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Mean Rank

Mean

4.00 109271504 3.77
4.00 105271503 3.76
5.00 1/1290 4.15
5.00 1/1453 4.37
4.00 745/1421 3.64
5.00 171365 4.02
5.00 1/1485 4.18
5.00 1/1504 4.97
4.00 850/1483 3.69
4.00 116571425 4.04
5.00 1/1426 4.58
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5.00 171416 4.12
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Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough
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4.27 4.13
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4.28 4.19
4.21 4.11
4.00 3.91
4.08 3.96
4.16 4.13
4.69 4.66
4.06 3.97
4.41 4.36
4.69 4.56
4.25 4.20
4.26 4.21
Majors
Major
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Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: SCHUSTERHERR, R Spring 2005
Enrollment: 29
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 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o o o o o o 1
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o o o o o o 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o O o o o 1 o
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned o o o o o o 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O o o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O o o o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O 1 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o0 o 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o 0o O o o o 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O O o0 o 1 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0o O o o o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0]
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 0] General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 0]



Course-Section:

SPAN 101 0201

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1
Instructor: SCHUSTERHERR, R
EnrolIment: 30

Questionnaires: 39

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

1.
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3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

1.
2.
3.
5.
1.
2.
4.
1.
2.

4.

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
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

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

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

Laboratory
Were you provided with adequate background information

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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Course-Section: SPAN 101 0201 University of Maryland Page 1406

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: SCHUSTERHERR, R Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 30

Questionnaires: 39 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 14 Required for Majors 25 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 11 2.00-2.99 8 C 6 General 3 Under-grad 39 Non-major 10
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 9 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 2 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 8
? 0



Course-Section:

SPAN 101 0301

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1
Instructor: MORENILLA, LAUR
EnrolIment: 30

Questionnaires: 26

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1407
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did 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
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3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 25 0 O 1 0O O 0 2.00 ****/ 36 **** 4.38 4.60 4.48 ****



Course-Section: SPAN 101 0301 University of Maryland Page 1407

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: MORENILLA, LAUR Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 30

Questionnaires: 26 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 9 Required for Majors 12 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 2 B 10
56-83 12 2.00-2.99 5 C 6 General 2 Under-grad 26 Non-major 16
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 10
? 0



Course-Section:

SPAN 101 0401

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1
Instructor: MORENILLA, LAUR
EnrolIment: 32

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

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

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

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

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

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

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

. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
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Course-Section: SPAN 101 0401 University of Maryland Page 1408

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: MORENILLA, LAUR Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 32

Questionnaires: 25 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 17 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 4 General 2 Under-grad 25 Non-major 7
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 6 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0101

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11

Instructor:

SCHELL, ANTHONY

EnrolIment: 29

Questionnaires: 18

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: SPAN 102 0101 University of Maryland Page 1409

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: SCHELL, ANTHONY Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 29

Questionnaires: 18 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 7 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 4 C 2 General 1 Under-grad 18 Non-major 13
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section:

SPAN 102 0201

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: PETERSON, MARYA
EnrolIment: 30

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear
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953/1416
820/1199

716/1312
710/1303
768/1299
521/ 758

-k***/

76
70
67
76
73

****/
-k***/
****/

****/

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4 C 2
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 6 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
response
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.96 4.24 4.27 4.13 3.85
4.00 4.22 4.20 4.16 4.38
4.07 4.32 4.28 4.19 3.92
3.99 4.22 4.21 4.11 3.92
3.55 4.08 4.00 3.91 3.67
3.79 4.11 4.08 3.96 3.77
3.78 4.20 4.16 4.13 3.77
4.74 4.68 4.69 4.66 4.85
3.97 4.07 4.06 3.97 4.00
4.14 4.41 4.41 4.36 4.08
4.57 4.72 4.69 4.56 4.69
3.99 4.29 4.25 4.20 3.92
4.16 4.34 4.26 4.21 4.15
3.35 3.95 3.97 3.82 3.75
4.14 4.12 4.00 3.69 4.00
4.53 4.39 4.24 3.93 4.36
4.44 4.34 4.25 3.94 4.30
4.06 4.05 4.01 3.80 3.70
*rxxk 4,60 4.61 4.64 FF**
Frxk 4 .54 4.35 4,43 Fxx*
*rxk 4,32 4.34 3.88 FF**
Frxk 4 41 4.44 4,51 FFR*
Frxk 4,17 4.17 3.83 FF**
e Majors
0 Major 0
ad 13 Non-major 2
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0301 University of Maryland

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: AREVALOGUERRERO Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 23

Questionnaires: 16

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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13
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Instructor

Mean
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2.00

Rank

106571504
495/1503
78371290
775/1453
69871421
748/1365
670/1485
525/1504
700/1483

23971425
738/1426
630/1418
446/1416
835/1199

343/1312
497/1303
494/1299
297/ 758

Graduate

Mean

WPhrWWWWADIW
ONNNTOOO©
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4.14
4.57
3.99
4.16
3.35

4.14
4.53
4.44
4_.06

*hkXx

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course

16

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

5.00
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5.00

ajor

AADMMDAMDMIADDS
NOWOONNUO
OQWWN~NOOOoOOo

4.47
4.67
3.73

EE

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O 0 O 1 0 12
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0 O 1 3 3
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o o o o0 3 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 1 1 0 2 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 0 2 6
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O 0 2 6
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 O O o0 O 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 O O O0 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O 0 O 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0O 0 o0 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0O 0 O 2 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 O 0 o0 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 2 1 1 2 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 O 1 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0O 0 O 1 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 O 1 3
4_ Were special techniques successful 4 1 0O o 2 4
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 15 0 O 1 0O o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 4 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0] Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0401

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11

Instructor:

DEANGULO, SANTI

EnrolIment: 26

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e
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Job 1RBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

[

4.28
4.56
4.22
4.11
3.94
4.29
4.29
4.41
4.08

864/1504
437/1503
80971290
935/1453
827/1421
536/1365
716/1485
116471504
810/1483

