Course-Section: POLI 100 0101

Title AMER GOVT & POLITICS

Instructor:

MILLER, NICHOLA

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

1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material

OrWNE w N
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. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: POLI 100 0101

Title AMER GOVT & POLITICS
Instructor: MILLER, NICHOLA
Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 33

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1321
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 2
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2

N =T T OO
OO0OORrRRFPUION

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

15

Graduate 0
Under-grad 33 Non-major 25

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



Course-Section: POLI 100 0201

Title AMER GOVT & POLITICS

Instructor:

MILLER, NICHOLA

Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 40

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: POLI 100 0201

Title AMER GOVT & POLITICS
Instructor: MILLER, NICHOLA
Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 40

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1322
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 9 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 1
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Graduate 0
Under-grad 40 Non-major 28

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



Course-Section: POLI 100 0301

Title AMER GOVT & POLITICS
Instructor: MELCAVAGE, EUGE
Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 38

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
Were you provided with adequate background information

. Were necessary materials available for lab activities
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.46 737/1670 4.12 4.47 4.31 4.23 4.46
4.38 82171666 4.15 4.43 4.27 4.30 4.38
4_.57 535/1406 4.21 4.50 4.32 4.31 4.57
4.08 103971615 3.95 4.36 4.24 4.17 4.08
3.94 946/1566 3.99 4.29 4.07 4.03 3.94
3.72 1170/1528 3.83 4.36 4.12 4.00 3.72
4.39 744/1650 4.33 4.42 4.22 4.28 4.39
4.97 20371667 4.72 4.67 4.67 4.61 4.97
4.11 900/1626 3.83 4.21 4.11 4.07 4.11
4.80 435/1559 4.71 4.74 4.46 4.47 4.80
4.85 725/1560 4.65 4.83 4.72 4.68 4.85
4.57 598/1549 4.40 4.59 4.31 4.32 4.57
4.69 495/1546 4.34 4.58 4.32 4.32 4.69
3.26 1121/1323 3.77 3.90 4.00 3.91 3.26
4.14 758/1384 3.64 4.37 4.10 3.92 4.14
4.15 915/1378 3.87 4.57 4.29 4.09 4.15
4.65 541/1378 4.29 4.69 4.31 4.08 4.65
3.22 ****/ 904 **** 3,95 4.03 3.94 KRR*
5 . OO ****/ 230 EE EE 4 B 44 4 B 58 EE

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

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



Course-Section: POLI 210 0101

Title POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY

Instructor:

CARTER, JOHN W.

Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 39

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: POLI 210 0101

Title POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY
Instructor: CARTER, JOHN W.
Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 39

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1324
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 7
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 7
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 10

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

28

Graduate 0
Under-grad 39 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: POLI 230 0101

Title INTRO CONSTITUTIONAL L

Instructor:

DAVIS, JEFFREY

Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 34

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: POLI 230 0101 University of Maryland Page 1325

Title INTRO CONSTITUTIONAL L Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: DAVIS, JEFFREY Spring 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 34 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 4 Graduate 0 Major 11
28-55 10 1.00-1.99 1 B 15
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 3 General 2 Under-grad 34 Non-major 23
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 3 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 12 F 1 Electives 2 ###Ht - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 20
? 1



Course-Section: POLI 230 0201

Title INTRO CONSTITUTIONAL L

Instructor:

DAVIS, JEFFREY

Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 48

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

19

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.87 243/1670 4.80
4.61 490/1666 4.61
4.57 535/1406 4.59
4.29 837/1615 4.39
4.43 460/1566 4.58
4.36 600/1528 4.35
4.73 298/1650 4.64
4.45 1206/1667 4.48
4.12 888/1626 4.16
4.82 419/1559 4.86
4.90 596/1560 4.95
4.52 658/1549 4.60
4.52 691/1546 4.63
3.81 886/1323 3.89
4.63 356/1384 4.31
4.75 400/1378 4.54
4.69 511/1378 4.59
3 . 50 ****/ 904 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

48
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 25 0 O O 1 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 25 0 0 0 1 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 25 0 0 0 2 6
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 26 1 1 0 3 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 25 0 0 1 3 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 26 0 0 0 3 8
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 26 0 0 0 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 25 1 0 0 0 12
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 30 1 1 0 1 9
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 26 0 0 0 1 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 27 0 0 0 1 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 27 0 0 0 3 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 27 0 1 0 1 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 30 2 1 2 2 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 32 0 0 0 1 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 32 0 0 0 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 32 0 0 0 1 3
4. Were special techniques successful 33 9 2 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4 C 3 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: POLI 250 0101

Title INTRO TO PUBLIC ADMIN

Instructor:

WILL IAMS-RANDAL

Enrollment: 44

Questionnaires: 42

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page 1327
AUG 6, 2008

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

O WNPE GO WNE A WNPE

[6)]

A WNPE

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

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

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

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 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

[eNoNoNoNe] [ NeoNeoNe) [eNoNoNoNe] NOOOOOOOO

o [eNoNoNoNe]

[cNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
o 3 7
0 1 7
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Course-Section: POLI 250 0101 University of Maryland Page 1327

Title INTRO TO PUBLIC ADMIN Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: WILL IAMS-RANDAL Spring 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 44

Questionnaires: 42 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 8 0.00-0.99 0 A 10 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 16
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 13
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 3 C 4 General 2 Under-grad 42 Non-major 26
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 1 ###Ht - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 24
? 0



Course-Section: POLI 280 0101

Title INTERNATIONAL RELATION

Instructor:

HAGERTY, DEVIN

Enrollment: 48

Questionnaires: 46

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page 1328
AUG 6, 2008

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[EY

N
RPRPRFRPEN RPRPERPON [ NeoNeoNe) [eNeoNoNoNe] RPOOOONMNOOO

RRPROO

PR RRPO

Frequencies
1 2 3
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Course-Section: POLI 280 0101

Title INTERNATIONAL RELATION
Instructor: HAGERTY, DEVIN
Enrollment: 48

Questionnaires: 46

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1328
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 8
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 10

N =T T OO
NOOOONRER®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Graduate 0
Under-grad 46 Non-major 28

