Course-Section: STAT 121 0101

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

JACOBS, JUSTIN

Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 35

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: STAT 121 0101

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: JACOBS, JUSTIN
Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 35

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1454
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 8 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 6
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 4
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Graduate 0
Under-grad 35 Non-major 35

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0102

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

JACOBS, JUSTIN

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

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
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
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.60 492/1522 3.92
4.80 201/1522 4.19
4.75 278/1285 4.30
4.67 316/1476 4.14
3.20 1302/1412 3.61
4.00 ****/1381 3.69
4.80 160/1500 3.99
4.80 714/1517 4.84
5.00 1/1497 3.79
4.80 35371440 4.48
4.80 765/1448 4.56
4.80 217/1436 4.11
4.80 294/1432 4.08
5.00 ****/1221 3.57
3.33 110671280 3.54
3.67 109471277 3.55
4.33 721/1269 3.76
5.00 1/ 228 5.00
5 B OO **-k*/ 217 E = =
5.00 1/ 216 5.00
5 . 00 ****/ 205 E = =
4 B OO **-k*/ 47 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 45 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

5
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responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 121 0201

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

ABERCROMBIE, MA

Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 21
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Questions

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

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

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: STAT 121 0201 University of Maryland Page 1456

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 35

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 8 Required for Majors 3 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 6 C 2 General 1 Under-grad 21 Non-major 21
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 12
? 1



Course-Section: STAT 121 0202

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA
Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1457
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.10 148171522 3.92 4.36 4.30 4.14 3.10
3.29 1432/1522 4.19 4.39 4.26 4.18 3.29
3.62 113871285 4.30 4.50 4.30 4.22 3.62
3.26 137871476 4.14 4.37 4.22 4.09 3.26
3.68 106571412 3.61 4.07 4.06 4.01 3.68
2.86 132371381 3.69 4.16 4.08 3.93 2.86
3.43 1345/1500 3.99 4.43 4.18 4.16 3.43
4.86 60071517 4.84 4.75 4.65 4.62 4.86
3.25 1370/1497 3.79 4.23 4.11 4.02 3.25
3.85 126971440 4.48 4.66 4.45 4.40 3.85
4.20 1319/1448 4.56 4.68 4.71 4.63 4.20
3.15 136571436 4.11 4.42 4.29 4.24 3.15
3.25 1335/1432 4.08 4.43 4.29 4.23 3.25
2.50 116571221 3.57 3.64 3.93 3.86 2.50
3.05 118271280 3.54 3.74 4.10 3.92 3.05
3.50 113671277 3.55 3.90 4.34 4.13 3.50
3.50 1117/1269 3.76 4.04 4.31 4.04 3.50
3.42 701/ 854 2.92 3.74 4.02 3.87 3.42
2.50 ****/ 215 **** 5 00 4.36 4.31 ****
2.00 ****/ 228 5.00 5.00 4.35 4.33 ****
1.00 ****/ 217 **** 500 4.51 4.51 ****
1.00 ****/ 216 5.00 5.00 4.42 4.41 ****
1.00 ****/ 205 **** 5_00 4.23 4.28 ****

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0301

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

KHALATBARI, FAR

Enrollment: 38

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.00 1122/1522 3.92
4.14 986/1522 4.19
4.43 626/1285 4.30
4.30 735/1476 4.14
3.73 1037/1412 3.61
3.83 99271381 3.69
4.08 950/1500 3.99
5.00 1/1517 4.84
3.62 123371497 3.79
4.57 716/1440 4.48
4.86 629/1448 4.56
4.21 916/1436 4.11
4.43 732/1432 4.08
4.46 311/1221 3.57
4.17 644/1280 3.54
3.83 103871277 3.55
4.25 777/1269 3.76
5.00 ****/ 854 2.92

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

14

Page 1458
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.14 4.00
4.26 4.18 4.14
4.30 4.22 4.43
4.22 4.09 4.30
4.06 4.01 3.73
4.08 3.93 3.83
4.18 4.16 4.08
4.65 4.62 5.00
4.11 4.02 3.62
4.45 4.40 4.57
4.71 4.63 4.86
4.29 4.24 4.21
4.29 4.23 4.43
3.93 3.86 4.46
4.10 3.92 4.17
4.34 4.13 3.83
4.31 4.04 4.25
4.02 3.87 ****
Majors
Major 0
Non-major 14

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 121 0302

University of Maryland

Page 1459
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.13 103371522 3.92 4.36 4.30 4.14 4.13
4.75 255/1522 4.19 4.39 4.26 4.18 4.75
4.50 53171285 4.30 4.50 4.30 4.22 4.50
4.67 31671476 4.14 4.37 4.22 4.09 4.67
3.57 1127/1412 3.61 4.07 4.06 4.01 3.57
3.86 977/1381 3.69 4.16 4.08 3.93 3.86
4.25 780/1500 3.99 4.43 4.18 4.16 4.25
4.88 555/1517 4.84 4.75 4.65 4.62 4.88
3.71 1174/1497 3.79 4.23 4.11 4.02 3.71
5.00 1/1440 4.48 4.66 4.45 4.40 5.00
4.71 935/1448 4.56 4.68 4.71 4.63 4.71
4.57 514/1436 4.11 4.42 4.29 4.24 4.57
4.43 732/1432 4.08 4.43 4.29 4.23 4.43
4.00 60671221 3.57 3.64 3.93 3.86 4.00
4.00 71871280 3.54 3.74 4.10 3.92 4.00
3.00 121471277 3.55 3.90 4.34 4.13 3.00
3.43 113871269 3.76 4.04 4.31 4.04 3.43
1.50 852/ 854 2.92 3.74 4.02 3.87 1.50

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

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

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S Baltimore County
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE E Spring 2007
Enrollment: 31
Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o 2 3 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 0 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 1 0 1 6
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 0 0 2 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 2 0o 4 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 2 0 2 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 2 2 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 3 3 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 0 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 2 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 1 1 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 1 2 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 3 0 0 1 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 1 1 2 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 2 1 1 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 1 1 1 2 2
4. Were special techniques successful 1 5 1 1 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 3 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 350 0101

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI

Instructor:

SLOWIKOWSKIE, Wi

Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
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Frequencies
A 1 2 3 4
0O O O o0 15
0 0 0 0 12
0 0 0 0 10
4 0 0O 4 8
5 1 3 4 6
4 0 0O 2 5
0 0 1 3 8
o 0O O o0 3
1 0 O 1 8
0O 0O O o0 8
o o0 o 1 7
o 0O O 2 8
0 0 0 0 5
5 3 1 0 3
0 3 3 5 8
0O 2 5 8 3
0O 4 4 6 3
9 0 O 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

OA~hWN

AADADDMDIMDDADN

wWhhADdDN

WhWW

AADADDMDIMDDADS
o
[¢]
AAADDMDIMDDADN
o
w

wWh AN
N
©
WhhDdDh
w
o

AN
ADDDN

Majors

AADADOARADD
a
o

NDADMDMD
D
o]

