Course-Section: STAT 121 0101

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

MARFANI, ERUM F

Enrollment: 61

Questionnaires: 48

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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0

23

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.71 1402/1649 3.98
4.19 977/1648 4.35
4.36 70471375 4.59
3.83 1248/1595 4.26
3.81 1017/1533 4.25
3.22 ****/1512 3.98
4.34 70871623 4.39
4.04 1528/1646 4.26
3.88 1087/1621 3.93
4.63 683/1568 4.46
4.54 1203/1572 4.58
4.22 981/1564 4.38
4.58 618/1559 4.40
3.50 ****/1352 4.18
3.47 1097/1384 4.09
3.37 1243/1382 3.88
3.90 103271368 3.99
3.00 ****/ 948 3.89

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H#H# - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.71
4.23 4.16 4.19
4.27 4.10 4.36
4.20 4.03 3.83
4.04 3.87 3.81
4.10 3.86 F***
4.16 4.08 4.34
4.69 4.67 4.04
4.06 3.96 3.88
4.43 4.39 4.63
4.70 4.64 4.54
4.28 4.20 4.22
4.29 4.20 4.58
3.98 3.86 *F**
4.08 3.86 3.47
4.29 4.03 3.37
4.30 4.01 3.90
3.95 3.75 Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 48

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O ©O 5 0 12 18
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 0O 8 19
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0O 0O o 6 18
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 25 1 2 5 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 12 3 2 6 13
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 39 0 3 2 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 1 0 2 5 15
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 0O ©O 2 41
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 13 3 0 3 5 17
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 O O o0 4 9
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 3 15
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 1 1 7 15
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 i1 0o 2 2 9
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 7 33 2 0 1 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 18 0 2 6 7 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 18 0 3 9 2 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 18 O 2 1 9 4
4. Were special techniques successful 17 24 0 3 2 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 1 A 13 Required for Majors 14
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 17
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 6 c 7 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 3 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: STAT 121 0201

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE E
Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 28

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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1 0 2
0O 1 4
1 0 3
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.79
4.23 4.16 4.04
4.27 4.10 4.32
4.20 4.03 3.94
4.04 3.87 4.30
4.10 3.86 4.29
4.16 4.08 4.11
4.69 4.67 4.27
4.06 3.96 3.74
4.43 4.39 4.21
4.70 4.64 4.54
4.28 4.20 4.11
4.29 4.20 4.07
3.98 3.86 4.26
4.08 3.86 3.96
4.29 4.03 3.91
4.30 4.01 4.00
3.95 3.75 3.71
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 Fx*F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 4.75
4.16 4.06 4.57
4.43 4.27 4.50
4.42 4.24 3.86
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: STAT 121 0201

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE E
Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 28

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

)= T TIOO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Graduate 0
Under-grad 28 Non-major 28

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0202

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

KEGAN, BONNIE E

Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

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

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

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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.74 1386/1649 3.98
4.05 109471648 4.35
4.53 52971375 4.59
4.31 759/1595 4.26
4.26 614/1533 4.25
3.50 ****/1512 3.98
4.21 86171623 4.39
4.35 1325/1646 4.26
3.77 118471621 3.93
4.16 1198/1568 4.46
4_.47 1265/1572 4.58
4.05 110571564 4.38
3.74 1289/1559 4.40
3.69 955/1352 4.18
4.07 774/1384 4.09
4.13 90571382 3.88
4.14 900/1368 3.99
3.25 ****/ 948 3.89
4.50 ****/ 53 4.75
3.50 ****/ 30 4.57
2.50 ****/ 41 4.50
3.50 ****/ 24 3.86

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.74
4.23 4.16 4.05
4.27 4.10 4.53
4.20 4.03 4.31
4.04 3.87 4.26
4.10 3.86 F***
4.16 4.08 4.21
4.69 4.67 4.35
4.06 3.96 3.77
4.43 4.39 4.16
4.70 4.64 4.47
4.28 4.20 4.05
4.29 4.20 3.74
3.98 3.86 3.69
4.08 3.86 4.07
4.29 4.03 4.13
4.30 4.01 4.14
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.16 4.05 *F***
4.12 4.08 Fx**
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 Fx**
4.30 4.17 FFF*
4.16 4.06 Fx**
4_.43 4.27 FF**
4.42 4.24 FFF*
3.99 3.83 Fr**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 19

