Course-Section: BIOL 100 0101 University of Maryland Page 156

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: SOKOLOVE, PHILL Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 296
Questionnaires: 250 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 1 0 7 20 45 81 96 3.96 1194/1576 3.96 4.27 4.30 4.11 3.96
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0O 14 26 54 78 76 3.71 1330/1576 3.71 4.17 4.27 4.18 3.71
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 0 23 22 67 64 71 3.56 1196/1342 3.56 4.05 4.32 4.19 3.56
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 3 79 11 11 42 64 40 3.66 1300/1520 3.66 4.06 4.25 4.09 3.66
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 11 12 6 28 74 115 4.17 738/1465 4.17 4.07 4.12 4.02 4.17
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 3 83 14 13 32 47 58 3.74 1099/1434 3.74 3.85 4.14 3.94 3.74
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 0 12 18 52 70 94 3.88 1167/1547 3.88 3.93 4.19 4.10 3.88
8. How many times was class cancelled 5 1 0 0 1 7 236 4.96 188/1574 4.96 4.74 4.64 4.59 4.96
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 58 5 16 20 65 65 21 3.29 1378/1554 3.29 3.90 4.10 4.01 3.29
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 O 5 4 21 60 154 4.45 932/1488 4.45 4.44 447 4.41 4.45
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 5 1 23 43 172 4.54 1176/1493 4.54 4.61 4.73 4.65 4.54
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 19 21 53 76 74 3.68 1283/1486 3.68 4.19 4.32 4.26 3.68
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 2 28 18 44 67 84 3.67 1283/1489 3.67 4.17 4.32 4.22 3.67
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 10 4 13 18 45 62 98 3.91 80271277 3.91 4.00 4.03 3.91 3.91
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 39 0 10 8 32 64 97 4.09 774/1279 4.09 4.10 4.17 3.96 4.09
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 40 O 9 6 17 43 135 4.38 756/1270 4.38 4.23 4.35 4.09 4.38
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 42 0 10 8 34 44 112 4.15 876/1269 4.15 4.16 4.35 4.09 4.15
4. Were special techniques successful 42 5 10 12 32 62 87 4.00 464/ 878 4.00 3.79 4.05 3.91 4.00
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 239 3 0 0 O 2 6 A4.75 ****/ 234 FRxx 4 44 4.23 4.08 Fr**
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 239 0 2 0 1 1 7 4.00 ****/ 240 **** 453 4.35 4.29 ****
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 239 3 0 0 1 0 7 A4.75 ****/ 229 **** A G54 A4.51 4.43 ****
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 239 4 0 0 O 1 6 4.86 ****/ 232 Fr** A 57 4,29 427 F***
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 239 4 0 0O O O 7 5.00 ****/ 379 ****  4.34 4.20 4.15 F***
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 240 1 0O O 2 2 5 4.33 ****/ 85 ****x 4,88 4.72 4.52 ****
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 241 4 1 1 0 0 3 3.60 ****/ 79 F*x** 4 .65 4.69 4.52 Fr**x
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 241 6 0 1 0O O 2 4.00 ****/ 72 F***x 4 25 4.64 4.43 F***
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 241 5 0 0 0 0 4 5.00****/ 80 **** 4.36 4.61 4.55 ****
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 111 4 0 O O 0135 5.00 1/ 375 5.00 4.92 4.01 3.78 5.00
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 245 0 1 0 2 0 2 3.40 ****/ 52 **** 3 .00 4.48 4.20 ****
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 245 0 2 0 1 0 2 3.00 ****/ 48 **** 3.00 4.40 4.11 ****
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 245 0 1 0 1 0 3 3.80 ****/ 44 KxxR kkkk L 73 471 FRF*
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 245 0 1 1 0 0 3 3.60 ****/ 45  ****x xkkk A K7 472 Fr**
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 113 0 1 1 0 0135 4.95 79/ 326 4.95 4.97 4.03 3.64 4.95
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 242 0 1 0 O O 7 4.50 ****/ 40 **** 3.00 4.60 4.44 ****
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 241 0O O 1 2 0 6 4.22 FxXX/ Q4 KRRk kkdk 4 83 4,71 FrRR*
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 242 2 1 1 1 0 3 3.50 ****/ 35  ARxx Kkkx 4 67 4.68 Fr**
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 243 1 0 1 1 0 4 4.17 ****/ 28 **** *&*x 4. 78 4.65 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 97 1 0 0 1 1150 4.98 35/ 382 4.98 4.97 4.08 3.86 4.98



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 100 0101
CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY
SOKOLOVE, PHILL

296

250

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Page 156
JuL 2, 2009
Job IRBR3029

00-27 60
28-55 51
56-83 12
84-150 6
Grad. 0

Cum. GPA
0.00-0.99 0
1.00-1.99 0
2.00-2.99 12
3.00-3.49 29
3.50-4.00 77

Required for Majors 17

Graduate 0

Under-grad 250

Non-major 164

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100H 0101

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOL-HONOR
Instructor: MACKAY, BRYAN
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 16

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.63 471/1576 4.63
4.67 392/1576 4.67
4.60 480/1342 4.60
4.44 614/1520 4.44
4.33 57171465 4.33
3.89 101571434 3.89
4.55 480/1547 4.55
5.00 171574 5.00
4.36 597/1554 4.36
4_.57 786/1488 4.57
5.00 171493 5.00
4.71 39371486 4.71
4.43 78971489 4.43
5.00 171277 5.00
4.73 287/1279 4.73
4.91 260/1270 4.91
4.82 375/1269 4.82
4.75 139/ 878 4.75
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

16
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JuL 2, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.11 4.63
4.27 4.18 4.67
4.32 4.19 4.60
4.25 4.09 4.44
4.12 4.02 4.33
4.14 3.94 3.89
4.19 4.10 4.55
4.64 4.59 5.00
4.10 4.01 4.36
4.47 4.41 4.57
4.73 4.65 5.00
4.32 4.26 4.71
4.32 4.22 4.43
4.03 3.91 5.00
4.17 3.96 4.73
4.35 4.09 4.91
4.35 4.09 4.82
4.05 3.91 4.75
4.01 3.78 Fx**
4.03 3.64 Fx**
4.08 3.86 5.00

Majors
Major 3
Non-major 13

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o 1 o 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 4 0 0 O 1 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 7 0O O 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 4 3 0 1 0 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 3 0 1 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 5 2 0 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 5 0 0 1 1 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 5 0 O 0 0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 i1 0o o 1 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 9 0O O o 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 9 0O O O o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 9 0O O O o0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 9 0O O 1 o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 4 0 0 0 O
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 1 o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 0 0 O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 0 O 1 0
4. Were special techniques successful 6 2 0 0 0 2
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 4 0 O O o0 o©
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 14 0 O O o0 o©
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 10 0 O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 10 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0101

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

Questionnaires: 16

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.38 1487/1576 3.52
3.63 1360/1576 3.62
3.56 1194/1342 3.19
3.44 1388/1520 3.60
3.64 118071465 3.72
3.06 136871434 3.39
2.56 151371547 2.87
4.63 972/1574 4.59
3.10 1431/1554 3.09
3.92 129971488 4.15
4.08 1404/1493 4.08
4.08 107871486 3.87
3.77 125171489 3.63
3.50 1020/1277 3.45
4.14 745/1279 3.43
3.57 1121/1270 3.19
4.00 92871269 3.32
3.00 799/ 878 2.87
4.86 23/ 234 4.11
5.00 1/ 240 4.16
5.00 1/ 229 4.45
4.57 93/ 232 4.41
4.43 99/ 379 4.10
5.00 1/ 375 4.75
5.00 ****/ 326 4.86
5.00 1/ 382 4.86

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.11
4.27 4.18
4.32 4.19
4.25 4.09
4.12 4.02
4.14 3.94
4.19 4.10
4.64 4.59
4.10 4.01
4.47 4.41
4.73 4.65
4.32 4.26
4.32 4.22
4.03 3.91
4.17 3.96
4.35 4.09
4.35 4.09
4.05 3.91
4.23 4.08
4.35 4.29
4.51 4.43
4.29 4.27
4.20 4.15
4.01 3.78
4.03 3.64
4.08 3.86
Majors
Major
Non-major

Page
JuL 2,

158
2009

Job IRBR3029

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0103
Title
Instructor:

CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
CLAASSEN, LARK

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 8
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

128371576
132671576
1209/1342
51171520
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777/1434
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JuL 2, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.11 3.86
4.27 4.18 3.71
4.32 4.19 3.50
4.25 4.09 4.50
4.12 4.02 4.80
4.14 3.94 4.17
4.19 4.10 3.33
4.64 4.59 4.67
4.10 4.01 3.67
4.47 4.41 4.17
4.73 4.65 4.17
4.32 4.26 3.80
4.32 4.22 4.20
4.03 3.91 4.00
4.17 3.96 4.75
4.35 4.09 4.33
4.35 4.09 4.75
4.05 3.91 3.75
4.23 4.08 5.00
4.35 4.29 4.20
4.51 4.43 5.00
4.29 4.27 5.00
4.20 4.15 5.00
4.72 4.52 Fx**
4.69 4.52 Fx**
4.64 4.43 Fr**
4.61 4.55 F***
4.01 3.78 5.00
4.48 4.20 3.00
4.40 4.11 3.00
4.73 4.71 F****
4.57 4.72 F***
4.03 3.64 5.00
4.60 4.44 3.00
4.83 4.71 ****
4.67 4.68 F**F*
4.78 4.65 F***
4.08 3.86 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0103 University of Maryland Page 159

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 24

Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0105

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

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

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 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
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
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 3 1
2 0 1
3 1 1
o 2 2
1 1 1
2 2 1
1 2 4
0O 0 ©O
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o 1 3
1 0 O
1 1 2
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0O 0 ©O
1 1 O
1 0 2
0O 0 2
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Instructor

Rank

134571576
131171576
1287/1342
1300/1520
1102/1465
1289/1434
1413/1547

422/1574
1448/1554

1307/1488
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118971277

1229/1279
1208/1270
77371269

858/

201/
198/
123/

96/
329/

1/

****/
Fkkxk f

Fkkxk [

1/

Fkkxk f
Fkkx f

****/

1/

878

234
240
229
232
379

375

Course
Mean

WANWWWWWW
~
N

WwwhA
foe
N

NWww
[y
©

ABADADID
N
al

3.00
3.00

=

4.86

3.00

X

EE

4.86

WhWWADMAMAL
o
N

A DDA
1
©

wWhbHD
N
w

ABADADD
al
H

3.00
3.00

=

4.97

3.00

X

EE

4.97

Page 160

JuL 2, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.11 3.75
4.27 4.18 3.75
4.32 4.19 3.09
4.25 4.09 3.67
4.12 4.02 3.75
4.14 3.94 3.33
4.19 4.10 3.25
4.64 4.59 4.92
4.10 4.01 3.00
4.47 4.41 3.92
4.73 4.65 4.08
4.32 4.26 3.83
4.32 4.22 3.33
4.03 3.91 2.92
4.17 3.96 2.75
4.35 4.09 3.00
4.35 4.09 4.33
4.05 3.91 2.33
4.23 4.08 3.67
4.35 4.29 4.00
4.51 4.43 4.56
4.29 4.27 4.56
4.20 4.15 3.89
4.01 3.78 5.00
4.48 4.20 F***
4.40 4.11 F***
4.73 4.71 ****
4.03 3.64 5.00
4.60 4.44 Fx**
4.83 4.71 *F***
4.67 4.68 F**F*
4.08 3.86 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0105 University of Maryland Page 160

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 24

Questionnaires: 12 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0107

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

Questionnaires: 15
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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
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
2 2 3
2 2 2
2 3 4
1 3 3
4 2 3
2 2 3
3 4 3
1 0 O
3 1 1
o 0 2
o 1 1
o 1 3
1 1 1
1 1 2
1 1 3
o 1 3
3 1 1
1 1 2
1 0 3
1 2 2
2 1 3
1 2 1
1 1 3
0O 0 1
0O 1 o
o 0 1
1 0 O
0O 1 o
0O 0 oO
0o 1 o
0O 1 o0
0O 1 o0
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
o 0 1
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
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Spring 2009
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.11 3.20
4.27 4.18 3.40
4.32 4.19 3.00
4.25 4.09 3.36
4.12 4.02 2.73
4.14 3.94 3.27
4.19 4.10 2.64
4.64 4.59 4.46
4.10 4.01 3.08
4.47 4.41 4.31
4.73 4.65 4.15
4.32 4.26 3.93
4.32 4.22 3.85
4.03 3.91 3.62
4.17 3.96 3.00
4.35 4.09 3.33
4.35 4.09 2.00
4.05 3.91 2.25
4.23 4.08 3.38
4.35 4.29 3.11
4.51 4.43 2.89
4.29 4.27 3.33
4.20 4.15 3.56
4.72 4.52 Fx**
4.69 4.52 Fx**
4.64 4.43 Fr**
4.61 4.55 F***
4.01 3.78 4.25
4.48 4.20 F***
4.40 4.11 F***
4.73 4.71 F****
4.57 4.72 F***
4.03 3.64 F***
4.60 4.44 Fx**
4.83 4.71 ****
4.67 4.68 F**F*
4.08 3.86 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0107

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

Questionnaires: 15

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Frequency Distribution

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

)= T TIOO

[cNeoNoNoNalR g N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 15 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0203
Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.75 1345/1576 3.52
4.13 1058/1576 3.62
3.13 1285/1342 3.19
3.86 119971520 3.60
3.75 1102/1465 3.72
3.63 116271434 3.39
2.88 1488/1547 2.87
4.50 107971574 4.59
2.50 1524/1554 3.09
4.29 1087/1488 4.15
4.29 1344/1493 4.08
3.57 131371486 3.87
3.00 141571489 3.63
3.00 1149/1277 3.45
2.75 1229/1279 3.43
2.25 125871270 3.19
3.00 1210/1269 3.32
2.50 849/ 878 2.87
4.20 138/ 234 4.11
4.40 122/ 240 4.16
4.80 54/ 229 4.45
4.20 151/ 232 4.41
3.40 364/ 379 4.10
5.00 ****/ 375 4.75
5.00 ****/ 326 4.86
5.00 ****/ 382 4.86

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

8
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.11 3.75
4.27 4.18 4.13
4.32 4.19 3.13
4.25 4.09 3.86
4.12 4.02 3.75
4.14 3.94 3.63
4.19 4.10 2.88
4.64 4.59 4.50
4.10 4.01 2.50
4.47 4.41 4.29
4.73 4.65 4.29
4.32 4.26 3.57
4.32 4.22 3.00
4.03 3.91 3.00
4.17 3.96 2.75
4.35 4.09 2.25
4.35 4.09 3.00
4.05 3.91 2.50
4.23 4.08 4.20
4.35 4.29 4.40
4.51 4.43 4.80
4.29 4.27 4.20
4.20 4.15 3.40
4.01 3.78 Fx**
4.03 3.64 Fr**
4.08 3.86 ****

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 8

responses to be significant

Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK Spring 2009
Enrol Iment: 24
Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o 1 3 1 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 2 3 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 2 1 3 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 1 0 1 2 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o 1 o 2 2 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O 1 0 2 3 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O 3 0 2 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O O o 4 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 1 2 2 1 o0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O O o 2 1 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 o0 o o 1 3 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 o0 4 2 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 2 1 2 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 0 1 1 1 3 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 1 o0 2 1 o0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 1 1 2 0O O
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 1 0 2 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 4 0 1 0 3 0 ©O
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 3 0 0 O 1 2 2
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 3 0 O O 0 3 2
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 3 0 O O o0 1 4
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 3 0 0 O 2 0o 3
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 3 0 1 0 1 2 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 7 O O O o0 o 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 7 O O O o0 o 1
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 7 o O O o0 o 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 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0204

