Course-Section: BIOL 100 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY

Instructor:

SOKOLOVE, PHILL

Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 247
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 100 0101
CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY
SOKOLOVE, PHILL

30

247

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Page 165
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

00-27 66
28-55 19
56-83 9
84-150 5
Grad. 0

Cum. GPA
0.00-0.99 8
1.00-1.99 1
2.00-2.99 12
3.00-3.49 13
3.50-4.00 15

Required for Majors 20

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 45
Under-grad 247 Non-major 202

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100 0201

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 43
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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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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.07 4.57
4.23 4.16 4.38
4.27 4.16 3.95
4.22 4.05 4.14
3.96 3.88 3.38
4.08 3.89 FF**
4.18 4.10 4.17
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 3.96 4.21
4.43 4.37 4.82
4.69 4.60 4.95
4.26 4.17 4.43
4.27 4.17 4.79
3.94 3.78 4.72
4.01 3.76 4.16
4.24 3.97 4.16
4.27 4.00 4.08
3.94 3.73 3.76
4.23 3.97 FF**
4.19 3.97 FF**
4.46 4.41 F*F*F*
4.33 4.19 F***
4.20 4.00 Fr*x*
4.41 4.33 F*FF*
4.48 4.18 F*F**
4.31 3.99 FF*x*
4.39 4.10 ****
4.14 3.69 FrF*F*
3.98 3.32 x***
3.93 3.42 F***
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FFF*
4.09 3.87 FF**
4.26 3.91 FF**
4.44 4.39 FEF*
4.36 3.92 FE**
4.34 3.88 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 100 0201 University of Maryland Page 166

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 43 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 2 A 6 Required for Majors 5 Graduate 0 Major 7
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 3 C 16 General 2 Under-grad 43 Non-major 36
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 1 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 21
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 100 0202

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22
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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

ANNNNNRREPPRE

RPRRRE

AADD

Fall

[
oo0oo0ooo [oNoNaN i) QoooN wWwooo oooo0oo oOooOoONWO~NOOO

[eNeoNoNoNe]

2005

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

OCOUINEPNUJOARE

[eNeoNoNoNo] [cNeoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNe] OhwWEr WhwWwor

OO0OOkRrPRF

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RRRRPN RRRPRE RRRRPE

NNNRP P

Mean

AABADWOADDEDS

AN ADhDADDN

[ NN NN oo a oo ao

oo s~ b

Instructor

Rank

58271674
554/1674
819/1423
786/1609
107571585
870/1535
741/1651
796/1673
69371656

30171586
689/1585
438/1582
56571575
200/1380

397/1520
707/1515
60271511

426/

Fkxk [
****/
****/
****/

Fkkk [

****/
Fkkk [
Fhxk [
****/
****/

****/
****/
Fkkk [
Fhxk [

****/

****/
****/
****/
Fkkk [

****/

994

265
278
260
259
233

Course
Mean

AADAMDOWLAWWS
N
e8]

ADhDADDN
w
[¢]

WhADADN
IN
o

WAhPRWWADMIED
©
s

ADdADDN
o
©

wWhphw
o
i

ADdADDSN
D
o

WhhwhH
N
N

3.13

EE

3.20
3.20

Page 167

JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.07 4.52
4.23 4.16 4.52
4.27 4.16 4.29
4.22 4.05 4.31
3.96 3.88 3.73
4.08 3.89 4.00
4.18 4.10 4.35
4.69 4.67 4.85
4.07 3.96 4.28
4.43 4.37 4.86
4.69 4.60 4.86
4.26 4.17 4.67
4.27 4.17 4.62
3.94 3.78 4.67
4.01 3.76 4.50
4.24 3.97 4.44
4.27 4.00 4.56
3.94 3.73 4.13
4.23 3.97 FF**
4.19 3.97 FF**
4.46 4.41 F*F*F*
4.33 4.19 F***
4.20 4.00 Fr*x*
4.41 4.33 F*FF*
4.48 4.18 F*F**
4.31 3.99 FF*x*
4.39 4.10 ****
4.14 3.69 FrF*F*
3.98 3.32 x***
3.93 3.42 F***
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FFF*
4.09 3.87 FF**
4.26 3.91 FF**
4.44 4.39 FEF*
4.36 3.92 FE**
4.34 3.88 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 100 0202 University of Maryland Page 167

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 5
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 4 General 1 Under-grad 22 Non-major 17
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 11
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 100 0203

University of Maryland

Page 168
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1674 4.48 4.23 4.27 4.07 5.00
3.50 149971674 3.99 4.08 4.23 4.16 3.50
4.50 575/1423 3.97 4.01 4.27 4.16 4.50
4.00 109471609 4.01 4.10 4.22 4.05 4.00
2.00 1572/1585 3.28 3.91 3.96 3.88 2.00
4.00 1097/1651 4.07 4.11 4.18 4.10 4.00
5.00 1/1673 4.95 4.87 4.69 4.67 5.00
4_.00 0955/1656 4.00 3.87 4.07 3.96 4.00
5.00 1/1586 4.79 4.38 4.43 4.37 5.00
5.00 1/1585 4.86 4.54 4.69 4.60 5.00
4.50 63271582 4.36 4.09 4.26 4.17 4.50
5.00 1/1575 4.59 4.07 4.27 4.17 5.00
4.00 666/1380 4.27 4.01 3.94 3.78 4.00
5.00 1/1520 4.34 3.91 4.01 3.76 5.00
5.00 1/1515 4.45 4.18 4.24 3.97 5.00
4.50 642/1511 4.15 4.04 4.27 4.00 4.50
2.50 964/ 994 3.77 3.92 3.94 3.73 2.50

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

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

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY Baltimore County
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN Fall 2005
Enrollment: 24
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 o0 O O O o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 0 1 1 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 0 0 0 1 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 1 0 0 0 1 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 1 0 0 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 0 O o0 1 o
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 0 0 0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 2 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 0 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 0 1 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 0 0 1 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 0 0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 0 1 1
4. Were special techniques successful 1 0 0 1 1 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 1 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 100 0206

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 16
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Questions

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

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

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

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

Seminar
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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JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
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4.23 4.16 3.88
4.27 4.16 3.81
4.22 4.05 3.56
3.96 3.88 3.00
4.08 3.89 FF**
4.18 4.10 4.29
4.69 4.67 4.87
4.07 3.96 3.50
4.43 4.37 4.63
4.69 4.60 4.81
4.26 4.17 4.13
4.27 4.17 4.31
3.94 3.78 3.88
4.01 3.76 4.00
4.24 3.97 4.27
4.27 4.00 3.93
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4.46 4.41 F*F*F*
4.33 4.19 F***
4.20 4.00 Fr*x*
4.41 4.33 F*FF*
4.48 4.18 F*F**
4.31 3.99 FF*x*
4.39 4.10 ****
4.14 3.69 FrF*F*
3.98 3.32 x***
3.93 3.42 F***
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FFF*
4.09 3.87 FF**
4.26 3.91 FF**
4.44 4.39 FEF*
4.36 3.92 FE**
4.34 3.88 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 100 0206 University of Maryland Page 169

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 1 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 3
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 3 C 7 General 1 Under-grad 16 Non-major 13
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 10
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 100 0207

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons

OONRRRREWO

O UlWNN

OFRL NN

WhDAWWADEDN

ADdADDN

WhPLW

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OUTWN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.30 891/1674 4.48
3.30 156871674 3.99
3.10 135471423 3.97
4.00 1094/1609 4.01
2.50 154371585 3.28
5.00 ****/1535 4.02
3.56 1422/1651 4.07
5.00 1/1673 4.95
3.88 1146/1656 4.00
4.88 266/1586 4.79
4.88 640/1585 4.86
4.25 935/1582 4.36
4.50 692/1575 4.59
4.50 30371380 4.27
3.75 1027/1520 4.34
4.25 898/1515 4.45
3.25 1371/1511 4.15
3.00 ****/ 994 3.77

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.07 4.30
4.23 4.16 3.30
4.27 4.16 3.10
4.22 4.05 4.00
3.96 3.88 2.50
4.08 3.89 *xx*x
4.18 4.10 3.56
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 3.96 3.88
4.43 4.37 4.88
4.69 4.60 4.88
4.26 4.17 4.25
4.27 4.17 4.50
3.94 3.78 4.50
4.01 3.76 3.75
4.24 3.97 4.25
4.27 4.00 3.25
3.94 3.73 FF**

Majors

Major 1
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100 0208 University of Maryland

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY Baltimore County
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN Fall 2005
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 11

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[E
QR 00Whwo oo

gro oo o

w o 0w ©

=

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.64 445/1674 4.48
4.36 790/1674 3.99
4.09 96271423 3.97
4.14 98571609 4.01
4.11 692/1585 3.28
4.50 373/1535 4.02
4.18 94571651 4.07
5.00 1/1673 4.95
4.29 680/1656 4.00
4.82 371/1586 4.79
4.82 786/1585 4.86
4.50 632/1582 4.36
4.73 407/1575 4.59
3.91 796/1380 4.27
4.90 13471520 4.34
4.80 325/1515 4.45
4.60 56371511 4.15
4.29 346/ 994 3.77
l . 00 ****/ 76 E = =
4_00 ****/ 61 E = =

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 11

##### - Means there are not enough
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Majors

Non-major

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100H 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR
Instructor: SOKOLOVE, PHILL
Enrollment: 1

Questionnaires: 1

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
NR NA 1 2 3 4

Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

W= TTOO®>
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
Type Majors
0 Graduate 0 Major 0
0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 1
0 #### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
0



Course-Section: BIOL 100H 0201

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 954/1674 4.25 4.23 4.27 4.07 4.25
4.00 1146/1674 4.00 4.08 4.23 4.16 4.00
4.00 1016/1423 4.00 4.01 4.27 4.16 4.00
4.25 852/1609 4.25 4.10 4.22 4.05 4.25
4.00 76971585 4.00 3.91 3.96 3.88 4.00
3.50 1295/1535 3.50 3.97 4.08 3.89 3.50
4.00 1097/1651 4.00 4.11 4.18 4.10 4.00
5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.00 955/1656 4.00 3.87 4.07 3.96 4.00
4.75 496/1586 4.75 4.38 4.43 4.37 4.75
4.75 917/1585 4.75 4.54 4.69 4.60 4.75
4.00 112971582 4.25 4.09 4.26 4.17 4.25
4.75 35971575 4.00 4.07 4.27 4.17 4.00
4.25 48971380 4.13 4.01 3.94 3.78 4.13
2.75 143471520 2.75 3.91 4.01 3.76 2.75
4.50 62971515 4.50 4.18 4.24 3.97 4.50
5.00 1/1511 5.00 4.04 4.27 4.00 5.00
4.50 205/ 994 4.50 3.92 3.94 3.73 4.50

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

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

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR Baltimore County
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN (Instr. A) Fall 2005
Enrollment: 6
Questionnaires: 5 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 0 0O 4 O
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 1 2 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 1 1 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 0 0O 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0 0 1 0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 2 0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 2 0 0 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 1 0 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 0 0o 4
4. Were special techniques successful 1 0 0 0 1 0 3
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 1 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 100H 0201

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 954/1674 4.25 4.23 4.27 4.07 4.25
4.00 1146/1674 4.00 4.08 4.23 4.16 4.00
4.00 1016/1423 4.00 4.01 4.27 4.16 4.00
4.25 852/1609 4.25 4.10 4.22 4.05 4.25
4.00 76971585 4.00 3.91 3.96 3.88 4.00
3.50 1295/1535 3.50 3.97 4.08 3.89 3.50
4.00 1097/1651 4.00 4.11 4.18 4.10 4.00
5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.00 ****/1656 4.00 3.87 4.07 3.96 4.00
4.75 496/1586 4.75 4.38 4.43 4.37 4.75
4.75 917/1585 4.75 4.54 4.69 4.60 4.75
4.50 632/1582 4.25 4.09 4.26 4.17 4.25
3.25 1445/1575 4.00 4.07 4.27 4.17 4.00
4.00 66671380 4.13 4.01 3.94 3.78 4.13
2.75 143471520 2.75 3.91 4.01 3.76 2.75
4.50 62971515 4.50 4.18 4.24 3.97 4.50
5.00 1/1511 5.00 4.04 4.27 4.00 5.00
4.50 205/ 994 4.50 3.92 3.94 3.73 4.50

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

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

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR Baltimore County
Instructor: STAFF (Instr. B) Fall 2005
Enrollment: 6
Questionnaires: 5 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 0 0O 4 O
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0 0 0 1 1 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 1 2 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 1 1 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 1 0 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 0 0O 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 0 1 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 0 2 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 0 1 1 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 1 0 0 1 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 2 0 0 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 1 0 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 0 0o 4
4. Were special techniques successful 1 0 0 0 1 0 3
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 1 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23
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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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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2005

Frequencies

4 1 5 6
2 4 3 6
1 3 5 7
1 3 4 10
2 3 5 3
3 2 8 6
1 3 7 5
0O 0 O 1
1 1 10 2
0O 4 8 7
2 4 3 7
2 1 8 11
1 2 6 7
3 2 7 6
3 2 8 3
4 4 6 1
5 2 5 6
3 1 6 3
2 1 4 3
1 3 5 7
1 0 5 5
1 2 4 4
1 0 5 7
1 0 3 1
1 0 3 1
0O 0 4 O
0O 0 4 O
0 1 1 1
1 1 3 O
0 1 4 O
0 2 1 0
0 2 3 ©0
0 2 2 0
o 0 4 1
0 i 2 2
0O O 4 O
0O 0 4 O
1 0 3 O

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

1521/1674
145171674
1197/1423
141571609
118171585
138271535
1426/1651
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154871585
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131871520
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr.
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

A)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 13 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 7
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 5
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4

Under-grad 23 Non-major 19

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23
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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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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2005

Frequencies

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

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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1521/1674
145171674
1197/1423
141571609
118171585
138271535
1426/1651
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr.
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 13 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 7
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 5
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Page 176
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4

Under-grad 23 Non-major 19

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0102

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 24
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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

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

2005

Frequencies

2 1 9 9
1 1 6 7
0O 4 2 10
1 0 7 5
0O 0 5 6
1 3 7 6
2 2 6 3
0O O o0 4
1 2 9 8
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0102

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr.
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 24

A)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

Other

17
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Job IRBR3029
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0

Under-grad 24 Non-major 24

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0102

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 24
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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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0102

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr.
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 24

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

Under-grad 24 Non-major 24

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0103

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 22
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0103

