Course-Section: BIOL 100 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY

Instructor:

SOKOLOVE, PHILL

Enrollment: 267

Questionnaires: 211
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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

267

211

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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00-27 60
28-55 37
56-83 13
84-150 13
Grad. 1

Cum. GPA
0.00-0.99 0
1.00-1.99 5
2.00-2.99 38
3.00-3.49 31
3.50-4.00 52

Required for Majors 39

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 61
Under-grad 210 Non-major 150

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100H 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR
Instructor: SOKOLOVE, PHILL (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 12
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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
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
947/1481 4.17 4.27 4.29 4.14 4.17
1160/1481 3.83 4.12 4.23 4.18 3.83
89371249 4.00 4.12 4.27 4.14 4.00
135271424 3.11 4.05 4.21 4.06 3.11
655/1396 4.08 4.05 3.98 3.89 4.08
1195/1342 3.30 3.77 4.07 3.88 3.30
110171459 3.83 4.09 4.16 4.17 3.83

1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.64 5.00
1394/1450 3.50 3.87 4.09 3.97 3.50
125171409 4.13 4.36 4.42 4.36 4.13
1257/1407 4.38 4.54 4.69 4.57 4.38
116371399 3.93 4.12 4.26 4.23 3.92
120971400 3.85 4.14 4.27 4.19 3.85
840/1179 3.61 3.89 3.96 3.85 3.61
68071262 4.08 3.70 4.05 3.77 4.08
729/1259 4.33 4.00 4.29 4.06 4.33
868/1256 4.08 3.88 4.30 4.08 4.08
372/ 788 4.09 3.82 4.00 3.80 4.09

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 12 Non-major 10

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100H 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR
Instructor: CRONIN, THOMAS (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 12
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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
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Required for Majors
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
947/1481 4.17 4.27 4.29 4.14 4.17
1160/1481 3.83 4.12 4.23 4.18 3.83
89371249 4.00 4.12 4.27 4.14 4.00
135271424 3.11 4.05 4.21 4.06 3.11
655/1396 4.08 4.05 3.98 3.89 4.08
1195/1342 3.30 3.77 4.07 3.88 3.30
110171459 3.83 4.09 4.16 4.17 3.83

1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.64 5.00
722/1450 3.50 3.87 4.09 3.97 3.50
762/1409 4.13 4.36 4.42 4.36 4.13
1107/1407 4.38 4.54 4.69 4.57 4.38
966/1399 3.93 4.12 4.26 4.23 3.92
977/1400 3.85 4.14 4.27 4.19 3.85
877/1179 3.61 3.89 3.96 3.85 3.61
68071262 4.08 3.70 4.05 3.77 4.08
729/1259 4.33 4.00 4.29 4.06 4.33
868/1256 4.08 3.88 4.30 4.08 4.08
372/ 788 4.09 3.82 4.00 3.80 4.09

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 12 Non-major 10

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 18
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Rank
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.14 4.06
4.23 4.18 3.72
4.27 4.14 3.78
4.21 4.06 4.00
3.98 3.89 4.12
4.07 3.88 3.82
4.16 4.17 3.82
4.68 4.64 4.82
4.09 3.97 3.17
4.42 4.36 3.74
4.69 4.57 3.78
4.26 4.23 3.72
4.27 4.19 3.13
3.96 3.85 3.76
4.05 3.77 F*F**
4.29 4.06 3.40
4.30 4.08 2.60
4.00 3.80 FF**
4.20 3.93 4.07
4.11 3.95 4.40
4.40 4.33 4.33
4.20 4.20 4.67
4.04 4.02 4.40
4.49 4.54 FHFF*
4.53 4.18 F***
4.44 4,17 FFF*
4.35 4.14 F**F*
3.92 3.80 ****
4.30 4.00 F***
4.00 3.44 FF**
4.60 5.00 ****
4 . 26 k= = *kkXx
4 B 42 E = = E = = 3
4.55 4.48 FF**
4.75 4.42 F***
4.65 4.63 F*F**
4.83 4.67 FF**
4.82 4.58 FFx*



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

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

Questionnaires: 18

A)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

Other
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1

Under-grad 18 Non-major 17

#### - 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: 23

Questionnaires: 18
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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
4.29 4.14 4.06
4.23 4.18 3.72
4.27 4.14 3.78
4.21 4.06 4.00
3.98 3.89 4.12
4.07 3.88 3.82
4.16 4.17 3.82
4.68 4.64 4.82
4.09 3.97 3.17
4.42 4.36 3.74
4.69 4.57 3.78
4.26 4.23 3.72
4.27 4.19 3.13
3.96 3.85 3.76
4.05 3.77 F*F**
4.29 4.06 3.40
4.30 4.08 2.60
4.00 3.80 FF**
4.20 3.93 4.07
4.11 3.95 4.40
4.40 4.33 4.33
4.20 4.20 4.67
4.04 4.02 4.40
4.49 4.54 FHFF*
4.53 4.18 F***
4.44 4,17 FFF*
4.35 4.14 F**F*
3.92 3.80 ****
4.30 4.00 F***
4.00 3.44 FF**
4.60 5.00 ****
4 . 26 k= = *kkXx
4 B 42 E = = E = = 3
4.55 4.48 FF**
4.75 4.42 F***
4.65 4.63 F*F**
4.83 4.67 FF**
4.82 4.58 FFx*



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

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

Questionnaires: 18

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

Other
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1

Under-grad 18 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0102

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

. Was the instructor available for individual attention

Field Work

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

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

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

Questionnaires: 22

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Majors

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

=T TOO

OO0OO0OOONW®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Graduate 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0103

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 19

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

ARRRRPRPRRER

NNWNDN

aoaao

PRPPRPOO RPEPNNRE oOoOor oo ROOO Owooo POOOFRPROOOO

OORrrOo

Frequencies
1 2 3
1 3 3
0 0 8
1 2 3
1 3 2
o 2 7
1 2 6
0 0 5
0O 0 oO
1 2 8
1 1 7
1 1 6
o 2 3
2 3 4
1 4 4
0 0 4
o 2 1
1 2 1
0 1 1
0 1 4
1 0 2
0O 0 2
0 0 5
o 2 3
0 0 2
0O 0 2
0O 0 2
0O 0 1
0 0 2
0O 0 3
0 0 2
o 0 3
0 1 1
1 0 2
0O 0 2
0O 0 1
0 1 2
0O 0 2
1 0 2

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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NORAWWWWWW

WWwwww

WNWW

NWWww WhWWwwWw WhhWw

WWN WW

Instructor

Rank

131971481
1070/1481
988/1249
120271424
90971396
103971342
854/1459
1/1480
137971450

1274/1409
136471407
116371399
130971400

986/1179

1092/1262
1162/1259
1227/1256
*xx/ 788

175/ 246
176/ 249
148/ 242
151/ 240
149/ 217
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.14 3.61
4.23 4.18 3.94
4.27 4.14 3.89
4.21 4.06 3.72
3.98 3.89 3.76
4.07 3.88 3.67
4.16 4.17 4.17
4.68 4.64 5.00
4.09 3.97 2.93
4.42 4.36 3.65
4.69 4.57 3.59
4.26 4.23 3.75
4.27 4.19 3.07
3.96 3.85 3.29
4.05 3.77 3.20
4.29 4.06 3.00
4.30 4.08 2.40
4.00 3.80 FF**
4.20 3.93 3.93
4.11 3.95 3.79
4.40 4.33 4.38
4.20 4.20 4.21
4.04 4.02 3.79
4.49 4.54 FHFF*
4.53 4.18 F***
4.44 4,17 FFF*
4.35 4.14 F**F*
3.92 3.80 ****
4.30 4.00 F***
4.00 3.44 FF**
4.60 5.00 ****
4 . 26 k= = *kkXx
4 B 42 E = = E = = 3
4.55 4.48 FF**
4.75 4.42 F***
4.65 4.63 F*F**
4.83 4.67 FF**
4.82 4.58 FFx*



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0103

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 19

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

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 1 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4

=T TOO

[eNeoNoNoNoNaNé) ool

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Graduate 0
Under-grad 19 Non-major 19

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0104

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 6

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

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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Instructor

Rank

143271481
1371/1481
1177/1249
113871424
1167/1396
1186/1342
110171459

1/1480
1354/1450

123271409
110771407
130871399
1120/1400

73971179

1206/1262
1162/1259
1212/1256
/788

226/ 246
216/ 249
113/ 242
195/ 240
191/ 217
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.14 3.17
4.23 4.18 3.33
4.27 4.14 3.17
4.21 4.06 3.83
3.98 3.89 3.33
4.07 3.88 3.33
4.16 4.17 3.83
4.68 4.64 5.00
4.09 3.97 3.00
4.42 4.36 3.83
4.69 4.57 4.50
4.26 4.23 3.17
4.27 4.19 3.80
3.96 3.85 3.83
4.05 3.77 2.67
4.29 4.06 3.00
4.30 4.08 2.67
4.00 3.80 FF**
4.20 3.93 3.33
4.11 3.95 3.33
4.40 4.33 4.50
4.20 4.20 3.67
4.04 4.02 3.17
4.49 4.54 FHFF*
4.53 4.18 F***
4.44 4,17 FFF*
4.35 4.14 F**F*
3.92 3.80 ****
4.30 4.00 F***
4.00 3.44 FF**
4.60 5.00 ****
4 . 26 k= = *kkXx
4 B 42 E = = E = = 3
4.55 4.48 FF**
4.75 4.42 F***
4.65 4.63 F*F**
4.83 4.67 FF**
4.82 4.58 FFx*



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0104

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Type Majors

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 24
Questionnaires: 6
Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2

=T TOO

[eNoNoNoNol ol ib]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 6 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0105

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

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

GO WNE A WNPE

N -

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
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
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.90 116271481 3.62 4.27 4.29 4.14 3.90
4.19 88471481 3.71 4.12 4.23 4.18 4.19
3.52 111371249 3.59 4.12 4.27 4.14 3.52
3.22 133971424 3.67 4.05 4.21 4.06 3.22
4.05 675/1396 3.96 4.05 3.98 3.89 4.05
3.48 1130/1342 3.56 3.77 4.07 3.88 3.48
4.30 732/1459 3.97 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.30
4.84 784/1480 4.88 4.84 4.68 4.64 4.84
3.13 1338/1450 3.07 3.87 4.09 3.97 3.13
4.10 112271409 3.88 4.36 4.42 4.36 4.10
3.95 1310/1407 3.87 4.54 4.69 4.57 3.95
3.85 1120/1399 3.69 4.12 4.26 4.23 3.85
2.76 1347/1400 3.19 4.14 4.27 4.19 2.76
2.74 110671179 3.49 3.89 3.96 3.85 2.74
2.50 ****/1262 2.71 3.70 4.05 3.77 ****
3.00 ****/1259 3.16 4.00 4.29 4.06 ****
3.00 ****/1256 2.91 3.88 4.30 4.08 ****
1.50 ****/ 788 2.75 3.82 4.00 3.80 ****
4.38 106/ 246 4.04 4.43 4.20 3.93 4.38
3.88 164/ 249 4.01 4.45 4.11 3.95 3.88
4.88 43/ 242 4.40 4.54 4.40 4.33 4.88
4.38 129/ 240 4.37 4.53 4.20 4.20 4.38
4.44 76/ 217 3.96 4.29 4.04 4.02 4.44
5 . 00 ****/ 55 EE EE 4 . 55 4 . 48 *kk*k

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 21 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0106

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

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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