760/1425
549/1426
66971418
498/1416
898/1199

454/1312
450/1303
273/1299
132/ 758
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4.14
4.57
3.99
4.16
3.35

4.14
4.53
4.44
4_.06

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05
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Required for Majors
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Graduate
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#### - Means there are not enough
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Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0501

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: OSKOZ, ANA
EnrolIment: 23

Questionnaires: 21

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

. Did study questions make clear the expected goal

WNNRFRPPFPOOOO

WNNNDN

()N e)Ne e}

20

20
20
20

20
20
20
20

20
20

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNeoNoNe] wooo NOOOO ORrPOONOOOO

[eNeoNoNe)

[oNe]

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

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

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

=
POOOO ROOOO O~NO N

[eNeoNeoNe)

[oNe]

Instructor

Mean

4.24
4.14
4.33
4.29
3.39
3.75
3.74
4.94
4.33

4._47
4.79
4.16
4.32
3.50

Rank

914/1504
954/1503
71171290
741/1453
118471421
100371365
118871485
394/1504
543/1483

81871425
773/1426
939/1418
821/1416
919/1199

585/1312
60771303
792/1299

185/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/

****/
****/
****/

****/

****/

****/

758

233
244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47

40
35

Course
Mean
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4.14
4.57
3.99
4.16
3.35

4.14
4.53
4.44
4_.06
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4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

4.07
4.12
4.49
4.40
4.22

4.60
4.54
4.32
4.41
4.17

3.98
4.12
4.68
4.32
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4._44
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3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 20 0 O O oO 1 0 4.00 ****/ 36 **** 4.38 4.60 4.48 ****
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 20 0 0O O o©O 1 0 4.00 ****/ 20 **** 500 4.24 4.92 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 20 0 O O oO 1 0 4.00 ****/ 16 **** 5.00 4.51 5.00 ****



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0501 University of Maryland Page 1413

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: 0SKOzZ, ANA Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 23

Questionnaires: 21 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 13 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 1 C 6 General 2 Under-grad 21 Non-major 5
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 7 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 4
? 2



Course-Section:

SPAN 102 0601

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: PETERSON, MARYA
EnrolIment: 25

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

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

Discussion
Did class discussions 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

NRRNRRRNER

PNRNR

oOoOO~NO

15
15
15
15
15

15
15
15
15

15

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNeoNoNe] NOOO [(NeNeoNeoNe] [cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[cNeoNoNoNe

Frequencies
1 2 3
1 1 5
1 1 8
1 1 3
1 3 3
2 5 3
0 5 3
2 3 3
0O 1 ©O
1 1 9
1 3 7
0O o0 1
o 3 7
1 3 3
1 3 1
o 1 2
0O 0O ©O
o o0 2
1 0 3
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 1 ©
0O 1 oO
0O 0 1
0O 1 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 1 ©
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 1 oO
0O 1 ©O
0O 1 oO
0O 0 1

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] NWwWwhH ONNI_W RPORMBMMOAOLAWO

[cNeoNoNoNe

=
[ejeoNeoNeoNe] N O1O W P O0lWwWoOPRr NPAWOWONFRPWORFRLW

[eNeoNoNoNe]

[cNeoNoNoNe

3.53
3.14
3.87
3.40
2.80
3.21
3.20
4.80
3.14

3.00

134371504
140071503
1038/1290
133371453
1360/1421
125971365
135971485

830/1504
135871483

1367/1425
107371426
129571418
124871416
1138/1199

814/1312
450/1303
768/1299
580/ 758

****/

233
244
227
225
207

****/
****/
****/

****/
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.96 4.24 4.27 4.13 3.53
4.00 4.22 4.20 4.16 3.14
4.07 4.32 4.28 4.19 3.87
3.99 4.22 4.21 4.11 3.40
3.55 4.08 4.00 3.91 2.80
3.79 4.11 4.08 3.96 3.21
3.78 4.20 4.16 4.13 3.20
4.74 4.68 4.69 4.66 4.80
3.97 4.07 4.06 3.97 3.14
4.14 4.41 4.41 4.36 3.00
4.57 4.72 4.69 4.56 4.57
3.99 4.29 4.25 4.20 3.33
4.16 4.34 4.26 4.21 3.50
3.35 3.95 3.97 3.82 2.50
4.14 4.12 4.00 3.69 3.90
4.53 4.39 4.24 3.93 4.67
4.44 4.34 4.25 3.94 4.30
4.06 4.05 4.01 3.80 3.50
*rxk 4,07 4.09 3.90 FF**
FrREE 4,12 4.09 4.07 FFF*
FrRxR 449 4.40 4.24 FF**
FrREE 4,40 4.23 4.01 FFF*
Frxk 4,22 4.09 4.01 FF**
FrRxE 4,60 4.61 4.64 F*F*F*
Frxk 454 4.35 4,43 FF**
FrxE 4,32 4.34 3.88 FFF*
Frxk 4,41 4.44 451 FF**
FrRxXR 4,17 4.17 3.83 FFF*
*rxxk 3.98 4.43 3.63 FF**
FrRxE 4,12 4.23 4,11 FFFR*
*rxX 4.68 4.65 4.60 FF*F*
FrRxXR 4,32 4.29 4.00 FFR*
*rxE 4,61 4.44 5.00 FF*F*
FrRxXR 4,28 4.53 4.52 FFF*



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students

15
15

15

[cNeoNoNe)

[eNeoNoNe)
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[eNeoNoNe)

[cNoNoNe)

****/
****/
****/

****/
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Course-Section: SPAN 102 0601 University of Maryland Page 1414

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: PETERSON, MARYA Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 25

Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors 9 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 3 C 2 General 3 Under-grad 16 Non-major 7
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section:

SPAN 102 0701

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: DEANGULO, SANTI
EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material

- Were you provided with adequate background information

WOOOrOOoOOoOr

NNNNDN

ArwWwbhw

17
17

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

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

NOODWWO WU

rOOINO

A~NOWO

Oh~rhbhPWERLNADN

WHhWWWWWWW
DD WAODMO©

3.69
3.56
3.14

1234/1504
133171503
110971290
132771453
120771421
119671365
1300/1485
113871504
119771483

