Course-Section: ENGL 100 1

Title Composition
Instructor: Bloom,Ryan 1
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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Frequency Distribution
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.94 1174/1509 3.75 4.05 4.31 4.18 3.94
4_.47 58971509 4.09 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.47
4.00 ****/1287 4.08 4.28 4.30 4.24 F***
4.29 726/1459 4.17 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.29
4.24 611/1406 3.83 4.04 4.09 4.02 4.24
4.41 430/1384 4.21 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.41
4.47 499/1489 4.04 3.90 4.17 4.20 4.47
4.53 1054/1506 4.48 4.52 4.67 4.66 4.53
4.38 489/1463 3.96 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.38
4.69 55971438 4.27 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.69
4.94 376/1421 4.66 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.94
4.81 23271411 4.22 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.81
4.59 558/1405 4.12 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.59
4.19 545/1236 3.64 3.76 4.00 3.87 4.19
4.81 201/1260 3.99 4.21 4.14 3.95 4.81
4.56 533/1255 4.24 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.56
4.94 165/1258 4.38 4.54 4.38 4.18 4.94
4.47 229/ 873 3.73 3.89 4.03 3.89 4.47

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 17 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 10

Title Composition
Instructor: Dunnigan,Brian
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

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
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.15 987/1509 3.75
4.20 922/1509 4.09
4.78 240/1287 4.08
4.16 868/1459 4.17
4.70 200/1406 3.83
4.40 440/1384 4.21
4.20 82371489 4.04
4.35 1194/1506 4.48
4.42 438/1463 3.96
4_47 83971438 4.27
4.95 322/1421 4.66
4.53 59271411 4.22
4.68 432/1405 4.12
3.69 89371236 3.64
4.38 528/1260 3.99
4.75 344/1255 4.24
4.50 620/1258 4.38
3.33 754/ 873 3.73

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 20

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

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.18
26 4.25
30 4.24
22 4.11
09 4.02
11 3.98
17 4.20
67 4.66
09 4.02
46 4.44
73 4.66
31 4.27
32 4.27
00 3.87
14 3.95
33 4.15
38 4.18
03 3.89
22 4.14
49 4.31
54 4.16
50 4.21
38 4.21
06 3.92
39 3.75
41 4.29
51 4.53
18 4.26
32 4.12
26 4.28
14 4.13
Majors
Major
Non-major
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Course-Section: ENGL 100 11

Title Composition
Instructor: Brofman,Margare
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

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

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

Field Work

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.55 1384/1509 3.75
4.00 1086/1509 4.09
3.88 1036/1287 4.08
4.35 667/1459 4.17
3.39 1243/1406 3.83
4.44 40371384 4.21
4.28 738/1489 4.04
5.00 171506 4.48
3.76 109271463 3.96
4.06 1188/1438 4.27
4.72 933/1421 4.66
3.78 1197/1411 4.22
3.88 1141/1405 4.12
2.29 1211/1236 3.64
3.53 103471260 3.99
3.81 1032/1255 4.24
3.88 1025/1258 4.38
3.29 765/ 873 3.73

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.55
4.26 4.25 4.00
4.30 4.24 3.88
4.22 4.11 4.35
4.09 4.02 3.39
4.11 3.98 4.44
4.17 4.20 4.28
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 3.76
4.46 4.44 4.06
4.73 4.66 4.72
4.31 4.27 3.78
4.32 4.27 3.88
4.00 3.87 2.29
4.14 3.95 3.53
4.33 4.15 3.81
4.38 4.18 3.88
4.03 3.89 3.29
4.22 4.14 Fxx*
4.36 4.29 FF**
4.49 4.31 Fx**
4.54 4.16 FF**
4.50 4.21 FF**
4.38 4.21 Fx**
4.06 3.92 Fxx*
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 Fx**
4.26 4.28 FFF*
4.31 4.52 Fx**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 20

responses to be significant






Course-Section: ENGL 100 14

Title Composition
Instructor: Brofman,Margare
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material
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Frequency Distribution
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
2.42 1504/1509 3.75
2.50 1499/1509 4.09
2.75 1279/1287 4.08
3.33 1367/1459 4.17
2.67 1381/1406 3.83
3.25 1286/1384 4.21
3.55 128771489 4.04
4.60 990/1506 4.48
2.43 144871463 3.96
3.00 1406/1438 4.27
3.50 1396/1421 4.66
2.83 138371411 4.22
2.50 138871405 4.12
2.80 117471236 3.64
2.17 125371260 3.99
2.50 124171255 4.24
1.83 1258/1258 4.38
2.50 853/ 873 3.73

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 2.42
4.26 4.25 2.50
4.30 4.24 2.75
4.22 4.11 3.33
4.09 4.02 2.67
4.11 3.98 3.25
4.17 4.20 3.55
4.67 4.66 4.60
4.09 4.02 2.43
4.46 4.44 3.00
4.73 4.66 3.50
4.31 4.27 2.83
4.32 4.27 2.50
4.00 3.87 2.80
4.14 3.95 2.17
4.33 4.15 2.50
4.38 4.18 1.83
4.03 3.89 2.50
4.16 4.06 Fx**
Majors
Major 0
Non-major 12

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 15

Title Composition
Instructor: Wi lkinson,Rache
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.40 724/1509 3.75 4.05 4.31 4.18 4.40
4.60 424/1509 4.09 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.60
4.62 41471287 4.08 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.62
4.65 291/1459 4.17 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.65
4.50 332/1406 3.83 4.04 4.09 4.02 4.50
4.55 313/1384 4.21 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.55
4.05 951/1489 4.04 3.90 4.17 4.20 4.05
3.95 1422/1506 4.48 4.52 4.67 4.66 3.95
4.24 648/1463 3.96 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.24
4.79 396/1438 4.27 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.79
4.95 322/1421 4.66 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.95
4.63 456/1411 4.22 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.63
4.84 239/1405 4.12 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.84
4.27 474/1236 3.64 3.76 4.00 3.87 4.27
4.56 377/1260 3.99 4.21 4.14 3.95 4.56
4.81 278/1255 4.24 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.81
4.63 535/1258 4.38 4.54 4.38 4.18 4.63
3.83 570/ 873 3.73 3.89 4.03 3.89 3.83

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 16
Title Composition
Instructor: Macek,Philip M.
Enrol Iment: 25

Questionnaires: 16 Student

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall

2009

Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Freq

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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

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

AWNPF

Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background informati

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

AN

Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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Required for Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grad
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 10
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.94 1184/1509 3.75
4.19 932/1509 4.09
4.00 92471287 4.08
4.33 686/1459 4.17
3.50 1178/1406 3.83
3.94 899/1384 4.21
4.00 98671489 4.04
4.06 1360/1506 4.48
4.33 545/1463 3.96
4.69 55971438 4.27
4.88 614/1421 4.66
4.63 46971411 4.22
4.69 432/1405 4.12
3.63 925/1236 3.64
4.33 55871260 3.99
4.80 287/1255 4.24
4.80 363/1258 4.38
3.92 526/ 873 3.73

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

16
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.94
4.26 4.25 4.19
4.30 4.24 4.00
4.22 4.11 4.33
4.09 4.02 3.50
4.11 3.98 3.94
4.17 4.20 4.00
4.67 4.66 4.06
4.09 4.02 4.33
4.46 4.44 4.69
4.73 4.66 4.88
4.31 4.27 4.63
4.32 4.27 4.69
4.00 3.87 3.63
4.14 3.95 4.33
4.33 4.15 4.80
4.38 4.18 4.80
4.03 3.89 3.92
4.22 4.14 Fxx*
4.39 3.75 Fxx*
4.41 4.29 Fxx*
4.18 4.26 FF**
4.26 4.28 FF**
Majors
Major 0
Non-major 16

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 17

Title Composition
Instructor: Killgallon,Dona
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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NA 1 2 3 4
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Frequency Distribution
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.71 1317/1509 3.75 4.05 4.31 4.18 3.71
4.81 201/1509 4.09 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.81
4.59 44471287 4.08 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.59
4.45 55371459 4.17 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.45
4.00 813/1406 3.83 4.04 4.09 4.02 4.00
4.24 63971384 4.21 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.24
4.33 674/1489 4.04 3.90 4.17 4.20 4.33
5.00 171506 4.48 4.52 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.06 826/1463 3.96 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.06
4.26 1063/1438 4.27 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.26
4.60 1084/1421 4.66 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.60
4.50 617/1411 4.22 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.50
4.25 896/1405 4.12 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.25
3.30 106871236 3.64 3.76 4.00 3.87 3.30
3.94 81971260 3.99 4.21 4.14 3.95 3.94
3.83 102371255 4.24 4.40 4.33 4.15 3.83
3.89 1021/1258 4.38 4.54 4.38 4.18 3.89
3.63 664/ 873 3.73 3.89 4.03 3.89 3.63

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 21 Non-major 20

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 18

Title Composition

Instructor:

Pekarske,Nicole

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 16

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

N

abhwdNPF abhwWNPE

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

. Were you provided with adequate background information

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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© 00 0 00~
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.44
4.26 4.25 3.25
4.30 4.24 3.17
4.22 4.11 3.56
4.09 4.02 3.00
4.11 3.98 3.93
4.17 4.20 3.56
4.67 4.66 4.44
4.09 4.02 3.64
4.46 4.44 4.22
4.73 4.66 4.88
4.31 4.27 4.13
4.32 4.27 3.63
4.00 3.87 3.17
4.14 3.95 3.67
4.33 4.15 4.50
4.38 4.18 4.83
4.03 3.89 3.50
4.22 4.14 F**F*
4.49 4.31 F***
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 F***
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx*F*
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 FF**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF**



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100 18
Composition
Pekarske,Nicole

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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00-27 10
28-55 2
56-83 0
84-150 0
Grad. 0

N = T TOO
POOOOWNbDN

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 19

Title Composition
Instructor: Diallo,Mamadou
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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

NFRPPRPPRPPRPOOOO

RPOOOO

ENIENIENEN

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 7 1 3 2
O 1 6 3 2
4 4 1 3 1
1 3 1 3 4
o 4 3 2 1
o 4 1 3 3
1 4 2 0 4
o o0 o 4 7
O 3 4 2 2
o 4 4 2 2
o 3 3 3 3
o 4 4 2 3
o 7 2 1 2
11 1 o0 o0 ©O
o 4 1 1 O
o 1 3 2 O
o 1 1 1 2
3 2 0 1 o0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PNNNWNENPE

PNEFEDNN

RPN R R

=T TOO
RPOOOONWO®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.21 1507/1509 3.75 4.05 4.31 4.18 2.21
2.86 1487/1509 4.09 4.13 4.26 4.25 2.86
2.40 1284/1287 4.08 4.28 4.30 4.24 2.40
3.08 141471459 4.17 4.22 4.22 4.11 3.08
2.69 1378/1406 3.83 4.04 4.09 4.02 2.69
2.85 1349/1384 4.21 4.27 4.11 3.98 2.85
2.83 1430/1489 4.04 3.90 4.17 4.20 2.83
3.85 1458/1506 4.48 4.52 4.67 4.66 3.85
2.50 1442/1463 3.96 4.00 4.09 4.02 2.50
2.57 1427/1438 4.27 4.27 4.46 4.44 2.57
2.86 1415/1421 4.66 4.68 4.73 4.66 2.86
2.50 1395/1411 4.22 4.24 4.31 4.27 2.50
2.29 1392/1405 4.12 4.18 4.32 4.27 2.29
3.00 ****/1236 3.64 3.76 4.00 3.87 F***
2.00 1257/1260 3.99 4.21 4.14 3.95 2.00
2.57 1238/1255 4.24 4.40 4.33 4.15 2.57
3.43 116471258 4.38 4.54 4.38 4.18 3.43
2.50 853/ 873 3.73 3.89 4.03 3.89 2.50

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 2

Title Composition

Instructor:

Dunnigan,Brian

Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 16

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwWNPE abhwNPE

A WN P

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.38
4.26 4.25 4.47
4.30 4.24 5.00
4.22 4.11 4.50
4.09 4.02 4.81
4.11 3.98 4.56
4.17 4.20 4.56
4.67 4.66 4.75
4.09 4.02 4.33
4.46 4.44 4.44
4.73 4.66 4.94
4.31 4.27 4.44
4.32 4.27 4.69
4.00 3.87 4.50
4.14 3.95 4.78
4.33 4.15 5.00
4.38 4.18 5.00
4.03 3.89 4.00
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 FF**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F***
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.41 4.29 FxR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 F***
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100 2
Composition
Dunnigan,Brian

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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N = T TOO
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 16 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 20

Title Composition

Instructor:

Sentell,James E

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

w -

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 necessary materials available for lab activities

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

WRRNRRRREER

RPRRRPR
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19
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0O 0 1 8
o o 3 7
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o o 3 7
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1 1 4 5
o o0 1 7
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0O 0O o0 4
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0O 0 o0 1
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 o
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.16 987/1509 3.75
4.05 104971509 4.09
4.33 708/1287 4.08
4.44 55371459 4.17
4.16 69371406 3.83
4.61 26971384 4.21
4._47 49971489 4.04
4.21 1287/1506 4.48
4.41 452/1463 3.96
4.32 1021/1438 4.27
4.74 915/1421 4.66
4.32 83071411 4.22
4.42 733/1405 4.12
3.82 81471236 3.64
4.36 54371260 3.99
4.43 647/1255 4.24
4.71 468/1258 4.38
4.09 419/ 873 3.73

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

20
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.16
4.26 4.25 4.05
4.30 4.24 4.33
4.22 4.11 4.44
4.09 4.02 4.16
4.11 3.98 4.61
4.17 4.20 4.47
4.67 4.66 4.21
4.09 4.02 4.41
4.46 4.44 4.32
4.73 4.66 4.74
4.31 4.27 4.32
4.32 4.27 4.42
4.00 3.87 3.82
4.14 3.95 4.36
4.33 4.15 4.43
4.38 4.18 4.71
4.03 3.89 4.09
4.16 4.06 F***
4.48 4.48 FF**
4.49 4.31 Fx**
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.26 4.28 FFF*

Majors
Major 1
Non-major 19

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

ENGL 100 21
Composition
Bloom,Ryan 1
21
16

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwiNPF

A WNPF

O©CO~NOUOANPRF

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
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

POOOOOOO

POOOO

wWwww

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O 1 3 8
0O 1 0 0 5
o o0 1 1 5
o 1 2 3 6
o 1 o 2 3
o o0 o 1 3
o o0 o o 7
o o 1 2 7
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 1
0O 0 1 0 5
o o o o 7
2 1 0 4 5
o 1 0 3 2
o O o 2 8
o 0O o 1 2
1 0 1 1 6

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 2
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0

P 0
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
3.94 1184/1509 3.75 4.05 4.31 4.18 3.94
4.44 652/1509 4.09 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.44
4.38 647/1459 4.17 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.38
3.63 1128/1406 3.83 4.04 4.09 4.02 3.63
4.31 557/1384 4.21 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.31
4.69 254/1489 4.04 3.90 4.17 4.20 4.69
4.56 1022/1506 4.48 4.52 4.67 4.66 4.56
4.07 820/1463 3.96 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.07
4.81 34871438 4.27 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.81
4.94 376/1421 4.66 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.94
4.50 617/1411 4.22 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.50
4.56 577/1405 4.12 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.56
3.69 888/1236 3.64 3.76 4.00 3.87 3.69
4.08 722/1260 3.99 4.21 4.14 3.95 4.08
4.08 883/1255 4.24 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.08
4.69 486/1258 4.38 4.54 4.38 4.18 4.69
4.08 422/ 873 3.73 3.89 4.03 3.89 4.08

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 16 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 22

Title Composition

Instructor:

Burns,Margie

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 19

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

abrwnNPF WN P A WNP

abhwWwNPE

abhwbNPF

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
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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0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.50
4.26 4.25 4.06
4.30 4.24 4.00
4.22 4.11 4.44
4.09 4.02 4.06
4.11 3.98 4.06
4.17 4.20 4.12
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 3.92
4.46 4.44 4.00
4.73 4.66 4.79
4.31 4.27 3.87
4.32 4.27 3.60
4.00 3.87 3.77
4.14 3.95 3.67
4.33 4.15 3.67
4.38 4.18 3.83
4.03 3.89 3.67
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.49 4.31 Fr**
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 F***
4.41 4.29 FHRx*
4.51 4.53 F***
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 F**F*
4.14 4.13 F***
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section: ENGL 100 22

Title Composition
Instructor: Burns,Margie
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 19

Credits Earned Cum.