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 22

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Majors

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

Other

15

Graduate 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 21

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0104

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 21
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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4.27 4.07 3.10
4.23 4.16 3.05
4.27 4.16 3.52
4.22 4.05 3.52
3.96 3.88 3.52
4.08 3.89 3.24
4.18 4.10 3.24
4.69 4.67 4.86
4.07 3.96 2.36
4.43 4.37 3.43
4.69 4.60 3.38
4.26 4.17 2.86
4.27 4.17 2.05
3.94 3.78 2.43
4.01 3.76 2.77
4.24 3.97 2.69
4.27 4.00 2.31
3.94 3.73 F***
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4.19 3.97 4.39
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4.33 4.19 4.78
4.20 4.00 3.67
4.41 4.33 3.50
4.48 4.18 2.67
4.31 3.99 3.17
4.39 4.10 3.00
4.14 3.69 3.29
3.98 3.32 2.67
3.93 3.42 3.11
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FFF*
4.09 3.87 2.33
4.26 3.91 3.50
4.44 4.39 FEF*
4.36 3.92 FE**
4.34 3.88 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0104

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 21

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 180
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Majors

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

Other

14

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 21

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0105

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 19
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0105

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 19

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Majors

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

=T TOO

RPOOOOO K

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Graduate 0
Under-grad 19 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0106

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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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
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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0106

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 182
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Job IRBR3029

Majors

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

=T TOO

[eNoNoNoNol NoNi)|

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0107

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.07 3.43
4.23 4.16 3.38
4.27 4.16 3.57
4.22 4.05 3.62
3.96 3.88 4.15
4.08 3.89 3.42
4.18 4.10 4.10
4.69 4.67 4.95
4.07 3.96 2.93
4.43 4.37 3.58
4.69 4.60 3.26
4.26 4.17 3.21
4.27 4.17 2.67
3.94 3.78 3.13
4.01 3.76 3.45
4.24 3.97 2.91
4.27 4.00 2.80
3.94 3.73 F***
4.23 3.97 4.00
4.19 3.97 4.29
4.46 4.41 4.43
4.33 4.19 4.67
4.20 4.00 4.14
4.41 4.33 F*FF*
4.48 4.18 F*F**
4.31 3.99 FF*x*
4.39 4.10 ****
4.14 3.69 FrF*F*
3.98 3.32 x***
3.93 3.42 F***
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FFF*
4.09 3.87 FF**
4.26 3.91 FF**
4.44 4.39 FEF*
4.36 3.92 FE**
4.34 3.88 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0107

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Majors

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

Other

12

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 21

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0201

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 19
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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
4.27 4.07 2.63
4.23 4.16 2.68
4.27 4.16 3.11
4.22 4.05 2.47
3.96 3.88 3.28
4.08 3.89 2.72
4.18 4.10 2.32
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 3.96 2.25
4.43 4.37 2.64
4.69 4.60 3.69
4.26 4.17 2.65
4.27 4.17 2.47
3.94 3.78 3.00
4.01 3.76 2.09
4.24 3.97 2.18
4.27 4.00 1.91
3.94 3.73 2.00
4.23 3.97 3.58
4.19 3.97 3.42
4.46 4.41 4.32
4.33 4.19 3.00
4.20 4.00 2.79
4.41 4.33 F*FF*
4.48 4.18 F*F**
4.31 3.99 FF*x*
4.39 4.10 F***
4.14 3.69 FrF*F*
3.98 3.32 2.20
3.93 3.42 2.80
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FFF*
4.09 3.87 FF**
4.26 3.91 FF**
4.44 4.39 FEF*
4.36 3.92 FE**
4.34 3.88 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0201

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr.
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 19

A)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

=T TOO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0

Under-grad 19 Non-major 19

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0201

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 19
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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
4.27 4.07 2.63
4.23 4.16 2.68
4.27 4.16 3.11
4.22 4.05 2.47
3.96 3.88 3.28
4.08 3.89 2.72
4.18 4.10 2.32
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 3.96 2.25
4.43 4.37 2.64
4.69 4.60 3.69
4.26 4.17 2.65
4.27 4.17 2.47
3.94 3.78 3.00
4.01 3.76 2.09
4.24 3.97 2.18
4.27 4.00 1.91
3.94 3.73 2.00
4.23 3.97 3.58
4.19 3.97 3.42
4.46 4.41 4.32
4.33 4.19 3.00
4.20 4.00 2.79
4.41 4.33 F*FF*
4.48 4.18 F*F**
4.31 3.99 FF*x*
4.39 4.10 F***
4.14 3.69 FrF*F*
3.98 3.32 2.20
3.93 3.42 2.80
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FFF*
4.09 3.87 FF**
4.26 3.91 FF**
4.44 4.39 FEF*
4.36 3.92 FE**
4.34 3.88 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0201

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr.
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 19

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

Other

16
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0

Under-grad 19 Non-major 19

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0202

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0202

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 186
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Majors

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

=T TOO

RPOOOOOON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Graduate 0
Under-grad 20 Non-major 20

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0203

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.95 125971674 3.55
3.70 1401/1674 3.63
3.90 1107/1423 3.78
4.21 905/1609 3.63
4.35 462/1585 3.97
3.95 946/1535 3.51
4.60 39371651 3.73
4.90 706/1673 4.92
3.12 152271656 3.09
4.11 1243/1586 3.86
4.33 1354/1585 3.79
3.78 1290/1582 3.54
3.60 1350/1575 3.18
3.38 110871380 3.46
3.50 116971520 3.22
3.57 1282/1515 3.06
3.14 1396/1511 2.88
5.00 ****/ 994 3.14
4.26 144/ 265 4.14
4.26 147/ 278 4.15
4.58 124/ 260 4.58
4.11 185/ 259 4.14
4.16 132/ 233 3.91

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Page 187
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.07 3.95
4.23 4.16 3.70
4.27 4.16 3.90
4.22 4.05 4.21
3.96 3.88 4.35
4.08 3.89 3.95
4.18 4.10 4.60
4.69 4.67 4.90
4.07 3.96 3.12
4.43 4.37 4.11
4.69 4.60 4.33
4.26 4.17 3.78
4.27 4.17 3.60
3.94 3.78 3.38
4.01 3.76 3.50
4.24 3.97 3.57
4.27 4.00 3.14
3.94 3.73 FF*x*
4.23 3.97 4.26
4.19 3.97 4.26
4.46 4.41 4.58
4.33 4.19 4.11
4.20 4.00 4.16
Majors
Major 0
Non-major 20

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0204

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23
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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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1 3 4
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0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0 2 0
0 1 2
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
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0O 0 2
o 0 2
0 0 1
o 1 2
0O 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2005
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.07 3.57
4.23 4.16 3.61
4.27 4.16 3.74
4.22 4.05 3.59
3.96 3.88 3.90
4.08 3.89 3.71
4.18 4.10 3.75
4.69 4.67 4.86
4.07 3.96 3.11
4.43 4.37 4.16
4.69 4.60 3.65
4.26 4.17 3.89
4.27 4.17 2.94
3.94 3.78 3.33
4.01 3.76 2.67
4.24 3.97 2.45
4.27 4.00 2.73
3.94 3.73 F***
4.23 3.97 4.06
4.19 3.97 3.94
4.46 4.41 4.78
4.33 4.19 3.53
4.20 4.00 3.94
4.41 4.33 F*FF*
4.48 4.18 F*F**
4.31 3.99 FF*x*
4.39 4.10 F***
4.14 3.69 FrF*F*
3.98 3.32 x***
3.93 3.42 F***
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FFF*
4.09 3.87 FF**
4.26 3.91 FF**
4.44 4.39 FEF*
4.36 3.92 FE**
4.34 3.88 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0204

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 188
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Majors

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

=T TOO

[eNoNoNoN i \SENEN]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Graduate 0
Under-grad 23 Non-major 22

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0205

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

2 1 4 6
1 0 5 5
1 1 2 6
1 2 3 6
0O 0 4 10
0O 2 6 5
1 1 7 3
0o o0 o0 2
0O O 6 8
1 0 2 5
1 0 4 5
1 0 5 4
1 2 6 4
1 1 4 6
o 1 2 4
1 0 3 3
i1 0 3 2
2 0 o0 2
o 1 3 1
o 1 2 3
0O o0 1 4
o 1 3 3
o 2 3 1
0O 0 o0 o©O
0O 0O o0 o0
0 0O o0 o
0 o0 o0 o
0O 0 o0 O
0 0 o0 o
0O 0O o0 o
0O 0O o0 o0
0 0 o0 o
0 o0 o0 o
0 0O o0 o
0 0 0 o0
0O 0 o0 o©O
0o 0 o0 o
0o 0 o0 o

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

B

[
OCNWOWOOONEF©

WWNWW Ao

NNNNDN

NNNNN

Mean

WhWWPArWDAIAW

WwhHAD_D

oo am aoaoo AR DAMDIMD WwWwwhH

aaooaun

Instructor

Rank

1347/1674
105171674
870/1423
1224/1609
70271585
94671535
1258/1651
706/1673
1344/1656

102471586
142371585
104371582
133971575

80371380

734/1520
112571515
113971511

638/

125/
122/
119/
159/
126/

****/
Fkkk [
Fhxk [
****/
****/

****/
****/
Fkkk [
Fhxk [

****/

****/
****/
****/
Fkkk [

****/

994

265
278
260
259
233

Course
Mean

WhWWWWWWW
©
\‘

Wwwww
5
N

WNWW
o]
[e4]

wWhhADdN
)]
oo

WwWwwNh W
[N
~

3.13

EE

3.20
3.20

WAhPRWWADMIED
©
s

ADdADDN
o
©

wWhphw
o
i

ADdADDSN
D
o

WhhwhH
N
N

3.13

EE

3.20
3.20

Page
JAN 21,

189
2006

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

AADAMDWOADDED
[(e]

[¢]
WhDRWWADEDN
(0]

[0¢]

WHADMDID
N
[o))
WHADMDMD
[
~

I NN NN I NI NN (AN
w IN NN
s ) ENJEN
wWHhwWAA ARDWOW whww
© I o
© [y o)

ArDMDMOW
IN
o
ArDMDMOW
W
N

AADDAD
IN
IN
WWwhww
W
©

WhWWPrWAPW
=
o

WWwhMD
=
N

wWwwh
[(e]
N

ABADAMDAD
[*2]
o



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0205 University of Maryland Page 189

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 22 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 3 Graduate 0 Major 3
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 1 B 9
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 5 General 1 Under-grad 22 Non-major 19
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 14
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0206

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 25

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

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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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0206

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr.
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 25

A)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

=T TOO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Page 190
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Job IRBR3029
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5

Under-grad 25 Non-major 20

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0206

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 25

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

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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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0206

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr.
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 25

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

=T TOO

RPOOOOO WO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5

Under-grad 25 Non-major 20

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.88 133471674 3.88 4.23 4.27 4.07 3.88
3.47 1511/1674 3.47 4.08 4.23 4.16 3.47
3.35 131171423 3.35 4.01 4.27 4.16 3.35
3.33 1500/1609 3.33 4.10 4.22 4.05 3.33
3.91 893/1585 3.91 3.91 3.96 3.88 3.91
3.44 1317/1535 3.44 3.97 4.08 3.89 3.44
4.21 912/1651 4.21 4.11 4.18 4.10 4.21
4.97 283/1673 4.97 4.87 4.69 4.67 4.97
3.37 1434/1656 3.37 3.87 4.07 3.96 3.37
4.29 1112/1586 4.29 4.38 4.43 4.37 4.29
4.50 1225/1585 4.50 4.54 4.69 4.60 4.50
3.82 1266/1582 3.82 4.09 4.26 4.17 3.82
3.63 134371575 3.63 4.07 4.27 4.17 3.63
4.18 54971380 4.18 4.01 3.94 3.78 4.18
2.95 1384/1520 2.95 3.91 4.01 3.76 2.95
3.21 1390/1515 3.21 4.18 4.24 3.97 3.21
3.42 1328/1511 3.42 4.04 4.27 4.00 3.42
3.38 ****/ Q94 *x** 3 .92 3,94 3,73 KRR*

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 0
Under-grad 33 Non-major 34

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

Title THE HUMAN ORGANISM Baltimore County
Instructor: HANSON, FRANK E Fall 2005
Enrollment: 121
Questionnaires: 34 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0 0 2 2 7 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 3 4 9 10
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 5 5 7 7
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 16 2 4 4 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 2 2 7 9
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 25 2 0 2 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 1 1 5 9
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 0 0 0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 1 3 1 12 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 1 2 2 10
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 1 4 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 2 2 8 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 3 1 11 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 1 1 5 10
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 14 O 5 2 6 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 15 0 3 5 2 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 15 0 5 1 1 5
4. Were special techniques successful 14 12 2 0 1 3
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 1 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4 C 19 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 5 F 1 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 2
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 954/1674 4.25 4.23 4.27 4.07 4.25
5.00 1/1674 5.00 4.08 4.23 4.16 5.00
4.75 262/1423 4.75 4.01 4.27 4.16 4.75
4.67 31271609 4.67 4.10 4.22 4.05 4.67
4.25 557/1585 4.25 3.91 3.96 3.88 4.25
4.00 870/1535 4.00 3.97 4.08 3.89 4.00
4.50 524/1651 4.50 4.11 4.18 4.10 4.50
5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.00 955/1656 4.00 3.87 4.07 3.96 4.00
4.50 858/1586 4.50 4.38 4.43 4.37 4.50
4.75 917/1585 4.63 4.54 4.69 4.60 4.63
4.25 935/1582 4.38 4.09 4.26 4.17 4.38
4.25 958/1575 4.13 4.07 4.27 4.17 4.13
3.67 96271380 3.58 4.01 3.94 3.78 3.58
4.50 397/1520 4.50 3.91 4.01 3.76 4.50
5.00 1/1515 5.00 4.18 4.24 3.97 5.00
5.00 1/1511 5.00 4.04 4.27 4.00 5.00
5.00 1/ 994 5.00 3.92 3.94 3.73 5.00

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

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

Title Baltimore County
Instructor: HANSON, FRANK E (Instr. A) Fall 2005
Enrollment: 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 3 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0O 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 1 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 0 0 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 0 1 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0O 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0O 4 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 3 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 0 1 0 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 0 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
4. Were special techniques successful 0 3 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 954/1674 4.25 4.23 4.27 4.07 4.25
5.00 1/1674 5.00 4.08 4.23 4.16 5.00
4.75 262/1423 4.75 4.01 4.27 4.16 4.75
4.67 31271609 4.67 4.10 4.22 4.05 4.67
4.25 557/1585 4.25 3.91 3.96 3.88 4.25
4.00 870/1535 4.00 3.97 4.08 3.89 4.00
4.50 524/1651 4.50 4.11 4.18 4.10 4.50
5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.00 955/1656 4.00 3.87 4.07 3.96 4.00
4.50 858/1586 4.50 4.38 4.43 4.37 4.50
4.50 1225/1585 4.63 4.54 4.69 4.60 4.63
4.50 632/1582 4.38 4.09 4.26 4.17 4.38
4.00 1138/1575 4.13 4.07 4.27 4.17 4.13
3.50 103671380 3.58 4.01 3.94 3.78 3.58
4.50 397/1520 4.50 3.91 4.01 3.76 4.50
5.00 1/1515 5.00 4.18 4.24 3.97 5.00
5.00 1/1511 5.00 4.04 4.27 4.00 5.00
5.00 1/ 994 5.00 3.92 3.94 3.73 5.00