120571425
126871426
1193/1418
122871416
103271199

1070/1312
56371303
973/1299
501/ 758

*xxx/ 233
ek f 244

00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 3 C 3
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 1
P 0]
1 0]
? 0]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#iHH - M
response
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.96 4.24 4.27 4.13 3.82
4.00 4.22 4.20 4.16 3.44
4.07 4.32 4.28 4.19 3.67
3.99 4.22 4.21 4.11 3.41
3.55 4.08 4.00 3.91 3.33
3.79 4.11 4.08 3.96 3.41
3.78 4.20 4.16 4.13 3.44
4.74 4.68 4.69 4.66 4.44
3.97 4.07 4.06 3.97 3.60
4.14 4.41 4.41 4.36 3.94
4.57 4.72 4.69 4.56 4.25
3.99 4.29 4.25 4.20 3.69
4.16 4.34 4.26 4.21 3.56
3.35 3.95 3.97 3.82 3.14
4.14 4.12 4.00 3.69 3.33
4.53 4.39 4.24 3.93 4.50
4.44 4.34 4.25 3.94 3.93
4.06 4.05 4.01 3.80 3.79
*rxk 4,07 4.09 3.90 FF**
Frxk 4,12 4.09 4.07 FFF*
e Majors
0 Major 0
ad 18 Non-major 5
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0801

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: PETERSON, MARYA
EnrolIment: 28

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

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

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

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

V=T TOO
RPOOONO MR

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

=
OQUIOOOFRNEDN

oONO MO

NOOA

2.71
2.71
3.19
3.19
2.06
2.69
2.80
4.94
3.21

3.00
3.73
2.67
3.19
2.10

3.19
4_.06
3.88
3.07

1486/1504
146971503
122171290
138071453
140971421
133571365
141971485

460/1504
133771483

1367/1425
136871426
1379/1418
130671416
1180/1199

111271312
896/1303
100871299
675/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

3.96 4.24 4.27 4.13 2.71
4.00 4.22 4.20 4.16 2.71
4.07 4.32 4.28 4.19 3.19
3.99 4.22 4.21 4.11 3.19
3.55 4.08 4.00 3.91 2.06
3.79 4.11 4.08 3.96 2.69
3.78 4.20 4.16 4.13 2.80
4.74 4.68 4.69 4.66 4.94
3.97 4.07 4.06 3.97 3.21

4.14 4.41 4.41 4.36 3.00
4.57 4.72 4.69 4.56 3.73
3.99 4.29 4.25 4.20 2.67
4.16 4.34 4.26 4.21 3.19
3.35 3.95 3.97 3.82 2.10

4.14 4.12 4.00 3.69 3.19
4.53 4.39 4.24 3.93 4.06
4.44 4.34 4.25 3.94 3.88
4.06 4.05 4.01 3.80 3.07

e Majors
0 Major 0
ad 17 Non-major 6

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0901

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11

Instructor:

DE LOS RIOS, CA

EnrolIment: 21

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Page
JUN 14,

1417
2005

Job 1RBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material

- Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar
Was the instructor available for individual attention

POOOOOOOO

WNWWN

NNNN

10

10

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

0O 0 1 0 ©O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

O~NOITODOONOD

o O 00~ NOTOTO b

(oNe]

4.45
4.36
4.45
4.60
4.00
4.18
4.18
4.45
4.40

4.33
4.38
4.50
4.56
3.14

624/1504
707/1503
57471290
331/1453
745/1421
654/1365
842/1485
113071504
457/1483

97171425
121271426
57871418
574/1416
103271199

255/1312
450/1303
445/1299
169/ 758

*xxx/ 233
ek f 244

WPhrWWWWADIW
ONNNTOOO©

NhOOOTO~NOO

4.14
4.57
3.99
4.16
3.35

4.14
4.53
4.44
4_.06

*hkXx

*kk*k

*xkXx

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
'_\

4.35 4.43

EE

*x*k*x

*xkk

D= T TIOO
OQOOOONON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

#H### - Means there are not enough

ad

11

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

SPAN 102 1001

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: VAL, ADRIANA
EnrolIment: 26

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1418
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

NOFRPOOOOOO

NERNBR R

(e Nelep

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

NOwOahoOolb~ N

OO

NWww

4.27
4.00
4.09
4.27
4.09
4.18
3.70
4.82
3.89

4.30
4.60
3.89
4.20
4.11

864/1504
105271503
898/1290
752/1453
685/1421
654/1365
1206/1485
812/1504
100971483

100271425
1050/1426
1106/1418
921/1416
59371199

465/1312
67571303
504/1299
387/ 758

4.13
4.16 4.00
4.19 4.09
4.11 4.27
3.91
3.96
4.13
4.66 4.82
3.97 3.89

WPhrWWWWADIAW
ONNNONOOOW©

NhROOOOUOTONOO

N

o

0
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
OOFRPOONNDNNDN

DOOOWORr WO

4.14
4.57
3.99
4.16
3.35

4.14
4.53
4.44
4_.06

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 3
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 11 Non-major 0
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

SPAN 103 0101

INT REV ELEM SPANISH
0OSKOZ, ANA

26

22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1419
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

OINWNNNNNDN

AWWWW

00 00 00~

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

Reasons

WO, WOoOIOOoNU

WabhNDd

NN P A

10
13
11
11

4.20
4.35
4.50
4.30
4.16
4.37
3.95
4.95
4.00

4 .53
4.89
4.16
4.74
4.08

962/1504
722/1503
507/1290
718/1453
63371421
462/1365
104771485
394/1504
850/1483

760/1425
525/1426
939/1418
352/1416
610/1199

297/1312
157/1303
523/1299
75/ 758

4.13
4.16 4.35
4.19 4.50
4.11
3.91
3.96
4.13
4.66 4.95
3.97 4.00

AADMAMAMDMIADD
WONNOWU DD

NOROOOOONO

N

o

[06]
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
OOFRLPOONNDNNDN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