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

Questionnaires: 15

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

10

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.47 1459/1576 3.52
3.60 1368/1576 3.62
3.13 128471342 3.19
3.40 1400/1520 3.60
4.13 768/1465 3.72
3.50 120471434 3.39
2.79 1498/1547 2.87
4_.57 1025/1574 4.59
3.25 1390/1554 3.09
4.50 870/1488 4.15
4.14 1390/1493 4.08
4.14 103971486 3.87
3.71 1270/1489 3.63
3.93 780/1277 3.45
3.56 104371279 3.43
2.56 1247/1270 3.19
2.60 1246/1269 3.32
3.00 799/ 878 2.87
4.36 112/ 234 4.11
4.45 106/ 240 4.16
4.73 74/ 229 4.45
4.45 113/ 232 4.41
4.27 148/ 379 4.10
5.00 ****/ 375 4.75
5.00 1/ 326 4.86
5.00 ****/ 382 4.86

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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.97

.97

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.11
4.27 4.18
4.32 4.19
4.25 4.09
4.12 4.02
4.14 3.94
4.19 4.10
4.64 4.59
4.10 4.01
4.47 4.41
4.73 4.65
4.32 4.26
4.32 4.22
4.03 3.91
4.17 3.96
4.35 4.09
4.35 4.09
4.05 3.91
4.23 4.08
4.35 4.29
4.51 4.43
4.29 4.27
4.20 4.15
4.01 3.78
4.03 3.64
4.08 3.86
Majors
Major
Non-major
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responses to be significant
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O ©O 1 2 3 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O o 1 6 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 2 2 4 6
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O O 0O 4 4 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0 0 1 1 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 o 1 2 3 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 1 5 4 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0 3 4 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O O o 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 o0 0O o 2 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 o0 0 1 2 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 3 2 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 O 1 4 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 6 0 1 0 2 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 O 2 3 2 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 3 1 3 3
4. Were special techniques successful 6 0 2 1 1 5
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 4 0 0O O O 7
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 4 0 0 O 1 4
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 4 0 O O 0 3
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 4 0 0O O O 6
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 4 0 0 O 1 6
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 14 0 O O 0 o©
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 10 0 O O o0 o©
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 12 o O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 c 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0205

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE
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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
Were criteria for grading made clear

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
1 2 4
0 5 5
0O 6 4
1 3 7
0O 3 6
4 3 3
3 3 6
o 0 1
1 3 5
0O 1 4
2 1 2
o 2 1
2 1 2
2 1 3
1 2 3
3 0 1
2 1 3
1 3 O
o 2 1
1 1 1
0o 2 ©O
0O 0 oO
o 1 1
0O 0 oO
0O 1 o
0O 1 o
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
0O 1 o
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
1 0 O

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

143871576
1387/1576
1281/1342
1442/1520
1277/1465
1387/1434
1487/1547
1018/1574
1448/1554

1215/1488
144971493
116871486
129871489
1056/1277

117371279
117571270
1210/1269

788/
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36/
148/
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.11 3.53
4.27 4.18 3.53
4.32 4.19 3.18
4.25 4.09 3.24
4.12 4.02 3.44
4.14 3.94 2.94
4.19 4.10 2.88
4.64 4.59 4.59
4.10 4.01 3.00
4.47 4.41 4.06
4.73 4.65 3.81
4.32 4.26 3.94
4.32 4.22 3.60
4.03 3.91 3.43
4.17 3.96 3.10
4.35 4.09 3.30
4.35 4.09 3.00
4.05 3.91 3.14
4.23 4.08 4.18
4.35 4.29 3.92
4.51 4.43 4.25
4.29 4.27 4.91
4.20 4.15 4.27
4.72 4.52 Fx**
4.69 4.52 Fx**
4.64 4.43 Fr**
4.01 3.78 4.50
4.48 4.20 F***
4.40 4.11 F***
4.57 4.72 F***
4.03 3.64 4.43
4.60 4.44 F***
4.83 4.71 F***
4.67 4.68 Fr**
4.78 4.65 F**F*
4.08 3.86 4.56



Course-Section: BIOL 100L 0205

Title CONCEPTS OF BIOLOGY LA
Instructor: CLAASSEN, LARK
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 17

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

)= T TIOO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate 0
Under-grad 17 Non-major 13

##H# - 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

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE
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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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Frequencies
1 2 3
3 0 3
o 1 9
2 3 b5
1 2 4
1 1 6
2 1 4
1 5 6
o 1 o
1 0 5
1 1 oO
0O 0 5
o 1 4
2 1 1
1 3 1
1 1 1
1 1 3
1 1 3
o 2 2
2 0 4
o 1 2
0o 0 2
o o0 3
0O 0 5
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
o 0 1
o 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0o 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 1 o0
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
o 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

RPOOOR [cNeoNeoNeN NWwwou NNON oo ko WAaNONRANNOG

ORRRR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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1311/1342
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1507/1547
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1212/1488
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1276/1486
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1123/1277

1097/1279
119471270
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.11 3.23
4.27 4.18 3.23
4.32 4.19 2.93
4.25 4.09 3.31
4.12 4.02 3.50
4.14 3.94 3.21
4.19 4.10 2.64
4.64 4.59 4.43
4.10 4.01 3.11
4.47 4.41 4.08
4.73 4.65 3.92
4.32 4.26 3.69
4.32 4.22 3.54
4.03 3.91 3.18
4.17 3.96 3.43
4.35 4.09 3.14
4.35 4.09 2.86
4.05 3.91 3.00
4.23 4.08 3.25
4.35 4.29 4.17
4.51 4.43 4.42
4.29 4.27 4.25
4.20 4.15 4.00
4.72 4.52 Fx**
4.69 4.52 Fx**
4.64 4.43 Fr**
4.61 4.55 F***
4.01 3.78 ****
4.48 4.20 F***
4.40 4.11 F***
4.73 4.71 F****
4.57 4.72 F***
4.03 3.64 F***
4.60 4.44 Fx**
4.83 4.71 ****
4.67 4.68 F**F*
4.78 4.65 F***
4.08 3.86 4.60



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 2009

Frequency Distribution

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

)= T TIOO

OOO0OO0OORrNO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 14 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: BIOL 123 0101

Title HUMAN GENETICS

Instructor:

AKINMADE, DAMIL

Enrollment: 45

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

Frequencies

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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GO wWN

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
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 conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors 18

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.68 1374/1576 3.68
3.52 1387/1576 3.52
3.16 1282/1342 3.16
3.46 1381/1520 3.46
3.68 1152/1465 3.68
3.33 128971434 3.33
3.56 1320/1547 3.56
4.92 422/1574 4.92
3.26 1387/1554 3.26
4.48 907/1488 4.48
4.68 102971493 4.68
3.33 137571486 3.33
3.48 1322/1489 3.48
4.10 656/1277 4.10
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

25

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.11
4.27 4.18
4.32 4.19
4.25 4.09
4.12 4.02
4.14 3.94
4.19 4.10
4.64 4.59
4.10 4.01
4.47 4.41
4.73 4.65
4.32 4.26
4.32 4.22
4.03 3.91
4.17 3.96
4.35 4.09
4.35 4.09
4.05 3.91
4.69 4.52
4.64 4.43
4.61 4.55
4.01 3.78
4.03 3.64
4.08 3.86
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 216H 0101

Title PHAGE HUNTERS 11

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE
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AWNPF
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
1 o0 1
0O 0 1
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1 0 2
1 0 3
0o 0 1
0O 0 2
o 0 1
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.31 893/1576 4.31
4.46 668/1576 4.46
4.77 286/1342 4.77
4.85 173/1520 4.85
4.08 81371465 4.08
4.58 338/1434 4.58
4.31 784/1547 4.31
4.69 866/1574 4.69
4.45 463/1554 4.64
4.77 484/1488 4.81
4.85 708/1493 4.85
4.77 325/1486 4.81
4.46 742/1489 4.52
4.31 489/1277 4.30
3.90 89971279 3.90
4.50 636/1270 4.50
4.50 644/1269 4.50
3.83 589/ 878 3.83
4.36 112/ 234 4.36
4.91 29/ 240 4.91
4.00 203/ 229 4.00
5.00 1/ 232 5.00
4.91 27/ 379 4.91

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

13
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.31
4.27 4.32 4.46
4.32 4.41 4.77
4.25 4.26 4.85
4.12 4.09 4.08
4.14 4.06 4.58
4.19 4.22 4.31
4.64 4.62 4.69
4.10 4.05 4.64
4.47 4.44 4.81
4.73 4.75 4.85
4.32 4.29 4.81
4.32 4.31 4.52
4.03 4.01 4.30
4.17 4.14 3.90
4.35 4.30 4.50
4.35 4.29 4.50
4.05 3.92 3.83
4.23 4.44 4.36
4.35 4.47 4.91
4.51 4.65 4.00
4.29 4.38 5.00
4.20 4.29 4.91
4.08 4.39 Fx**
Majors
Major 2
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 216H 0101

Title PHAGE HUNTERS 11

Instructor:

(Instr. B)

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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

. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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1 0 3
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0O 0 2
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.31 893/1576 4.31
4.46 668/1576 4.46
4.77 286/1342 4.77
4.85 173/1520 4.85
4.08 81371465 4.08
4.58 338/1434 4.58
4.31 784/1547 4.31
4.69 866/1574 4.69
4.63 298/1554 4.64
4.86 324/1488 4.81
4.86 68371493 4.85
4.86 221/1486 4.81
4.57 614/1489 4.52
4.29 506/1277 4.30
3.90 89971279 3.90
4.50 636/1270 4.50
4.50 644/1269 4.50
3.83 589/ 878 3.83
4.36 112/ 234 4.36
4.91 29/ 240 4.91
4.00 203/ 229 4.00
5.00 1/ 232 5.00
4.91 27/ 379 4.91

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

13
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.31
4.27 4.32 4.46
4.32 4.41 4.77
4.25 4.26 4.85
4.12 4.09 4.08
4.14 4.06 4.58
4.19 4.22 4.31
4.64 4.62 4.69
4.10 4.05 4.64
4.47 4.44 4.81
4.73 4.75 4.85
4.32 4.29 4.81
4.32 4.31 4.52
4.03 4.01 4.30
4.17 4.14 3.90
4.35 4.30 4.50
4.35 4.29 4.50
4.05 3.92 3.83
4.23 4.44 4.36
4.35 4.47 4.91
4.51 4.65 4.00
4.29 4.38 5.00
4.20 4.29 4.91
4.08 4.39 Fx**
Majors
Major 2
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 216H 0101

Title PHAGE HUNTERS 11

Instructor:

(Instr. C)

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

N
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject

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

. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.31 893/1576 4.31
4.46 668/1576 4.46
4.77 286/1342 4.77
4.85 173/1520 4.85
4.08 81371465 4.08
4.58 338/1434 4.58
4.31 784/1547 4.31
4.69 866/1574 4.69
4.83 146/1554 4.64
5.00 ****/1493 4.85
3.90 89971279 3.90
4.50 636/1270 4.50
4.50 644/1269 4.50
3.83 589/ 878 3.83
4.36 112/ 234 4.36
4.91 29/ 240 4.91
4.00 203/ 229 4.00
5.00 1/ 232 5.00
4.91 27/ 379 4.91

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

13
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.31
4.27 4.32 4.46
4.32 4.41 4.77
4.25 4.26 4.85
4.12 4.09 4.08
4.14 4.06 4.58
4.19 4.22 4.31
4.64 4.62 4.69
4.10 4.05 4.64
4.73 4.75 4.85
4.17 4.14 3.90
4.35 4.30 4.50
4.35 4.29 4.50
4.05 3.92 3.83
4.23 4.44 4.36
4.35 4.47 4.91
4.51 4.65 4.00
4.29 4.38 5.00
4.20 4.29 4.91
4.08 4.39 Fx**
Majors
Major 2
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252 0101

University of Maryland

ROPR

RPRRRR

16

17

45

67

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.73 335/1576 4.73
4.16 1023/1576 4.16
3.99 991/1342 3.99
3.62 1325/1520 3.62
4.42 48371465 4.42
4_.07 ****/1434 F***
4.40 690/1547 4.40
4.76 739/1574 4.76
4.25 712/1554 4.25
4.45 932/1488 4.45
4.78 849/1493 4.78
4.33 90171486 4.33
4.61 57971489 4.61
4.19 59371277 4.19
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

88
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.73
4.27 4.32 4.16
4.32 4.41 3.99
4.25 4.26 3.62
4.12 4.09 4.42
4.14 4.06 Fr**
4.19 4.22 4.40
4.64 4.62 4.76
4.10 4.05 4.25
447 4.44 4.45
4.73 4.75 4.78
4.32 4.29 4.33
4.32 4.31 4.61
4.03 4.01 4.19
4.17 4.14 Fr**
4.35 4.30 ***F*
4.35 4.29 Fxx*
4.23 4.44 Fxx*
4.35 4.47 FFx*
4.51 4.65 Fr**
4.29 4.38 FFF*
4.20 4.29 Fxx*
4.01 4.21 Fx**
4.03 4.43 FF**
4.08 4.39 5.00

Majors

Major 24
Non-major 64

responses to be significant

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOLOGY | Baltimore County
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES Spring 2009
Enrol Iment: 130
Questionnaires: 88 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 3 0 0 O 6 11
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 3 0 1 2 15 31
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 0 2 7 9 38
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 5 57 2 1 8 9
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 5 12 0 3 7 18
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 6 67 1 2 0 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 0 O 4 9 20
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 0O O 0 20
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 17 0 0 3 8 28
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 0 0 4 5 23
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 O 1 3 9
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 6 0 O 3 10 26
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 6 0 0O 2 9 8
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 27 1 4 8 11
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 81 0 1 1 1 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 81 0 2 1 3 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 81 0O O 1 4 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 8 0 0 © 1 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 8 0 O O O 2
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 8 0 0 0 1 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 86 O O O o0 2
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 85 1 0O O O 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 72 0 0 0 o0 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 71 O O O o0 o
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 43 0 O O O o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1 A 21 Required for Majors
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 1 B 44
56-83 12 2.00-2.99 4 c 8 General
84-150 21 3.00-3.49 24 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 22 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 4



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0101

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

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 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 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

359/1576
502/1576
56271342
1256/1520
328/1465
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28171574
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.71
4.27 4.32 4.59
4.32 4.41 4.53
4.25 4.26 3.75
4.12 4.09 4.56
4.14 4.06 3.44
4.19 4.22 4.53
4.64 4.62 4.94
4.10 4.05 4.25
4.47 4.44 4.82
4.73 4.75 4.82
4.32 4.29 4.36
4.32 4.31 4.64
4.03 4.01 ****
4.17 4.14 Fx**
4.35 4.30 ***F*
4.35 4.29 Fx**
4.05 3.92 F***
4.23 4.44 4.82
4.35 4.47 5.00
4.51 4.65 4.91
4.29 4.38 4.82
4.20 4.29 Fx**
4.72 4.78 F****
4.69 4.72 F***
4.64 4.83 F***
4.61 4.80 ****
4.01 4.21 5.00
4.03 4.43 F***
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 4.39 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0101 University of Maryland Page 171

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A) Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 21

Questionnaires: 18 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 5
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General 0 Under-grad 18 Non-major 13
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 15
? 1



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0101

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 21
Questionnaires: 18
Questions
General