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



Course-Section: POLI 301 0101

Title POL1 RESEARCH METHODS

Instructor:

FORESTIERE, CAR

Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 35

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1329

AUG 6,

2008

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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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Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

27

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.47 722/1670 4.24
4.50 622/1666 4.34
4.46 656/1406 4.36
4.68 368/1615 4.48
4.29 610/1566 3.97
4.72 250/1528 4.51
4.38 757/1650 4.35
4.62 1062/1667 4.72
4.30 67071626 3.77
4.83 387/1559 4.80
4.90 596/1560 4.73
4.77 352/1549 4.55
4.79 357/1546 4.49
4.40 423/1323 4.22
4.53 421/1384 4.27
4.68 466/1378 4.70
4.74 460/1378 4.79
4.31 345/ 904 4.03
5 . OO **-k*/ 79 E = =
5 . OO **-k*/ 75 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 79 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

35

Non-major

responses to be significant

10



Course-Section: POLI 301 0201

Title POLI RESEARCH METHODS
Instructor: FORESTIERE, CAR
Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 31

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1330
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T TIOO
RPOOOCOOPMW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

18

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 665/1670 4.24 4.47 4.31 4.24 4.50
4.85 216/1666 4.34 4.43 4.27 4.18 4.85
4.63 471/1406 4.36 4.50 4.32 4.22 4.63
4.75 290/1615 4.48 4.36 4.24 4.18 4.75
3.79 1122/1566 3.97 4.29 4.07 4.04 3.79
4.63 323/1528 4.51 4.36 4.12 4.07 4.63
4.68 33871650 4.35 4.42 4.22 4.12 4.68
4.53 1142/1667 4.72 4.67 4.67 4.67 4.53
4.13 877/1626 3.77 4.21 4.11 4.06 4.13
4.89 291/1559 4.80 4.74 4.46 4.40 4.89
4.84 751/1560 4.73 4.83 4.72 4.67 4.84
4.79 323/1549 4.55 4.59 4.31 4.25 4.79
4.84 299/1546 4.49 4.58 4.32 4.24 4.84
4.18 597/1323 4.22 3.90 4.00 3.99 4.18
4.18 721/1384 4.27 4.37 4.10 4.12 4.18
4.91 243/1378 4.70 4.57 4.29 4.30 4.91
4.82 375/1378 4.79 4.69 4.31 4.33 4.82
4.00 461/ 904 4.03 3.95 4.03 4.03 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 15
Under-grad 31 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: POLI 301 8620

Title POLI RESEARCH METHODS
Instructor: STAFF
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1331
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

CONNNNNNDNDN

NNNWN

AADD

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[EY
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[N e)Ne) e le]
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N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoN i) NN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.75 1442/1670 4.24 4.47 4.31 4.24 3.75
3.67 1452/1666 4.34 4.43 4.27 4.18 3.67
4.00 1057/1406 4.36 4.50 4.32 4.22 4.00
4.00 108371615 4.48 4.36 4.24 4.18 4.00
3.83 107871566 3.97 4.29 4.07 4.04 3.83
4.18 769/1528 4.51 4.36 4.12 4.07 4.18
4.00 1135/1650 4.35 4.42 4.22 4.12 4.00
5.00 171667 4.72 4.67 4.67 4.67 5.00
2.88 1564/1626 3.77 4.21 4.11 4.06 2.88
4.67 673/1559 4.80 4.74 4.46 4.40 4.67
4.45 1287/1560 4.73 4.83 4.72 4.67 4.45
4.08 1112/1549 4.55 4.59 4.31 4.25 4.08
3.83 1260/1546 4.49 4.58 4.32 4.24 3.83
4.08 66371323 4.22 3.90 4.00 3.99 4.08
4.10 796/1384 4.27 4.37 4.10 4.12 4.10
4.50 60371378 4.70 4.57 4.29 4.30 4.50
4.80 386/1378 4.79 4.69 4.31 4.33 4.80
3.78 619/ 904 4.03 3.95 4.03 4.03 3.78

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

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



Course-Section: POLI 310 0101 University of Maryland

Title POLITICAL PHIL. TO 160 Baltimore County
Instructor: VAUGHAN, GEOFFR Spring 2008
Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 39

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

4.64
4.28
4.63
4.17
4.60
4.36
4.65
4.25
4.45

Rank

50571670
93171666
*H**/1406
96271615
339/1566
600/1528
37271650
136871667
499/1626

11171559
171560
16171549
1/1546
634/1323

293/1384
495/1378
428/1378

*xxx/ 904

*xxk/ 230

****/

Fkkk [

****/

Fkkk [

****/

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

87
79

41
38

27

Course
Mean
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4.76
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major

responses to be significant

IRBR3029

4.25
4.45

4.96
5.00
4.92
5.00
4.13

4.71
4.65
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EE

Fkkk

*kk*k

X

*kkk
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 14 0 O O 2 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 14 O 1 1 1 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 14 17 0 0 0 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 14 2 1 1 2 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 14 0 0 1 2 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 14 O 1 2 0 6
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 16 0 0 1 2 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 14 1 0 0 0 18
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 18 1 0 1 1 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 14 O 0 0 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 14 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 14 0 0 0 0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 14 0 0 0 0 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 15 9 2 0 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 22 0 0 0 1 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 22 0 0 0 2 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 22 0 0 0 1 2
4. Were special techniques successful 22 10 1 0 0 0
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 38 0 0 0 0 0
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 37 1 0 0 0 0
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 37 1 0 0 0 0
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 38 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 38 0 0 0 0 0
Self Paced
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 38 0 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 5 C 1 General
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section:

POLI 323 0101

Title THE PRESIDENCY
Instructor: JIMENEZ, LUIS
Enrollment: 34
Questionnaires: 21

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

G WNPE

A WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

NRPRRRPRRPRER

RPRRRE

< XNIENEN

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 15
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 6 C 0
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Page 1333

AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 665/1670 4.50 4.47 4.31 4.24 4.50
4.65 428/1666 4.65 4.43 4.27 4.18 4.65
4.65 435/1406 4.65 4.50 4.32 4.22 4.65
4.59 467/1615 4.59 4.36 4.24 4.18 4.59
4.15 743/1566 4.15 4.29 4.07 4.04 4.15
4.30 662/1528 4.30 4.36 4.12 4.07 4.30
4.70 327/1650 4.70 4.42 4.22 4.12 4.70
4.25 136871667 4.25 4.67 4.67 4.67 4.25
4.36 616/1626 4.36 4.21 4.11 4.06 4.36
4.80 435/1559 4.80 4.74 4.46 4.40 4.80
4.80 855/1560 4.80 4.83 4.72 4.67 4.80
4.65 500/1549 4.65 4.59 4.31 4.25 4.65
4.65 532/1546 4.65 4.58 4.32 4.24 4.65
3.29 111471323 3.29 3.90 4.00 3.99 3.29
4.36 58971384 4.36 4.37 4.10 4.12 4.36
4.71 441/1378 4.71 4.57 4.29 4.30 4.71
4.86 333/1378 4.86 4.69 4.31 4.33 4.86
440 ****/ 904 **** 3. 95 4.03 4.03 Frx*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 21 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section:

POLI 324 0101

Title THE CONGRESS
Instructor: SCOTT, JAMES L
Enrollment: 27
Questionnaires: 27

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

G WNPE

A WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

oo ggua

e Ne)Ne Mol

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 2 1 1 3
0 0 0 1 8
0 0 1 3 4
0O 0O O 5 6
0 1 1 0 7
0 0 2 1 7
0 0 1 1 8
3 0 0 0 1
0O 0O O 4 5
o 0 o 2 2
o 0O O 1 2
0 0 2 1 1
1 1 1 0 3
11 1 2 1 1
0 0 0 1 3
o 0 O 1 1
o 0O O 1 2
2 0 0 3 2

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 16
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 8 C 1
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Page 1334

AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.27 974/1670 4.27 4.47 4.31 4.24 4.27
4.55 56971666 4.55 4.43 4.27 4.18 4.55
4.41 715/1406 4.41 4.50 4.32 4.22 4.41
4.27 849/1615 4.27 4.36 4.24 4.18 4.27
4.33 559/1566 4.33 4.29 4.07 4.04 4.33
4.29 679/1528 4.29 4.36 4.12 4.07 4.29
4.41 720/1650 4.41 4.42 4.22 4.12 4.41
4.95 40571667 4.95 4.67 4.67 4.67 4.95
4.28 70471626 4.28 4.21 4.11 4.06 4.28
4.71 58971559 4.71 4.74 4.46 4.40 4.71
4.81 855/1560 4.81 4.83 4.72 4.67 4.81
4.57 598/1549 4.57 4.59 4.31 4.25 4.57
4.50 715/1546 4.50 4.58 4.32 4.24 4.50
3.56 101571323 3.56 3.90 4.00 3.99 3.56
4.67 324/1384 4.67 4.37 4.10 4.12 4.67
4.80 348/1378 4.80 4.57 4.29 4.30 4.80
4.73 460/1378 4.73 4.69 4.31 4.33 4.73
4.33 328/ 904 4.33 3.95 4.03 4.03 4.33

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 27 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: POLI 352 0101

Title ADMINISTRATIVE LAW

Instructor:

MILLER, KERWIN

Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 32

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1335

AUG 6,

2008

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.33 90271670 4.33
4.54 569/1666 4.54
4.63 471/1406 4.63
4.42 660/1615 4.42
4.50 38971566 4.50
4.00 89971528 4.00
4.58 457/1650 4.58
4.96 338/1667 4.96
4.09 905/1626 4.09
4.61 772/1559 4.61
4.65 1102/1560 4.65
4.83 275/1549 4.83
4.74 432/1546 4.74
4.09 800/1384 4.09
4.74 420/1378 4.74
4.70 50171378 4.70
4.28 361/ 904 4.28

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

32

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: POLI 360 0101

Title COMPRTIVE POLI ANALYSI

Instructor:

GRODSKY, BRIAN

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abw

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

Field Work

. Was the instructor available for consultation
. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

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

23

23
23
23

23
23

woOoo [eNoNoNoNe] OO0OO0OO0OO0OO~NOO

[eNoNe]

0
0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoNaNoN V]

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.64 518/1670 4.43
4.45 70371666 4.30
4_50 ****/1406 E = =
4.27 84971615 4.10
4.64 317/1566 4.47
4.45 490/1528 4.42
3.82 1324/1650 3.37
4.90 67571667 4.95
4.33 637/1626 3.98
4.73 572/1559 4.75
5.00 1/1560 4.88
4.73 410/1549 4.59
4.82 333/1546 4.68
3.91 820/1323 3.58
4.64 348/1384 4.65
4.91 243/1378 4.62
4.64 560/1378 4.57
3.25 794/ 904 3.38
5_00 ****/ 38 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

24

Page 1336

AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 4.64
4.27 4.18 4.45
4.32 4.22 Fxx*
4.24 4.18 4.27
4.07 4.04 4.64
4.12 4.07 4.45
4.22 4.12 3.82
4.67 4.67 4.90
4.11 4.06 4.33
4.46 4.40 4.73
4.72 4.67 5.00
4.31 4.25 4.73
4.32 4.24 4.82
4.00 3.99 3.91
4.10 4.12 4.64
4.29 4.30 4.91
4.31 4.33 4.64
4.03 4.03 3.25
4.65 4.30 *Fxx*
4.62 4.68 Fxx*
4.27 4.38 Frx*
4.47 4.51 Fxx*
4.64 3.33 FxF*
4.54 2.63 Fxx*

Majors
Major 3
Non-major 21

responses to be significant



Course-Section: POLI 360 0201

Title COMPRTIVE POLI ANALYSI

Instructor:

GRODSKY, BRIAN

Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page 1337
AUG 6, 2008

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
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1 0 4
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0O 0 oO
1 0 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 2
0 0 2
1 0 7
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0O 2 0O
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
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Course-Section: POLI 360 0201

Title COMPRTIVE POLI ANALYSI
Instructor: GRODSKY, BRIAN
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 14

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1337
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 3
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3

=T TOO
RPOOOORrRrbhU

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: POLI 385 0101

Title INTERNATIONAL SECURITY

Instructor:

LEBSON, MICAH

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

OWPARWWDAWWW
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

W= TTOO >
NOOOR,MOW

General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.89 135871670 3.89
3.67 1452/1666 3.67
4.12 98871406 4.12
4.24 898/1615 4.24
4.00 851/1566 4.00
4.18 778/1528 4.18
4.00 113571650 4.00
4.83 80571667 4.83
3.20 150971626 3.20
4.22 1178/1559 4.22
4.44 1294/1560 4.44
3.83 1270/1549 3.83
4.00 113971546 4.00
3.53 1025/1323 3.53
4.00 820/1384 4.00
4.50 60371378 4.50
4.42 741/1378 4.42
4.09 443/ 904 4.09
5 . 00 ***-k/ 87 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21

Page 1338

AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 3.89
4.27 4.18 3.67
4.32 4.22 4.12
4.24 4.18 4.24
4.07 4.04 4.00
4.12 4.07 4.18
4.22 4.12 4.00
4.67 4.67 4.83
4.11 4.06 3.20
4.46 4.40 4.22
4.72 4.67 4.44
4.31 4.25 3.83
4.32 4.24 4.00
4.00 3.99 3.53
4.10 4.12 4.00
4.29 4.30 4.50
4.31 4.33 4.42
4.03 4.03 4.09
4.21 3.99 FF**
4.65 4.30 ****

Majors
Major 15
Non-major 6

responses to be significant



Course-Section: POLI 390 0101

Title AMERICAN FOREIGN POLIC

Instructor:

STARKEY, BRIGID

Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 35

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1339
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

22

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.63 51871670 4.72
4.57 542/1666 4.60
4.60 495/1406 4.64
4.43 646/1615 4.40
4.63 317/1566 4.47
4.28 688/1528 4.34
4.20 97371650 4.38
4.90 675/1667 4.89
4.48 451/1626 4.52
4.80 435/1559 4.81
4.93 417/1560 4.94
4.83 275/1549 4.78
4.67 520/1546 4.73
4.07 666/1323 4.08
4.55 409/1384 4.55
4.36 763/1378 4.62
4.64 560/1378 4.72
3.56 708/ 904 3.78

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: POLI 390 8620

Title AMERICAN FOREIGN POLIC
Instructor: MELCAVAGE, EUGE
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1340
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T TIOO
[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNi)]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.81 290/1670 4.72 4.47 4.31 4.24 4.81
4.63 465/1666 4.60 4.43 4.27 4.18 4.63
4.69 39971406 4.64 4.50 4.32 4.22 4.69
4.38 724/1615 4.40 4.36 4.24 4.18 4.38
4.31 579/1566 4.47 4.29 4.07 4.04 4.31
4.40 560/1528 4.34 4.36 4.12 4.07 4.40
4.56 485/1650 4.38 4.42 4.22 4.12 4.56
4.88 73071667 4.89 4.67 4.67 4.67 4.88
4.57 347/1626 4.52 4.21 4.11 4.06 4.57
4.81 419/1559 4.81 4.74 4.46 4.40 4.81
4.94 417/1560 4.94 4.83 4.72 4.67 4.94
4.73 395/1549 4.78 4.59 4.31 4.25 4.73
4.80 345/1546 4.73 4.58 4.32 4.24 4.80
4.09 65971323 4.08 3.90 4.00 3.99 4.09
4.56 396/1384 4.55 4.37 4.10 4.12 4.56
4.88 274/1378 4.62 4.57 4.29 4.30 4.88
4.81 375/1378 4.72 4.69 4.31 4.33 4.81
4.00 461/ 904 3.78 3.95 4.03 4.03 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 15
Under-grad 19 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: POLI 395 8620

Title U.S. NAT"L SECURITY PO
Instructor: TURNER, MICHAEL
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1341
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Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

NNRRRPRPRRER

WWWwN N

AADD

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoNaNéNool

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.94 124/1670 4.94 4.47 4.31 4.24 4.94
4.94 104/1666 4.94 4.43 4.27 4.18 4.94
4.88 212/1406 4.88 4.50 4.32 4.22 4.88
4.82 231/1615 4.82 4.36 4.24 4.18 4.82
4.82 176/1566 4.82 4.29 4.07 4.04 4.82
4.94 73/1528 4.94 4.36 4.12 4.07 4.94
4.94 95/1650 4.94 4.42 4.22 4.12 4.94
4.63 1062/1667 4.63 4.67 4.67 4.67 4.63
4.91 11671626 4.91 4.21 4.11 4.06 4.91
4.94 193/1559 4.94 4.74 4.46 4.40 4.94
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.83 4.72 4.67 5.00
4.93 141/1549 4.93 4.59 4.31 4.25 4.93
4.87 276/1546 4.87 4.58 4.32 4.24 4.87
4.86 137/1323 4.86 3.90 4.00 3.99 4.86
4.86 195/1384 4.86 4.37 4.10 4.12 4.86
4.93 194/1378 4.93 4.57 4.29 4.30 4.93
4.93 225/1378 4.93 4.69 4.31 4.33 4.93
4.85 121/ 904 4.85 3.95 4.03 4.03 4.85

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 10
Under-grad 17 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: POLI 401 1301 University of Maryland Page 1342

Title INDIVIDUAL STUDY IN PO Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: FORESTIERE, CAR Spring 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 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

Frequency Distribution

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

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



Course-Section: POLI 402 1301
Title HONORS RESEARCH
Instructor: FORESTIERE, CAR
Enrollment: 1
Questionnaires: 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
NR NA 1 2 3 4

Page
AUG 6,
Job IRBR

1343
2008
3029

Sect
Mean

Expected Grades

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Questions

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

W= TTOO®m>

[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNa]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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 #### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
0



Course-Section: POLI 409A 0101

Title HONRS THESIS PREP COUR
Instructor: FORESTIERE, CAR
Enrollment: 3

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1344
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Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

NNNNNNNDNDDN

NNNNDN

NNDNN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoNaol —No)