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

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

Title Baltimore County
Instructor: HANSON, FRANK E (Instr. B) Fall 2005
Enrollment: 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 3 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0O 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 1 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 0 0 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 0 1 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0O 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 0 2 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0 0 0 0 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0 1 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 2 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 0 0 1 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 0 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
4. Were special techniques successful 0 3 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 109 0101

Title LIFE: INTRO TO MOD BIO

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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1 2 3
0O 1 6
0 1 3
2 2 3
o 0 3
2 2 3
1 2 3
0 2 0
0O 0 oO
o 2 3
0O 1 o0
0O 1 o0
1 0 O
1 1 1
1 2 2
2 1 1
o 2 2
0O 0 1
1 0 O
0O 0 1
0O 1 o0
0 1 1
1 0 0
0O 0 2
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2005
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.07 3.65
4.23 4.16 3.88
4.27 4.16 3.41
4.22 4.05 4.18
3.96 3.88 3.15
4.08 3.89 3.67
4.18 4.10 4.53
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 3.96 3.64
4.43 4.37 4.56
4.69 4.60 4.71
4.26 4.17 4.38
4.27 4.17 4.19
3.94 3.78 3.73
4.01 3.76 3.22
4.24 3.97 3.67
4.27 4.00 4.25
3.94 3.73 F***
4.23 3.97 4.50
4.19 3.97 4.43
4.46 4.41 4.29
4.33 4.19 4.71
4.20 4.00 4.57
4.41 4.33 F*FF*
4.48 4.18 F*F**
4.31 3.99 FF*x*
4.39 4.10 F***
4.14 3.69 FrF*F*
3.98 3.32 x***
3.93 3.42 F***
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FFF*
4.09 3.87 FF**
4.26 3.91 FF**
4.44 4.39 FEF*
4.36 3.92 FE**
4.34 3.88 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 109 0101

Title LIFE: INTRO TO MOD BIO
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 17

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expec

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution
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Type Majors

=T TOO

ted Grades Reasons
7 Required for Majors 14
7
3 General
0
0 Electives
0
0 Other
0

Graduate 0
Under-grad 17 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: BIOL 109 0102

Title LIFE: INTRO TO MOD BIO
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

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
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.80 1385/1674 3.94 4.23 4.27 4.07 3.80
3.74 1382/1674 4.00 4.08 4.23 4.16 3.74
3.32 1320/1423 3.75 4.01 4.27 4.16 3.32
3.95 117271609 4.21 4.10 4.22 4.05 3.95
3.40 1297/1585 3.57 3.91 3.96 3.88 3.40
3.84 1074/1535 4.02 3.97 4.08 3.89 3.84
4.32 795/1651 4.43 4.11 4.18 4.10 4.32
4.89 724/1673 4.97 4.87 4.69 4.67 4.89
3.93 107371656 3.88 3.87 4.07 3.96 3.93
4.68 63371586 4.70 4.38 4.43 4.37 4.68
4.63 110671585 4.65 4.54 4.69 4.60 4.63
4.37 81971582 4.31 4.09 4.26 4.17 4.37
4.26 949/1575 4.25 4.07 4.27 4.17 4.26
4.00 66671380 3.88 4.01 3.94 3.78 4.00
3.45 1195/1520 3.65 3.91 4.01 3.76 3.45
3.64 126371515 4.02 4.18 4.24 3.97 3.64
4.08 102471511 4.17 4.04 4.27 4.00 4.08
4.33 322/ 994 4.42 3.92 3.94 3.73 4.33
4.38 123/ 265 4.47 4.36 4.23 3.97 4.38
4.08 183/ 278 4.39 4.34 4.19 3.97 4.08
4.54 131/ 260 4.53 4.60 4.46 4.41 4.54
4.54 111/ 259 4.68 4.42 4.33 4.19 4.54
4.38 97/ 233 4.64 4.10 4.20 4.00 4.38

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 0
Under-grad 19 Non-major 20

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



Course-Section: BIOL 109 0103

Title LIFE: INTRO TO MOD BIO

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 14
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General

Electives

Other

0

0

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.19 1036/1674 3.94
4.50 578/1674 4.00
4.06 98071423 3.75
4.38 687/1609 4.21
4.00 76971585 3.57
4.44 467/1535 4.02
4.75 231/1651 4.43
5.00 1/1673 4.97
4.07 918/1656 3.88
4.81 371/1586 4.70
4.80 811/1585 4.65
4.38 80871582 4.31
4.31 905/1575 4.25
4.20 540/1380 3.88
3.91 924/1520 3.65
4.55 594/1515 4.02
4.36 788/1511 4.17
5.00 ****/ 994 4.42
4.67 59/ 265 4.47
4.83 32/ 278 4.39
4.83 56/ 260 4.53
4.92 31/ 259 4.68
4.83 30/ 233 4.64

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.07 4.19
4.23 4.16 4.50
4.27 4.16 4.06
4.22 4.05 4.38
3.96 3.88 4.00
4.08 3.89 4.44
4.18 4.10 4.75
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 3.96 4.07
4.43 4.37 4.81
4.69 4.60 4.80
4.26 4.17 4.38
4.27 4.17 4.31
3.94 3.78 4.20
4.01 3.76 3.91
4.24 3.97 4.55
4.27 4.00 4.36
3.94 3.73 FF*x*
4.23 3.97 4.67
4.19 3.97 4.83
4.46 4.41 4.83
4.33 4.19 4.92
4.20 4.00 4.83

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 16

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 109 0104

Title LIFE: INTRO TO MOD BIO

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 9

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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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
. 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
4.27 4.07 4.11
4.23 4.16 3.89
4.27 4.16 4.22
4.22 4.05 4.33
3.96 3.88 3.71
4.08 3.89 4.13
4.18 4.10 4.11
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 3.96 3.86
4.43 4.37 4.75
4.69 4.60 4.44
4.26 4.17 4.11
4.27 4.17 4.22
3.94 3.78 3.57
4.01 3.76 4.00
4.24 3.97 4.25
4.27 4.00 4.00
3.94 3.73 4.50
4.23 3.97 4.33
4.19 3.97 4.22
4.46 4.41 4.44
4.33 4.19 4.56
4.20 4.00 4.78
4.41 4.33 F*FF*
4.39 4.10 F***
4.14 3.69 KF**
3.98 3.32 *x**
3.93 3.42 x***
4.45 4.34 FFx*
4.12 4.00 F***
4.27 4.30 FEF*
4.09 3.87 F*F**
4.26 3.91 FE**
4.44 4,39 KEx*
4.36 3.92 FF**
4.34 3.88 F*F**
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Expected Grades
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Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Type Majors

Title LIFE: INTRO TO MOD BIO
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 9

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

=T TOO

[eNoNoNoNal IV RN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 9 Non-major 9

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

276/1674 4.78
554/1674 4.53
611/1423 4.47
786/1609 4.30
34371585 4.48
330/1651 4.66
14271673 4.98
655/1656 4.30
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 63 Non-major 55

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

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOLOGY 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES Fall 2005
Enrollment: 145
Questionnaires: 63 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 4 0 O O 4 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 4 0 1 1 7 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 0 0 1 10 8
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 3 37 0 2 3 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 3 1 1 6 10
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 4 47 0 2 0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 0 0 0 4 12
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 0 0 0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 10 0 0 1 10 14
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 1 0 3 14
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 0 0 1 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 5 0 0 1 6 13
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 1 2 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 19 0 2 8 9
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 50 0 0 1 4 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 50 0 0 1 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 50 0 0 1 3 1
4. Were special techniques successful 50 11 0 0 0 0
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 55 1 1 0 0 3
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 55 0 0 1 2 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 56 0 0 0 1 2
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 56 0 0 0 1 4
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 62 0 O O 1
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 62 0 0 0 0 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 62 0 0 0 0 0
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 62 0 0 0 0 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 62 0 0 0 0 0
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 62 0 0 0 0 0
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 62 0 O O O0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 21 Required for Majors
28-55 11 1.00-1.99 0 B 16
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 6 c 10 General
84-150 12 3.00-3.49 12 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 16 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: BIOL 251L 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.91 148/1674 4.85
4.59 471/1674 4.62
4.50 575/1423 4.48
4.38 687/1609 4.44
4.71 191/1585 4.55
4.64 260/1535 4.04
4.41 673/1651 4.57
5.00 1/1673 5.00
4.28 693/1656 4.14
4.74 538/1586 4.64
4.95 340/1585 4.82
4.42 748/1582 4.52
4.68 467/1575 4.61
4.44 348/1380 4.37
4.86 162/1520 4.42
4.29 873/1515 4.62
4.29 865/1511 4.28
4.50 205/ 994 4.45
4.76 40/ 265 4.76
4.88 27/ 278 4.87
4.71 92/ 260 4.63
4.71 79/ 259 4.72
4.60 ****/ 233 4.75

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 251L 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

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
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

18

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.91 148/1674 4.85 4.23 4.27 4.32 4.91
4.59 471/1674 4.62 4.08 4.23 4.26 4.59
4.50 575/1423 4.48 4.01 4.27 4.36 4.50
4.38 687/1609 4.44 4.10 4.22 4.23 4.38
4.71 191/1585 4.55 3.91 3.96 3.91 4.71
4.64 260/1535 4.04 3.97 4.08 4.03 4.64
4.41 67371651 4.57 4.11 4.18 4.20 4.41
5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.67 5.00
3.93 107371656 4.14 3.87 4.07 4.10 4.11
4.82 371/1586 4.64 4.38 4.43 4.48 4.78
5.00 1/1585 4.82 4.54 4.69 4.76 4.97
4.64 481/1582 4.52 4.09 4.26 4.35 4.53
4.75 35971575 4.61 4.07 4.27 4.39 4.72
5.00 ****/1380 4.37 4.01 3.94 4.03 4.44
4.86 162/1520 4.42 3.91 4.01 4.03 4.86
4.29 873/1515 4.62 4.18 4.24 4.28 4.29
4.29 865/1511 4.28 4.04 4.27 4.28 4.29
4.50 205/ 994 4.45 3.92 3.94 3.98 4.50
4.76 40/ 265 4.76 4.36 4.23 4.34 4.76
4.88 27/ 278 4.87 4.34 4.19 4.36 4.88
4.71 92/ 260 4.63 4.60 4.46 4.51 4.71
4.71 79/ 259 4.72 4.42 4.33 4.42 4.71
4.60 ****/ 233 4.75 4.10 4.20 4.48 F***

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

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



Course-Section: BIOL 251L 0102

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean Mean
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

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

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.85 195/1674 4.85
4.50 578/1674 4.62
4.20 89471423 4.48
4.10 102971609 4.44
4.45 378/1585 4.55
4.11 817/1535 4.04
4.50 52471651 4.57
5.00 1/1673 5.00
4.19 805/1656 4.14
4.56 795/1586 4.64
4.75 917/1585 4.82
4.50 632/1582 4.52
4.44 780/1575 4.61
4.25 489/1380 4.37
4.43 489/1520 4.42
4.71 432/1515 4.62
4.29 865/1511 4.28
4._.50 ****/ 994 4.45
5.00 1/ 265 4.76
4.92 23/ 278 4.87
4.83 56/ 260 4.63
4.83 42/ 259 4.72
5.00 ****/ 233 4.75
5_00 ****/ 61 E = =
5 B OO *-k**/ 35 E = =
4_00 ****/ 31 E =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 251L 0102

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 21

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.85 195/1674 4.85
4.50 578/1674 4.62
4.20 89471423 4.48
4.10 102971609 4.44
4.45 378/1585 4.55
4.11 817/1535 4.04
4.50 52471651 4.57
5.00 1/1673 5.00
3.82 1192/1656 4.14
4.63 723/1586 4.64
4.63 1118/1585 4.82
4.50 632/1582 4.52
4.63 551/1575 4.61
4.00 ****/1380 4.37
4.43 489/1520 4.42
4.71 432/1515 4.62
4.29 865/1511 4.28
4._.50 ****/ 994 4.45
5.00 1/ 265 4.76
4.92 23/ 278 4.87
4.83 56/ 260 4.63
4.83 42/ 259 4.72
5.00 ****/ 233 4.75
5_00 ****/ 61 E = =
5 B OO *-k**/ 35 E = =
4_00 ****/ 31 E =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.32 4.85
4.23 4.26 4.50
4.27 4.36 4.20
4.22 4.23 4.10
3.96 3.91 4.45
4.08 4.03 4.11
4.18 4.20 4.50
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 4.10 4.00
4.43 4.48 4.59
4.69 4.76 4.69
4.26 4.35 4.50
4.27 4.39 4.53
3.94 4.03 4.25
4.01 4.03 4.43
4.24 4.28 4.71
4.27 4.28 4.29
3.94 3.98 *F**
4.23 4.34 5.00
4.19 4.36 4.92
4.46 4.51 4.83
4.33 4.42 4.83
4.20 4.48 F***
4.09 4.23 ****
4.26 4.53 F***
4.44 4.42 FF**
4.36 4.63 Fxx*
4.34 4.50 ****

Majors
Major 2
Non-major 19

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 0 0 1 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 1 1 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 0 2 2 6
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 10 0 0 3 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 0 3 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 11 0 1 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 2 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 0 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 10 0 0 0 3 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 13 0 0 0 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 13 0 0 0 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 13 0 0 0 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 0 1 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 13 4 1 0 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 14 O 0 0 1 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 14 O 0 0 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 14 0 0 0 1 3
4. Were special techniques successful 14 5 0 0 0 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 9 0 0 0 0 0
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 9 0 O O O 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 9 0 0 0 0 2
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 9 0 0 0 0 2
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 9 10 0 0 0 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 20 0 0 0 0 0
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 20 0 0 0 0 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 20 0 0 0 0 1
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 20 0 0 0 0 0
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 20 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4 C 4 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 251L 0103

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
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Fall 2005

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
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

11
12

11

NADM®

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OOFRLNbIMN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