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

10

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.81 147171481 3.62 4.27 4.29 4.14 2.81
2.94 143671481 3.71 4.12 4.23 4.18 2.94
2.56 1231/1249 3.59 4.12 4.27 4.14 2.56
3.50 127571424 3.67 4.05 4.21 4.06 3.50
3.54 1065/1396 3.96 4.05 3.98 3.89 3.54
2.80 1318/1342 3.56 3.77 4.07 3.88 2.80
3.40 1297/1459 3.97 4.09 4.16 4.17 3.40
4.69 936/1480 4.88 4.84 4.68 4.64 4.69
2.23 1440/1450 3.07 3.87 4.09 3.97 2.23
3.13 134971409 3.88 4.36 4.42 4.36 3.13
3.19 1389/1407 3.87 4.54 4.69 4.57 3.19
2.67 1371/1399 3.69 4.12 4.26 4.23 2.67
2.00 139371400 3.19 4.14 4.27 4.19 2.00
3.07 103971179 3.49 3.89 3.96 3.85 3.07
1.57 1256/1262 2.71 3.70 4.05 3.77 1.57
2.14 1246/1259 3.16 4.00 4.29 4.06 2.14
2.29 1237/1256 2.91 3.88 4.30 4.08 2.29
2.75 742/ 788 2.75 3.82 4.00 3.80 2.75
3.86 185/ 246 4.04 4.43 4.20 3.93 3.86
3.43 204/ 249 4.01 4.45 4.11 3.95 3.43
3.71 222/ 242 4.40 4.54 4.40 4.33 3.71
4.71 73/ 240 4.37 4.53 4.20 4.20 4.71
3.29 184/ 217 3.96 4.29 4.04 4.02 3.29

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 16 Non-major 10

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0107

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.00 145171481 3.62
3.31 137371481 3.71
3.50 111871249 3.59
2.79 1398/1424 3.67
3.56 1048/1396 3.96
2.87 130971342 3.56
3.56 1239/1459 3.97
4.93 491/1480 4.88
2.83 1394/1450 3.07
3.75 125171409 3.88
3.81 1337/1407 3.87
3.75 116371399 3.69
2.87 1338/1400 3.19
3.38 956/1179 3.49
2.00 124571262 2.71
3.25 1144/1259 3.16
3.75 104271256 2.91
2.50 ****/ 788 2.75
3.75 194/ 246 4.04
3.75 179/ 249 4.01
4.17 175/ 242 4.40
3.83 181/ 240 4.37
3.50 165/ 217 3.96

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Page 151

JUN 13, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.14 3.00
4.23 4.18 3.31
4.27 4.14 3.50
4.21 4.06 2.79
3.98 3.89 3.56
4.07 3.88 2.87
4.16 4.17 3.56
4.68 4.64 4.93
4.09 3.97 2.83
4.42 4.36 3.75
4.69 4.57 3.81
4.26 4.23 3.75
4.27 4.19 2.87
3.96 3.85 3.38
4.05 3.77 2.00
4.29 4.06 3.25
4.30 4.08 3.75
4.00 3.80 ****
4.20 3.93 3.75
4.11 3.95 3.75
4.40 4.33 4.17
4.20 4.20 3.83
4.04 4.02 3.50

Majors
Major 1
Non-major 15

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

BIOL 100L 0201

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

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

WN P O WNPE

O WNPE

Credits Earned

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

Discussion

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

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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Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.08 1018/1481 3.62 4.27 4.29 4.14 4.08
4.50 517/1481 3.71 4.12 4.23 4.18 4.50
4.00 89371249 3.59 4.12 4.27 4.14 4.00
4.00 95971424 3.67 4.05 4.21 4.06 4.00
4.50 297/1396 3.96 4.05 3.98 3.89 4.50
3.92 871/1342 3.56 3.77 4.07 3.88 3.92
4.50 460/1459 3.97 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.50
4.92 63171480 4.88 4.84 4.68 4.64 4.92
3.71 1133/1450 3.07 3.87 4.09 3.97 3.71
4.50 762/1409 3.88 4.36 4.42 4.36 4.50
4.33 122171407 3.87 4.54 4.69 4.57 4.33
4.45 625/1399 3.69 4.12 4.26 4.23 4.45
3.73 1160/1400 3.19 4.14 4.27 4.19 3.73
4.09 56071179 3.49 3.89 3.96 3.85 4.09
2.33 123671262 2.71 3.70 4.05 3.77 2.33
2.00 ****/1259 3.16 4.00 4.29 4.06 ****
3.00 ****/1256 2.91 3.88 4.30 4.08 ****
4._45 87/ 246 4.04 4.43 4.20 3.93 4.45
4.50 76/ 249 4.01 4.45 4.11 3.95 4.50
4.67 84/ 242 4.40 4.54 4.40 4.33 4.67
4.50 103/ 240 4.37 4.53 4.20 4.20 4.50
4.42 79/ 217 3.96 4.29 4.04 4.02 4.42

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 12 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0207

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

Instructor:

CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 14

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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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

119371481
132071481
106671249
131671424
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102371342
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125871450

112871409
133771407
1096/1399
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780/1179
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.14 3.86
4.23 4.18 3.50
4.27 4.14 3.71
4.21 4.06 3.33
3.98 3.89 4.15
4.07 3.88 3.69
4.16 4.17 3.77
4.68 4.64 4.92
4.09 3.97 3.43
4.42 4.36 4.08
4.69 4.57 3.82
4.26 4.23 3.91
4.27 4.19 4.00
3.96 3.85 3.78
4.05 3.77 3.67
4.29 4.06 3.20
4.30 4.08 3.60
4.00 3.80 FF**
4.20 3.93 4.25
4.11 3.95 4.13
4.40 4.33 4.50
4.20 4.20 4.38
4.04 4.02 3.50
4.49 4.54 FHFF*
4.53 4.18 F***
4.44 4,17 FFF*
4.35 4.14 F**F*
3.92 3.80 ****
4.30 4.00 F***
4.00 3.44 FF**
4.60 5.00 ****
4 . 26 k= = *kkXx
4 B 42 E = = E = = 3
4.55 4.48 F***
4.75 4.42 F***
4.65 4.63 F*F**
4.83 4.67 FF**
4.82 4.58 FFx*



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0207

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

Questionnaires: 14

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Type Majors

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

=T TOO

RrOOOONU AN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 14 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: BIOL 123 0101

Title HUMAN GENETICS

Instructor:

GETHMANN, RICHA

Enrollment: 111

Questionnaires: 78

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

NP AN A WNPE

OrWNPE

O WNPE

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Did the lab instructor provide assistance

Seminar

- Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Was the instructor available for individual attention

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

o o

[eNoNoNoNe]

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Mean

w w

N W

WHAWWWWWWH

wWhADdD

WhPLW

WWhWER

ADdADD

.33
.00

.00
.00

Instructor

Rank

98671481
113671481
100171249
118671424
1140/1396
107971342
128871459

141/1480

997/1450

957/1409
94171407
90171399
658/1400
952/1179

980/1262
881/1259
832/1256

*xx/ 788

wxxk/ 249
rxx/ 240

Fkkk [ 68
Fkkk f 69

Fkkk [ 59
Fhxk [ 51
Fkkk [ 31

Fkkk [ 31
Fhxk [ 51

Course
Mean

WHAWWWWWWH
w
©

WHADMDD
[
~

Fokkk

EE

EE

Fokkk

EE

Fokkk

EE

EE

E

EE

EE

Fokkk

EE

*hkkk

WhDAWADAMDIDN
o
ol

WHADMDAD
[
N

WWwhrw
o
o

4.53

*ohkk

H*okkk

E
Fokkk
EaE
EE

E

EE
EE
Fokkk
EE
EE

Job

Page
JUN 13, 2006
IRBR3029

UMBC Level

Mean

AADAMDWOADDED
[(e]
[e°]

wWh AN
N
[«]

AN

11
.20

A D

.49
.53

D

ADhADDN
D
o

ADdADDN
[¢]
)]

Mean

WhDhWWADDDN
o]
©

WhhDdDh
N
w

WhPLW
o
@

.95
.20

W

3.44
5.00

EE

*okkok

154

WPAWWWWWWAH
w
©

WhDHDAD
o
~

Fkkk

*kkKk

X

Fokhk

X

Fokkk

*kkk

*kk*k

Fkhk

*kk*k

X

E

*kk*k

*hkk*k



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 123 0101
HUMAN GENETICS
GETHMANN, RICHA
111

78

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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00-27 18
28-55 11
56-83 9
84-150 11
Grad. 2

=T TOO
WOOONWOWN

Required for Majors 52

General 5
Electives 3
Other 14

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
2 Major 0
76 Non-major 78

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



Course-Section: BIOL 233 0101

Title NUTRITION FOR HLTH PRO
Instructor: WELCH, G.
Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 32

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

24

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.59 46971481 4.59 4.27 4.29 4.40 4.59
4.25 822/1481 4.25 4.12 4.23 4.29 4.25
4.06 86971249 4.06 4.12 4.27 4.36 4.06
4.58 354/1424 4.58 4.05 4.21 4.28 4.58
4.48 313/1396 4.48 4.05 3.98 3.94 4.48
4.75 135/1342 4.75 3.77 4.07 4.05 4.75
3.88 107171459 3.88 4.09 4.16 4.17 3.88
4.97 281/1480 4.97 4.84 4.68 4.68 4.97
4.04 819/1450 4.04 3.87 4.09 4.15 4.04
4.31 99071409 4.31 4.36 4.42 4.47 4.31
5.00 1/1407 5.00 4.54 4.69 4.78 5.00
4.25 828/1399 4.25 4.12 4.26 4.29 4.25
4.38 741/1400 4.38 4.14 4.27 4.34 4.38
3.64 850/1179 3.64 3.89 3.96 4.05 3.64
4_43 FF*FR[1262 FF** 370 4.05 4.11 FFF*
5.00 ****/1259 **** 4. 00 4.29 4.34 ****
5.00 ****/1256 **** 3.88 4.30 4.28 ****
5.00 ****/ 788 **** 3.82 4.00 3.98 F***

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 32 Non-major 30

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



Course-Section: BIOL 252 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOLOGY 1

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES

Enrollment: 95

Questionnaires: 71

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

AN P WN P GO WNE A WNPE

OrWNE

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

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

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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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.40 4.85
4.23 4.29 4.63
4.27 4.36 4.62
4.21 4.28 4.02
3.98 3.94 4.45
4.07 4.05 3.44
4.16 4.17 4.71
4.68 4.68 5.00
4.09 4.15 4.58
4.42 4.47 4.60
4.69 4.78 4.96
4.26 4.29 4.49
4.27 4.34 4.78
3.96 4.05 4.25
4.05 4.11 4.40
4.29 4.34 4.24
4.30 4.28 4.43
4.00 3.98 FF**
4.20 4.51 4.67
4.11 4.32 4.83
4.40 4.63 4.61
4.20 4.58 4.78
4.04 4.28 FrF**
4.49 5.00 F***
4.53 4.83 ****
4.44 4.00 FFx*
4.30 4.67 F*FF*
4.00 4.07 F***
4.26 4.69 FFx*
4.55 4.44 FF*x*
4.75 4.50 FF**
4.65 4.66 FF**
4.83 4.43 FF*F*
4.82 5.00 F***



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 252 0101
ANATOMY & PHYSIOLOGY 1
FLEISCHMANN, ES

95

71

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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00-27 1
28-55 10
56-83 17
84-150 14
Grad. 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

54

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 13
71 Non-major 58

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



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

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

17

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.75 292/1481 4.90
4.75 228/1481 4.71
4.75 245/1249 4.66
4.29 69571424 4.18
4.58 257/1396 4.56
3.35 1180/1342 3.52
4.75 196/1459 4.80
5.00 1/1480 5.00
4.63 245/1450 4.14
4.54 727/1409 4.49
4.92 400/1407 4.63
4.58 480/1399 4.44
4.62 480/1400 4.47
4.64 192/1179 4.00
4.33 ****/1262 4.25
4.00 ****/1259 4.61
4.33 ****/1256 4.68
3.50 ****/ 788 4.60
4.67 57/ 246 4.80
4.87 21/ 249 4.75
5.00 1/ 242 4.66
4.73 69/ 240 4.64
5.00 ****/ 217 4.56

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.40 4.75
4.23 4.29 4.75
4.27 4.36 4.75
4.21 4.28 4.29
3.98 3.94 4.58
4.07 4.05 3.35
4.16 4.17 4.75
4.68 4.68 5.00
4.09 4.15 4.23
4.42 4.47 4.63
4.69 4.78 4.89
4.26 4.29 4.54
4.27 4.34 4.47
3.96 4.05 4.73
4.05 4.11 ****
4.29 4.34 FF**
4.30 4.28 F***
4.00 3.98 ****
4.20 4.51 4.67
4.11 4.32 4.87
4.40 4.63 5.00
4.20 4.58 4.73
4.04 4.28 F***