Fkkk

N = T T1O O
OO0 oO0OOoOONOW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.35 802/1522 4.21
4.48 592/1522 4.42
4.57 467/1285 4.41
4.16 90371476 4.18
3.50 1165/1412 3.62
4.00 806/1381 3.68
4.26 770/1500 4.38
4.86 577/1517 4.79
4.44 457/1497 4.09
4.65 617/1440 4.58
4.59 1080/1448 4.51
4.48 636/1436 4.33
4.78 316/1432 4.49
2.75 113371221 3.52
3.14 1166/1280 3.40
3.00 121471277 3.41
2.95 121971269 3.57
3.50 ****/ 854 4.01

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

23

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 350 0102

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI

Instructor:

SLOWIKOWSKIE, Wi

Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 29

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

NO W

R OO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

26

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.24 90971522 4.21
4.38 738/1522 4.42
4.45 602/1285 4.41
4.00 100971476 4.18
3.33 1257/1412 3.62
2.94 130471381 3.68
4.48 512/1500 4.38
5.00 1/1517 4.79
4.38 534/1497 4.09
4.61 682/1440 4.58
4.64 1024/1448 4.51
4.39 730/1436 4.33
4.64 478/1432 4.49
3.60 ****/1221 3.52
2.96 120271280 3.40
3.00 121471277 3.41
3.08 120571269 3.57
3.00 ****/ 854 4.01
2_00 **-k-k/ 228 E = =
5 B OO **-k-k/ 216 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

29
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Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant

Fkkk

*kkKk

EE

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O 0 3 16
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 4 10
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 5 6
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 5 0 2 5 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 2 2 3 10 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 12 4 2 5 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 1 2 8
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 0 0 3 9
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 1 9
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 1 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 1 1 12
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 1 8
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 23 0 1 2 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 5 3 8 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 4 4 10 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 5 3 8 3
4. Were special techniques successful 4 19 1 2 1 0
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 28 0 0 0 0 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 28 0 O 1 O O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 28 0 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 14 Required for Majors
28-55 7 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 4 C 1 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 350 0201

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI

Instructor:

ABERCROMBIE, MA

Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 24

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

AOOOOOOOO

RPRRRE

~N©~~N

OrRPOWhRARLOOO

[eNoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNe] wWwoOoo ONOOO

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
2 2 7
0 1 6
0 4 4
1 2 6
2 3 5
o 3 7
0 2 7
0O 0 oO
2 2 12
0o 2 4
0O 1 6
1 2 7
2 1 5
4 0 2
3 3 3
3 3 5
1 1 5
1 1 1
0O 1 o
0O 0 1
1 0 O
0 0 1
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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Instructor

Rank

140271522
105871522
105371285
118371476
116571412
112471381
1129/1500

749/1517
143871497

110671440
134871448
126971436
1186/1432

921/1221

1175/1280
1214/1277
1097/1269
*rxx/ 854

*xxxf 228
*xxxf 217

Fkkk [ 77
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 3.50
4.26 4.25 4.04
4.30 4.30 3.83
4.22 4.26 3.78
4.06 4.03 3.50
4.08 4.13 3.62
4.18 4.13 3.83
4.65 4.62 4.78
4.11 4.13 2.90
4.45 4.46 4.17
4.71 4.71 4.04
4.29 4.30 3.57
4.29 4.29 3.76
3.93 3.94 3.46
4.10 4.14 3.12
4.34 4.38 3.00
4.31 4.39 3.60
4.02 4.00 F***
4.36 4.21 FFF*
4.35 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.45 F***
4.42 4.35 FEF*
4.23 4.26 FFF*
4.58 4.53 F***
4.52 4.30 F*FF*
4.49 4.33 FFx*
4.45 4.34 Fx**
4.11 3.33 F***
4.41 4.56 FF**
4.30 4.39 Fr*x*
4.40 4.68 F*F**
4.31 4.26 F*F**
4.30 4.12 F**F*
4.63 5.00 F***
4 B 41 E = = E = = 3
4.69 4.75 FrFF*
4 . 54 E = k. = =
4 _ 49 E = o E = =



Course-Section: STAT 350 0201 University of Maryland Page 1462

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 24 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 3 C 1 General 1 Under-grad 24 Non-major 24
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 22
? 2



Course-Section: STAT 350 0202

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI

Instructor:

ABERCROMBIE, MA

Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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O WNPE

A WNPE

w
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
Were necessary materials available for lab activities

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

20

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.12 103371522 4.21
3.92 1168/1522 4.42
4.16 83371285 4.41
4.23 827/1476 4.18
4.05 734/1412 3.62
4.05 77971381 3.68
4.28 750/1500 4.38
4.83 668/1517 4.79
3.55 125871497 4.09
4.39 938/1440 4.58
4.13 1334/1448 4.51
3.96 1107/1436 4.33
4.09 1000/1432 4.49
3.31 991/1221 3.52
3.11 117871280 3.40
3.05 121171277 3.41
3.21 1184/1269 3.57
3.88 538/ 854 4.01
l . 00 ****/ 77 E = =
1 B OO **-k-k/ 80 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

25

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 350 0301

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI

Instructor:

SLOWIKOWSKIE, Wi

Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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GO WNE A WNPE

N -

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Di
Di

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

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

[ NeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

[eNoNoNoNe]

[eNoNeoNe)
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

W= TTOO >
[cNoNoNoNall i gy

General

Electives

Other

15

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.53 582/1522 4.21
4.89 135/1522 4.42
4.89 16571285 4.41
4.67 316/1476 4.18
4.07 715/1412 3.62
4.57 272/1381 3.68
4.94 65/1500 4.38
4.72 855/1517 4.79
4.79 164/1497 4.09
4.89 20871440 4.58
4.95 296/1448 4.51
4.84 179/1436 4.33
4.82 267/1432 4.49
4.57 232/1221 3.52
4.05 701/1280 3.40
4.42 672/1277 3.41
4.32 735/1269 3.57
4.00 426/ 854 4.01
5_00 *-k**/ 228 E = =
5 B OO *-k**/ 217 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 216 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 47 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 37 E =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.53
4.26 4.25 4.89
4.30 4.30 4.89
4.22 4.26 4.67
4.06 4.03 4.07
4.08 4.13 4.57
4.18 4.13 4.94
4.65 4.62 4.72
4.11 4.13 4.79
4.45 4.46 4.89
4.71 4.71 4.95
4.29 4.30 4.84
4.29 4.29 4.82
3.93 3.94 4.57
4.10 4.14 4.05
4.34 4.38 4.42
4.31 4.39 4.32
4.02 4.00 4.00
4.36 4.21 FF**
4.35 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.45 F***
4.42 4.35 Fx**
4.23 4.26 F***
4.41 4.56 F***
4.30 4.39 ****
4.63 5.00 ****