15

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.87 186/1674 4.85 4.23 4.27 4.32 4.87
4.67 379/1674 4.62 4.08 4.23 4.26 4.67
4.53 540/1423 4.48 4.01 4.27 4.36 4.53
4.64 343/1609 4.44 4.10 4.22 4.23 4.64
4.46 360/1585 4.55 3.91 3.96 3.91 4.46
3.86 1066/1535 4.04 3.97 4.08 4.03 3.86
4.80 17571651 4.57 4.11 4.18 4.20 4.80
5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.40 522/1656 4.14 3.87 4.07 4.10 4.40
4.79 431/1586 4.64 4.38 4.43 4.48 4.68
4.86 689/1585 4.82 4.54 4.69 4.76 4.89
4.62 510/1582 4.52 4.09 4.26 4.35 4.64
4.71 423/1575 4.61 4.07 4.27 4.39 4.65
4.17 567/1380 4.37 4.01 3.94 4.03 4.17
4.00 810/1520 4.42 3.91 4.01 4.03 4.00
4.67 483/1515 4.62 4.18 4.24 4.28 4.67
4.17 976/1511 4.28 4.04 4.27 4.28 4.17
4.40 287/ 994 4.45 3.92 3.94 3.98 4.40
4._67 59/ 265 4.76 4.36 4.23 4.34 4.67
4.83 32/ 278 4.87 4.34 4.19 4.36 4.83
4.58 122/ 260 4.63 4.60 4.46 4.51 4.58
4.75 62/ 259 4.72 4.42 4.33 4.42 4.75
4.75 41/ 233 4.75 4.10 4.20 4.48 4.75

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 15 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: BIOL 251L 0103

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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NADM®

N = T T1O O
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

15

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.87 186/1674 4.85 4.23 4.27 4.32 4.87
4.67 379/1674 4.62 4.08 4.23 4.26 4.67
4.53 540/1423 4.48 4.01 4.27 4.36 4.53
4.64 343/1609 4.44 4.10 4.22 4.23 4.64
4.46 360/1585 4.55 3.91 3.96 3.91 4.46
3.86 1066/1535 4.04 3.97 4.08 4.03 3.86
4.80 17571651 4.57 4.11 4.18 4.20 4.80
5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.40 522/1656 4.14 3.87 4.07 4.10 4.40
4.58 774/1586 4.64 4.38 4.43 4.48 4.68
4.92 453/1585 4.82 4.54 4.69 4.76 4.89
4.67 438/1582 4.52 4.09 4.26 4.35 4.64
4.58 60171575 4.61 4.07 4.27 4.39 4.65
4.17 567/1380 4.37 4.01 3.94 4.03 4.17
4.00 810/1520 4.42 3.91 4.01 4.03 4.00
4.67 483/1515 4.62 4.18 4.24 4.28 4.67
4.17 976/1511 4.28 4.04 4.27 4.28 4.17
4.40 287/ 994 4.45 3.92 3.94 3.98 4.40
4._67 59/ 265 4.76 4.36 4.23 4.34 4.67
4.83 32/ 278 4.87 4.34 4.19 4.36 4.83
4.58 122/ 260 4.63 4.60 4.46 4.51 4.58
4.75 62/ 259 4.72 4.42 4.33 4.42 4.75
4.75 41/ 233 4.75 4.10 4.20 4.48 4.75

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 15 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: BIOL 251L 0104

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

GO WNE A WNPE

N -

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Di
Di

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced

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

NRPRRRPRRPRER

WWwwN

aoaao

19

19
19

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O O 2 o
0 0 0 1 3
0 0 0 1 4
10 0 O 1 1
2 0 0 2 3
2 1 0 3 O
0 0 1 1 3
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 8
0O 0O O 1 5
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 5
0 0 0 1 2
1 0 0 o0 1
0 0 0 1 1
O 0O O o0 1
o 0O O 1 1
4 0 O 1 o0
o 0 o 2 2
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 1 2 2
0 0 0 1 4
14 0 O O O
0 0 0 0 1
O 1 0 0 o

0O O o o0 o
0O o0 o o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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.67
.08

.13
.33

N = T T OO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.79 265/1674 4.85
4.74 292/1674 4.62
4.68 349/1423 4.48
4.67 31271609 4.44
4.59 277/1585 4.55
3.57 1256/1535 4.04
4.58 432/1651 4.57
5.00 1/1673 5.00
4.56 345/1656 4.14
4.61 738/1586 4.64
5.00 1/1585 4.82
4.71 380/1582 4.52
4.76 343/1575 4.61
4.83 10371380 4.37
4.40 512/1520 4.42
4.80 325/1515 4.62
4.40 751/1511 4.28
3.00 ****/ 994 4.45
4.60 74/ 265 4.76
4.87 29/ 278 4.87
4.40 159/ 260 4.63
4.60 104/ 259 4.72
5.00 ****/ 233 4.75
4_00 ****/ 76 E = =
5_00 ****/ 61 E =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

20
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.32 4.79
4.23 4.26 4.74
4.27 4.36 4.68
4.22 4.23 4.67
3.96 3.91 4.59
4.08 4.03 3.57
4.18 4.20 4.58
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 4.10 4.06
4.43 4.48 4.52
4.69 4.76 4.72
4.26 4.35 4.42
4.27 4.39 4.55
3.94 4.03 4.83
4.01 4.03 4.40
4.24 4.28 4.80
4.27 4.28 4.40
3.94 3.98 *F**
4.23 4.34 4.60
4.19 4.36 4.87
4.46 4.51 4.40
4.33 4.42 4.60
4.20 4.48 *r**
3.98 3.97 *x*x*
3.93 4.20 ****
4.09 4.23 Fxx*
4.26 4.53 Fr**

Majors
Major 1
Non-major 19

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 251L 0104

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

GO WNE A WNPE

N -

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Di
Di

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced

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

aoaao

19

19
19

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O O 2 o
0 0 0 1 3
0 0 0 1 4
10 0 O 1 1
2 0 0 2 3
2 1 0 3 O
0 0 1 1 3
0O 0O O 0 o
0 0 1 5 7
o 0O O 1 2
o 0O o 1 3
0 0 1 1 2
0 0 0 1 2
5 0 0 0 o
0 0 0 1 1
O 0O O o0 1
o 0O O 1 1
4 0 O 1 o0
o 0 o 2 2
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 1 2 2
0 0 0 1 4
14 0 O O O
0 0 0 0 1
O 1 0 0 o

0O O o o0 o
0O o0 o o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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.67
.08

.13
.33
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.79 265/1674 4.85
4.74 292/1674 4.62
4.68 349/1423 4.48
4.67 31271609 4.44
4.59 277/1585 4.55
3.57 1256/1535 4.04
4.58 432/1651 4.57
5.00 1/1673 5.00
3.57 1344/1656 4.14
4.43 974/1586 4.64
4.44 1275/1585 4.82
4.13 1061/1582 4.52
4.33 886/1575 4.61
5.00 ****/1380 4.37
4.40 512/1520 4.42
4.80 325/1515 4.62
4.40 751/1511 4.28
3.00 ****/ 994 4.45
4.60 74/ 265 4.76
4.87 29/ 278 4.87
4.40 159/ 260 4.63
4.60 104/ 259 4.72
5.00 ****/ 233 4.75
4_00 ****/ 76 E = =
5_00 ****/ 61 E =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

20
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.32 4.79
4.23 4.26 4.74
4.27 4.36 4.68
4.22 4.23 4.67
3.96 3.91 4.59
4.08 4.03 3.57
4.18 4.20 4.58
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.07 4.10 4.06
4.43 4.48 4.52
4.69 4.76 4.72
4.26 4.35 4.42
4.27 4.39 4.55
3.94 4.03 4.83
4.01 4.03 4.40
4.24 4.28 4.80
4.27 4.28 4.40
3.94 3.98 *F**
4.23 4.34 4.60
4.19 4.36 4.87
4.46 4.51 4.40
4.33 4.42 4.60
4.20 4.48 *r**
3.98 3.97 *x*x*
3.93 4.20 ****
4.09 4.23 Fxx*
4.26 4.53 Fr**

Majors
Major 1
Non-major 19

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

University of Maryland

[eNeoNoNoNo] [l e e)

[eNeoNoNoNo]

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.22 100471674 4.22
4.09 109071674 4.09
4.02 1004/1423 4.02
3.76 131371609 3.76
3.31 134471585 3.31
3.75 1147/1535 3.75
4.30 80971651 4.30
4.97 283/1673 4.97
3.65 130871656 3.80
4.47 901/1586 4.47
4.71 1024/1585 4.69
4.18 1007/1582 4.20
4.30 915/1575 4.28
4.06 63971380 4.11
4.22 673/1520 4.22
4.50 62971515 4.50
4.59 578/1511 4.59
4.31 332/ 994 4.31
5 B OO **-k*/ 260 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 259 E = =
5_00 ****/ 233 E = =
3 B OO **-k*/ 76 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 77 E = =
4 B OO **-k*/ 49 E = =
3 B OO **-k*/ 52 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 50 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

96
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.22
4.23 4.21 4.09
4.27 4.27 4.02
4.22 4.27 3.76
3.96 3.95 3.31
4.08 4.15 3.75
4.18 4.16 4.30
4.69 4.68 4.97
4.07 4.07 3.80
4.43 4.42 4.47
4.69 4.66 4.69
4.26 4.26 4.20
4.27 4.25 4.28
3.94 4.01 4.11
4.01 4.09 4.22
4.24 4.32 4.50
4.27 4.34 4.59
3.94 3.96 4.31
4.19 4.24 F***
4.46 4.49 Fx**
4.33 4.33 F***
4.20 4.18 *x**
3.98 4.03 F***
3.93 3.70 Frx*
4.45 3.87 F***
4.12 3.67 F***
4.27 3.27 FF**
4.09 3.20 ****
4.26 3.50 *F***
4.44 3.82 Fx**
4.36 3.29 Fx**
4.34 4.29 Fx**

Majors
Major 36

Non-major 60

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION Baltimore County
Instructor: OMLAND, KEVIN E (Instr. A) Fall 2005
Enrollment: 237
Questionnaires: 96 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 3 0 0O 0 18 37
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 5 0 0 3 20 34
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 0 1 5 14 44
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 3 51 1 3 13 13
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 3 2 13 10 24 24
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 3 69 2 2 4 8
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 3 0 1 0 15 31
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 0 0 0 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 33 1 1 4 20 28
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 22 0 0 1 6 24
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 24 0 0 0 4 13
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 25 0 1 1 14 23
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 26 0 0 4 10 17
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 26 5 3 5 7 20
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 51 0 1 2 5 15
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 50 0 0 1 5 10
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 50 0 0 0 3 13
4. Were special techniques successful 50 11 0 1 4 13
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 95 0 0 0 0 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 95 0 O O O O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 95 0 0 0 0 0
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 95 0 0 0 0 0
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 95 0 O 0 1 ©O
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 95 0 0 0 1 0
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 95 0 0 0 1 0
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 95 0 0 0 1 0
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 95 0 0 0 0 1
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 95 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 95 0 O 0 1 ©O
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 95 0 0 0 1 0
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 95 0 0 0 1 0
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 95 0 0 0 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 30 Required for Majors
28-55 12 1.00-1.99 0 B 33
56-83 14 2.00-2.99 8 C 13 General
84-150 17 3.00-3.49 25 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 17 F 0 Electives
P 1

responses to be significant
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Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION
Instructor: LEIPS, JEFF (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 237

Questionnaires: 96

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

abrhwnN A WNPE

abrhwWNPE

OrhWNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

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

To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O o0 18 37
0 0 3 20 34
0 1 5 14 44
51 1 3 13 13
2 13 10 24 24
69 2 2 4 8
0 1 0 15 31
o 0O O o0 3
1 0 1 15 38
0 1 1 5 16
0O 0O o0 2 14
o 0 2 9 20
0 0 2 8 20
3 4 4 8 16
0 1 2 5 15
0O O 1 5 10
0O O O 3 13
11 0 1 4 13
O 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 o
0 0 0 0 0
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 0 1 0
0O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O 1 o
o 0 O o0 1
O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 0 1 0
0O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O 1 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.22 100471674 4.22
4.09 109071674 4.09
4.02 1004/1423 4.02
3.76 131371609 3.76
3.31 134471585 3.31
3.75 1147/1535 3.75
4.30 80971651 4.30
4.97 283/1673 4.97
3.85 116271656 3.80
4.46 931/1586 4.47
4.70 1035/1585 4.69
4.25 935/1582 4.20
4.30 915/1575 4.28
3.97 71871380 4.11
4.22 673/1520 4.22
4.50 62971515 4.50
4.59 578/1511 4.59
4.31 332/ 994 4.31
5 B OO **-k*/ 260 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 259 E = =
5_00 ****/ 233 E = =
3 B OO **-k*/ 76 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 77 E = =
4 B OO **-k*/ 49 E = =
3 B OO **-k*/ 52 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 50 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

96

Page 209

JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.22
4.23 4.21 4.09
4.27 4.27 4.02
4.22 4.27 3.76
3.96 3.95 3.31
4.08 4.15 3.75
4.18 4.16 4.30
4.69 4.68 4.97
4.07 4.07 3.80
4.43 4.42 4.47
4.69 4.66 4.69
4.26 4.26 4.20
4.27 4.25 4.28
3.94 4.01 4.11
4.01 4.09 4.22
4.24 4.32 4.50
4.27 4.34 4.59
3.94 3.96 4.31
4.19 4.24 F***
4.46 4.49 Fx**
4.33 4.33 F***
4.20 4.18 *x**
3.98 4.03 F***
3.93 3.70 Frx*
4.45 3.87 F***
4.12 3.67 F***
4.27 3.27 FF**
4.09 3.20 ****
4.26 3.50 *F***
4.44 3.82 Fx**
4.36 3.29 Fx**
4.34 4.29 Fx**

Majors
Major 36

Non-major 60

responses to be significant



Other
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Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION

Instructor:

FREELAND, STEPH (Instr. C)

