Course-Section: STAT 121 01

Title Intro Statistics:Soc S
Instructor: Slowikowski ,Wil
Enrollment: 69

Questionnaires: 54
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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

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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JUN 28, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.65
4.27 4.30 3.69
4.33 4.25 3.96
4.24 4.15 3.86
4.11 4.03 4.05
4.14 3.99 FxE*
4.19 4.24 4.38
4.69 4.68 4.88
4.10 4.10 3.78
4.46 4.46 4.25
4.73 4.71 4.27
4.32 4.32 3.98
4.32 4.31 3.92
4.02 3.99 Fx**
4.15 3.95 3.00
4.35 4.18 3.45
4.38 4.17 3.50
4.06 3.95 3.53
4.34 4.18 F***
4.34 4.31 Fr*F*
4.48 4.46 F***
4.33 4.37 F**F*
4.58 3.95 xx**
4.56 4.08 ****
4.41 3.88 F***
4.42 3.78 F***
4.09 3.75 F***
4.49 3.83 F***
4.25 4.26 F**F*
4.52 3.84 FF**
4.30 3.64 F***
4.43 3.73 F***
4.72 4.50 Fx**
4.57 4.38 Fx**
4.64 4.65 F**F*
4.60 4.49 Fx**
4.61 4.31 F***



Course-Section: STAT 121 01

Title Intro Statistics:Soc S
Instructor: Slowikowski ,Wil
Enrollment: 69

Questionnaires: 54

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades Reasons
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Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 15 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 8
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 9
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 20

15

0

A 17 Required for Majors 32
B 21

C 11 General

D 1

F 0 Electives

P 0

| 0 Other

? 0

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 54 Non-major 54

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 04

Title Intro Statistics:Soc S
Instructor: Kegan,Bonnie E
Enrollment: 138

Questionnaires: 39
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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
4.31 4.18 3.95
4.27 4.30 4.49
4.33 4.25 4.47
4.24 4.15 4.09
4.11 4.03 3.94
4.14 3.99 3.91
4.19 4.24 4.32
4.69 4.68 4.13
4.10 4.10 4.21
4.46 4.46 4.61
4.73 4.71 4.53
4.32 4.32 4.50
4.32 4.31 4.45
4.02 3.99 4.23
4.15 3.95 4.19
4.35 4.18 4.24
4.38 4.17 4.20
4.06 3.95 3.81
4.34 4.18 F***
4.34 4.31 Fr*F*
4.48 4.46 F***
4.33 4.37 F**F*
4.20 4.29 Fx**
4.58 3.95 F***
4.56 4.08 ****
4.41 3.88 F***
4.42 3.78 F***
4.09 3.75 F***
4.49 3.83 F***
4.25 4.26 F**F*
4.52 3.84 Fx**
4.30 3.64 F***
4.43 3.73 F***
4.72 4.50 F***
4.57 4.38 Fx*F*
4.64 4.65 F**F*
4.60 4.49 Fx**
4.61 4.31 F***



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

STAT 121 04

Intro Statistics:Soc S
Kegan,Bonnie E

138

39

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Required for Majors 15

General
Electives

Other

11

1

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
39 Non-major 39

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 01

Title Stat W/App In Biol Sci

Instructor:

Jacobs,Justin W

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 56

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

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

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

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

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.75 30971447 4.23
4.73 270/1447 4.37
4.73 31371241 4.50
4.35 67571402 4.31
3.70 106371358 3.96
4.13 738/1316 4.17
4.82 140/1427 4.41
4.96 19471447 4.93
4.66 238/1434 4.13
4.73 460/1387 4.39
4.93 422/1387 4.55
4.64 457/1386 4.16
4.91 15971380 4.35
3.69 ****/1193 3.69
3.55 978/1172 3.54
3.55 106571182 3.46
4.21 787/1170 3.96
3.75 ****/ 800 3.57

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

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

56
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.75
4.27 4.23 4.73
4.33 4.33 4.73
4.24 4.24 4.35
4.11 4.10 3.70
4.14 4.13 4.13
4.19 4.15 4.82
4.69 4.65 4.96
4.10 4.09 4.66
4.46 4.44 4.73
4.73 4.71 4.93
4.32 4.30 4.64
4.32 4.32 4.91
4.02 4.05 *F***
4.15 4.24 3.55
4.35 4.42 3.55
4.38 4.49 4.21
4.06 4.12 F***
4.34 4.26 F**F*
4.34 4.20 F***
4.33 4.11 F***
4.20 4.02 *F***
4.49 473 Fx*F*
4.25 3.81 *F***
4.72 5.00 F***
4.57 5.00 ****
4.64 5.00 ****
4.60 5.00 ****
4.61 5.00 ****