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 121 0203

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE E
Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 25
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.16
4.23 4.16 4.48
4.27 4.10 4.75
4.20 4.03 4.21
4.04 3.87 4.48
4.10 3.86 4.00
4.16 4.08 4.28
4.69 4.67 4.24
4.06 3.96 4.11
4.43 4.39 4.43
4.70 4.64 4.61
4.28 4.20 4.50
4.29 4.20 4.61
3.98 3.86 4.10
4.08 3.86 4.30
4.29 4.03 4.15
4.30 4.01 4.05
3.95 3.75 4.20
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: STAT 121 0203

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE E
Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 25

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

Other

15

Graduate 0
Under-grad 25 Non-major 25

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0204
Title
Instructor:

INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
KEGAN, BONNIE E

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 8
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.50
4.23 4.16 5.00
4.27 4.10 5.00
4.20 4.03 5.00
4.04 3.87 4.43
4.10 3.86 3.67
4.16 4.08 5.00
4.69 4.67 4.38
4.06 3.96 4.17
4.43 4.39 4.88
4.70 4.64 4.75
4.28 4.20 5.00
4.29 4.20 5.00
3.98 3.86 4.67
4.08 3.86 4.67
4.29 4.03 3.83
4.30 4.01 3.83
3.95 3.75 3.75
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F**F*
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: STAT 121 0204

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
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Fall 2008

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE E
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 8

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

)= T TIOO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 8 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 0101

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: HUANG, Yl
Enrollment: 79

Questionnaires: 53

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Did
Did

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

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Was the instructor available for individual attention
. Did research projects contribute to what you learned

Field Work
field experience contribute to what you learned
you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
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52
52

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 2 0 11 16
o 1 1 8 13
o o 2 7 1
5 2 3 4 13
4 1 1 7 10
9 1 2 5 13
0O 0O 1 6 10
o 0O O o0 9
1 0 2 12 16
O 1 2 5 12
0O O 1 3 10
0O 2 4 10 12
1 5 1 7 1
14 4 3 5 4
o 9 3 2 7
O 4 1 6 7
o 3 2 3 7
22 1 1 1 1
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o

o O o o0 o
o O o o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

35

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.10 112271649 3.77
4.29 850/1648 3.82
4.38 684/1375 4.05
4.17 916/1595 3.81
4.31 565/1533 3.79
4.15 791/1512 3.71
4.49 528/1623 4.07
4.81 816/1646 4.91
3.82 1132/1621 3.45
4.35 1041/1568 4.12
4.61 113371572 4.13
3.89 1224/1564 3.50
4.02 111171559 3.70
3.89 830/1352 3.28
3.35 1148/1384 3.60
3.85 105371382 3.92
4.03 93971368 3.88

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.10
4.23 4.18 4.29
4.27 4.22 4.38
4.20 4.21 4.17
4.04 4.05 4.31
4.10 4.11 4.15
4.16 4.08 4.49
4.69 4.67 4.81
4.06 4.02 3.82
4.43 4.39 4.35
4.70 4.64 4.61
4.28 4.25 3.89
4.29 4.23 4.02
3.98 3.97 3.89
4.08 4.11 3.35
4.29 4.37 3.85
4.30 4.39 4.03
3.95 4.00 *F***
4.16 4.07 Fx**
4.12 3.89 Fr**
4.35 4.12 FF**
4.29 4.22 FF**
4.54 4.63 FF**
4_47 4.55 Fxx*
4.43 4.30 Fx**
4.06 3.59 Fxx*
4.09 4.21 Fx**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 53

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 350 0301

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA
Enrollment: 68

Questionnaires: 29

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.45 151371649 3.77 4.25 4.28 4.27 3.45
3.34 1543/1648 3.82 4.33 4.23 4.18 3.34
3.72 1127/1375 4.05 4.56 4.27 4.22 3.72
3.44 1425/1595 3.81 4.33 4.20 4.21 3.44
3.27 1362/1533 3.79 4.22 4.04 4.05 3.27
3.27 1371/1512 3.71 4.18 4.10 4.11 3.27
3.64 1327/1623 4.07 4.39 4.16 4.08 3.64
5.00 171646 4.91 4.67 4.69 4.67 5.00
3.08 149171621 3.45 4.01 4.06 4.02 3.08
3.89 1350/1568 4.12 4.51 4.43 4.39 3.89
3.64 1526/1572 4.13 4.60 4.70 4.64 3.64
3.11 148971564 3.50 4.29 4.28 4.25 3.11
3.38 1412/1559 3.70 4.37 4.29 4.23 3.38
2.67 1287/1352 3.28 3.92 3.98 3.97 2.67
3.84 916/1384 3.60 3.83 4.08 4.11 3.84
4.00 946/1382 3.92 3.92 4.29 4.37 4.00
3.74 1105/1368 3.88 3.98 4.30 4.39 3.74
4.14 ****/ 948 *<*** 3. 97 3.95 4.00 Fr*+*