Required for Majors 12

00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 8 1.00-1.99 1 B 6
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 6 C 8
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 1
1 0]
? 1

General

Electives

Other

3

2

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 22 Non-major 5
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:

SPAN 103 0201

Title INT REV ELEM SPANISH
Instructor: RELUZCO, ALBERT
EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1420
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

ORRPRRRRPREN

N Y

10
10
10
10

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

13
12
14
13

13
17
11

10

11
15

N~NO A

4.60
4.52
4.62
4.48
3.95
4.14
4.48
4.81
4.73

416/1504
472/1503
400/1290
486/1453
804/1421
690/1365
495/1485
830/1504
161/1483

97171425
251/1426
727/1418
38071416
1144/1199

101171312
66371303
570/1299
387/ 758

4.13
4.16 4.52
4.19 4.62
4.11 4.48
3.91
3.96
4.13
4.66 4.81
3.97 4.73

AADMAMAMDMIADD
WONNOWU DD

NoORPOOO OO MO
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 6 C 5
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 22 Non-major 6
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

SPAN 201 0101
INTERMEDIATE SPANISH |
NASH, LYLE

23

15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Ju
Jo

Page 1421
N 14, 2005
b IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

POOOOOOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe]

()N e)Ne e}

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

o~ A

ArDhDDOWRAIMDIMD
QQONDWODMOO

AWOOWNOWO

109271504
460/1503
64271290
968/1453

120771421

120171365
83071485
460/1504
314/1483

74871425
110471426
53971418
921/1416
115371199

99371312
737/1303
107871299
680/ 758

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

w

©

o
AADOWWDAIADDS
JQONDWODGOO
PWOOWNOWO

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 4
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 1
P 0
1 0]
? 2

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

ad

15

Non-m

ajor 3

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

SPAN 201 0201
INTERMEDIATE SPANISH |
STOLLEMCALISTER

24

19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Ju
Jo

Page 1422
N 14, 2005
b IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

NNNNNNNDNDN

WwWwwww

00 00 00 @

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

~ 0 00 ©

AADMPMDADMIADD
WoOMMAOUIUIOIW

QQaORr~NOOWWWOm

763/1504
472/1503
488/1290
418/1453
276/1421
33371365
577/1485
999/1504
518/1483

78471425
108171426
66971418
776/1416
487/1199

215/1312
478/1303
474/1299
214/ 758

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

AADMMDAMDMIADDS
WoOhrbboaoooaw
GQOaORr~NOWWWOM

00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 1 B 7
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 6 C 3
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 3 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

ad 19

Non-m

ajor 6

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0301 University of Maryland

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: STOLLEMCALISTER Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 24

Questionnaires: 16

N o0

oRrR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

4.44
4.38
4.38
4._44
4.13
4._44
4.38
4.50
4.42

Rank

654/1504
692/1503
671/1290
547/1453
660/1421
38371365
625/1485
108771504
445/1483

634/1425
825/1426
50171418
564/1416
894/1199

454/1312
51871303
570/1299
387/ 758

*xxx/ 225

Graduate

Mean

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

*hkXx

*kk*k
*xkXx

*kk*k

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course

16

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

Page
JUN 14,

1423
2005

Job 1RBR3029

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
o

Non-major

responses to be significant

EE

*x*k*x

*xkk

*x*k*x

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 1 0 1 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O 1 0 1 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 2 6
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O o0 O 1 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o 1 2 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O O o0 O 2 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O 1 o 1 4
8. How many times was class cancelled O O o0 O 1 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 1 0 o0 2 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O o0 O 2 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0O o0 o 1 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O o0 O 1 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0O o0 o 1 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 2 1 1 6 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 O 1 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 0 O 1 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 0 O 2 2
4_ Were special techniques successful 4 0 1 0 1 6
Laboratory
4_ Did the lab instructor provide assistance 15 0 o0 o0 o0 o©
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 15 0 0O O o0 o
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 15 0 0 O o0 o
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 15 0 O o0 o0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 c 3 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 4 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0] Electives
P 0]
| 0] Other
? 0



Course-Section:

SPAN 201 0401

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: RELUZCO, ALBERT
EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course

Mean

UMBC Level

Mean

Page 1424

JUN 14, 2005
Job

IRBR3029

Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

NOOOOOOOO

NP R R R

12
12
12
12

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

g~No0oO

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
QOO WUMU0o~NN

WNNOOONEFE PO

4.11
4_.56
4.67
4_00

851/1504
258/1503
20171290
418/1453
28371421
441/1365
33971485
983/1504
322/1483

52571425

171426
656/1418
407/1416
95571199

682/1312
53571303
445/1299
387/ 758

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

w

©

o
AADMMDAMDMIADDS
QOO WU 0o~NN
WNNOOAANRE RO

4.11
4_56
4.67
4.00

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 9
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 4 C 3
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Non-major 6

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

SPAN 201 0501
INTERMEDIATE SPANISH |
NASH, LYLE

23

14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor
Mean Rank

Mean

Course

Ju
Jo

UMBC L
Mean

Page 1425
N 14, 2005
b IRBR3029

evel
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

POOOOOOOO

NP R R R

O © © ©

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

B
NDOO~Nm®OO o

N © OO

whbhDbh

4.50
4.43
4.57
4.50
4.14
4.23
4.71
5.00
4.46

549/1504
618/1503
440/1290
440/1453
642/1421
60371365
240/1485

171504
385/1483

64971425
80871426
34271418
407/1416
919/1199

632/1312
83371303
834/1299
496/ 758

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

14

Non-m

ajor

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0601 University of Maryland

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: MESSICK, ROSALI Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 26