Majors
Major 3
Non-major 17

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

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

17

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.75 292/1481 4.90
4.75 228/1481 4.71
4.75 245/1249 4.66
4.29 69571424 4.18
4.58 257/1396 4.56
3.35 1180/1342 3.52
4.75 196/1459 4.80
5.00 1/1480 5.00
3.83 1030/1450 4.14
4.71 483/1409 4.49
4.86 614/1407 4.63
4.50 567/1399 4.44
4.33 79171400 4.47
4.83 104/1179 4.00
4.33 ****/1262 4.25
4.00 ****/1259 4.61
4.33 ****/1256 4.68
3.50 ****/ 788 4.60
4.67 57/ 246 4.80
4.87 21/ 249 4.75
5.00 1/ 242 4.66
4.73 69/ 240 4.64
5.00 ****/ 217 4.56

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.40 4.75
4.23 4.29 4.75
4.27 4.36 4.75
4.21 4.28 4.29
3.98 3.94 4.58
4.07 4.05 3.35
4.16 4.17 4.75
4.68 4.68 5.00
4.09 4.15 4.23
4.42 4.47 4.63
4.69 4.78 4.89
4.26 4.29 4.54
4.27 4.34 4.47
3.96 4.05 4.73
4.05 4.11 ****
4.29 4.34 FF**
4.30 4.28 F***
4.00 3.98 ****
4.20 4.51 4.67
4.11 4.32 4.87
4.40 4.63 5.00
4.20 4.58 4.73
4.04 4.28 F***

Majors
Major 3
Non-major 17

responses to be significant
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

G WNPE

Cre

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

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

ANNNNNNDNDN

[e)le)Ne)Ne N0

[e)le)le)Ne)Ne)]

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 1
0 0 0 1 6
2 0 0 4 1
1 0 0 1 3
0 1 2 4 1
0 0 0 1 2
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 2 4
0 0 1 1 2
0 0 1 1 2
0 0 1 1 1
0 0 1 0 3
8 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 2 2
8 0 0 0 0
Reasons

ouro gy

RO~

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1481 4.90 4.27 4.29 4.40 5.00
4.54 481/1481 4.71 4.12 4.23 4.29 4.54
4.38 63971249 4.66 4.12 4.27 4.36 4.38
4.18 818/1424 4.18 4.05 4.21 4.28 4.18
4.58 252/1396 4.56 4.05 3.98 3.94 4.58
3.54 1101/1342 3.52 3.77 4.07 4.05 3.54
4.69 24271459 4.80 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.69
5.00 1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.68 5.00
4.27 60971450 4.14 3.87 4.09 4.15 4.09
4.22 104971409 4.49 4.36 4.42 4.47 4.30
4.22 1268/1407 4.63 4.54 4.69 4.78 4.26
4.33 753/1399 4.44 4.12 4.26 4.29 4.26
4.33 791/1400 4.47 4.14 4.27 4.34 4.30
4.00 ****/1179 4.00 3.89 3.96 4.05 ****
4.78 40/ 246 4.80 4.43 4.20 4.51 4.78
4.56 69/ 249 4.75 4.45 4.11 4.32 4.56
4.56 106/ 242 4.66 4.54 4.40 4.63 4.56
4.33 137/ 240 4.64 4.53 4.20 4.58 4.33
5.00 ****/ 217 4.56 4.29 4.04 4.28 ****

dits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
-83 4 2.00-2.99 2 C 1
-150 4 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
ad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 15 Non-major 13

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

G WNPE

Cre

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

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

NNNNNNNDNDN

[e)le)Ne)Ne N0

[e)le)le)Ne)Ne)]

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 1
0 0 0 1 6
2 0 0 4 1
1 0 0 1 3
0 1 2 4 1
0 0 0 1 2
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 3 4
0 0 0 1 4
0 0 0 1 5
0 0 0 2 4
0 0 0 0 6
6 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 2 2
8 0 0 0 0
Reasons

PWWwwhH

RO~

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1481 4.90 4.27 4.29 4.40 5.00
4.54 481/1481 4.71 4.12 4.23 4.29 4.54
4.38 63971249 4.66 4.12 4.27 4.36 4.38
4.18 818/1424 4.18 4.05 4.21 4.28 4.18
4.58 252/1396 4.56 4.05 3.98 3.94 4.58
3.54 1101/1342 3.52 3.77 4.07 4.05 3.54
4.69 24271459 4.80 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.69
5.00 1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.68 5.00
4.00 836/1450 4.14 3.87 4.09 4.15 4.09
4.33 96871409 4.49 4.36 4.42 4.47 4.30
4.22 1268/1407 4.63 4.54 4.69 4.78 4.26
4.11 956/1399 4.44 4.12 4.26 4.29 4.26
4.33 791/1400 4.47 4.14 4.27 4.34 4.30
4.00 ****/1179 4.00 3.89 3.96 4.05 ****
4.78 40/ 246 4.80 4.43 4.20 4.51 4.78
4.56 69/ 249 4.75 4.45 4.11 4.32 4.56
4.56 106/ 242 4.66 4.54 4.40 4.63 4.56
4.33 137/ 240 4.64 4.53 4.20 4.58 4.33
5.00 ****/ 217 4.56 4.29 4.04 4.28 ****

dits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
-83 4 2.00-2.99 2 C 1
-150 4 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
ad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 15 Non-major 13

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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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

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

NNNNNNNDNDN

[e)le)Ne)Ne N0

[e)le)le)Ne)Ne)]

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 1 1 1
0 0 0 1 6
2 0 0 4 1
1 0 0 1 3
0 1 2 4 1
0 0 0 1 2
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 5 3
0 0 0 1 4
0 0 0 1 4
0 0 0 1 4
0 0 0 1 5
6 0 0 2 1
0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 0 4
0 0 0 2 2
8 0 0 0 0
Reasons

OwhAIMD

RO~

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1481 4.90 4.27 4.29 4.40 5.00
4.54 481/1481 4.71 4.12 4.23 4.29 4.54
4.38 63971249 4.66 4.12 4.27 4.36 4.38
4.18 818/1424 4.18 4.05 4.21 4.28 4.18
4.58 252/1396 4.56 4.05 3.98 3.94 4.58
3.54 1101/1342 3.52 3.77 4.07 4.05 3.54
4.69 24271459 4.80 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.69
5.00 1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.68 5.00
4.00 836/1450 4.14 3.87 4.09 4.15 4.09
4.33 96871409 4.49 4.36 4.42 4.47 4.30
4.33 1221/1407 4.63 4.54 4.69 4.78 4.26
4.33 753/1399 4.44 4.12 4.26 4.29 4.26
4.22 89071400 4.47 4.14 4.27 4.34 4.30
3.33 ****/1179 4.00 3.89 3.96 4.05 F***
4.78 40/ 246 4.80 4.43 4.20 4.51 4.78
4.56 69/ 249 4.75 4.45 4.11 4.32 4.56
4.56 106/ 242 4.66 4.54 4.40 4.63 4.56
4.33 137/ 240 4.64 4.53 4.20 4.58 4.33
5.00 ****/ 217 4.56 4.29 4.04 4.28 ****

dits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
-83 4 2.00-2.99 2 C 1
-150 4 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
ad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 15 Non-major 13

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

POOOOOOOO

WWwwww

A ABAD
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1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

wo oy,

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNaol NeNe]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1481 4.90 4.27 4.29 4.40 5.00
4.95 6971481 4.71 4.12 4.23 4.29 4.95
4.85 172/1249 4.66 4.12 4.27 4.36 4.85
3.95 102371424 4.18 4.05 4.21 4.28 3.95
4.61 233/1396 4.56 4.05 3.98 3.94 4.61
3.65 1044/1342 3.52 3.77 4.07 4.05 3.65
4.90 10171459 4.80 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.90
5.00 1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.68 5.00
4.68 203/1450 4.14 3.87 4.09 4.15 4.00
4.94 113/1409 4.49 4.36 4.42 4.47 4.64
5.00 1/1407 4.63 4.54 4.69 4.78 4.72
4.88 145/1399 4.44 4.12 4.26 4.29 4.50
4.88 166/1400 4.47 4.14 4.27 4.34 4.50
3.82 75371179 4.00 3.89 3.96 4.05 3.99
4.67 264/1262 4.25 3.70 4.05 4.11 4.67
4.71 40271259 4.61 4.00 4.29 4.34 4.71
4.86 256/1256 4.68 3.88 4.30 4.28 4.86
4.60 152/ 788 4.60 3.82 4.00 3.98 4.60
4.94 16/ 246 4.80 4.43 4.20 4.51 4.94
4.88 19/ 249 4.75 4.45 4.11 4.32 4.88
4.50 113/ 242 4.66 4.54 4.40 4.63 4.50
4.81 51/ 240 4.64 4.53 4.20 4.58 4.81
4._40 81/ 217 4.56 4.29 4.04 4.28 4.40

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 20 Non-major 18

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

16

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1481 4.90 4.27 4.29 4.40 5.00
4.95 6971481 4.71 4.12 4.23 4.29 4.95
4.85 172/1249 4.66 4.12 4.27 4.36 4.85
3.95 102371424 4.18 4.05 4.21 4.28 3.95
4.61 233/1396 4.56 4.05 3.98 3.94 4.61
3.65 1044/1342 3.52 3.77 4.07 4.05 3.65
4.90 10171459 4.80 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.90
5.00 1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.68 5.00
3.31 1294/1450 4.14 3.87 4.09 4.15 4.00
4.33 96871409 4.49 4.36 4.42 4.47 4.64
4.44 115371407 4.63 4.54 4.69 4.78 4.72
4.11 956/1399 4.44 4.12 4.26 4.29 4.50
4.11 977/1400 4.47 4.14 4.27 4.34 4.50
4.17 510/1179 4.00 3.89 3.96 4.05 3.99
4.67 264/1262 4.25 3.70 4.05 4.11 4.67
4.71 40271259 4.61 4.00 4.29 4.34 4.71
4.86 256/1256 4.68 3.88 4.30 4.28 4.86
4.60 152/ 788 4.60 3.82 4.00 3.98 4.60
4.94 16/ 246 4.80 4.43 4.20 4.51 4.94
4.88 19/ 249 4.75 4.45 4.11 4.32 4.88
4.50 113/ 242 4.66 4.54 4.40 4.63 4.50
4.81 51/ 240 4.64 4.53 4.20 4.58 4.81
4._40 81/ 217 4.56 4.29 4.04 4.28 4.40

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 20 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0401 University of Maryland Page 164

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB Baltimore County JUN 13, 2006
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A) Spring 2006 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 21
Questionnaires: 19 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 0 0 0 0 1 2 16 4.79 256/1481 4.90 4.27 4.29 4.40 4.79
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 6 13 4.68 299/1481 4.71 4.12 4.23 4.29 4.68
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 16 4.79 21971249 4.66 4.12 4.27 4.36 4.79
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 1 4 2 11 4.28 717/1424 4.18 4.05 4.21 4.28 4.28
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 1 1 4 11 4.47 321/1396 4.56 4.05 3.98 3.94 4.47
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 1 3 3 6 4 3.53 1106/1342 3.52 3.77 4.07 4.05 3.53
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 2 17 4.89 107/1459 4.80 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.89
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 5.00 1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.68 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 1 10 6 4.29 588/1450 4.14 3.87 4.09 4.15 4.25
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 0 0 1 5 10 4.56 69371409 4.49 4.36 4.42 4.47 4.49
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0 0 0 2 14 4.88 568/1407 4.63 4.54 4.69 4.78 4.85
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0 0 0 6 10 4.63 431/1399 4.44 4.12 4.26 4.29 4.56
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 1 3 12 4.69 397/1400 4.47 4.14 4.27 4.34 4.68
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 7 2 0 2 1 3 3.38 956/1179 4.00 3.89 3.96 4.05 3.29
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 0 1 5 0 3.83 84271262 4.25 3.70 4.05 4.11 3.83
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 0 0 1 1 4 4.50 588/1259 4.61 4.00 4.29 4.34 4.50
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 0 0 1 1 4 4.50 571/1256 4.68 3.88 4.30 4.28 4.50
4. Were special techniques successful 13 3 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 ****/ 788 4.60 3.82 4.00 3.98 *F***
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 3 0 0 0 0 3 13 4.81 33/ 246 4.80 4.43 4.20 4.51 4.81
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 3 0 O O 1 1 14 4.81 31/ 249 4.75 4.45 4.11 4.32 4.81
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 3 0 0O 0 1 4 11 4.63 94/ 242 4.66 4.54 4.40 4.63 4.63
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 3 0 0 0 0 3 13 4.81 51/ 240 4.64 4.53 4.20 4.58 4.81
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 3 9 0 0 0 2 5 4.71 42/ 217 4.56 4.29 4.04 4.28 4.71
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General 1 Under-grad 19 Non-major 18
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 1 ##Ht - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 16
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0401 University of Maryland Page 165