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

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

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O ©O 2 1 12 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o0 3 3 7 13
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O o0 4 5 15
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 1 3 12 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 3 3 4 8 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 3 3 6 6 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 1 4 8 6
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 1 1 4 12 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O O 2 7 11
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 1 2 10 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 3 3 11 10
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 2 4 0 9 8
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 9 5 3 4 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 10 o 1 3 3 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 10 O 1 0 5 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 10 O 1 1 7 3
4. Were special techniques successful 11 11 o o0 3 ©
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 1 A 11 Required for Majors
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 351 0101

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: DASGUPTA, NANDI
Enrollment: 85

Questionnaires: 40

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF
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abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
1 0 3
0O 0 1
0o 0 1
1 2 3
o 1 3
o 1 3
o 1 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 1
o 0 1
o 0 2
0O 0 2
0O 0 1
1 1 1
3 3 6
0O 5 10
2 4 9
o 1 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
o 1 o
0O 0 1
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

74971649
349/1648
29671375
86571595
555/1533
639/1512
448/1623
1491/1646
270/1621

44271568
100371572
374/1564
405/1559
FHA*)1352

937/1384
1110/1382
1154/1368
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.43
4.23 4.18 4.68
4.27 4.22 4.75
4.20 4.21 4.22
4.04 4.05 4.32
4.10 4.11 4.29
4.16 4.08 4.55
4.69 4.67 4.13
4.06 4.02 4.63
4.43 4.39 4.78
4.70 4.64 4.72
4.28 4.25 4.74
4.29 4.23 4.74
3.98 3.97 Fx**
4.08 4.11 3.80
4.29 4.37 3.73
4.30 4.39 3.57
3.95 4.00 ****
4.16 4.07 ****
4.12 3.89 Fx**
4.40 4.21 F***
4.35 4.12 F***
4.29 4.22 Fx*F*
4.54 4.63 F***
4.47 4.55 Fx*F*
4.43 4.30 F***
4.35 4.46 ****
3.68 3.58 F***
4.06 3.59 Fx**
4.09 4.21 ****
4.47 4.43 FF**
4.38 4.32 Fx**
3.68 3.60 ****
4.30 4.32 F***
4.16 4.44 F***
4.43 5.00 ****
4.42 5.00 F***
3.99 4.05 ****



Course-Section: STAT 351 0101

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: DASGUPTA, NANDI
Enrollment: 85

Questionnaires: 40

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 2
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 8

)= T TIOO

RPOOOOWU R

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

30

Graduate 0
Under-grad 40 Non-major 39

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0201

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: ROY, ATUL
Enrollment: 41

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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abhwNPE

AN

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.30 154871649 3.67 4.25 4.28 4.27 3.30
3.30 155571648 3.69 4.33 4.23 4.18 3.30
3.60 116971375 4.03 4.56 4.27 4.22 3.60
3.41 1440/1595 3.65 4.33 4.20 4.21 3.41
3.75 1065/1533 3.97 4.22 4.04 4.05 3.75
3.40 1320/1512 3.75 4.18 4.10 4.11 3.40
3.55 1367/1623 3.85 4.39 4.16 4.08 3.55
4.74 945/1646 4.58 4.67 4.69 4.67 4.74
3.17 147371621 3.45 4.01 4.06 4.02 3.17
3.50 1460/1568 3.76 4.51 4.43 4.39 3.50
3.94 1480/1572 4.07 4.60 4.70 4.64 3.94
3.24 1464/1564 3.50 4.29 4.28 4.25 3.24
3.47 1381/1559 3.71 4.37 4.29 4.23 3.47
3.27 115371352 2.94 3.92 3.98 3.97 3.27
2.67 1335/1384 3.17 3.83 4.08 4.11 2.67
2.83 134771382 3.32 3.92 4.29 4.37 2.83
2.58 134471368 3.24 3.98 4.30 4.39 2.58
3.20 811/ 948 3.20 3.97 3.95 4.00 3.20
4.00 ****/ 243 **** 5 00 4.12 3.89 ****
4._.00 ****/ 209 **** 5 00 4.35 4.12 ****
3.00 ****/ B55 ***x 3 75 4.29 4.22 ****
2.00 ****x/ B3 **x** 4 75 4.30 4.32 Fx**
2.00 ****/ 30 **** 457 4.16 4.44 Fx**
1.00 ****/ 24 **** 3. 86 4.42 5.00 ****
3.00 ****/ 110 **** 2.00 3.99 4.05 ****