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Type Majors

[cNoNeoNeNaN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 19 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 25

Title Composition
Instructor: Putzel,Diane
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2009

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material

JORRRRORR

RPRRRPR

wWhww

18

OOoORrONOUIOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

RrOOO

0

OORrRPOWOOOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

0

uencies

2 3 4
0 5 8
3 2 3
0 1 0
2 4 4
3 3 4
1 4 6
3 3 5
0 1 15
0 3 5
0 1 7
0 0 6
0 1 5
2 1 6
0 2 8
1 4 7
1 1 5
0 1 3
0 3 9
0 1 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 3.75 4.05 4.31 4.18 4.00
4.11 100271509 4.09 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.11
4.50 ****/1287 4.08 4.28 4.30 4.24 *F***
4.00 97971459 4.17 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.00
3.06 1324/1406 3.83 4.04 4.09 4.02 3.06
4.06 77971384 4.21 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.06
3.59 1271/1489 4.04 3.90 4.17 4.20 3.59
4.11 1346/1506 4.48 4.52 4.67 4.66 4.11
4.21 66871463 3.96 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.21
4.50 800/1438 4.27 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.50
4.67 1014/1421 4.66 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.67
4.61 482/1411 4.22 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.61
4.22 91971405 4.12 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.22
4.33 421/1236 3.64 3.76 4.00 3.87 4.33
3.88 880/1260 3.99 4.21 4.14 3.95 3.88
4.38 690/1255 4.24 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.38
4.67 507/1258 4.38 4.54 4.38 4.18 4.67
4.00 442/ 873 3.73 3.89 4.03 3.89 4.00
3 . 00 ****/ 184 E = = 3 E = = 3 4 . 16 4 . 06 E = = 3

Required for Majors

N = T TIOO
OQOO0OO0OO0OONN

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 5

Title Composition
Instructor: Terhorst 11,Ray
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

abhwNPE ArWNPF

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

NOOOOORrOO

RPORL,OO

00 00 00

17
17
17

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

RPORNPR

s

N = T TOO
[eNeNeoNoNoNaNNo)

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 800/1509 3.75 4.05 4.31 4.18 4.33
4.78 234/1509 4.09 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.78
4.86 167/1287 4.08 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.86
4.78 17371459 4.17 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.78
4.39 462/1406 3.83 4.04 4.09 4.02 4.39
4.83 96/1384 4.21 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.83
4.61 330/1489 4.04 3.90 4.17 4.20 4.61
5.00 171506 4.48 4.52 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.56 278/1463 3.96 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.56
4.89 247/1438 4.27 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.89
5.00 171421 4.66 4.68 4.73 4.66 5.00
4.82 222/1411 4.22 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.82
4.67 45971405 4.12 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.67
4.47 298/1236 3.64 3.76 4.00 3.87 4.47
4.90 136/1260 3.99 4.21 4.14 3.95 4.90
4.80 287/1255 4.24 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.80
5.00 171258 4.38 4.54 4.38 4.18 5.00
4.67 152/ 873 3.73 3.89 4.03 3.89 4.67
4.00 ****/ 89 ****  4.62 4.49 4.31 Fr**
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** 4 67 4.54 4.16 *F***
4.50 ****/ 90 **** 4. 49 4.50 4.21 FxF*
3.00 ****/ Q92 ****  4.39 4.38 4.21 Fr**
5.00 ****/ Q93 **** 4,03 4.06 3.92 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 18 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 6

Title Composition
Instructor: Sentell,James E
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 643
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~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

WOOOoOOoOOrOoOOo

RPORL,OO

wWwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T T1O O
OCQOO0OO0OONNN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.59 505/1509 3.75 4.05 4.31 4.18 4.59
4.65 378/1509 4.09 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.65
4.57 45371287 4.08 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.57
4.47 50371459 4.17 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.47
4.71 193/1406 3.83 4.04 4.09 4.02 4.71
4.76 140/1384 4.21 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.76
4.41 583/1489 4.04 3.90 4.17 4.20 4.41
4.47 1098/1506 4.48 4.52 4.67 4.66 4.47
4.14 750/1463 3.96 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.14
4.24 1086/1438 4.27 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.24
4.94 322/1421 4.66 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.94
4.38 768/1411 4.22 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.38
4.65 486/1405 4.12 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.65
3.53 969/1236 3.64 3.76 4.00 3.87 3.53
4.71 272/1260 3.99 4.21 4.14 3.95 4.71
4.43 647/1255 4.24 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.43
4.71 468/1258 4.38 4.54 4.38 4.18 4.71
3.73 625/ 873 3.73 3.89 4.03 3.89 3.73

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 17 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 7

Title Composition

Instructor:

Putzel,Diane

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

ArRPPRPPRPPOOOO

RPOOOO

00 00 00

20

[cNeoNeoNai i i Yo Ne)

RPOOOO

rOOO

0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
1 1 6 8
1 0 4 5
0O o0 1 4
o 1 1 9
0O 1 8 6
0O 1 o0 4
3 5 1 5
0O 0O o0 14
o o0 1 9
0O 0 4 5
0O O O &6
o 1 1 9
1 0 2 7
1 3 2 3
0O 2 0 6
o 1 1 1
0O 0O o0 3
1 0 1 3
1 0 0 oO

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[
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Required for Majors

N = T TIOO
ocooooocu !

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.71 1317/1509 3.75
4.19 922/1509 4.09
4.14 857/1287 4.08
4.30 71571459 4.17
3.68 109371406 3.83
4.65 234/1384 4.21
3.30 1367/1489 4.04
4_.30 1222/1506 4.48
4.35 523/1463 3.96
4.38 950/1438 4.27
4.71 950/1421 4.66
4.33 810/1411 4.22
4.29 874/1405 4.12
3.95 730/1236 3.64
4.08 722/1260 3.99
4.54 554/1255 4.24
4.77 409/1258 4.38
4.25 333/ 873 3.73

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21

Page 644

MAR 22, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.71
4.26 4.25 4.19
4.30 4.24 4.14
4.22 4.11 4.30
4.09 4.02 3.68
4.11 3.98 4.65
4.17 4.20 3.30
4.67 4.66 4.30
4.09 4.02 4.35
4.46 4.44 4.38
4.73 4.66 4.71
4.31 4.27 4.33
4.32 4.27 4.29
4.00 3.87 3.95
4.14 3.95 4.08
4.33 4.15 4.54
4.38 4.18 4.77
4.03 3.89 4.25
4.39 3.75 Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 21

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100 8

Title Composition

Instructor:

Bloom,Ryan 1

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

N

abhwdNPF abhwWNPE

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

. Were you provided with adequate background information

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

NFRPOOOOOOO

NWNNN

NNNN

19

Fall

POOOOONOO

[cNeoNeNeN o NOOO Woooo

[eNeoNoNoNe)

[eNeNoNoNe]

2009

Frequencies
1 2 3
2 1 7
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
o o0 7
o 1 4
0O 0 6
0O 0 5
0o 1 oO
0O 0 5
o 2 3
0O 0 oO
o 0 2
0O 0 1
1 5 4
o 1 o
o 1 1
0O 0 ©O
o 2 2
0O 0 ©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0o 0 1
0O 0 o©
o 0 1
0O 0 ©
0O 0 ©O
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0O 0 1
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0O 0 1
0O 1 o

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank
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97971459
776/1406
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707/1489
1146/1506
998/1463
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846/1421
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427/ 873
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.35
4.26 4.25 4.45
4.30 4.24 F***
4.22 4.11 4.00
4.09 4.02 4.05
4.11 3.98 4.05
4.17 4.20 4.30
4.67 4.66 4.42
4.09 4.02 3.88
4.46 4.44 4.11
4.73 4.66 4.78
4.31 4.27 4.56
4.32 4.27 4.18
4.00 3.87 2.87
4.14 3.95 4.17
4.33 4.15 4.67
4.38 4.18 4.89
4.03 3.89 4.06
4.22 4.14 F**F*
4.49 4.31 F***
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 F***
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx*F*
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 FF**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100 8
Composition
Bloom,Ryan 1

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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00-27 13
28-55 0
56-83 0
84-150 0
Grad. 0

NOOOOO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100 9

Title Composition

Instructor:

Bloom,Ryan 1

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

abrwnNPF awnN AWNPF

abhwWwNPE

A WNPF

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities
. 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
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Frequencies
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University of Maryland
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

ORrRFrPORr [cNeoNeNai [cNeoNe)

OoOr oo

Mean

WhWhWWDdWW

WwWwhbhDbd

Whbhw

HD D

A DADO

wWhowhH

Whww

Instructor

Rank

1384/1509
1326/1509
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78471258
754/ 873
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.56
4.26 4.25 3.61
4.30 4.24 F***
4.22 4.11 3.65
4.09 4.02 3.50
4.11 3.98 4.00
4.17 4.20 3.44
4.67 4.66 4.61
4.09 4.02 3.57
4.46 4.44 4.65
4.73 4.66 4.76
4.31 4.27 4.00
4.32 4.27 3.59
4.00 3.87 3.21
4.14 3.95 3.73
4.33 4.15 4.44
4.38 4.18 4.31
4.03 3.89 3.33
4.22 4.14 F**F*
4.48 4.48 F***
4.18 4.15 F***
4.49 4.31 Fr**
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.41 4.29 FHRx*
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 F**F*
4.14 4.13 F***
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100 9
Composition
Bloom,Ryan 1

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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N = T T1O O
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 1

Title Composition

Instructor:

Brofman,Margare

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.00
4.26 4.25 3.44
4.30 4.24 3.30
4.22 4.11 3.78
4.09 4.02 3.17
4.11 3.98 3.67
4.17 4.20 3.77
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 3.06
4.46 4.44 4.00
4.73 4.66 4.00
4.31 4.27 3.22
4.32 4.27 3.28
4.00 3.87 ****
4.14 3.95 2.71
4.33 4.15 3.36
4.38 4.18 3.36
4.03 3.89 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 F**F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 1
Composition
Brofman,Margare

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 11

Title Composition

Instructor:

Dunnigan,Brian

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 19

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.74
4.26 4.25 4.53
4.30 4.24 4.30
4.22 4.11 4.42
4.09 4.02 4.58
4.11 3.98 4.58
4.17 4.20 4.37
4.67 4.66 4.37
4.09 4.02 4.75
4.46 4.44 4.53
4.73 4.66 4.79
4.31 4.27 4.47
4.32 4.27 4.37
4.00 3.87 3.94
4.14 3.95 4.35
4.33 4.15 4.59
4.38 4.18 4.82
4.03 3.89 4.14
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F***
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 11
Composition
Dunnigan,Brian

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 13

Title Composition

Instructor:

Killgallon,Dona

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 20

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.50
4.26 4.25 4.45
4.30 4.24 4.50
4.22 4.11 4.60
4.09 4.02 4.42
4.11 3.98 4.61
4.17 4.20 4.22
4.67 4.66 5.00
4.09 4.02 4.00
4.46 4.44 4.40
4.73 4.66 4.70
4.31 4.27 4.45
4.32 4.27 4.60
4.00 3.87 4.15
4.14 3.95 4.71
4.33 4.15 4.47
4.38 4.18 4.53
4.03 3.89 4.18
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 Fr**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 13
Composition
Killgallon,Dona

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 17

Title Composition

Instructor:

Walters,April 1

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 22

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.18
4.26 4.25 3.86
4.30 4.24 F***
4.22 4.11 3.50
4.09 4.02 2.65
4.11 3.98 3.76
4.17 4.20 3.59
4.67 4.66 4.19
4.09 4.02 3.65
4.46 4.44 4.35
4.73 4.66 4.60
4.31 4.27 4.10
4.32 4.27 3.85
4.00 3.87 3.39
4.14 3.95 3.53
4.33 4.15 3.47
4.38 4.18 4.37
4.03 3.89 2.93
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 17
Composition
Walters,April

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 21

Title Composition

Instructor:

Ray,Jennie B.

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 21

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

A WNPF AWNPF

abwiNPF

abhwnNPF

A WPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.24
4.26 4.25 4.52
4.30 4.24 4.73
4.22 4.11 4.60
4.09 4.02 3.95
4.11 3.98 4.62
4.17 4.20 4.50
4.67 4.66 4.72
4.09 4.02 4.11
4.46 4.44 4.55
4.73 4.66 4.70
4.31 4.27 4.60
4.32 4.27 4.65
4.00 3.87 3.75
4.14 3.95 4.82
4.33 4.15 4.55
4.38 4.18 4.82
4.03 3.89 4.20
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.49 4.31 Fr**
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 F***
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 Fxx*
4.51 4.53 *F***
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 21

Title Composition
Instructor: Ray,Jennie B.
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 21

Credits Earned Cum.

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 20

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 25

Title Composition

Instructor:

Walters,April 1

Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 24

O©CoOoO~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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University of Maryland
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.25
4.26 4.25 3.50
4.30 4.24 3.29
4.22 4.11 3.78
4.09 4.02 3.00
4.11 3.98 3.58
4.17 4.20 3.38
4.67 4.66 4.13
4.09 4.02 3.22
4.46 4.44 3.73
4.73 4.66 4.32
4.31 4.27 3.52
4.32 4.27 3.73
4.00 3.87 3.86
4.14 3.95 3.50
4.33 4.15 3.50
4.38 4.18 3.95
4.03 3.89 3.42
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx*R*
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 F**F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 25
Composition
Walters,April

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 24 Non-major 24

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 29

Title Composition
Instructor: Pekarske,Nicole
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

A WNPF

AWNPF

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

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

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

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

Other

NOOWWhARLA~O

=N OO

NWWww

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.13 1010/1509 3.91 4.05 4.31 4.18 4.13
3.93 1140/1509 4.08 4.13 4.26 4.25 3.93
4.33 ****/1287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.24 FF**
3.93 1066/1459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.11 3.93
3.50 1178/1406 3.72 4.04 4.09 4.02 3.50
4.07 773/1384 4.18 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.07
4.20 82371489 4.10 3.90 4.17 4.20 4.20
4.21 1287/1506 4.50 4.52 4.67 4.66 4.21
4.00 85371463 3.91 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.00
3.67 1343/1438 4.21 4.27 4.46 4.44 3.67
4.43 1206/1421 4.54 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.43
3.88 1157/1411 4.14 4.24 4.31 4.27 3.88
3.83 1163/1405 4.14 4.18 4.32 4.27 3.83
4.20 666/1260 4.03 4.21 4.14 3.95 4.20
4.00 90471255 4.11 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.00
4.40 721/1258 4.41 4.54 4.38 4.18 4.40
3.75 610/ 873 3.86 3.89 4.03 3.89 3.75

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 33

Title Composition

Instructor: Sentell,James E

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 18 Student

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

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

AWNPF

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background informati
Were necessary materials available for lab activitie
Did the lab instructor provide assistance

