1/ 44
5.00 1/ 49
5.00 1/ 41
5.00 1/ 46
5.00 1/ 37
5.00 1/ 30

Course

Mean

AADAMDDIIDDD

OO b ADADMDD
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.75
4.26 4.25 4.75
4.30 4.33 5.00
4.22 4.26 4.50
4.09 4.12 4.00
4.11 4.15 4.25
4.17 4.14 4.25
4.67 4.67 4.50
4.09 4.08 4.33
4.46 4.43 5.00
4.73 4.73 5.00
4.31 4.29 4.50
4.32 4.32 5.00
4.00 4.07 5.00
4.14 4.22 5.00
4.33 4.37 5.00
4.38 4.42 5.00
4.03 4.08 5.00
4.16 4.07 5.00
4.22 4.17 5.00
4.48 4.52 5.00
4.36 4.30 5.00
4.18 4.11 5.00
4.49 4.86 5.00
4.54 4.67 5.00
4.50 4.63 5.00
4.38 4.73 5.00
4.06 3.94 5.00
4.39 4.61 5.00
4.41 4.34 5.00
4.51 4.62 5.00
4.18 4.47 5.00
4.32 4.40 5.00
4.26 5.00 5.00
4.14 5.00 5.00
4.31 5.00 5.00
4.05 5.00 5.00
4.27 5.00 5.00



Course-Section: MUSC 362 1 University of Maryland Page 1129

Title Arts In Education Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Yoshioka,Airi Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 362 1
Title Arts In Education
Instructor: Yoshioka,Airi

Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

18
13

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned

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

WOOOOOOOoOOo
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PWOINOOWSAOOG

NOTO~NO®

g oo U

N =T TOO
OCO0OO0OO0OO0ORrOm®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.31 833/1509 4.53 4.66 4.31 4.32 4.31
3.62 1326/1509 4.18 4.69 4.26 4.25 3.62
4.60 426/1287 4.80 4.76 4.30 4.33 4.60
4.38 638/1459 4.44 4.64 4.22 4.26 4.38
4.62 261/1406 4.31 4.45 4.09 4.12 4.62
4.38 466/1384 4.32 4.45 4.11 4.15 4.38
3.75 1197/1489 4.00 4.50 4.17 4.14 3.75
4.23 1273/1506 4.37 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.23
4.40 467/1463 4.37 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.40
4.44 878/1438 4.72 4.66 4.46 4.43 4.44
4.67 1014/1421 4.83 4.82 4.73 4.73 4.67
4.33 810/1411 4.42 4.66 4.31 4.29 4.33
4.33 828/1405 4.67 4.66 4.32 4.32 4.33
3.83 80971236 4.42 4.45 4.00 4.07 3.83
4.83 187/1260 4.92 4.57 4.14 4.22 4.83
5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.42 5.00
4.83 87/ 873 4.92 4.59 4.03 4.08 4.83

Type Majors

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 380 1
Title Intro To Conducting
Instructor: Love,Jason L

Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

31
31

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

w oo g

woog

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1131
MAR 22, 2010

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.93 127/1509 4.93 4.66 4.31 4.32 4.93
5.00 171509 5.00 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.33 5.00
5.00 171459 5.00 4.64 4.22 4.26 5.00
4_.67 ****/1406 **** 445 4.09 4.12 ****
4.78 132/1384 4.78 4.45 4.11 4.15 4.78
4.23 781/1489 4.23 4.50 4.17 4.14 4.23
4.07 1357/1506 4.07 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.07
4.56 286/1463 4.56 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.56
5.00 ****/1438 **** A4.66 4.46 4.43 F***
5.00 ****/142]1 **** 4.82 4.73 4.73 ****
5.00 ****/1411 **** 4.66 4.31 4.29 ****
5.00 ****/1405 **** 4.66 4.32 4.32 ****
5.00 ****/1236 **** 4.45 4.00 4.07 ****
5.00 ****/1260 **** 4.57 4.14 4.22 ****
5.00 ****/1255 **** A 75 4.33 4.37 F***
5.00 ****/1258 **** 472 A4.38 4.42 F***
4_75 ****/ 873 *F**x 4 59 4.03 4.08 FrF*