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF abrwNPF A WNPF A WNPF

a1

abhwNPE

Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
Was the grading system clearly explained

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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 conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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o

[cNeoNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[
JRRPRR AOOR© NN NN PR RO

w

ORRRR

Mean

a1

ABRADMWPWDMDD

oo a wWwww

ahsbdOb

oo og

oo o o

Instructor

Rank

359/1576
502/1576
56271342
1256/1520
328/1465
1245/1434
50371547
28171574
924/1554

ek /1488
ek /1493
xxk /1486
ok /1489

FRAx)1279
FHA*)1270
FHRA*/1269

****/

26/

1/
34/
a7/

****/

****/
****/
Fkkxk [

****/

1/

****/

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

1/

878

234
240
229
232
379

Course
Mean

ArADWOAAEDDDS
a1
[¢2)

B DAD

*kkk
*hkk
2

E

5.00

5.00

X
X
EE
EE

5.00

AADADD wWwhbhDd ABADD WhWWhArADMDD
a1 N o
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A DHD
N
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3.00

X
*hkk
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.71
4.27 4.32 4.59
4.32 4.41 4.53
4.25 4.26 3.75
4.12 4.09 4.56
4.14 4.06 3.44
4.19 4.22 4.53
4.64 4.62 4.94
4.10 4.05 4.25
4.47 4.44 4.82
4.73 4.75 4.82
4.32 4.29 4.36
4.32 4.31 4.64
4.17 4.14 Fx**
4.35 4.30 F***
4.35 4.29 FxF*
4.05 3.92 ****
4.23 4.44 4.82
4.35 4.47 5.00
4.51 4.65 4.91
4.29 4.38 4.82
4.20 4.29 Fx**
4.72 4.78 F***
4.69 4.72 F**F*
4.64 4.83 *F***
4.61 4.80 ****
4.01 4.21 5.00
4.03 4.43 F***
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 4.39 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0101

B)

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: (Instr.
Enrol Iment: 21
Questionnaires: 18
Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 7
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 5

)= T TIOO

RPOOOONRER

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

15
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5

Under-grad 18 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0201

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB

Instructor:

FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

A WNPF A WNPF

abrwWwNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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 criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

AABADD

13

12

9

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[cNeol Ne]

R RRO

11

11

WhWWhArADMDD

B DAD

whhDhH

AADADD

.97

.97

Required for Majors

N = T T1TO O
OQCOO0OORrRRRPE

General

Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.53 595/1576 4.73
4.73 301/1576 4.63
4.47 633/1342 4.58
3.92 115371520 4.11
4.50 366/1465 4.56
3.23 1317/1434 3.39
4.60 41171547 4.55
4.87 547/1574 4.93
3.20 1405/1554 4.12
2.50 ****/1488 4.58
5.00 ****/1493 4.70
1.00 ****/1486 4.55
1.00 ****/1489 4.63
4.58 63/ 234 4.75
4.92 26/ 240 4.88
4.75 67/ 229 4.79
4.92 32/ 232 4.79
5.00 ****/ 379 4.83
5.00 ****/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.53
4.27 4.32 4.73
4.32 4.41 4.47
4.25 4.26 3.92
4.12 4.09 4.50
4.14 4.06 3.23
4.19 4.22 4.60
4.64 4.62 4.87
4.10 4.05 3.67
447 4.44 4.25
4.73 4.75 4.50
4.32 4.29 4.33
4.32 4.31 4.50
4.17 4.14 Fr**
4.35 4.30 Fr**
4.35 4.29 Fxx*
4.05 3.92 Fxx*
4.23 4.44 4.58
4.35 4.47 4.92
4.51 4.65 4.75
4.29 4.38 4.92
4.20 4.29 Fx**
4.01 4.21 Fx**
4.03 4.43 5.00
4.08 4.39 5.00

Majors
Major 6

Non-major 10

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0201 University of Maryland

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2009
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 16

rO~NOO®

PRRO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.53 595/1576 4.73
4.73 301/1576 4.63
4.47 633/1342 4.58
3.92 115371520 4.11
4.50 366/1465 4.56
3.23 1317/1434 3.39
4.60 41171547 4.55
4.87 547/1574 4.93
4.13 849/1554 4.12
4.42 982/1488 4.58
4.42 1278/1493 4.70
4.50 678/1486 4.55
4.42 80171489 4.63
3.88 818/1277 4.06
4.58 63/ 234 4.75
4.92 26/ 240 4.88
4.75 67/ 229 4.79
4.92 32/ 232 4.79
5.00 ****/ 379 4.83
5.00 ****/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

WhWWhArADMDD

ADADMDD

wWhbHD

ABADADID

.97

.97

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.35
4.27 4.32
4.32 4.41
4.25 4.26
4.12 4.09
4.14 4.06
4.19 4.22
4.64 4.62
4.10 4.05
4.47 4.44
4.73 4.75
4.32 4.29
4.32 4.31
4.03 4.01
4.17 4.14
4.35 4.30
4.35 4.29
4.05 3.92
4.23 4.44
4.35 4.47
4.51 4.65
4.29 4.38
4.20 4.29
4.01 4.21
4.03 4.43
4.08 4.39
Majors
Major
Non-major

Page
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responses to be significant

WhDAWPWDADD
[$)]
o

WhMADMD
w
w

*kkk

5.00

5.00

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 1 0O 0 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O O o 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 0O 0 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 3 0 1 4 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 1 0 0 1 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 2 3 2 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O o 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O O O 4 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 0 O 1 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 O O 1 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 O O 1 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O 1 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 4 1 0 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 1 0 o0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 1 0O O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 1 0O ©O 1
4. Were special techniques successful 13 1. 0 0 o0 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 4 0 O 1 1 0
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 4 0 O O O0 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 4 0 O O 0 3
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 4 0 0O O O 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 4 11 O O o0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 13 1 O O o0 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 12 O O O o0 o
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 9 o O O o0 o
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 11
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 1
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0201 University of Maryland

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. C) Spring 2009
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 16

ANBANDA

PRRO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.53 595/1576 4.73
4.73 301/1576 4.63
4.47 633/1342 4.58
3.92 115371520 4.11
4.50 366/1465 4.56
3.23 1317/1434 3.39
4.60 41171547 4.55
4.87 547/1574 4.93
3.69 1214/1554 4.12
4.08 120971488 4.58
4.58 1142/1493 4.70
4.17 1025/1486 4.55
4.58 60271489 4.63
3.88 818/1277 4.06
4.58 63/ 234 4.75
4.92 26/ 240 4.88
4.75 67/ 229 4.79
4.92 32/ 232 4.79
5.00 ****/ 379 4.83
5.00 ****/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

WhWWhArPADMDD

ADADMDD

wWhbHD

ABADADD

.97

.97

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.35
4.27 4.32
4.32 4.41
4.25 4.26
4.12 4.09
4.14 4.06
4.19 4.22
4.64 4.62
4.10 4.05
4.47 4.44
4.73 4.75
4.32 4.29
4.32 4.31
4.03 4.01
4.17 4.14
4.35 4.30
4.35 4.29
4.05 3.92
4.23 4.44
4.35 4.47
4.51 4.65
4.29 4.38
4.20 4.29
4.01 4.21
4.03 4.43
4.08 4.39
Majors
Major
Non-major
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responses to be significant

WhDAWPWADD
[$)]
o

WhADMD
w
w

*hkk

5.00

5.00

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 1 0O 0 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O O o 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 0O 0 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 3 0 1 4 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 1 0 0 1 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 2 3 2 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O o 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O 0 1 5 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 0 O 3 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 O O 0 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 O 0O 2 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O 0 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 4 1 0 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 1 0 o0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 1 0O O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 1 0O ©O 1
4. Were special techniques successful 13 1. 0 0 o0 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 4 0 O 1 1 0
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 4 0 O O O0 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 4 0 O O 0 3
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 4 0 0O O O 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 4 11 O O o0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 13 1 O O o0 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 12 O O O o0 o
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 9 o O O o0 o
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 11
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 1
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0301

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

WN P abhwbNPF

abrwWwNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

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

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

PFRRRROOOO

NN~ O

ENENENENEN

11

12

10

OQOORNOOOO

oo OoO000O0

NP, OOO

0

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

ODONDAWWNOW

[eNeNe] OCWhAhWN

PNNPMO

S

12

11
10

WhWWhArADMDD

A D ADDMDD

AADADD

.97

.97

N = T TTOO
[cNeoNoNaoNai o NoN

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

16

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.85 203/1576 4.73
4.60 476/1576 4.63
4.80 240/1342 4.58
4.50 51171520 4.11
4.53 35371465 4.56
3.94 95371434 3.39
4.58 445/1547 4.55
5.00 171574 4.93
4.53 379/1554 4.12
4.73 547/1488 4.58
4.79 84971493 4.70
4.54 642/1486 4.55
4.77 364/1489 4.63
4.43 385/1277 4.06
4.85 23/ 234 4.75
4.69 65/ 240 4.88
4.85 46/ 229 4.79
4.83 45/ 232 4.79
4.83 34/ 379 4.83
5.00 1/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.85
4.27 4.32 4.60
4.32 4.41 4.80
4.25 4.26 4.50
4.12 4.09 4.53
4.14 4.06 3.94
4.19 4.22 4.58
4.64 4.62 5.00
4.10 4.05 4.35
447 4.44 4.74
4.73 4.75 4.89
4.32 4.29 4.70
4.32 4.31 4.81
4.03 4.01 4.43
4.17 4.14 Fr**
4.35 4.30 ***F*
4.35 4.29 Fxx*
4.23 4.44 4.85
4.35 4.47 4.69
4.51 4.65 4.85
4.29 4.38 4.83
4.20 4.29 4.83
4.01 4.21 5.00
4.03 4.43 5.00
4.08 4.39 5.00

Majors
Major 3
Non-major 17

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

BIOL 252L 0301
ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
(Instr. B)
24
20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

WN P abhwbNPF

abrwWwNPF

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

ENENENENEN

11

12

10

OQOORNOOOO

oo [N eNeNoNe)

NP, OOO

0

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

OVONDAWWNOW

[eNeNe] ORrEFPON

PNNPMO

woo~NO

S

12

11
10

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 11
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 c 1
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

16
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.85 203/1576 4.73 4.27 4.30 4.35 4.85
4.60 476/1576 4.63 4.17 4.27 4.32 4.60
4.80 240/1342 4.58 4.05 4.32 4.41 4.80
4.50 511/1520 4.11 4.06 4.25 4.26 4.50
4.53 353/1465 4.56 4.07 4.12 4.09 4.53
3.94 953/1434 3.39 3.85 4.14 4.06 3.94
4.58 445/1547 4.55 3.93 4.19 4.22 4.58
5.00 171574 4.93 4.74 4.64 4.62 5.00
4.17 805/1554 4.12 3.90 4.10 4.05 4.35
4.75 505/1488 4.58 4.44 4.47 4.44 4.74
5.00 171493 4.70 4.61 4.73 4.75 4.89
4.86 221/1486 4.55 4.19 4.32 4.29 4.70
4.86 251/1489 4.63 4.17 4.32 4.31 4.81
5.00 ****/1277 4.06 4.00 4.03 4.01 4.43
5.00 ****/1279 **** 410 4.17 4.14 ****
5.00 ****/1270 **** 4.23 4.35 4.30 ****
5.00 ****/1269 **** 4.16 4.35 4.29 ****
4.85 23/ 234 4.75 4.44 4.23 4.44 4.85
4.69 65/ 240 4.88 4.53 4.35 4.47 4.69
4.85 46/ 229 4.79 4.54 4.51 4.65 4.85
4.83 45/ 232 4.79 4.57 4.29 4.38 4.83
4.83 34/ 379 4.83 4.34 4.20 4.29 4.83
5.00 17 375 5.00 4.92 4.01 4.21 5.00
5.00 17 326 5.00 4.97 4.03 4.43 5.00
5.00 17 382 5.00 4.97 4.08 4.39 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0401

Title ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
Instructor: FLEISCHMANN, ES (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 16

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAAWNE

WN P abhwNPF

abrwNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

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

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

POOOOOOOO

00 00 00 0o

AABADD

12

RPOOROPMOOO

oo ~AOOCOO

NOOoOOoOOo

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NOoToror o

Oor o

W 00 00 ©

WhWWhArPADMDD

A D ADDMDD

AADADD

.97

.97

Required for Majors

N = T TTO O
RPOOOORrRNN

General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.86 203/1576 4.73
4.57 515/1576 4.63
4.57 510/1342 4.58
4.30 805/1520 4.11
4.64 277/1465 4.56
3.15 1342/1434 3.39
4.50 527/1547 4.55
4.93 375/1574 4.93
4.42 518/1554 4.12
4.83 355/1488 4.58
4.83 734/1493 4.70
4.83 241/1486 4.55
4.67 500/1489 4.63
5.00 ****/1277 4.06
4.80 27/ 234 4.75
4.90 29/ 240 4.88
4.70 83/ 229 4.79
4.60 90/ 232 4.79
5.00 ****/ 379 4.83
5.00 1/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 ****/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.86
4.27 4.32 4.57
4.32 4.41 4.57
4.25 4.26 4.30
4.12 4.09 4.64
4.14 4.06 3.15
4.19 4.22 4.50
4.64 4.62 4.93
4.10 4.05 4.32
4.47 4.44 4.61
4.73 4.75 4.66
4.32 4.29 4.66
4.32 4.31 4.60
4.03 4.01 ****
4.17 4.14 Fr**
4.35 4.30 ***F*
4.35 4.29 Fxx*
4.23 4.44 4.80
4.35 4.47 4.90
4.51 4.65 4.70
4.29 4.38 4.60
4.20 4.29 Fx**
4.01 4.21 5.00
4.03 4.43 5.00
4.08 4.39 Fx**

Majors

Major 4
Non-major 10

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0401
Title
Instructor:

ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
(Instr. B)

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

WN P abhwbNPF

abrwWwNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

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

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.86 203/1576 4.73
4.57 515/1576 4.63
4.57 510/1342 4.58
4.30 80571520 4.11
4.64 277/1465 4.56
3.15 1342/1434 3.39
4.50 527/1547 4.55
4.93 375/1574 4.93
4.22 742/1554 4.12
4.50 870/1488 4.58
4.57 1150/1493 4.70
4.57 596/1486 4.55
4.57 614/1489 4.63
4.00 ****/1277 4.06
4.80 27/ 234 4.75
4.90 29/ 240 4.88
4.70 83/ 229 4.79
4.60 90/ 232 4.79
5.00 ****/ 379 4.83
5.00 1/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 ****/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.86
4.27 4.32 4.57
4.32 4.41 4.57
4.25 4.26 4.30
4.12 4.09 4.64
4.14 4.06 3.15
4.19 4.22 4.50
4.64 4.62 4.93
4.10 4.05 4.32
4.47 4.44 4.61
4.73 4.75 4.66
4.32 4.29 4.66
4.32 4.31 4.60
4.03 4.01 ****
4.17 4.14 Fr**
4.35 4.30 ***F*
4.35 4.29 Fxx*
4.23 4.44 4.80
4.35 4.47 4.90
4.51 4.65 4.70
4.29 4.38 4.60
4.20 4.29 Fxx*
4.01 4.21 5.00
4.03 4.43 5.00
4.08 4.39 Fx**

Majors

Major 4
Non-major 10

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 252L 0401
Title
Instructor:

ANATOMY & PHYSIOL LAB
(Instr. C)