A WNPF

NR
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0O 0O O 0 5
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Frequency Distribution
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.89 1228/1509 3.91 4.05 4.31 4.18 3.89
4.06 1049/1509 4.08 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.06
4.11 875/1287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.11
4.53 43271459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.53
4.06 776/1406 3.72 4.04 4.09 4.02 4.06
4.33 531/1384 4.18 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.33
4.50 45871489 4.10 3.90 4.17 4.20 4.50
4.72 883/1506 4.50 4.52 4.67 4.66 4.72
3.93 957/1463 3.91 4.00 4.09 4.02 3.93
4.18 112871438 4.21 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.18
4.53 1146/1421 4.54 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.53
4.53 592/1411 4.14 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.53
4.35 80871405 4.14 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.35
3.57 950/1236 3.86 3.76 4.00 3.87 3.57
4.06 725/1260 4.03 4.21 4.14 3.95 4.06
4.31 740/1255 4.11 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.31
4.69 493/1258 4.41 4.54 4.38 4.18 4.69
3.80 585/ 873 3.86 3.89 4.03 3.89 3.80

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 18 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100A 5

Title Composition

Instructor:

Kidd,Kathleen A

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 19

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abrwnNPF 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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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.22
4.26 4.25 4.39
4.30 4.24 4.00
4.22 4.11 4.53
4.09 4.02 4.12
4.11 3.98 4.39
4.17 4.20 4.41
4.67 4.66 4.12
4.09 4.02 4.47
4.46 4.44 4.47
4.73 4.66 4.82
4.31 4.27 4.53
4.32 4.27 4.63
4.00 3.87 4.33
4.14 3.95 4.43
4.33 4.15 4.71
4.38 4.18 4.71
4.03 3.89 4.43
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F***
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 Fx**
4.41 4.29 FxR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100A 5
Composition
Kidd,Kathleen A

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100H 1

Title Composition - Honors
Instructor: McCarthy,Lucill
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOOoOUh~wWNE

abhwiNPF

AWNPF

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 1
0O 0O O 0 1
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TIOO
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

ENENENEN]

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.92 14371509 4.92 4.05 4.31 4.18 4.92
4.92 10471509 4.92 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.92
4.67 359/1287 4.67 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.67
4.91 96/1459 4.91 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.91
4.25 587/1406 4.25 4.04 4.09 4.02 4.25
5.00 171384 5.00 4.27 4.11 3.98 5.00
4.58 1006/1506 4.58 4.52 4.67 4.66 4.58
4.91 81/1463 4.91 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.91
4.83 319/1438 4.83 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.83
4.92 483/1421 4.92 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.92
4.83 211/1411 4.83 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.83
4.83 251/1405 4.83 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.83
5.00 ****/1236 **** 3.76 4.00 3.87 ****
5.00 171260 5.00 4.21 4.14 3.95 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.40 4.33 4.15 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.54 4.38 4.18 5.00
5.00 17 873 5.00 3.89 4.03 3.89 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100P 1

Title Composition
Instructor: Ray,Jennie B.
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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abhwnNPF

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

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0 1 2 6
0O 0O O 2 5
9 0 O 1 2
o o0 1 2 4
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.19 95371509 4.19 4.05 4.31 4.18 4.19
4.44 652/1509 4.44 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.44
4.33 70871287 4.33 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.33
4.31 705/1459 4.31 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.31
3.56 1155/1406 3.56 4.04 4.09 4.02 3.56
4.53 327/1384 4.53 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.53
3.88 1127/1489 3.88 3.90 4.17 4.20 3.88
5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.66 5.00
4.25 628/1463 4.25 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.25
4.36 981/1438 4.36 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.36
4.57 1107/1421 4.57 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.57
4.50 617/1411 4.50 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.50
4.43 733/1405 4.43 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.43
3.29 107271236 3.29 3.76 4.00 3.87 3.29
4.50 415/1260 4.50 4.21 4.14 3.95 4.50
4.73 367/1255 4.73 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.73
4.60 549/1258 4.60 4.54 4.38 4.18 4.60
4.17 383/ 873 4.17 3.89 4.03 3.89 4.17

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 1

Title Composition
Instructor: Mabe ,Mitzi
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 25

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.04
4.26 4.25 2.76
4.30 4.24 F***
4.22 4.11 3.00
4.09 4.02 2.25
4.11 3.98 3.13
4.17 4.20 2.00
4.67 4.66 4.92
4.09 4.02 3.00
4.46 4.44 2.71
4.73 4.66 4.67
4.31 4.27 2.48
4.32 4.27 2.71
4.00 3.87 2.71
4.14 3.95 3.10
4.33 4.15 4.00
4.38 4.18 4.00
4.03 3.89 2.69
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF*F*
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Title Composition Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Mabe ,Mitzi Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 25 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 8 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 6 General 16 Under-grad 25 Non-major 25
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #iH# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 3

Title Composition

Instructor:

Hickernell ,Mary

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 17

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

UOOOORrOOoOO0O

NOOOO

abspdDd

Fall

[eNeoNoNoNoNoN ol e]

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNeoNoNoNa] [eNeoNoNoNa] wooo ~NoOoooo

[eNeNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
1 1 7
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1 5 2
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1 0 3
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o 1 2
o 0 3
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
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0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
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0O 0 oO
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.53
4.26 4.25 3.82
4.30 4.24 F***
4.22 4.11 4.06
4.09 4.02 3.41
4.11 3.98 3.94
4.17 4.20 3.47
4.67 4.66 3.94
4.09 4.02 3.58
4.46 4.44 4.06
4.73 4.66 4.35
4.31 4.27 3.94
4.32 4.27 3.94
4.00 3.87 3.50
4.14 3.95 3.77
4.33 4.15 3.77
4.38 4.18 4.23
4.03 3.89 3.89
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 Fx**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 100Y 3
Composition
Hickernell ,Mary

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 659
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

N = T TOO
OQOOO0OOWmWN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 5

Title Composition

Instructor:

Walters,April 1

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

Fall

2009

Freq

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

N

abrhwWNPE

N -

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Did
Did

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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uencies

2 3 4
1 4 3
0 4 3
0 1 3
0 3 2
2 2 6
0 1 6
1 1 5
0 0 3
0 3 5
0 1 3
0 1 2
0 2 6
1 1 5
0 0 6
0 0 4
0 1 1
0 0 2
0 2 2
0 0 0
0 1 2
0 1 2
0 2 1
0 1 3
0 1 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

N = TTOO
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.83 1265/1509 3.57
4.08 1027/1509 3.82
3.75 1091/1287 3.75
4.27 748/1459 3.91
3.33 125871406 3.31
4.27 59971384 3.96
4.17 854/1489 3.63
4.75 845/1506 4.40
3.90 98371463 3.75
4.58 700/1438 4.09
4.67 101471421 4.67
4.17 957/1411 3.90
4.17 960/1405 3.95
4.50 274/1236 3.57
3.86 888/1260 3.58
4.57 526/1255 4.11
4.71 468/1258 4.32
3.80 585/ 873 3.46
4.00 67/ 89 4.00
4.33 65/ 92 4.33
4.17 65/ 90 4.17
4.17 65/ 92 4.17
4.17 50/ 93 4.17

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

12
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MAR 22, 2010

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.83
4.26 4.25 4.08
4.30 4.24 3.75
4.22 4.11 4.27
4.09 4.02 3.33
4.11 3.98 4.27
4.17 4.20 4.17
4.67 4.66 4.75
4.09 4.02 3.90
4.46 4.44 4.58
4.73 4.66 4.67
4.31 4.27 4.17
4.32 4.27 4.17
4.00 3.87 4.50
4.14 3.95 3.86
4.33 4.15 4.57
4.38 4.18 4.71
4.03 3.89 3.80
4.22 4.14 Fxx*
4.49 4.31 4.00
4.54 4.16 4.33
4.50 4.21 4.17
4.38 4.21 4.17
4.06 3.92 4.17
4.39 3.75 FFF*
4.41 4.29 Fx**
4.26 4.28 FFF*

Majors
Major 2

Non-major 10

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 100Y 7

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

661
2010
3029
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 2 5
o O o o0 3
7 0 O 0 O
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Frequency Distribution

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.88 1236/1509 3.57 4.05 4.31 4.18
4.63 401/1509 3.82 4.13 4.26 4.25
5.00 ****/1287 3.75 4.28 4.30 4.24
4.29 737/1459 3.91 4.22 4.22 4.11
4.25 587/1406 3.31 4.04 4.09 4.02
4.50 349/1384 3.96 4.27 4.11 3.98
4.88 109/1489 3.63 3.90 4.17 4.20
4.00 1383/1506 4.40 4.52 4.67 4.66
4.50 325/1463 3.75 4.00 4.09 4.02
5.00 171438 4.09 4.27 4.46 4.44
5.00 171421 4.67 4.68 4.73 4.66
5.00 171411 3.90 4.24 4.31 4.27
5.00 171405 3.95 4.18 4.32 4.27
4.00 ****/1260 3.58 4.21 4.14 3.95
5.00 ****/1255 4.11 4.40 4.33 4.15
5.00 ****/1258 4.32 4.54 4.38 4.18
5.00 ****/ 873 3.46 3.89 4.03 3.89
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 8 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 110 1

Title Composition ESL Studen

Instructor:

Taylor,Paul

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 15

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abwnNPF b wWNPE abhwNPE

GO WNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
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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Fall
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2009

Frequencies
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

41071509
20171509
28271287
34671459
13571406
278/1384
20871489
807/1506
209/1463

39671438
429/1421
267/1411
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62571236

10971260
25471255
31271258
199/ 873
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.67
4.26 4.25 4.80
4.30 4.24 4.73
4.22 4.11 4.60
4.09 4.02 4.80
4.11 3.98 4.60
4.17 4.20 4.73
4.67 4.66 4.79
4.09 4.02 4.67
4.46 4.44 4.79
4.73 4.66 4.93
4.31 4.27 4.79
4.32 4.27 4.64
4.00 3.87 4.08
4.14 3.95 4.92
4.33 4.15 4.85
4.38 4.18 4.85
4.03 3.89 4.54
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F**F*
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 F***
4.41 4.29 FH**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 FF**
4.05 4.47 Fx**
4.27 4.21 FF**



Course-Section: ENGL 110 1 University of Maryland Page 662

Title Composition ESL Studen Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Taylor,Paul Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
EnrolIment: 20

Questionnaires: 15 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 11 Required for Majors 8 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General 4 Under-grad 15 Non-major 15
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 1 #HHt - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: ENGL 110 5

Title Composition ESL Studen
Instructor: Taylor,Paul
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 663
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwNPF

AWNPF

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

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

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

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

Frequency Distribution

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

Other

a~N~NO

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.31 833/1509 4.49 4.05 4.31 4.18 4.31
4.62 412/1509 4.71 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.62
4.42 626/1287 4.57 4.28 4.30 4.24 4.42
4.57 378/1459 4.59 4.22 4.22 4.11 4.57
4.50 332/1406 4.65 4.04 4.09 4.02 4.50
4.50 349/1384 4.55 4.27 4.11 3.98 4.50
4.57 376/1489 4.65 3.90 4.17 4.20 4.57
4.79 807/1506 4.79 4.52 4.67 4.66 4.79
4.31 579/1463 4.49 4.00 4.09 4.02 4.31
4.71 51471438 4.75 4.27 4.46 4.44 4.71
4.79 828/1421 4.86 4.68 4.73 4.66 4.79
4.69 376/1411 4.74 4.24 4.31 4.27 4.69
4.38 778/1405 4.51 4.18 4.32 4.27 4.38
3.80 82471236 3.94 3.76 4.00 3.87 3.80
4.40 505/1260 4.66 4.21 4.14 3.95 4.40
4.60 505/1255 4.72 4.40 4.33 4.15 4.60
4.60 54971258 4.72 4.54 4.38 4.18 4.60
4.20 366/ 873 4.37 3.89 4.03 3.89 4.20

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 210 1

Title Introduction To Lit
Instructor: McKinley,Kathry
Enrollment: 44

Questionnaires: 33

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2009

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

[oNeNoNooloNoNoNa]
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uencies

2 3 4
2 7 13
3 8 12
2 8 10
3 12 8
0 3 8
1 12 7
5 10 9
0 0 30
0 11 11
1 5 8
0 1 7
0 6 12
2 2 10
3 3 3
0 5 8
1 3 7
0 1 5
2 4 4
0 1 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

N =T TOO
RPOOOOANER

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.76 1304/1509 3.76
3.88 118371509 3.88
4.03 91171287 4.03
3.63 125471459 3.63
4.58 287/1406 4.58
3.65 1120/1384 3.65
3.42 1335/1489 3.42
4.09 1349/1506 4.09
3.78 1084/1463 3.78
4.24 1078/1438 4.24
4.73 93371421 4.73
4.15 964/1411 4.15
4.15 967/1405 4.15
2.70 1185/1236 2.70
3.78 924/1260 3.78
3.67 1084/1255 3.67
3.94 980/1258 3.94
3.14 787/ 873 3.14

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

33
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 3.76
4.26 4.32 3.88
4.30 4.35 4.03
4.22 4.30 3.63
4.09 4.09 4.58
4.11 4.09 3.65
4.17 4.19 3.42
4.67 4.61 4.09
4.09 4.08 3.78
4.46 4.48 4.24
4.73 4.76 4.73
4.31 4.37 4.15
4.32 4.39 4.15
4.00 4.11 2.70
4.14 4.19 3.78
4.33 4.37 3.67
4.38 4.44 3.94
4.03 4.04 3.14
4.22 4.51 Fx**
Majors
Major 2
Non-major 31

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 226 1

Title English Grammar Usage
Instructor: Harris,Linda R
Enrollment: 42

Questionnaires: 23

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

AN

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

OO0O0OO0ORrRrRLPEFLROO

WWNEN

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

Frequency Distribution

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

Other

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1440/1509
1381/1509
110171287
1314/1459
127971406
129971384
1331/1489
1243/1506
136271463
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 23 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: ENGL 241 1 University of Maryland Page 666

Title Currents In British Li Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Fernandez,Jean Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 29
Questionnaires: 22 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 0O O o 2 3 5 12 4.23 911/1509 4.23 4.05 4.31 4.34 4.23
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O o 1 5 5 11 4.18 932/1509 4.18 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.18
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 1 3 3 13 4.40 638/1287 4.40 4.28 4.30 4.35 4.40
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O O O O 4 4 14 4.45 536/1459 4.45 4.22 4.22 4.30 4.45
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O O O 1 0 5 16 4.64 246/1406 4.64 4.04 4.09 4.09 4.64
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O 2 8 12 4.45 394/1384 4.45 4.27 4.11 4.09 4.45
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O O 4 6 12 4.36 641/1489 4.36 3.90 4.17 4.19 4.36
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O O O 18 4 4.18 1305/1506 4.18 4.52 4.67 4.61 4.18
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 0O O 6 5 6 4.00 85371463 4.00 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 1 2 2 16 4.57 712/1438 4.57 4.27 4.46 4.48 4.57
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 O O O 3 18 4.86 665/1421 4.86 4.68 4.73 4.76 4.86
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 5 2 13 4.40 738/1411 4.40 4.24 4.31 4.37 4.40
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0O O 1 7 13 4.57 56871405 4.57 4.18 4.32 4.39 4.57
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 16 3 0O O o 2 2.60 ****/1236 **** 3.76 4.00 4.11 ****
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 0 1 16 4.94 82/1260 4.94 4.21 4.14 4.19 4.94
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 1 0 2 3 11 4.35 707/1255 4.35 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.35
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 0 o0 3 1 13 4.59 56371258 4.59 4.54 4.38 4.44 4.59
4. Were special techniques successful 5 3 0 1 2 8 3 3.93 517/ 873 3.93 3.89 4.03 4.04 3.93
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 8 Required for Majors 5 Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General 3 Under-grad 22 Non-major 20
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 5 #i## - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 2
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 243 1

Title Currents In American L
Instructor: Fitzpatrick,Car
Enrollment: 46

Questionnaires: 29

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 667
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Job IRBR3029