Type Majors
Graduate Major 11
Under-grad 31 Non-major 20

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

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 17 o O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 17 O O O o0 o
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 17 O O O o0 o
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 17 1 o O O o
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 17 8 0 O 0 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 18 4 0 0 0 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 17 1 1 0 1 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 17 0 O O o0 13
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 22 0 0 0 O0 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 26 0 O O O O
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 26 0 0O O 0 O
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 26 0 0O 0O o0 O
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 26 0 0O O o0 O
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 26 2 O O O o
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 26 0 0O 0O o0 O
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 26 0 O O O O
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 26 0 0O O O O
4. Were special techniques successful 26 1 0 O 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 10 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 390 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Fall 2009
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NR

0

0

0

0

0

ed 0
0

0

0

0

0

0

0

0

n 0
0

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

Frequency Distribution

es

Reasons

RPRRPRRRPRRERER

R R R

RPRRP

Title Adv._Perf.Stud:Westrn A
Instructor: Franklin,Rachel
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 1 Student
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 learn
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
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 discussio
4. Were special techniques successful
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grad
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.80 4.66 4.31 4.32 5.00
5.00 171509 4.80 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 4.75 4.76 4.30 4.33 5.00
5.00 171459 4.80 4.64 4.22 4.26 5.00
5.00 171406 4.67 4.45 4.09 4.12 5.00
5.00 171384 4.67 4.45 4.11 4.15 5.00
5.00 171489 4.67 4.50 4.17 4.14 5.00
5.00 171506 4.80 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
5.00 1/1438 4.75 4.66 4.46 4.43 5.00
5.00 171421 4.75 4.82 4.73 4.73 5.00
5.00 171411 4.75 4.66 4.31 4.29 5.00
5.00 171405 4.75 4.66 4.32 4.32 5.00
5.00 171260 4.75 4.57 4.14 4.22 5.00
5.00 171255 4.75 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 4.75 4.72 4.38 4.42 5.00
5.00 1/ 873 4.67 4.59 4.03 4.08 5.00

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

##HH#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Adv.Perf.Stud:Westrn A Baltimore County
Instructor: Kannen,Maria La Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O O o o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 0O o o o o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O O 0 O0 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

P 0
| 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.80 4.66 4.31 4.32 5.00
5.00 171509 4.80 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 4.75 4.76 4.30 4.33 5.00
5.00 171459 4.80 4.64 4.22 4.26 5.00
5.00 171406 4.67 4.45 4.09 4.12 5.00
5.00 171384 4.67 4.45 4.11 4.15 5.00
5.00 171489 4.67 4.50 4.17 4.14 5.00
5.00 171506 4.80 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
5.00 171463 4.75 4.49 4.09 4.08 5.00

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

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

0
0
0

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RPRRRR

S

Title Adv._Perf.Stud:Westrn A
Instructor: Dunlap,Matthew
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
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
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.80 4.66 4.31 4.32 5.00
5.00 171509 4.80 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171459 4.80 4.64 4.22 4.26 5.00
5.00 171506 4.80 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
5.00 171463 4.75 4.49 4.09 4.08 5.00
5.00 1/1438 4.75 4.66 4.46 4.43 5.00
5.00 171421 4.75 4.82 4.73 4.73 5.00
5.00 171411 4.75 4.66 4.31 4.29 5.00
5.00 171405 4.75 4.66 4.32 4.32 5.00
5.00 171236 4.67 4.45 4.00 4.07 5.00
5.00 171260 4.75 4.57 4.14 4.22 5.00
5.00 171255 4.75 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 4.75 4.72 4.38 4.42 5.00

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

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

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[eNeoNoNooNoNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

Title Adv._Perf.Stud:Westrn A
Instructor: Ruas,Laura Mari
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1
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 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 4.80 4.66 4.31 4.32 4.00
4.00 1086/1509 4.80 4.69 4.26 4.25 4.00
4.00 92471287 4.75 4.76 4.30 4.33 4.00
4.00 979/1459 4.80 4.64 4.22 4.26 4.00
4.00 813/1406 4.67 4.45 4.09 4.12 4.00
4.00 807/1384 4.67 4.45 4.11 4.15 4.00
4.00 986/1489 4.67 4.50 4.17 4.14 4.00
4.00 1383/1506 4.80 4.69 4.67 4.67 4.00
4.00 853/1463 4.75 4.49 4.09 4.08 4.00
4.00 120371438 4.75 4.66 4.46 4.43 4.00
4.00 134571421 4.75 4.82 4.73 4.73 4.00
4.00 105171411 4.75 4.66 4.31 4.29 4.00
4.00 1047/1405 4.75 4.66 4.32 4.32 4.00
4.00 664/1236 4.67 4.45 4.00 4.07 4.00
4.00 746/1260 4.75 4.57 4.14 4.22 4.00
4.00 904/1255 4.75 4.75 4.33 4.37 4.00
4.00 93271258 4.75 4.72 4.38 4.42 4.00
4.00 442/ 873 4.67 4.59 4.03 4.08 4.00