Majors
Major 1

Non-major 55

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 350 04

Title Stat W/App In Biol Sci
Instructor: Slowikowski ,Wil
Enrollment: 62

Questionnaires: 40

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal

[y
[eNeNoNoNoloNoNoNa]

ORrRrRERO

woww

39
39

RPOOWUIMAOOO

OQOO0OONORrOO

POONUIOOR, W

NORMOOOPWND
o]

NOOOO
Woooo
oORrNOPR
rOwWwN
[
w

wooo

N WOIN
[N

NOO©
~

NOND

0 1 0 O O
0O 0 ©O 1
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Expected Grades

Reasons

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.18 945/1447 4.23 4.33 4.31 4.32 4.18
4.55 479/1447 4.37 4.35 4.27 4.23 4.55
4.55 496/1241 4.50 4.42 4.33 4.33 4.55
4.39 635/1402 4.31 4.30 4.24 4.24 4.39
3.77 1008/1358 3.96 4.19 4.11 4.10 3.77
4.15 719/1316 4.17 4.27 4.14 4.13 4.15
4.60 337/1427 4.41 4.28 4.19 4.15 4.60
4.95 291/1447 4.93 4.69 4.69 4.65 4.95
4.28 611/1434 4.13 4.11 4.10 4.09 4.28
4.68 551/1387 4.39 4.60 4.46 4.44 4.68
4.51 113471387 4.55 4.68 4.73 4.71 4.51
4.36 793/1386 4.16 4.32 4.32 4.30 4.36
4.51 648/1380 4.35 4.39 4.32 4.32 4.51
3.72 861/1193 3.69 3.95 4.02 4.05 3.72
3.84 841/1172 3.54 3.90 4.15 4.24 3.84
3.65 104271182 3.46 4.06 4.35 4.42 3.65
4.09 853/1170 3.96 4.15 4.38 4.49 4.09
3.57 637/ 800 3.57 4.12 4.06 4.12 3.57
1.00 ****/ 31 **** 4.63 4.72 5.00 ****
3.00 ****/ 21 **** A 50 4.57 5.00 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 40 Non-major 40

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 07

Title Stat W/App In Biol Sci
Instructor: Huang, Yi
Enrollment: 58

Questionnaires: 39
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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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Rank

125371447
120371447
81471241
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452/1358
63571316
113771427
59271447
1257/1434
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 3.76
4.27 4.23 3.82
4.33 4.33 4.21
4.24 4.24 4.20
4.11 4.10 4.40
4.14 4.13 4.24
4.19 4.15 3.81
4.69 4.65 4.86
4.10 4.09 3.45
4.46 4.44 3.76
4.73 4.71 4.21
4.32 4.30 3.47
4.32 4.32 3.63
4.02 4.05 3.67
4.15 4.24 3.22
4.35 4.42 3.17
4.38 4.49 3.58
4.06 4.12 F***
4.34 4.26 F**F*
4.34 4.20 F***
4.48 4.36 F***
4.33 4.11 F***
4.20 4.02 F***
4.58 4.17 F***
4.56 4.21 F***
4.41 2.87 F**F*
4.42 4.01 F***
4.09 3.38 ****
4.49 4.73 Fx*F*
4.25 3.81 F***
4.52 4.46 F***
4.30 4.42 Fx**
4.43 4.50 FF**
4.72 5.00 F***
4.57 5.00 ****
4.64 5.00 ****
4.60 5.00 ****
4.61 5.00 ****



Course-Section: STAT 350 07

Title Stat W/App In Biol Sci
Instructor: Huang, Yi
Enrollment: 58

Questionnaires: 39

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution
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Type Majors

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

Expected Grades Reasons
A 21 Required for Majors 24
B 11
C 1 General 2
D 0
F 0 Electives 2
P 0
1 0 Other 2
? 0

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 39 Non-major 39

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 01

Title Applied Stat/Bus & Eco
Instructor: Dasgupta,Nandit
Enrollment: 97

Questionnaires: 64
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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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Instructor