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 19

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 350 0302

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, Wl
Enrollment: 28

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1465
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029
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A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.53 582/1522 4.21 4.36 4.30 4.34 4.53
4.79 222/1522 4.42 4.39 4.26 4.25 4.79
4.58 456/1285 4.41 4.50 4.30 4.30 4.58
4.24 815/1476 4.18 4.37 4.22 4.26 4.24
3.27 1284/1412 3.62 4.07 4.06 4.03 3.27
2.88 1320/1381 3.68 4.16 4.08 4.13 2.88
4.47 527/1500 4.38 4.43 4.18 4.13 4.47
4.53 1062/1517 4.79 4.75 4.65 4.62 4.53
4.50 385/1497 4.09 4.23 4.11 4.13 4.50
4.79 392/1440 4.58 4.66 4.45 4.46 4.79
4.68 977/1448 4.51 4.68 4.71 4.71 4.68
4.74 326/1436 4.33 4.42 4.29 4.30 4.74
4.84 240/1432 4.49 4.43 4.29 4.29 4.84
3.50 ****/1221 3.52 3.64 3.93 3.94 F***
4.00 71871280 3.40 3.74 4.10 4.14 4.00
4.00 93071277 3.41 3.90 4.34 4.38 4.00
4.24 791/1269 3.57 4.04 4.31 4.39 4.24
4.14 391/ 854 4.01 3.74 4.02 4.00 4.14

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0101

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO

Instructor:

DASGUPTA, NANDI

Enrollment: 42

Questionnaires: 31

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.34 4.44
4.25 4.42
4.30 4.50
4.26 4.35
4.03 4.48
4.13 4.10
4.13 4.50
4.62 4.19
4.13 4.43
4.46 4.60
4.71 4.80
4.30 4.58
4.29 4.58
3.94 3.91
4.14 3.52
4.38 3.75
4.39 3.95
4.00 3.00
4 . 21 ke = =
4 B 29 E = = 3
4 B 45 E = = 3
4 . 35 E = =
4 . 26 k. = =
4 . 53 E = =
4 . 30 = = 3
4 . 33 *kkXx
4 B 34 E = = 3
3 . 33 E = = 3
4 B 56 E = = 3
4 . 39 E = = 3
4 . 68 k. = =
4 . 26 *kkXx
4 B 12 E = = 3
5 _ oo E = =
E = = E = = 3
4 . 75 HhkAhk
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Course-Section: STAT 351 0101

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: DASGUPTA, NANDI
Enrollment: 42

Questionnaires: 31

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1466
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Majors

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

=T TOO

RPOOOORr O

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

15

Graduate 0
Under-grad 31 Non-major 31

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0102

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO

Instructor:

DASGUPTA, NANDI

Enrollment: 41

Questionnaires: 16
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: STAT 351 0102

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: DASGUPTA, NANDI
Enrollment: 41

Questionnaires: 16

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1467
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Job IRBR3029

Majors

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

=T TOO

OO0OORrRORrUm®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Graduate 0
Under-grad 16 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0202

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO

Instructor:

STANWYCK, ELIZA

Enrollment: 38

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

N -

A WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
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

. Did presentations contribute to what you learned

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
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful

[oNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

[eNoNoNoNe]

WwWwww

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O O 3 2
0 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 4
6 0 0O 3 2
6 1 0 2 3
6 1 1 2 3
0 0 0 1 3
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 &6
0O 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 1 0 1 o
0 1 0 0 2
14 1 0 0 1
0 7 2 2 2
o 5 3 1 3
o 4 2 3 2
12 1 0 1 2
0O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O 1 o
o 0O 1 0 o
0 0 0 0 1
0O 0O O 1 o
0 1 0 0 0
o 1 0 0 o
0 1 0 0 0
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0 0 0 0 1
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.62 482/1522 4.31
4.86 164/1522 4.33
4.81 228/1285 4.44
4.47 535/1476 4.22
4.27 557/1412 4.25
4.07 774/1381 3.96
4.76 201/1500 4.43
5.00 1/1517 4.56
4.60 31271497 4.21
4.95 96/1440 4.64
4.95 247/1448 4.72
4.71 357/1436 4.33
4.71 394/1432 4.41
4.29 442/1221 3.89
2.78 1238/1280 3.34
3.11 1207/1277 3.61
3.33 1156/1269 3.78
3.67 625/ 854 3.27
3_00 **-k*/ 228 E = =
2 B OO **-k*/ 217 E = =
4_00 ****/ 216 E = =
1_00 ****/ 78 E = =
l B OO **-k*/ 47 E = =
l . 00 ****/ 45 E =
4 B OO **-k*/ 37 E = =
4_00 ****/ 23 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.62
4.26 4.25 4.86
4.30 4.30 4.81
4.22 4.26 4.47
4.06 4.03 4.27
4.08 4.13 4.07
4.18 4.13 4.76
4.65 4.62 5.00
4.11 4.13 4.60
4.45 4.46 4.95
4.71 4.71 4.95
4.29 4.30 4.71
4.29 4.29 4.71
3.93 3.94 4.29
4.10 4.14 2.78
4.34 4.38 3.11
4.31 4.39 3.33
4.02 4.00 3.67
4.36 4.21 FFF*
4.35 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.45 F***
4.42 4.35 FEF*
4.23 4.26 FFF*
4.45 4.34 FFF*
4.41 4.56 F***
4.30 4.39 FH*x*
4.63 5.00 F***
4 . 41 E = = E = = 3
4.69 4.75 FEx*
4 . 54 k= = *kkXx

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 21

responses to be significant
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Course-Section: STAT 351 0301

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO

Instructor:

WILSON, MARY C

Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.68 132971522 4.31
3.68 1296/1522 4.33
3.95 0982/1285 4.44
3.69 123371476 4.22
4.08 70971412 4.25
3.67 1097/1381 3.96
4.00 988/1500 4.43
4.86 577/1517 4.56
3.17 1395/1497 4.21
4.32 99971440 4.64
4.27 1293/1448 4.72
3.36 1326/1436 4.33
3.59 1245/1432 4.41
3.08 105571221 3.89
3.86 84971280 3.34
3.67 109471277 3.61
3.76 102471269 3.78
3.00 779/ 854 3.27

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 355 0101

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT

Instructor:

SLOWIKOWSKIE, Wi

Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 27

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

arN

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. 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

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
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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26
26
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25
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0
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

N = T T1O O
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General

Electives

Other

22

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.22 929/1522 4.12
4.63 407/1522 4.36
4.78 258/1285 4.55
4.45 566/1476 4.31
3.24 1293/1412 3.52
3.94 885/1381 4.08
4.88 119/1500 4.59
5.00 1/1517 4.91
4.50 385/1497 4.08
4.81 353/1440 4.60
4.81 765/1448 4.51
4.81 217/1436 4.26
4.69 418/1432 4.25
3.75 ****/1221 3.05
2.73 1243/1280 2.98
3.09 1210/1277 3.39
3.91 960/1269 3.70
2.50 ****/ 854 3.46
5 B OO **-k*/ 216 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 205 E = =
4 B OO **-k*/ 77 E = =
4 B OO **-k*/ 45 E = =
3 B OO **-k*/ 23 E = =
3_00 ****/ 33 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