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

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.80 4.66 4.31 4.32 5.00
5.00 171509 4.80 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171287 4.75 4.76 4.30 4.33 5.00
5.00 171459 4.80 4.64 4.22 4.26 5.00
5.00 171506 4.80 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
5.00 171463 4.75 4.49 4.09 4.08 5.00
5.00 171438 4.75 4.66 4.46 4.43 5.00
5.00 171421 4.75 4.82 4.73 4.73 5.00
5.00 171411 4.75 4.66 4.31 4.29 5.00
5.00 171405 4.75 4.66 4.32 4.32 5.00
5.00 171236 4.67 4.45 4.00 4.07 5.00
5.00 171260 4.75 4.57 4.14 4.22 5.00
5.00 171255 4.75 4.75 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 4.75 4.72 4.38 4.42 5.00
5.00 1/ 873 4.67 4.59 4.03 4.08 5.00

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

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

Title Adv.Perf.Stud:Westrn A Baltimore County
Instructor: Markovic-Prakas Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O O o o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o 0O o o o o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O O 0 O0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o 0O O o o o0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O o o o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O O O o o 1
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O O o o 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding o 0O o o o o0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned O O O O o o 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate o O O O o o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion o o o o o o0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 0O 0O o o o o0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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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

RPRRRRRRERER

RPRRRPR

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 0O 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 0 O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

RPRRRRRRERER

RPRRRPR

N = T TTOO
[cNeoNoNeoloNoNa)

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.39 5.00
5.00 171509 5.00 4.69 4.26 4.26 5.00
5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.38 5.00
5.00 171459 5.00 4.64 4.22 4.32 5.00
5.00 171406 5.00 4.45 4.09 4.11 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.45 4.11 4.23 5.00
5.00 171489 5.00 4.50 4.17 4.18 5.00
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
5.00 171463 5.00 4.49 4.09 4.18 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.50 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.76 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.35 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.34 5.00
5.00 171236 5.00 4.45 4.00 4.03 5.00

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

###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

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

NABADDMDAMDDDS

ENENENENEN

00 00 00

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

NBARAWAPMDMDD

RPRRRPR

R RRe

N =T TOO
oOooocooow!m

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 244/1509 4.80 4.66 4.31 4.39
4.80 201/1509 4.80 4.69 4.26 4.26
4.80 20871287 4.80 4.76 4.30 4.38
4.80 146/1459 4.80 4.64 4.22 4.32
4.80 135/1406 4.80 4.45 4.09 4.11
4.75 149/1384 4.75 4.45 4.11 4.23
4.80 151/1489 4.80 4.50 4.17 4.18
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.67
5.00 ****/1463 **** 4.49 4.09 4.18
4.00 ****/1438 **** 4.66 4.46 4.50
4.00 ****/142]1 **** 4.82 4.73 4.76
4.50 ****/1411 **** 4.66 4.31 4.35
4_.50 ****/1405 **** 4.66 4.32 4.34
4.50 ****/1236 **** 4.45 4.00 4.03
5.00 ****/1260 **** 4.57 4.14 4.25
5.00 ****/1255 **** 475 4.33 4.46
5.00 ****/1258 **** 4,72 4.38 4.51
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 59 4.03 4.26