Rank

518/1447
17971447
21371241
33671402
529/1358
63571316
26571427
1361/1447
341/1434

30771387
579/1387
316/1386
406/1380
50171193

69471172
79671182
79871170
562/ 800
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.56
4.27 4.23 4.83
4.33 4.33 4.83
4.24 4.24 4.64
4.11 4.10 4.33
4.14 4.13 4.24
4.19 4.15 4.69
4.69 4.65 4.00
4.10 4.09 4.50
4.46 4.44 4.84
4.73 4.71 4.89
4.32 4.30 4.75
4.32 4.32 4.71
4.02 4.05 4.23
4.15 4.24 4.05
4.35 4.42 4.15
4.38 4.49 4.20
4.06 4.12 3.81
4.34 4.26 F**F*
4.34 4.20 F***
4.48 4.36 F***
4.33 4.11 F***
4.20 4.02 F***
4.58 4.17 F***
4.56 4.21 F***
4.41 2.87 F**F*
4.42 4.01 ****
4.09 3.38 ****
4.49 4.73 Fx*F*
4.25 3.81 F***
4.52 4.46 ****
4.30 4.42 Fx**
4.43 4.50 FF**
4.72 5.00 F***
4.57 5.00 ****
4.64 5.00 ****
4.60 5.00 ****
4.61 5.00 ****



Course-Section: STAT 351 01

Title Applied Stat/Bus & Eco
Instructor: Dasgupta,Nandit
Enrollment: 97

Questionnaires: 64

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution
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Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 9 2.00-2.99 7
84-150 11 3.00-3.49 12
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8

Expected Grades Reasons
A 30 Required for Majors 50
B 19
C 4 General 0
D 0
F 0 Electives 0
P 0
| 0 Other 0
? 1

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 64 Non-major 64

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 04

Title Applied Stat/Bus & Eco

Instructor:

Stanwyck,Elizab

Enrollment: 81

Questionnaires: 39

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwbNPF O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

AWNPF

WN P

abhwdNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

Field Work

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

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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 2 1 8 16
0O 0 2 5 12
o o0 2 1 13
3 0 3 9 8
4 1 5 5 10
10 1 3 6 5
o 1 2 4 9
4 0 0 1 1
6 0 1 7 7
o o0 o 3 7
0O 0O O 2 6
o o 3 2 8
0O O O 6 8
8 2 1 5 1
o 2 1 5 7
o 2 3 5 5
o 3 1 7 5
19 1 0o 1 3
0O 0O O 0 1
0O 0O O 0 1
o 0O O 1 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 1
0O 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
O 0O O o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.90 116671447 4.23
4.26 843/1447 4.55
4.43 622/1241 4.63
4.00 976/1402 4.32
3.89 931/1358 4.11
3.93 890/1316 4.08
4.25 775/1427 4.47
4.91 436/1447 4.46
3.80 105271434 4.15
4.50 798/1387 4.67
4.62 1042/1387 4.75
4.19 927/1386 4.47
4.26 887/1380 4.48
3.71 874/1193 3.97
3.96 746/1172 4.01
3.81 990/1182 3.98
3.74 991/1170 3.97
3.88 ****/ 800 3.81

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

###H# - Means there are not enough

39
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 3.90
4.27 4.23 4.26
4.33 4.33 4.43
4.24 4.24 4.00
4.11 4.10 3.89
4.14 4.13 3.93
4.19 4.15 4.25
4.69 4.65 4.91
4.10 4.09 3.80
4.46 4.44 4.50
4.73 4.71 4.62
4.32 4.30 4.19
4.32 4.32 4.26
4.02 4.05 3.71
4.15 4.24 3.96
4.35 4.42 3.81
4.38 4.49 3.74
4.06 4.12 F***
4.34 4.20 F***
4.58 4.17 F***
4.49 473 Fx**
4.25 3.81 *F***
4.52 4.46 F***
4.72 5.00 *F***
4.57 5.00 ****
4.64 5.00 F***
4.60 5.00 ****
4.61 5.00 ****

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 39

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 355 01

Title Intro App Prob & Stat
Instructor: Simko,Michael J
Enrollment: 70

Questionnaires: 34

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abrwWNPE abhwNPE

abrwnN

abhwNPE

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 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

ORPPFPOOOOCOR

[eleNeoNoNe)