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB Baltimore County JUN 13, 2006
Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2006 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 21
Questionnaires: 19 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 0 0 0 0 1 2 16 4.79 256/1481 4.90 4.27 4.29 4.40 4.79
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 6 13 4.68 299/1481 4.71 4.12 4.23 4.29 4.68
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 16 4.79 21971249 4.66 4.12 4.27 4.36 4.79
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 1 4 2 11 4.28 717/1424 4.18 4.05 4.21 4.28 4.28
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 1 1 4 11 4.47 321/1396 4.56 4.05 3.98 3.94 4.47
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 1 3 3 6 4 3.53 1106/1342 3.52 3.77 4.07 4.05 3.53
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 2 17 4.89 107/1459 4.80 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.89
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 5.00 1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.68 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 0 0 1 9 4 4.21 672/1450 4.14 3.87 4.09 4.15 4.25
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 7 0 0 0 2 3 7 4.42 878/1409 4.49 4.36 4.42 4.47 4.49
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 7 0 0 0 0 2 10 4.83 65971407 4.63 4.54 4.69 4.78 4.85
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 0 0 1 4 7 4.50 567/1399 4.44 4.12 4.26 4.29 4.56
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 0 0 0 1 2 9 4.67 421/1400 4.47 4.14 4.27 4.34 4.68
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 6 2 0 0 1 2 3.20 101171179 4.00 3.89 3.96 4.05 3.29
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 0 1 5 0 3.83 84271262 4.25 3.70 4.05 4.11 3.83
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 0 0 1 1 4 4.50 588/1259 4.61 4.00 4.29 4.34 4.50
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 0 0 1 1 4 4.50 571/1256 4.68 3.88 4.30 4.28 4.50
4. Were special techniques successful 13 3 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 ****/ 788 4.60 3.82 4.00 3.98 *F***
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 3 0 0 0 0 3 13 4.81 33/ 246 4.80 4.43 4.20 4.51 4.81
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 3 0 O O 1 1 14 4.81 31/ 249 4.75 4.45 4.11 4.32 4.81
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 3 0 0O 0 1 4 11 4.63 94/ 242 4.66 4.54 4.40 4.63 4.63
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 3 0 0 0 0 3 13 4.81 51/ 240 4.64 4.53 4.20 4.58 4.81
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 3 9 0 0 0 2 5 4.71 42/ 217 4.56 4.29 4.04 4.28 4.71
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General 1 Under-grad 19 Non-major 18
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 1 ##Ht - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 16
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 275 0101

Title MICROBIOLOGY

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 178

Questionnaires: 89

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
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JUN 13, 2006

Job

IRBR3029
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: BIOL 275 0101 University of Maryland Page 166

Title MICROBIOLOGY Baltimore County JUN 13, 2006
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A) Spring 2006 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 178

Questionnaires: 89 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 21 0.00-0.99 1 A 18 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 22
28-55 14 1.00-1.99 1 B 31
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 11 C 21 General 4 Under-grad 89 Non-major 67
84-150 13 3.00-3.49 17 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 24 F 1 Electives 3 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 67
? 4



Course-Section: BIOL 275 0101

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

167

JUN 13, 2006

Job

IRBR3029

Title MICROBIOLOGY
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 178
Questionnaires: 89
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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Course-Section: BIOL 275 0101 University of Maryland Page 167

Title MICROBIOLOGY Baltimore County JUN 13, 2006
Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2006 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 178

Questionnaires: 89 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 21 0.00-0.99 1 A 18 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 22
28-55 14 1.00-1.99 1 B 31
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 11 C 21 General 4 Under-grad 89 Non-major 67
84-150 13 3.00-3.49 17 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 24 F 1 Electives 3 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 67
? 4



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0101

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

GO WNE A WNPE

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

ARRRRPRPRRER

WEREENDN

NNNN N

PRPONMPRLROOO
OO0ORFrRORrRRFRPROOO
OOONFPORrROO
AO~NWWNNP®W
OouUToooN~NON

N, OOO
RPOOOO
OFRLrNOO
0 Ul W ww
NO OO~

wWwoOoo
[eNoNak g
OO0OO0ORr
OoOwWr w
ONNP

coooo
roooo
cor oo
ANR RO
GO wo o~

ooo
ooco
ooo
ooo
R OR

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.35 729/1481 4.52
4.15 91771481 4.24
4.30 70371249 4.38
4.21 784/1424 4.38
3.81 86971396 4.16
4.00 755/1342 4.11
3.85 1086/1459 3.93
5.00 1/1480 4.82
3.94 931/1450 4.12
4.32 99071409 4.54
4.42 1168/1407 4.73
3.95 104971399 4.15
4.00 101771400 4.29
3.63 853/1179 3.96
3.44 1018/1262 3.78
4.56 548/1259 4.35
4.00 901/1256 3.99
5_00 ****/ 788 E = =
4.50 74/ 246 4.59
4.29 122/ 249 4.46
4.21 170/ 242 4.55
4.50 103/ 240 4.57
3.79 149/ 217 4.27
4_00 ****/ 68 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

21
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JUN 13, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.40 4.35
4.23 4.29 4.15
4.27 4.36 4.30
4.21 4.28 4.21
3.98 3.94 3.81
4.07 4.05 4.00
4.16 4.17 3.85
4.68 4.68 5.00
4.09 4.15 3.94
4.42 4.47 4.32
4.69 4.78 4.42
4.26 4.29 3.95
4.27 4.34 4.00
3.96 4.05 3.63
4.05 4.11 3.44
4.29 4.34 4.56
4.30 4.28 4.00
4.00 3.98 ****
4.20 4.51 4.50
4.11 4.32 4.29
4.40 4.63 4.21
4.20 4.58 4.50
4.04 4.28 3.79
4.49 5.00 *x**
4.53 4.83 Fxx*
4.44 4.00 Fxx*

Majors
Major 5
Non-major 16

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0201

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 22
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A WN P

O WNPE

Questions

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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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JUN 13, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.40 4.50
4.23 4.29 4.32
4.27 4.36 4.36
4.21 4.28 4.48
3.98 3.94 4.00
4.07 4.05 4.10
4.16 4.17 3.68
4.68 4.68 4.95
4.09 4.15 4.00
4.42 4.47 4.50
4.69 4.78 4.86
4.26 4.29 4.05
4.27 4.34 4.32
3.96 4.05 3.72
4.05 4.11 3.75
4.29 4.34 4.38
4.30 4.28 4.63
4.00 3.98 FF**
4.20 4.51 4.28
4.11 4.32 4.56
4.40 4.63 4.61
4.20 4.58 4.61
4.04 4.28 4.28
4.49 5.00 F***
4.53 4.83 ****
4.44 4.00 FFx*
4.35 4.72 FrFF*
3.92 3.55 Fx**
4.30 4.67 F***
4.00 4.07 ****
4.60 4.64 FF**
4.26 4.69 KFx*
4.55 4.44 FF*x*
4.75 4.50 FFx*
4.65 4.66 FF**
4.83 4.43 F*F*F*
4.82 5.00 ****



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0201

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 22

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 169
JUN 13, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 6
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5

=T TOO

NOOOORrEFL,O®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

20

Graduate 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0301

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 21

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

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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University of Maryland
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

P WWE

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean
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Instructor

Rank

53171481
843/1481
393/1249
287/1424
451/1396
527/1342
100471459
1178/1480
71271450

400/1409
804/1407
78371399
79171400
590/1179

931/1262
895/1259
90171256

53/ 246
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63/ 242
76/ 240
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21
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JUN 13, 2006

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.40 4.52
4.23 4.29 4.24
4.27 4.36 4.62
4.21 4.28 4.67
3.98 3.94 4.31
4.07 4.05 4.28
4.16 4.17 3.95
4.68 4.68 4.30
4.09 4.15 4.18
4.42 4.47 4.76
4.69 4.78 4.76
4.26 4.29 4.30
4.27 4.34 4.33
3.96 4.05 4.00
4.05 4.11 3.67
4.29 4.34 4.00
4.30 4.28 4.00
4.00 3.98 ****
4.20 4.51 4.71
4.11 4.32 4.41
4.40 4.63 4.75
4.20 4.58 4.71
4.04 4.28 4.59

Majors
Major 4
Non-major 17

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0401

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 23

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
4.29 4.40 4.38
4.23 4.29 4.38
4.27 4.36 4.48
4.21 4.28 4.25
3.98 3.94 4.15
4.07 4.05 4.10
4.16 4.17 4.10
4.68 4.68 5.00
4.09 4.15 4.11
4.42 4.47 4.50
4.69 4.78 4.85
4.26 4.29 4.40
4.27 4.34 4.35
3.96 4.05 4.16
4.05 4.11 3.63
4.29 4.34 4.00
4.30 4.28 3.50
4.00 3.98 FF**
4.20 4.51 4.72
4.11 4.32 4.39
4.40 4.63 4.67
4.20 4.58 4.44
4.04 4.28 4.61
4.49 5.00 F***
4.53 4.83 ****
4.44 4.00 FFx*
4.35 4.72 FrFF*
3.92 3.55 Fx**
4.30 4.67 FF**
4.00 4.07 ****
4.60 4.64 FF**
4.26 4.69 KFx*
4.42 4.80 FF**
4.55 4.44 FF*F*
4.75 4.50 FF**
4.65 4.66 FF**
4.83 4.43 FF**
4.82 5.00 F***



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0401

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 21

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 171
JUN 13, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Majors

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

=T TOO

OO0OO0OO0OFrRrRWON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

18

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0501

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

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

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

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

Other

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.87 188/1481 4.52
4.13 934/1481 4.24
4.13 832/1249 4.38
4.31 684/1424 4.38
4.55 274/1396 4.16
4.08 71371342 4.11
4.07 92971459 3.93
4.87 756/1480 4.82
4.40 473/1450 4.12
4.60 64871409 4.54
4.73 861/1407 4.73
4.07 980/1399 4.15
4.47 636/1400 4.29
4.29 419/1179 3.96
4.40 437/1262 3.78
4.80 304/1259 4.35
3.80 102571256 3.99
5_00 **-k*/ 788 E = =
4.75 44/ 246 4.59
4.67 53/ 249 4.46
4.50 113/ 242 4.55
4.58 93/ 240 4.57
4.09 126/ 217 4.27
5_00 ****/ 68 E = =
4 B 50 **-k-k/ 59 E = =
5_00 ****/ 51 E =
4_00 **-k-k/ 31 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.40 4.87
4.23 4.29 4.13
4.27 4.36 4.13
4.21 4.28 4.31
3.98 3.94 4.55
4.07 4.05 4.08
4.16 4.17 4.07
4.68 4.68 4.87
4.09 4.15 4.40
4.42 4.47 4.60
4.69 4.78 4.73
4.26 4.29 4.07
4.27 4.34 4.47
3.96 4.05 4.29
4.05 4.11 4.40
4.29 4.34 4.80
4.30 4.28 3.80
4.00 3.98 ****
4.20 4.51 4.75
4.11 4.32 4.67
4.40 4.63 4.50
4.20 4.58 4.58
4.04 4.28 4.09
4.49 5.00 ****
4.30 4.67 F***
4.00 4.07 ****
4.60 4.64 F***
4.26 4.69 FF**
4.42 4.80 F***

Majors
Major 3
Non-major 12

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION

Instructor:

FREELAND, STEPH (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 258

Questionnaires: 100

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 301 0101
ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION

FREELAND, STEPH (Instr.