O©CoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwNPF

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
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.97 115471509 4.23 4.05 4.31 4.34 3.97
4.21 91271509 4.33 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.21
4.07 898/1287 4.28 4.28 4.30 4.35 4.07
4.10 91171459 4.27 4.22 4.22 4.30 4.10
4.66 231/1406 4.74 4.04 4.09 4.09 4.66
4.31 557/1384 4.31 4.27 4.11 4.09 4.31
3.93 107071489 4.21 3.90 4.17 4.19 3.93
5.00 171506 4.55 4.52 4.67 4.61 5.00
3.72 1125/1463 4.06 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.72
4.39 940/1438 4.43 4.27 4.46 4.48 4.39
4.93 42971421 4.95 4.68 4.73 4.76 4.93
4.18 950/1411 4.39 4.24 4.31 4.37 4.18
4.46 683/1405 4.55 4.18 4.32 4.39 4.46
2.13 1217/1236 3.11 3.76 4.00 4.11 2.13
4.63 337/1260 4.49 4.21 4.14 4.19 4.63
4.42 656/1255 4.30 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.42
4.75 42171258 4.77 4.54 4.38 4.44 4.75
2.50 853/ 873 2.50 3.89 4.03 4.04 2.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 29 Non-major 21

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



Course-Section: ENGL 243 2

Title Currents In American L

Instructor:

Blumberg,Arnold

Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 33

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abrwNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Fall
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2009

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

University of Maryland
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

62371509
62171509
51971287
56971459
13071406
557/1384
485/1489
1349/1506
478/1463

852/1438
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499/1405
620/1236

55171260
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.48
4.26 4.32 4.45
4.30 4.35 4.50
4.22 4.30 4.44
4.09 4.09 4.82
4.11 4.09 4.31
4.17 4.19 4.48
4.67 4.61 4.09
4.09 4.08 4.39
4.46 4.48 4.47
4.73 4.76 4.97
4.31 4.37 4.60
4.32 4.39 4.63
4.00 4.11 4.10
4.14 4.19 4.35
4.33 4.37 4.17
4.38 4.44 4.78
4.03 4.04 F***
4.16 4.54 F***
4.22 4.51 Fx**
4.48 4.62 F***
4.36 4.65 F***
4.18 4.56 F***
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 k= = 3 k= =
4 . 50 E = = E = =
4.38 4.00 F***
4.06 2.88 ****
4.39 4.79 Fx*x*
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 F***
4.32 4.67 FF**
4.26 4.33 Fx*F*
4 . 14 E = = 3 E = =
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 k. = = ke = =
4 . 27 o = = ko = =



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 243 2
In American L
Blumberg,Arnold

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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00-27 2
28-55 4
56-83 5
84-150 0
Grad. 0

A 17
B 12
C 1
D 0
F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 33 Non-major 32

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



Course-Section: ENGL 250 1

Title Intro To Shakespeare
Instructor: Farabaugh,Robin
Enrollment: 34

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PN

Required for Majors 15

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OOrOOWR

General
Electives

Other

5

0

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.88 1236/1509 3.88 4.05 4.31 4.34 3.88
4.04 1056/1509 4.04 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.04
4.42 626/1287 4.42 4.28 4.30 4.35 4.42
3.83 114371459 3.83 4.22 4.22 4.30 3.83
4.65 231/1406 4.65 4.04 4.09 4.09 4.65
4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.27 4.11 4.09 4.00
3.92 109471489 3.92 3.90 4.17 4.19 3.92
4.21 1295/1506 4.21 4.52 4.67 4.61 4.21
3.95 918/1463 3.95 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.95
4.42 917/1438 4.42 4.27 4.46 4.48 4.42
4.83 716/1421 4.83 4.68 4.73 4.76 4.83
4.42 725/1411 4.42 4.24 4.31 4.37 4.42
4.33 828/1405 4.33 4.18 4.32 4.39 4.33
2.78 1177/1236 2.78 3.76 4.00 4.11 2.78
4.06 725/1260 4.06 4.21 4.14 4.19 4.06
4.65 463/1255 4.65 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.65
4.41 710/1258 4.41 4.54 4.38 4.44 4.41
3.77 605/ 873 3.77 3.89 4.03 4.04 3.77

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 24 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: ENGL 271 1

Title Intro Creat Wrtg-Ficti
Instructor: Shivnan,Sally A
Enrol Iment: 25

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 2 4
0O O O o0 8
9 0 0 1 1
o o 1 1 3
o o 1 2 3
o 0O o 2 2
0O 0O O 6 4
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O 3 3
o o0 1 1 4
0O 0O O o0 2
o 0O o 1 2
o 0O o 1 4
9 1 0 o0 1
o 0O 1 o0 1
o o0 o 1 1
o o0 1 o0 1
3 1 1 1 o0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T T1O O
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.60 482/1509 4.60 4.05 4.31 4.34 4.60
4.60 424/1509 4.60 4.13 4.26 4.32 4.60
4.73 29371287 4.73 4.28 4.30 4.35 4.73
4.60 346/1459 4.60 4.22 4.22 4.30 4.60
4.50 332/1406 4.50 4.04 4.09 4.09 4.50
4.70 19971384 4.70 4.27 4.11 4.09 4.70
4.20 82371489 4.20 3.90 4.17 4.19 4.20
4.85 682/1506 4.85 4.52 4.67 4.61 4.85
4.40 467/1463 4.40 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.40
4.47 839/1438 4.47 4.27 4.46 4.48 4.47
4.88 588/1421 4.88 4.68 4.73 4.76 4.88
4.75 30371411 4.75 4.24 4.31 4.37 4.75
4.65 486/1405 4.65 4.18 4.32 4.39 4.65
4.38 383/1236 4.38 3.76 4.00 4.11 4.38
4.69 287/1260 4.69 4.21 4.14 4.19 4.69
4.77 333/1255 4.77 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.77
4.69 486/1258 4.69 4.54 4.38 4.44 4.69
4.10 417/ 873 4.10 3.89 4.03 4.04 4.10

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 20 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section: ENGL 273 1

Title Int Creative Wtg-Poetr
Instructor: McGurrin,Anthon
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

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

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

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

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.80 1288/1509 3.80 4.05 4.31 4.34 3.80
3.50 1372/1509 3.50 4.13 4.26 4.32 3.50
1.00 ****/1287 **** 4.28 4.30 4.35 ****
4.38 647/1459 4.38 4.22 4.22 4.30 4.38
4.11 729/1406 4.11 4.04 4.09 4.09 4.11
3.90 93971384 3.90 4.27 4.11 4.09 3.90
2.50 146371489 2.50 3.90 4.17 4.19 2.50
3.70 147471506 3.70 4.52 4.67 4.61 3.70
3.57 1217/1463 3.57 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.57
3.44 1377/1438 3.44 4.27 4.46 4.48 3.44
4.56 1123/1421 4.56 4.68 4.73 4.76 4.56
4.00 105171411 4.00 4.24 4.31 4.37 4.00
3.67 1220/1405 3.67 4.18 4.32 4.39 3.67
3.80 90871260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.19 3.80
5.00 171255 5.00 4.40 4.33 4.37 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.54 4.38 4.44 5.00
3.00 ****/ 873 **** 3.89 4.03 4.04 *F***

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 291 1

Title Intro Wrtg Creat Essay
Instructor: Benson,Linda K
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.90 1214/1509 3.99 4.05 4.31 4.34 3.90
3.80 1228/1509 4.07 4.13 4.26 4.32 3.80
4.00 ****/1287 4.28 4.28 4.30 4.35 F***
4.21 81471459 4.22 4.22 4.22 4.30 4.21
3.90 93471406 3.75 4.04 4.09 4.09 3.90
4.58 29971384 4.57 4.27 4.11 4.09 4.58
3.58 127571489 3.78 3.90 4.17 4.19 3.58
4.11 1346/1506 4.12 4.52 4.67 4.61 4.11
3.67 1168/1463 4.09 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.67
4.11 1166/1438 4.12 4.27 4.46 4.48 4.11
4.72 933/1421 4.62 4.68 4.73 4.76 4.72
4.06 102571411 4.14 4.24 4.31 4.37 4.06
3.67 1220/1405 3.85 4.18 4.32 4.39 3.67
5.00 ****/1236 4.22 3.76 4.00 4.11 ****
4.40 505/1260 4.52 4.21 4.14 4.19 4.40
4.80 287/1255 4.60 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.80
4.90 236/1258 4.80 4.54 4.38 4.44 4.90
4.60 178/ 873 4.34 3.89 4.03 4.04 4.60

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 20 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: ENGL 291 2

Title Intro Wrtg Creat Essay
Instructor: McGurrin,Anthon
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 13

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o 5 3
o 1 1 3 2
9 0 0 1 1
2 0 1 4 1
o 3 2 2 3
1 0 0 4 1
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1 o0 o 1 7
O 1 1 4 O
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o o0 1 4 2
0O 3 0 3 1
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.69 1325/1509 3.99 4.05 4.31 4.34
3.85 1202/1509 4.07 4.13 4.26 4.32
4.25 779/1287 4.28 4.28 4.30 4.35
3.91 1088/1459 4.22 4.22 4.22 4.30
3.08 132371406 3.75 4.04 4.09 4.09
4.25 61971384 4.57 4.27 4.11 4.09
3.77 119371489 3.78 3.90 4.17 4.19
3.46 1486/1506 4.12 4.52 4.67 4.61
4.00 853/1463 4.09 4.00 4.09 4.08
3.64 1350/1438 4.12 4.27 4.46 4.48
4.27 1285/1421 4.62 4.68 4.73 4.76
3.82 1182/1411 4.14 4.24 4.31 4.37
3.27 1317/1405 3.85 4.18 4.32 4.39
5.00 ****/1236 4.22 3.76 4.00 4.11
4.25 621/1260 4.52 4.21 4.14 4.19
4.00 90471255 4.60 4.40 4.33 4.37
4.50 620/1258 4.80 4.54 4.38 4.44
3.50 705/ 873 4.34 3.89 4.03 4.04
Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major

Under-grad 12 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 291 3

Title Intro Wrtg Creat Essay

Instructor:

Sawyers,Seth A

Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

Fall

2009

Freq

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
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Frequency Distribution
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.38 756/1509 3.99
4.56 471/1509 4.07
4.30 73971287 4.28
4.54 421/1459 4.22
4.29 55171406 3.75
4.87 85/1384 4.57
4.00 98671489 3.78
4.80 782/1506 4.12
4.60 248/1463 4.09
4.60 67571438 4.12
4.87 63971421 4.62
4.53 580/1411 4.14
4.60 540/1405 3.85
4.22 512/1236 4.22
4.91 136/1260 4.52
5.00 171255 4.60
5.00 171258 4.80
4.91 74/ 873 4.34

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

17
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.38
4.26 4.32 4.56
4.30 4.35 4.30
4.22 4.30 4.54
4.09 4.09 4.29
4.11 4.09 4.87
4.17 4.19 4.00
4.67 4.61 4.80
4.09 4.08 4.60
4.46 4.48 4.60
4.73 4.76 4.87
4.31 4.37 4.53
4.32 4.39 4.60
4.00 4.11 4.22
4.14 4.19 4.91
4.33 4.37 5.00
4.38 4.44 5.00
4.03 4.04 4.91
4.22 4.51 Fx**

Majors
Major 3

Non-major 14

responses to be significant
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 2 4
o 0 3 3 1
i1 1 1 1 2
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Frequency Distribution
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PRPPOOW QUIONWNEDN

P WEN

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 4.00 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.00
3.00 146371509 3.00 4.13 4.26 4.25 3.00
3.43 1336/1459 3.43 4.22 4.22 4.26 3.43
3.88 956/1406 3.88 4.04 4.09 4.12 3.88
3.63 1132/1384 3.63 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.63
2.13 1479/1489 2.13 3.90 4.17 4.14 2.13
4.50 1070/1506 4.50 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.50
3.25 1338/1463 3.25 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.25
4.00 120371438 4.00 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
3.50 1277/1411 3.50 4.24 4.31 4.29 3.50
3.88 1145/1405 3.88 4.18 4.32 4.32 3.88
3.67 904/1236 3.67 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.67
4.25 62171260 4.25 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.25
4.00 90471255 4.00 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.00
4.75 42171258 4.75 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.75
3.50 705/ 873 3.50 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 8 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: ENGL 301 1

Title Analysis Literary Lang
Instructor: Farabaugh,Robin
Enrol Iment: 26

Questionnaires: 16

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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NA 1 2 3 4
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9 0 O 2 2
1 0 1 4 5
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.19 953/1509 4.45 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.19
4.06 104271509 4.39 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.06
4.00 92471287 4.38 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.00
3.93 105571459 4.39 4.22 4.22 4.26 3.93
4.69 208/1406 4.73 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.69
3.81 100971384 4.45 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.81
3.38 1350/1489 4.13 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.38
4.40 1166/1506 4.58 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.40
4.17 726/1463 4.27 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.17
4.60 675/1438 4.61 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.60
4.87 63971421 4.87 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.87
4.00 105171411 4.41 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.00
4.27 88971405 4.50 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.27
4.40 354/1236 3.97 3.76 4.00 4.07 4.40
4.33 558/1260 4.56 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.33
4.58 519/1255 4.67 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.58
4.08 907/1258 4.50 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.08
3.57 681/ 873 3.86 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.57

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 16 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: ENGL 301 2

Title Analysis Literary Lang

Instructor:

Gwiazda,Piotr K

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2009

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
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0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.53 574/1509 4.45
4.31 796/1509 4.39
4.29 755/1287 4.38
4.33 686/1459 4.39
4.65 238/1406 4.73
4.63 260/1384 4.45
4.35 652/1489 4.13
4.35 1194/1506 4.58
4.29 598/1463 4.27
4.38 96071438 4.61
4.75 881/1421 4.87
4.44 70171411 4.41
4.44 720/1405 4.50
4.00 66471236 3.97
4.54 396/1260 4.56
4.54 554/1255 4.67
4.62 542/1258 4.50
4.09 419/ 873 3.86

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.53
4.26 4.25 4.31
4.30 4.33 4.29
4.22 4.26 4.33
4.09 4.12 4.65
4.11 4.15 4.63
4.17 4.14 4.35
4.67 4.67 4.35
4.09 4.08 4.29
4.46 4.43 4.38
4.73 4.73 4.75
4.31 4.29 4.44
4.32 4.32 4.44
4.00 4.07 4.00
4.14 4.22 4.54
4.33 4.37 4.54
4.38 4.42 4.62
4.03 4.08 4.09
4.22 417 FF**
Majors
Major 10
Non-major 7

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 301 3

Title Analysis Literary Lang
Instructor: Smith,Orianne M
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
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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

NOOOOOOOoOOo

NNNNN

(66, 6 e

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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General
Electives

Other

1

1

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.62 470/1509 4.45 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.62
4.81 201/1509 4.39 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.81
4.86 167/1287 4.38 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.86
4.90 96/1459 4.39 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.90
4.86 112/1406 4.73 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.86
4.90 71/1384 4.45 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.90
4.67 276/1489 4.13 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.67
5.00 171506 4.58 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
4.36 523/1463 4.27 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.36
4.84 305/1438 4.61 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.84
5.00 171421 4.87 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
4.79 267/1411 4.41 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.79
4.79 30971405 4.50 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.79
3.50 98471236 3.97 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.50
4.81 201/1260 4.56 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.81
4.88 229/1255 4.67 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.88
4.81 350/1258 4.50 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.81
3.92 517/ 873 3.86 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.92

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 21 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: ENGL 304 1

Title Brit Lit:Medieval/Rena
Instructor: Falco,Raphael
Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 28