26
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.22
4.26 4.25 4.63
4.30 4.30 4.78
4.22 4.26 4.45
4.06 4.03 3.24
4.08 4.13 3.94
4.18 4.13 4.88
4.65 4.62 5.00
4.11 4.13 4.50
4.45 4.46 4.81
4.71 4.71 4.81
4.29 4.30 4.81
4.29 4.29 4.69
3.93 3.94 xxx*x
4.10 4.14 2.73
4.34 4.38 3.09
4.31 4.39 3.91
4.02 4.00 ****x
4.35 4.29 Fx**
4.42 4.35 Fxx*
4.23 4.26 F***
4.58 4.53 Fx**
4.52 4.30 Fxx*
4.41 4.56 F***
4.30 4.39 Fxx*
4.63 5.00 ****
4 B 41 EE EE
4.69 4.75 F***

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 27

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 355 0102

University of Maryland

Page 1471
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Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.56 548/1522 4.12 4.36 4.30 4.34 4.56
4.78 233/1522 4.36 4.39 4.26 4.25 4.78
4.89 165/1285 4.55 4.50 4.30 4.30 4.89
4.80 178/1476 4.31 4.37 4.22 4.26 4.80
3.00 1327/1412 3.52 4.07 4.06 4.03 3.00
4.25 60471381 4.08 4.16 4.08 4.13 4.25
4.67 312/1500 4.59 4.43 4.18 4.13 4.67
5.00 1/1517 4.91 4.75 4.65 4.62 5.00
4.63 296/1497 4.08 4.23 4.11 4.13 4.63
4.89 224/1440 4.60 4.66 4.45 4.46 4.89
4.67 1001/1448 4.51 4.68 4.71 4.71 4.67
4.78 263/1436 4.26 4.42 4.29 4.30 4.78
4.89 187/1432 4.25 4.43 4.29 4.29 4.89
4.00 60671221 3.05 3.64 3.93 3.94 4.00
3.38 109171280 2.98 3.74 4.10 4.14 3.38
3.38 1176/1277 3.39 3.90 4.34 4.38 3.38
3.88 972/1269 3.70 4.04 4.31 4.39 3.88
3.80 569/ 854 3.46 3.74 4.02 4.00 3.80

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

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

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT Baltimore County
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, Wl Spring 2007
Enrollment: 32
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o 0o O o o0 4 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 2 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 8
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 4 0 0 0 1 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 3 2 0 1 2 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 5 0 1 0 0 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 1 7
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 3 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1 8
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 1 1 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 2 7
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 8
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 6 0 1 0 0 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 0 4 1 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 1 0 3 3 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 3 3 2
4. Were special techniques successful 1 3 0 0 2 2 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 355 0202

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT

Instructor:

CHOI, TAERYON

Enrollment: 34

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

AOOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNe]
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0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
0O 1 6 8
0 1 4 5
0 0 1 6
0O 0 3 5
o o0 2 7
0O 1 5 4
0 0 0 7
0O 0O 0 9
o o0 3 9
0O 0 1 5
0O 0O o0 3
0O O 5 6
0 1 5 3
0O 1 3 &6
3 2 1 7
o 2 4 7
3 0 4 4
1 2 2 3
0O 0O 0 o
2 0 0 oO
0O 0O O O
0 0 0 0
0O 0O o0 o
1 0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.95 117171522 4.12
4.27 854/1522 4.36
4.64 395/1285 4.55
4.42 597/1476 4.31
4.27 557/1412 3.52
4.06 779/1381 4.08
4.68 287/1500 4.59
4.57 101971517 4.91
4.12 820/1497 4.08
4.68 578/1440 4.60
4.86 602/1448 4.51
4.27 855/1436 4.26
4.24 899/1432 4.25
4.21 486/1221 3.05
3.65 964/1280 2.98
3.89 1016/1277 3.39
3.74 104171269 3.70
3.11 768/ 854 3.46
3_00 ****/ 228 E = =
5 B OO ****/ 217 E = =
5 . 00 ***-k/ 216 E = =
l . 00 ***-k/ 47 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

22
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 3.95
4.26 4.25 4.27
4.30 4.30 4.64
4.22 4.26 4.42
4.06 4.03 4.27
4.08 4.13 4.06
4.18 4.13 4.68
4.65 4.62 4.57
4.11 4.13 4.12
4.45 4.46 4.68
4.71 4.71 4.86
4.29 4.30 4.27
4.29 4.29 4.24
3.93 3.94 4.21
4.10 4.14 3.65
4.34 4.38 3.89
4.31 4.39 3.74
4.02 4.00 3.11
4.36 4.21 FF**
4.35 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.45 F***
4.42 4.35 Fx**
4.23 4.26 F***
4.41 4.56 F***

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 22

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 355 0301

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT

Instructor:

ABERCROMBIE, MA

Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 10

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

OrhWNE abrhwWNPE O WNPE WN P O WNPE

O WNPE

Questions

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

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

Discussion

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

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

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did research projects contribute to what you learned
Did presentations contribute to what you learned

Were criteria for grading made clear

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

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

© © OO O © OO 0 0 00 00 WWN RPOOOO WOOOO0OORrOOo

© © OO

[eNeoNoNoNo] [eNeoNoNoNo] [cNeoNoNoN [eNoNe] [oNeoNeoNeoNe] OO0OOFRNRFROOO

[eNoNoNoNo]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.34 4.40
4.26 4.25 4.10
4.30 4.30 4.67
4.22 4.26 4.11
4.06 4.03 4.00
4.08 4.13 3.89
4.18 4.13 4.70
4.65 4.62 5.00
4.11 4.13 3.43
4.45 4.46 4.40
4.71 4.71 4.30
4.29 4.30 3.90
4.29 4.29 3.90
3.93 3.94 1.67
4.10 4.14 2.00
4.34 4.38 3.57
4.31 4.39 3.71
4.36 4.21 F*F**
4.35 4.29 FEx*
4.51 4.45 F***
4.42 4.35 FFx*
4.23 4.26 FFF*
4.58 4.53 FF**
4.52 4.30 F*F*F*
4.49 4.33 FrEx*
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.11 3.33 FF**
4.41 4.56 FF**
4.30 4.39 Frx*
4.40 4.68 F*F*F*
4.31 4.26 F*F**
4.30 4.12 FF**
4.63 5.00 ****
4 _ 41 E = o E = =
4.69 4.75 F***
4 . 54 KhkAx HhkAhk
4 . 49 E = k. = =



Course-Section: STAT 355 0301

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 10

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1473
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

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

=T TOO

[eNeoNoNoNoNalN )]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 10 Non-major 10

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



Course-Section: STAT 355 0302

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT

Instructor:

ABERCROMBIE, MA

Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

NOOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNe]

RERRR

8

[eNoNeol NeoloNoNoNo]

Wwoooo

[ NeoNeoNe)

0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
o 3 2 1
0 1 2 2
1 0 3 1
i1 0 2 3
1 3 1 2
o o0 2 2
1 1 0 2
0O 0O 0 O
o o0 3 3
o 0 2 3
1 1 o0 3
1 1 2 2
2 0 1 3
1 2 3 O
1 2 2 1
1 3 1 1
o 2 3 2
0O 1 1 o
o 0 1 o0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Fkkk