258
100

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Page 173
JUN 13, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Majors

00-27 4
28-55 11
56-83 19
84-150 17
Grad. 0

Required for Majors

Graduate 0

Under-grad 100

Non-major 54

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



Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 258

Questionnaires: 100

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

174

JUN 13, 2006

Job

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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 301 0101
ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Page 174
JUN 13, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Majors

00-27 4
28-55 11
56-83 19
84-150 17
Grad. 0

(Instr.
258
100
Cum. GPA
0.00-0.99 3
1.00-1.99 0
2.00-2.99 7
3.00-3.49 18
3.50-4.00 27

Required for Majors

Graduate 0

Under-grad 100

Non-major 54

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



Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION
Instructor: (Instr. C)
Enrollment: 258

Questionnaires: 100

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page

175

JUN 13, 2006

Job

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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

IN

IN
OrRrRFREFLO NNNODN [ NeoNeoNe) [N eNeoNeoNe] PRPONWNOOO

RRPROO

oOoOoRr oo

Frequencies
1 2 3
2 4 15
0 7 22
3 4 21
2 4 14
10 9 27
10 5 13
1 3 16
0O 0 oO
1 1 15
0O 0 4
0O 0 1
0 1 11
0 3 8
2 3 7
5 0 4
3 0 4
2 0 3
3 0 4
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
1 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 1 0
1 0 O
1 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
1 0 O
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0O 0 1

[eNeoNoNoNo] [cNeoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNe] o W U1

[eNeoNoNoNo]

RRRPE RRRPRE RPRRNPE

PR RPR

WHhADPAWWWDAIEDN
VONNANOOR

98671481
100071481
893/1249
119771424
1130/1396
120771342
809/1459
21171480
997/1450

63371409
728/1407
78371399
74171400
457/1179

ek /1262
ok /1259
ok /1256
*xx/ 788

*xkxf 246
*xxxf 249
*xxRf 242
wxkxf 240
wxkxf 217

Fkkk [ 69
Fhxk [ 63

Fkkk [ 36
Fhxk [ 41

Fkkk [ 34

WHhAPAWWWDAIEDS
QCONNANOOR

O0FRPJINFRPWOOW

EE

EE 2

Fokkk

EaE

Fokkk

EE

EE

EE

EE

EE

EE

Fokkk

EE

EE

EE

EE

EE

Fokkk

EE

E = =

EE

EE

EE

E = =

WhPAPWADDIEDLN
WOONOOREN

NhO~NOONNSN

EE

E

Fokkk

EaE

EE

EE

EE

EE

Fokkk

EE

E =

EE

EE

Fokkk

E =

AADMPMODDIES
OOFRPOONNNN

OCOONORFRNWO

AAADMDIMIADIMDID
PORPEFPONNNN

OQUINNONOOWO

WAhAPWWWAPMD
N
e

ABADAMDID
N
N

Fkkk

*kkKk

EE

*kk*k

X

*kk*k

X

Fokkk

*kkk

*kk*k

EE

*kk*k

X

E

*kk*k

*kkk

*kk*k

*kk*k

Fokhk

*kkk



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 301 0101
ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Page 175
JUN 13, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Majors

00-27 4
28-55 11
56-83 19
84-150 17
Grad. 0

(Instr.
258
100
Cum. GPA
0.00-0.99 3
1.00-1.99 0
2.00-2.99 7
3.00-3.49 18
3.50-4.00 27

Required for Majors

Graduate 0

Under-grad 100

Non-major 54

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI

Instructor:

BRADLEY, BRIAN (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 276

Questionnaires: 59

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.29 3.21
4.23 2.85
4.28 3.27
4 . 27 . = = 3
4.00 3.74
4 B 12 E = =
4.17 3.30
4.65 3.42
4.10 2.94
4.43 3.35
4.67 3.57
4.27 2.66
4.28 2.85
4.02 2.80
4.14 2.44
4.34 2.78
4.34 2.67
4 B 07 E = =
4 . 20 ke = =
4 B 23 E = = 3
4 B 36 E = = 3
3 . 96 E = =
4 . 11 k. = =
4 . 70 E = =
4 . 66 = = 3
4 . 56 *kkXx
4 B 48 E = = 3
4 . 43 E = = 3
4 B 48 E = = 3
4 . 13 E = = 3
4 . 33 k. = =
3 . 90 *kkXx
4 B OO E = = 3
4 _ 88 E = =
4 B 67 E = = 3
4 . 88 HhkAhk
4 . 67 k. = =
4 _ 67 E = =



Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101 University of Maryland Page 176

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI Baltimore County JUN 13, 2006
Instructor: BRADLEY, BRIAN (Instr. A) Spring 2006 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 276

Questionnaires: 59 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 22 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 3 Major 11
28-55 7 1.00-1.99 0 B 23
56-83 12 2.00-2.99 4 C 2 General 0 Under-grad 56 Non-major 48
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 9 D 0
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 13 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 43
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 276

Questionnaires: 59

Questions

Frequencies

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.29 3.21
4.23 2.85
4.28 3.27
4 . 27 . = = 3
4.00 3.74
4 B 12 E = =
4.17 3.30
4.65 3.42
4.10 2.94
4.43 3.35
4.67 3.57
4.27 2.66
4.28 2.85
4.02 2.80
4.14 2.44
4.34 2.78
4.34 2.67
4 B 07 E = =
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4 . 43 E = = 3
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4 . 13 E = = 3
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Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI
Instructor: (Instr.
Enrollment: 276
Questionnaires: 59
Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 7 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 12 2.00-2.99 4
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 9
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 13

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

43

Page 177
JUN 13, 2006
Job IRBR3029
Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 11

Under-grad 56 Non-major 48

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0201

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

178
2006
3029

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

I =
WwWOo R © NNOAWO OO

ONDNW

Moo o

ARADMWWDMDIEDS
a
o)

IV NI N NN
~
~

N = T T1O O
OOO0OOO0OWON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Page

JUN 13,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.36 72971481 4.24 4.27 4.29 4.29
4.50 517/1481 4.34 4.12 4.23 4.23
4.00 89371249 4.16 4.12 4.27 4.28
4.27 717/1424 4.20 4.05 4.21 4.27
3.58 1036/1396 3.78 4.05 3.98 4.00
3.77 980/1342 4.02 3.77 4.07 4.12
4.38 635/1459 4.16 4.09 4.16 4.17
4.92 56171480 4.93 4.84 4.68 4.65
4.56 296/1450 4.35 3.87 4.09 4.10
4.69 514/1409 4.67 4.36 4.42 4.43
4.85 636/1407 4.77 4.54 4.69 4.67
4.77 256/1399 4.52 4.12 4.26 4.27
4.54 56171400 4.56 4.14 4.27 4.28
3.25 997/1179 3.93 3.89 3.96 4.02
4.33 507/1262 3.78 3.70 4.05 4.14
4.17 836/1259 4.01 4.00 4.29 4.34
4.00 901/1256 3.91 3.88 4.30 4.34
1.67 ****/ 788 2.67 3.82 4.00 4.07
4.44 89/ 246 4.34 4.43 4.20 4.20
4.33 114/ 249 4.55 4.45 4.11 4.23
4.56 106/ 242 4.51 4.54 4.40 4.36
4.44 115/ 240 4.48 4.53 4.20 3.96
4.22 110/ 217 4.58 4.29 4.04 4.11
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 15 Non-major

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0202

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 179
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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

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

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

Other

[
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.18 928/1481 4.24 4.27 4.29 4.29 4.18
4.33 736/1481 4.34 4.12 4.23 4.23 4.33
4.10 854/1249 4.16 4.12 4.27 4.28 4.10
4.10 90871424 4.20 4.05 4.21 4.27 4.10
3.91 801/1396 3.78 4.05 3.98 4.00 3.91
4.20 592/1342 4.02 3.77 4.07 4.12 4.20
3.90 104871459 4.16 4.09 4.16 4.17 3.90
5.00 1/1480 4.93 4.84 4.68 4.65 5.00
4.17 722/1450 4.35 3.87 4.09 4.10 4.37
4.67 55971409 4.67 4.36 4.42 4.43 4.55
4.89 54571407 4.77 4.54 4.69 4.67 4.82
4.50 567/1399 4.52 4.12 4.26 4.27 4.50
4.60 49271400 4.56 4.14 4.27 4.28 4.61
4.40 340/1179 3.93 3.89 3.96 4.02 4.37
3.17 110871262 3.78 3.70 4.05 4.14 3.17
3.67 1067/1259 4.01 4.00 4.29 4.34 3.67
3.60 1084/1256 3.91 3.88 4.30 4.34 3.60
2.67 749/ 788 2.67 3.82 4.00 4.07 2.67
4.38 106/ 246 4.34 4.43 4.20 4.20 4.38
4.86 23/ 249 4.55 4.45 4.11 4.23 4.86
4.71 71/ 242 4.51 4.54 4.40 4.36 4.71
4.43 119/ 240 4.48 4.53 4.20 3.96 4.43
4._86 27/ 217 4.58 4.29 4.04 4.11 4.86

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 11 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0202

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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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

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

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
4.18 928/1481 4.24 4.27 4.29 4.29 4.18
4.33 736/1481 4.34 4.12 4.23 4.23 4.33
4.10 854/1249 4.16 4.12 4.27 4.28 4.10
4.10 90871424 4.20 4.05 4.21 4.27 4.10
3.91 801/1396 3.78 4.05 3.98 4.00 3.91
4.20 592/1342 4.02 3.77 4.07 4.12 4.20
3.90 104871459 4.16 4.09 4.16 4.17 3.90
5.00 1/1480 4.93 4.84 4.68 4.65 5.00
4.57 281/1450 4.35 3.87 4.09 4.10 4.37
4.43 865/1409 4.67 4.36 4.42 4.43 4.55
4.75 823/1407 4.77 4.54 4.69 4.67 4.82
4.50 567/1399 4.52 4.12 4.26 4.27 4.50
4.63 468/1400 4.56 4.14 4.27 4.28 4.61
4.33 384/1179 3.93 3.89 3.96 4.02 4.37
3.17 110871262 3.78 3.70 4.05 4.14 3.17
3.67 1067/1259 4.01 4.00 4.29 4.34 3.67
3.60 1084/1256 3.91 3.88 4.30 4.34 3.60
2.67 749/ 788 2.67 3.82 4.00 4.07 2.67
4.38 106/ 246 4.34 4.43 4.20 4.20 4.38
4.86 23/ 249 4.55 4.45 4.11 4.23 4.86
4.71 71/ 242 4.51 4.54 4.40 4.36 4.71
4.43 119/ 240 4.48 4.53 4.20 3.96 4.43
4._86 27/ 217 4.58 4.29 4.04 4.11 4.86

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 11 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 17
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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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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[
OWNODhUIOOO

10

12

RPOORrRO OORrOoOo WO~NOO NNNN

el NeoNoNo]

Mean

ArhWDWADEDS

AN wWhADdD

awhob Wwhobw ABADAMAD

~rObhwhH

Instructor

Rank
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646/1481
611/1249
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98571396
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.29 4.24
4.23 4.23 4.41
4.27 4.28 4.41
4.21 4.27 4.12
3.98 4.00 3.67
4.07 4.12 4.00
4.16 4.17 3.94
4.68 4.65 4.81
4.09 4.10 4.42
4.42 4.43 4.53
4.69 4.67 4.53
4.26 4.27 4.35
4.27 4.28 4.65
3.96 4.02 3.88
4.05 4.14 F***
4.29 4.34 FEx*
4.30 4.34 FFx*
4.00 4.07 F***
4.20 4.20 4.20
4.11 4.23 4.53
4.40 4.36 4.20
4.20 3.96 4.40
4.04 4.11 4.33
4.49 4.70 FHFF*
4.53 4.66 F*F**
4.44 4.56 FF**
4.35 4.48 FF**
3.92 4.43 F***
4.30 4.48 FF**
4.00 4.13 ****
4.60 4.33 F***
4.26 3.90 FF**
4.42 4.00 FF**
4.55 4.88 FF**
4.75 4.67 FF**
4.65 4.88 F***
4.83 4.67 FF**
4.82 4.67 FF**