Questionnaires: 15

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

=
ANPOONOOO O

NOOO-N

Awow

PR RO

Instructor

Mean

4.43
4.15
4.38
4.23
4.38
4.23
3.85
5.00
4.25

4.31
4.75
4.25
4.17
3.63

Rank

66971504
946/1503
661/1290
798/1453
429/1421
60371365
112271485
171504
63571483

100271425
825/1426
848/1418
945/1416
876/1199

530/1312
26871303
504/1299
132/ 758

*xxx/ 233
ks f 244

Mean

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

*hkXx
*kk*k
*hkXx

*kk*k

Course

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

4.07
4.12
4.49
4.40

Page
JUN 14,

1426
2005

Job 1RBR3029
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EE

*x*k*x

EE

*x*k*x

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0O O 1 0O b5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0O o 1 2 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 0O O 1 1 3
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 0 1 0 1 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 1 =6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 0O o 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 0 1 4 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 3 o o O o O
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 1 0 0 2 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0 1 0O 0 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0O 0 o0 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0O O 1 1 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0O o0 1 2 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 3 1 0 2 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 9 O 0 O 1 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 9 O O 0 O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 10 0 0 0 o0 2
4_ Were special techniques successful 9 O O o0 O 2
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 14 0 0 0 O 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 14 O O O 0 O
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 14 0 0 O O0 O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 4 0 O O o0 o
Seminar
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 14 O O O O o

Frequency Distribution

Graduate

*xkXx

Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough

15

4.41

Non-major

responses to be significant

*hkk

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:

SPAN 201 0701

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: SIMORANGKIR, MO
EnrolIment: 23

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Ju
Jo

UMBC L
Mean

Page 1427
N 14, 2005
b IRBR3029

evel
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

Frequency Distribution

[(ecNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

RPOOOO

ENENENEN!

17
17

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
o 4 3 7
0O 5 6 4
o 2 4 1
2 0 4 5
5 3 3 2
0O 4 5 4
o 3 2 5
0O 0O O oO
0O 5 3 4
0O 9 1 6
0O 1 4 5
O 8 4 3
0 11 2 1
15 1 0 1
0O 5 1 2
O 6 0 2
o 3 2 2
8 2 0 O
1 1 0 O
o o o 2
1 0 1 1
1 0 0 1
1 0 0 1
0O O o0 1
0O o0 o0 1
0O o0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 1

Reasons

OCOhLhWWOUINNDN

POORrRO ORrRRFRPF ONDNWO

[oNe]

=
(ol _NeoNe P WNN ONPRFPOUOIN RPORANNNDDEDN

[oNe]

CIONNOOFRPOWN

NOWNNWWNDN
FPONOOWWWN

2.17
3.39
2.11
2.00
2.00

1484/1504
149271503
1180/1290
135271453
1350/1421
133771365
135471485

171504
1464/1483

1413/1425
139171426
1409/1418
140171416
*xx*/1199

125471312
1254/1303
121471299

****/

233
244
227
225
207

****/
****/
****/

****/

****/

58
56

****/

****/

****/

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

*hkXx
*kk*k
*hkXx
*kk*k

*xkXx

R E =

*xkXx

Rk =

*kkk

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

4.07
4.12
4.49
4.40
4.22
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EE

EaE =

*xkx

Required for Majors 13

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

General

0

Graduate

Under-gr

ad

Non-m

ajor 4



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

Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3

Other 5

) == T Tl
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Course-Section:

SPAN 201 0801

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: COLOMBO, LAURA
EnrolIment: 26

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor
Mean Rank

Mean

Course

Ju
Jo

UMBC L
Mean

Page 1428
N 14, 2005
b IRBR3029

evel
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

RPRRPRRRRPRERER

RPRRERN

AADD

Frequency Distribution

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

[N e e o]

13171504
164/1503
37871290
10171453
449/1421
205/1365
31971485
657/1504
30671483

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
QOO WWOO O

kR, h~rBOFRPBANERER

33171425

171426
30371418
14271416
54271199

171312
1/1303
23371299
114/ 758

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

12

Non-m

ajor 7

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0901

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH |

Instructor:

RELUZCO, ALBERT

EnrolIment: 26

Questionnaires: 20

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Questions

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

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

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

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

Seminar
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

NOOOOOOOO

NP OOO

13
13
13

19

19
19

19

19
19
19

19
19
19
19
19

19
19

POOORFRPROOOO

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNeoNe] [cNeoNoNe) cNeoNoNe) [(NeNeoNeoNe]

[oNe]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

NWWhawbwbh

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] [cNoNoNe) QOoOoOoN PWhPEh

[oNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPRRRR P RRR ENENENEIN

RPRrRRR

R

Instructor

Mean

O N N NG N NG NG NN
~N 00O N N~ 0000~

[N N Nl No i) No

4.60
4.95
4.80
4.84
4.11

Rank

327/1504
13871503
20171290
194/1453
170/1421
16971365
30071485
743/1504
14371483

66571425
301/1426
191/1418
20971416
59371199

444/1312
1/1303
171299

1/

****/
****/
****/

****/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/

****/
****/
****/
****/

****/

****/

****/

758

244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40
35

Course
Mean

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15
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*kk*k
*hkXx
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4.39
4.34
4_05

4.12
4.49
4.40
4.22

4.60
4.54
4.32
4.41
4.17

3.98
4.12
4.68
4.32
4.61
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3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 19 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 36 **** 4.38 4.60 4.13 ****
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 19 O O O o o 1 5.00 ****/ 20 **** 5 00 4.24 5.00 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 19 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 16 **** 5,00 4.51 5.00 ****



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0901 University of Maryland Page 1429

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: RELUZCO, ALBERT Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 26

Questionnaires: 20 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 16 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 3 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 20 Non-major 4
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

SPAN 201 1001
INTERMEDIATE SPANISH |
NASH, LYLE

24

19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page 1430

JUN 14, 2005

Job

UMBC Level

Mean

IRBR3029

Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

NOOOOOOOO

WNNNDN

12
12
12
12

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

NWhW

PO D
PORPOOONOW

4_06
4.24
4.12
4.41
3.50

4.14
4.43
3.71
4.20

81371504
105271503
775/1290
974/1453
103671421
754/1365
878/1485
171504
720/1483

114771425
1276/1426
972/1418
740/1416
919/1199

663/1312
65271303
106571299
328/ 758

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 9
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 3
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

ad

19

Non-major 5

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



Course-Section:

SPAN 201 1101

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: MITCHELL, BETTY
EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Ju
Jo