Required for Majors

N = T T OO
OOO0OOOWN N

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.44 1425/1522 4.12
4.00 1080/1522 4.36
3.78 1078/1285 4.55
3.78 118871476 4.31
3.11 1317/1412 3.52
4.25 60471381 4.08
4.00 988/1500 4.59
5.00 1/1517 4.91
3.71 1174/1497 4.08
4.22 1071/1440 4.60
3.89 1387/1448 4.51
3.56 1271/1436 4.26
3.56 1256/1432 4.25
2.33 1188/1221 3.05
3.13 117271280 2.98
3.00 121471277 3.39
3.25 117471269 3.70
2.50 ****/ 854 3.46

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

9

MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.34
26 4.25
30 4.30
22 4.26
06 4.03
08 4.13
18 4.13
65 4.62
11 4.13
45 4.46
71 4.71
29 4.30
29 4.29
93 3.94
10 4.14
34 4.38
31 4.39
02 4.00
35 4.29
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 417 0101

Title TIME SERIES DATA ANLYS
Instructor: SINHA, BIMAL
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

POOOOOOOO

RPOOOO

00 00 00

OO0OOFRNOO®OO
[eNoNoNoNoNoNoN i
[eNoNeol NoloNoNoNo]
OORrROFrPROORrO
WOWhONORPER

agoooo
RPOOOO
[eNoNoNoNe]
RPOOOR
NWEFEON

cococo
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RrOoOR
rooo
orNR

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

D= T TIOO
RPOOOOORrm®

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[E

RPNRPR

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.55 55971522 4.55 4.36 4.30 4.42 4.55
4.36 750/1522 4.36 4.39 4.26 4.34 4.36
5.00 1/1285 5.00 4.50 4.30 4.42 5.00
4.82 172/1476 4.82 4.37 4.22 4.31 4.82
4.78 155/1412 4.78 4.07 4.06 4.11 4.78
4.30 556/1381 4.30 4.16 4.08 4.21 4.30
4_.55 444/1500 4.55 4.43 4.18 4.25 4.55
5.00 1/1517 5.00 4.75 4.65 4.71 5.00
4.70 240/1497 4.70 4.23 4.11 4.21 4.70
4.64 643/1440 4.64 4.66 4.45 4.52 4.64
5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.68 4.71 4.75 5.00
4.91 123/1436 4.91 4.42 4.29 4.32 4.91
4.73 38371432 4.73 4.43 4.29 4.34 4.73
3.40 956/1221 3.40 3.64 3.93 4.04 3.40
3.67 95971280 3.67 3.74 4.10 4.28 3.67
4.33 743/1277 4.33 3.90 4.34 4.50 4.33
4.67 461/1269 4.67 4.04 4.31 4.49 4.67
3.33 726/ 854 3.33 3.74 4.02 4.31 3.33

Type Majors
Graduate 2 Major 3
Under-grad 9 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: STAT 433 0101

Title STATISTICAL COMPUTING

Instructor: ROY, ANINDYA

Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 7 Student

Questions

Univer
Bal

Course Evaluation Questionnaire

sity of Maryland
timore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies
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Job IRBR3029

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

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

O WNPE

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

A WNPE

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

abrhwnN

Field Work
. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
. Was the instructor available for consultation

WN P

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

O WNPE

ed
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Frequency Distribution

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

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.71 380/1522 4.71
4.57 465/1522 4.57
4.50 531/1285 4.50
4.71 265/1476 4.71
4.33 493/1412 4.33
4.14 71371381 4.14
4.50 483/1500 4.50
5.00 1/1517 5.00
4.83 134/1497 4.83
4.86 272/1440 4.86
4.86 629/1448 4.86
4.57 514/1436 4.57
4.57 558/1432 4.57
4.00 71871280 4.00
4.75 375/1277 4.75
4.25 777/1269 4.25
1 B OO **-k*/ 854 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 217 E = =
4 B OO **-k*/ 216 E = =
4 . 00 ****/ 205 E = =
4 B OO **-k*/ 47 E = =
4 . 00 ****/ 45 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 37 E =
3 B OO **-k*/ 22 E = =
4_00 ****/ 18 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

3

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 453 0101

Title INTRO MATHEMATICAL STA
Instructor: WANG, XIAO
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

A WNPE N

N

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
Were you provided with adequate background information

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
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.20 95971522 4.20
4.00 1080/1522 4.00
3.90 1027/1285 3.90
4.00 100971476 4.00
3.75 101371412 3.75
4.00 806/1381 4.00
4.30 731/1500 4.30
4.70 901/1517 4.70
4.17 756/1497 4.17
4.44 877/1440 4.44
4.67 1001/1448 4.67
4.11 995/1436 4.11
4.33 820/1432 4.33
4.00 606/1221 4.00
3.40 108171280 3.40
3.20 1197/1277 3.20
3.20 1187/1269 3.20
2 B OO **-k*/ 854 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 47 E = =
3 B OO **-k-k/ 35 E = =
3 B OO **-k-k/ 23 E = =

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 10

#### - Means there are not enough

MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.42
26 4.34
30 4.42
22 4.31
06 4.11
08 4.21
18 4.25
65 4.71
11 4.21
45 4.52
71 4.75
29 4.32
29 4.34
93 4.04
10 4.28
34 4.50
31 4.49
02 4.31
35 4.32
41 4.51
30 4.22
40 4.03
31 4.13
63 4.33
41 4.00
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 470 0101

Univer

sity of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

rONDDDOSMD

Q00000 bR

Rank

103371522
639/1522
*rxx /1285
100971476
80671381
F*H**/1500

1/1517
898/1497

k1440
k1448
*xkx /1436
*xx[1432

171280
171277
Frxx /1269

44/ 79
35/ 78
75/ 80

Graduate

Course

Mean

4.13
4.44
EE
4.00
4.00
EE
5.00
4.00
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EE
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5.00
5.00
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#### - Means there are not enough
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Non-major

responses to be significant
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X

4.75
2.40

Title PROB ACTUARIAL SCIENCE Baltimore County
Instructor: ARMSTRONG, THOM Spring 2007
Enrollment: 12
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 1 o0 O O 3 1 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 0 2 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 8 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 5 0 1 0 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 4 0 0 1 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 7 1 0 1 o0 O
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 9
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 1 0 1 0 5 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 8 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 8 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 8 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 8 0 0 0 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 6 0 0 0 0 0 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 0 0 0 0 0 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 0 0 0 0 0 2
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 1 4 0 0 0 1 3
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 1 6 0 0 0 0 2
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 1 6 0 0 0 0 2
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 1 0 7
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 2 2 3 0 0 1 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 490 0101 University of Maryland Page 1479