Questions

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

Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate

AWNPF

Were special techniques successful

Seminar
. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

N

Did written assignments contribute to what you learned

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

. Was the instructor available for individual attention

OO PWWW®W

oMM D
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

N = TTOO
NOOOOWhRO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.68 39871509 4.68 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.68
4.20 922/1509 4.20 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.20
4.40 63871287 4.40 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.40
4.38 647/1459 4.38 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.38
4.75 164/1406 4.75 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.75
4.32 557/1384 4.32 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.32
4.21 813/1489 4.21 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.21
3.88 1453/1506 3.88 4.52 4.67 4.67 3.88
4.39 489/1463 4.39 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.39
4.33 1001/1438 4.33 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.33
4.92 483/1421 4.92 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.92
4.50 617/1411 4.50 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.50
4.71 406/1405 4.71 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.71
2.80 ****/1236 **** 3.76 4.00 4.07 ****
4.53 396/1260 4.53 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.53
4.27 776/1255 4.27 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.27
4.67 507/1258 4.67 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.67
1.67 ****/ 873 **** 3.89 4.03 4.08 ****
5.00 ****/ 89 **** 4. 62 4.49 4.86 ****
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** A 67 A4.54 A4.67 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 23
Under-grad 28 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: ENGL 305 1

Title Brit Lit:Restor - Roma
Instructor: Smith,Orianne M
Enrollment: 36

Questionnaires: 34

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 680
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

OCoOo~NOOUA_WNE

ahWNE

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

COWNNNNNNDN

AbhODD

(NG RGN

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

WhA~NOFRL OO
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Required for Majors 26

General
Electives

Other

1

1

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.53 563/1509 4.53 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.53
4.59 435/1509 4.59 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.59
4.69 337/1287 4.69 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.69
4.67 280/1459 4.67 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.67
4.97 36/1406 4.97 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.97
4.63 260/1384 4.63 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.63
4.44 555/1489 4.44 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.44
4.23 1280/1506 4.23 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.23
4.42 438/1463 4.42 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.42
4.73 480/1438 4.73 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.73
4.93 376/1421 4.93 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.93
4.72 33971411 4.72 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.72
4.80 285/1405 4.80 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.80
3.71 877/1236 3.71 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.71
4.55 383/1260 4.55 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.55
4.66 453/1255 4.66 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.66
4.97 95/1258 4.97 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.97
3.85 565/ 873 3.85 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.85

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 21
Under-grad 34 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: ENGL 306 1 University of Maryland Page 681

Title Brit Lit: Victorian-Mo Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Fernandez,Jean Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 33
Questionnaires: 20 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 0O O 1 0 2 5 12 4.35 778/1509 4.35 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.35
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 3 1 11 4 3.70 1290/1509 3.70 4.13 4.26 4.25 3.70
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0O O 1 9 9 4.42 61471287 4.42 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.42
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0o 1 1 1 3 7 7 3.95 104471459 3.95 4.22 4.22 4.26 3.95
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 1 1 5 11 4.44 400/1406 4.44 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.44
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 0 1 1 5 4 7 3.83 99371384 3.83 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.83
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 1 2 6 7 3 3.47 131571489 3.47 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.47
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0O O O O 0 19 5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 O O 5 5 6 4.06 820/1463 4.06 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.06
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0 1 1 3 3 10 4.11 1166/1438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.11
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 O 0 3 15 4.83 716/1421 4.83 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.83
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 2 1 2 6 7 3.83 117471411 3.83 4.24 4.31 4.29 3.83
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 2 1 5 10 4.28 88171405 4.28 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.28
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 15 1 1 0 O 0 1.50 ****/1236 **** 3.76 4.00 4.07 ****
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 2 1 1 8 7 3.89 872/1260 3.89 4.21 4.14 4.22 3.89
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 3 0 3 1 12 4.00 90471255 4.00 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 1 2 1 5 10 4.11 901/1258 4.11 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.11
4. Were special techniques successful 2 11 1 0 2 3 1 3.43 731/ 873 3.43 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.43
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 13 Graduate 0 Major 15
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 20 Non-major 5
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 3 #i## - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 1
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 308 1

Title Am Lit After Civil War

Instructor:

Gwiazda,Piotr K

Enrollment: 34

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029
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abhwbNPF

AWNPF

N - abrhwWNPE N
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Did
Did

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

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

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

23

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 0o 5 7
0O 2 0 4 6
10 1 1 2 4
o 1 o 3 7
0O O O 3 6
1 o o 3 7
0O 1 0 5 &6
0O 0O O o0 10
o 1 1 6 9
0O 1 0 6 5
o O o 1 3
0O O O 5 6
0O 3 1 4 4
1 1 0 4 6
o 1 1 3 5
o 0O o 3 4
0O 0 1 0 5
6 1 0 1 4
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.13 1021/1509 4.13
4.04 1056/1509 4.04
3.93 1000/1287 3.93
4.29 726/1459 4.29
4.48 366/1406 4.48
4.41 440/1384 4.41
4.17 854/1489 4.17
4_.58 1006/1506 4.58
3.78 1076/1463 3.78
4.13 1160/1438 4.13
4.79 811/1421 4.79
4.30 841/1411 4.30
3.88 1145/1405 3.88
4.18 545/1236 4.18
4.00 746/1260 4.00
4.44 629/1255 4.44
4.56 584/1258 4.56
4.17 383/ 873 4.17

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 24

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

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.32
26 4.25
30 4.33
22 4.26
09 4.12
11 4.15
17 4.14
67 4.67
09 4.08
46 4.43
73 4.73
31 4.29
32 4.32
00 4.07
14 4.22
33 4.37
38 4.42
03 4.08
22 4.17
49 4.86
54 4.67
50 4.63
38 4.73
06 3.94
39 4.61
41 4.34
26 5.00
14 5.00
31 5.00
05 5.00
27 5.00
Majors
Major
Non-major
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Course-Section: ENGL 324 1

Title Theories OFf Comm Tech
Instructor: Shipka,Jody L.
Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 683
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

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

Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwnNPF

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate

AWNPF

Were special techniques successful

Did written assignments contribute to what you learned

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

NRPPRPWOOOOO

RPRRRR

R RRRe

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 2 0 5
0O 0 4 4
14 0 1 1
1 1 3 5
o o0 2 3
o 1 2 3
O 1 2 6
o 1 o0 2
1 0 1 5
o 2 2 3
o o0 1 2
o 1 3 2
1 2 2 2
6 2 0 6
o 1 2 2
0O 0O o0 3
0o o0 1 3
3 3 2 2

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
PrWOOND_RLROO

wWhobhbd

A DO O

Required for Majors 17

N = T T1O O
POOOONWOO

General
Electives

Other

0

1

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.85 1251/1509 4.09 4.05 4.31 4.32 3.85
3.70 1290/1509 3.90 4.13 4.26 4.25 3.70
4.00 92471287 4.19 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.00
3.58 128371459 3.71 4.22 4.22 4.26 3.58
4.05 776/1406 4.12 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.05
3.71 108371384 3.81 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.71
3.53 129571489 3.74 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.53
3.89 144971506 4.11 4.52 4.67 4.67 3.89
3.58 1213/1463 3.99 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.58
3.74 1322/1438 4.06 4.27 4.46 4.43 3.74
4.42 1206/1421 4.49 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.42
3.84 1170/1411 4.08 4.24 4.31 4.29 3.84
3.78 1185/1405 4.05 4.18 4.32 4.32 3.78
3.23 108271236 3.77 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.23
4.00 746/1260 4.19 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.00
4.37 698/1255 4.43 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.37
4.32 78471258 4.53 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.32
3.38 745/ 873 3.79 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.38

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 5
Under-grad 19 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section: ENGL 324 2

Title Theories OFf Comm Tech
Instructor: Maher,Jennifer
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 684
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

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

NOOOOFrOOO
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 0O 0 4
o o0 o 7
o o0 1 2
o 1 1 4
o o0 3 2
o 1 1 3
0O 0 2 6
0O 0 o0 o
1 0 0 oO
0O 0O o0 3
o 0 o0 2
0O 0O o0 4
o o0 1 1
o 0 1 o0
0O O o0 3
0O 0O o0 3
0O 0 o0 1
2 1 0 2

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 16

N = T T1O O
OCQO0OO0OO0OO0ORr©ON

General
Electives

Other

2

1

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 800/1509 4.09 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.33
4.10 1020/1509 3.90 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.10
4.38 658/1287 4.19 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.38
3.85 1127/1459 3.71 4.22 4.22 4.26 3.85
4.19 656/1406 4.12 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.19
3.90 93971384 3.81 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.90
3.95 104671489 3.74 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.95
4.33 1205/1506 4.11 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.33
4.39 48971463 3.99 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.39
4.38 960/1438 4.06 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.38
4.56 1115/1421 4.49 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.56
4.31 830/1411 4.08 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.31
4.31 848/1405 4.05 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.31
4.31 44171236 3.77 3.76 4.00 4.07 4.31
4.38 528/1260 4.19 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.38
4.50 575/1255 4.43 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.50
4.75 421/1258 4.53 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.75
4.21 355/ 873 3.79 3.89 4.03 4.08 4.21

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 21 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: ENGL 326 1

Title Structure Of English
Instructor: Fitzpatrick,Car
Enrol Iment: 23

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 685
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

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

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

OO0OOFrRRFRPRFRLRFLPOO
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 0 4 2
0O 0O O 3 4
0O 0O O 1 5
o o0 1 3 3
0O 1 0 1 6
o 0 3 2 4
o 1 2 1 2
1 0 o0 o0 4
o 0O o 2 4
o 1 o0 2 5
0O O O 0 &6
o 1 o 3 3
o 1 1 1 5
5 0 2 2 1
o 1 1 2 2
o o 1 4 2
o 1 1 2 1
3 2 2 1 o0

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OOO0OOPrUIAN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

RPO~NWAROOOO

NOTO NGO

Wo AU

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.92 1194/1509 3.92 4.05 4.31 4.32 3.92
4.23 880/1509 4.23 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.23
4.42 626/1287 4.42 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.42
4.00 979/1459 4.00 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.00
4.00 813/1406 4.00 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.00
3.58 1154/1384 3.58 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.58
3.92 108271489 3.92 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.92
4.67 941/1506 4.67 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.67
3.86 1021/1463 3.86 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.86
4.00 120371438 4.00 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.00
4.54 1138/1421 4.54 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.54
4.00 105171411 4.00 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.00
3.92 1115/1405 3.92 4.18 4.32 4.32 3.92
3.43 102171236 3.43 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.43
3.82 90471260 3.82 4.21 4.14 4.22 3.82
3.82 1032/1255 3.82 4.40 4.33 4.37 3.82
3.91 101371258 3.91 4.54 4.38 4.42 3.91
3.00 801/ 873 3.00 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 9
Under-grad 13 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: ENGL 346 1

Title Literary Themes
Instructor: Falco,Raphael
Enrol Iment: 16

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 686
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

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

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

[cNeoNoNoNolol Neolo]
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o0 o0 2 2
0O O O 3 6
o o0 o 2 4
o o0 o 1 4
o 0O o 1 4
o o0 o 1 3
o 1 2 2 4
o o0 o 3 7
0O O O o0 4
O o0 1 1 4
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O o 1 4
o 0O 1 o0 1
7 0 O 1 O
o 0 1 o0 2
o 0 o 2 o
o 0 o0 1 o
3 1 0 2 1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N =T TOO
OCQOO0OO0OONOW

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

~N~NFEN~NOOO BN

NOOUIO AN

N0 ~NO

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.45 661/1509 4.45 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.45
3.91 116471509 3.91 4.13 4.26 4.25 3.91
4.20 826/1287 4.20 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.20
4.45 536/1459 4.45 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.45
4.45 38971406 4.45 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.45
4.55 320/1384 4.55 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.55
3.36 1352/1489 3.36 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.36
3.82 1463/1506 3.82 4.52 4.67 4.67 3.82
4.64 228/1463 4.64 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.64
4.10 117371438 4.10 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.10
5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
4.40 738/1411 4.40 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.40
4.60 540/1405 4.60 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.60
4.33 421/1236 4.33 3.76 4.00 4.07 4.33
4.44 469/1260 4.44 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.44
4.56 540/1255 4.56 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.56
4.78 398/1258 4.78 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.78
3.50 705/ 873 3.50 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 11 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: ENGL 348 1

Title Literature And Culture
Instructor: Corbett,Christo
Enrollment: 28

Questionnaires: 24

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General

. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

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

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 1 0 9
o o0 1 4 7
17 0 0 2 1
1 0 O 6 6
o o0 o 2 3
1 o0 o 2 8
2 4 4 2 6
0O 0O O o0 o
1 1 0 4 9
0O 0O O 1 &6
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0O O o 1 4
7 0 1 1 4
o o0 o 1 3
o 0O o o 4
o 0O O o0 3
13 1 0 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 800/1509 4.33 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.33
4.25 859/1509 4.25 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.25
4.29 75571287 4.29 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.29
4.22 81471459 4.22 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.22
4.70 200/1406 4.70 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.70
4.45 394/1384 4.45 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.45
3.19 138371489 3.19 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.19
5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
4.09 80971463 4.09 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.09
4.56 737/1438 4.56 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.56
5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
4.53 592/1411 4.53 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.53
4.67 45971405 4.67 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.67
4.18 545/1236 4.18 3.76 4.00 4.07 4.18
4.69 294/1260 4.69 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.69
4.75 34471255 4.75 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.75
4.81 350/1258 4.81 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.81
3.33 ****/ 873 *F***x 3.89 4.03 4.08 Fr*F*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 24 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: ENGL 351 1

Title Studies In Shakespeare
Instructor: Orgelfinger,Gai
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 21

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades
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General
Electives

Other

0

2

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 351/1509 4.71 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.71
4.67 356/1509 4.67 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.67
4.19 826/1287 4.19 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.19
4.48 50371459 4.48 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.48
4.86 112/1406 4.86 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.86
4.67 225/1384 4.67 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.67
4.50 458/1489 4.50 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.50
4.05 1364/1506 4.05 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.05
4.47 367/1463 4.47 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.47
4.95 131/1438 4.95 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.95
5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
4.90 138/1411 4.90 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.90
4.90 172/1405 4.90 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.90
4.08 625/1236 4.08 3.76 4.00 4.07 4.08
4.73 265/1260 4.73 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.73
4.91 205/1255 4.91 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.91
4.91 236/1258 4.91 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.91
4.18 372/ 873 4.18 3.89 4.03 4.08 4.18

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 15
Under-grad 21 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: ENGL 371 1

Title Creative Writing-Ficti
Instructor: Goodman, vy H
Enrol Iment: 13

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

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

Discussion

. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 2 1 2
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8 0 O 0 1
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0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0 1 0 o
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.44 1414/1509 3.44 4.05 4.31 4.32 3.44
4.11 100271509 4.11 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.11
4.00 ****/1287 ****  4.28 4.30 4.33 Frx*
4.00 979/1459 4.00 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.00
4.00 813/1406 4.00 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.00
4.89 78/1384 4.89 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.89
3.78 1188/1489 3.78 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.78
5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
3.67 1168/1463 3.67 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.67
4.25 107171438 4.25 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.25
4.50 1162/1421 4.50 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.50
4.25 885/1411 4.25 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.25
3.38 129971405 3.38 4.18 4.32 4.32 3.38
5.00 171260 5.00 4.21 4.14 4.22 5.00
4.57 526/1255 4.57 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.57
4.43 700/1258 4.43 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.43

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 9 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: ENGL 373 1

Title Creative Writing-Poetr
Instructor: Fallon,Michael
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