Enrollment: 237

Questionnaires: 96

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

abrhwnN A WNPE

abrhwWNPE

OrhWNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

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

To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O o0 18 37
0 0 3 20 34
0 1 5 14 44
51 1 3 13 13
2 13 10 24 24
69 2 2 4 8
0 1 0 15 31
o 0O O o0 3
1 0 1 13 19
0O 1 0 4 10
o 0O o 2 9
0 0 2 7 14
0 0 2 5 14
2 1 2 5 7
0 1 2 5 15
0O O 1 5 10
0O O O 3 13
11 0 1 4 13
O 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 o
0 0 0 0 0
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 0 1 0
0O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O 1 o
o 0 O o0 1
O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 0 1 0
0O 0O O 1 o
O 0O O 1 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.22 100471674 4.22
4.09 109071674 4.09
4.02 1004/1423 4.02
3.76 131371609 3.76
3.31 134471585 3.31
3.75 1147/1535 3.75
4.30 80971651 4.30
4.97 283/1673 4.97
3.91 112471656 3.80
4.48 901/1586 4.47
4.67 1071/1585 4.69
4.15 1034/1582 4.20
4.25 958/1575 4.28
4.31 447/1380 4.11
4.22 673/1520 4.22
4.50 62971515 4.50
4.59 578/1511 4.59
4.31 332/ 994 4.31
5 B OO **-k*/ 260 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 259 E = =
5_00 ****/ 233 E = =
3 B OO **-k*/ 76 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 77 E = =
4 B OO **-k*/ 49 E = =
3 B OO **-k*/ 52 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 50 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.22
4.23 4.21 4.09
4.27 4.27 4.02
4.22 4.27 3.76
3.96 3.95 3.31
4.08 4.15 3.75
4.18 4.16 4.30
4.69 4.68 4.97
4.07 4.07 3.80
4.43 4.42 4.47
4.69 4.66 4.69
4.26 4.26 4.20
4.27 4.25 4.28
3.94 4.01 4.11
4.01 4.09 4.22
4.24 4.32 4.50
4.27 4.34 4.59
3.94 3.96 4.31
4.19 4.24 F***
4.46 4.49 Fx**
4.33 4.33 F***
4.20 4.18 *x**
3.98 4.03 F***
3.93 3.70 Frx*
4.45 3.87 F***
4.12 3.67 F***
4.27 3.27 FF**
4.09 3.20 ****
4.26 3.50 *F***
4.44 3.82 Fx**
4.36 3.29 Fx**
4.34 4.29 Fx**

Majors
Major 36

Non-major 60

responses to be significant
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Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI

Instructor:

GETHMANN, RICHA

Enrollment: 360

Questionnaires: 155

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GANPE

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
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.26 4.47
4.21 4.13
4.27 3.72
4 . 27 . = = 3
3.95 3.04
4 B 15 E = =
4.16 4.11
4.68 4.99
4.07 4.09
4.42 4.78
4.66 4.76
4.26 4.29
4.25 4.62
4.01 3.55
4.09 3.30
4.32 3.76
4.34 3.92
3 B 96 E = =
4 . 26 ke = =
4 B 24 E = = 3
4 B 49 E = = 3
4 . 33 E = =
4 . 18 k. = =
4 . 10 E = =
4 . 30 = = 3
3 . 91 *kkXx
4 B 29 E = = 3
3 . 48 E = = 3
4 B 03 E = = 3
3 . 70 E = = 3
3 . 87 k. = =
3 . 67 *kkXx
3 B 27 E = = 3
3 _ 20 E = =
3 B 50 E = = 3
3 . 29 HhkAhk
4 . 29 k. = =



Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101 University of Maryland Page 211

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: GETHMANN, RICHA Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 360

Questionnaires: 155 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 8 0.00-0.99 2 A 38 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 1 Major 77
28-55 27 1.00-1.99 0 B 52
56-83 41 2.00-2.99 8 C 29 General 4 Under-grad 154 Non-major 78
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 29 D 3
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 40 F 1 Electives 2 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 129
? 14



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0201

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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O WNPE

A WNPE

O WNPE GO WNE
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

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
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.47 65571674 4.22
4.12 1068/1674 4.01
4.00 1016/1423 4.03
4.12 1018/1609 4.18
4.00 76971585 3.83
4.35 558/1535 4.15
3.76 1317/1651 4.00
4.71 1030/1673 4.76
3.86 116271656 3.98
4.00 1300/1586 4.30
4.71 1024/1585 4.54
3.29 1465/1582 3.96
4.06 111971575 3.99
4.13 60371380 3.95
4.50 397/1520 3.94
4.50 62971515 4.35
4.56 60271511 4.18
4.25 ****/ 9094 3.56
4.50 93/ 265 4.28
4.19 166/ 278 4.22
4.50 137/ 260 4.63
4.56 108/ 259 4.39
4.06 145/ 233 3.95
5 . 00 ****/ 103 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 99 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 97 E =
5 B OO **-k*/ 76 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 77 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

17

Non-major

responses to be significant
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0201

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

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
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.47 65571674 4.22
4.12 1068/1674 4.01
4.00 1016/1423 4.03
4.12 1018/1609 4.18
4.00 76971585 3.83
4.35 558/1535 4.15
3.76 1317/1651 4.00
4.71 1030/1673 4.76
4.36 588/1656 3.98
4.62 738/1586 4.30
4.71 1002/1585 4.54
4.57 557/1582 3.96
4.50 69271575 3.99
3.80 866/1380 3.95
4.50 397/1520 3.94
4.50 62971515 4.35
4.56 60271511 4.18
4.25 ****/ 9094 3.56
4.50 93/ 265 4.28
4.19 166/ 278 4.22
4.50 137/ 260 4.63
4.56 108/ 259 4.39
4.06 145/ 233 3.95
5 . 00 ****/ 103 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 99 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 97 E =
5 B OO **-k*/ 76 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 77 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

17

Non-major

responses to be significant
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0202

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 20
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0202

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 20

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 214
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

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

=T TOO

NOOOOWNW

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 17
Under-grad 20 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0203

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 215
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Job IRBR3029
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

[eNoNoloNoNoNol Nol

[N NeNe [eNoNoNoNe]

[eNoNoNoNe]

O0OoOONOOOO
O0o0ORrROOOO
RPORORORER
OCOWNWRNEREO
OCWWhAWAWARA

oocooo
RrROOO
RrOoORrOO
RPRNOPR
oo~

NO OO
oNN R
oror
RrRr OO
NO RN

oocoor
oocooo
NOORO
RPRRNO

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[
ODOONWONO

JwWwhHoOO

NWhWw

N = T T1O O
OOO0OOONNN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.46 671/1674 4.22 4.23 4.27 4.26 4.46
4.25 931/1674 4.01 4.08 4.23 4.21 4.25
4.23 86171423 4.03 4.01 4.27 4.27 4.23
4.54 455/1609 4.18 4.10 4.22 4.27 4.54
3.55 1199/1585 3.83 3.91 3.96 3.95 3.55
4.38 528/1535 4.15 3.97 4.08 4.15 4.38
4.08 105071651 4.00 4.11 4.18 4.16 4.08
4.77 944/1673 4.76 4.87 4.69 4.68 4.77
4.31 655/1656 3.98 3.87 4.07 4.07 4.30
4.38 1024/1586 4.30 4.38 4.43 4.42 4.54
4.69 1035/1585 4.54 4.54 4.69 4.66 4.75
4.00 1129/1582 3.96 4.09 4.26 4.26 4.35
3.92 1200/1575 3.99 4.07 4.27 4.25 4.24
3.92 770/1380 3.95 4.01 3.94 4.01 3.71
3.71 105971520 3.94 3.91 4.01 4.09 3.71
3.71 123371515 4.35 4.18 4.24 4.32 3.71
3.14 1396/1511 4.18 4.04 4.27 4.34 3.14
4.20 390/ 994 3.56 3.92 3.94 3.96 4.20
4._67 59/ 265 4.28 4.36 4.23 4.26 4.67
4.08 183/ 278 4.22 4.34 4.19 4.24 4.08
4.38 163/ 260 4.63 4.60 4.46 4.49 4.38
4.77 58/ 259 4.39 4.42 4.33 4.33 4.77
4.23 119/ 233 3.95 4.10 4.20 4.18 4.23

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 13 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0203

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 216
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.46 671/1674 4.22 4.23 4.27 4.26 4.46
4.25 931/1674 4.01 4.08 4.23 4.21 4.25
4.23 86171423 4.03 4.01 4.27 4.27 4.23
4.54 455/1609 4.18 4.10 4.22 4.27 4.54
3.55 1199/1585 3.83 3.91 3.96 3.95 3.55
4.38 528/1535 4.15 3.97 4.08 4.15 4.38
4.08 105071651 4.00 4.11 4.18 4.16 4.08
4.77 944/1673 4.76 4.87 4.69 4.68 4.77
4.30 655/1656 3.98 3.87 4.07 4.07 4.30
4.70 61871586 4.30 4.38 4.43 4.42 4.54
4.80 811/1585 4.54 4.54 4.69 4.66 4.75
4.70 39471582 3.96 4.09 4.26 4.26 4.35
4.56 635/1575 3.99 4.07 4.27 4.25 4.24
3.50 103671380 3.95 4.01 3.94 4.01 3.71
3.71 105971520 3.94 3.91 4.01 4.09 3.71
3.71 123371515 4.35 4.18 4.24 4.32 3.71
3.14 1396/1511 4.18 4.04 4.27 4.34 3.14
4.20 390/ 994 3.56 3.92 3.94 3.96 4.20
4._67 59/ 265 4.28 4.36 4.23 4.26 4.67
4.08 183/ 278 4.22 4.34 4.19 4.24 4.08
4.38 163/ 260 4.63 4.60 4.46 4.49 4.38
4.77 58/ 259 4.39 4.42 4.33 4.33 4.77
4.23 119/ 233 3.95 4.10 4.20 4.18 4.23

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 13 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0204

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 42
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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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1 2 3
0O 0 6
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0 2 5
0O 0 8
3 0 14
0O 0 8
4 6 11
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0 0 8
o 2 7
0 0 7
o o0 7
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o 2 3
o 0 4
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0 0 3
0 4 5
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
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University of Maryland
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2005
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.43
4.23 4.21 4.38
4.27 4.27 4.25
4.22 4.27 4.25
3.96 3.95 3.55
4.08 4.15 4.25
4.18 4.16 3.38
4.69 4.68 4.30
4.07 4.07 4.33
4.43 4.42 4.63
4.69 4.66 4.72
4.26 4.26 3.92
4.27 4.25 4.28
3.94 4.01 4.08
4.01 4.09 4.05
4.24 4.32 4.14
4.27 4.34 4.15
3.94 3.96 3.71
4.23 4.26 4.47
4.19 4.24 4.39
4.46 4.49 4.53
4.33 4.33 4.64
4.20 4.18 3.92
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 FHx*
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.12 3.67 FF**
4.27 3.27 FFF*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 FF**
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**
4.34 4,29 FHRx*



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0204 University of Maryland Page 217

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 42 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 12 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 30
28-55 12 1.00-1.99 0 B 22
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 4 C 4 General 0 Under-grad 42 Non-major 12
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 13 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 38
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

O WNPE GO WNE

A WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Seminar
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

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

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.42 735/1674 4.22
4.21 980/1674 4.01
4.05 986/1423 4.03
4.26 83971609 4.18
3.94 85171585 3.83
4.37 548/1535 4.15
3.95 117571651 4.00
4.84 814/1673 4.76
4.35 588/1656 3.98
4.50 858/1586 4.30
4.72 981/1585 4.54
4.39 798/1582 3.96
4.33 886/1575 3.99
4.22 514/1380 3.95
4.55 373/1520 3.94
4.64 513/1515 4.35
4.45 696/1511 4.18
3.43 773/ 994 3.56
4.56 81/ 265 4.28
4.50 86/ 278 4.22
4.69 97/ 260 4.63
4.38 135/ 259 4.39
3.88 173/ 233 3.95
5 . 00 ****/ 103 E = =
4 B 50 **-k*/ 99 E = =
4_50 ****/ 97 E =
4_00 **-k*/ 61 E = =
4_00 ****/ 52 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

19
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.42
4.23 4.21 4.21
4.27 4.27 4.05
4.22 4.27 4.26
3.96 3.95 3.94
4.08 4.15 4.37
4.18 4.16 3.95
4.69 4.68 4.84
4.07 4.07 4.04
4.43 4.42 4.45
4.69 4.66 4.56
4.26 4.26 4.26
4.27 4.25 4.20
3.94 4.01 4.16
4.01 4.09 4.55
4.24 4.32 4.64
4.27 4.34 4.45
3.94 3.96 3.43
4.23 4.26 4.56
4.19 4.24 4.50
4.46 4.49 4.69
4.33 4.33 4.38
4.20 4.18 3.88
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 Fx**
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 F*F*F*
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**

Majors
Major 13
Non-major 7

responses to be significant
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

O WNPE GO WNE

A WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Seminar
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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons

[
PRrRPRPP ~NNP oo W~ o0~ W o 0100

FrEF, OO

WAhPRWWADMIED
©
s

ADdADDN
o
©

wWhphw
o
i

ADdADDSN
D
o

WhhwhH
N
N

TTOO
OQOOONN®

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.42 735/1674 4.22
4.21 980/1674 4.01
4.05 986/1423 4.03
4.26 83971609 4.18
3.94 85171585 3.83
4.37 548/1535 4.15
3.95 117571651 4.00
4.84 814/1673 4.76
3.73 1252/1656 3.98
4.40 1004/1586 4.30
4.40 130971585 4.54
4.13 1052/1582 3.96
4.07 1115/1575 3.99
4.10 622/1380 3.95
4.55 373/1520 3.94
4.64 513/1515 4.35
4.45 696/1511 4.18
3.43 773/ 994 3.56
4.56 81/ 265 4.28
4.50 86/ 278 4.22
4.69 97/ 260 4.63
4.38 135/ 259 4.39
3.88 173/ 233 3.95
5 . 00 ****/ 103 E = =
4 B 50 **-k*/ 99 E = =
4_50 ****/ 97 E =
4_00 **-k*/ 61 E = =
4_00 ****/ 52 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

19
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.42
4.23 4.21 4.21
4.27 4.27 4.05
4.22 4.27 4.26
3.96 3.95 3.94
4.08 4.15 4.37
4.18 4.16 3.95
4.69 4.68 4.84
4.07 4.07 4.04
4.43 4.42 4.45
4.69 4.66 4.56
4.26 4.26 4.26
4.27 4.25 4.20
3.94 4.01 4.16
4.01 4.09 4.55
4.24 4.32 4.64
4.27 4.34 4.45
3.94 3.96 3.43
4.23 4.26 4.56
4.19 4.24 4.50
4.46 4.49 4.69
4.33 4.33 4.38
4.20 4.18 3.88
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 Fx**
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 F*F*F*
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**

Majors
Major 13
Non-major 7

responses to be significant



= O

Other

18



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0302

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 220
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