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

RPORRRPRRRER

RPRRRE

RERRR

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1670 5.00 4.47 4.31 4.45 5.00
5.00 1/1666 5.00 4.43 4.27 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.50 4.32 4.48 5.00
5.00 1/1615 5.00 4.36 4.24 4.37 5.00
5.00 1/1566 5.00 4.29 4.07 4.17 5.00
5.00 1/1528 5.00 4.36 4.12 4.26 5.00
5.00 1/1650 5.00 4.42 4.22 4.28 5.00
4.00 1524/1667 4.00 4.67 4.67 4.73 4.00
5.00 1/1626 5.00 4.21 4.11 4.28 5.00
5.00 1/1559 5.00 4.74 4.46 4.58 5.00
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.83 4.72 4.80 5.00
5.00 1/1549 5.00 4.59 4.31 4.43 5.00
5.00 1/1546 5.00 4.58 4.32 4.43 5.00
5.00 1/1323 5.00 3.90 4.00 4.10 5.00
5.00 1/1384 5.00 4.37 4.10 4.32 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.55 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.69 4.31 4.60 5.00
5.00 1/ 904 5.00 3.95 4.03 4.22 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: POLI 409B 0101

Title TRANSITIONAL JUSTICE
Instructor: GRODSKY, BRIAN
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

0 ~N~NNNNSNNN

(s IENIENIENEN

00 00 00

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O O o0 4
0 0 0 0 7
8 0 0 1 0
i1 0 0 2 2
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 3
0 0 0 4 2
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O 0 &6
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O 1 3
0 0 0 0 2
0O 0O O 6 2
0 0 0 0 2
0O 0O O 1 o
0O 0O O o0 o
7 0 0 2 O

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoNaNANe))

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

557/1670 4.60
908/1666 4.30
775/1615 4
273/1566 4.
277/1528 4.70
113571650 4
171667 5
637/1626 4

~
o

AABAIMIMIAAAS
N
©

B R
o
iy

AR IAAAD
[N
~

62371559
596/1560
68371549
34571546
106571323

WhhHhD
a
o
WhhHhDbD
a
©
ABAADID
w
[
ABADAMDID
IN
w
WhDHDAD
al
o

242/1384 4.78
379/1378 4.78
171378 5.00

WA
(&)1
\‘

ADDdAN
AN

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

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



Course-Section: POLI 428 0101

Title POLITICS INTERNSHIP
Instructor: SCHALLER, THOMA
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1346
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

NOOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

oOr OO

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TIOO
[eNeoNoNoNoNo RN NN)

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

OO UTO O Ul o

oo ~N©

W ~N 00

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.89 224/1670 4.89 4.47 4.31 4.45 4.89
4.89 190/1666 4.89 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.89
4_.57 525/1406 4.57 4.50 4.32 4.48 4.57
4.50 552/1615 4.50 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.50
4.89 143/1566 4.89 4.29 4.07 4.17 4.89
4.44 504/1528 4.44 4.36 4.12 4.26 4.44
4.56 49971650 4.56 4.42 4.22 4.28 4.56
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.67 4.67 4.73 5.00
4.86 141/1626 4.86 4.21 4.11 4.28 4.86
4.89 307/1559 4.89 4.74 4.46 4.58 4.89
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.83 4.72 4.80 5.00
4.67 488/1549 4.67 4.59 4.31 4.43 4.67
4.56 655/1546 4.56 4.58 4.32 4.43 4.56
4.50 326/1323 4.50 3.90 4.00 4.10 4.50
4.89 17971384 4.89 4.37 4.10 4.32 4.89
4.89 264/1378 4.89 4.57 4.29 4.55 4.89
4.88 312/1378 4.88 4.69 4.31 4.60 4.88
3.80 605/ 904 3.80 3.95 4.03 4.22 3.80

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

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

POLI 432 0101
CIVIL RIGHTS
LANOUE, GEORGE
38

27

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

G WNPE

A WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

ARRPRRRPROORO

[eNoNoNoNa]

[N NG N6

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 7
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 5 C 4
84-150 11 3.00-3.49 5 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 10 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 3

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

18

Page 1347

AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 479/1670 4.67 4.47 4.31 4.45 4.67
4.50 622/1666 4.50 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.50
4.52 586/1406 4.52 4.50 4.32 4.48 4.52
4.44 63371615 4.44 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.44
4.73 242/1566 4.73 4.29 4.07 4.17 4.73
4.21 751/1528 4.21 4.36 4.12 4.26 4.21
4.69 327/1650 4.69 4.42 4.22 4.28 4.69
4.85 786/1667 4.85 4.67 4.67 4.73 4.85
4.32 659/1626 4.32 4.21 4.11 4.28 4.32
4.81 419/1559 4.81 4.74 4.46 4.58 4.81
4.78 911/1560 4.78 4.83 4.72 4.80 4.78
4.63 537/1549 4.63 4.59 4.31 4.43 4.63
4.63 570/1546 4.63 4.58 4.32 4.43 4.63
3.68 950/1323 3.68 3.90 4.00 4.10 3.68
4.41 541/1384 4.41 4.37 4.10 4.32 4.41
4.45 66071378 4.45 4.57 4.29 4.55 4.45
4.73 470/1378 4.73 4.69 4.31 4.60 4.73
4.76 142/ 904 4.76 3.95 4.03 4.22 4.76

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 22
Under-grad 27 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: POLI 438 0101

Title LEGAL INTERNSHIP

Instructor:

DAVIS, JEFFREY

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

[

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

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

ORWWWWWWH

PWWWLWW

aaao o

16

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

o
o
o
o
o

oOr OO
ROOO
[eNoNeoNe)
[eNoNoNe)
ool Nl

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PR RN

AAADDMDIMDDIDN
N
©

WhhADdD
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©
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EE

*okkk

*okkk

EE

N = T T1O O
[eNeoNoNoNoNoNoN V]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.46 722/1670 4.46
4.36 846/1666 4.36
4.71 36371406 4.71
4.29 837/1615 4.29
4.00 851/1566 4.00
4.31 662/1528 4.31
4.43 690/1650 4.43
4.92 540/1667 4.92
4.45 483/1626 4.45
4.64 706/1559 4.64
4.93 477/1560 4.93
4.29 952/1549 4.29
4.43 822/1546 4.43
4.00 69271323 4.00
4.42 530/1384 4.42
4.67 481/1378 4.67
4.92 253/1378 4.92
4.50 243/ 904 4.50
5_00 ****/ 41 E = =
3 . OO **-k-k/ 39 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