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

WN P abhwbNPF

abrwWwNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

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

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.86 203/1576 4.73
4.57 515/1576 4.63
4.57 510/1342 4.58
4.30 80571520 4.11
4.64 277/1465 4.56
3.15 1342/1434 3.39
4.50 527/1547 4.55
4.93 375/1574 4.93
4.33 623/1554 4.12
4.50 870/1488 4.58
4.57 1150/1493 4.70
4.57 596/1486 4.55
4.57 614/1489 4.63
4.00 ****/1277 4.06
4.80 27/ 234 4.75
4.90 29/ 240 4.88
4.70 83/ 229 4.79
4.60 90/ 232 4.79
5.00 ****/ 379 4.83
5.00 1/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 ****/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.86
4.27 4.32 4.57
4.32 4.41 4.57
4.25 4.26 4.30
4.12 4.09 4.64
4.14 4.06 3.15
4.19 4.22 4.50
4.64 4.62 4.93
4.10 4.05 4.32
4.47 4.44 4.61
4.73 4.75 4.66
4.32 4.29 4.66
4.32 4.31 4.60
4.03 4.01 ****
4.17 4.14 Fr**
4.35 4.30 ***F*
4.35 4.29 Fxx*
4.23 4.44 4.80
4.35 4.47 4.90
4.51 4.65 4.70
4.29 4.38 4.60
4.20 4.29 Fxx*
4.01 4.21 5.00
4.03 4.43 5.00
4.08 4.39 Fx**

Majors

Major 4
Non-major 10

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 275 0101

Title MICROBIOLOGY

Instructor:

SANDOZ, JAMES W

Enrollment: 162

Questionnaires: 89

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

GNP GNP GO WNPE A WNP

OIN P

Questions

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

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Was the instructor available for individual attention
. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
. 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 there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.15
4.27 4.32 3.65
4.32 4.41 3.51
4.25 4.26 3.39
4.12 4.09 3.67
4.14 4.06 F***
4.19 4.22 3.67
4.64 4.62 4.94
4.10 4.05 3.66
4.47 4.44 4.19
4.73 4.75 4.48
4.32 4.29 3.59
4.32 4.31 3.84
4.03 4.01 3.85
4.17 4.14 Fx**
4.35 4.30 ***F*
4.35 4.29 Fx**
4.05 3.92 F***
4.23 4.44 Fx**
4.35 447 FF**
4.51 4.65 F***
4.29 4.38 Fx**
4.20 4.29 Fx**
4.72 4.78 F****
4.69 4.72 F***
4.01 4.21 5.00
4.48 4.74 Fx**
4.40 4.71 F***
4.03 4.43 4.83
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.08 4.39 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 275 0101 University of Maryland Page 181

Title MICROBIOLOGY Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 162

Questionnaires: 89 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 9 0.00-0.99 1 A 12 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 1 Major 21
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 30
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 8 C 28 General 15 Under-grad 88 Non-major 68
84-150 15 3.00-3.49 14 D 2
Grad 1 3.50-4.00 16 F 0 Electives 3 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 54
? 3



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0101

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

Questionnaires: 21

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.72
4.27 4.32 4.06
4.32 4.41 4.28
4.25 4.26 4.39
4.12 4.09 4.13
4.14 4.06 4.06
4.19 4.22 3.72
4.64 4.62 4.61
4.10 4.05 4.17
4.47 4.44 4.47
4.73 4.75 4.94
4.32 4.29 4.24
4.32 4.31 4.29
4.03 4.01 4.36
4.17 4.14 4.33
4.35 4.30 4.67
4.35 4.29 4.83
4.05 3.92 F***
4.23 4.44 4.91
4.35 4.47 4.18
4.51 4.65 4.45
4.29 4.38 4.18
4.20 4.29 4.00
4.72 4.78 F****
4.69 4.72 F**F*
4.64 4.83 F***
4.61 4.80 ****
4.01 4.21 ****
4.48 4.74 F***
4.40 4.71 F***
4.73 4.69 Fx**
4.57 4.64 F**F*
4.03 4.43 F***
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 4.39 Fx**



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0101

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

Questionnaires: 21

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 182
JuL 2, 2009
Job IRBR3029

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

)= T TIOO

[eNoNeoNeoNaN Vo Nl

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 21

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



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0201

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

Questionnaires: 21
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AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.43
4.27 4.32 4.19
4.32 4.41 3.90
4.25 4.26 4.19
4.12 4.09 3.76
4.14 4.06 3.95
4.19 4.22 4.05
4.64 4.62 4.48
4.10 4.05 4.06
4.47 4.44 4.33
4.73 4.75 4.71
4.32 4.29 4.00
4.32 4.31 4.10
4.03 4.01 3.27
4.17 4.14 4.38
4.35 4.30 4.25
4.35 4.29 4.75
4.05 3.92 3.71
4.23 4.44 4.60
4.35 4.47 4.13
4.51 4.65 4.33
4.29 4.38 4.40
4.20 4.29 4.27
4.72 4.78 F****
4.69 4.72 F***
4.64 4.83 F***
4.61 4.80 ****
4.01 4.21 4.33
4.48 4.74 F***
4.40 4.71 F***
4.73 4.69 Fx**
4.57 4.64 F**F*
4.03 4.43 4.83
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 4.39 4.91
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 3
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 2
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0301

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.60
4.27 4.32 4.40
4.32 4.41 4.45
4.25 4.26 4.47
4.12 4.09 4.00
4.14 4.06 4.44
4.19 4.22 3.61
4.64 4.62 5.00
4.10 4.05 4.44
4.47 4.44 4.83
4.73 4.75 4.89
4.32 4.29 4.44
4.32 4.31 4.67
4.03 4.01 4.29
4.17 4.14 4.78
4.35 4.30 4.67
4.35 4.29 4.67
4.05 3.92 4.80
4.23 4.44 4.67
4.35 4.47 4.72
4.51 4.65 4.67
4.29 4.38 4.50
4.20 4.29 4.39
4.72 4.78 F****
4.69 4.72 F***
4.64 4.83 F***
4.61 4.80 ****
4.01 4.21 5.00
4.48 4.74 F***
4.40 4.71 F***
4.73 4.69 Fx**
4.57 4.64 F**F*
4.03 4.43 5.00
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 4.39 5.00
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 6
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Graduate 0
Under-grad 20 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0401

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 20
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.35 4.21
4.27 4.32 4.05
4.32 4.41 4.16
4.25 4.26 3.78
4.12 4.09 3.71
4.14 4.06 3.83
4.19 4.22 2.78
4.64 4.62 4.94
4.10 4.05 3.82
4.47 4.44 4.44
4.73 4.75 4.50
4.32 4.29 4.11
4.32 4.31 4.06
4.03 4.01 3.94
4.17 4.14 3.63
4.35 4.30 4.50
4.35 4.29 3.88
4.05 3.92 3.50
4.23 4.44 3.93
4.35 4.47 4.27
4.51 4.65 4.40
4.29 4.38 3.60
4.20 4.29 3.27
4.72 4.78 F****
4.69 4.72 F***
4.64 4.83 F***
4.61 4.80 ****
4.01 4.21 5.00
4.48 4.74 F***
4.40 4.71 F***
4.73 4.69 Fx**
4.57 4.64 F**F*
4.03 4.43 5.00
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 4.39 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0401

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
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Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 20

Expected Grades
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 3
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Graduate 0
Under-grad 20 Non-major 19

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



Course-Section: BIOL 275L 0501

Title MICROBIOLOGY LABORATOR
Instructor: SANDOZ, JAMES W
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 16

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.47 697/1576 4.49
4.40 759/1576 4.22
4.20 87971342 4.20
4.29 826/1520 4.22
4.17 738/1465 3.96
4.08 848/1434 4.07
3.86 1182/1547 3.60
4.62 987/1574 4.73
4.10 871/1554 4.12
4.75 505/1488 4.57
4.85 708/1493 4.78
4.00 110171486 4.16
4.31 92171489 4.28
4.27 515/1277 4.02
4.29 64171279 4.28
4.43 716/1270 4.50
4.43 711/1269 4.51
4.50 221/ 878 4.13
4.62 59/ 234 4.54
4.77 52/ 240 4.41
4.77 64/ 229 4.52
4.77 55/ 232 4.29
4.75 44/ 379 4.13
5.00 ****/ 375 4.78
5.00 ****/ 326 4.94
5.00 1/ 382 4.98

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.35
4.27 4.32
4.32 4.41
4.25 4.26
4.12 4.09
4.14 4.06
4.19 4.22
4.64 4.62
4.10 4.05
4.47 4.44
4.73 4.75
4.32 4.29
4.32 4.31
4.03 4.01
4.17 4.14
4.35 4.30
4.35 4.29
4.05 3.92
4.23 4.44
4.35 4.47
4.51 4.65
4.29 4.38
4.20 4.29
4.01 4.21
4.03 4.43
4.08 4.39
Majors
Major
Non-major
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responses to be significant
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0O O O 2 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0O O O 2 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0O O 2 1 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 1 0 1 2 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 3 0 1 1 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 1 0 1 1 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 o0 1 3 7
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 1 0O O O 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 0O 0 2 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 0 O oO 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 O 0O 1 o0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0O 1 2 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 O 1 o0 &6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 5 0 0 O 2 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 9 0O O o0 2 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 9 0O O o 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 9 0O O O 1 2
4. Were special techniques successful 10 2 0 O 1 o
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 3 0 O 1 0 2
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 3 0 0 O0 1 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 3 0 0 0 1 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 3 0 0O O o0 3
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 4 0 0 O 1 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 14 0 O O 0 o©
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 14 0 O O 0 o©
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 8 0 O O 0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.30
27 4.28
32 4.30
25 4.25
12 4.09
14 4.15
19 4.21
64 4.61
10 4.09
47 4.47
73 4.70
32 4.32
32 4.34
03 4.11
17 4.20
35 4.42
35 4.41
05 4.09
35 4.32
72 4.67
69 4.69
01 4.12
48 4.37
40 3.92
73 4.63
03 4.23
60 4.83
83 4.89
67 5.00
78 5.00
08 4.24
Majors
Major
Non-major
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Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION Baltimore County
Instructor: OMLAND, KEVIN E (Instr. A) Spring 2009
Enrol Iment: 247
Questionnaires: 72 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Cours
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 3 0 0 O 7 18 44 4.54 595/1576 4.54
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 3 0 0 O 9 24 36 4.39 772/1576 4.39
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 0O O 1 8 18 42 4.46 633/1342 4.46
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 4 26 1 3 10 9 19 4.00 1041/1520 4.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 6 1 7 3 13 15 27 3.80 1067/1465 3.80
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 7 32 2 4 3 8 16 3.97 928/1434 3.97
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 6 0 1 2 3 15 45 4.53 492/1547 4.53
8. How many times was class cancelled 8 0O O O O 4 60 4.94 328/1574 4.94
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 20 3 1 1 15 23 9 3.78 1152/1554 4.04
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 10 0 O 2 6 12 42 4.52 858/1488 4.62
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 11 0 O 0 3 4 54 4.84 734/1493 4.81
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 11 0 0 0 7 25 29 4.36 86171486 4.45
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 10 0 O 3 5 18 36 4.40 81371489 4.44
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 12 3 3 4 7 10 33 4.16 615/1277 4.34
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 46 0 2 0 4 3 17 4.27 657/1279 4.27
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 45 0 0 1 2 3 21 4.63 541/1270 4.63
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 45 0 O 1 2 3 21 4.63 567/1269 4.63
4. Were special techniques successful 45 9 1 1 2 2 12 4.28 355/ 878 4.28
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 240 ****
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****x/ 85 ****
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 71 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 ****x/ 79 ****
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 50 1 0 O O O 21 5.00 1/ 375 5.00
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 71 0 1 0O O O O 1.00 ****/ 52 F**x**
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 48 ****
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 71 0 O O O O 1 5.00 ****/ 44 ****
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 55 1 0O O O O 16 5.00 ****/ 326 ****
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 40 ****
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 24 ****
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****x/ 35 ****
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****x/ 28 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 42 0 O O O O0 30 5.00 17 382 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type
00-27 13 0.00-0.99 1 A 33 Required for Majors 3 Graduate
28-55 10 1.00-1.99 0 B 23
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 1 C 5 General 3 Under-grad
84-150 15 3.00-3.49 11 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 24 F 0 Electives 0

###H# - Means there are not enough
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Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION
Instructor: FREELAND, STEPH (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 247

Questionnaires: 72

University of Maryland
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.30
27 4.28
32 4.30
25 4.25
12 4.09
14 4.15
19 4.21
64 4.61
10 4.09
47 4.47
73 4.70
32 4.32
32 4.34
03 4.11
17 4.20
35 4.42
35 4.41
05 4.09
35 4.32
72 4.67
69 4.69
01 4.12
48 4.37
40 3.92
73 4.63
03 4.23
60 4.83
83 4.89
67 5.00
78 5.00
08 4.24
Majors
Major
Non-major
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Frequencies Instructor Cours
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 3 0 0 O 7 18 44 4.54 595/1576 4.54
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 3 0 0 O 9 24 36 4.39 772/1576 4.39
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 0O O 1 8 18 42 4.46 633/1342 4.46
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 4 26 1 3 10 9 19 4.00 1041/1520 4.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 6 1 7 3 13 15 27 3.80 1067/1465 3.80
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 7 32 2 4 3 8 16 3.97 928/1434 3.97
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 6 0 1 2 3 15 45 4.53 492/1547 4.53
8. How many times was class cancelled 8 0O O O O 4 60 4.94 328/1574 4.94
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 19 2 0 1 6 20 24 4.31 649/1554 4.04
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 14 0 O 1 3 8 46 4.71 610/1488 4.62
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 16 0 O O 2 5 49 4.84 734/1493 4.81
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 18 0 O O 5 11 38 4.61 545/1486 4.45
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 17 0 O 3 4 7 41 4.56 625/1489 4.44
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 18 4 1 1 5 9 34 4.48 328/1277 4.34
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 46 0 2 0 4 3 17 4.27 657/1279 4.27
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 45 0 0 1 2 3 21 4.63 541/1270 4.63
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 45 0 O 1 2 3 21 4.63 567/1269 4.63
4. Were special techniques successful 45 9 1 1 2 2 12 4.28 355/ 878 4.28
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 240 ****
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****x/ 85 ****
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 71 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 ****/ 79 ****
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 50 1 0 O O O 21 5.00 1/ 375 5.00
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 71 0 1 0O O O O 1.00 ****/ 52 *x**
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 48 ****
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 71 0 O O O O 1 5.00 ****/ 44 ****
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 55 1 0O O O O 16 5.00 ****/ 326 ****
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 40 ****
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 24 ****
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****x/ 35 ****
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****x/ 28 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 42 0 O O O O0 30 5.00 17 382 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type
00-27 13 0.00-0.99 1 A 33 Required for Majors 3 Graduate
28-55 10 1.00-1.99 0 B 23
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 1 C 5 General 3 Under-grad
84-150 15 3.00-3.49 11 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 24 F 0 Electives 0

###H# - Means there are not enough
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Course-Section: BIOL 301 0101