WOOOOOOOoOOo

ArWWWW

Wwww
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o 0O O o0 2
o 0O O o0 1
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o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
5 0 0 o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.73 339/1509 4.73 4.05 4.31 4.32
4.91 116/1509 4.91 4.13 4.26 4.25
4.00 92471287 4.00 4.28 4.30 4.33
4.50 45471459 4.50 4.22 4.22 4.26
4.18 665/1406 4.18 4.04 4.09 4.12
4.55 320/1384 4.55 4.27 4.11 4.15
4.00 986/1489 4.00 3.90 4.17 4.14
5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67
4.63 235/1463 4.63 4.00 4.09 4.08
4.63 646/1438 4.63 4.27 4.46 4.43
5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.73
4.75 303/1411 4.75 4.24 4.31 4.29
4.88 205/1405 4.88 4.18 4.32 4.32
2.00 ****/1236 **** 3.76 4.00 4.07
5.00 171260 5.00 4.21 4.14 4.22
4.88 229/1255 4.88 4.40 4.33 4.37
4.88 274/1258 4.88 4.54 4.38 4.42
4.67 152/ 873 4.67 3.89 4.03 4.08
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 11 Non-major

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



Course-Section: ENGL 375 1

Title Masterworks For Writer

Instructor:

Levine,Elise

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General

. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals

Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

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

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

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

Laboratory

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.71 351/1509 4.71 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.71
4.71 300/1509 4.71 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.71
5.00 171287 5.00 4.28 4.30 4.33 5.00
4.93 77/1459 4.93 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.93
4.86 112/1406 4.86 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.86
4.86 89/1384 4.86 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.86
4.57 376/1489 4.57 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.57
4.64 957/1506 4.64 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.64
4.50 325/1463 4.50 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.50
4.92 197/1438 4.92 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.92
5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
4.92 12471411 4.92 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.92
4.92 15471405 4.92 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.92
3.00 ****/1236 **** 3.76 4.00 4.07 ****
4.67 308/1260 4.67 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.67
4.83 262/1255 4.83 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.83
4.92 21271258 4.92 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.92
4.50 ****/ 873 **** 3,89 4.03 4.08 F***
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 11
Under-grad 14 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: ENGL 380 1

Title Intro To News Writing
Instructor: Weiss,Kenneth N
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 16

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.27 872/1509 4.27 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.27
4.13 982/1509 4.13 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.13
3.92 1010/1287 3.92 4.28 4.30 4.33 3.92
4.29 737/1459 4.29 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.29
4.00 813/1406 4.00 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.00
4.40 440/1384 4.40 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.40
3.93 107071489 3.93 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.93
4.47 1108/1506 4.47 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.47
3.91 983/1463 3.91 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.91
4.40 930/1438 4.40 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.40
4.57 1107/1421 4.57 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.57
4.40 738/1411 4.40 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.40
4.36 80871405 4.36 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.36
4.27 47471236 4.27 3.76 4.00 4.07 4.27
3.80 90871260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22 3.80
4.30 749/1255 4.30 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.30
4.44 680/1258 4.44 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.44
3.86 560/ 873 3.86 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.86

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 16 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: ENGL 382 1

Title Feature Writing
Instructor: Corbett,Christo
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 23

Questions
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Other

1

6

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.04 1086/1509 4.04 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.04
4.00 1086/1509 4.00 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.00
4.20 ****/1287 *x** 4,28 4.30 4.33 FRR*
4.14 877/1459 4.14 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.14
3.67 110571406 3.67 4.04 4.09 4.12 3.67
4.30 570/1384 4.30 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.30
3.32 136471489 3.32 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.32
4.50 1070/1506 4.50 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.50
4.16 738/1463 4.16 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.16
3.94 1242/1438 3.94 4.27 4.46 4.43 3.94
4.88 588/1421 4.88 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.88
4.06 1025/1411 4.06 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.06
4.12 994/1405 4.12 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.12
3.50 ****/1236 **** 3.76 4.00 4.07 ****
4.39 520/1260 4.39 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.39
4.33 723/1255 4.33 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.33
4.33 770/1258 4.33 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.33
3.86 560/ 873 3.86 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.86

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 23 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section: ENGL 383 1

Title Science Writing
Instructor: Shivnan,Sally A
Enrol Iment: 26

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

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

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

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

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.94 1184/1509 3.94 4.05 4.31 4.32 3.94
4.38 731/1509 4.38 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.38
4.80 20871287 4.80 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.80
4.50 45471459 4.50 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.50
4.75 164/1406 4.75 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.75
4.69 208/1384 4.69 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.69
4.06 94471489 4.06 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.06
4.88 642/1506 4.88 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.88
4.60 248/1463 4.60 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.60
4.53 762/1438 4.53 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.53
4.87 63971421 4.87 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.87
4.40 738/1411 4.40 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.40
4.20 940/1405 4.20 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.20
3.20 108871236 3.20 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.20
4.67 308/1260 4.67 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.67
4.75 34471255 4.75 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.75
4.75 42171258 4.75 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.75
3.22 776/ 873 3.22 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.22

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 385 1

Title New Media, Digital Lit

Instructor:

Burgess,Helen J

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material

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

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.36 778/1509 4.36
4.29 828/1509 4.29
4.38 647/1459 4.38
4.07 761/1406 4.07
4.27 59971384 4.27
4.36 65271489 4.36
4.43 1146/1506 4.43
4.20 69071463 4.20
4.79 396/1438 4.79
4.79 828/1421 4.79
4.43 71371411 4.43
4.43 733/1405 4.43
3.85 80471236 3.85
4.64 33071260 4.64
4.73 37971255 4.73
5.00 171258 5.00
4.50 209/ 873 4.50

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 14

#i## - Means there are not enough

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.32
26 4.25
30 4.33
22 4.26
09 4.12
11 4.15
17 4.14
67 4.67
09 4.08
46 4.43
73 4.73
31 4.29
32 4.32
00 4.07
14 4.22
33 4.37
38 4.42
03 4.08
16 4.07
26 5.00
14 5.00
31 5.00
05 5.00
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 391 1

Title Adv Expos & Argument

Instructor:

McGurrin,Anthon

Enrollment: 24

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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University of Maryland
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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131771406

954/1384

98671489
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118871260
101071255
85071258
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 2.88
4.26 4.25 3.24
4.30 4.33 F**F*
4.22 4.26 3.71
4.09 4.12 3.12
4.11 4.15 3.88
4.17 4.14 4.00
4.67 4.67 3.65
4.09 4.08 3.44
4.46 4.43 2.94
4.73 4.73 4.50
4.31 4.29 3.07
4.32 4.32 3.20
4.14 4.22 2.93
4.33 4.37 3.87
4.38 4.42 4.20
4.03 4.08 3.20
4.22 4.17 F**F*
4.48 4.52 Fx**
4.49 4.86 F***
4.54 4.67 F***
4.50 4.63 F***
4.38 4.73 Fx**
4.06 3.94 Fx**
4.39 4.61 F***
4.41 4.34 Fx**
4.51 4.62 F***
4.18 4.47 F***
4.32 4.40 F***
4.26 5.00 ****
4.14 5.00 ****
4.31 5.00 ****
4.05 5.00 ****
4.27 5.00 *F***



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

ENGL 391 1
Adv Expos & Argument
McGurrin,Anthon

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Job IRBR3029

00-27 0
28-55 0
56-83 1
84-150 8
Grad. 0

N = T TOO
NOOOOON®

Required for Majors 15

General 0
Electives 1
Other 1

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 18 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: ENGL 391 2

Title Adv Expos & Argument
Instructor: Flanigan, Sean
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

Lecture

. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared

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

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
o 0O o0 2
0O 0O o0 O
6 0 0 O
1 0 2 ©O
o o0 1 1
o o0 1 1
0o 0 o0 1
0O 0 o0 o
o o0 1 1
0O 0 o0 1
o 0 o0 2
o 0O o0 2
o o0 1 1
o 3 1 3
0O 0 o0 1
o 0 1 o0
0O 0 o0 1
2 1 0 4

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

WWANPFPORLNE

ArPRPEPNW

PR RO

Required for Majors 10
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General
Electives

Other

0

0

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.62 470/1509 3.96 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.62
4.85 167/1509 4.10 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.85
4.86 167/1287 4.69 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.86
4.45 536/1459 4.20 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.45
4.54 313/1406 3.70 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.54
4.46 385/1384 4.41 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.46
4.54 42271489 4.05 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.54
4.77 832/1506 4.20 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.77
4.33 545/1463 3.93 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.33
4.62 660/1438 3.86 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.62
4.54 1138/1421 4.61 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.54
4.62 482/1411 3.99 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.62
4.54 605/1405 4.00 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.54
3.08 1120/1236 3.08 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.08
4.42 496/1260 4.03 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.42
4.67 44371255 4.45 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.67
4.75 421/1258 4.51 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.75
3.70 636/ 873 3.89 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.70

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 391 3

Title Adv Expos & Argument
Instructor: Fallon,Michael
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
o o0 1 1
0O O 0 5
13 0 0 O
0O 0 o0 1
o 4 1 7
1 0 0 oO
1 0 1 4
0O 0 o0 o
1 0 0 2
0O 0 1 5
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 4
o 0 1 3
13 2 0 O
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0 o0 o
0O 0 o0 o0
1 1 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 15
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General
Electives

Other

0

1

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.35 778/1509 3.96 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.35
4.45 636/1509 4.10 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.45
4.71 30471287 4.69 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.71
4.80 146/1459 4.20 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.80
3.20 129971406 3.70 4.04 4.09 4.12 3.20
4.79 123/1384 4.41 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.79
4.11 917/1489 4.05 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.11
4.45 1127/1506 4.20 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.45
4.12 786/1463 3.93 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.12
4.05 118871438 3.86 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.05
4.72 933/1421 4.61 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.72
4.28 867/1411 3.99 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.28
4.17 960/1405 4.00 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.17
3.00 ****/1236 3.08 3.76 4.00 4.07 ****
4.79 223/1260 4.03 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.79
4.93 164/1255 4.45 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.93
4.86 299/1258 4.51 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.86
4.23 344/ 873 3.89 3.89 4.03 4.08 4.23

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 391 4

Title Adv Expos & Argument
Instructor: Benson,Linda K
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

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

Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate

AWNPF

Were special techniques successful

Did written assignments contribute to what you learned

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 3.96 4.05 4.31 4.32
3.86 1196/1509 4.10 4.13 4.26 4.25
4.50 51971287 4.69 4.28 4.30 4.33
3.86 1127/1459 4.20 4.22 4.22 4.26
3.93 90971406 3.70 4.04 4.09 4.12
4.50 349/1384 4.41 4.27 4.11 4.15
3.57 1275/1489 4.05 3.90 4.17 4.14
3.93 1435/1506 4.20 4.52 4.67 4.67
3.83 1036/1463 3.93 4.00 4.09 4.08
3.85 1285/1438 3.86 4.27 4.46 4.43
4.69 97971421 4.61 4.68 4.73 4.73
4.00 105171411 3.99 4.24 4.31 4.29
4.08 1010/1405 4.00 4.18 4.32 4.32
3.67 ****/1236 3.08 3.76 4.00 4.07
4.00 746/1260 4.03 4.21 4.14 4.22
4.33 723/1255 4.45 4.40 4.33 4.37
4.22 83471258 4.51 4.54 4.38 4.42
4.43 250/ 873 3.89 3.89 4.03 4.08

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 392 1 University of Maryland Page 700

Title Tutorial In Writing Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Benson,Linda K Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 1 4.50 598/1509 4.21 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.50
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O O o0 o 2 5.00 171509 4.05 4.13 4.26 4.25 5.00
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o 1 5.00 171287 5.00 4.28 4.30 4.33 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 2 5.00 171459 4.26 4.22 4.22 4.26 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 1 1 4.50 33271406 4.13 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.50
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O 2 5.00 171384 4.38 4.27 4.11 4.15 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171489 3.57 3.90 4.17 4.14 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O 0O O O O0 2 5.00 1/1463 3.69 4.00 4.09 4.08 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O O o o 2 5.00 171438 4.10 4.27 4.46 4.43 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171421 4.62 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171411 3.95 4.24 4.31 4.29 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 1 1 4.50 63471405 3.93 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.50
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 O O O o 1 5.00 1/1236 5.00 3.76 4.00 4.07 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171260 4.36 4.21 4.14 4.22 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171255 4.89 4.40 4.33 4.37 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 171258 4.72 4.54 4.38 4.42 5.00
4. Were special techniques successful 0O 0O O O O 0 2 5.00 1/ 873 4.33 3.89 4.03 4.08 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 2 Non-major 1
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 #i#H# - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 4 University of Maryland Page 701

Title Tutorial In Writing Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Fallon,Michael Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 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 0O O O O O o0 3 5.00 1/1509 4.21 4.05 4.31 4.32 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 2 4.67 356/1509 4.05 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.67
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o 2 5.00 171287 5.00 4.28 4.30 4.33 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o0 o 2 1 4.33 686/1459 4.26 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.33
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 2 0 0O 0O 0 1 5.00 171406 4.13 4.04 4.09 4.12 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O0 3 5.00 171384 4.38 4.27 4.11 4.15 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O O O O 2 5.00 171489 3.57 3.90 4.17 4.14 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 1 0 O 1 0 2.50 1442/1463 3.69 4.00 4.09 4.08 2.50
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 o O O o0 o 1 5.00 171438 4.10 4.27 4.46 4.43 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0O 0 1 5.00 171421 4.62 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0O 0 1 5.00 171411 3.95 4.24 4.31 4.29 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 171405 3.93 4.18 4.32 4.32 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 o O O o0 o 1 5.00 1/1236 5.00 3.76 4.00 4.07 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O O O O O 1 2 4.67 308/1260 4.36 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.67
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0O O O O o0 3 5.00 171255 4.89 4.40 4.33 4.37 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O 0O O O O o0 3 5.00 171258 4.72 4.54 4.38 4.42 5.00
4. Were special techniques successful 0O 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 1/ 873 4.33 3.89 4.03 4.08 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #i## - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 5 University of Maryland Page 702

Title Tutorial In Writing Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Fallon,Michael Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O o0 o 1 0 2 4.33 800/1509 4.21 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.33
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 0 2 4.33 774/1509 4.05 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.33
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o 2 5.00 171459 4.26 4.22 4.22 4.26 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned o O O o 1 0 2 4.33 53171384 4.38 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.33
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O 1 0 0 0 2 3.67 123671489 3.57 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.67
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0O O 1 0 1 4.00 85371463 3.69 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O O O O 2 0 1 3.67 134371438 4.10 4.27 4.46 4.43 3.67
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O o 1 0 2 4.33 1257/1421 4.62 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.33
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o O O o 1 2 0 3.67 1235/1411 3.95 4.24 4.31 4.29 3.67
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O O O 1 0 0 2 4.00 104771405 3.93 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned O O O o 1 0 2 4.33 558/1260 4.36 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.33
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O O O O 0O 1 2 4.67 443/1255 4.89 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.67
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O O O O 1 0 2 4.33 770/1258 4.72 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.33
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 2
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 #i#H# - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 6 University of Maryland Page 703

Title Tutorial In Writing Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Fallon,Michael Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 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 0O O O O O o0 3 5.00 1/1509 4.21 4.05 4.31 4.32 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O O 0 3 5.00 171509 4.05 4.13 4.26 4.25 5.00
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 O O O o 1 5.00 171287 5.00 4.28 4.30 4.33 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 3 5.00 171459 4.26 4.22 4.22 4.26 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 2 0O O O 1 0 4.00 81371406 4.13 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O0 3 5.00 171384 4.38 4.27 4.11 4.15 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O o o o0 1 1 1 4.00 986/1489 3.57 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O O O O 1 2 4.67 209/1463 3.69 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.67
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 o O O o0 o 1 5.00 171438 4.10 4.27 4.46 4.43 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0O 0 1 5.00 171421 4.62 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0O 0 1 5.00 171411 3.95 4.24 4.31 4.29 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0O 0 1 5.00 171405 3.93 4.18 4.32 4.32 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O o0 1 1 4.50 415/1260 4.36 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.50
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0O O O 0 2 5.00 171255 4.89 4.40 4.33 4.37 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 0O O O O 2 5.00 171258 4.72 4.54 4.38 4.42 5.00
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 2 0 0 0 0O 0 1 5.00 1/ 89 5.00 4.62 4.49 4.86 5.00
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 2 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/ 92 5.00 4.67 4.54 4.67 5.00
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 2 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 1/ 90 5.00 4.49 4.50 4.63 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors 3 Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0
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MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.21 4.05 4.31 4.32 5.00
5.00 171509 4.05 4.13 4.26 4.25 5.00
5.00 171459 4.26 4.22 4.22 4.26 5.00
5.00 171384 4.38 4.27 4.11 4.15 5.00
3.00 140371489 3.57 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.00
5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
5.00 171463 3.69 4.00 4.09 4.08 5.00
5.00 171438 4.10 4.27 4.46 4.43 5.00
5.00 171421 4.62 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
4.00 105171411 3.95 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.00
4.00 1047/1405 3.93 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 2 Non-major 1