NNNN

[cNeoNeoNe] NNNEN PRPPRPON [ NeoNeoNe] ~MAOOOO OORPFRPOWOOO

PPRPOOO

Frequencies
1 2 3
6 2 10
5 4 10
3 5 6
4 5 9
4 5 4
6 4 8
3 6 4
0o 0 1
7 6 11
3 2 7
3 4 2
7 4 8
9 3 10
5 0 2
6 3 3
4 2 3
4 1 6
2 0 2
0O 0 ©
1 0 2
o 0 2
0O 0 2
0O 0 2
0O 0 o©
0O 0 ©
0O 0 ©O
o 0 1
0O 0 ©
0O 0 ©O
0o 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0o 0 1
0o 0 1
0O 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[cNeoNoNe) [cNeoNeN [cNeoNeoNai o O © oo

OOrFrOo

Mean

NPAPWNWWWWW

NN WWW

rWHAhLO wWwwnN o NWwWww

wWhwhH

WwWwhhw

Instructor

Rank

1387/1447
137871447
112171241
1337/1402
1147/1358
1294/1316
1259/1427

485/1447
1403/1434

1233/1387
134371387
132771386
132671380
1170/1193

1024/1172
1032/1182
1016/1170
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 3.21
4.27 4.23 3.21
4.33 4.33 3.59
4.24 4.24 3.23
4.11 4.10 3.56
4.14 4.13 2.61
4.19 4.15 3.50
4.69 4.65 4.91
4.10 4.09 2.55
4.46 4.44 3.88
4.73 4.71 3.85
4.32 4.30 3.03
4.32 4.32 2.91
4.02 4.05 2.30
4.15 4.24 3.41
4.35 4.42 3.69
4.38 4.49 3.66
4.06 4.12 F***
4.34 4.26 F**F*
4.34 4.20 F***
4.48 4.36 F***
4.33 4.11 F***
4.20 4.02 F***
4.58 4.17 F***
4.56 4.21 F***
4.41 2.87 F**F*
4.42 4.01 F***
4.09 3.38 ****
4.25 3.81 ****
4.52 4.46 ****
4.30 4.42 F***
4.43 4.50 F***
4.72 5.00 F***
4.57 5.00 ****
4.64 5.00 ****
4.60 5.00 ****
4.61 5.00 ****



Course-Section: STAT 355 01

Title Intro App Prob & Stat
Instructor: Simko,Michael J
Enrollment: 70

Questionnaires: 34

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades Reasons
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Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 4
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 6
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6

0

1

A 8 Required for Majors 30
B 11

C 9 General

D 1

F 0 Electives

P 0

| 0 Other

? 1

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 34 Non-major 34

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



Course-Section: STAT 355 04

Title Intro App Prob & Stat
Instructor: Glezen,John
Enrollment: 65

Questionnaires: 32

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

989/1447
715/1447
58771241
64571402
93871358
76871316
42271427
56571447
96971434
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 32 Non-major 32

##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 1 0 9 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O o 2 3 8
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O O 1 2 10
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o0 4 12
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 8 2 2 3 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 8 0 O 7 8
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o 1 2 8
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O o 1 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 7 1 1 0 6 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o 2 11
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o 0O O O o0 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o O O 1 4 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o 2 2 3 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 9 0 2 2 10
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 15 o 5 0 2 7
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 15 0 2 1 6 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 15 0 3 1 2 4
4. Were special techniques successful 15 11 o0 o0 1 4
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 29 1 0O O O 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 30 0O O O O0 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 30 1 0 0 O0 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 30 1 0O O o 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 30 1 0O O o 1
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 31 O O o0 o 1
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 31 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 31 O O O o 1
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 31 O O O o 1
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 31 O O o0 o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 18 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 1 C 2 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 10 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 405 01

Title Survey Sampling
Instructor: Mathew, Thomas
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 16
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abrwNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation

To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

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

[ eNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eNeoNeNak W

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNeNoNoNa] [eNeoNoNoNa] NOOO NOOoOOoOOoO OOONEFENOOO
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 1 o0
o 1 1
1 0 2
2 0 1
1 0 2
1 0 1
1 0 O
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0o 1 o
0O 1 o
0O 1 o
1 0 O
2 0 O
o 1 o
0o 1 ©O
0O 1 o
1 0 O
1 0 O
0O 1 o
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
0o 1 o
0o 1 o
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
0O 1 o
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010
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Rank
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532/1447
83371241
92971402
66371358
534/1316
45971427
1042/1447
182/1434