WFRPFRPFPNFPLPOOO

O OO0

[e)le)Ne)Ne )Mo

COORWOOOO
O0OO0OORrROOOO
CoORORWWAR
O~NUANWOO N

Wwoooo
RPWOOOo
NNARERN
PNWWE
~N 0 ~NO

o000
NOOR
oOREN
NO OO
N A Ol

coooo
NOOOR
ORONN
WooRrOo
ENIO NG, IENEN

Frequency Distribution
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.13 1085/1674 4.22 4.23 4.27 4.26 4.13
3.70 140671674 4.01 4.08 4.23 4.21 3.70
3.91 1097/1423 4.03 4.01 4.27 4.27 3.91
3.86 124871609 4.18 4.10 4.22 4.27 3.86
3.78 1032/1585 3.83 3.91 3.96 3.95 3.78
4.24 691/1535 4.15 3.97 4.08 4.15 4.24
3.86 125271651 4.00 4.11 4.18 4.16 3.86
4.86 778/1673 4.76 4.87 4.69 4.68 4.86
4.00 955/1656 3.98 3.87 4.07 4.07 4.18
4.22 1176/1586 4.30 4.38 4.43 4.42 4.36
4.30 137471585 4.54 4.54 4.69 4.66 4.35
3.87 1239/1582 3.96 4.09 4.26 4.26 4.08
3.64 133971575 3.99 4.07 4.27 4.25 3.85
4.05 644/1380 3.95 4.01 3.94 4.01 4.05
3.75 1027/1520 3.94 3.91 4.01 4.09 3.75
4.42 746/1515 4.35 4.18 4.24 4.32 4.42
4.08 102471511 4.18 4.04 4.27 4.34 4.08
2.67 954/ 994 3.56 3.92 3.94 3.96 2.67
4.00 178/ 265 4.28 4.36 4.23 4.26 4.00
4.12 180/ 278 4.22 4.34 4.19 4.24 4.12
4.71 92/ 260 4.63 4.60 4.46 4.49 4.71
4.47 119/ 259 4.39 4.42 4.33 4.33 4.47
3.76 187/ 233 3.95 4.10 4.20 4.18 3.76

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 9
Under-grad 23 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0302

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.13 1085/1674 4.22
3.70 140671674 4.01
3.91 1097/1423 4.03
3.86 1248/1609 4.18
3.78 103271585 3.83
4.24 691/1535 4.15
3.86 1252/1651 4.00
4.86 778/1673 4.76
4.36 588/1656 3.98
4.50 858/1586 4.30
4.40 130971585 4.54
4.29 90371582 3.96
4.07 1115/1575 3.99
3.75 ****/1380 3.95
3.75 1027/1520 3.94
4.42 746/1515 4.35
4.08 1024/1511 4.18
2.67 954/ 994 3.56
4.00 178/ 265 4.28
4.12 180/ 278 4.22
4.71 92/ 260 4.63
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3.76 187/ 233 3.95
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0401

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

NOOOOOOOO

NNNN [eNoNoNoNe]

aoaao

Fall

OO0OO0OONOOOO

[eNoNoNoNe] [cNeoNoNaN [eNoNoNoNe] [ NeoNoNe) NOOOO

Or OO0

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2005

WONOOOWOUOo

RPOREN NNONO ABRANWN R NNN WahrhwhH

ORrOO0OR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

PN OO OONOPR

RONNO

Mean

WhADWAWWN

ADhDADDN

AW

ArODMWOWD Ao bho ADhADDSN

ArDhOoOOW

Instructor

Rank

107571674
1271/1674
1107/1423
812/1609
85171585
481/1535
107071651
706/1673
1169/1656

738/1586
89671585
112971582
113871575
644/1380

105971520
568/1515
79871511

408/

157/
150/
47/
159/
99/

****/
Fkkk [
Fhxk [
****/
****/

****/
****/
Fkkk [
Fhxk [

****/

****/
****/
****/
Fkkk [

****/

994

265
278
260
259
233

Course
Mean

WhADWADEDS
[00]
w

WWwWwhhH
(o]
(o]

wWhprw
[N
[¢9)

wWhhADdN
(o]
w

WAhPRWWADMIED
©
s

ADdADDN
o
©

wWhphw
o
i

ADdADDSN
D
o

WhhwhH
N
N

3.13

EE

3.20
3.20

Page 222

JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.14
4.23 4.21 3.90
4.27 4.27 3.90
4.22 4.27 4.29
3.96 3.95 3.95
4.08 4.15 4.43
4.18 4.16 4.05
4.69 4.68 4.90
4.07 4.07 3.72
4.43 4.42 4.13
4.69 4.66 4.50
4.26 4.26 3.91
4.27 4.25 3.82
3.94 4.01 4.03
4.01 4.09 3.71
4.24 4.32 4.57
4.27 4.34 4.36
3.94 3.96 4.17
4.23 4.26 4.19
4.19 4.24 4.25
4.46 4.49 4.88
4.33 4.33 4.25
4.20 4.18 4.38
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 FHx*
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.12 3.67 FF**
4.27 3.27 FFF*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 FF**
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**
4.34 4,29 FHRx*



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0401

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr.
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

A)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

Other

20
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 21 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0401

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0401

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr.
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

Other

20

Page 223
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 21 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0402

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 26

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
4.27 4.26 4.13
4.23 4.21 3.92
4.27 4.27 3.88
4.22 4.27 4.00
3.96 3.95 4.20
4.08 4.15 3.91
4.18 4.16 4.33
4.69 4.68 4.79
4.07 4.07 3.83
4.43 4.42 4.26
4.69 4.66 4.51
4.26 4.26 3.77
4.27 4.25 3.80
3.94 4.01 3.71
4.01 4.09 3.78
4.24 4.32 4.27
4.27 4.34 4.40
3.94 3.96 ****
4.23 4.26 4.18
4.19 4.24 4.48
4.46 4.49 4.71
4.33 4.33 4.29
4.20 4.18 4.19
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 FHx*
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.12 3.67 FF**
4.27 3.27 FFF*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 FF**
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**
4.34 4,29 FHRx*



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0402

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr.
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 25

A)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 9 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 4
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

21
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 21
Under-grad 25 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0402

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 26

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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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 302L 0402
MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

(Instr. B)

26
25

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

21

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 21
25 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0501

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 20

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 3.90
4.23 4.21 4.10
4.27 4.27 3.90
4.22 4.27 4.32
3.96 3.95 3.57
4.08 4.15 3.84
4.18 4.16 4.15
4.69 4.68 4.65
4.07 4.07 3.83
4.43 4.42 3.98
4.69 4.66 4.26
4.26 4.26 3.63
4.27 4.25 3.72
3.94 4.01 3.85
4.01 4.09 4.00
4.24 4.32 4.20
4.27 4.34 4.30
3.94 3.96 3.67
4.23 4.26 4.12
4.19 4.24 4.29
4.46 4.49 4.59
4.33 4.33 4.35
4.20 4.18 3.88
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 Fx**
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.12 3.67 FF**
4.27 3.27 FFF*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 FF**
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**
4.34 4.29 Fx**



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0501

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr.
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 20

A)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 20 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0501

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 25
Questionnaires: 20
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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
4.27 4.26 3.90
4.23 4.21 4.10
4.27 4.27 3.90
4.22 4.27 4.32
3.96 3.95 3.57
4.08 4.15 3.84
4.18 4.16 4.15
4.69 4.68 4.65
4.07 4.07 3.83
4.43 4.42 3.98
4.69 4.66 4.26
4.26 4.26 3.63
4.27 4.25 3.72
3.94 4.01 3.85
4.01 4.09 4.00
4.24 4.32 4.20
4.27 4.34 4.30
3.94 3.96 3.67
4.23 4.26 4.12
4.19 4.24 4.29
4.46 4.49 4.59
4.33 4.33 4.35
4.20 4.18 3.88
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 FHx*
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.12 3.67 FF**
4.27 3.27 FFF*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 FF**
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**
4.34 4,29 FHRx*



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0501

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr.
Enrollment: 25
Questionnaires: 20
Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 20 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0502

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

O WNPE

WN P

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 3.94
4.23 4.21 3.69
4.27 4.27 4.13
4.22 4.27 3.94
3.96 3.95 3.69
4.08 4.15 3.79
4.18 4.16 4.13
4.69 4.68 4.80
4.07 4.07 3.64
4.43 4.42 4.06
4.69 4.66 4.45
4.26 4.26 3.84
4.27 4.25 3.92
3.94 4.01 3.86
4.01 4.09 3.57
4.24 4.32 4.57
4.27 4.34 4.14
3.94 3.96 3.20
4.23 4.26 3.85
4.19 4.24 3.77
4.46 4.49 4.69
4.33 4.33 3.92
4.20 4.18 3.23
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 FHx*
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.09 3.20 F***
4.44 3.82 FE**



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0502

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 17

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expec

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution
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Type Majors

=T TOO

ted Grades Reasons
3 Required for Majors
4
5 General
0
0 Electives
0
0 Other 10
0

Graduate 0
Under-grad 17 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0502

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 21
Questionnaires: 17
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

O WNPE

WN P

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 3.94
4.23 4.21 3.69
4.27 4.27 4.13
4.22 4.27 3.94
3.96 3.95 3.69
4.08 4.15 3.79
4.18 4.16 4.13
4.69 4.68 4.80
4.07 4.07 3.64
4.43 4.42 4.06
4.69 4.66 4.45
4.26 4.26 3.84
4.27 4.25 3.92
3.94 4.01 3.86
4.01 4.09 3.57
4.24 4.32 4.57
4.27 4.34 4.14
3.94 3.96 3.20
4.23 4.26 3.85
4.19 4.24 3.77
4.46 4.49 4.69
4.33 4.33 3.92
4.20 4.18 3.23
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 FHx*
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.09 3.20 F***
4.44 3.82 FE**



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 302L 0502
MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

(Instr. B)

21
17

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 10
17 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: BIOL 303 0101

Title CELL BIOLOGY

Instructor:

CRAIG, NESSLY C (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 137

Questionnaires: 72

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.13
4.23 4.21 3.93
4.27 4.27 3.70
4.22 4.27 FFF*
3.96 3.95 3.65
4.08 4.15 ****
4.18 4.16 3.96
4.69 4.68 5.00
4.07 4.07 3.66
4.43 4.42 4.57
4.69 4.66 4.54
4.26 4.26 3.99
4.27 4.25 4.06
3.94 4.01 3.99
4.01 4.09 2.97
4.24 4.32 3.30
4.27 4.34 3.34
3.94 3.96 ****
4.23 4.26 KF**
4.19 4.24 F**F*
4.46 4.49 Fx**
4.33 4.33 F*F*F*
4.20 4.18 F***
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 Fx**
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.12 3.67 FF**
4.27 3.27 FFF*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 FF**
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**
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Course-Section: BIOL 303 0101 University of Maryland Page 230

Title CELL BIOLOGY Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: CRAIG, NESSLY C (Instr. A) Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 137

Questionnaires: 72 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 19 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 1 Major 36
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 22
56-83 23 2.00-2.99 5 C 15 General 1 Under-grad 71 Non-major 36
84-150 12 3.00-3.49 17 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 15 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 61
? 5



Course-Section: BIOL 303 0101

Title CELL BIOLOGY
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 137
Questionnaires: 72
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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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JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.13
4.23 4.21 3.93
4.27 4.27 3.70
4.22 4.27 FFF*
3.96 3.95 3.65
4.08 4.15 F***
4.18 4.16 3.96
4.69 4.68 5.00
4.07 4.07 3.66
4.43 4.42 4.57
4.69 4.66 4.54
4.26 4.26 3.99
4.27 4.25 4.06
3.94 4.01 3.99
4.01 4.09 2.97
4.24 4.32 3.30
4.27 4.34 3.34
3.94 3.96 ****
4.23 4.26 KF**
4.19 4.24 F**F*
4.46 4.49 FF*x*
4.33 4.33 F*F*F*
4.20 4.18 F***
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 FHx*
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.12 3.67 FF**
4.27 3.27 FFF*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 FF**
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**
4.34 4,29 FHRx*



Course-Section: BIOL 303 0101

Title CELL BIOLOGY
Instructor:
Enrollment: 137

Questionnaires: 72

Credits Earned

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 231
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

00-27 1
28-55 2
56-83 23
84-150 12
Grad. 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 36
Under-grad 71 Non-major 36

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



Course-Section: BIOL 304 0101

Title PLANT BIOLOGY

Instructor:

MILLER, STEPHEN (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 183

Questionnaires: 119

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.23
4.23 4.21 4.17
4.27 4.27 4.15
4.22 4.27 3.92
3.96 3.95 3.02
4.08 4.15 3.70
4.18 4.16 4.14
4.69 4.68 4.96
4.07 4.07 4.03
4.43 4.42 4.71
4.69 4.66 4.76
4.26 4.26 4.30
4.27 4.25 4.55
3.94 4.01 4.37
4.01 4.09 4.06
4.24 4.32 4.66
4.27 4.34 4.60
3.94 3.96 4.00
4.23 4.26 KF**
4.19 4.24 F**F*
4.46 4.49 FF*x*
4.33 4.33 F*F*F*
4.20 4.18 F***
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 FHx*
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.12 3.67 FF**
4.27 3.27 FFF*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 FF**
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**
4.34 4,29 FHRx*



Course-Section: BIOL 304 0101 University of Maryland Page 232

Title PLANT BIOLOGY Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: MILLER, STEPHEN (Instr. A) Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 183

Questionnaires: 119 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 42 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 102
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 40
56-83 14 2.00-2.99 6 General 1 Under-grad 119 Non-major 17
84-150 46 3.00-3.49 29
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 28

responses to be significant

B
c 19
D 0
F 0 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough
P 0
1 0 Other 101

? 7



Course-Section: BIOL 304 0101

Title PLANT BIOLOGY
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 183
Questionnaires: 119
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.23
4.23 4.21 4.17
4.27 4.27 4.15
4.22 4.27 3.92
3.96 3.95 3.02
4.08 4.15 3.70
4.18 4.16 4.14
4.69 4.68 4.96
4.07 4.07 4.03
4.43 4.42 4.71
4.69 4.66 4.76
4.26 4.26 4.30
4.27 4.25 4.55
3.94 4.01 4.37
4.01 4.09 4.06
4.24 4.32 4.66
4.27 4.34 4.60
3.94 3.96 4.00
4.23 4.26 KF**
4.19 4.24 F**F*
4.46 4.49 Fx**
4.33 4.33 F*F*F*
4.20 4.18 F***
4.41 4.10 F***
4.48 4.30 FF*x*
4.31 3.91 FF**
4.39 4.29 Fx**
4.14 3.48 F*F*F*
3.98 4.03 ****
3.93 3.70 *F***
4.45 3.87 FFF*
4.12 3.67 FF**
4.27 3.27 FFF*
4.09 3.20 FF**
4.26 3.50 FF**
4.44 3.82 FFF*
4.36 3.29 FE**
4.34 4.29 Fx**



Course-Section: BIOL 304 0101 University of Maryland Page 233

Title PLANT BIOLOGY Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: (Instr. B) Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 183

Questionnaires: 119 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 42 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 102
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 40
56-83 14 2.00-2.99 6 General 1 Under-grad 119 Non-major 17
84-150 46 3.00-3.49 29
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 28

responses to be significant

B
c 19
D 0
F 0 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough
P 0
1 0 Other 101