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 17

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Majors

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

=T TOO

RPOOOOOOO®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Graduate 0
Under-grad 17 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0302

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

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

NOOOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNe]

NNNN N

[eNoNoNol NeoloNoNo]
OO0ORrRPOFrPROOOO
OO0OO0ORrRFPOOOR
POWRAOWWWHN
PNWAhWOOON

[EN

[eNoNoNoNe]
RPOOOO
NOOOO
WWN PP
abrpsrbdDN

wooo
rooo
cocoo
oronN
RRNO

[eNoNoNoNe]
[eNoNoNoNe]
[cNoNeoNeN
OORrOoOPr
WWWN N

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

2
AORPOMONOO

N Oota o

0Woo~N O~

WhDAWADAMDIDN

wWhhADdDN

WWwhrw

ADdADDSN

=T TOO
NOOOOoOOoOOoOwWU

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.00 106971481 4.24
4.17 90971481 4.34
4.22 765/1249 4.16
4.17 840/1424 4.20
3.47 109871396 3.78
4.17 626/1342 4.02
4.28 757/1459 4.16
4.89 729/1480 4.93
4.19 702/1450 4.35
4.78 38371409 4.67
4.67 96371407 4.77
4.56 513/1399 4.52
4.44 658/1400 4.56
3.83 73971179 3.93
4.43 418/1262 3.78
4.71 402/1259 4.01
4.57 532/1256 3.91
3.75 ****/ 788 2.67
4.36 109/ 246 4.34
4.82 31/ 249 4.55
4.55 107/ 242 4.51
4.73 71/ 240 4.48
4.73 41/ 217 4.58

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.29 4.00
4.23 4.23 4.17
4.27 4.28 4.22
4.21 4.27 4.17
3.98 4.00 3.47
4.07 4.12 4.17
4.16 4.17 4.28
4.68 4.65 4.89
4.09 4.10 4.19
4.42 4.43 4.78
4.69 4.67 4.67
4.26 4.27 4.56
4.27 4.28 4.44
3.96 4.02 3.83
4.05 4.14 4.43
4.29 4.34 4.71
4.30 4.34 4.57
4.00 4.07 ****
4.20 4.20 4.36
4.11 4.23 4.82
4.40 4.36 4.55
4.20 3.96 4.73
4.04 4.11 4.73
Majors
Major 14
Non-major 4

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0401

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

GO WNE A WNPE

FNEN

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
. Did presentations contribute to what you learned

NORRPFPOOOO

00 00 00 oOoOor oo

NWWwww

15
15

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

[oNe]
[oNe]
[oNe]
[oNe]
[oNe]

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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5
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

15

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.56 496/1481 4.24
4.38 69371481 4.34
4.31 695/1249 4.16
4.44 521/1424 4.20
4.21 536/1396 3.78
3.93 845/1342 4.02
4.47 520/1459 4.16
4.88 743/1480 4.93
4.43 445/1450 4.35
4.88 231/1409 4.67
4.94 350/1407 4.77
4.67 376/1399 4.52
4.63 468/1400 4.56
4.42 331/1179 3.93
3.75 887/1262 3.78
4.00 895/1259 4.01
3.88 996/1256 3.91
5.00 ****/ 788 2.67
4.38 104/ 246 4.34
4.46 86/ 249 4.55
4.62 96/ 242 4.51
4.77 62/ 240 4.48
4.64 51/ 217 4.58
5_00 ****/ 68 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

16
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.29 4.56
4.23 4.23 4.38
4.27 4.28 4.31
4.21 4.27 4.44
3.98 4.00 4.21
4.07 4.12 3.93
4.16 4.17 4.47
4.68 4.65 4.88
4.09 4.10 4.43
4.42 4.43 4.88
4.69 4.67 4.94
4.26 4.27 4.67
4.27 4.28 4.63
3.96 4.02 4.42
4.05 4.14 3.75
4.29 4.34 4.00
4.30 4.34 3.88
4.00 4.07 ****
4.20 4.20 4.38
4.11 4.23 4.46
4.40 4.36 4.62
4.20 3.96 4.77
4.04 4.11 4.64
4.49 4.70 Fx**
4.35 4.48 *r**

Majors
Major 14
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0501

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB

Instructor:

CARUSO, STEVEN

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

GO WNE A WNPE

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

WOOOO0OOOO0OOo

NNBR R
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0
0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.18 93871481 4.24
4.24 843/1481 4.34
3.94 945/1249 4.16
4.18 82971424 4.20
3.69 96571396 3.78
3.88 89871342 4.02
4.24 792/1459 4.16
5.00 1/1480 4.93
4.14 741/1450 4.35
4.69 52971409 4.67
4.75 823/1407 4.77
4.31 773/1399 4.52
4.47 63671400 4.56
3.40 945/1179 3.93
3.86 82971262 3.78
3.83 101271259 4.01
3.83 1012/1256 3.91
3.00 ****/ 788 2.67
4.25 130/ 246 4.34
4.00 145/ 249 4.55
4.25 168/ 242 4.51
4.18 153/ 240 4.48
4.42 79/ 217 4.58
5_00 ****/ 68 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.29 4.18
4.23 4.23 4.24
4.27 4.28 3.94
4.21 4.27 4.18
3.98 4.00 3.69
4.07 4.12 3.88
4.16 4.17 4.24
4.68 4.65 5.00
4.09 4.10 4.14
4.42 4.43 4.69
4.69 4.67 4.75
4.26 4.27 4.31
4.27 4.28 4.47
3.96 4.02 3.40
4.05 4.14 3.86
4.29 4.34 3.83
4.30 4.34 3.83
4.00 4.07 ****
4.20 4.20 4.25
4.11 4.23 4.00
4.40 4.36 4.25
4.20 3.96 4.18
4.04 4.11 4.42
4.49 4.70 F***
4.53 4.66 ****
4.44 4.56 F***

Majors
Major 11
Non-major 6

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 303 0101

University of Maryland

RrOoORrRO R OR oo PO D

[oNe]

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.29 792/1481 4.29
3.95 1070/1481 3.95
3.78 103671249 3.78
3.66 99271396 3.66
3_64 ****/1342 E = =
3.89 106371459 3.89
4.96 351/1480 4.96
3.55 120971450 3.58
4.59 670/1409 4.55
4.74 842/1407 4.60
4.05 984/1399 4.00
4.14 95371400 4.09
4.47 283/1179 4.10
2.84 1184/1262 2.84
3.04 1160/1259 3.04
2.96 1177/1256 2.96
4_00 **-k*/ 788 E = =
1 B OO **-k*/ 249 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 63 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 36 E = =
1_00 ****/ 41 E =
l . 00 ****/ 55 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.29 4.29
4.23 4.23 3.95
4.27 4.28 3.78
4.21 4.27 FF**
3.98 4.00 3.66
4.07 4.12 ****
4.16 4.17 3.89
4.68 4.65 4.96
4.09 4.10 3.58
4.42 4.43 4.55
4.69 4.67 4.60
4.26 4.27 4.00
4.27 4.28 4.09
3.96 4.02 4.10
4.05 4.14 2.84
4.29 4.34 3.04
4.30 4.34 2.96
4.00 4.07 ****
4.20 4.20 F***
4.11 4.23 F***
4.49 4.70 F***
4.53 4.66 F***
4.44 4.56 Fr**
4.30 4.48 FF**
4.60 4.33 ****
4.26 3.90 F***
4.42 4.00 F***
4.55 4.88 ****
4.65 4.88 ****

Majors
Major 52
Non-major 47

responses to be significant

Title CELL BIOLOGY Baltimore County
Instructor: BLUMBERG, DAPHN (Instr. A) Spring 2006
Enrollment: 270
Questionnaires: 99 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 1 3 15 27
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 1 8 22 32
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 13 23 31
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 75 3 1 6 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 1 8 10 20 28
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 87 1 1 3 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 1 6 7 21 20
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 3 1 0 0 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 14 1 3 5 31 33
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 2 2 3 21
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 1 1 3 12
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 4 3 13 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 4 4 13 31
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 1 4 1 4 24
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 74 0 8 1 7 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 73 0 7 2 6 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 74 0 7 2 5 7
4. Were special techniques successful 74 21 0 0 1 2
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 98 0 1 0 0 0
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 98 0 1 O O O
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 97 1 0 0 0 0
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 97 1 0 O 1 0
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 97 1 0 0 0 0
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 98 0 0 0 1 0
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 98 O O O 0 ©
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 98 0 1 0 0 0
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 98 0 0 0 0 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 98 0 0 0 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 98 0 1 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 2 A 39 Required for Majors
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 30
56-83 27 2.00-2.99 11 c 16 General
84-150 21 3.00-3.49 22 D 1
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 28 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other

92



Course-Section: BIOL 303 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.29 792/1481 4.29
3.95 1070/1481 3.95
3.78 103671249 3.78
3.67 ****/1424 FF**
3.66 99271396 3.66
3_64 ****/1342 E = =
3.89 106371459 3.89
4.96 351/1480 4.96
3.61 118971450 3.58
4.51 750/1409 4.55
4.45 115371407 4.60
3.95 104971399 4.00
4.05 1004/1400 4.09
3.72 81371179 4.10
2.84 1184/1262 2.84
3.04 1160/1259 3.04
2.96 1177/1256 2.96
4_00 **-k*/ 788 E = =
1 B OO **-k*/ 249 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 63 E = =
5 B OO **-k*/ 36 E = =
1_00 ****/ 41 E =
l . 00 ****/ 55 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.29 4.29
4.23 4.23 3.95
4.27 4.28 3.78
4.21 4.27 FF**
3.98 4.00 3.66
4.07 4.12 ****
4.16 4.17 3.89
4.68 4.65 4.96
4.09 4.10 3.58
4.42 4.43 4.55
4.69 4.67 4.60
4.26 4.27 4.00
4.27 4.28 4.09
3.96 4.02 4.10
4.05 4.14 2.84
4.29 4.34 3.04
4.30 4.34 2.96
4.00 4.07 ****
4.20 4.20 F***
4.11 4.23 F***
4.49 4.70 F***
4.53 4.66 F***
4.44 4.56 Fr**
4.30 4.48 FF**
4.60 4.33 Fxxx
4.26 3.90 F***
4.42 4.00 F***
4.55 4.88 ****
4.65 4.88 ****

Majors
Major 52
Non-major 47

responses to be significant

Title CELL BIOLOGY Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2006
Enrollment: 270
Questionnaires: 99 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 1 3 15 27 53
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 1 8 22 32 36
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 13 23 31 30
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 75 3 1 6 5 9
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 1 8 10 20 28 31
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 87 1 1 3 2 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 1 6 7 21 20 42
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 3 1 0 0 0 94
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 20 0 3 4 22 42 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 11 0 1 4 4 19 60
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 12 0 4 0 7 18 58
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 13 0 4 7 12 29 34
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 12 0 4 5 15 22 41
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 9 10 6 8 18 18 30
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 74 0 8 1 7 5 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 73 0 7 2 6 5 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 74 0 7 2 5 7 4
4. Were special techniques successful 74 21 0 0 1 2 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 98 0 1 0 0 0 0
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 98 0 1 0O O O O
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 97 1 0 0 0 0 1
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 97 1 0 O 1 0 O
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 97 1 0 0 0 0 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 98 0 0 0 1 0 0
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 98 0O O O O0 o0 1
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 98 0 1 0 0 0 0
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 98 0 0 0 0 0 1
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 98 0 0 0 0 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 98 0 1 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 2 A 39 Required for Majors 0
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 30
56-83 27 2.00-2.99 11 cC 16 General 0
84-150 21 3.00-3.49 22 D 1
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 28 F 0 Electives 0
P 0
1 0 Other 92
? 5