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0202

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: ROY, ATUL
Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 33

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

AWNPF abhwbNPF

LN

N =

abhwNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

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
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students

(R NeoNeoloNoloNoNe)

©~N~N~N®

ANAD

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 4 4 9 11
0O 5 2 13 11
0O 0 4 11 8
9 2 3 8 7
2 3 1 6 9
11 1 4 6 4
0O 4 2 8 13
2 0 0 o0 4
4 3 6 9 1
0O 4 5 6 7
0O O 4 10 6
o 7 5 9 3
1 7 3 6 3
9 6 1 3 3
o 8 2 6 7
0O 2 4 11 5
o 2 3 7 6
22 1 3 2 O
1 0 0O 0 O
0O 0O O 1 o
1 0 0O 0 o
1 0 0O o0 O
1 0 0O 0 o
o 1 o0 1 o
0O 0 O 1 o
o 1 1 1 1
o 1 1 o0 1
2 1 1 o0 1
o 1 o0 1 2
1 1 0 o0 2

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.27 1555/1649 3.67
3.09 1587/1648 3.69
3.73 1127/1375 4.03
3.33 1470/1595 3.65
3.84 986/1533 3.97
3.55 1240/1512 3.75
3.45 1410/1623 3.85
4.87 731/1646 4.58
2.55 1582/1621 3.45
3.00 1515/1568 3.76
3.54 1535/1572 4.07
2.54 1545/1564 3.50
2.92 1498/1559 3.71
2.60 129371352 2.94
3.03 125271384 3.17
3.38 1240/1382 3.32
3.58 115471368 3.24
2.57 ****/ 0948 3.20

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

33
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 3.27
4.23 4.18 3.09
4.27 4.22 3.73
4.20 4.21 3.33
4.04 4.05 3.84
4.10 4.11 3.55
4.16 4.08 3.45
4.69 4.67 4.87
4.06 4.02 2.55
4.43 4.39 3.00
4.70 4.64 3.54
4.28 4.25 2.54
4.29 4.23 2.92
3.98 3.97 2.60
4.08 4.11 3.03
4.29 4.37 3.38
4.30 4.39 3.58
3.95 4.00 *F***
4.16 4.07 Fx**
4.12 3.89 Fr**
4.35 4.12 FF**
4.29 4.22 FF**
4.47 4.55 Frx*
4.06 3.59 Fr**
4.09 4.21 FF**
4.30 4.32 FF**
4.16 4.44 FF**
4.43 5.00 Fr**
4.42 5.00 Fx**
3.99 4.05 *Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 33

responses to be significant
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Course-Section: STAT 355 0101 University of Maryland

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT Baltimore County
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA Fall 2008
Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 26

= © 01 ©

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

23

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.12 1106/1649 4.10
4.23 920/1648 4.37
4.31 763/1375 4.55
4.12 996/1595 4.26
3.89 935/1533 3.88
3.79 109571512 3.80
4.27 80371623 4.41
4.96 266/1646 4.98
3.95 098771621 4.02
4.50 852/1568 4.68
4.44 1289/1572 4.56
4.27 929/1564 4.48
4.31 931/1559 4.44
3.25 1160/1352 3.45
3.84 916/1384 2.87
3.24 1278/1382 3.08
3.36 1219/1368 3.32

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

26
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.12
4.23 4.18 4.23
4.27 4.22 4.31
4.20 4.21 4.12
4.04 4.05 3.89
4.10 4.11 3.79
4.16 4.08 4.27
4.69 4.67 4.96
4.06 4.02 3.95
4.43 4.39 4.50
4.70 4.64 4.44
4.28 4.25 4.27
4.29 4.23 4.31
3.98 3.97 3.25
4.08 4.11 3.84
4.29 4.37 3.24
4.30 4.39 3.36
3.95 4.00 *F***
4.29 4.22 FF**
3.68 3.60 Fx**
3.99 4.05 ****