460/1387
859/1387
405/1386
520/1380
60271193

637/1172
78871182
710/1170
423/ 800
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.43 4.56
4.27 4.31 4.50
4.33 4.41 4.19
4.24 4.34 4.07
4.11 4.15 4.20
4.14 4.27 4.36
4.19 4.20 4.50
4.69 4.72 4.56
4.10 4.17 4.73
4.46 4.48 4.73
4.73 4.76 4.75
4.32 4.34 4.69
4.32 4.34 4.63
4.02 4.00 4.11
4.15 4.25 4.17
4.35 4.49 4.17
4.38 4.51 4.33
4.06 4.19 4.00
4.34 4.74 Fx*F*
4.34 4.61 F**F*
4.48 4.72 Fx**
4.33 4.59 Fx**
4.20 4.53 F***
4.58 4.87 *F***
4.56 4.80 ****
4.41 4.59 Fx**
4.42 4.55 Fx**
4.09 4.43 F***
4.49 4.68 F***
4.25 4.42 FF**
4.52 4.72 Fx**
4.30 4.38 F***
4.43 4.62 F**F*
4.72 4.80 F***
4.57 5.00 ****
4.64 4.60 F***
4.60 5.00 ****
4.61 5.00 ****



Course-Section: STAT 405 01 University of Maryland Page 1405

Title Survey Sampling Baltimore County JUN 28, 2010
Instructor: Mathew, Thomas Spring 2010 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 24

Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1 A 9 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 5 Major 10
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 3 Under-grad 11 Non-major 6
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 5 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 5 #iH# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: STAT 418 01

Title Appl Multivariate Meth
Instructor: Park,Junyong

Enrol Iment:

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

[eNeNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

OFRONOWNND

OhPFP WA

N = T TTOO
[cNoNoNoNaRNal L iNN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 25471447 4.80 4.33 4.31 4.43 4.80
4.40 677/1447 4.40 4.35 4.27 4.31 4.40
4.40 65871241 4.40 4.42 4.33 4.41 4.40
4.60 38071402 4.60 4.30 4.24 4.34 4.60
4.00 79971358 4.00 4.19 4.11 4.15 4.00
4.20 671/1316 4.20 4.27 4.14 4.27 4.20
3.80 114471427 3.80 4.28 4.19 4.20 3.80
4.20 1286/1447 4.20 4.69 4.69 4.72 4.20
3.80 1052/1434 3.80 4.11 4.10 4.17 3.80
4.80 35371387 4.80 4.60 4.46 4.48 4.80
4.20 1282/1387 4.20 4.68 4.73 4.76 4.20
3.80 1174/1386 3.80 4.32 4.32 4.34 3.80
4.60 54971380 4.60 4.39 4.32 4.34 4.60
4.00 652/1193 4.00 3.95 4.02 4.00 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 453 01

Title Intro Mathematical Sta
Instructor: Stanwyck,Elizab
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

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

Lecture

. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared

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

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion

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

[eNeNoNooloNoNoNa]

NOOOO

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o O o o0 3
o O o o0 3
o 0O O o0 1
11 o0 o0 o0 o
8 0 1 2 3
13 0 0O 0 oO
o 0O O o0 2
o 0O O o0 1
1 0 0O o0 4
o o0 o 1 2
0O 0O O o0 o
o o0 o 1 3
o 0O O o0 2
15 0 0 o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

=T TIOO
NOOOORr WO

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

whw

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.85 201/1447 4.85 4.33 4.31 4.43 4.85
4.85 15471447 4.85 4.35 4.27 4.31 4.85
4.95 85/1241 4.95 4.42 4.33 4.41 4.95
5.00 171402 5.00 4.30 4.24 4.34 5.00
4.17 690/1358 4.17 4.19 4.11 4.15 4.17
5.00 171316 5.00 4.27 4.14 4.27 5.00
4.90 86/1427 4.90 4.28 4.19 4.20 4.90
4.95 291/1447 4.95 4.69 4.69 4.72 4.95
4.79 133/1434 4.79 4.11 4.10 4.17 4.79
4.80 35371387 4.80 4.60 4.46 4.48 4.80
5.00 171387 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.76 5.00
4.75 316/1386 4.75 4.32 4.32 4.34 4.75
4.90 15971380 4.90 4.39 4.32 4.34 4.90
4.67 ****/1193 **** 3 .95 4.02 4.00 Fr*r*
475 ****/1172 *<*** 3.00 4.15 4.25 FxR*
5.00 ****/1182 **** 4.06 4.35 4.49 ****
5.00 ****/1170 **** 4.15 4.38 4.51 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 2
Under-grad 19 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: STAT 470 01