Course-Section: BIOL 303L 0201

Title CELL BIOLOGY LAB
Instructor: MACKAY, BRYAN
Enrollment: 76

Questionnaires: 70

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

51
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.26 831/1481 4.26 4.27 4.29 4.29 4.26
4.55 458/1481 4.55 4.12 4.23 4.23 4.55
4.46 548/1249 4.46 4.12 4.27 4.28 4.46
4.18 82971424 4.18 4.05 4.21 4.27 4.18
4.12 633/1396 4.12 4.05 3.98 4.00 4.12
4.02 74971342 4.02 3.77 4.07 4.12 4.02
4.45 535/1459 4.45 4.09 4.16 4.17 4.45
4.91 702/1480 4.91 4.84 4.68 4.65 4.91
4.42 45971450 4.42 3.87 4.09 4.10 4.42
4.75 417/1409 4.75 4.36 4.42 4.43 4.75
4.54 107671407 4.54 4.54 4.69 4.67 4.54
4.61 445/1399 4.61 4.12 4.26 4.27 4.61
4.31 816/1400 4.31 4.14 4.27 4.28 4.31
3.82 75371179 3.82 3.89 3.96 4.02 3.82
4.25 570/1262 4.25 3.70 4.05 4.14 4.25
4.25 78371259 4.25 4.00 4.29 4.34 4.25
4.14 837/1256 4.14 3.88 4.30 4.34 4.14
3.44 631/ 788 3.44 3.82 4.00 4.07 3.44
4._49 79/ 246 4.49 4.43 4.20 4.20 4.49
4.75 40/ 249 4.75 4.45 4.11 4.23 4.75
4.73 69/ 242 4.73 4.54 4.40 4.36 4.73
4.70 76/ 240 4.70 4.53 4.20 3.96 4.70
4.11 126/ 217 4.11 4.29 4.04 4.11 4.11

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 40
Under-grad 70 Non-major 30

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

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 0 2 12 21
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 3 0 0 1 4 19
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 0 1 1 6 17
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 1 1 5 5 26
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 5 5 1 3 10 20
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 4 0 5 1 11 20
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 0 1 3 6 11
8. How many times was class cancelled 5 0 0 1 0 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 9 1 0 1 4 24
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 13 0 0 0 2 10
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 13 0 0 1 5 13
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 13 0 0 0 4 14
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 12 0 2 2 5 16
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 17 20 2 2 7 11
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 42 0 0 1 4 10
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 42 0 1 0 4 9
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 42 0 1 1 4 9
4. Were special techniques successful 42 10 5 1 0 5
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 33 0 0 2 3 7
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 34 0 O O 2 5
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 33 0 0 0 1 8
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 33 0 0 0 3 5
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 33 0 2 3 4 8
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1 A 20 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 18
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 5 c 6 General
84-150 16 3.00-3.49 12 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 10 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: BIOL 305 0101
Title COMP. ANIMAL PHYSIOLOG
Instructor:

VIANCOUR, TERRY

Enrollment: 202

Questionnaires: 116

Questions NR

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

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

NWWwWwwwwww

[EN

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 5
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 5
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 6
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 11

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 85
Were all students actively encouraged to participate 85
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 86
Were special techniques successful 85

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material 115
Were you provided with adequate background information 115
Were necessary materials available for lab activities 115
Did the lab instructor provide assistance 115
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 115

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O 1 10 25
0 0 4 17 36
0 1 8 14 33
86 1 1 7 7
7 10 12 26 27
82 1 5 5 7
1 6 5 25 28
1 0 1 0 01
3 3 3 12 47
0O 0O o0 3 27
o 0 1 2 18
0O O 6 9 46
0 0 0 14 22
2 0 1 9 25
0 0 2 4 14
0O O 1 1 10
o 1 2 3 10
18 1 1 1 3
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 o
0 0 0 0 0
0O 0O O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

RRRRPE

WhDAWADAMDIDN

wWhhADdDN

WWwhrw

ADdADDSN

o
S
N
~
W= TTOO
o

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

92

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.58 487/1481 4.58
4.27 80171481 4.27
4.21 773/1249 4.21
3.54 1065/1396 3.54
3.84 934/1342 3.84
3.96 100471459 3.96
4.97 211/1480 4.97
4.04 814/1450 4.04
4.70 50071409 4.70
4.77 785/1407 4.77
4.26 819/1399 4.26
4.55 551/1400 4.55
4.55 233/1179 4.55
4.10 677/1262 4.10
4.52 580/1259 4.52
4.13 843/1256 4.13
4_08 ****/ 788 E = =
5 . OO ****/ 249 E = =
5 . OO ****/ 242 E = =
5 - 00 ****/ 240 E = =

Type
Graduate

Under-grad 115

#### - Means there are not enough
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.29 4.58
4.23 4.23 4.27
4.27 4.28 4.21
4.21 4.27 FF**
3.98 4.00 3.54
4.07 4.12 3.84
4.16 4.17 3.96
4.68 4.65 4.97
4.09 4.10 4.04
4.42 4.43 4.70
4.69 4.67 4.77
4.26 4.27 4.26
4.27 4.28 4.55
3.96 4.02 4.55
4.05 4.14 4.10
4.29 4.34 4.52
4.30 4.34 4.13
4.00 4.07 ****
4.20 4.20 F***
4.11 4.23 F***
4.40 4.36 F***
4.20 3.96 F***
4.04 4.11 ****

Majors
Major 88
Non-major 28

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0101

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

Enrollment: 93

Questionnaires: 61

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

53

Mean

PrOADDMDIMDDIDS

AN ADhDADDN

ADhADDSN

Instructor

Rank

469/1481
349/1481
32271249
533/1424
59471396
58171342
344/1459

1/1480
66271450

367/1409
568/1407
34971399
492/1400
32371179

335/1262
729/1259
860/1256

*xx/ 788

49/ 246
35/ 249
47/ 242
51/ 240
45/ 217

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

APOBRAPMADIMDIDND
[N
al

ADhDADDN
[e]
©

61

WhDAWADAMDIDN

wWhhADdDN

WWwhrw

ADdADDSN
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.29 4.59
4.23 4.23 4.64
4.27 4.28 4.68
4.21 4.27 4.42
3.98 4.00 4.15
4.07 4.12 4.21
4.16 4.17 4.61
4.68 4.65 5.00
4.09 4.10 4.23
4.42 4.43 4.78
4.69 4.67 4.87
4.26 4.27 4.69
4.27 4.28 4.60
3.96 4.02 4.43
4.05 4.14 4.52
4.29 4.34 4.33
4.30 4.34 4.11
4.00 4.07 ****
4.20 4.20 4.73
4.11 4.23 4.79
4.40 4.36 4.85
4.20 3.96 4.82
4.04 4.11 4.70

Majors
Major 56
Non-major 5

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 2 0 0 1 6 9
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0 0 1 3 12
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 0 0 1 3 10
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 0 2 0 4 18
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 13 2 1 8 12
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 1 1 3 7 19
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 1 0 1 3 13
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 0 0 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 15 2 2 0 3 20
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 0 0 1 3 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 0 0 1 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 0 1 2 10
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 6 0 0 0 6 10
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 10 4 0 0 10 7
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 40 0 0 0 3 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 40 0 1 1 1 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 42 0 1 0 4 5
4. Were special techniques successful 43 11 0 0 1 3
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 28 0 0 0 2 5
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 28 0 O O O 7
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 28 0 O O O 5
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 28 0 0 0 1 4
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 28 0 0 0 2 6
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 27 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 1 B 18
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 9 c 7 General
84-150 39 3.00-3.49 10 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 20 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 397 0101

Title ETHICS/INTEG SCIENT RE

Instructor:

ROSENBERG, SUZA

Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 31

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GNP

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 presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

ANNMNNNOOOR

[ S S

MDOOWOORMROO
RPORMORNANPOR
WORNONO WM
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[eNoN NeNe]
0 U1 01O W
~N 01N 00w
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R WwoN
R NN W

[cNoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNe]
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

RRREN
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

23

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.80 122571481 3.80
3.35 136971481 3.35
3.60 1096/1249 3.60
3.44 1288/1424 3.44
3.14 1255/1396 3.14
3.28 120271342 3.28
3.80 112571459 3.80
5.00 1/1480 5.00
3.14 133371450 3.14
4.15 109871409 4.15
3.96 1307/1407 3.96
3.81 1140/1399 3.81
3.48 1235/1400 3.48
3.28 98971179 3.28
4.21 596/1262 4.21
4.57 532/1259 4.57
4.43 658/1256 4.43
4 B 25 ****/ 788 E = =
3 B 50 ****/ 69 E = =
5 B OO ****/ 69 E = =
5_00 ***-k/ 68 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

31
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.29 3.80
4.23 4.23 3.35
4.27 4.28 3.60
4.21 4.27 3.44
3.98 4.00 3.14
4.07 4.12 3.28
4.16 4.17 3.80
4.68 4.65 5.00
4.09 4.10 3.14
4.42 4.43 4.15
4.69 4.67 3.96
4.26 4.27 3.81
4.27 4.28 3.48
3.96 4.02 3.28
4.05 4.14 4.21
4.29 4.34 4.57
4.30 4.34 4.43
4.00 4.07 ****
4.49 4.70 FF**
4.53 4.66 Fr**
4.35 4.48 F***
3.92 4.43 Fx**

Majors
Major 9
Non-major 22

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 397W 0101

University of Maryland

Page 191
JUN 13, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1481 5.00 4.27 4.29 4.29 5.00
5.00 1/1481 5.00 4.12 4.23 4.23 5.00
5.00 1/1424 5.00 4.05 4.21 4.27 5.00
5.00 1/1396 5.00 4.05 3.98 4.00 5.00
5.00 1/1342 5.00 3.77 4.07 4.12 5.00
5.00 1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.65 5.00
5.00 1/1409 5.00 4.36 4.42 4.43 5.00
5.00 1/1407 5.00 4.54 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 1/1399 5.00 4.12 4.26 4.27 5.00
5.00 1/1400 5.00 4.14 4.27 4.28 5.00
5.00 1/1179 5.00 3.89 3.96 4.02 5.00
5.00 1/1262 5.00 3.70 4.05 4.14 5.00
5.00 1/1259 5.00 4.00 4.29 4.34 5.00
5.00 1/1256 5.00 3.88 4.30 4.34 5.00

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

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

Title SCIENTIFIC WRITING Baltimore County
Instructor: PORTER, JANE P. Spring 2006
Enrollment: 2
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o o0 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 414 0101

Title EUKARYOTICS GEN/MOL BI

Instructor:

FARABAUGH, PHIL

Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Spring 2006

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

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

[ NeloNoNoNoNoNo]

RPOOOO

[e)Ne)Ne)Ne))

22

POOOOOOOO

RPOOOO

ROOO

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

10
15
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Required for Majors

N = T T OO
OO0OO0OO0OORrNN

General

Electives

Other

17

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.87 1187/1481 3.87
3.70 1237/1481 3.70
4.17 802/1249 4.17
3.96 102371424 3.96
3.91 791/1396 3.91
3.78 968/1342 3.78
4.17 845/1459 4.17
5.00 1/1480 5.00
3.88 989/1450 3.88
3.96 118571409 3.96
4.39 118971407 4.39
3.52 123371399 3.52
3.74 1155/1400 3.74
3.67 840/1179 3.67
3.53 987/1262 3.53
4.35 715/1259 4.35
4.18 820/1256 4.18
3.94 459/ 788 3.94

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

17
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.45 3.87
4.23 4.32 3.70
4.27 4.44 4.17
4.21 4.35 3.96
3.98 4.09 3.91
4.07 4.21 3.78
4.16 4.25 4.17
4.68 4.74 5.00
4.09 4.28 3.88
4.42 4.51 3.96
4.69 4.79 4.39
4.26 4.36 3.52
4.27 4.38 3.74
3.96 4.07 3.67
4.05 4.33 3.53
4.29 4.57 4.35
4.30 4.60 4.18
4.00 4.26 3.94
3.92 4.10 Fx**