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 26

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o 1 3 14
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 0 2 12
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0O O 2 1 10
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 0O o 2 3 11
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 8 0 3 2 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 3 5 10
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o 6 7
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 O0 5 13
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o 3 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0O 0 2 10
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o o o 1 2 12
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O O 1 0 4 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 9 2 2 5 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 2 1 5 8
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0o 4 2 8 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 5 3 4 4
4. Were special techniques successful 120 1 0 1 2
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 23 0 2 0 1 0
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 23 1 0O O O 2
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 25 0 0 O o0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 3 C 2 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 355 0201

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT

Instructor:

ABERCROMBIE, MA

Enrollment: 76

Questionnaires: 45

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.09
4.23 4.18 4.41
4.27 4.22 4.75
4.20 4.21 4.37
4.04 4.05 3.67
4.10 4.11 3.82
4.16 4.08 4.55
4.69 4.67 4.98
4.06 4.02 3.91
4.43 4.39 4.68
4.70 4.64 4.53
4.28 4.25 4.53
4.29 4.23 4.48
3.98 3.97 3.03
4.08 4.11 2.20
4.29 4.37 2.69
4.30 4.39 2.97
3.95 4.00 ****
4.16 4.07 ****
4.12 3.89 Fx**
4.40 4.21 F***
4.35 4.12 F***
4.29 4.22 Fx*F*
4.54 4.63 F***
4.47 4.55 Fx*F*
4.43 4.30 F***
4.35 4.46 ****
3.68 3.58 F***
4.06 3.59 Fx**
4.09 4.21 ****
4.47 4.43 Fx**
4.38 4.32 Fx**
3.68 3.60 ****
4.30 4.32 Fx**
4.16 4.44 F***
4.43 5.00 F***
4.42 5.00 ****
3.99 4.05 ****



Course-Section: STAT 355 0201

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA
Enrollment: 76

Questionnaires: 45

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1602
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 2
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 13 2.00-2.99 6
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 8
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 13

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

36

Graduate 1
Under-grad 44 Non-major 45

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



Course-Section: STAT 355 0301

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT
Instructor: KATZOFF, MYRON
Enrollment: 65

Questionnaires: 32
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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

OFRPORFRPOOOCOO

NRRRRP

ENIENIENT

Fall

[cNeoNeoNeoNe] NFRPRFRPON NPFPWON rOOO [oNeoNeNoNe] POOOOWUIOOO

NORFr OO

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

= =
RrOOOR coorooO oroooO RrOOaN RO UaN AOONO~NWOR

[eNeNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

NNWWN NWWAN WWWWN

NWwWwhrw

Mean

PO WAIAEDDDS

ADADMDD

WWwWwN

Ao S aabdoo abhab~w

abhoaoo

Instructor

Rank

1122/1649
614/1648
472/1375
770/1595
761/1533

108971512
63571623

171646
754/1621

287/1568
102271572
498/1564
651/1559
650/1352

1342/1384
1253/1382
1133/1368

Fkkx f

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

****/
Fkkxk f
****/
****/

Fkkxk f

****/
****/
Fkkxk f
Fkkx f

****/

Fkkxk f
****/
****/
Fkkxk f

Fkkx f

948

221
243
212
209
555

Course
Mean

ABRADMOWWAMDMDD
o]
[¢¢]

WhhADMD
N
o]