Title SPECIAL TOPICS IN STAT Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: PARK, JUNYONG Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0O O O O 0 1 5.00 1/1522 5.00 4.36 4.30 4.42 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1522 5.00 4.39 4.26 4.34 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1412 5.00 4.07 4.06 4.11 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1517 5.00 4.75 4.65 4.71 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1497 5.00 4.23 4.11 4.21 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1440 5.00 4.66 4.45 4.52 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.68 4.71 4.75 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1436 5.00 4.42 4.29 4.32 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1432 5.00 4.43 4.29 4.34 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 1 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 1 Under-grad 0 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 602 0101

Title APPLIED STATISTICS 11

Instructor:

MATHEW, THOMAS

Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 12

OCoOoO~NOOUDWNPE

OrWNE

A WNPE

O WNPE OrWNPE GOrWOWNBE

GOrWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

WOOOOO0OOO0OOo
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 oO
o 1 1
o 1 1
0O 0 O
0O 0O O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 O
0O 0 O
0O 0 O
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
2 0 O
0O 1 o0
0O 0 1
0O 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 O
0O O ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 O
0O 0 O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0 O
1 0 O
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 O
0O 0 1
0O 0 O
0O 0 O
o 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

1/1522
45471522
44671285
16271476
10171412

77/1381
98/1500
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11271497
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76571448
341/1436
161/1432

118871221
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wxkxf 854

wxkf 217

Fkkk [ 79
Fhxk [ 77
Fkkk [ 80

Fkkk [ 45
Fhxk [ 39

Fkkk [ 33

Course
Mean

ArOABAMDMDAMDMDO
©
o

NADAMMO
\‘
w

*hkkk

EE

EE

EE

EE

Fokkk

EE

Fokkk

EE

EE

E

EE

EE

Fokkk

EE

*hkkk

EE

EE

EE

E = =

E = =

ADDMDAMDADMDDLN

WhADDN

wWhww

aoaoo A0 A aaooa

[N NN N

Page 1480

JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.45 5.00
4.26 4.29 4.58
4.30 4.31 4.58
4.22 4.31 4.83
4.06 4.25 4.90
4.08 4.25 4.92
4.18 4.22 4.92
4.65 4.73 5.00
4.11 4.21 4.89
4.45 4.48 5.00
4.71 4.80 4.80
4.29 4.37 4.73
4.29 4.33 4.91
3.93 3.83 2.33
4.10 4.24 4.20
4.34 4.52 4.40
4.31 4.51 4.80
4.02 4.08 ****
4.36 4.72 F*F*F*
4.35 4.39 Frx*
4.51 4.61 ****
4.42 4.76 FF**
4.23 4.40 FF*x*
4.58 4.76 FF**
4.52 4.70 FFx*
4.49 4.71 F*F*F*
4.45 4.66 FF**
4.11 4.38 F***
4.41 4.40 FF*F*
4.30 4.49 FE*x*
4.40 4.78 FFF*
4.31 4.71 F*F**
4.30 4.82 F***
4.63 4.82 FF**
4.41 4.68 F*F*F*
4.69 4.79 FEx*
4.54 4.83 F*F**
4.49 4.92 Fx**



Course-Section: STAT 602 0101

Title APPLIED STATISTICS 11
Instructor: MATHEW, THOMAS
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 12

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Type Majors

=T TOO

RPOOOOONOD

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 5
Under-grad 7 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section:

STAT 603 0101

Title CATEGOR DATA ANAL
Instructor: RUKHIN, ANDREW
Enrollment: 12
Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

PRPOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNe]

00 00 00

RPORPRPWAMAOOO
[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]
[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]
WONNRPRRFRPRORMO
POWAODNWO

coooo
PRrPROO
cooro
ONNR R
PObhNN

wooo
ocooo
ocoro
cor s
PANR

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

AN~NOMDOOOOG

R OO © U

REPRO

D= T TIOO
POOOOORrO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.38 756/1522 4.38 4.36 4.30 4.45 4.38
4.15 976/1522 4.15 4.39 4.26 4.29 4.15
4.46 578/1285 4.46 4.50 4.30 4.31 4.46
4.33 70371476 4.33 4.37 4.22 4.31 4.33
4.30 520/1412 4.30 4.07 4.06 4.25 4.30
4.33 51971381 4.33 4.16 4.08 4.25 4.33
4.42 615/1500 4.42 4.43 4.18 4.22 4.42
4.58 1011/1517 4.58 4.75 4.65 4.73 4.58
4.09 83971497 4.09 4.23 4.11 4.21 4.09
4.31 1007/1440 4.31 4.66 4.45 4.48 4.31
4.46 1190/1448 4.46 4.68 4.71 4.80 4.46
4.08 1018/1436 4.08 4.42 4.29 4.37 4.08
4.00 1036/1432 4.00 4.43 4.29 4.33 4.00
3.33 ****/1221 **** 3.64 3.93 3.83 F***
3.20 1150/1280 3.20 3.74 4.10 4.24 3.20
3.60 111371277 3.60 3.90 4.34 4.52 3.60
4.20 816/1269 4.20 4.04 4.31 4.51 4.20
4._.50 ****/ 854 **** 33 74 4.02 4.08 F*r**

Type Majors
Graduate 7 Major 12
Under-grad 6 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

STAT 612 0101
MATHEMATICAL STAT 11
SINHA, BIMAL (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

WWwwww WWwwWwww WWwwww NNNN [eNoNoNoNe]

WwWwwww

[eNoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNe] ROOO NOOOO [eNoNoNol NeoloNoNo]

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
1 0 O
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

ORPPFPOOOORrO

[eNeoNoNoNo] [cNeoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNe) [eNoNoNoNe]

[eNeoNoNoNo]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPRRPP RPRRPRpP RPRRRpR P NNN RADDD WWWAWADWA

PR RPR

Instructor
Mean Rank
5.00 1/1522
4.75 255/1522
5.00 1/1285
5.00 1/1476
5.00 1/1412
5.00 1/1381
4.75 211/1500
4.75 802/1517
4.00 898/1497
5.00 1/1440
5.00 1/1448
5.00 1/1436
5.00 1/1432
3.00 106471221
5.00 1/1280
5.00 1/1277
5.00 1/1269
5.00 1/ 854
5.00 1/ 215
5.00 1/ 228
5.00 1/ 217
5.00 1/ 216
5.00 1/ 205
5.00 1/ 79
5.00 1/ 77
5.00 1/ 65
5.00 1/ 78
5.00 1/ 80
5.00 1/ 47
5.00 1/ 45
5.00 1/ 39
5.00 1/ 35
5.00 1/ 34
5.00 1/ 37
5.00 1/ 23
5.00 1/ 33
5.00 1/ 22
5.00 1/ 18