Title Prob Actuarial Science

Instructor: Meskin,Stephen

Enrollment: 8

Questionnaires: 6 Student

Questions

Univer
Bal

Course Evaluation Questionnaire

sity of Maryland
timore County
Spring 2010

Page
JUN 28,

1408
2010

Job IRBR3029

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
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

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwnNPF

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

WN P

NR

0

0

0

0

0

ed 0
0

0

Ss 0
0

1

0

0

[s] 0
4

4

n 4

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o O O o0 4
o o0 o 1 3
3 0 0 o0 1
2 0 0 1 1
1 0 0 2 O
2 0 0 1 O
31 0 1 1
o 0O O o0 2
O 0O o 1 4
o 0O O o0 2
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O o0 1 1
5 0 0 0 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grad

es

Reasons
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N
o
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w
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 790/1447 4.33 4.33 4.31 4.43
4.17 938/1447 4.17 4.35 4.27 4.31
4.67 38071241 4.67 4.42 4.33 4.41
4.25 766/1402 4.25 4.30 4.24 4.34
4.20 663/1358 4.20 4.19 4.11 4.15
4.50 392/1316 4.50 4.27 4.14 4.27
2.67 1388/1427 2.67 4.28 4.19 4.20
4.67 95871447 4.67 4.69 4.69 4.72
4.00 849/1434 4.00 4.11 4.10 4.17
4.67 566/1387 4.67 4.60 4.46 4.48
5.00 171387 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.76
4.83 217/1386 4.83 4.32 4.32 4.34
4.50 65971380 4.50 4.39 4.32 4.34
5.00 ****/1193 **** 3.95 4.02 4.00
4.50 377/1172 4.50 3.90 4.15 4.25
5.00 171182 5.00 4.06 4.35 4.49
5.00 171170 5.00 4.15 4.38 4.51

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 601 01

Title Applied Statistics |
Instructor: Klein,Martin D
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 16

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation

To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

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

NOOOOOOOoOOo

RPOOOO

Spring 2010

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNeNoNoNa] [eNeoNoNoNa] RrOOO NOOoOOoOOoO OCO0OORrRFRPRFLPOOO

[eNeNoNoNe]
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1 2 3
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3 2 1
1 2 4
1 3 3
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0o 0 1
o 0 1
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

WFRPRNOORFROWM

[ejeoloNeola] [cNoNeoNoNa] [cNeoNoNeoNa] ORRER RPRNNBRE

[eNeNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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Instructor

Rank

102771447
130071447
100871241
1203/1402
66371358
812/1316
121971427
33971447
1338/1434

33771387
103071387
102271386
114871380

7571193

521/1172
69171182
57671170
159/ 800

Fkkxk f 62
Fkkxk [ 64

Course

Mean
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Page 1409

JUN 28, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.46 4.06
4.27 4.30 3.56
4.33 4.38 3.88
4.24 4.29 3.67
4.11 4.26 4.20
4.14 4.34 4.00
4.19 4.25 3.63
4.69 4.74 4.94
4.10 4.21 3.11
4.46 4.51 4.81
4.73 4.81 4.63
4.32 4.43 4.06
4.32 4.38 3.81
4.02 4.02 4.88
4.15 4.32 4.33
4.35 4.46 4.33
4.38 4.52 4.50
4.06 4.10 4.60
4.34 4.82 F**F*
4.34 479 Fx**
4.48 4.73 F***
4.33 4.67 F***
4.20 4.55 Fx**
4.58 4.71 ****
4.56 4.69 F***
4.41 475 F**F*
4.42 4.64 FF*F*
4.09 4.18 ****
4.49 4.77 5.00
4.25 4.39 5.00
4.52 4.83 5.00
4.30 4.66 5.00
4.43 4.71 5.00
4.72 4.85 5.00
4.57 4.65 5.00
4.64 4.59 5.00
4.60 4.56 5.00
4.61 4.80 5.00



Course-Section: STAT 601 01 University of Maryland Page 1409

Title Applied Statistics | Baltimore County JUN 28, 2010
Instructor: Klein,Martin D Spring 2010 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 20

Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 9 Graduate 4 Major 11
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 12 Non-major 5
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 4 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 0 #iH# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: STAT 612 01

University of Maryland

Page
JUN 28,

1410
2010

Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 25471447 4.80 4.33 4.31 4.46
4.40 677/1447 4.40 4.35 4.27 4.30
4.00 92371241 4.00 4.42 4.33 4.38
4.50 49471402 4.50 4.30 4.24 4.29
4.60 280/1358 4.60 4.19 4.11 4.26
5.00 171316 5.00 4.27 4.14 4.34
4.20 84271427 4.20 4.28 4.19 4.25
4.80 754/1447 4.80 4.69 4.69 4.74
4.40 454/1434 4.40 4.11 4.10 4.21
4.40 902/1387 4.40 4.60 4.46 4.51
5.00 171387 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.81
4.00 1047/1386 4.00 4.32 4.32 4.43
4.40 75971380 4.40 4.39 4.32 4.38
3.00 1087/1193 3.00 3.95 4.02 4.02
4.50 377/1172 4.50 3.90 4.15 4.32
4.50 55371182 4.50 4.06 4.35 4.46
5.00 ****/1170 **** 4.15 4.38 4.52
5.00 ****/ 800 **** 4.12 4.06 4.10

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

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title Mathematical Stat 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: Roy,Anindya Spring 2010
Enrol Iment: 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 o0 o 1 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 1 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O O 1 0 2 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0O O o 2 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o o o 2 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O0 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o O O o 1 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 1 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 1 1 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O 0O o 1 0O 0 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O O o o0 -5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O 0 1 1 0 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O O o0 o0 1 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 3 1 0O O o 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0O 0 0 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 o0 o 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 O O o0 o 1
4. Were special techniques successful 4 0 O O O 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 619 01
Title
Instructor:

Biostatistics
Huang, Yi

Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation

To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

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

ENIENENENEN ENENENENEN ENIENENENEN oroO ocococoo rOOOORrROOO

ENIENENENEN

Spring 2010
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

16971447
35271447
54171241
35871402
158/1358
150/1316
39871427
95871447
1017/1434

23071387
579/1387
811/1386
463/1380
186/1193

20371172
21971182
50871170
159/ 800
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JUN 28, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.46 4.89
4.27 4.30 4.67
4.33 4.38 4.50
4.24 4.29 4.63
4.11 4.26 4.78
4.14 4.34 4.78
4.19 4.25 4.56
4.69 4.74 4.67
4.10 4.21 3.86
4.46 4.51 4.89
4.73 4.81 4.89
4.32 4.43 4.33
4.32 4.38 4.67
4.02 4.02 4.67
4.15 4.32 4.78
4.35 4.46 4.89
4.38 4.52 4.63
4.06 4.10 4.60
4.34 4.82 F**F*
4.34 479 Fx**
4.48 4.73 F***
4.33 4.67 F***
4.20 4.55 Fx**
4.58 4.71 ****
4.56 4.69 F***
4.41 475 F**F*
4.42 4.64 F**F*
4.09 4.18 ****
4.49 477 F***
4.25 4.39 Fx**
4.52 4.83 ****
4.30 4.66 F***
4.43 4.71 F***
4.72 4.85 Fx**
4.57 4.65 F**F*
4.64 4.59 Fx**
4.60 4.56 F***
4.61 4.80 ****



Course-Section: STAT 619 01 University of Maryland Page 1411

Title Biostatistics Baltimore County JUN 28, 2010
Instructor: Huang, Yi Spring 2010 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 9

Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 5 Graduate 3 Major 8
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 6 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 3 #iH# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: STAT 621 01

University of Maryland

Page 1412
JUN 28, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 585/1447 4.50 4.33 4.31 4.46 4.50
4.75 249/1447 4.75 4.35 4.27 4.30 4.75
4.75 28271241 4.75 4.42 4.33 4.38 4.75
5.00 171402 5.00 4.30 4.24 4.29 5.00
4.67 237/1358 4.67 4.19 4.11 4.26 4.67
4.75 166/1316 4.75 4.27 4.14 4.34 4.75
4.75 200/1427 4.75 4.28 4.19 4.25 4.75
5.00 171447 5.00 4.69 4.69 4.74 5.00
4.75 158/1434 4.75 4.11 4.10 4.21 4.75
4.75 429/1387 4.75 4.60 4.46 4.51 4.75
5.00 171387 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.81 5.00
5.00 171386 5.00 4.32 4.32 4.43 5.00
5.00 171380 5.00 4.39 4.32 4.38 5.00
5.00 171193 5.00 3.95 4.02 4.02 5.00
4.00 710/1172 4.00 3.90 4.15 4.32 4.00
4.00 856/1182 4.00 4.06 4.35 4.46 4.00
4.00 864/1170 4.00 4.15 4.38 4.52 4.00