17

Page 1348

AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.45 4.46
4.27 4.35 4.36
4.32 4.48 4.71
4.24 4.37 4.29
4.07 4.17 4.00
4.12 4.26 4.31
4.22 4.28 4.43
4.67 4.73 4.92
4.11 4.28 4.45
4.46 4.58 4.64
4.72 4.80 4.93
4.31 4.43 4.29
4.32 4.43 4.43
4.00 4.10 4.00
4.10 4.32 4.42
4.29 4.55 4.67
4.31 4.60 4.92
4.03 4.22 4.50
4.65 4.80 ****
4.50 4.98 ****
4.19 4.36 ****
4.62 4.58 FF**
4.27 4.02 Fx**

Majors
Major 4
Non-major 13

responses to be significant



Course-Section: POLI 438H 0101

University of Maryland

Page 1349
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

oo a

auw

agooaoanNnObh D

.00 121671670 4.00 4.47 4.31 4.45 4.00
.00 119971666 4.00 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.00
.00 171615 5.00 4.36 4.24 4.37 5.00
.00 1551/1566 2.00 4.29 4.07 4.17 2.00
00 171528 5.00 4.36 4.12 4.26 5.00
.00 1/1650 5.00 4.42 4.22 4.28 5.00
.00 171667 5.00 4.67 4.67 4.73 5.00
.00 171626 5.00 4.21 4.11 4.28 5.00
.00 171559 5.00 4.74 4.46 4.58 5.00
.00 171560 5.00 4.83 4.72 4.80 5.00
.00 171549 5.00 4.59 4.31 4.43 5.00
.00 171546 5.00 4.58 4.32 4.43 5.00
.00 171323 5.00 3.90 4.00 4.10 5.00
.00 1260/1384 3.00 4.37 4.10 4.32 3.00
.00 171378 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.55 5.00
.00 171378 5.00 4.69 4.31 4.60 5.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 1 Non-major 0

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

Title LEGAL INTERNSHIP Baltimore County
Instructor: DAVIS, JEFFREY Spring 2008
Enrollment: 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 o o o o o 1 o
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 0 0 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
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 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: POLI 440 0101

Title URBAN POLITICS

Instructor:

HANLON, BERNADE

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

Laboratory

1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material

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

[eNoNe]
[eNoNe]
[eNoNe]
[eNoNe]
[eNoNe]

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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2. Were you provided with adequate background information
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned
5. Were criteria for grading made clear
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4 c 0
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.78 1430/1670 3.78
4.44 719/1666 4.44
4.56 546/1406 4.56
4.56 499/1615 4.56
4.13 771/1566 4.13
4.00 89971528 4.00
5.00 1/1650 5.00
4.44 1216/1667 4.44
3.40 143871626 3.40
4.63 739/1559 4.63
4.63 1138/1560 4.63
4.50 683/1549 4.50
4.00 113971546 4.00
3.17 115571323 3.17
3.80 97571384 3.80
4.60 525/1378 4.60
4.80 386/1378 4.80
3 . 50 **-k*/ 904 E = =
5 . OO **-k*/ 239 E = =
5_00 **-k*/ 218 E = =
5 . OO **-k*/ 79 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 80 E = =
5_00 ****/ 41 E = =
1_00 ****/ 38 E = =
5_00 ****/ 28 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 16 E =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.45 3.78
4.27 4.35 4.44
4.32 4.48 4.56
4.24 4.37 4.56
4.07 4.17 4.13
4.12 4.26 4.00
4.22 4.28 5.00
4.67 4.73 4.44
4.11 4.28 3.40
4.46 4.58 4.63
4.72 4.80 4.63
4.31 4.43 4.50
4.32 4.43 4.00
4.00 4.10 3.17
4.10 4.32 3.80
4.29 4.55 4.60
4.31 4.60 4.80
4.03 4.22 F***
4.19 4.35 ****
4.21 4.26 F***
4.18 4.09 Fx**
4.65 4.80 ****
4.45 4.53 Frx*x
3.97 3.67 Fx**
4.50 4.98 Fxx*
4.19 4.36 ****
4.64 5.00 ****
4.67 4.80 ****
4 . 84 *hhKk . = =

Majors
Major 8
Non-major 12

responses to be significant






Course-Section: POLI 446 0101

Title THE POLITICS OF POVERT
Instructor: MILLER, CHERYL
Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

RPRRRRPRPRRER

RPRNRE

ArWWW

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OkrRrWW

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Aw~NoO~NOTOOUIN

W o ulooo

RPOOoOO

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.88 234/1670 4.88 4.47 4.31 4.45 4.88
4.63 465/1666 4.63 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.63
4.83 240/1406 4.83 4.50 4.32 4.48 4.83
4.71 326/1615 4.71 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.71
4.88 148/1566 4.88 4.29 4.07 4.17 4.88
5.00 1/1528 5.00 4.36 4.12 4.26 5.00
4.88 180/1650 4.88 4.42 4.22 4.28 4.88
4.38 1279/1667 4.38 4.67 4.67 4.73 4.38
4.57 347/1626 4.57 4.21 4.11 4.28 4.57
4.75 521/1559 4.75 4.74 4.46 4.58 4.75
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.83 4.72 4.80 5.00
4.71 424/1549 4.71 4.59 4.31 4.43 4.71
4.75 407/1546 4.75 4.58 4.32 4.43 4.75
4.00 69271323 4.00 3.90 4.00 4.10 4.00
5.00 1/1384 5.00 4.37 4.10 4.32 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.55 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.69 4.31 4.60 5.00
3.00 820/ 904 3.00 3.95 4.03 4.22 3.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 9 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: POLI 473 0101

Title GANDHI POL EXPMT TRUTH
Instructor: LEVY, HAROLD L
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
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

NhAAMOODMDIADS

o XXX AMADDD

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

WNWWW PWWN oL NGO OWWORLrNOWER

[eNoNeoNe)