Course

Mean

Ao A~O

wuoagao

oo,

[ RO N NN oo a oo ao

gagaooaun

AADADDMDIMDDADN

wWhhADdDN
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.45 5.00
4.26 4.29 4.75
4.30 4.31 5.00
4.22 4.31 5.00
4.06 4.25 5.00
4.08 4.25 5.00
4.18 4.22 4.75
4.65 4.73 4.75
4.11 4.21 4.00
4.45 4.48 5.00
4.71 4.80 5.00
4.29 4.37 5.00
4.29 4.33 5.00
3.93 3.83 3.00
4.10 4.24 5.00
4.34 4.52 5.00
4.31 4.51 5.00
4.02 4.08 5.00
4.36 4.72 5.00
4.35 4.39 5.00
4.51 4.61 5.00
4.42 4.76 5.00
4.23 4.40 5.00
4.58 4.76 5.00
4.52 4.70 5.00
4.49 4.71 5.00
4.45 4.66 5.00
4.11 4.38 5.00
4.41 4.40 5.00
4.30 4.49 5.00
4.40 4.78 5.00
4.31 4.71 5.00
4.30 4.82 5.00
4.63 4.82 5.00
4.41 4.68 5.00
4.69 4.79 5.00
4.54 4.83 5.00
4.49 4.92 5.00



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

STAT 612 0101
MATHEMATICAL STAT 11

SINHA, BIMAL
4
4
Cum. GPA

(Instr. A)

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1482
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=T TOO

OOOOOONN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means
responses to

Majors
2 Major 3
2 Non-major 1

there are not enough
be significant



Course-Section: STAT 612 0101

Title MATHEMATICAL STAT 11
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 4
Questionnaires: 4
Questions
General

O~NOUTAWNE

[y

A WN P

OrWNE abrhwWNPE O WNPE

O WNPE

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

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared

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

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

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

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

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

WWwwww WWwwww WWwwww NNNN w [eNoNoNoNoNoNoNa]

WWwwww

[cNoNeol NoloNoNo]

o

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNo] [eNoNoNoNe] LR OOO

[eNoNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

[eNeoNoNoNo] [eNoNoNoNo] [eNoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNe) o PRPOOOORO

[eNoNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

WWhWhAbhwh

[

RPRRRE RRRPE RRRRE RPNNN

RPRRRE

Instructor
Mean Rank
5.00 1/1522
4.75 255/1522
5.00 1/1285
5.00 1/1476
5.00 1/1412
5.00 1/1381
4.75 211/1500
4.75 802/1517
5.00 1/1440
5.00 1/1280
5.00 1/1277
5.00 1/1269
5.00 1/ 854
5.00 1/ 215
5.00 1/ 228
5.00 1/ 217
5.00 1/ 216
5.00 1/ 205
5.00 1/ 79
5.00 1/ 77
5.00 1/ 65
5.00 1/ 78
5.00 1/ 80
5.00 1/ 47
5.00 1/ 45
5.00 1/ 39
5.00 1/ 35
5.00 1/ 34
5.00 1/ 37
5.00 1/ 23
5.00 1/ 33
5.00 1/ 22
5.00 1/ 18

Course

Mean
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.45 5.00
4.26 4.29 4.75
4.30 4.31 5.00
4.22 4.31 5.00
4.06 4.25 5.00
4.08 4.25 5.00
4.18 4.22 4.75
4.65 4.73 4.75
4.45 4.48 5.00
4.10 4.24 5.00
4.34 4.52 5.00
4.31 4.51 5.00
4.02 4.08 5.00
4.36 4.72 5.00
4.35 4.39 5.00
4.51 4.61 5.00
4.42 4.76 5.00
4.23 4.40 5.00
4.58 4.76 5.00
4.52 4.70 5.00
4.49 4.71 5.00
4.45 4.66 5.00
4.11 4.38 5.00
4.41 4.40 5.00
4.30 4.49 5.00
4.40 4.78 5.00
4.31 4.71 5.00
4.30 4.82 5.00
4.63 4.82 5.00
4.41 4.68 5.00
4.69 4.79 5.00
4.54 4.83 5.00
4.49 4.92 5.00



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

STAT 612 0101
MATHEMATICAL STAT 11

(Instr. B)

4
4

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means
responses to

Majors
2 Major 3
2 Non-major 1

there are not enough
be significant



Course-Section: STAT 612 0101

Title MATHEMATICAL STAT 11
Instructor: (Instr. C)
Enrollment: 4
Questionnaires: 4
Questions
General

O~NOUTAWNE

[y

A WN P

OrWNE abrhwWNPE O WNPE

O WNPE

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

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared

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

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

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

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

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

WWwwww WWwwww WWwwww NNNN w [eNoNoNoNoNoNoNa]

WWwwww

[cNoNeol NoloNoNo]

o

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNo] [eNoNoNoNe] LR OOO

[eNoNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

[eNeoNoNoNo] [eNoNoNoNo] [eNoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNe) o PRPOOOORO

[eNoNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

WWhWhAbhwh

[

RPRRRE RRRPE RRRRE RPNNN

RPRRRE

Instructor
Mean Rank
5.00 1/1522
4.75 255/1522
5.00 1/1285
5.00 1/1476
5.00 1/1412
5.00 1/1381
4.75 211/1500
4.75 802/1517
5.00 1/1440
5.00 1/1280
5.00 1/1277
5.00 1/1269
5.00 1/ 854
5.00 1/ 215
5.00 1/ 228
5.00 1/ 217
5.00 1/ 216
5.00 1/ 205
5.00 1/ 79
5.00 1/ 77
5.00 1/ 65
5.00 1/ 78
5.00 1/ 80
5.00 1/ 47
5.00 1/ 45
5.00 1/ 39
5.00 1/ 35
5.00 1/ 34
5.00 1/ 37
5.00 1/ 23
5.00 1/ 33
5.00 1/ 22
5.00 1/ 18

Course

Mean
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.45 5.00
4.26 4.29 4.75
4.30 4.31 5.00
4.22 4.31 5.00
4.06 4.25 5.00
4.08 4.25 5.00
4.18 4.22 4.75
4.65 4.73 4.75
4.45 4.48 5.00
4.10 4.24 5.00
4.34 4.52 5.00
4.31 4.51 5.00
4.02 4.08 5.00
4.36 4.72 5.00
4.35 4.39 5.00
4.51 4.61 5.00
4.42 4.76 5.00
4.23 4.40 5.00
4.58 4.76 5.00
4.52 4.70 5.00
4.49 4.71 5.00
4.45 4.66 5.00
4.11 4.38 5.00
4.41 4.40 5.00
4.30 4.49 5.00
4.40 4.78 5.00
4.31 4.71 5.00
4.30 4.82 5.00
4.63 4.82 5.00
4.41 4.68 5.00
4.69 4.79 5.00
4.54 4.83 5.00
4.49 4.92 5.00



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

STAT 612 0101
MATHEMATICAL STAT 11

(Instr. C)