Page 1431
N 14, 2005
b IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

WRRRRRRERR

NWWWN

AADD

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

=
OWORrRrWEFREFEEDN

ONDNWD

owau R

3.18
2.94
3.47
2.76
3.38
2.88
2.41
4.59
2.64

3.38
3.33
3.13
3.00
1.86

1430/1504
143071503
116171290
143771453
118971421
131871365
146371485
104171504
143671483

133071425
139571426
132171418
132471416
1186/1199

119371312
1162/1303
124871299

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 2 A 3
28-55 8 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 2
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

ad

18

Non-m

ajor

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



Course-Section:

SPAN 201 1201

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: MITCHELL, BETTY
EnrolIment: 21

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

UMBC Level

Mean

Page 1432

JUN 14, 2005
Job

IRBR3029

Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

WRrFPRPPOOOO

NNWNDN

AADD

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

=
POOAMADMOOOWOU

R oOoh o1

OO W

3.50
4_00
4.30
3.71

121971504
722/1503
615/1290
901/1453
997/1421

113871365
33971485
879/1504

1340/1483

88871425
123271426
1098/1418
109271416
1138/1199

101171312
910/1303
768/1299
518/ 758

4.14
4.17
4.34
4.18
3.98
3.97
4.15
4.82
4.00

4.22
4.47
4.14
4.15
3.36

3.98
4.27
4.13
4.15

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~

3.50
4.00
4.30
3.71

00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 1
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

14

Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

SPAN 202 0101

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: MESSICK, ROSALI
EnrolIment: 26

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1433
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

DWNNNNNPRP P

AADOH

O © © ©

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

W~N~NO

4.22
3.78
4.53
4.29
4.18
4.35
4.06
4._44
4.38

927/1504
119771503
488/1290
729/1453
614/1421
472/1365
964/1485
114771504
481/1483

97171425
620/1426
99371418
675/1416
60771199

559/1312
50771303
415/1299
471/ 758

WA WWWWWWW
VOAINNOO © OO

OQUIFRPROONFONEPR

N

o

[06]
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
OOFRLPOONNDNNDN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
o

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 0]
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 3

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 19 Non-major 6
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:

SPAN 202 0201

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: VAL, ADRIANA
EnrolIment: 18

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1434
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

ORRPRRRPRRPOOO

WWWN N

()N e)Ne e}

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

=
ONWNNNEFPRPPEP

PR RON

P WwWwhN

NOOFRP~NWONO

WA WWWNWWW
NOWNOOIMNO

145371504
137971503
117571290
142071453
129471421
125971365
132571485

743/1504
1334/1483

130271425
124871426
129571418
128171416
1110/1199

118871312
81571303
100471299
680/ 758

WA WWWWWWW
VOAINNOO © OO

OQUIFRPROONFONEPR

N

o

[06]
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
OOFRLPOONNDNNDN

ODOOOWORr WO~

w

©

o
WHhAWWWNWWW
NOWNOOIMNO
NOORLR~NWONO

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 5
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 15 Non-major 6
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

SPAN 202H 0101
INTERMED SPAN 11 HONR
MESSICK, ROSALI

EnrolIment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1435
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

POOOOOOOO

N Y

=

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

PFRPEPNNNNNDN

RPRRPWR

ONWN

AW DDhWwbh
ONOONOANSNO

Quioouoululo

4.67
5.00
4.67
3.00

109271504
120771503
78371290
440/1453
548/1421
782/1365
138771485
127471504
850/1483

1367/1425
171426
129571418
102971416
987/1199

255/1312

1/1303
445/1299
680/ 758

ArDhWORAPADMDWD
ONOONOAONSNO

QuToouiourulo

N

o

[06]
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
OOFRLPOONNDNNDN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
o

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0]
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 4 Non-major 0

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 8

SPAN 301 0101

ADVANCED SPANISH 1

AREVALOGUERRERO
12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job

1436
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

WFRPOOOOOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe]

cNoNoNe)

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

NOaONDDIANODD

AwWwbhoo

wouo

4.00
3.88
4.38
4.63
4.38
3.88
3.75
4.71
3.80

109271504
115071503
671/1290
310/1453
439/1421
922/1365
117671485
940/1504
109371483

930/1425
171426
848/1418
102971416
63671199

283/1312
79671303

171299
293/ 758

4.44
4.27
4.52
4.48
4.47
4.13
3.94
4.25
4.21

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

AADMAMDAMDMIADDS

OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN
OCANORFR,R WE NN

WhWWAMIAWD
O~N~NO0OWOoO WO
OFRPUIT0 00 WOonOonOo

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

ad

8

Non-major

responses to be significant



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

SPAN 301 0201
ADVANCED SPANISH 1
SLOANE, ROBERT

12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1437
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

POOPFRPOOOOO

N Y

wwww

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

OFRPPhONONNO®

WN~N0OO,

H OO O

PO D
ONEWAWOoO O W

4.38
5.00
4.75
4.88
4.14

146/1504
312/1503
34471290
680/1453
28371421
451/1365
914/1485
1464/1504
242/1483

930/1425

171426
26171418
17571416
574/1199

255/1312
1/1303
171299

185/ 758

4.44
4.27 4.22
4.52 4.32
4.48 4.22
4.47
4.13
3.94
4.25 4.68
4.21 4.07

N
o
0
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
OOFRPOONNDNNDN

DOOOWORr WO
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN

ANORFR, WE NN

PWhAADMIADID
ONEPE WAWo O W
WOWoWOo WNNO©

4.38
5.00
4.75
4.88
4.14

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 7
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 1 B 1
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 0]
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 9 Non-major 5

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section:

SPAN 302 0101

Title ADVANCED SPANISH 11
Instructor: SLOANE, ROBERT
EnrolIment: 18

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job IRBR

Course

Rank Mean

1438
2005
3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[cNeoNoNoNe]

=

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O O O 1 o
o o o o 2
0O O o0 o0 1
0O O o o0 1
0O O O0O o0 1
0O O o o0 1
O O o0 1 1
o o0 1 o 2
o o o o 2
0O O o0 1 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o o o o 2
o o o o 3
0O 1 0 o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PORPNNNNEDN