NPAPWWWWWWW
=
iN
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~
o

N W W W
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WwWwhphbw
I
~

N = T T1O O
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.25 1596/1670 3.25 4.47 4.31 4.45
3.50 150871666 3.50 4.43 4.27 4.35
3.33 131471406 3.33 4.50 4.32 4.48
3.13 155771615 3.13 4.36 4.24 4.37
3.14 1447/1566 3.14 4.29 4.07 4.17
3.00 144771528 3.00 4.36 4.12 4.26
3.13 156571650 3.13 4.42 4.22 4.28
4.38 1279/1667 4.38 4.67 4.67 4.73
2.80 1574/1626 2.80 4.21 4.11 4.28
4.63 73971559 4.63 4.74 4.46 4.58
4.38 1347/1560 4.38 4.83 4.72 4.80
3.75 130871549 3.75 4.59 4.31 4.43
3.50 137971546 3.50 4.58 4.32 4.43
1.33 1316/1323 1.33 3.90 4.00 4.10
3.67 103371384 3.67 4.37 4.10 4.32
3.67 113971378 3.67 4.57 4.29 4.55
3.50 1189/1378 3.50 4.69 4.31 4.60
2.67 860/ 904 2.67 3.95 4.03 4.22
3.83 81/ 87 3.83 3.83 4.65 4.80
4.00 69/ 79 4.00 4.00 4.64 4.60
4.17 56/ 75 4.17 4.17 4.57 4.56
3.67 71/ 79 3.67 3.67 4.45 4.53
3.83 48/ 80 3.83 3.83 3.97 3.67
4_00 ***-k/ 41 *hkkk EE 4_50 4_98
3_00 ****/ 39 EE EE 4_27 4_02
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 12 Non-major

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



Course-Section: POLI 480 0101

Title INTERNATIONAL ORGANIZA
Instructor: HODY, CYNTHIA
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

NFPFPRPPRPPRPOOOO

RPRNRE

Wwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNol o N

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.79 325/1670 4.79 4.47 4.31 4.45 4.79
4.64 440/1666 4.64 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.64
4.75 31871406 4.75 4.50 4.32 4.48 4.75
4.77 281/1615 4.77 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.77
4.08 808/1566 4.08 4.29 4.07 4.17 4.08
4.54 398/1528 4.54 4.36 4.12 4.26 4.54
4.54 527/1650 4.54 4.42 4.22 4.28 4.54
4.31 1334/1667 4.31 4.67 4.67 4.73 4.31
4.73 23171626 4.73 4.21 4.11 4.28 4.73
4.69 62371559 4.69 4.74 4.46 4.58 4.69
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.83 4.72 4.80 5.00
4.67 488/1549 4.67 4.59 4.31 4.43 4.67
4.85 29971546 4.85 4.58 4.32 4.43 4.85
4._.33 ****/1323 F*** 3,90 4.00 4.10 F***
4.91 16971384 4.91 4.37 4.10 4.32 4.91
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.55 5.00
4.91 281/1378 4.91 4.69 4.31 4.60 4.91
4.63 194/ 904 4.63 3.95 4.03 4.22 4.63

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 14 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: POLI 486 0101

Title MIDDLE EAST INTL RELAT
Instructor: STARKEY, BRIGID
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

WNNNNNNDNDN

gwwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T TIOO
OO0OO0OrOWOoOOo®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.82 290/1670 4.82 4.47 4.31 4.45 4.82
4.64 452/1666 4.64 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.64
4.55 556/1406 4.55 4.50 4.32 4.48 4.55
4.50 552/1615 4.50 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.50
4.68 280/1566 4.68 4.29 4.07 4.17 4.68
4.50 421/1528 4.50 4.36 4.12 4.26 4.50
4.59 443/1650 4.59 4.42 4.22 4.28 4.59
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.67 4.67 4.73 5.00
4.38 584/1626 4.38 4.21 4.11 4.28 4.38
4.90 276/1559 4.90 4.74 4.46 4.58 4.90
4.95 298/1560 4.95 4.83 4.72 4.80 4.95
4.86 248/1549 4.86 4.59 4.31 4.43 4.86
4.90 231/1546 4.90 4.58 4.32 4.43 4.90
4.32 498/1323 4.32 3.90 4.00 4.10 4.32
4.62 364/1384 4.62 4.37 4.10 4.32 4.62
4.77 38971378 4.77 4.57 4.29 4.55 4.77
4.85 344/1378 4.85 4.69 4.31 4.60 4.85
3.92 548/ 904 3.92 3.95 4.03 4.22 3.92

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 16
Under-grad 24 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: POLI 487 0101

Title INTERNATIONAL POLI ECO

Instructor:

HODY, CYNTHIA

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

Spring 2008

Freq

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

uencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

WOOOOOOO0OOo

NP RRE

NNDNN

19

OO0OO0OO0OOKFrNOO
[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

[ccNeoNeoNoNe]
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[eNoNoNe)
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required
General
Elective

Other

for Majors

S

15

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.80 300/1670 4.80
4.80 25971666 4.80
4.75 318/1406 4.75
4.79 263/1615 4.79
4.90 132/1566 4.90
4.75 221/1528 4.75
4.70 327/1650 4.70
4.55 1119/1667 4.55
4.82 156/1626 4.82
4.63 722/1559 4.63
5.00 1/1560 5.00
4.53 658/1549 4.53
4.53 691/1546 4.53
4.10 656/1323 4.10
4.78 242/1384 4.78
4.89 264/1378 4.89
4.83 354/1378 4.83
3 . 67 **-k*/ 904 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.45 4.80
4.27 4.35 4.80
4.32 4.48 4.75
4.24 4.37 4.79
4.07 4.17 4.90
4.12 4.26 4.75
4.22 4.28 4.70
4.67 4.73 4.55
4.11 4.28 4.82
4.46 4.58 4.63
4.72 4.80 5.00
4.31 4.43 4.53
4.32 4.43 4.53
4.00 4.10 4.10
4.10 4.32 4.78
4.29 4.55 4.89
4.31 4.60 4.83
4.03 4.22 F***
4.44 4.30 F***
Majors
Major 10
Non-major 10

responses to be significant



Course-Section: POLI 489 0101

Title SEL TOPICS:INTERNATL R
Instructor: HAGERTY, DEVIN
Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1356
2008
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