4
4

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means
responses to

Majors
2 Major 3
2 Non-major 1

there are not enough
be significant



Course-Section: STAT 614 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1122/1522 4.00 4.36 4.30 4.45 4.00
3.20 1458/1522 3.20 4.39 4.26 4.29 3.20
4.00 ****/1285 **** 4 50 4.30 4.31 ****
4.00 100971476 4.00 4.37 4.22 4.31 4.00
3.33 1257/1412 3.33 4.07 4.06 4.25 3.33
4.20 66371381 4.20 4.16 4.08 4.25 4.20
2.75 1458/1500 2.75 4.43 4.18 4.22 2.75
4.20 1301/1517 4.20 4.75 4.65 4.73 4.20
4.50 385/1497 4.50 4.23 4.11 4.21 4.50
4.40 931/1440 4.40 4.66 4.45 4.48 4.40
4.80 765/1448 4.80 4.68 4.71 4.80 4.80
4.80 217/1436 4.80 4.42 4.29 4.37 4.80
3.80 1170/1432 3.80 4.43 4.29 4.33 3.80
3.50 899/1221 3.50 3.64 3.93 3.83 3.50
4.00 718/1280 4.00 3.74 4.10 4.24 4.00
4.50 59471277 4.50 3.90 4.34 4.52 4.50
4.50 586/1269 4.50 4.04 4.31 4.51 4.50
4.00 426/ 854 4.00 3.74 4.02 4.08 4.00

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

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

Title ENVIRONMENTAL STAT Baltimore County
Instructor: NEERCHAL, NAGAR Spring 2007
Enrollment: 6
Questionnaires: 5 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 5 o0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 2 2 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 4 0 0 0 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 5 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 0 2 1 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0o 4 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 1 1 0 2 1 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0o 4 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 1 0 0 0 2 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 3 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 1 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 1 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 0 3 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 0 1 1 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 0 2 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 0 0 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 0 0 1 1
4. Were special techniques successful 3 0 0 0 0 2 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

STAT 617 0101
TIME SERIES ANALYSIS
ROY, ANINDYA

Enrollment: 5

Questionnaires: 4

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor
Mean Rank
5.00 1/1522
4.75 255/1522
4.00 93871285
4.75 226/1476
5.00 1/1412
5.00 1/1381
5.00 1/1500
4.50 1080/1517
4.75 18971497
4.75 452/1440
5.00 1/1448
4.75 295/1436
5.00 1/1432
5.00 1/1221
5.00 1/1280
5.00 1/1277
5.00 1/1269
5.00 1/ 854
5.00 1/ 215
5.00 1/ 228
5.00 1/ 217
5.00 1/ 216
5.00 1/ 205
5.00 1/ 79
5.00 1/ 77
5.00 1/ 65
5.00 1/ 78
5.00 1/ 80
5.00 1/ 47
5.00 1/ 45
5.00 1/ 39
5.00 1/ 35
5.00 1/ 34
5.00 1/ 37
5.00 1/ 23
5.00 1/ 33
5.00 1/ 22
5.00 1/ 18
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Mean
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.45 5.00
4.26 4.29 4.75
4.30 4.31 4.00
4.22 4.31 4.75
4.06 4.25 5.00
4.08 4.25 5.00
4.18 4.22 5.00
4.65 4.73 4.50
4.11 4.21 4.75
4.45 4.48 4.75
4.71 4.80 5.00
4.29 4.37 4.75
4.29 4.33 5.00
3.93 3.83 5.00
4.10 4.24 5.00
4.34 4.52 5.00
4.31 4.51 5.00
4.02 4.08 5.00
4.36 4.72 5.00
4.35 4.39 5.00
4.51 4.61 5.00
4.42 4.76 5.00
4.23 4.40 5.00
4.58 4.76 5.00
4.52 4.70 5.00
4.49 4.71 5.00
4.45 4.66 5.00
4.11 4.38 5.00
4.41 4.40 5.00
4.30 4.49 5.00
4.40 4.78 5.00
4.31 4.71 5.00
4.30 4.82 5.00
4.63 4.82 5.00
4.41 4.68 5.00
4.69 4.79 5.00
4.54 4.83 5.00
4.49 4.92 5.00



Course-Section: STAT 617 0101

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1486
JUN 26, 2007
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

Title TIME SERIES ANALYSIS
Instructor: ROY, ANINDYA
Enrollment: 5

Questionnaires: 4

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

=T TOO

[eNoNoNoNoNol i3]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 2
Under-grad 2 Non-major 0

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



Course-Section: STAT 653 0101

Title BASIC MATH STAT

Instructor:

CHOI, TAERYON

Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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2007

Job IRBR3029
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A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.70 40471522 4.70
4.80 201/1522 4.80
4.70 337/1285 4.70
4.25 792/1476 4.25
4.20 621/1412 4.20
5.00 1/1381 5.00
5.00 1/1500 5.00
4.67 932/1517 4.67
4.43 481/1497 4.43
4.89 224/1440 4.89
5.00 1/1448 5.00
4.88 151/1436 4.88
4.78 327/1432 4.78
5.00 1/1221 5.00
4.00 71871280 4.00
4.20 84971277 4.20
4.60 50971269 4.60
4_00 ****/ 854 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

5

MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.45
26 4.29
30 4.31
22 4.31
06 4.25
08 4.25
18 4.22
65 4.73
11 4.21
45 4.48
71 4.80
29 4.37
29 4.33
93 3.83
10 4.24
34 4.52
31 4.51
02 4.08
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 700 0101 University of Maryland Page 1488

Title TOP:STAT MTHD/DATA ANA Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: WANG, XIAO Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 2
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 1/1522 5.00 4.36 4.30 4.45 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 545/1522 4.50 4.39 4.26 4.29 4.50
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1285 5.00 4.50 4.30 4.31 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1476 5.00 4.37 4.22 4.31 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1412 5.00 4.07 4.06 4.25 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 O O O 1 5.00 1/1381 5.00 4.16 4.08 4.25 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1500 5.00 4.43 4.18 4.22 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 4.00 138971517 4.00 4.75 4.65 4.73 4.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1497 5.00 4.23 4.11 4.21 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1440 5.00 4.66 4.45 4.48 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1448 5.00 4.68 4.71 4.80 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1436 5.00 4.42 4.29 4.37 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1432 5.00 4.43 4.29 4.33 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1221 5.00 3.64 3.93 3.83 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1280 5.00 3.74 4.10 4.24 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 171277 5.00 3.90 4.34 4.52 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1269 5.00 4.04 4.31 4.51 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 1 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 2 Under-grad 1 Non-major 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 710 0101

Title TOP:MATH STAT/STAT INF

Instructor:

RUKHIN, ANDREW

Enrollment: 5

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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MBC Level
ean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

A WNPE

WN P

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

. Was the instructor available for individual attention

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
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.80 246/1522 4.80
4.75 255/1522 4.75
5_00 ****/1285 E = =
4.80 178/1476 4.80
5.00 1/1412 5.00
4.75 149/1381 4.75
5.00 1/1500 5.00
4.40 1161/1517 4.40
4.80 147/1497 4.80
4.80 35371440 4.80
5.00 1/1448 5.00
4.80 217/1436 4.80
4.60 527/1432 4.60
4.50 390/1280 4.50
4.50 594/1277 4.50
4.50 586/1269 4.50
4_00 ****/ 228 E = =
4 B OO **-k-k/ 77 E = =
4 B OO **-k-k/ 33 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

1

Non-major

responses to be significant