Title ECOLOGY & EVOLUTION
Instructor: LEIPS, JEFF (Instr. C)
Enrol Iment: 247

Questionnaires: 72

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.30
27 4.28
32 4.30
25 4.25
12 4.09
14 4.15
19 4.21
64 4.61
10 4.09
47 4.47
73 4.70
32 4.32
32 4.34
03 4.11
17 4.20
35 4.42
35 4.41
05 4.09
35 4.32
72 4.67
69 4.69
01 4.12
48 4.37
40 3.92
73 4.63
03 4.23
60 4.83
83 4.89
67 5.00
78 5.00
08 4.24
Majors
Major
Non-major
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Frequencies Instructor Cours
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 3 0 0 O 7 18 44 4.54 595/1576 4.54
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 3 0 0 O 9 24 36 4.39 772/1576 4.39
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 0O O 1 8 18 42 4.46 633/1342 4.46
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 4 26 1 3 10 9 19 4.00 1041/1520 4.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 6 1 7 3 13 15 27 3.80 1067/1465 3.80
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 7 32 2 4 3 8 16 3.97 928/1434 3.97
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 6 0 1 2 3 15 45 4.53 492/1547 4.53
8. How many times was class cancelled 8 0 0O O 0 4 60 4.94 328/1574 4.94
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 23 1 0 0 12 22 14 4.04 902/1554 4.04
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 20 0 0 © 3 13 36 4.63 708/1488 4.62
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 21 0 0O O 3 6 42 4.76 888/1493 4.81
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 22 0 0 1 8 12 29 4.38 841/1486 4.45
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 22 0 1 1 9 7 32 4.36 856/1489 4.44
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 24 4 1 1 5 10 27 4.39 42171277 4.34
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 46 0 2 0 4 3 17 4.27 657/1279 4.27
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 45 0 0 1 2 3 21 4.63 541/1270 4.63
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 45 0 O 1 2 3 21 4.63 567/1269 4.63
4. Were special techniques successful 45 9 1 1 2 2 12 4.28 355/ 878 4.28
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 240 ****
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****x/ 85 ****
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 71 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 ****x/ 79 ****
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 50 1 0 O O O 21 5.00 1/ 375 5.00
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 71 0 1 0O O O O 1.00 ****/ 52 F**x**
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 48 ****
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 71 0 O O O O 1 5.00 ****/ 44 ****
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 55 1 0O O O O 16 5.00 ****/ 326 ****
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 40 ****
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 24 ****
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****x/ 35 ****
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 71 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****x/ 28 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 42 0 O O O O0 30 5.00 17 382 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type
00-27 13 0.00-0.99 1 A 33 Required for Majors 3 Graduate
28-55 10 1.00-1.99 0 B 23
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 1 C 5 General 3 Under-grad
84-150 15 3.00-3.49 11 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 24 F 0 Electives 0

###H# - Means there are not enough
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Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101 University of Maryland Page 190

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: EISENMANN, DAVI (Instr. A) Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 237
Questionnaires: 134 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 1 0 2 4 20 43 64 4.23 988/1576 4.23 4.27 4.30 4.30 4.23
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 1 7 34 53 38 3.90 1237/1576 3.90 4.17 4.27 4.28 3.90
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0o 4 8 39 40 42 3.81 1105/1342 3.81 4.05 4.32 4.30 3.81
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 79 1 4 12 13 24 4.02 1036/1520 4.02 4.06 4.25 4.25 4.02
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 6 11 12 30 32 39 3.61 1201/1465 3.61 4.07 4.12 4.09 3.61
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 5 95 3 1 6 11 13 3.88 1015/1434 3.88 3.85 4.14 4.15 3.88
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 2 6 4 30 32 56 4.00 1041/1547 4.00 3.93 4.19 4.21 4.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 6 2 0O ©O 1 28 97 4.76 739/1574 4.76 4.74 4.64 4.61 4.76
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 34 2 0 1 11 59 27 4.14 827/1554 3.83 3.90 4.10 4.09 3.83
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 1 0 6 32 94 4.64 708/1488 4.47 4.44 A4.47 4.47 4.47
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 1 1 5 21 105 4.71 986/1493 4.61 4.61 4.73 4.70 4.61
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 3 14 50 66 4.35 88171486 3.99 4.19 4.32 4.32 3.99
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 1 4 3 11 38 76 4.36 867/1489 4.12 4.17 4.32 4.34 4.12
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 6 3 4 3 15 31 72 4.31 480/1277 4.18 4.00 4.03 4.11 4.18
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 93 0 14 5 6 7 9 2.80 1224/1279 2.80 4.10 4.17 4.20 2.80
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 92 O 5 4 11 6 16 3.57 1121/1270 3.57 4.23 4.35 4.42 3.57
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 93 0 6 2 12 7 14 3.51 111371269 3.51 4.16 4.35 4.41 3.51
4. Were special techniques successful 94 22 2 3 5 2 6 3.39 ****/ 878 F*** 3 79 4.05 4.09 Frr*
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 132 0O O O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 234 **** A 44 4.23 4.24 F***
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 132 0 0 O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 240 **** 4,53 4.35 4.32 ****
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 132 0 0 O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 229 **** A 54 A4.51 4.48 ****
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 132 0O O 1 0O O 1 3.50 ****/ 232 **** A 57 4.29 4.16 ****
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 132 O O O o0 o 2 5.00 ****/ 379 ****x 4.34 4.20 4.17 F***
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 132 0O O o 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 85 **** 4. 88 4.72 4.67 ****
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 132 0 0 0 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 79 **** 4. 65 4.69 4.69 ****
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 132 O O O o0 o 2 5.00 ****/ 72 ****x 4 25 4.64 4.53 ****
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 132 O O O o0 o 2 5.00 ****/ 80 **** 4.36 4.61 4.22 ****
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 51 0O O O O O 83 5.00 1/ 375 5.00 4.92 4.01 4.12 5.00
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 132 0 O O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 52 **** 3 00 4.48 4.37 ****
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 132 0 O O o0 1 1 4.50 ****/ 48 **** 3.00 4.40 3.92 ****
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 132 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 ****/ 44 ****  xkkk 4 73 4.63 FFF*
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 132 O O o0 o 1 1 4.50 ****/ A5 ****  xkkk A K7 4.50 Frr*
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 64 0 O 1 O O 69 4.96 66/ 326 4.96 4.97 4.03 4.23 4.96
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 132 0 0O O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 40 **** 3.00 4.60 4.83 ***=*
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 132 0O 0O o 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 24 **** x*x*xk 4 83 4.89 *Fx**
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 132 0O O o 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 35 **** xxkk 4. 67 5.00 *F***
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 132 0 0O 1 0 0 1 3.50 ****/ 28 **** *&*x 478 5.00 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 22 0 1 0 O 0112 4.96 69/ 382 4.96 4.97 4.08 4.24 4.96



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 302 0101 University of Maryland

MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI Baltimore County

EISENMANN, DAVI (Instr. A) Spring 2009

237

134 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Page 190
JuL 2, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
0.00-0.99 2 A 35 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 43
1.00-1.99 1
2.00-2.99 11 General 2 Under-grad 134 Non-major 91
3.00-3
3.50-4.00 29 Electives 1 ##H# - Means there are not enough

Other 99

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 302 0101 University of Maryland Page 191

Title MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: FARABAUGH, PHIL (Instr. B) Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 237
Questionnaires: 134 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 1 0 2 4 20 43 64 4.23 988/1576 4.23 4.27 4.30 4.30 4.23
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 1 7 34 53 38 3.90 1237/1576 3.90 4.17 4.27 4.28 3.90
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0o 4 8 39 40 42 3.81 1105/1342 3.81 4.05 4.32 4.30 3.81
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 79 1 4 12 13 24 4.02 1036/1520 4.02 4.06 4.25 4.25 4.02
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 6 11 12 30 32 39 3.61 1201/1465 3.61 4.07 4.12 4.09 3.61
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 5 95 3 1 6 11 13 3.88 1015/1434 3.88 3.85 4.14 4.15 3.88
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 2 6 4 30 32 56 4.00 1041/1547 4.00 3.93 4.19 4.21 4.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 6 2 0O ©O 1 28 97 4.76 739/1574 4.76 4.74 4.64 4.61 4.76
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 33 1 5 8 35 35 17 3.51 1299/1554 3.83 3.90 4.10 4.09 3.83
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0 6 1 20 25 80 4.30 107271488 4.47 4.44 447 A4.47 4.47
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 2 3 13 22 92 4.51 1210/1493 4.61 4.61 4.73 4.70 4.61
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 7 17 27 45 34 3.63 1296/1486 3.99 4.19 4.32 4.32 3.99
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 1 8 14 22 28 58 3.88 1205/1489 4.12 4.17 4.32 4.34 4.12
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 6 3 7 7 18 33 60 4.06 67271277 4.18 4.00 4.03 4.11 4.18
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 93 0 14 5 6 7 9 2.80 1224/1279 2.80 4.10 4.17 4.20 2.80
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 92 O 5 4 11 6 16 3.57 1121/1270 3.57 4.23 4.35 4.42 3.57
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 93 0 6 2 12 7 14 3.51 111371269 3.51 4.16 4.35 4.41 3.51
4. Were special techniques successful 94 22 2 3 5 2 6 3.39 ****/ 878 F*** 3 79 4.05 4.09 Frr*
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 132 0O O O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 234 **** A 44 4.23 4.24 F***
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 132 0 0 O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 240 **** 4,53 4.35 4.32 ****
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 132 0 0 O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 229 **** A 54 A4.51 4.48 ****
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 132 0O O 1 0O O 1 3.50 ****/ 232 **** A 57 4.29 4.16 ****
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 132 O O O o0 o 2 5.00 ****/ 379 ****x 4.34 4.20 4.17 F***
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 132 0O 0O o 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 85 **** 4. 88 4.72 4.67 ****
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 132 0 0 0 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 79 **** 4. 65 4.69 4.69 ****
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 132 O O O o0 o 2 5.00 ****/ 72 ****x 4 25 4.64 4.53 ****
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 132 O O O o0 o 2 5.00 ****/ 80 **** 4.36 4.61 4.22 ****
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 51 0O O O O O 83 5.00 1/ 375 5.00 4.92 4.01 4.12 5.00
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 132 0 O O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 52 **** 3 00 4.48 4.37 ****
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 132 0 O O o0 1 1 4.50 ****/ 48 **** 3.00 4.40 3.92 ****
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 132 0 0 0 0 1 1 4.50 ****/ 44 ****  xkkk 4 73 4.63 FFF*
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 132 O O o0 o 1 1 4.50 ****/ A5 ****  xkkk A K7 4.50 Fr**
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 64 0O O 1 O O 69 4.96 66/ 326 4.96 4.97 4.03 4.23 4.96
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 132 0 0O O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 40 **** 3.00 4.60 4.83 ***=*
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 132 0O 0O o 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 24 **** *x*xk 4 83 4.89 *F***
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 132 0O 0O O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 35 **** xxkk 4. 67 5.00 *F***
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 132 0 0O 1 0 0 1 3.50 ****/ 28 **** *&*x 478 5.00 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 22 0 1 0 O 0112 4.96 69/ 382 4.96 4.97 4.08 4.24 4.96



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

BIOL 302 0101
MOLEC & GENERAL GENETI

FARABAUGH, PHIL (Instr.

237
134

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Page 191
JuL 2, 2009
Job IRBR3029

00-27 6
28-55 24
56-83 19
84-150 8
Grad. 0

Cum. GPA
0.00-0.99 2
1.00-1.99 1
2.00-2.99 11
3.00-3.49 17
3.50-4.00 29

Required for Majors

Graduate 0

Under-grad 134

Non-major 91

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0201

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page

192

JUuL 2, 2009
Job IRBR3029
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abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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 criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.24 976/1576 4.02
4.19 996/1576 4.19
4.00 97271342 3.99
4.00 104171520 4.05
3.74 1116/1465 3.79
3.85 103371434 3.90
4.20 900/1547 4.08
4.50 107971574 4.72
4.17 805/1554 3.93
4.80 40171488 4.63
4.75 908/1493 4.59
4.25 95971486 4.25
4.32 91071489 4.18
4.63 236/1277 4.04
4.08 780/1279 4.04
4.31 805/1270 4.21
4.31 793/1269 4.19
3.75 631/ 878 3.75
4.38 110/ 234 4.29
4.50 91/ 240 4.42
4.63 107/ 229 4.58
4.63 85/ 232 4.55
4.56 69/ 379 4.25
5.00 1/ 375 4.96
5.00 1/ 326 4.99
5.00 1/ 382 4.95

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.30
4.27 4.28
4.32 4.30
4.25 4.25
4.12 4.09
4.14 4.15
4.19 4.21
4.64 4.61
4.10 4.09
4.47 4.47
4.73 4.70
4.32 4.32
4.32 4.34
4.03 4.11
4.17 4.20
4.35 4.42
4.35 4.41
4.05 4.09
4.23 4.24
4.35 4.32
4.51 4.48
4.29 4.16
4.20 4.17
4.01 4.12
4.03 4.23
4.08 4.24
Majors
Major
Non-major

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

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 24
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
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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Page 193

JuL 2, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.30 3.56
4.27 4.28 3.94
4.32 4.30 3.81
4.25 4.25 3.56
4.12 4.09 3.46
4.14 4.15 3.44
4.19 4.21 3.56
4.64 4.61 4.40
4.10 4.09 3.77
4.47 4.47 4.80
4.73 4.70 4.60
4.32 4.32 4.20
4.32 4.34 3.80
4.03 4.11 3.67
4.17 4.20 F***
4.35 4.42 F***
4.35 4.41 F***
4.05 4.09 ****
4.23 4.24 3.67
4.35 4.32 3.60
4.51 4.48 4.30
4.29 4.16 4.44
4.20 4.17 3.60
4.72 4.67 F***
4.69 4.69 F***
4.64 4.53 F***
4.61 4.22 F***
4.01 4.12 4.90
4.48 4.37 FF*F*
4.40 3.92 FF**
4.73 4.63 F***
4.57 4.50 F***
4.03 4.23 4.90
4.60 4.83 ****
4.83 4.89 F***
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 4.24 4.94
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Questionnaires: 24

Expected Grades
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Frequency Distribution

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

D)= T TIOO

[eNoNeoNeNaN VR Nl

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Graduate 0
Under-grad 24 Non-major 19

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 16

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

Q- abhwWNPE

abhwnNPF

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 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
4.30 4.30 4.25
4.27 4.28 4.75
4.32 4.30 4.25
4.25 4.25 4.56
4.12 4.09 4.27
4.14 4.15 4.00
4.19 4.21 4.44
4.64 4.61 5.00
4.10 4.09 4.23
4.47 4.47 4.94
4.73 4.70 4.75
4.32 4.32 4.69
4.32 4.34 4.63
4.03 4.11 4.67
4.17 4.20 4.25
4.35 4.42 4.00
4.35 4.41 4.25
4.05 4.09 ****
4.23 4.24 4.54
4.35 4.32 4.46
4.51 4.48 4.69
4.29 4.16 4.46
4.20 4.17 4.46
4.72 4.67 F***
4.69 4.69 F***
4.64 4.53 F***
4.61 4.22 F***
4.01 4.12 4.75
4.48 4.37 FF*F*
4.03 4.23 5.00
4.60 4.83 ****
4.83 4.89 F***
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 4.24 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0301 University of Maryland Page 194

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 23

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 7 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 8
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 16 Non-major 8
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 13
? 2



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0302

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

QP aN P abhwNPE AWNPF

abhwNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Was the instructor available for individual attention
. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. 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
4.30 4.30 4.06
4.27 4.28 3.94
4.32 4.30 4.00
4.25 4.25 4.07
4.12 4.09 3.69
4.14 4.15 3.63
4.19 4.21 3.81
4.64 4.61 4.63
4.10 4.09 4.00
4.47 4.47 4.29
4.73 4.70 4.53
4.32 4.32 4.12
4.32 4.34 4.18
4.03 4.11 3.77
4.17 4.20 F***
4.35 4.42 F***
4.35 4.41 F***
4.05 4.09 ****
4.23 4.24 4.13
4.35 4.32 4.75
4.51 4.48 4.50
4.29 4.16 4.50
4.20 4.17 4.50
4.72 4.67 F***
4.69 4.69 F***
4.01 4.12 5.00
4.48 4.37 FF*F*
4.03 4.23 5.00
4.60 4.83 ****
4.83 4.89 Fx**
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 F***
4.08 4.24 4.64