AP OOOOOCOO

Wwww RPRRRE

AR BABAD

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 300/1670 4.80 4.47 4.31 4.45
4.60 490/1666 4.57 4.43 4.27 4.35
5.00 1/1406 4.80 4.50 4.32 4.48
4.20 944/1615 4.30 4.36 4.24 4.37
4.40 491/1566 4.32 4.29 4.07 4.17
4.80 17371528 4.65 4.36 4.12 4.26
4.40 720/1650 4.50 4.42 4.22 4.28
4.25 136871667 4.57 4.67 4.67 4.73
5.00 ****/1626 4.60 4.21 4.11 4.28
4.50 896/1559 4.68 4.74 4.46 4.58
5.00 1/1560 4.93 4.83 4.72 4.80
5.00 171549 4.74 4.59 4.31 4.43
4.50 715/1546 4.57 4.58 4.32 4.43
5.00 ****/1323 3.50 3.90 4.00 4.10
5.00 1/1384 4.78 4.37 4.10 4.32
4.00 970/1378 4.31 4.57 4.29 4.55
5.00 1/1378 4.84 4.69 4.31 4.60
4.50 243/ 904 4.30 3.95 4.03 4.22
5.00 ****/ 87 **** 3,83 4.65 4.80
5.00 ****/ 79 **** 4 .00 4.64 4.60
5.00 ****/ 75 ***x 417 4.57 4.56
5.00 ****x/ 79 **** 3 67 4.45 4.53
5.00 ****/ 80 **** 3.83 3.97 3.67
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

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



Course-Section: POLI 489 8620

Title SEL TOPICS:INTERNATL R
Instructor: MELCAVAGE, EUGE
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

NNNNNNNDNDN

WWWwN N

[e)Ne)Ne)Ne))

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T TIOO
RPOOOONNO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

18

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 300/1670 4.80 4.47 4.31 4.45 4.80
4_.55 556/1666 4.57 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.55
4.60 495/1406 4.80 4.50 4.32 4.48 4.60
4.40 687/1615 4.30 4.36 4.24 4.37 4.40
4.25 643/1566 4.32 4.29 4.07 4.17 4.25
4.50 421/1528 4.65 4.36 4.12 4.26 4.50
4.60 42971650 4.50 4.42 4.22 4.28 4.60
4.90 67571667 4.57 4.67 4.67 4.73 4.90
4.60 32471626 4.60 4.21 4.11 4.28 4.60
4.85 355/1559 4.68 4.74 4.46 4.58 4.85
4.85 725/1560 4.93 4.83 4.72 4.80 4.85
4.47 722/1549 4.74 4.59 4.31 4.43 4.47
4.63 557/1546 4.57 4.58 4.32 4.43 4.63
3.50 1040/1323 3.50 3.90 4.00 4.10 3.50
4.56 396/1384 4.78 4.37 4.10 4.32 4.56
4.63 510/1378 4.31 4.57 4.29 4.55 4.63
4.69 511/1378 4.84 4.69 4.31 4.60 4.69
4.10 442/ 904 4.30 3.95 4.03 4.22 4.10

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 17
Under-grad 22 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: POLI 646 0101

Title THE POLITICS OF POVERT
Instructor: MILLER, CHERYL
Enrollment: 5

Questionnaires: 5

Questions
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

NOOOOOOOO

RPOOOO

NP R R

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OONW

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NWWARANRLWO

wahs~O b

PAAW

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1670 5.00 4.47 4.31 4.46 5.00
4.60 490/1666 4.60 4.43 4.27 4.34 4.60
4.33 79971406 4.33 4.50 4.32 4.36 4.33
4.00 108371615 4.00 4.36 4.24 4.33 4.00
4.80 187/1566 4.80 4.29 4.07 4.20 4.80
4.80 17371528 4.80 4.36 4.12 4.33 4.80
4.60 42971650 4.60 4.42 4.22 4.30 4.60
4.60 108271667 4.60 4.67 4.67 4.74 4.60
4.67 278/1626 4.67 4.21 4.11 4.20 4.67
4.80 435/1559 4.80 4.74 4.46 4.49 4.80
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.83 4.72 4.81 5.00
4.80 294/1549 4.80 4.59 4.31 4.37 4.80
5.00 1/1546 5.00 4.58 4.32 4.40 5.00
4.00 69271323 4.00 3.90 4.00 4.03 4.00
4.75 257/1384 4.75 4.37 4.10 4.21 4.75
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.42 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 4.69 4.31 4.51 5.00
3.67 671/ 904 3.67 3.95 4.03 4.04 3.67

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

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



Course-Section: POLI 652 0101

Title POLITICS OF HEALTH
Instructor: MILLER, NANCY A
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 15

Questions
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

POOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

ADhOb

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T T1O O
AOOOOOR®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 479/1670 4.67 4.47 4.31 4.46 4.67
4.47 68671666 4.47 4.43 4.27 4.34 4.47
5.00 ****/1406 **** 4.50 4.32 4.36 ****
4.64 401/1615 4.64 4.36 4.24 4.33 4.64
4.60 33971566 4.60 4.29 4.07 4.20 4.60
4.73 240/1528 4.73 4.36 4.12 4.33 4.73
4.73 289/1650 4.73 4.42 4.22 4.30 4.73
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.67 4.67 4.74 5.00
4.57 347/1626 4.57 4.21 4.11 4.20 4.57
4.73 555/1559 4.73 4.74 4.46 4.49 4.73
4.93 417/1560 4.93 4.83 4.72 4.81 4.93
4.67 488/1549 4.67 4.59 4.31 4.37 4.67
4.67 520/1546 4.67 4.58 4.32 4.40 4.67
3.86 857/1323 3.86 3.90 4.00 4.03 3.86
4.45 487/1384 4.45 4.37 4.10 4.21 4.45
4.00 970/1378 4.00 4.57 4.29 4.42 4.00
4.82 375/1378 4.82 4.69 4.31 4.51 4.82
3.00 820/ 904 3.00 3.95 4.03 4.04 3.00

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

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