RPORWR

NNNN

PrWbhPAPADMADdD

WWOOOOOOOWW

78871504
751/1503
34471290
270/1453
212/1421
187/1365
990/1485
1487/1504
543/1483

4.17
4.35 4.22
4.65 4.32
4.44 4.22
4.44
4.48
4.21
4.13 4.68
4.25 4.07

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN
OCANORFR,R WE NN

116571425
171426
772/1418
102971416
987/1199

4.17
4.83
4.42
4.04
3.79

171312
1/1303
171299
1/ 758

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

AWADMDMIAIAID

WWOoOOOOOOO WW
WWONN~N~NWW

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad 3 Non-major
#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section:

SPAN 302 0201

Title ADVANCED SPANISH 11
Instructor: STOLLE-MCALLIST
EnrolIment: 15

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job IRBR

Course

Rank Mean

1439
2005
3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

NOOOOOOOO

NNNNDN

g oo g

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[

=
OWOWOWWwWWwOoO~NOD

(662 e (o]

gaao~NA

4.00
4.36
4.64
4.21
4.21
4.29
4.43
4.93
4.17

4.33
4.67
4.50
4.08
4.25

109271504
722/1503
367/1290
821/1453
579/1421
547/1365
563/1485
525/1504
731/1483

4.17
4.35 4.22
4.65 4.32
4.44 4.22
4.44
4.48
4.21
4.13 4.68
4.25 4.07

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN
OCANORFR,R WE NN

97171425
967/1426
57871418
100171416
495/1199

4.17
4.83
4.42
4.04
3.79

826/1312
33371303
634/1299
315/ 758

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

AADAMDMDMIAIAID

RPOBRNNNOOWO
~NWWORrRL~,OO

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate

Under-grad 14 Non-major
#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 304 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

AW D
WO WNNWNO D

Rank

639/1504
437/1503
230/1290
680/1453
571/1421
614/1365
1330/1485
983/1504
493/1483

78471425

171426
426/1418
324/1416
780/1199

148/1312
1/1303
171299

185/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

Page 1440
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

ArDhOWAADMDMDID
WO WNNWNO D

CONWNNWOO DM

N

o

[06]
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
OOFRLPOONNDNNDN

ODOOOWORr WO~
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN

AAhWAADMIADIDS
WO WNNWNO D
O~NWNNWOwO A

4.83 4.12 4.00 4.09 4.83
5.00 4.39 4.24 4.27 5.00
5.00 4.34 4.25 4.30 5.00
4.50 4.05 4.01 4.00 4.50

ad 9 Non-major 5

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title SPANISH FOR SPAN SPEAK Baltimore County
Instructor: SCHWARTZ, ANA-M Spring 2005
Enrollment: 11
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 1 3 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 2 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O O o o 2 7
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O o0 O 1 4 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o O o o 2 3 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0O 0 O 1 1 2 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o 1 3 0 2 3
8. How many times was class cancelled O O o0 O 1 1 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 1 3 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O 0 O 2 0 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 O 0O O O o0 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 o o o o0 3 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 O 0O o0 o 2 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 1 1 0 1 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0O 0 o 1 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0O O O o0 o 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 O 0O o0 o 6
4_ Were special techniques successful 3 0O O 1 0O 0 5
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 1 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 2 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:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 7

SPAN 307 0101

ESPANA Y SUS CULTURAS
SINNIGEN, JOHN

10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

POOFRPOOORrO

[cNeoNoNoNe]

=

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

POUOWNWNWA®W

Wwwo b

NN

4.14
4.50
4.43
3.83
4.29
3.67
3.86
4.57
3.50

4.43
4.57
4.29
4.14
4_00

4.17
4.50
4.17
4_00

1010/1504
495/1503
615/1290

114871453
524/1421

106571365

111671485

1047/1504

123371483

876/1425
107371426
81871418
961/1416
63671199

651/1312
56371303
855/1299
387/ 758

4.14
4.50
4.43
3.83
4.29
3.67
3.86
4.57
3.50

4.43
4.57
4.29
4.14
4_00

4.17
4.50
4.17
4_00

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OCOFRPOONWNN

COANORPRWER NN
IN
N
©

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

ad

Non-major 2

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 308 0101 University of Maryland

Title LATINOAMERICA Y SUS CU Baltimore County
Instructor: STOLLE-MCALLIST Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 20

Questionnaires: 18

12
12
15
12
14

12
17

13

11
11

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

17

Instructor

Mean

AADMPMDADMIADD
POONNOOWOAOO®

ArBRhROONNWOON

4.59
4.56
4.18

2.00

Rank

357/1504
437/1503
180/1290
270/1453
176/1421
558/1365
402/1485
394/1504
421/1483

510/1425
690/1426
475/1418
564/1416
555/1199

310/1312
910/1303
273/1299
376/ 758

Graduate

Mean

AADMAMAMDMIADD
POONNOOWOAOO®

ArDhOoOoON~NWON

4.71
4.82
4.59
4.56
4.18

*hkXx

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course

18

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

4.61

Jo

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.44

Majors

Non-m

responses to be significant
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ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OCOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN

4._47

ajor

AADMMDAMDMIADDS
P OONNOOAOO®D
ARhOONNWON

4.59
4.56
4.18

EE

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



Course-Section:

SPAN 309 0101

Title BUSINESS SPANISH
Instructor: BELL, ALAN S
EnrolIment: 21
Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

NNNNNRPRPRPRPPRP

PNNNDN

© © 0 ©

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 2 0 3 3
o 2 2 3 5
o o 2 2 3
0O o0 1 2 5
0O 0O 3 0 3
0O 1 0 2 6
0o 1 1 2 6
0O 0 O o0 o
1 2 0 5 2
0O 1 0 3 6
o 1 o o0 2
o 1 2 4 3
0O 1 0o 65 4
5 3 1 2 2
o 1 o 2 3
0o 1 1 0 2
0o 1 1 1 2
o 1 o 2 2
Reasons