*kk*k

*kkk

*kkk

*kk*k

*kk*k

*hkk

Ex

*kkk

*kk*k

Ex

*kk*k

*kkk

X

Fkhk

EE

Fkhk

*kk*k

*kk*k

Fkkk

Fkkk

AABAMDMDIIDDD
N
N

WhMADMD
N
©

Wwww
[(e]
N

*kk*k
*kk*k
X

X

1.50

Page 1603

FEB 11, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.09
4.23 4.18 4.47
4.27 4.22 4.59
4.20 4.21 4.30
4.04 4.05 4.08
4.10 4.11 3.80
4.16 4.08 4.41
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 4.02 4.19
4.43 4.39 4.87
4.70 4.64 4.71
4.28 4.25 4.65
4.29 4.23 4.55
3.98 3.97 4.07
4.08 4.11 2.58
4.29 4.37 3.32
4.30 4.39 3.64
3.95 4.00 ****
4.16 4.07 ****
4.12 3.89 Fx**
4.40 4.21 F***
4.35 4.12 F***
4.29 4.22 Fx*F*
4.54 4.63 F***
4.47 4.55 FxE*
4.43 4.30 F***
4.35 4.46 ****
3.68 3.58 F***
4.06 3.59 Fx**
4.09 4.21 ****
4.47 4.43 Fx**
4.38 4.32 Fx**
3.68 3.60 ****
4.30 4.32 Fx**
4.16 4.44 F***
4.43 5.00 F***
4.42 5.00 ****
3.99 4.05 ****



Course-Section: STAT 355 0301

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT
Instructor: KATZOFF, MYRON
Enrollment: 65

Questionnaires: 32

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1603
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 5
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 2
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 7

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

24

Graduate 0
Under-grad 32 Non-major 32

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



Course-Section: STAT 451 0101

Title INTRO PROBABILITY THEO
Instructor: WANG, XIAO
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 13

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.50 4.54
4.23 4.36 4.46
4.27 4.48 4.69
4.20 4.36 4.57
4.04 4.14 3.90
4.10 4.26 F***
4.16 4.27 4.31
4.69 4.71 4.54
4.06 4.24 4.08
4.43 4.54 4.85
4.70 4.79 4.85
4.28 4.40 4.31
4.29 4.41 4.54
3.98 4.07 ****
4.08 4.35 Fx**
4.29 4.56 F**F*
4.30 4.58 F***
3.95 4.31 x***
4.16 4.73 F***
4.12 4.61 F***
4.40 4.57 F***
4.35 4.63 F***
4.29 4.41 2.75
4.54 4.66 F***
4.47 4.54 Fx*F*
4.43 4.57 FF*F*
4.35 4.44 xF**
3.68 3.71 3.25
4.06 4.86 ****
4.09 4.42 F***
4.47 4.52 FxF*
4.38 4.59 Fx**
3.68 3.95 ****
4.30 4.64 F***
4.16 4.24 F***
4.43 4.84 FF**
4.42 4.85 FxE*
3.99 4.22 Fx**



Course-Section: STAT 451 0101

Title INTRO PROBABILITY THEO
Instructor: WANG, XIAO
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 13

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

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

)= T TIOO

OQOO0OO0OORFr N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 13 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: STAT 454 0101

Title APPLIED STATISTICS
Instructor: STANWYCK, ELIZA
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 18
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abwbNPF

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.50 4.83
4.23 4.36 4.78
4.27 4.48 4.72
4.20 4.36 4.82
4.04 4.14 4.07
4.10 4.26 4.63
4.16 4.27 4.83
4.69 4.71 4.83
4.06 4.24 4.38
4.43 4.54 4.94
4.70 4.79 5.00
4.28 4.40 4.67
4.29 4.41 4.78
3.98 4.07 4.75
4.08 4.35 3.40
4.29 4.56 4.00
4.30 4.58 3.20
3.95 4.31 x***
4.16 4.73 F***
4.12 4.61 F***
4.35 4.63 F***
4.29 4.41 F***
4.54 4.66 F***
4.47 4.54 Fx*F*
4.43 4.57 Fx*F*
3.68 3.71 ****
4.06 4.86 ****
4.09 4.42 F***
4_.47 4.52 FERx*
4.38 4.59 xx**
3.68 3.95 ****
4.30 4.64 F**F*
4.16 4.24 F***
4.43 4.84 Fx**
4.42 4.85 FF*F*
3.99 4.22 F*x**



Course-Section: STAT 454 0101 University of Maryland Page 1605

Title APPLIED STATISTICS Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: STANWYCK, ELIZA Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 18 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 11 Required for Majors O Graduate 2 Major 5
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General 1 Under-grad 16 Non-major 13
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad 2 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 2 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 13
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 601 0101

Title APPLIED STATISTICS 1

Instructor:

NEERCHAL, NAGAR

Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

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

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

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.71 372/1649 4.71
4.43 672/1648 4.43
4.71 347/1375 4.71
4.67 321/1595 4.67
4.43 454/1533 4.43
4.33 595/1512 4.33
4.57 427/1623 4.57
5.00 171646 5.00
4.83 121/1621 4.83
4.71 554/1568 4.71
4.86 715/1572 4.86
4.43 754/1564 4.43
4.57 618/1559 4.57
4.57 263/1352 4.57
4.50 437/1384 4.50
4.00 946/1382 4.00
4.33 796/1368 4.33