? 7



Course-Section:

BIOL 304L 0201

Title PLANT BIOLOGY LAB
Instructor: MACKAY, BRYAN
Enrollment: 17
Questionnaires: 62

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

O WNPE

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 1 0 4 16
0 0 1 3 12
0 0 3 9 14
0O 1 0 4 13
3 0 1 10 15
1 1 1 8 12
0 0 2 3 12
O 0O o0 1 4
1 0 0 4 18
0O 0O O o0 8
o o0 1 2 9
O 0 1 1 6
0 0 0 2 7
11 1 1 11 8
0 1 0 2 3
o 0 o 2 1
O 0O O 3 2
5 0 0 0 2
0O 0O O 1 12
0O 0O O 0 &6
0O O O 0 &6
0 0 0 1 6
o 0 2 1 8
0 0 0 0 0
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 o
0 0 0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RRRPRE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 15
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 23
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 4 C 0
84-150 17 3.00-3.49 10 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 10 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 3

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

41
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JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.48 63971674 4.48 4.23 4.27 4.26 4.48
4.61 446/1674 4.61 4.08 4.23 4.21 4.61
4.24 853/1423 4.24 4.01 4.27 4.27 4.24
4.54 455/1609 4.54 4.10 4.22 4.27 4.54
4.25 557/1585 4.25 3.91 3.96 3.95 4.25
4.34 578/1535 4.34 3.97 4.08 4.15 4.34
4.56 458/1651 4.56 4.11 4.18 4.16 4.56
4.89 742/1673 4.89 4.87 4.69 4.68 4.89
4.50 381/1656 4.50 3.87 4.07 4.07 4.50
4.84 319/1586 4.84 4.38 4.43 4.42 4.84
4.68 1059/1585 4.68 4.54 4.69 4.66 4.68
4.78 272/1582 4.78 4.09 4.26 4.26 4.78
4.78 311/1575 4.78 4.07 4.27 4.25 4.78
4.05 644/1380 4.05 4.01 3.94 4.01 4.05
4._.15 ****/1520 **** 3,91 4.01 4.09 ****
4._62 ****/1515 F*** 4 18 4.24 4.32 FFF*
4.38 ****/]1511 ****  4.04 4.27 4.34 FFF*
475 ****/ Q904 *x**x 3,092 3.94 3.96 Fr**
4.58 79/ 265 4.58 4.36 4.23 4.26 4.58
4.82 34/ 278 4.82 4.34 4.19 4.24 4.82
4.82 60/ 260 4.82 4.60 4.46 4.49 4.82
4.76 62/ 259 4.76 4.42 4.33 4.33 4.76
4.52 70/ 233 4.52 4.10 4.20 4.18 4.52
5.00 ****/ 103 **** 4,50 4.41 4.10 ****
5.00 ****/ 101 **** 3.89 4.48 4.30 ****
5.00 ****/ Q95 **** 4. 22 4.31 3.91 F***
5.00 ****/ QQ **** A4 17 A4.39 4.29 Fr**
5.00 ****x/ Q7 ****x 3 82 4.14 3.48 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 51
Under-grad 62 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: BIOL 396 0101
Title UGRAD TCHNG ASSISTANTS

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

NUOTOFRLNW

NNNNN

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.60 485/1674 4.60
4.25 931/1674 4.25
5 . oo ****/1609 E = =
5.00 1/1673 5.00
4.67 257/1656 4.67
5.00 1/1586 5.00
5.00 1/1585 5.00
5.00 1/1582 5.00
5.00 1/1575 5.00
5.00 1/1380 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

A DDSN
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JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.60
4.23 4.21 4.25
4.22 4.27 FFx*
4.18 4.16 ****
4.69 4.68 5.00
4.07 4.07 4.67
4.43 4.42 5.00
4.69 4.66 5.00
4.26 4.26 5.00
4.27 4.25 5.00
3.94 4.01 5.00
Majors
Major 3
Non-major 2

responses to be significant

Instructor: SOKOLOVE, PHILL Fall 2005
Enrollment: 6
Questionnaires: 5 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 0 1 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 4 0 0 0 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 4 0 0 0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 0 0 0 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0 0 0 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 0 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 0 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 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 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives
P 4
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 397W 0101 University of Maryland Page 236

Title SCIENTIFIC WRITING Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: PORTER, JANE P. Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 1/1674 5.00 4.23 4.27 4.26 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1674 5.00 4.08 4.23 4.21 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1609 5.00 4.10 4.22 4.27 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 326/1585 4.50 3.91 3.96 3.95 4.50
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1535 5.00 3.97 4.08 4.15 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.68 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1656 5.00 3.87 4.07 4.07 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1586 5.00 4.38 4.43 4.42 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1585 5.00 4.54 4.69 4.66 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1582 5.00 4.09 4.26 4.26 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 5.00 1/1575 5.00 4.07 4.27 4.25 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1380 5.00 4.01 3.94 4.01 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1520 5.00 3.91 4.01 4.09 .00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1515 5.00 4.18 4.24 4.32 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1511 5.00 4.04 4.27 4.34 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 2 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 2 #### - Means there are not enough
P 2 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 420 0101

Title ADV TOPICS:CELL BIOLOG
Instructor: MCGRAW, PATRICI
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

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

NOOOOOOOO

woooo

© © oo

[E
PWWNNWOP®

[eNoNoNol NeoloNoNo]
PONRFRPOOOOR
NONRPRRRERPRRERPRE
AP wWOProOowWwWO

roooo
oroON
PNOOW
N O~ R A
wao A

NO OO
RrOoOON
rooo
RRNO
oronN

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

RPOMUODMOO N

AR PR OO

OoOwWwEkR

WWwWwwhrwwrbw
=
o

BWwWAN
o1
N

D= T TIOO
RPOOOOOWm

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Page

JAN 21,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.71 142471674 3.71 4.23 4.27 4.42
4.00 1146/1674 4.00 4.08 4.23 4.31
3.86 1131/1423 3.86 4.01 4.27 4.34
3.93 119871609 3.93 4.10 4.22 4.30
4.15 652/1585 4.15 3.91 3.96 4.01
3.86 1066/1535 3.86 3.97 4.08 4.18
3.36 149971651 3.36 4.11 4.18 4.23
3.07 166271673 3.07 4.87 4.69 4.67
3.17 1506/1656 3.17 3.87 4.07 4.19
2.86 1557/1586 2.86 4.38 4.43 4.46
4.57 1166/1585 4.57 4.54 4.69 4.76
3.57 138171582 3.57 4.09 4.26 4.31
3.21 145571575 3.21 4.07 4.27 4.35
4.00 66671380 4.00 4.01 3.94 4.04
3.00 135371520 3.00 3.91 4.01 4.18
4.20 944/1515 4.20 4.18 4.24 4.40
4.40 751/1511 4.40 4.04 4.27 4.45
2.00 ****/ 994 **** 3,092 3.94 4.19
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 14 Non-major

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



Course-Section: BIOL 425 0101

Title IMMUNOLOGY
Instructor: ROSENBERG, SUZA
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 238
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

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

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.77 287/1674 A4.77 4.23 4.27 4.42 4.77
4.15 103571674 4.15 4.08 4.23 4.31 4.15
3.62 1243/1423 3.62 4.01 4.27 4.34 3.62
4.23 87971609 4.23 4.10 4.22 4.30 4.23
4.08 715/1585 4.08 3.91 3.96 4.01 4.08
4.33 578/1535 4.33 3.97 4.08 4.18 4.33
4.50 524/1651 4.50 4.11 4.18 4.23 4.50
4.58 1148/1673 4.58 4.87 4.69 4.67 4.58
4.25 719/1656 4.25 3.87 4.07 4.19 4.25
4.69 618/1586 4.69 4.38 4.43 4.46 4.69
4.92 453/1585 4.92 4.54 4.69 4.76 4.92
4.62 510/1582 4.62 4.09 4.26 4.31 4.62
4.67 495/1575 4.67 4.07 4.27 4.35 4.67
4.54 284/1380 4.54 4.01 3.94 4.04 4.54
4.71 25971520 4.71 3.91 4.01 4.18 4.71
5.00 1/1515 5.00 4.18 4.24 4.40 5.00
4.43 729/1511 4.43 4.04 4.27 4.45 4.43
4.75 115/ 994 4.75 3.92 3.94 4.19 4.75

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 13 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: BIOL 426 0101

Title APPR TO MOLECULAR BIOL

Instructor:

ONEILL, MICHAEL

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 38

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

NNN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

20

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.15 1075/1674 4.15
3.44 1523/1674 3.44
3.00 136371423 3.00
3.57 1423/1609 3.57
3.96 82471585 3.96
3.54 1278/1535 3.54
4.33 768/1651 4.33
5.00 1/1673 5.00
3.63 131971656 3.63
3.72 1424/1586 3.72
4.37 1328/1585 4.37
2.96 151471582 2.96
3.37 1411/1575 3.37
4.42 500/1520 4.42
4.80 325/1515 4.80
4.24 917/1511 4.24
3 B OO **-k*/ 994 E = =
5 B OO **-k-k/ 278 E = =
5 B OO **-k-k/ 260 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Mean Mean
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Non-major

responses to be significant
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 11 0 0 2 5 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 11 0 2 6 6 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 11 1 4 7 6 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 11 6 2 2 5 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 11 0 0 2 7 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 11 14 2 2 0 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 11 0 0 0 2 14
8. How many times was class cancelled 11 0 0 0 0 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 14 O 2 0 6 13
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 13 0 0 6 4 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 11 0 0 0 4 9
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 12 0 3 5 12 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 11 0 2 4 7 10
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 11 21 3 1 2 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 14 O 0 2 2 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 0 0 0 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 0 4 3 1
4. Were special techniques successful 13 23 0 0 2 0
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 36 0 0 0 0 0
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 36 0O O O O O
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 36 0 O O O O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 2 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 17 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 5



Course-Section: BIOL 430 0101
Title BIOLOGICAL CHEMISTRY

Univer
Bal

sity of Maryland
timore County

Instructor

Mean
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Rank

52171674
919/1674
998/1423
614/1609
584/1585
F*H**/1535
104471651
283/1673
60171656

319/1586
227/1585
92471582
612/1575
26571380

ek /1520
ok [1515
ok /1511
*rxx/ 994

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

4.58
4.27
4.04
4.43
4.23
EE
4.08
4.96
4.35
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Instructor: WEBER, CARL S Fall 2005
Enrollment: 37
Questionnaires: 27 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 O O 3 5 18
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 2 2 9 13
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 0 2 6 7 11
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 19 0 1 0 1 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 4 0 1 4 6 11
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 20 0 0 0 2 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 0 1 8 4 12
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 0 1 25
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 1 1 0 0 11 11
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0 4 22
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 1 25
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 1 5 6 14
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 3 0 2 21
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 7 1 0 1 1 13
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 23 0 1 0 0 0 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 23 0 1 0 1 0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 23 0 0 1 1 0 2
4. Were special techniques successful 23 3 0 0 0 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 2 A 13 Required for Majors 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 3 General 3
84-150 11 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 14 F 0 Electives 0
P 1
1 0 Other 23
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 442 0101

Title DEVELOPMENTAL BIOLOGY

Instructor:

BLUMBERG, DAPHN (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 215

Questionnaires: 75

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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144171674
130471423
*xx* /1609
1440/1585
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134871582
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Course-Section: BIOL 442 0101

University of Maryland

ENENES

54

Instructor

Mean

WA WWWwwWwwWwww
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Rank

1259/1674
144171674
130471423
*xx* /1609
1440/1585
F*H**/1535
137271651

1/1673
1207/1656

1054/1586
114271585
112471582
992/1575
549/1380

ek /1520
ok [1515
ok /1511
*rxx/ 994

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean
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Title DEVELOPMENTAL BIOLOGY Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. B) Fall 2005
Enrollment: 215
Questionnaires: 75 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 3 0 4 0 18 23
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 3 0 3 5 24 24
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 0 3 12 24 19
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 5 59 0 1 5 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 5 9 8 31 10
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 7 59 0 0 6 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 1 6 6 18 15
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 0 0 0 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 13 0 0 1 21 30
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 5 0 0 2 8 23
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5 0 0 0 8 12
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 5 0 1 3 16 24
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 6 0 2 1 10 23
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 7 1 3 11 14
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 57 0 4 2 2 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 57 0 3 3 3 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 58 0 2 1 1 6
4. Were special techniques successful 57 16 0 1 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 19 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 1 B 19
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 7 C 16 General
84-150 33 3.00-3.49 13 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 17 F 0 Electives
P 1
1 0 Other
? 5



Course-Section: BIOL 445 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.88 176/1674 4.88 4.23 4.27 4.42 4.88
4.38 776/1674 4.38 4.08 4.23 4.31 4.38
4.14 929/1423 4.14 4.01 4.27 4.34 4.14
4.25 852/1609 4.25 4.10 4.22 4.30 4.25
4.88 101/1585 4.88 3.91 3.96 4.01 4.88
4.50 373/1535 4.50 3.97 4.08 4.18 4.50
4.25 866/1651 4.25 4.11 4.18 4.23 4.25
4.88 760/1673 4.88 4.87 4.69 4.67 4.88
4.00 955/1656 4.00 3.87 4.07 4.19 4.00
4.00 1300/1586 4.00 4.38 4.43 4.46 4.00
4.88 640/1585 4.88 4.54 4.69 4.76 4.88
4.13 1061/1582 4.13 4.09 4.26 4.31 4.13
4.13 1080/1575 4.13 4.07 4.27 4.35 4.13
4.00 66671380 4.00 4.01 3.94 4.04 4.00
5.00 1/1520 5.00 3.91 4.01 4.18 5.00
5.00 1/1515 5.00 4.18 4.24 4.40 5.00
4.75 41471511 4.75 4.04 4.27 4.45 4.75
4.75 115/ 994 4.75 3.92 3.94 4.19 4.75

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 8 Non-major 5

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

Title SIGNAL TRANSDUCTION Baltimore County
Instructor: ROBINSON, PHYLL Fall 2005
Enrollment: 9
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 o 1 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 3 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 0 0 0 6 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 4 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 2 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 4 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 2 4 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 2 4 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 1 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 1 5 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 3 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 1 6 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 0 0 0O 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 0 0 0 0o 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 0 0 0 1 3
4. Were special techniques successful 4 0 0 0 0 1 3
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 3
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 451 0101

Title NEUROBIOLOGY
Instructor: VIANCOUR, TERRY
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

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
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution

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

Other

~NOo~NP N

N DO

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.83 214/1674 4.83 4.23 4.27 4.42 4.83
4.33 83071674 4.33 4.08 4.23 4.31 4.33
4.75 262/1423 4.75 4.01 4.27 4.34 4.75
4.70 282/1609 4.70 4.10 4.22 4.30 4.70
4.92 77/1585 4.92 3.91 3.96 4.01 4.92
4.67 238/1535 4.67 3.97 4.08 4.18 4.67
4.08 104471651 4.08 4.11 4.18 4.23 4.08
5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.67 257/1656 4.67 3.87 4.07 4.19 4.67
4.25 1144/1586 4.25 4.38 4.43 4.46 4.25
4.92 510/1585 4.92 4.54 4.69 4.76 4.92
4.08 108971582 4.08 4.09 4.26 4.31 4.08
4.33 886/1575 4.33 4.07 4.27 4.35 4.33
4.27 472/1380 4.27 4.01 3.94 4.04 4.27
3.43 1210/1520 3.43 3.91 4.01 4.18 3.43
4.57 568/1515 4.57 4.18 4.24 4.40 4.57
4.43 729/1511 4.43 4.04 4.27 4.45 4.43
3.83 600/ 994 3.83 3.92 3.94 4.19 3.83

Type Majors
Graduate 5 Major 10
Under-grad 7 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: BIOL 483 0101

Title EVOL: GENES TO GENOMES
Instructor: LEIPS, JEFF (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 23
Questionnaires: 25
Questions
General
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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
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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108871423
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68271585
667/1535
781/1651
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.42 4.60
4.23 4.31 4.28
4.27 4.34 3.92
4.22 4.30 4.16
3.96 4.01 4.12
4.08 4.18 4.25
4.18 4.23 4.32
4.69 4.67 4.60
4.07 4.19 4.18
4.43 4.46 4.65
4.69 4.76 4.93
4.26 4.31 4.36
4.27 4.35 4.70
3.94 4.04 4.55
4.01 4.18 4.26
4.24 4.40 4.89
4.27 4.45 4.79
3.94 4.19 4.58
4.23 4.53 4.44
4.19 4.21 4.17
4.46 4.24 4.44
4.33 4.31 4.72
4.20 4.10 4.33
4.41 4.42 FFF*
4.48 4.65 FF**
4.31 4.60 FF**
4.39 4.57 FF**
4.14 4.46 F*F*F*
3.98 4.86 ****
3.93 4.24 F***
4.45 4.86 FF**
4.12 4.13 FF**
4.27 4.48 FF**
4.09 5.00 ****
4.26 5.00 FF**
4.44 5.00 F***
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Title EVOL: GENES TO GENOMES Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: LEIPS, JEFF (Instr. A) Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 25 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 3 A 13 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 9 Major 13
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General 2 Under-grad 16 Non-major 12
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 9 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 2 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 16
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 483 0101

Title EVOL: GENES TO GENOMES
Instructor: LEIPS, JEFF (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 23

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
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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108871423
963/1609
68271585
667/1535
781/1651
113571673
81671656

618/1586
284/1585
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25971380
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.42 4.60
4.23 4.31 4.28
4.27 4.34 3.92
4.22 4.30 4.16
3.96 4.01 4.12
4.08 4.18 4.25
4.18 4.23 4.32
4.69 4.67 4.60
4.07 4.19 4.18
4.43 4.46 4.65
4.69 4.76 4.93
4.26 4.31 4.36
4.27 4.35 4.70
3.94 4.04 4.55
4.01 4.18 4.26
4.24 4.40 4.89
4.27 4.45 4.79
3.94 4.19 4.58
4.23 4.53 4.44
4.19 4.21 4.17
4.46 4.24 4.44
4.33 4.31 4.72
4.20 4.10 4.33
4.41 4.42 FFF*
4.48 4.65 FF**
4.31 4.60 FF**
4.39 4.57 *F***
4.14 4.46 F*F*F*
3.98 4.86 ****
3.93 4.24 F***
4.45 4.86 FF**
4.12 4.13 FF**
4.27 4.48 F*F*F*
4.09 5.00 ****
4.26 5.00 FF**
4.44 5.00 F***



Course-Section: BIOL 483 0101 University of Maryland Page 246

Title EVOL: GENES TO GENOMES Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: LEIPS, JEFF (Instr. B) Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 25 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 3 A 13 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 9 Major 13
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General 2 Under-grad 16 Non-major 12
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 9 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 2 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 16
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 483 0101

Title EVOL: GENES TO GENOMES
Instructor: (Instr. C)
Enrollment: 23

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
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.42 4.60
4.23 4.31 4.28
4.27 4.34 3.92
4.22 4.30 4.16
3.96 4.01 4.12
4.08 4.18 4.25
4.18 4.23 4.32
4.69 4.67 4.60
4.07 4.19 4.18
4.43 4.46 4.65
4.69 4.76 4.93
4.26 4.31 4.36
4.27 4.35 4.70
3.94 4.04 4.55
4.01 4.18 4.26
4.24 4.40 4.89
4.27 4.45 4.79
3.94 4.19 4.58
4.23 4.53 4.44
4.19 4.21 4.17
4.46 4.24 4.44
4.33 4.31 4.72
4.20 4.10 4.33
4.41 4.42 FFF*
4.48 4.65 FF**
4.31 4.60 FF**
4.39 4.57 FF**
4.14 4.46 F*F*F*
3.98 4.86 ****
3.93 4.24 F***
4.45 4.86 FF**
4.12 4.13 FF**
4.27 4.48 FF**
4.09 5.00 ****
4.26 5.00 FF**
4.44 5.00 F***
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Title EVOL: GENES TO GENOMES Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: (Instr. C) Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 25 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 3 A 13 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 9 Major 13
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 1 General 2 Under-grad 16 Non-major 12
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 9 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 2 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 16
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 486 0101

University of Maryland

Page

JAN 21,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean

AR WAWARND
PR ~NUONAEO

52171674 4.57 4.23 4.27 4.42
104371674 4.14 4.08 4.23 4.31
614/1609 4.43 4.10 4.22 4.30
108471585 3.71 3.91 3.96 4.01
310/1535 4.57 3.97 4.08 4.18
135271651 3.71 4.11 4.18 4.23
1497/1673 4.14 4.87 4.69 4.67
827/1656 4.17 3.87 4.07 4.19

581/1586 4.71 4.38 4.43 4.46

171585 5.00 4.54 4.69 4.76
366/1582 4.71 4.09 4.26 4.31
93271575 4.29 4.07 4.27 4.35
567/1380 4.17 4.01 3.94 4.04

33871520 4.60 3.91 4.01 4.18

171515 5.00 4.18 4.24 4.40
75171511 4.40 4.04 4.27 4.45
732/ 994 3.50 3.92 3.94 4.19

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

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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2006
3029

4.17

4.71
5.00
4.71
4.29
4.17

4.60
5.00
4.40
3.50

Title GENOME SCIENCE Baltimore County
Instructor: BUSTOS, MAURICI Fall 2005
Enrollment: 9
Questionnaires: 7 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 1 1 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 2 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 5 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 1 1 4 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 6 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 1 3 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 2 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 2 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 1 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 0 0 1 3 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 2 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 0 0 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 1 1 3
4. Were special techniques successful 2 1 0 1 1 1 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 4 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 3 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 625 0101

Title IMMUNOLOGY

Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires: 5

ROSENBERG, SUZA
5

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GAN

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

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

Self Paced

. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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Required for Majors

N = T T1O O
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.20 1026/1674 4.20
4.40 737/1674 4.40
4.60 459/1423 4.60
4.40 645/1609 4.40
4.60 265/1585 4.60
4.40 508/1535 4.40
4.60 39371651 4.60
5.00 1/1673 5.00
4.75 185/1656 4.75
4.80 38971586 4.80
4.80 811/1585 4.80
4.60 525/1582 4.60
4.60 57971575 4.60
3.60 998/1380 3.60
4.80 191/1520 4.80
4.80 325/1515 4.80
4.60 56371511 4.60
3.50 732/ 994 3.50
4_00 ****/ 101 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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JAN 21, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.44 4.20
4.23 4.34 4.40
4.27 4.28 4.60
4.22 4.34 4.40
3.96 4.23 4.60
4.08 4.27 4.40
4.18 4.32 4.60
4.69 4.78 5.00
4.07 4.15 4.75
4.43 4.50 4.80
4.69 4.79 4.80
4.26 4.33 4.60
4.27 4.30 4.60
3.94 3.85 3.60
4.01 4.19 4.80
4.24 4.47 4.80
4.27 4.49 4.60
3.94 4.07 3.50
4.19 4.42 F***
4.48 4.62 F***
4.39 4.54 F***
4.14 4.26 F***
4.44 4.64 F***

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 5

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 635L 0101

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 11
Questionnaires: 10
Questions
General
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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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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

171674
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335/1423
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93671585
37371535
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.44 5.00
4.23 4.34 4.70
4.27 4.28 4.70
4.22 4.34 4.70
3.96 4.23 3.88
4.08 4.27 4.50
4.18 4.32 4.75
4.69 4.78 5.00
4.07 4.15 4.44
4.43 4.50 4.79
4.69 4.79 4.61
4.26 4.33 4.61
4.27 4.30 4.33
3.94 3.85 4.81
4.01 4.19 5.00
4.24 4.47 5.00
4.27 4.49 5.00
3.94 4.07 5.00
4.23 4.51 4.75
4.19 4.42 4.75
4.46 4.67 4.63
4.33 4.66 4.75
4.20 4.53 4.75
4.41 4.56 F*F**
4.48 4.62 FF**
4.31 4.43 FF**
4.39 4.54 Fx**
4.14 4.26 F*F*F*
3.98 4.20 Fx**
3.93 4.31 *F***
4.45 4.64 FFF*
4.12 4.35 FFx*
4.27 4.46 F*F*F*
4.09 4.46 *F***
4.26 4.59 KF**
4.44 4.64 FFF*
4.36 4.84 FF**
4.34 4.64 FFF*
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Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. A) Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 10 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 7
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 635L 0101

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 11
Questionnaires: 10
Questions
General

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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

WNNNNOOOO
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00 00 0 00

Fall
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0O 3 0O
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0O 0 1
0 1 1
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0 0 1
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2005
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.44 5.00
4.23 4.34 4.70
4.27 4.28 4.70
4.22 4.34 4.70
3.96 4.23 3.88
4.08 4.27 4.50
4.18 4.32 4.75
4.69 4.78 5.00
4.07 4.15 4.44
4.43 4.50 4.79
4.69 4.79 4.61
4.26 4.33 4.61
4.27 4.30 4.33
3.94 3.85 4.81
4.01 4.19 5.00
4.24 4.47 5.00
4.27 4.49 5.00
3.94 4.07 5.00
4.23 4.51 4.75
4.19 4.42 4.75
4.46 4.67 4.63
4.33 4.66 4.75
4.20 4.53 4.75
4.41 4.56 F*F**
4.48 4.62 FF**
4.31 4.43 FF**
4.39 4.54 FFx*
4.14 4.26 F*F*F*
3.98 4.20 ****
3.93 4.31 *F***
4.45 4.64 FFF*
4.12 4.35 FFx*
4.27 4.46 FF**
4.09 4.46 **F**
4.26 4.59 KF**
4.44 4.64 FFF*
4.36 4.84 FF**
4.34 4.64 FF**
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Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB Baltimore County JAN 21, 2006
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. B) Fall 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 10 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 7
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 645 0101

Title SIGNAL TRANSDXN
Instructor: ROBINSON, PHYLL
Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 252
JAN 21, 2006
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

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

POOOOOOOO
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[eNeol NeoNoNoNoNoNo]
NOFRRFRPORFRORO
WO WREFENNND

[eNoNoNoNe]
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cococo
cococo
cocoo
cocoo
PR ON

[eNoNoNoNe]
[eNoNoNoNe]
RPOOOO
[eNoNoNoNe]
OrRrEFENO

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoNal LI

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

oo s RPRRoR CORRARAWAWN

RPRRON

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 854/1674 4.33 4.23 4.27 4.44 4.33
4.33 83071674 4.33 4.08 4.23 4.34 4.33
4.67 376/1423 4.67 4.01 4.27 4.28 4.67
4.33 743/1609 4.33 4.10 4.22 4.34 4.33
4.80 136/1585 4.80 3.91 3.96 4.23 4.80
4.50 373/1535 4.50 3.97 4.08 4.27 4.50
3.67 1377/1651 3.67 4.11 4.18 4.32 3.67
5.00 1/1673 5.00 4.87 4.69 4.78 5.00
3.60 1330/1656 3.60 3.87 4.07 4.15 3.60
3.83 1391/1586 3.83 4.38 4.43 4.50 3.83
5.00 1/1585 5.00 4.54 4.69 4.79 5.00
3.67 1348/1582 3.67 4.09 4.26 4.33 3.67
3.17 146471575 3.17 4.07 4.27 4.30 3.17
3.67 96271380 3.67 4.01 3.94 3.85 3.67
4.67 295/1520 4.67 3.91 4.01 4.19 4.67
5.00 1/1515 5.00 4.18 4.24 4.47 5.00
4.83 323/1511 4.83 4.04 4.27 4.49 4.83
4.83 89/ 994 4.83 3.92 3.94 4.07 4.83
5.00 1/ 103 5.00 4.50 4.41 4.56 5.00
4.00 72/ 101 4.00 3.89 4.48 4.62 4.00
4.50 43/ 95 4.50 4.22 4.31 4.43 4.50
4.50 49/ 99 4.50 4.17 4.39 4.54 4.50
3.50 77/ 97 3.50 3.82 4.14 4.26 3.50

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

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



Course-Section: BIOL 769 0103

Title RES SEM:EVOL & ECOLOGY

Instructor:

FREELAND, STEPH

Enrollment: 5

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 1/1674 5.00
4.80 215/1674 4.80
5_00 ****/1423 E = =
4.75 222/1609 4.75
4.80 136/1585 4.80
5 B OO ****/1535 E = =
5.00 1/1651 5.00
5.00 1/1673 5.00
5.00 1/1656 5.00
5_00 ****/1582 E = =
5 . oo ****/1575 Khkk
5.00 1/1520 5.00
4.75 384/1515 4.75
5.00 1/1511 5.00
5.00 1/ 994 5.00
5.00 1/ 103 5.00
5.00 1/ 101 5.00
5.00 1/ 95 5.00
5.00 1/ 99 5.00
4.67 34/ 97 4.67

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

2

MBC Level
ean Mean
27 4.44
23 4.34
27 4.28
22 4.34
96 4.23
08 4.27
18 4.32
69 4.78
07 4.15
43 4.50
69 4.79
26 4.33
27 4.30
94 3.85
01 4.19
24 4.47
27 4.49
94 4.07
41 4.56
48 4.62
31 4.43
39 4.54
14 4.26
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