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

Course-Section: ENGL 392 7 University of Maryland
Title Tutorial In Writing Baltimore County
Instructor: Mabe ,Mitzi Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 2 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 O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O O o0 o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 O O O o0 o 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 O O O o0 o 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 o0 O 1 o0 o
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 O O o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 O O O o0 o 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 O O o0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 O O O o0 o 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 O O O o 1 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O o 1 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 8 University of Maryland Page 705

Title Tutorial In Writing Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Mabe ,Mitzi Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 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 0O O 1 0 1 0 1 3.00 147371509 4.21 4.05 4.31 4.32 3.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 0 2 0 O 2.33 150371509 4.05 4.13 4.26 4.25 2.33
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0O O 1 1 0 3.50 131471459 4.26 4.22 4.22 4.26 3.50
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 2 0O O 1 0O O 3.00 133371406 4.13 4.04 4.09 4.12 3.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O0 1 1 1 4.00 807/1384 4.38 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O 1 0 0 1 1 3.33 135971489 3.57 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.33
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 O 1 2 0 O 2.67 1434/1463 3.69 4.00 4.09 4.08 2.67
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0O O o 1 0O O 3.00 140671438 4.10 4.27 4.46 4.43 3.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 o O O o0 o 1 5.00 171421 4.62 4.68 4.73 4.73 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0O 1 0 O 3.00 136171411 3.95 4.24 4.31 4.29 3.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0O 1 0 0 3.00 134871405 3.93 4.18 4.32 4.32 3.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned o O O o0 o 1 5.00 171260 4.36 4.21 4.14 4.22 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 0O 0 1 5.00 171255 4.89 4.40 4.33 4.37 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0O 0 1 5.00 171258 4.72 4.54 4.38 4.42 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors 3 Graduate 0 Major 3
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #i## - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: ENGL 392 9

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

NN NN

[cNeNoNe)

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[cNeoNoNe]

ooOoNO

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.67 1495/1509 4.21 4.05 4.31 4.32 2.67
2.00 150571509 4.05 4.13 4.26 4.25 2.00
2.00 1457/1459 4.26 4.22 4.22 4.26 2.00
2.33 137971384 4.38 4.27 4.11 4.15 2.33
1.00 1487/1489 3.57 3.90 4.17 4.14 1.00
5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
2.00 145471463 3.69 4.00 4.09 4.08 2.00
2.00 143271438 4.10 4.27 4.46 4.43 2.00
3.00 141371421 4.62 4.68 4.73 4.73 3.00
2.00 140471411 3.95 4.24 4.31 4.29 2.00
2.00 139671405 3.93 4.18 4.32 4.32 2.00
2.67 1226/1260 4.36 4.21 4.14 4.22 2.67
4.67 443/1255 4.89 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.67
4.00 932/1258 4.72 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.00
3.00 801/ 873 4.33 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 3 Non-major 1

#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o0 2 1 1
o o0 1 1 1
2 0 0 o0 O
o o 1 1 2
0O 0O O 1 o
o 0 1 1 o
o 1 o0 o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0 1 2 o©
o o0 1 o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 1 0 0 o
0O 0O O 1 o
1 0 0O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
1 0 0O 0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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o
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Title Technical Writing
Instructor: Diallo,Mamadou
Enrol Iment: 24
Questionnaires: 5
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
4. Were special techniques successful
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.20 1455/1509 3.76 4.05 4.31 4.32
3.80 122871509 3.97 4.13 4.26 4.25
5.00 171287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.33
3.60 127171459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.26
4.50 332/1406 3.81 4.04 4.09 4.12
4.00 807/1384 4.20 4.27 4.11 4.15
4.00 986/1489 3.80 3.90 4.17 4.14
5.00 171506 4.63 4.52 4.67 4.67
3.25 1338/1463 3.63 4.00 4.09 4.08
3.67 1343/1438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43
5.00 171421 4.43 4.68 4.73 4.73
3.67 1235/1411 4.05 4.24 4.31 4.29
4.33 828/1405 3.99 4.18 4.32 4.32
5.00 171236 3.86 3.76 4.00 4.07
5.00 171260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22
4.50 575/1255 4.04 4.40 4.33 4.37
5.00 171258 4.39 4.54 4.38 4.42
5.00 ****/ 873 3.67 3.89 4.03 4.08

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

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

ENGL 393 11
Technical Writing
Rockett,Danika
25
19

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

O©CoOoO~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
Were special techniques successful

POOOOOOOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

wWonN b

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 2
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page 708

MAR 22, 2010

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.68 386/1509 3.76 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.68
4.53 519/1509 3.97 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.53
4.11 875/1287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.11
4.74 209/1459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.74
4.32 518/1406 3.81 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.32
4.63 251/1384 4.20 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.63
4.63 30871489 3.80 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.63
4.58 1014/1506 4.63 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.58
4.33 545/1463 3.63 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.33
4.68 55971438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.68
4.74 915/1421 4.43 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.74
4.63 456/1411 4.05 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.63
4.68 432/1405 3.99 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.68
3.88 784/1236 3.86 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.88
4.00 746/1260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.00
4.00 904/1255 4.04 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.00
4.25 818/1258 4.39 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.25
4.00 442/ 873 3.67 3.89 4.03 4.08 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 12

Title Technical Writing
Instructor: Jamal ,Mahbub
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2009

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Did
Did

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

RPRRRPRRRRERER

RPRRNPR

11

11
11

11

OORrRPOFrRPONOO

[eNeNeoNoNe)

[cNeNoNe]

0

RPOANUORNAW

PWOON

[cNeoNoNe]

1

uencies

2 3 4
2 4 0
1 3 1
1 1 0
2 4 0
0 2 0
0 5 0
2 3 0
0 0 1
4 3 3
2 4 1
3 3 2
4 3 2
3 2 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
COoORrRrP_AWAONDN

OQWNDNN

R RRe

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.64 1498/1509 3.76 4.05 4.31 4.32 2.64
2.64 1497/1509 3.97 4.13 4.26 4.25 2.64
1.75 1287/1287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.33 1.75
3.36 1356/1459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.26 3.36
2.60 138971406 3.81 4.04 4.09 4.12 2.60
3.36 1251/1384 4.20 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.36
2.20 1478/1489 3.80 3.90 4.17 4.14 2.20
4.91 583/1506 4.63 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.91
2.73 1430/1463 3.63 4.00 4.09 4.08 2.73
2.91 1418/1438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43 2.91
3.30 1406/1421 4.43 4.68 4.73 4.73 3.30
3.18 134371411 4.05 4.24 4.31 4.29 3.18
2.73 1378/1405 3.99 4.18 4.32 4.32 2.73
1.00 ****/1236 3.86 3.76 4.00 4.07 ****
5.00 ****/1260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22 ****
5.00 ****/1255 4.04 4.40 4.33 4.37 ****
5.00 ****/1258 4.39 4.54 4.38 4.42 ****
5.00 ****/ 873 3.67 3.89 4.03 4.08 ****
1 . 00 ****/ 198 E = = 3 E = = 3 4 . 22 4 . 17 E = = 3
l . 00 ****/ 48 E = = 3 *hkAhk 4 . 39 4 . 61 E = = 3
l . 00 ****/ 48 E = = E = = 3 4 . 41 4 . 34 FhkAhk
l . 00 ****/ 49 k= = *hkAhk 4 . 26 5 . 00 E = =

Required for Majors

N = T TOO
[cNoNoNeoNaN Silo RN

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

ENGL 393 13
Technical Writing
Singh,Yashoda N
25
20

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

u
M

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

abhwWNPE

a b

O©CoOoO~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
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

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

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

ORPO0OO0OOFr OO0

NOOOO

19

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 1 2 6
0O 0O O 3 5
4 1 0 3 2
o 0 2 2 6
1 1 0 6 1
o 0O o 3 3
o 1 2 2 4
1 0 o o 2
i1 2 0 1 7
o o0 o0 2 2
o o 1 1 3
o 0O o 4 3
0O 0O O 3 5
6 0 2 3 2
O 0O o 2 4
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 3
3 0 0 2 2
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
o 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RPRRPRR RPRRRR ouUlTAN

e

ArAhWDAAEDMDD

WhhADMD

wWhbHD

*kk*k

*kk*k

*kkk

A D

AABAMDDIIDDD

A DAD ADADADD

ABADADID

AADADD

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 13
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 5 C 0
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.15 987/1509 3.76
4.45 636/1509 3.97
4.25 779/1287 4.03
4.16 868/1459 4.19
4.11 73971406 3.81
4.55 31371384 4.20
4.10 91771489 3.80
4.89 622/1506 4.63
3.69 1148/1463 3.63
4.70 54571438 4.11
4.60 108471421 4.43
4.45 68971411 4.05
4.45 708/1405 3.99
3.83 80971236 3.86
4.00 746/1260 3.80
4.57 526/1255 4.04
4.63 535/1258 4.39
3.50 ****/ 873 3.67

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 20

####H# - Means there are not enough
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MBC Level Sect
ean Mean Mean
31 4.32 4.15
26 4.25 4.45
30 4.33 4.25
22 4.26 4.16
09 4.12 4.11
11 4.15 4.55
17 4.14 4.10
67 4.67 4.89
09 4.08 3.69
46 4.43 4.70
73 4.73 4.60
31 4.29 4.45
32 4.32 4.45
00 4.07 3.83
14 4.22 4.00
33 4.37 4.57
38 4.42 4.63
03 4.08 ****
16 4.07 ****
22 4,17 FF**
48 4.52 FFx*
36 4.30 F***x
18 4.11 ****
49 4.86 F*F**
54 4.67 ****
50 4.63 ****
38 4.73 FRx*
06 3.94 F**x
18 4.47 Fx**
.32 4.40 F***
27 5.00 ****
Majors
Major 1
Non-major 19



[cNeoNe)

Other

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

ENGL 393 14
Technical Writing
Singh,Yashoda N
25
19

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

O©CoOoO~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
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 11
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 1 B 4
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 1 C 1
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors 13

General 3
Electives 0
Other 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 3.76 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.00
4.39 720/1509 3.97 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.39
3.85 105371287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.33 3.85
4.26 759/1459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.26
4.26 575/1406 3.81 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.26
4.41 430/1384 4.20 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.41
4.21 802/1489 3.80 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.21
4.68 925/1506 4.63 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.68
4.00 853/1463 3.63 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.00
4.26 1063/1438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.26
4.63 104971421 4.43 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.63
4.21 920/1411 4.05 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.21
4.00 1047/1405 3.99 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.00
3.39 103871236 3.86 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.39
3.80 90871260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22 3.80
4.20 822/1255 4.04 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.20
4.27 813/1258 4.39 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.27
3.54 694/ 873 3.67 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.54

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 19 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 2

Title Technical Writing
Instructor: Diallo,Mamadou
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

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
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 1 5 7
o 0O 3 6 3
3 1 3 3 3
0O 0 1 4 5
0O 1 0 4 6
0O 0 2 5 6
o 1 3 4 3
o 0O O o0 1
o o0 2 8 2
o 2 1 8 3
o 1 1 4 7
0O 2 4 4 5
0O 3 6 2 1
11 3 1 1 o©
0O 3 3 6 2
0O 0 3 3 6
o 0 1 2 6
6 2 0 2 4

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.50 1399/1509 3.76 4.05 4.31 4.32 3.50
3.50 1372/1509 3.97 4.13 4.26 4.25 3.50
3.31 121271287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.33 3.31
4.00 979/1459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.00
3.88 956/1406 3.81 4.04 4.09 4.12 3.88
3.63 1132/1384 4.20 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.63
3.50 130371489 3.80 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.50
4.93 408/1506 4.63 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.93
3.00 1392/1463 3.63 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.00
3.13 1400/1438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43 3.13
3.63 139071421 4.43 4.68 4.73 4.73 3.63
2.94 1373/1411 4.05 4.24 4.31 4.29 2.94
2.81 1375/1405 3.99 4.18 4.32 4.32 2.81
1.60 123271236 3.86 3.76 4.00 4.07 1.60
2.50 124171260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22 2.50
3.50 1127/1255 4.04 4.40 4.33 4.37 3.50
4.07 910/1258 4.39 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.07
3.00 801/ 873 3.67 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.00

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 3

Title Technical Writing
Instructor: Harris,Linda R
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.86 1243/1509 3.76 4.05 4.31 4.32 3.86
4.00 1086/1509 3.97 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.00
4.33 70871287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.33
4.48 50371459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.48
3.90 934/1406 3.81 4.04 4.09 4.12 3.90
4.36 492/1384 4.20 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.36
3.73 1210/1489 3.80 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.73
4.18 1305/1506 4.63 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.18
3.58 1217/1463 3.63 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.58
4.14 115471438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.14
4.33 1257/1421 4.43 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.33
4.27 867/1411 4.05 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.27
4.05 1028/1405 3.99 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.05
4.32 441/1236 3.86 3.76 4.00 4.07 4.32
5.00 ****/1260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22 ****
4.50 ****/1255 4.04 4.40 4.33 4.37 Fr**
4.50 ****/1258 4.39 4.54 4.38 4.42 Fr**
5.00 ****/ 873 3.67 3.89 4.03 4.08 ****

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

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 4

Title Technical Writing
Instructor: Harris,Linda R
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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
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9
10
10
10

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 1 5 4
0O 0 4 6 1
13 1 0 o0 1
1 0 o 2 9
9 3 0 2 1
1 0 0O 5 5
1 3 2 3 4
O 1 o0 1 4
0O 0 1 5 4
o 1 1 1 4
o o 1 2 3
0O 0O 2 3 6
o 2 0 2 4
3 0 1 1 2
o 1 1 3 ©
o 1 1 2 1
o 1 o0 1 1
3 0 0 1 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.60 1369/1509 3.76 4.05 4.31 4.32 3.60
3.33 1419/1509 3.97 4.13 4.26 4.25 3.33
2.50 ****/1287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.33 F***
4.07 93171459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.07
2.17 1400/1406 3.81 4.04 4.09 4.12 2.17
3.93 912/1384 4.20 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.93
3.00 140371489 3.80 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.00
4.33 1205/1506 4.63 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.33
3.69 1148/1463 3.63 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.69
4.13 115471438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.13
4.33 1257/1421 4.43 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.33
3.80 1187/1411 4.05 4.24 4.31 4.29 3.80
3.93 110671405 3.99 4.18 4.32 4.32 3.93
4.42 346/1236 3.86 3.76 4.00 4.07 4.42
2.83 120471260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22 2.83
2.60 1237/1255 4.04 4.40 4.33 4.37 2.60
3.60 1126/1258 4.39 4.54 4.38 4.42 3.60
4.00 ****/ 873 3.67 3.89 4.03 4.08 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 15 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 5

Title Technical Writing
Instructor: Rockett,Danika
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