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

2

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 602 0101

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Page
FEB 11,
Job IRBR

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.25 4.28 4.46
4.75 263/1648 4.75 4.33 4.23 4.34
4.63 443/1375 4.63 4.56 4.27 4.44
5.00 171595 5.00 4.33 4.20 4.35
4.29 594/1533 4.29 4.22 4.04 4.28
5.00 171512 5.00 4.18 4.10 4.35
4.75 220/1623 4.75 4.39 4.16 4.29
5.00 171646 5.00 4.67 4.69 4.81
4.57 31371621 4.57 4.01 4.06 4.20
5.00 171568 5.00 4.51 4.43 4.52
5.00 171572 5.00 4.60 4.70 4.83
4.88 197/1564 4.88 4.29 4.28 4.41
5.00 171559 5.00 4.37 4.29 4.41
4.00 690/1352 4.00 3.92 3.98 4.10
5.00 171384 5.00 3.83 4.08 4.30
5.00 171382 5.00 3.92 4.29 4.52
5.00 171368 5.00 3.98 4.30 4.56
5.00 ****/ 948 **** 3.97 3.95 4.03
3.50 470/ 555 3.50 3.75 4.29 4.66
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5.00
5.00
5.00

Fkhk

Required for Majors

Title APPLIED STATISTICS 11
Instructor: MATHEW, THOMAS
Enrol Iment: 11
Questionnaires: 8
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
4. Were special techniques successful
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1 A 4
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 5 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
| 0
? 1

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 611 0101 University of Maryland Page 1608

Title MATHEMATICAL STAT | Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: ROY, ANINDYA Fall 2008 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 O O O o0 o 2 5.00 171649 5.00 4.25 4.28 4.46 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 2 5.00 171648 5.00 4.33 4.23 4.34 5.00
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 2 5.00 171375 5.00 4.56 4.27 4.44 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 2 5.00 171595 5.00 4.33 4.20 4.35 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171533 5.00 4.22 4.04 4.28 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O0 2 5.00 171512 5.00 4.18 4.10 4.35 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171623 5.00 4.39 4.16 4.29 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171646 5.00 4.67 4.69 4.81 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O O O O0 2 5.00 171621 5.00 4.01 4.06 4.20 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o0 o 1 1 4.50 852/1568 4.50 4.51 4.43 4.52 4.50
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171572 5.00 4.60 4.70 4.83 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171564 5.00 4.29 4.28 4.41 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171559 5.00 4.37 4.29 4.41 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 o 5.00 171384 5.00 3.83 4.08 4.30 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171382 5.00 3.92 4.29 4.52 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171368 5.00 3.98 4.30 4.56 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 O Graduate 2 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 0 Non-major 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 2 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 ###Ht - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 2
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 616 0101 University of Maryland

Page 1609
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.25 4.28 4.46 5.00
4.75 263/1648 4.75 4.33 4.23 4.34 4.75
5.00 171375 5.00 4.56 4.27 4.44 5.00
4.50 497/1595 4.50 4.33 4.20 4.35 4.50
5.00 1/1533 5.00 4.22 4.04 4.28 5.00
4.75 194/1512 4.75 4.18 4.10 4.35 4.75
4.00 102971623 4.00 4.39 4.16 4.29 4.00
4.25 1398/1646 4.25 4.67 4.69 4.81 4.25
4.75 165/1621 4.75 4.01 4.06 4.20 4.75
5.00 171568 5.00 4.51 4.43 4.52 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.60 4.70 4.83 5.00
4.75 342/1564 4.75 4.29 4.28 4.41 4.75
4.75 390/1559 4.75 4.37 4.29 4.41 4.75
3.00 125471384 3.00 3.83 4.08 4.30 3.00
5.00 171382 5.00 3.92 4.29 4.52 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 3.98 4.30 4.56 5.00
2.00 107/ 110 2.00 2.00 3.99 3.92 2.00