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0302

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 17

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

=T TIOO

POOROOUI®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 17 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0401

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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 criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.13 1073/1576 4.02
4.31 877/1576 4.19
4.06 95171342 3.99
4.27 848/1520 4.05
4.09 80371465 3.79
4.19 758/1434 3.90
4.25 838/1547 4.08
4.88 527/1574 4.72
3.69 1207/1554 3.93
4.73 547/1488 4.63
4.60 1125/1493 4.59
4.20 100371486 4.25
4.13 1042/1489 4.18
3.62 968/1277 4.04
3.29 1141/1279 4.04
4.33 784/1270 4.21
3.71 105171269 4.19
5.00 ****/ 878 3.75
4.00 157/ 234 4.29
4.07 191/ 240 4.42
4.79 59/ 229 4.58
4.36 130/ 232 4.55
3.93 305/ 379 4.25
5.00 1/ 375 4.96
5.00 1/ 326 4.99
5.00 1/ 382 4.95

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.30
4.27 4.28
4.32 4.30
4.25 4.25
4.12 4.09
4.14 4.15
4.19 4.21
4.64 4.61
4.10 4.09
4.47 4.47
4.73 4.70
4.32 4.32
4.32 4.34
4.03 4.11
4.17 4.20
4.35 4.42
4.35 4.41
4.05 4.09
4.23 4.24
4.35 4.32
4.51 4.48
4.29 4.16
4.20 4.17
4.01 4.12
4.03 4.23
4.08 4.24
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

5



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0402

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

Questions
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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 criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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0o 0 4
0o 0 3
0O 0 5
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0O 0 ©
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.13 1065/1576 4.02
4.30 891/1576 4.19
3.87 108471342 3.99
4.09 100371520 4.05
3.57 1218/1465 3.79
3.95 941/1434 3.90
4.39 69971547 4.08
4.78 702/1574 4.72
4.00 924/1554 3.93
4.73 568/1488 4.63
4.73 966/1493 4.59
4.32 91171486 4.25
4.41 81371489 4.18
3.86 829/1277 4.04
4.20 71271279 4.04
4.00 92871270 4.21
4.10 907/1269 4.19
3.75 631/ 878 3.75
4.44 93/ 234 4.29
4.44 109/ 240 4.42
4.33 172/ 229 4.58
4.50 103/ 232 4.55
4.25 155/ 379 4.25
5.00 1/ 375 4.96
5.00 1/ 326 4.99
5.00 1/ 382 4.95

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.30
4.27 4.28
4.32 4.30
4.25 4.25
4.12 4.09
4.14 4.15
4.19 4.21
4.64 4.61
4.10 4.09
4.47 4.47
4.73 4.70
4.32 4.32
4.32 4.34
4.03 4.11
4.17 4.20
4.35 4.42
4.35 4.41
4.05 4.09
4.23 4.24
4.35 4.32
4.51 4.48
4.29 4.16
4.20 4.17
4.01 4.12
4.03 4.23
4.08 4.24
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

10



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0501

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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 criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.88 1257/1576 4.02
4.00 1138/1576 4.19
3.82 1101/1342 3.99
4.06 101271520 4.05
4.00 85071465 3.79
4.00 878/1434 3.90
3.88 1159/1547 4.08
4.71 851/1574 4.72
3.70 1201/1554 3.93
4.24 1126/1488 4.63
4.35 131171493 4.59
4.00 1101/1486 4.25
4.00 111871489 4.18
4.07 66471277 4.04
4.40 554/1279 4.04
4.40 736/1270 4.21
4.60 58471269 4.19
4.33 ****/ 878 3.75
4.67 50/ 234 4.29
5.00 1/ 240 4.42
5.00 1/ 229 4.58
5.00 1/ 232 4.55
4.33 128/ 379 4.25
5.00 1/ 375 4.96
5.00 1/ 326 4.99
5.00 1/ 382 4.95

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.30
4.27 4.28
4.32 4.30
4.25 4.25
4.12 4.09
4.14 4.15
4.19 4.21
4.64 4.61
4.10 4.09
4.47 4.47
4.73 4.70
4.32 4.32
4.32 4.34
4.03 4.11
4.17 4.20
4.35 4.42
4.35 4.41
4.05 4.09
4.23 4.24
4.35 4.32
4.51 4.48
4.29 4.16
4.20 4.17
4.01 4.12
4.03 4.23
4.08 4.24
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

5



Course-Section: BIOL 302L 0502

Title MOL & GEN GENETICS LAB
Instructor: CARUSO, STEVEN
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 19

Questions
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AWNPF
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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 criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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0

Frequencies
1 2 3
o o0 7
0O 0 4
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o o0 3
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1 0 1
o 0 1
o 1 1
1 0 O
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.89 1257/1576 4.02
4.06 1107/1576 4.19
4.11 931/1342 3.99
3.81 1225/1520 4.05
3.50 1242/1465 3.79
4.11 826/1434 3.90
4.11 96371547 4.08
4.88 508/1574 4.72
3.85 110371554 3.93
4.50 870/1488 4.63
4.44 1263/1493 4.59
4.20 100371486 4.25
4.00 111871489 4.18
4.07 668/1277 4.04
3.00 ****/1279 4.04
4.00 ****/1270 4.21
3.00 ****/1269 4.19
2.50 ****/ 878 3.75
4.50 74/ 234 4.29
4.50 91/ 240 4.42
4.38 162/ 229 4.58
4.50 103/ 232 4.55
4.38 115/ 379 4.25
5.00 1/ 375 4.96
5.00 1/ 326 4.99
5.00 1/ 382 4.95

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.30 4.30
4.27 4.28
4.32 4.30
4.25 4.25
4.12 4.09
4.14 4.15
4.19 4.21
4.64 4.61
4.10 4.09
4.47 4.47
4.73 4.70
4.32 4.32
4.32 4.34
4.03 4.11
4.17 4.20
4.35 4.42
4.35 4.41
4.05 4.09
4.23 4.24
4.35 4.32
4.51 4.48
4.29 4.16
4.20 4.17
4.01 4.12
4.03 4.23
4.08 4.24
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

7



Course-Section: BIOL 303 0101

Title CELL BIOLOGY

Instructor:

CRAIG, NESSLY C (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 249

Questionnaires: 67

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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19
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[ceNeoNoNe]

0

Frequencies
1 2 3
1 6 12
5 4 23
5 11 14
1 0 3
13 10 12
2 0 1
4 5 10
o 0 1
6 4 25
1 3 7
2 2 3
4 5 18
4 8 13
2 6 13
5 1 3
2 3 3
2 3 2
2 0 O
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

Reasons

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

NDDA®W

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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39
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48

Mean
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Rank

113671576
137271576
1221/1342
FHH*/1520
1375/1465
FRAx/1434
1124/1547

32871574
1432/1554

1095/1488
124071493
129671486
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FRA*)1279
FHREX)1270
FHRH*)1269
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1/ 326

1/ 382
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Mean Mean
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

57

Graduate

Under-grad 67

#H## - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 303 0101

Title CELL BIOLOGY

Instructor:

ROSENBERG, SUZA (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 249

Questionnaires: 67

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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0

Frequencies
1 2 3
1 6 12
5 4 23
5 11 14
1 0 3
13 10 12
2 0 1
4 5 10
o 0 1
1 5 17
0o 2 4
1 3 6
3 4 11
4 5 13
1 7 8
5 1 3
2 3 3
2 3 2
2 0 O
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

Reasons

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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113671576
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1375/1465
FRAx/1434
1124/1547

32871574
1299/1554

957/1488
130671493
115871486
122271489

69271277

FRA*)1279
FHREX)1270
FHRH*)1269
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1/ 326
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Mean Mean
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

57

Graduate

Under-grad 67

#H## - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 304L 0101

Title PLANT BIOLOGY LAB

Instructor:

MACKAY, BRYAN

Enrollment: 92

Questionnaires: 58

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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 criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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0O 0 ©O
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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68371520
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17 375 5.00 4.92 4.01 4.12 5.00

1/ 326 5.00 4.97 4.03 4.23 5.00

17 382 5.00 4.97 4.08 4.24 5.00

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 30
Under-grad 58 Non-major 28

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



Course-Section: BIOL 305 0101

University of Maryland

Mean

WHhDAWWWWWH

WwWwhbh

AWWW

.00

.00

Instructor

Rank

110671576
136071576
1181/1342
1349/1520
89171465
*RAx/1434
916/1547
58671574
1420/1554

1221/1488
1311/1493
1384/1486
1313/1489

862/1277

FRA*)1279
FHREX)1270
FHRH*)1269

1/ 375

1/ 326

1/ 382

Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.30 4.07
4.27 4.28 3.63
4.32 4.30 3.61
4.25 4.25 3.55
4.12 4.09 3.98
4.14 4.15 Fx**
4.19 4.21 4.18
4.64 4.61 4.85
4.10 4.09 3.29
4.47 4.47 4.13
4.73 4.70 4.40
4.32 4.32 3.43
4.32 4.34 3.53
4.03 4.11 3.76
4.17 4.20 FF**
4.35 4.42 Fxx*
4.35 4.41 Fx**
4.05 4.09 Fx**
4.01 4.12 5.00
4.03 4.23 5.00
4.08 4.24 5.00
Majors
Major 84
Non-major 13

responses to be significant

Title COMP. ANIMAL PHYSIOLOG Baltimore County
Instructor: LIN, WEIHONG (Instr. A) Spring 2009
Enrol Iment: 207
Questionnaires: 97 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 1 3 25 26 41
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0o 3 7 35 29 22
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 1 5 7 27 37 19
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 65 2 4 8 9 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 5 5 3 18 25 37
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 4 76 2 2 5 4 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 5 1 1 8 7 33 42
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 1 1 0 0 10 81
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 1 7 14 35 29 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 O 3 6 13 31 38
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 2 1 14 20 54
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 9 0 11 8 30 24 15
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 8 1 11 6 23 24 24
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 6 7 4 17 26 29
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 80 O 3 2 3 3 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 81 0 1 1 2 6 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 83 O 1 3 2 4 4
4. Were special techniques successful 82 11 0 0 2 o0 2
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 61 0O O O O o0 36
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 55 0 0 O 0 o0 42
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 40 O O O O 0 57
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 21 Required for Majors O
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 41
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 9 c 12 General 1
84-150 45 3.00-3.49 20 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 24 F 0 Electives 3
P 0
| 0 Other 78
? 10



Course-Section: BIOL 305 0101

University of Maryland

NAOO
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Mean
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Instructor

Rank

110671576
136071576
1181/1342
1349/1520
89171465
FRAx/1434
916/1547
58671574
1331/1554

1142/1488
1255/1493
1311/1486
1305/1489

90971277

FRA*)1279
FHREX)1270
FHRH*)1269

1/ 375

1/ 326

1/ 382

Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean
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JuL 2, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.30 4.07
4.27 4.28 3.63
4.32 4.30 3.61
4.25 4.25 3.55
4.12 4.09 3.98
4.14 4.15 Fx**
4.19 4.21 4.18
4.64 4.61 4.85
4.10 4.09 3.29
4.47 4.47 4.13
4.73 4.70 4.40
4.32 4.32 3.43
4.32 4.34 3.53
4.03 4.11 3.76
4.17 4.20 FF**
4.35 4.42 Fxx*
4.35 4.41 Fx**
4.05 4.09 Fx**
4.01 4.12 5.00
4.03 4.23 5.00
4.08 4.24 5.00

Majors
Major 84
Non-major 13

responses to be significant

Title COMP. ANIMAL PHYSIOLOG Baltimore County
Instructor: HANSON, FRANK E (Instr. B) Spring 2009
Enrol Iment: 207
Questionnaires: 97 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 1 3 25 26
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0o 3 7 35 29
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 1 5 7 27 37
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 65 2 4 8 9
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 5 5 3 18 25
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 4 76 2 2 5 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 5 1 1 8 7 33
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 1 1 0O 0 10
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 7 2 3 6 33 41
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 17 0O O 2 12 33
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 16 0 1 0 10 21
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 18 0 5 6 21 32
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 17 1 5 7 23 27
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 19 6 6 6 14 22
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 80 0O 3 2 3 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 81 0 1 1 2 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 83 0 1 3 2 4
4. Were special techniques successful 82 11 0 0 2 ©
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 61 O O O o0 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 55 0 0 O o0 o
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 40 O O O O0 ©O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 21 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 41
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 9 c 12 General
84-150 45 3.00-3.49 20 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 24 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 10



Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0101

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA

Instructor:

LAKE, REAGAN

Enrollment: 98

Questionnaires: 62

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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1 1 3
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University of Maryland
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.30 4.48
4.27 4.28 4.50
4.32 4.30 4.45
4.25 4.25 4.40
4.12 4.09 4.32
4.14 4.15 3.92
4.19 4.21 4.04
4.64 4.61 4.86
4.10 4.09 4.37
4.47 4.47 4.68
4.73 4.70 4.79
4.32 4.32 4.62
4.32 4.34 4.45
4.03 4.11 4.33
4.17 4.20 F***
4.35 4.42 F***
4.35 4.41 F***
4.05 4.09 ****
4.23 4.24 4.53
4.35 4.32 4.55
4.51 4.48 4.63
4.29 4.16 4.56
4.20 4.17 4.37
4.72 4.67 F***
4.69 4.69 F***
4.64 4.53 F***
4.61 4.22 F***
4.01 4.12 5.00
4.48 4.37 FF*F*
4.40 3.92 FF**
4.73 4.63 F***
4.57 4.50 F***
4.03 4.23 5.00
4.60 4.83 ****
4.83 4.89 F***
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 4.24 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 305L 0101 University of Maryland Page 205

Title COMP ANIMAL PHYSIO. LA Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: LAKE, REAGAN Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 98

Questionnaires: 62 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 27 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 52
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 21
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 5 C 3 General 1 Under-grad 62 Non-major 10
84-150 25 3.00-3.49 15 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 53
? 3



Course-Section: BIOL 397 0101 University of Maryland

Title ETHICS/INTEG SCIENT RE Baltimore County
Instructor: STAFF Spring 2009
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 10

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.30 4.00
4.27 4.28 4.30
4.32 4.30 4.20
4.25 4.25 4.00
4.12 4.09 4.11
4.14 4.15 3.75
4.19 4.21 4.78
4.64 4.61 4.50
4.10 4.09 3.88
447 4.47 4.60
4.73 4.70 4.60
4.32 4.32 4.70
4.32 4.34 4.50
4.03 4.11 4.89
4.17 4.20 F***
4.35 4.42 Fxx*
4.35 4.41 Fx**
4.05 4.09 ****
4.01 4.12 5.00
4.03 4.23 5.00
4.08 4.24 5.00
Majors
Major 4
Non-major 6

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 4 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o o 3 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O o 3 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 6 0 O 1 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O 1 o0 0 2 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 6 0 0 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 1 o o o0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 1 0 0 2 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O O o 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O o o0 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O o0 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O o0 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 0O O o 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 O O o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 0 O O o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 8 0 O O 0 o
4. Were special techniques successful 9 0O O O o0 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 7 O O O o0 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 5 0 0O 0 0 o
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 5 0 0 0 o0 o
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 6 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives
P 9
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

BIOL 397W 0101
SCIENTIFIC WRITING
FARABAUGH, ROBI

Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

A WNPF

WN P

O©CoO~NOUOANPR

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear 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
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