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

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

Title Prob Thry/Stoch Proc | Baltimore County
Instructor: Rathinam,Muruha Spring 2010
Enrol Iment: 5
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 2 2
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 o O O o0 o 1 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O o0 o 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 1 o O o0 1 2
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 o 1 3
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O O o o 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0O 0 0O 0 O0 1 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o0 o 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O O o o 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O o o o o 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o 0O o o o o 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 3 O O O o 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 O O o0 1 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 O o 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 O o 1 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 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 653 01

Title Basic Math Stat
Instructor: Park,Junyong
Enrol Iment: 18

Questionnaires: 14

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation

To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
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1 0 O

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2010
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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532/1447
54171241
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434/1316
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766/1386
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89571193
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JUN 28, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.46 4.57
4.27 4.30 4.50
4.33 4.38 4.50
4.24 4.29 4.33
4.11 4.26 4.31
4.14 4.34 4.46
4.19 4.25 4.64
4.69 4.74 4.43
4.10 4.21 4.67
4.46 4.51 4.77
4.73 4.81 4.77
4.32 4.43 4.38
4.32 4.38 4.46
4.02 4.02 3.67
4.15 4.32 Fx**
4.35 4.46 ****
4.38 4.52 Frx*
4.06 4.10 ****
4.34 4.82 F**F*
4.34 479 Fx**
4.48 4.73 F***
4.33 4.67 F***
4.20 4.55 Fx**
4.58 4.71 ****
4.56 4.69 F***
4.41 475 Fx*F*
4.42 4.64 FF*F*
4.09 4.18 ****
4.49 4.77 4.25
4.25 4.39 4.25
4.52 4.83 4.00
4.30 4.66 4.00
4.43 4.71 4.00
4.72 4.85 4.25
4.57 4.65 4.00
4.64 4.59 4.00
4.60 4.56 4.00
4.61 4.80 ****
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 9
Under-grad 11 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: STAT 700 01

Title Top:Stat Mthd/Data Ana
Instructor: Sinha,Bimal K
Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 6 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2010

Frequencies
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abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

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

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

NOOOOOOOO

NOOOO

NWWN

OCORRFRPRFEPNWOO
[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]
[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]
OO0OORrROFrOOO
PWRPOOOOOR

Woooo
RPOOOO
[eNeNeoNoNe)
[eleNeoNoNe)
[eleNeoNoNe)

RrOOO
[cNeoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNe]
[cNoNeN

1
0
0
0

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

D =T TIOO
RPOOOOOOWU

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

WWhADhOWWOoO U

[eNeNe)le)Ne)l

WWwwN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.83 222/1447 4.83 4.33 4.31 4.46 4.83
5.00 171447 5.00 4.35 4.27 4.30 5.00
5.00 171241 5.00 4.42 4.33 4.38 5.00
4.50 49471402 4.50 4.30 4.24 4.29 4.50
5.00 171358 5.00 4.19 4.11 4.26 5.00
4.60 292/1316 4.60 4.27 4.14 4.34 4.60
4.80 15471427 4.80 4.28 4.19 4.25 4.80
4.50 107971447 4.50 4.69 4.69 4.74 4.50
4.75 158/1434 4.75 4.11 4.10 4.21 4.75
5.00 171387 5.00 4.60 4.46 4.51 5.00
5.00 171387 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.81 5.00
5.00 171386 5.00 4.32 4.32 4.43 5.00
5.00 171380 5.00 4.39 4.32 4.38 5.00
1.00 ****/1193 **** 3.95 4.02 4.02 ****
3.75 881/1172 3.75 3.90 4.15 4.32 3.75
5.00 171182 5.00 4.06 4.35 4.46 5.00
5.00 171170 5.00 4.15 4.38 4.52 5.00
5.00 17/ 800 5.00 4.12 4.06 4.10 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 6 Major 5
Under-grad 0 Non-major 1

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