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

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

Title NONPARAMETRIC STATISTI Baltimore County
Instructor: WANG, XIAO Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 4
Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o o o 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 3 O O O o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o 1 0 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 0O O O o o 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O0 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o 2 o0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o o o0 3 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O 0 O0 1 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O O o o 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o 0O o o o o 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o o o o o 1 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o o o o 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0O O 1 o0 O
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 O O 0 o0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 O o0 o 1
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 3 0 0O 1 0 o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 2 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 618 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.00 118371649 4.00
4.00 112471648 4.00
5.00 171375 5.00
4.50 497/1595 4.50
4.40 476/1533 4.40
4.25 687/1512 4.25
4.43 60871623 4.43
4.63 108171646 4.63
3.86 110571621 3.86
4.50 852/1568 4.50
4.38 133971572 4.38
4.13 1064/1564 4.13
3.88 1211/1559 3.88
4.38 423/1352 4.38
1.50 303/ 312 1.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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Title APPL MULTIVARIATE METH Baltimore County
Instructor: PARK, JUNYONG Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 10
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 4 o0 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O o 2 1 0 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 6 0 O O O 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o 1 2 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 3 0 0 1 1 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 O0 1 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0o 1 1 0 O O &6
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 3 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 1 1 3 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o 1 2 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0 0 1 1 0 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o o o 1 2 0 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o 0O o 3 0 o0 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding O O O o 2 1 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 7 0 O O 1 o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 o O o0 o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 o O o0 o0 o 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 7 O O O o0 o 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 6 0 1 1 0 0 oO
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 2 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 5 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: STAT 619 0101

Title BIOSTATISTICS
Instructor: HUANG, Yl
Enrollment: 8

Questionnaires: 8
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate

Under-grad

###H# - Means there are not enough

2

MBC Level
ean Mean
28 4.46
23 4.34
27 4.44
20 4.35
04 4.28
10 4.35
16 4.29
69 4.81
06 4.20
43 4.52
70 4.83
28 4.41
29 4.41
98 4.10
08 4.30
29 4.52
30 4.56
95 4.03
54 4.63
47 4.50
43 4.43
35 4.42
68 3.87
06 4.51
09 4.47
47 4.58
38 4.44
68 3.83
30 4.37
16 4.49
43 4.43
42 4.67
99 3.92
Majors
Major
Non-major
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Course-Section: STAT 700 0101 University of Maryland

Page 1612
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 328/1649 4.75 4.25 4.28 4.46 4.75
4.75 263/1648 4.75 4.33 4.23 4.34 4.75
5.00 171375 5.00 4.56 4.27 4.44 5.00
4.75 236/1595 4.75 4.33 4.20 4.35 4.75
4.75 180/1533 4.75 4.22 4.04 4.28 4.75
4.75 194/1512 4.75 4.18 4.10 4.35 4.75
5.00 171623 5.00 4.39 4.16 4.29 5.00
4.75 913/1646 4.75 4.67 4.69 4.81 4.75
3.33 1429/1621 3.33 4.01 4.06 4.20 3.33
5.00 171568 5.00 4.51 4.43 4.52 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.60 4.70 4.83 5.00
4.75 342/1564 4.75 4.29 4.28 4.41 4.75
4.75 390/1559 4.75 4.37 4.29 4.41 4.75
5.00 171352 5.00 3.92 3.98 4.10 5.00
5.00 1/1384 5.00 3.83 4.08 4.30 5.00
4.00 946/1382 4.00 3.92 4.29 4.52 4.00
5.00 171368 5.00 3.98 4.30 4.56 5.00
5.00 1/ 243 5.00 5.00 4.12 4.61 5.00
5.00 1/ 209 5.00 5.00 4.35 4.80 5.00
5.00 17/ 555 5.00 3.75 4.29 4.66 5.00
4.00 63/ 81 4.00 4.00 4.43 4.43 4.00
5.00 1/ 92 5.00 5.00 4.35 4.42 5.00
5.00 17 288 5.00 4.13 3.68 3.87 5.00

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

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

Title TOP:STAT MTHD/DATA ANA Baltimore County
Instructor: PARK, JUNYONG Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 4
Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 3 O O O o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 1 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o o o 1 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O0 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 1 o o o o 3
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 1 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 1 0 0 1 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O O o o 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o 0O o o o o 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o o o o o 1 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o o o o 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 2 O O O o 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 O O 0 o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 0 o 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 O o0 o 1
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 3 0 0 O o0 o 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 3 0 0 O o0 o 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 2 1 0 0O O o0 1
Seminar
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 o0 o 1 0
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 3 0 O 0O 0 o0 1
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 3 0 0O 0O o0 o0 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 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 3 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