Discussion

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

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

POOOOOOO

Wwww

HB D

3

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

o O o o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

aoh~rwoloo

N Www

NNN

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

P 4
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171576 4.50 4.27 4.30 4.30 5.00
4.83 201/1576 4.72 4.17 4.27 4.28 4.83
4.83 179/1520 4.72 4.06 4.25 4.25 4.83
4.50 366/1465 4.15 4.07 4.12 4.09 4.50
4.83 138/1434 4.62 3.85 4.14 4.15 4.83
4.33 755/1547 4.07 3.93 4.19 4.21 4.33
5.00 171574 5.00 4.74 4.64 4.61 5.00
5.00 171554 4.00 3.90 4.10 4.09 5.00
5.00 171488 4.83 4.44 4.47 4.47 5.00
5.00 171493 5.00 4.61 4.73 4.70 5.00
5.00 171486 4.67 4.19 4.32 4.32 5.00
4.67 500/1489 4.50 4.17 4.32 4.34 4.67
5.00 171279 5.00 4.10 4.17 4.20 5.00
5.00 171270 5.00 4.23 4.35 4.42 5.00
5.00 171269 5.00 4.16 4.35 4.41 5.00
5.00 ****/ 375 **** 4,092 4.01 4.12 ****
5.00 17 326 5.00 4.97 4.03 4.23 5.00
5.00 17 382 5.00 4.97 4.08 4.24 5.00

Type Majors

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

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 397W 0102
Title SCIENTIFIC WRITING

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Instructor

Mean

WAwWhrhwWwhr,hbbh

ab~rpbob

[ 6 e

Rank

114871576
476/1576
Fhk*[1342
39571520
1067/1465
524/1434
1219/1547
171574
1448/1554

66671488
1/1493
891/1486
888/1489
FHREX)L277

FRA*)1279
FHREX)1270
FHRH*)1269

1/ 382

Graduate

Course

Mean

*kk*k

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

5
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MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.30
27 4.28
32 4.30
25 4.25
12 4.09
14 4.15
19 4.21
64 4.61
10 4.09
47 4.47
73 4.70
32 4.32
32 4.34
03 4.11
17 4.20
35 4.42
35 4.41
05 4.09
01 4.12
08 4.24
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

*kk*k

Instructor: FARABAUGH, ROBI Spring 2009
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 5 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O o0 o 1 3 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 2 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O 4 0 0 O 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 2 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o o 2 2 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O 0 3 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o O O o 2 2 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o O o o0 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 1 0 0 2 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 O O O o 1 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0o o o 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 o0 o0 2 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 o0 o0 2 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 2 O O O o 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O 0 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 O O o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 O O o0 o 1
4. Were special techniques successful 4 0 O O O 0 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 4 0 O O O o 1
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 1 O O O O o 4
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 3
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 420 0101

Title ADV TOPICS:CELL BIOLOG
Instructor: MCGRAW, PATRICI
Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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ABABADD

3

RPOOOOMOOO

RPOOOO
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0

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

Reasons

[y
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22

18

22
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wWhbHD

.97

.97
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.17 1516/1576 3.17
3.17 1501/1576 3.17
3.50 1209/1342 3.50
3.05 146471520 3.05
3.43 1277/1465 3.43
2.88 1395/1434 2.88
3.09 1450/1547 3.09
3.82 1535/1574 3.82
2.95 1466/1554 2.95
3.33 141871488 3.33
4.57 1150/1493 4.57
3.48 133971486 3.48
3.62 129571489 3.62
3.50 1020/1277 3.50
5.00 1/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

23
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.46 3.17
4.27 4.35 3.17
4.32 4.46 3.50
4.25 4.38 3.05
4.12 4.22 3.43
4.14 4.30 2.88
4.19 4.24 3.09
4.64 4.69 3.82
4.10 4.24 2.95
4.47 4.55 3.33
4.73 4.80 4.57
4.32 4.41 3.48
4.32 4.38 3.62
4.03 4.04 3.50
4.17 4.31 Fx**
4.35 4.53 Fxx*
4.35 4.55 Fxx*x
4.05 4.33 F***
4.01 3.90 5.00
4.03 3.97 5.00
4.08 3.88 5.00

Majors
Major 16
Non-major 9

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 428 0101

Title COMPUTER APPL MOLEC BI
Instructor: ONEILL, MICHAEL
Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

210
2009
3029

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwnNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

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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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Page
JuL 2,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.17 1516/1576 3.17 4.27 4.30 4.46
2.67 1558/1576 2.67 4.17 4.27 4.35
2.67 1329/1342 2.67 4.05 4.32 4.46
2.40 151471520 2.40 4.06 4.25 4.38
2.67 1439/1465 2.67 4.07 4.12 4.22
3.50 120471434 3.50 3.85 4.14 4.30
3.67 1276/1547 3.67 3.93 4.19 4.24
4.33 1262/1574 4.33 4.74 4.64 4.69
3.00 1448/1554 3.00 3.90 4.10 4.24
3.00 145271488 3.00 4.44 4.47 4.55
4.60 112571493 4.60 4.61 4.73 4.80
2.60 1466/1486 2.60 4.19 4.32 4.41
3.20 139271489 3.20 4.17 4.32 4.38
5.00 ****/1277 **** 4,00 4.03 4.04
4.00 ****/1279 **** 4,10 4.17 4.31
4.00 ****/1270 **** 4.23 4.35 4.53
4.00 ****/1269 **** 4.16 4.35 4.55
4.00 ****/ 878 **** 3.79 4.05 4.33
4.00 ****/ 85 **** 4,88 4.72 4.77
4.00 ****/ 79 **** 4 65 4.69 4.69
4.00 ****/ 72 **** 4 25 4.64 4.64
4.00 ****/ 80 **** 4.36 4.61 4.52
4.67 146/ 375 4.67 4.92 4.01 3.90
4.00 ****/ 52 **** 3 00 4.48 4.70
4.00 ****/ 48 **** 3.00 4.40 4.30
4.75 139/ 326 4.75 4.97 4.03 3.97
4.00 ****/ 40 **** 3.00 4.60 5.00
4.80 173/ 382 4.80 4.97 4.08 3.88
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 6 Non-major

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



Course-Section: BIOL 430 0101

Title BIOLOGICAL CHEMISTRY
Instructor: BUSTOS, MAURICI
Enrollment: 68

Questionnaires: 32

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

GQwWN PP

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
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 1 5
o o0 7
0O 0 6
0O 4 5
0O 0 8
2 1 8
o 1 2
0O 0 4
o 1 7
0O 0 5
o o0 3
o o0 7
o 2 3
0O 3 6
1 0 1
o 1 oO
0O 0 2
1 2 0
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
o 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
o 0 1
0O 0 ©
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
1 0 O
0O 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
1 0 O
0O 0 ©O
o 0 1
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

1027/1576
111971576
86571342
130571520
80371465
1172/1434
83871547
1427/1574
1138/1554

111171488
1176/1493
1081/1486
1070/1489

73671277

962/1279
89271270
89471269
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.46 4.19
4.27 4.35 4.03
4.32 4.46 4.22
4.25 4.38 3.65
4.12 4.22 4.09
4.14 4.30 3.61
4.19 4.24 4.26
4.64 4.69 4.10
4.10 4.24 3.79
4.47 4.55 4.26
4.73 4.80 4.55
4.32 4.41 4.06
4.32 4.38 4.10
4.03 4.04 3.96
4.17 4.31 3.75
4.35 4.53 4.13
4.35 4.55 4.13
4.05 4.33 F***
4.23 4.28 F**F*
4.35 4.45 xx**
4.51 4.70 F***
4.29 4.56 F***
4.20 4.19 F***
4.72 4.77 F****
4.69 4.69 F***
4.64 4.64 F**F*
4.61 4.52 F***
4.01 3.90 4.92
4.48 4.70 F***
4.40 4.30 F***
4.73 4.60 F***
4.57 4.34 Fx*F*
4.03 3.97 4.93
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.67 5.00 ****
4.08 3.88 4.94



Course-Section: BIOL 430 0101

Title BIOLOGICAL CHEMISTRY
Instructor: BUSTOS, MAURICI
Enrollment: 68

Questionnaires: 32

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 211
JuL 2, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 14 3.00-3.49 7
Grad 3 3.50-4.00 8

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

20

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 25
Under-grad 29 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: BIOL 434 0101

Title MICROBIAL MOLEC GENETI

Instructor:

WOLF, RICHARD E

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 20

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwNPF

GwnN WN P AWNPF

abwdNPF

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material
. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

Seminar

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 2
0O 0 1
0o 0 2
0O 1 4
0O 0 1
2 2 4
0O 0 3
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 5
0O 0 ©O
1 0 5
o 1 o
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0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[cNeN

WL ORFrO

AP ORFRO

Mean
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Instructor

Rank

500/1576
350/1576
56271342
93771520
175/1465
1364/1434
62471547
1367/1574
28971554

32471488

1/1493
959/1486
309/1489
94371277

419/1279
26071270
75471269

wxxnf 234
wxkf 240
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Fkkxk f 48
Fkkxk f 44
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Fkkx f 40
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.46 4.60
4.27 4.35 4.70
4.32 4.46 4.53
4.25 4.38 4.18
4.12 4.22 4.80
4.14 4.30 3.08
4.19 4.24 4.45
4.64 4.69 4.20
4.10 4.24 4.63
4.47 4.55 4.85
4.73 4.80 5.00
4.32 4.41 4.25
4.32 4.38 4.80
4.03 4.04 3.67
4.17 4.31 4.55
4.35 4.53 4.91
4.35 4.55 4.36
4.05 4.33 F***
4.23 4.28 F**F*
4.35 4.45 xx**
4.51 4.70 F***
4.69 4.69 Fr**
4.64 4.64 Fr*F*
4.01 3.90 5.00
4.48 4.70 F***
4.40 4.30 F***
4.73 4.60 F***
4.57 4.34 Fx**
4.03 3.97 5.00
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 3.88 5.00



Course-Section: BIOL 434 0101

Title MICROBIAL MOLEC GENETI
Instructor: WOLF, RICHARD E
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 20

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

)= T TIOO

RPOOOORr~NVO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Graduate 5
Under-grad 15 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: BIOL 443 0101

Title ADV TOPICS:DEVEL BIOLO
Instructor: BREWSTER, RACHE (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 13

Questionnaires: 12

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

hOOOORORO

NNWEFEW

agbdp

2

[cNeoNoNoNolol Nolo]

NOOOO

[oNeNoNe]

0

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

Reasons

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

PrORPBANNRFROD

NNRARERPR

OFREFEN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[y
OO PMOUI

rObhOO

P OoO~NO

Mean

ArAhWDAAEDMDDN

ADADMDD

ahsbdDd

.67
.36
.00
.36
.83
.67
.83
.50
.50

.00

.00

Instructor

Rank

415/1576
811/1576
Fhk*[1342
73171520
159/1465
270/1434
1196/1547
107971574
395/1554

94571488
557/1493
891/1486
997/1489
53371277

26271279
28871270
33271269

1/ 375

1/ 326

1/ 382

Course
Mean

ADADMDD
w
©

WhWWhArADMDD

ADDMDD

wWhbHD

.97

.97

N = TTOO
CQO0OO0OO0OO0OO~NW

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

12
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.46 4.67
4.27 4.35 4.36
4.32 4.46 FFF*
4.25 4.38 4.36
4.12 4.22 4.83
4.14 4.30 4.67
4.19 4.24 3.83
4.64 4.69 4.50
4.10 4.24 4.19
4.47 4.55 4.50
4.73 4.80 4.91
4.32 4.41 4.39
4.32 4.38 4.20
4.03 4.04 4.25
4.17 4.31 4.75
4.35 4.53 4.88
4.35 4.55 4.86
4.05 4.33 Fx**
4.01 3.90 5.00
4.03 3.97 5.00
4.08 3.88 5.00
Majors
Major 10
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 443 0101
Title
Instructor:

ADV TOPICS:DEVEL BIOLO
BLUMBERG, D. (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 12

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

hOOOORORO

NNWEFEW

agbdp

2

[cNeoNoNoNolol Nolo]

NOOOO

[oNeNoNe]

0

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

Reasons

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

~NOoOoRPANNREROD

NNWEFO

OFREFEN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[y
QOO MO U

OO ON

P OoO~NO

Mean

WhWhAAADMDD

ADADMDD

ahsbdDd

.67
.36
.00
.36
.83
.67
.83
.50
.88

.00

.00

Instructor

Rank

415/1576
811/1576
Fhk*[1342
73171520
159/1465
270/1434
1196/1547
107971574
1081/1554

810/1488
557/1493
763/1486
997/1489
53371277

26271279
28871270
33271269

1/ 375

1/ 326

1/ 382

Course
Mean

ADADMDD
w
©

WhWWhArADMDD

ADDMDD

wWhbHD

.97

.97

N = TTOO
CQO0OO0OO0OO0OO~NW

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

12
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.46 4.67
4.27 4.35 4.36
4.32 4.46 FFF*
4.25 4.38 4.36
4.12 4.22 4.83
4.14 4.30 4.67
4.19 4.24 3.83
4.64 4.69 4.50
4.10 4.24 4.19
4.47 4.55 4.50
4.73 4.80 4.91
4.32 4.41 4.39
4.32 4.38 4.20
4.03 4.04 4.25
4.17 4.31 4.75
4.35 4.53 4.88
4.35 4.55 4.86
4.05 4.33 Fx**
4.01 3.90 5.00
4.03 3.97 5.00
4.08 3.88 5.00
Majors
Major 10
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 454 0101

Title VISION SCIENCE
Instructor: CRONIN, THOMAS (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 29

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

APRAPRPNWFRPEPNE

WNNWN

11

7

POOONRFPROOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

NOOO

0

Frequencies
1 2 3
o 1 2
0O 3 2
o 1 2
0O 0 ©O
o 2 1
o o0 7
o 1 3
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
o o0 3
0O 1 o
0O 0 5
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 2
o 0 1
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O

Reasons

AOONANNOO

ROORFR A

PORFRDN

whop

WhWWhArADMDD

ADDMDD

wWhbHD

.97

.97

N = T T1O O
OCQOO0OO0OO0ORrNPR

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.56 554/1576 4.56
3.73 1318/1576 3.73
4.13 925/1342 4.13
4.53 476/1520 4.53
4.00 850/1465 4.00
3.93 966/1434 3.93
4.06 999/1547 4.06
5.00 171574 5.00
4.50 395/1554 4.50
4.73 547/1488 4.73
4.93 445/1493 4.86
4.27 95171486 4.27
4.47 742/1489 4.43
4.21 569/1277 4.21
4.67 335/1279 4.67
4.83 326/1270 4.83
4.33 773/1269 4.33
4.40 283/ 878 4.40
5.00 1/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.46 4.56
4.27 4.35 3.73
4.32 4.46 4.13
4.25 4.38 4.53
4.12 4.22 4.00
4.14 4.30 3.93
4.19 4.24 4.06
4.64 4.69 5.00
4.10 4.24 4.50
4.47 4.55 4.73
4.73 4.80 4.86
4.32 4.41 4.27
4.32 4.38 4.43
4.03 4.04 4.21
4.17 4.31 4.67
4.35 4.53 4.83
4.35 4.55 4.33
4.05 4.33 4.40
4.01 3.90 5.00
4.03 3.97 5.00
4.08 3.88 5.00

Majors
Major 5
Non-major 12

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 454 0101
Title
Instructor:

VISION SCIENCE
(Instr. B)

Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

11

7

POOONRFPROOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

NOOO

0

Frequencies
1 2 3
o 1 2
0O 3 2
o 1 2
0O 0 ©O
o 2 1
o o0 7
o 1 3
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
o 1 1
0O 0 oO
o 1 2
0O 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 2
o 0 1
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

Reasons

WOONANNOO

PR ORO
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NWE AN
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ADDMDD
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.97

N = T T1O O
OCQOO0OO0OO0ORrNPR

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.56 554/1576 4.56
3.73 1318/1576 3.73
4.13 925/1342 4.13
4.53 476/1520 4.53
4.00 850/1465 4.00
3.93 966/1434 3.93
4.06 999/1547 4.06
5.00 171574 5.00
4.00 ****/1554 4.50
3.75 ****/1488 4.73
4.80 810/1493 4.86
3.25 ****/1486 4.27
4.40 81371489 4.43
4._.67 ****/1277 4.21
4.67 335/1279 4.67
4.83 326/1270 4.83
4.33 773/1269 4.33
4.40 283/ 878 4.40
5.00 1/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.46 4.56
4.27 4.35 3.73
4.32 4.46 4.13
4.25 4.38 4.53
4.12 4.22 4.00
4.14 4.30 3.93
4.19 4.24 4.06
4.64 4.69 5.00
4.10 4.24 4.50
4.47 4.55 4.73
4.73 4.80 4.86
4.32 4.41 4.27
4.32 4.38 4.43
4.03 4.04 4.21
4.17 4.31 4.67
4.35 4.53 4.83
4.35 4.55 4.33
4.05 4.33 4.40
4.01 3.90 5.00
4.03 3.97 5.00
4.08 3.88 5.00

Majors
Major 5
Non-major 12

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 456 0101

Title PLANT MOLECULAR BIOLOG
Instructor: LEU5—HUA Miller, Stephen
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoO~NOU_WNPE

abhwNPF

A WNPF

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

ArRPPRPPRPPOOOO

ADNWOWNDN

0 00 ~N~N

13

6

POOOOOWOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

0

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

Reasons

PNRPAONRPWE

ArWWOAN

NOWwWw
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WhWWhArADMDD

ADDDD

wWhbHD

.97

.97

N =T TOO
[eNeoNeoNoNoNoNé) N

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.95 98/1576 4.95
4.84 194/1576 4.84
4.69 381/1342 4.69
4.79 218/1520 4.79
4.50 366/1465 4.50
4.56 360/1434 4.56
4.78 217/1547 4.78
4.89 508/1574 4.89
4.93 93/1554 4.93
4.76 484/1488 4.76
5.00 1/1493 5.00
4.81 26171486 4.81
4.82 286/1489 4.82
4.47 347/1277 4.47
4.75 262/1279 4.75
4.75 412/1270 4.75
4.82 375/1269 4.82
4.45 252/ 878 4.45
5.00 1/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 326 5.00
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.46 4.95
4.27 4.35 4.84
4.32 4.46 4.69
4.25 4.38 4.79
4.12 4.22 4.50
4.14 4.30 4.56
4.19 4.24 4.78
4.64 4.69 4.89
4.10 4.24 4.93
4.47 4.55 4.76
4.73 4.80 5.00
4.32 4.41 4.81
4.32 4.38 4.82
4.03 4.04 4.47
4.17 4.31 4.75
4.35 4.53 4.75
4.35 4.55 4.82
4.05 4.33 4.45
4.01 3.90 5.00
4.03 3.97 5.00
4.08 3.88 5.00

Majors
Major 11

Non-major 8

responses to be significant



Course-Section: BIOL 495 0101
Title
Instructor:

SEMINAR BIOINFORMATICS
KANN, MARICEL

Enrollment: 8

Questionnaires: 5

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

POOOOOOOO

NA DDA oORRRR N NUNENIN INFNFNEN [ENFENNINFIN

OhrAAD

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

OWOOOORrRrOo

[eNeNeoNoNe) [eNeoNoNoNa] [eNeoNoNoNa] [cNeoNoNe] [eleNeoNoNe)

[eNeNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.46 5.00
4.27 4.35 4.80
4.32 4.46 4.80
4.25 4.38 4.20
4.12 4.22 5.00
4.14 4.30 4.20
4.19 4.24 4.40
4.64 4.69 4.40
4.10 4.24 5.00
4.47 4.55 5.00
4.73 4.80 5.00
4.32 4.41 5.00
4.32 4.38 5.00
4.03 4.04 4.00
4.17 4.31 Fx**
4.35 4.53 F**F*
4.35 4.55 FxF*
4.05 4.33 F***
4.23 4.28 F**F*
4.35 4.45 xx**
4.51 4.70 F***
4.29 4.56 F***
4.20 4.19 F***
4.72 4.77 5.00
4.69 4.69 5.00
4.64 4.64 4.00
4.61 4.52 4.25
4.01 3.90 4.40
4.48 4.70 FF**
4.40 4.30 F***
4.73 4.60 F***
4.57 4.34 Fx*F*
4.03 3.97 5.00
4.60 5.00 ****
4.83 5.00 ****
4.67 5.00 ****
4.78 5.00 ****
4.08 3.88 5.00
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Frequency Distribution
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Title SEMINAR BIOINFORMATICS
Instructor: KANN, MARICEL
Enrollment: 8

Questionnaires: 5

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

)= T TIOO

OOO0OO0OOFrON

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 5 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: BIOL 636L 0101

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 11
Questionnaires: 11
Questions
General

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

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

~NoO oo PrWWWLWW NFRPOOOFROOO

NWNNN

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eNeNeoNoNe) [eNeNoNoNe] [cNeoNoNoNa] [cNeoNoNe] [eleNeoNoNe)

[eNeNoNoNe]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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.38
.63
.25
.25
.43

Instructor

Rank

33571576
81171576
64671342
39571520
718/1465
368/1434
60871547

171574
924/1554

1018/1488
110171493
959/1486
955/1489
38571277

554/1279
855/1270
85271269

464/

50/
132/
172/
127/

41/

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

1/

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

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

Fkkxk f
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240
229
232
379
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.43 4.73
4.27 4.32 4.36
4.32 4.38 4.45
4.25 4.36 4.60
4.12 4.25 4.18
4.14 4.35 4.55
4.19 4.24 4.45
4.64 4.75 5.00
4.10 4.18 4.33
4.47 4.52 4.38
4.73 4.80 4.63
4.32 4.37 4.25
4.32 4.38 4.25
4.03 4.08 4.43
4.17 4.34 4.40
4.35 4.53 4.20
4.35 4.55 4.20
4.05 4.11 4.00
4.23 4.36 4.67
4.35 4.37 4.33
4.51 4.51 4.33
4.29 4.47 4.38
4.20 4.37 4.78
4.72 4.79 F***
4.69 4.77 F**F*
4.64 4.70 F***
4.61 4.70 F***
4.01 4.10 5.00
4.48 4.40 F***
4.40 4.76 F***
4.73 4.88 F***
4.57 4.65 F***
4.03 4.10 ****
4.60 4.50 F***
4.83 4.80 ****
4.67 4.33 FFF*
4.78 4.75 F***
4.08 4.13 5.00
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Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11 Baltimore County JuL 2, 2009
Instructor: WOLF, JULIE B (Instr. A) Spring 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 11

Questionnaires: 11 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors O Graduate 1 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 10 Non-major 11
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 1 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 7
? 2



Course-Section: BIOL 636L 0101

Title ADV MOLEC BIOL LAB 11
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 11

Questionnaires: 11

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

=
NONNPMONOIO

RPOOOR OrRrFPOO ~Noonoo NNN®W

[oNeoNeNai

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.73 335/1576 4.73
4.36 811/1576 4.36
4.45 646/1342 4.45
4.60 395/1520 4.60
4.18 718/1465 4.18
4.55 368/1434 4.55
4.45 608/1547 4.45
5.00 171574 5.00
4.67 263/1554 4.33
4.40 55471279 4.40
4.20 855/1270 4.20
4.20 852/1269 4.20
4.00 464/ 878 4.00
4.67 50/ 234 4.67
4.33 132/ 240 4.33
4.33 172/ 229 4.33
4.38 127/ 232 4.38
4.78 41/ 379 4.78
5.00 1/ 375 5.00
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate 1
Under-grad 10
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MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.43
27 4.32
32 4.38
25 4.36
12 4.25
14 4.35
19 4.24
64 4.75
10 4.18
17 4.34
35 4.53
35 4.55
05 4.11
23 4.36
35 4.37
51 4.51
29 4.47
20 4.37
72 4.79
69 4.77
64 4.70
61 4.70
01 4.10
48 4.40
40 4.76
73 4.88
57 4.65
03 4.10
60 4.50
83 4.80
67 4.33
78 4.75
08 4.13
Majors
Major
Non-major

PrOSADMIADIMDIID
-
0

B DAD

ABADADD
w
w

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O o0 o 1 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O o 2 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0O O 1 0 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O 0O 2 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 o O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 8 0 0 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 6 0 0 O 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 0 O O 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 0 O O 1 2
4. Were special techniques successful 7 0 0O O 2 ©O
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 2 0 0 o o 3
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 2 0 0O 0 2 2
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 2 0O O o 2 2
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 3 0 0 0 2 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 2 0 0 o0 o 2
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 10 0 O O ©O 1
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 10 0 O O oO 1
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 10 0 O O o0 o
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 10 0 O O o0 oO
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 5 0 0O 0 0 o
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 10 0 O O o0 o
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 10 0 O O ©O 1
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 10 0 o O o0 1
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 10 0 O O o 1
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 9 O O o0 o 1
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 10 0 O O o0 oO
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 10 0 O O 1 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 10 0 O O ©O 1
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 10 0 O O ©O 1
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 5 0 0O 0 0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 1 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives

###H# - Means there are not enough
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 861/1576 4.33 4.27 4.30 4.43 4.33
4.67 392/1576 4.67 4.17 4.27 4.32 4.67
4.00 972/1342 4.00 4.05 4.32 4.38 4.00
4.33 768/1520 4.33 4.06 4.25 4.36 4.33
5.00 171465 5.00 4.07 4.12 4.25 5.00
4.00 878/1434 4.00 3.85 4.14 4.35 4.00
1.00 154671547 1.00 3.93 4.19 4.24 1.00
4.00 1459/1574 4.00 4.74 4.64 4.75 4.00
4.67 263/1554 3.50 3.90 4.10 4.18 3.50
4.50 870/1488 4.00 4.44 4.47 4.52 4.00
5.00 171493 4.25 4.61 4.73 4.80 4.25
5.00 171486 4.25 4.19 4.32 4.37 4.25
5.00 171489 3.75 4.17 4.32 4.38 3.75
3.50 1020/1277 3.50 4.00 4.03 4.08 3.50
5.00 171279 5.00 4.10 4.17 4.34 5.00
5.00 171270 5.00 4.23 4.35 4.53 5.00
4.00 928/1269 4.00 4.16 4.35 4.55 4.00
4.00 464/ 878 4.00 3.79 4.05 4.11 4.00
5.00 17 375 5.00 4.92 4.01 4.10 5.00
5.00 17 382 5.00 4.97 4.08 4.13 5.00
Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 2
Under-grad 2 Non-major 1

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant

Title ADV TOP IN DEV BIOLOGY Baltimore County
Instructor: BREWSTER, RACHE (Instr. A) Spring 2009
Enrol Iment: 5
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 2 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O 0O o 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 2 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 0 O O O 1 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 1 0 o0 o0 o
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 0o o0 1 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O O 0 1 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O O o 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0O o o0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0O o0 o0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0O o o0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0O O O 1 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 o0 o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 o O o0 o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 O O o0 o 1 0
4. Were special techniques successful 2 0 0 0 o0 1 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 1 O O O o0 o 2
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students o o0 o o o o 3
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 1 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 861/1576 4.33 4.27 4.30 4.43 4.33
4.67 392/1576 4.67 4.17 4.27 4.32 4.67
4.00 972/1342 4.00 4.05 4.32 4.38 4.00
4.33 768/1520 4.33 4.06 4.25 4.36 4.33
5.00 171465 5.00 4.07 4.12 4.25 5.00
4.00 878/1434 4.00 3.85 4.14 4.35 4.00
1.00 154671547 1.00 3.93 4.19 4.24 1.00
4.00 1459/1574 4.00 4.74 4.64 4.75 4.00
2.33 1537/1554 3.50 3.90 4.10 4.18 3.50
3.50 1388/1488 4.00 4.44 4.47 4.52 4.00
3.50 1473/1493 4.25 4.61 4.73 4.80 4.25
3.50 133071486 4.25 4.19 4.32 4.37 4.25
2.50 146671489 3.75 4.17 4.32 4.38 3.75
3.50 1020/1277 3.50 4.00 4.03 4.08 3.50
5.00 171279 5.00 4.10 4.17 4.34 5.00
5.00 171270 5.00 4.23 4.35 4.53 5.00
4.00 928/1269 4.00 4.16 4.35 4.55 4.00
4.00 464/ 878 4.00 3.79 4.05 4.11 4.00
5.00 17 375 5.00 4.92 4.01 4.10 5.00
5.00 17 382 5.00 4.97 4.08 4.13 5.00
Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 2
Under-grad 2 Non-major 1

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant

Title ADV TOP IN DEV BIOLOGY Baltimore County
Instructor: BLUMBERG, D. (Instr. B) Spring 2009
Enrol Iment: 5
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 2 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O 0O o 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 2 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 0 O O O 1 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 1 0 o0 o0 o
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 0o o0 1 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 2 1 0 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O O o 1 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 o0 1 1 o0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 o0 1 1 o0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 o0 1 0 o0 1 o
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0O O O 1 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 o0 o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 o O o0 o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 O O o0 o 1 0
4. Were special techniques successful 2 0 0 0 o0 1 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 1 O O O o0 o 2
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students o o0 o o o o 3
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 1 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: BIOL 770 0101

Title SEMINAR IN MOLEC BIOL
Instructor: FARABAUGH, PHIL
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 15

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2009

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1
Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O
Was the grading system clearly explained 1
How many times was class cancelled 0
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5
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Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 11
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 10
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 11
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 11
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 13
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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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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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Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 12 O O O o0 o

Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 7 O O O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons

=
PFRPENN AOITOOONNNNOO

[FSIE RE N

~N© o~k

WhWWhArADMDD

ADDMDD

wWhbHD

ABADADID

AABAMDDIDDD

DA DAD ADADADD

ABADADID

DA DAD

WhhADMD
a
o

*hkk

5.00

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

N =T TOO
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Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.33 861/1576 4.33
4.00 1138/1576 4.00
4.31 805/1520 4.31
4.42 498/1465 4.42
4.40 524/1434 4.40
4.21 882/1547 4.21
5.00 171574 5.00
4.33 623/1554 4.33
3.50 138871488 3.50
4.00 141171493 4.00
3.50 133071486 3.50
3.25 138171489 3.25
4.29 64171279 4.29
4.00 92871270 4.00
4.14 882/1269 4.14
4.50 221/ 878 4.50
4.77 55/ 85 4.77
4.31 64/ 79 4.31
4.50 47/ 72 4.50
4.46 54/ 80 4.46
3.92 192/ 375 3.92
5.00 1/ 382 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

8

MBC Level
ean Mean
30 4.43
27 4.32
32 4.38
25 4.36
12 4.25
14 4.35
19 4.24
64 4.75
10 4.18
47 4.52
73 4.80
32 4.37
32 4.38
03 4.08
17 4.34
35 4.53
35 4.55
05 4.11
72 4.79
69 4.77
64 4.70
61 4.70
01 4.10
03 4.10
08 4.13
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