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

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Music Tech. Internship Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Wonneberger,Ala Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 6 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 3 0 0O O O 0 3 5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.39 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 3 0 0O O O 0 3 5.00 171509 5.00 4.69 4.26 4.26 5.00
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 1 O O O o 2 5.00 171287 5.00 4.76 4.30 4.38 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 3 1 o O O o 2 5.00 171459 5.00 4.64 4.22 4.32 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 3 2 0 0 0 O 1 5.00 ***/1406 **** 4.45 4.09 4.11 ****
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 3 2 0 0 O 0 1 5.00 ****/1384 **** 4,45 4.11 4.23 ****
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 3 1 0 0O O O 2 5.00 171489 5.00 4.50 4.17 4.18 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 3 0 0 O O o0 3 5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 325/1463 4.50 4.49 4.09 4.18 4.50
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 3 Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 6 Non-major 4
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 ####H#t - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.86 1251/1509 3.86 4.66 4.31 4.39 3.86
3.71 128371509 3.71 4.69 4.26 4.26 3.71
3.50 1168/1287 3.50 4.76 4.30 4.38 3.50
3.71 121271459 3.71 4.64 4.22 4.32 3.71
3.86 971/1406 3.86 4.45 4.09 4.11 3.86
3.57 115971384 3.57 4.45 4.11 4.23 3.57
4.00 986/1489 4.00 4.50 4.17 4.18 4.00
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
4.00 853/1463 4.00 4.49 4.09 4.18 4.00
3.25 139371438 3.25 4.66 4.46 4.50 3.25
4.75 881/1421 4.75 4.82 4.73 4.76 4.75
3.25 133371411 3.25 4.66 4.31 4.35 3.25
3.25 132171405 3.25 4.66 4.32 4.34 3.25
3.50 98471236 3.50 4.45 4.00 4.03 3.50
4.40 505/1260 4.40 4.57 4.14 4.25 4.40
4.80 287/1255 4.80 4.75 4.33 4.46 4.80
4.00 932/1258 4.00 4.72 4.38 4.51 4.00
3.00 801/ 873 3.00 4.59 4.03 4.26 3.00

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

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 492 3

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Fall 2009

Page 1141
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

NR

0

0

0

0

0

ed 0
0

0

0

0

0

0

g 0

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

Frequency Distribution

es

Reasons

POOOOOOO

[eNeNeoNoNe)

Title Senior Project
Instructor: Wonneberger,Ala
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student
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 learn
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
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 understandin
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grad
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. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1114/1509 4.00 4.66 4.31 4.39 4.00
4.00 1086/1509 4.00 4.69 4.26 4.26 4.00
4.00 92471287 4.00 4.76 4.30 4.38 4.00
4.00 979/1459 4.00 4.64 4.22 4.32 4.00
4.00 813/1406 4.00 4.45 4.09 4.11 4.00
4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.45 4.11 4.23 4.00
4.00 986/1489 4.00 4.50 4.17 4.18 4.00
5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.67 5.00
4.00 120371438 4.00 4.66 4.46 4.50 4.00
4.00 134571421 4.00 4.82 4.73 4.76 4.00
4.00 105171411 4.00 4.66 4.31 4.35 4.00
4.00 1047/1405 4.00 4.66 4.32 4.34 4.00
4.00 664/1236 4.00 4.45 4.00 4.03 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 690 1 University of Maryland Page 1142

Title Sem: Amer Chamber Musi Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Yoshioka,Airi Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 5
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.39 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 5.00 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o o 1 5.00 171506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.71 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O O 1 5.00 171463 5.00 4.49 4.09 4.15 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O O o o 1 5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.49 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O O o o 1 5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.78 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 1/1411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.33 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.33 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171260 5.00 4.57 4.14 4.21 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.43 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.50 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 1 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 0 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 693 1 University of Maryland Page 1143

Title Solo Performance Study Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Yoshioka,Airi Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 5
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.39 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171509 5.00 4.69 4.26 4.25 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o o 1 5.00 1/1506 5.00 4.69 4.67 4.71 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O O 1 5.00 171463 5.00 4.49 4.09 4.15 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O O o o 1 5.00 171438 5.00 4.66 4.46 4.49 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O O o o 1 5.00 171421 5.00 4.82 4.73 4.78 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 1/1411 5.00 4.66 4.31 4.33 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171405 5.00 4.66 4.32 4.33 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding O O O O o o 1 5.00 1/1236 5.00 4.45 4.00 3.98 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171260 5.00 4.57 4.14 4.21 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171255 5.00 4.75 4.33 4.43 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion O O O O o o 1 5.00 171258 5.00 4.72 4.38 4.50 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 1 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 0 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 ###H# - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0