=
ArDMDOO~NOWSN

NDDRED

NN AP

3.87
3.33
4.13
4.20
4.14
4.00
3.79
5.00
3.46

121471504
136571503
87371290
844/1453
642/1421
782/1365
115871485
171504
1250/1483

1234/1425
107371426
1250/1418
118471416
1098/1199

104371312
1004/1303
113371299
563/ 758

3.87
3.33 4.22
4.13 4.32
4.20 4.22
4.14
4.00
3.79
5.00 4.68
3.46 4.07

N
o
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4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 0]
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 16 Non-major 2
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:

SPAN 311 0101

Title INTRO TO SPANISH LIT
Instructor: SINNIGEN, JOHN
EnrolIment: 21

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

Frequency Distribution

WOOOOOOOO

N Y

=

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

Reasons

AONNENDWON
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P B
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10
10

4.25
4.25
4.25
3.64
4.75
4.00
4.50
5.00
3.89

4.91
4.82
4.55
3.13

889/1504
848/1503
78371290
124171453
15871421
782/1365
455/1485
171504
100971483

17971425

171426
414/1418
688/1416
63671199

11171312
28871303
543/1299
670/ 758

Warbhbbhwhh>h
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oooocup,p,rOorO

N

o

0
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
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VO UITONONNN
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4.91
4.82
4.55
3.13

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

4.91
4.82
4.55
3.13

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

P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

12

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 12 Non-major 1
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 401 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

PO DID
WO DPANNAOWN

WCOhLhONUUIOWN

4.22
4.89
4.44
4.11
4.11

4.56
4.67
4.78
4.11

Rank

927/1504
751/1503
459/1290
194/1453
571/1421
260/1365
536/1485

171504
493/1483

1057/1425
549/1426
656/1418
985/1416
59371199

33071312
450/1303
33371299
369/ 758

Graduate

Course

Mean

PO DIMDIMDID
WO DPANNAOWN

COPRONUTIIOWN

D
0N
O©N

4._44
4.11
4.11

4.56
4.67
4.78
4.11

Under-grad

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

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

Job
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UMBC Level

Mean

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

Mean

4.33
4.18
4.32
4.22
4.02
4.09
4.14
4.73
4.11

4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

Non-major

JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

OB MDAMDMIADDS
WODANNAOWN
COPONUTIOWN

FE N
0N
©N

4._44
4.11
4.11

4.56
4.67
4.78
4.11

Title STUDIES IN SPANISH LAN Baltimore County
Instructor: BELL, ALAN S Spring 2005
Enrollment: 13
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 2 3 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 2 2 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0 O 1 0 1 7
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0O 0 O 2 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O o o 1 5 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned o o o o o 4 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O o o 1 3 5
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o O o o0 9
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 1 3 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O o0 O 2 3 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O o o 1 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O O O O o0 5 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O o0 3 2 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding o o o o0 3 2 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned O 0O o0 o 1 2 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate o o o o o 3 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion O O O o o 2 7
4_ Were special techniques successful O O o0 O 2 4 3
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 0] General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 2 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0] Electives
P 0]
1 0] Other
? 0]



Course-Section: SPAN 421 0101

Title STUDIES IN HISPANIC LI

Instructor:

SCHNEIDER, JuDI

EnrolIment: 17

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Jo
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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¢ e R{eNe))

OQOOrRrER

4.33
4.33
4.17
4.33
4.83
4.17
3.64
5.00
4.20

4.33
4.92
4.50
4.42
4.17

788715
751/15
853712
680714
115714
672/13
1234714
1715
700/14

971/14
451/14
578714
740/14
561/11

530713
356713
273/12
237/ 7

-k***/
****/
-k***/
****/

****/

04
03
90
53
21
65
85
04
83

25
26
18
16
99

12
03
99
58

76
70
67
76
73

4.33
4.33
4.17
4.33
4.83
4.17
3.64
5.00
4.20

4.33
4.92
4.50
4.42
4.17

*hkXx
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4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

4.60
4.54
4.32
4.41
4.17
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4.35
4.34
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4.17
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Course-Section: SPAN 472 0101

Title TOPICS IN LATN AMER CI
Instructor: POGGIO, SARA
EnrolIment: 17

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

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

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

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

V=T TOO
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

P~NFRPOOARANREFEO

NOIRLON

NOTWW

4.08
3.50
3.50
3.80
4.17
3.83
2.70
4.64
3.57

1056/1504
130471503
115571290
116871453

623/1421

947/1365
143671485
100671504
1207/1483

1318/1425
502/1426
1240/1418
997/1416
84571199

364/1312
910/1303
445/1299
328/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

4.08 4.24 4.27 4.33 4.08
3.50 4.22 4.20 4.18 3.50
3.50 4.32 4.28 4.32 3.50
3.80 4.22 4.21 4.22 3.80
4.17 4.08 4.00 4.02 4.17
3.83 4.11 4.08 4.09 3.83
2.70 4.20 4.16 4.14 2.70
4.64 4.68 4.69 4.73 4.64
3.57 4.07 4.06 4.11 3.57

4.50 4.12 4.00 4.07 4.50
4.00 4.39 4.24 4.34 4.00
4.67 4.34 4.25 4.38 4.67
4.20 4.05 4.01 4.17 4.20

e Majors
4 Major 0
ad 8 Non-major 1

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

SPAN 601 0101
STUDIES IN SPANISH LAN
BELL, ALAN S

EnrolIment: 1

Questionnaires: 1

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
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

[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNe)

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

P 0
| 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor
Mean Rank
4.00 109271504
5.00 1/1503
4.00 937/1290
5.00 1/1453
5.00 1/1421
4.00 782/1365
5.00 1/1485
5.00 1/1504
5.00 1/1425
5.00 1/1426
5.00 1/1418
4.00 102971416
4.00 63671199
4.00 716/1312
4.00 910/1303
5.00 1/1299
5.00 1/ 758

Typ
Graduate
Under-gr
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response

ad 1 Non-major 0

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