Majors
Major 8
Non-major 15

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 420A 0101

Title
Instructor: KLOETZEL, JOHN
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

e

Page
JUN 13,

193
2006

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

PRPOOOOOOR

RPRNRE

[E
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

ONWA~NOWAOD

g ~NO W

[eNoNeoNe)

Instructor Cours
Mean Rank Mean
4.15 957/1481 4.15
4.07 97171481 4.07
4.07 865/1249 4.07
4.21 784/1424 4.21
4.21 536/1396 4.21
3.93 858/1342 3.93
3.50 125671459 3.50
4.15 1288/1480 4.15
4.38 494/1450 4.38
4.54 727/1409 4.54
5.00 1/1407 5.00
4.33 753/1399 4.33
4.54 561/1400 4.54
3.85 73271179 3.85
4_00 ****/1262 E = =
4_00 ****/ 788 E = =
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

14

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 420B 0101

Title
Instructor: MCGRAW, PATRICI
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

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

[ NeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

D= T TIOO
RPOOOOOWm

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NRPrr,OUTODMIMO

A WWOoOW

WHAWN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 106971481 4.00 4.27 4.29 4.45 4.00
3.86 114871481 3.86 4.12 4.23 4.32 3.86
4.14 824/1249 4.14 4.12 4.27 4.44 4.14
4.00 95971424 4.00 4.05 4.21 4.35 4.00
4.00 707/1396 4.00 4.05 3.98 4.09 4.00
4.14 64971342 4.14 3.77 4.07 4.21 4.14
3.54 1247/1459 3.54 4.09 4.16 4.25 3.54
3.07 146671480 3.07 4.84 4.68 4.74 3.07
3.75 109871450 3.75 3.87 4.09 4.28 3.75
3.69 126571409 3.69 4.36 4.42 4.51 3.69
4.50 1107/1407 4.50 4.54 4.69 4.79 4.50
3.57 122371399 3.57 4.12 4.26 4.36 3.57
3.57 121171400 3.57 4.14 4.27 4.38 3.57
3.64 850/1179 3.64 3.89 3.96 4.07 3.64
3.88 81671262 3.88 3.70 4.05 4.33 3.88
4.25 783/1259 4.25 4.00 4.29 4.57 4.25
4.38 698/1256 4.38 3.88 4.30 4.60 4.38
3.71 548/ 788 3.71 3.82 4.00 4.26 3.71

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

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



Course-Section: BIOL 428 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.29 805/1481 4.29 4.27 4.29 4.45 4.29
3.43 135571481 3.43 4.12 4.23 4.32 3.43
4.25 742/1249 4.25 4.12 4.27 4.44 4.25
4.00 95971424 4.00 4.05 4.21 4.35 4.00
3.60 1025/1396 3.60 4.05 3.98 4.09 3.60
4.14 64971342 4.14 3.77 4.07 4.21 4.14
3.43 128871459 3.43 4.09 4.16 4.25 3.43
5.00 1/1480 5.00 4.84 4.68 4.74 5.00
4.17 722/1450 4.17 3.87 4.09 4.28 4.17
3.71 126171409 3.71 4.36 4.42 4.51 3.71
4.43 116871407 4.43 4.54 4.69 4.79 4.43
3.71 1178/1399 3.71 4.12 4.26 4.36 3.71
4.29 844/1400 4.29 4.14 4.27 4.38 4.29
3.80 760/1179 3.80 3.89 3.96 4.07 3.80
3.33 105971262 3.33 3.70 4.05 4.33 3.33
3.67 1067/1259 3.67 4.00 4.29 4.57 3.67
3.67 1069/1256 3.67 3.88 4.30 4.60 3.67
4.00 394/ 788 4.00 3.82 4.00 4.26 4.00

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

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

Title COMPUTER APPL MOLEC BI Baltimore County
Instructor: ONEILL, MICHAEL Spring 2006
Enrollment: 8
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 3 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 1 0 2 3 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 3 0 0 0 3 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 3 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 1 1 2 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 0 2 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 1 1 1 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 5 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 1 1 4 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0O 4 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 3 3 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 3 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 2 0 0 2 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 0 2 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 0 0 1 2 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 0 0 1 2 0
4. Were special techniques successful 4 1 0 0 0 2 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 430 0101

Title BIOLOGICAL CHEMISTRY

Instructor:

WEBER, CARL S

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 16

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

GNP A WNPE

NP A WN P

A WNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

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

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

Self Paced

Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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Frequencies
1 2 3
2 1 2
1 1 3
0 4 3
0O 2 0O
1 1 4
0 2 1
1 2 4
0O 0 oO
0O 2 5
1 2 1
0O 0 1
1 1 5
1 3 3
o 2 2
1 3 1
1 1 1
o 1 3
0O 2 o0
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
0 1 0
0O 1 o0
0 0 1
0O 1 o
1 0 O
0O 0 1
0O 1 o0
0O 0 1
1 0 O
0O 1 o0
1 0 0

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.45 3.75
4.23 4.32 3.88
4.27 4.44 3.69
4.21 4.35 3.67
3.98 4.09 3.69
4.07 4.21 3.00
4.16 4.25 3.63
4.68 4.74 4.93
4.09 4.28 3.64
4.42 4.51 3.81
4.69 4.79 4.67
4.26 4.36 3.67
4.27 4.38 3.75
3.96 4.07 4.00
4.05 4.33 2.50
4.29 4.57 3.00
4.30 4.60 3.20
4.00 4.26 ****
4.20 4.45 FF*x*
4.11 3.87 F***
4.20 4.43 Fx**
4.04 3.86 F*F**
4.49 4.68 FF**
4.53 4.64 F*F**
4.44 4,49 FEx*
4.35 4.53 F***
4.30 4.93 FF**
4.00 4.56 F***
4.55 4.86 F*F**
4.75 5.00 FF**
4.65 4.71 F*F*F*
4.83 5.00 ****



Course-Section: BIOL 430 0101 University of Maryland Page 196

Title BIOLOGICAL CHEMISTRY Baltimore County JUN 13, 2006
Instructor: WEBER, CARL S Spring 2006 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 13
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 2 Under-grad 16 Non-major 3
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 11
? 6



Course-Section: BIOL 434 0101

Title MICROBIAL MOLEC GENETI

Instructor:

WOLF, RICHARD E

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.61 461/1481 4.61
4.70 286/1481 4.70
4.87 166/1249 4.87
4.87 152/1424 4.87
4.68 177/1396 4.68
4.00 755/1342 4.00
4.82 155/1459 4.82
5.00 1/1480 5.00
4.61 252/1450 4.61
4.87 246/1409 4.87
4.96 250/1407 4.96
4.83 195/1399 4.83
4.87 187/1400 4.87
4.07 570/1179 4.07
4.59 305/1262 4.59
4.71 413/1259 4.71
4.76 345/1256 4.76
4_25 ****/ 788 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

20

Page 197

JUN 13, 2006
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.45 4.61
4.23 4.32 4.70
4.27 4.44 4.87
4.21 4.35 4.87
3.98 4.09 4.68
4.07 4.21 4.00
4.16 4.25 4.82
4.68 4.74 5.00
4.09 4.28 4.61
4.42 4.51 4.87
4.69 4.79 4.96
4.26 4.36 4.83
4.27 4.38 4.87
3.96 4.07 4.07
4.05 4.33 4.59
4.29 4.57 4.71
4.30 4.60 4.76
4.00 4.26 ****

Majors
Major 12
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 444 0101

Title DEVELOPMENT AND CANCER

Instructor:

BIEBERICH, CHAR

Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

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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Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.80 23371481 4.80
4.73 246/1481 4.73
4.86 172/1249 4.86
4.53 406/1424 4.53
4.80 111/1396 4.80
4.73 14471342 4.73
4.47 520/1459 4.47
5.00 1/1480 5.00
4.77 15971450 4.77
4.73 450/1409 4.73
4.93 350/1407 4.93
4.40 68371399 4.40
4.47 636/1400 4.47
4.54 243/1179 4.54
4.67 264/1262 4.67
5.00 1/1259 5.00
5.00 1/1256 5.00
4_00 ****/ 788 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.45 4.80
4.23 4.32 4.73
4.27 4.44 4.86
4.21 4.35 4.53
3.98 4.09 4.80
4.07 4.21 4.73
4.16 4.25 4.47
4.68 4.74 5.00
4.09 4.28 4.77
4.42 4.51 4.73
4.69 4.79 4.93
4.26 4.36 4.40
4.27 4.38 4.47
3.96 4.07 4.54
4.05 4.33 4.67
4.29 4.57 5.00
4.30 4.60 5.00
4.00 4.26 ****

Majors
Major 11
Non-major 7

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 456 0101

Title PLANT MOLECULAR BIOLOG

Instructor:

MILLER, STEPHEN

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
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JUN 13, 2006
Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.93 127/1481 4.93
4.86 14971481 4.86
5.00 1/1249 5.00
4.93 10971424 4.93
4.92 65/1396 4.92
4.57 257/1342 4.57
4.86 131/1459 4.86
4.21 1245/1480 4.21
4.92 89/1450 4.92
5.00 1/1409 5.00
5.00 1/1407 5.00
4.85 178/1399 4.85
4.69 38571400 4.69
4.82 10871179 4.82
4.70 249/1262 4.70
5.00 1/1259 5.00
5.00 1/1256 5.00
4.25 291/ 788 4.25

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 457 0101
Title PHYS:MARINE/EST ANIMAL

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 1/1481 5.00
4.40 66171481 4.40
4.17 810/1249 4.17
4.83 165/1424 4.83
4.20 554/1396 4.20
3.83 93471342 3.83
3.83 1101/1459 3.83
5.00 1/1480 5.00
4.00 83671450 4.00
5.00 1/1409 5.00
5.00 1/1407 5.00
4.17 910/1399 4.17
5.00 1/1400 5.00
4.50 25971179 4.50
5_00 ****/1262 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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MBC Level
ean Mean
29 4.45
23 4.32
27 4.44
21 4.35
98 4.09
07 4.21
16 4.25
68 4.74
09 4.28
42 4.51
69 4.79
26 4.36
27 4.38
96 4.07
05 4.33
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant
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Instructor: CRONIN, THOMAS Spring 2006
Enrollment: 6
Questionnaires: 6 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0O O O o o0 &6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 0 0 3 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 3 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 1 0 1 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 2 3 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 2 3 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 1 2 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 1 3 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 1 1 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 3 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 476 0101

Title ANTIBOTICS

Instructor:

LOVETT, PAUL S

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2006

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page
JUN 13,

201
2006

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.75 292/1481 4.75
4.45 60371481 4.45
4.30 70371249 4.30
4.20 807/1424 4.20
4.35 419/1396 4.35
4.06 725/1342 4.06
4.20 827/1459 4.20
5.00 1/1480 5.00
3.75 109871450 3.75
4.55 705/1409 4.55
4.75 823/1407 4.75
4.30 78371399 4.30
4.45 658/1400 4.45
3.60 860/1179 3.60
4.63 284/1262 4.63
4.50 588/1259 4.50
4.63 496/1256 4.63
3_33 ****/ 788 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

23

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 495 0101

Title SEMINAR BIOINFORMATICS
Instructor: LINDAHL, LASSE
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 11

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

O WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

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
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University of Maryland
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Frequencies

NOOOOOOOO
OONORFrRPOOOO
OONEFRPNRFONO
RPOUBMPWAOWN
WRPWRPRORUON

oOocoo0o
oOor OO
oOocoor
ORRRO
WNNRN

coooo
coocoo
ocooo
oR kR
PR RR

oOocoo0o
Ooocooo
Ooocoo0o
oOocoo0o
ORRRO

[eNeoNoNoNe]
[eNeoNoNoNe]
(el NeoNoNe]
RPORFRLOO
[cNeoNeol Ne]

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

OQOWONNRFRUJORN

RPOOOR NNNN NhWOO

[cNeoNoNoN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

WARANWWWAWA

AN AW D

[ N )

WNWHAO

Page 202
JUN 13, 2006
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 11 Non-major 11

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