WN P A WNP

abrwnN

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

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.18 95371509 3.76 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.18
4.64 390/1509 3.97 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.64
4.47 566/1287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.47
4.55 410/1459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.55
4.10 746/1406 3.81 4.04 4.09 4.12 4.10
4.55 320/1384 4.20 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.55
4.32 69671489 3.80 3.90 4.17 4.14 4.32
4.50 1070/1506 4.63 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.50
4.22 658/1463 3.63 4.00 4.09 4.08 4.22
4.77 41371438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.77
4.77 846/1421 4.43 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.77
4.59 508/1411 4.05 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.59
4.18 947/1405 3.99 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.18
3.75 85371236 3.86 3.76 4.00 4.07 3.75
3.73 952/1260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22 3.73
4.25 783/1255 4.04 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.25
4.42 710/1258 4.39 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.42
3.38 745/ 873 3.67 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.38
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** 4 67 4.54 4.67 F***
5.00 ****/ 90 **** 449 4.50 4.63 ****
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** 4 .39 4.38 4.73 ****
5.00 ****/ Q93 **** 4,03 4.06 3.94 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 22 Non-major 21

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393 8

Title Technical Writing
Instructor: Meade,Vicki L
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.21 145371509 3.76 4.05 4.31 4.32 3.21
4.29 828/1509 3.97 4.13 4.26 4.25 4.29
4.67 35971287 4.03 4.28 4.30 4.33 4.67
4.50 454/1459 4.19 4.22 4.22 4.26 4.50
3.54 1166/1406 3.81 4.04 4.09 4.12 3.54
4.31 570/1384 4.20 4.27 4.11 4.15 4.31
3.86 1141/1489 3.80 3.90 4.17 4.14 3.86
4.14 1325/1506 4.63 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.14
3.45 1268/1463 3.63 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.45
4.38 950/1438 4.11 4.27 4.46 4.43 4.38
4.69 97971421 4.43 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.69
4.46 665/1411 4.05 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.46
4.23 91171405 3.99 4.18 4.32 4.32 4.23
4.38 373/1236 3.86 3.76 4.00 4.07 4.38
4.17 68171260 3.80 4.21 4.14 4.22 4.17
4.50 575/1255 4.04 4.40 4.33 4.37 4.50
4.80 363/1258 4.39 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.80
4.60 178/ 873 3.67 3.89 4.03 4.08 4.60

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 14 Non-major 14
#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 393 9

Title Technical Writing

Instructor:

Singh,Yashoda N

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.33
4.26 4.25 4.17
4.30 4.33 4.60
4.22 4.26 4.39
4.09 4.12 4.50
4.11 4.15 4.44
4.17 4.14 4.22
4.67 4.67 4.78
4.09 4.08 4.00
4.46 4.43 4.40
4.73 4.73 4.69
4.31 4.29 4.38
4.32 4.32 4.50
4.00 4.07 4.00
4.14 4.22 4.20
4.33 4.37 4.27
4.38 4.42 4.47
4.03 4.08 3.50
4.16 4.07 ****
4.22 4,17 FF*F*
4.48 4.52 FF**
4.36 4.30 *F***
4.18 4.11 ****
4.49 4.86 F***
4.54 4.67 F***
4.50 4.63 F***
4.38 4.73 F***
4.06 3.94 Fx**
4.39 4.61 F***
4.41 4.34 F**F*
4.51 4.62 ****
4.18 4.47 F***
4.32 4.40 F***
4.26 5.00 ****
4.14 5.00 F***
4.31 5.00 ****
4.05 5.00 ****
4.27 5.00 F***



Course-Section: ENGL 393 9

Title Technical Writing
Instructor: Singh,Yashoda N
Enrol Iment: 24

Questionnaires: 18

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

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

N = T TOO
[eNeoNeoNeoNaNaNo N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
18 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: ENGL 393E 1

Title Technical Writing

Instructor:

Sly-Thompson, Al

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2009

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwNPF

AWNPF

N =

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material
. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

[oNeNoNoNoNoNoNoNa]

DA BAD RrOOOO

O ©

9

OO0OO0O0OO0OONOO

RrOOO ROOOO

oo

0

OO0OPrOOOOOO0O

[cNeoNeoNe] PR, OOO

oo

0

uencies

2 3 4
2 1 3
0 0 5
0 1 3
0 3 3
0 1 4
0 2 4
1 0 3
0 0 0
0 0 2
0 2 4
0 1 2
1 0 4
0 0 3
1 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
gouNbd NOO_OORADMOD

oo U

oo

ArAhWDAAEDMDD
o
N

WhhADMD
N
N

wWhhHD
S
o

*hkk

2

Required for Majors

N = T TOO
[eNeoNeoNeoNaNaRAILN]

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.90 1214/1509 3.90
4.50 543/1509 4.50
4.38 66871287 4.38
4.10 911/71459 4.10
4.40 446/1406 4.40
4.20 677/1384 4.20
4.00 98671489 4.00
5.00 171506 5.00
4.50 325/1463 4.50
4.20 111671438 4.20
4.60 108471421 4.60
4.30 841/1411 4.30
4.30 85971405 4.30
4.00 66471236 4.00
4.83 187/1260 4.83
5.00 171255 5.00
4.83 324/1258 4.83
5.00 1/ 873 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##H# - Means there are not enough

10
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 3.90
4.26 4.25 4.50
4.30 4.33 4.38
4.22 4.26 4.10
4.09 4.12 4.40
4.11 4.15 4.20
4.17 4.14 4.00
4.67 4.67 5.00
4.09 4.08 4.50
4.46 4.43 4.20
4.73 4.73 4.60
4.31 4.29 4.30
4.32 4.32 4.30
4.00 4.07 4.00
4.14 4.22 4.83
4.33 4.37 5.00
4.38 4.42 4.83
4.03 4.08 5.00
4.16 4.07 Fx**
4.22 417 FFF*
4.49 4.86 Fx**
4.54 4.67 FFF*
4.39 4.61 Fx**
4.26 5.00 Fx**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 10

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 395 1

Title Writing Internship
Instructor: Hickernell ,Mary (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 719
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwNPF

AWNPF

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

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

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

NFRPOOOOOOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

wWwww

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 1 3 2
0O 0 1 6 4
12 0 0 1 1
o 1 4 3 3
o 2 3 3 3
0O 0 4 4 2
O 4 4 3 2
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0 2 4 6
o 0 2 3 5
o O o 1 3
o 1 o0 2 4
o 2 1 3 5
4 5 1 3 2
o o0 2 5 3
o o0 4 1 2
o 0O o0 4 2
o 0 2 3 5

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

=T TIOO
WOOOOO W

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

=
RPRNORMDMRL IO

OoOhOOERLU

NO OTN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 4.00 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.00
3.73 1271/1509 3.73 4.13 4.26 4.25 3.73
4.00 ****/1287 ****  4.28 4.30 4.33 Frx*
3.33 1367/1459 3.33 4.22 4.22 4.26 3.33
3.27 1279/1406 3.27 4.04 4.09 4.12 3.27
3.53 1177/1384 3.53 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.53
2.60 145971489 2.60 3.90 4.17 4.14 2.60
4.79 807/1506 4.79 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.79
3.46 1262/1463 3.31 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.31
3.87 127971438 3.86 4.27 4.46 4.43 3.86
4.67 1014/1421 4.48 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.48
4.20 936/1411 4.06 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.06
3.53 1257/1405 3.37 4.18 4.32 4.32 3.37
2.18 121571236 1.99 3.76 4.00 4.07 1.99
3.42 1086/1260 3.42 4.21 4.14 4.22 3.42
3.67 1084/1255 3.67 4.40 4.33 4.37 3.67
4.17 867/1258 4.17 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.17
3.58 677/ 873 3.58 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.58

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 15 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: ENGL 395 1

Title Writing Internship
Instructor: Fitzpatrick,Car (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

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

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

WRPROOOOOOO

NR R R

wWwww

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 1 3 2
0O 0 1 6 4
12 0 0 1 1
o 1 4 3 3
o 2 3 3 3
0O 0 4 4 2
O 4 4 3 2
o 0O O o0 3
o 1 2 4 4
o 1 2 1 4
o 1 o0 2 2
o 2 0 2 3
0O 3 1 3 4
3 6 1 2 1
o o0 2 5 3
o o0 4 1 2
o 0O o0 4 2
o 0 2 3 5

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

=T TIOO
WOOOOO W

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

=
RPRNORMDMRL IO

oOw~NoOoo”

NO OTN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 4.00 4.05 4.31 4.32 4.00
3.73 1271/1509 3.73 4.13 4.26 4.25 3.73
4.00 ****/1287 ****  4.28 4.30 4.33 Frx*
3.33 1367/1459 3.33 4.22 4.22 4.26 3.33
3.27 1279/1406 3.27 4.04 4.09 4.12 3.27
3.53 1177/1384 3.53 4.27 4.11 4.15 3.53
2.60 145971489 2.60 3.90 4.17 4.14 2.60
4.79 807/1506 4.79 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.79
3.17 1364/1463 3.31 4.00 4.09 4.08 3.31
3.86 1282/1438 3.86 4.27 4.46 4.43 3.86
4.29 1282/1421 4.48 4.68 4.73 4.73 4.48
3.93 1126/1411 4.06 4.24 4.31 4.29 4.06
3.21 1328/1405 3.37 4.18 4.32 4.32 3.37
1.80 1226/1236 1.99 3.76 4.00 4.07 1.99
3.42 1086/1260 3.42 4.21 4.14 4.22 3.42
3.67 1084/1255 3.67 4.40 4.33 4.37 3.67
4.17 867/1258 4.17 4.54 4.38 4.42 4.17
3.58 677/ 873 3.58 3.89 4.03 4.08 3.58

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 15 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: ENGL 401 1

Title Method Of Interpretati
Instructor: Berman, Jessica
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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

PRPNFRPPOOOO

NR R R

NR R R

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NONNNNNDNE

NONOPR

OFR, NN

Required for Majors 14

N =T TOO
[eNoNoNeoNaN Ve Ne)

General
Electives

Other

0

0

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.93 127/1509 4.93 4.05 4.31 4.39 4.93
4.57 459/1509 4.57 4.13 4.26 4.26 4.57
4.86 167/1287 4.86 4.28 4.30 4.38 4.86
4.86 121/1459 4.86 4.22 4.22 4.32 4.86
4.69 200/1406 4.69 4.04 4.09 4.11 4.69
4.85 92/1384 4.85 4.27 4.11 4.23 4.85
4.58 36471489 4.58 3.90 4.17 4.18 4.58
4.08 1357/1506 4.08 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.08
4.85 10371463 4.85 4.00 4.09 4.18 4.85
4.92 175/1438 4.92 4.27 4.46 4.50 4.92
5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.76 5.00
4.85 201/1411 4.85 4.24 4.31 4.35 4.85
5.00 171405 5.00 4.18 4.32 4.34 5.00
4.25 489/1236 4.25 3.76 4.00 4.03 4.25
4.85 17971260 4.85 4.21 4.14 4.25 4.85
4.85 254/1255 4.85 4.40 4.33 4.46 4.85
4.92 189/1258 4.92 4.54 4.38 4.51 4.92
4.25 333/ 873 4.25 3.89 4.03 4.26 4.25

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 14 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: ENGL 407 1 University of Maryland Page 722

Title Language In Society Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: McCarthy,Lucill Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 20
Questionnaires: 18 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 0O O O O O o0 18 5.00 171509 5.00 4.05 4.31 4.39 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O O 3 15 4.83 175/1509 4.83 4.13 4.26 4.26 4.83
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 13 O O O o 5 5.00 171287 5.00 4.28 4.30 4.38 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o0 o 3 15 4.83 131/1459 4.83 4.22 4.22 4.32 4.83
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O O O O O 0 18 5.00 171406 5.00 4.04 4.09 4.11 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O 1 2 15 4.78 132/1384 4.78 4.27 4.11 4.23 4.78
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O 0O 2 2 14 4.67 276/1489 4.67 3.90 4.17 4.18 4.67
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 6 12 4.67 941/1506 4.67 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.67
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 O O 1 15 4.94 57/1463 4.94 4.00 4.09 4.18 4.94
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O O o 1 16 4.94 131/1438 4.94 4.27 4.46 4.50 4.94
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0O O O 0 17 5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.76 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0O 0 1 16 4.94 8371411 4.94 4.24 4.31 4.35 4.94
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0O O 0 2 15 4.88 19471405 4.88 4.18 4.32 4.34 4.88
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 7 0 2 0 1 7 4.30 45171236 4.30 3.76 4.00 4.03 4.30
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0O O O 0 17 5.00 171260 5.00 4.21 4.14 4.25 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 O O O 0 17 5.00 171255 5.00 4.40 4.33 4.46 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0 O O O 0 17 5.00 171258 5.00 4.54 4.38 4.51 5.00
4. Were special techniques successful 1 0 0 O 1 3 13 4.71 135/ 873 4.71 3.89 4.03 4.26 4.71
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 16 Graduate 0 Major 15
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 18 Non-major 3
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0 #i## - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 1
? 1



Course-Section: ENGL 410 1

Title Seminar In Genre Studi
Instructor: McKinley,Kathry
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 10

O©CoOoO~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

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

[eNeNoNooloNoNoNa]

[N e>NeNep) ArbhODD

[eNeNoNoNa]

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

=
NOoToror O NOUIoO~NOWOoO O ©

P Wwww

g1 01~ 0 0

Mean

DA DAD

POSADDIIEDDD

ADhODD

ABADADD

.50
.75
.75
.50

Instructor

Rank

159/1509
54371509
426/1287
146/1459
269/1406
313/1384
707/1489

171506
248/1463

31971438
716/1421

171411
251/1405
56371236

415/1260
344/1255
42171258

49/ 89
36/ 92
37/ 90
40/ 92
37/ 93

Course
Mean

PrOSADDIIADDD
[e2]
o

ADhODD
o
o

4.50
4.75
4.75

Ex

ArAhWDAAAEDMDD

WhhADMD

wWhbHD

ABADADID

N = T TTOO
[eNeNoNoNoNaNe) N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

10
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.39 4.90
4.26 4.26 4.50
4.30 4.38 4.60
4.22 4.32 4.80
4.09 4.11 4.60
4.11 4.23 4.56
4.17 4.18 4.30
4.67 4.67 5.00
4.09 4.18 4.60
4.46 4.50 4.83
4.73 4.76 4.83
4.31 4.35 5.00
4.32 4.34 4.83
4.00 4.03 4.17
4.14 4.25 4.50
4.33 4.46 4.75
4.38 4.51 4.75
4.03 4.26 FF**
4.49 4.71 4.70
4.54 4.83 4.80
4.50 4.69 4.70
4.38 4.64 4.63
4.06 4.32 4.44

Majors

Major 10
Non-major 0

responses to be significant



Course-Section: ENGL 449 1

Title Genre Analysis
Instructor: Maher,Jennifer
Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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

NOOOOOOOO

[eNoNeoNa) NFRPRPRPPR

oo oo

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0 1 0 4
o 1 o 1 3
7 0 O o0 1
o 1 0o o0 3
o 0O o 1 4
o 1 0o o0 2
o 1 0 3 2
o o0 o o 7
0O O O 0 &6
o 0 1 o0 2
o 0O O o0 1
o 1 0 o0 2
o 1 o0 o0 3
2 0 0 o0 1
0O O O o0 4
o 0O o o 4
o 0O o o 4
o o0 1 o0 3
O 0O O 1 1
0O 0O O 1 o
o 1 0 o0 o
O 0 1 0 1
o 1 0 1 o

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TTOO
OQOO0OO0OO0ORrRrMN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

OFRPNUIWhAhOWW

ADDD Wwho s

RRNNPRP

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.13 1021/1509 4.13 4.05 4.31 4.39 4.13
3.88 1183/1509 3.88 4.13 4.26 4.26 3.88
4.00 ****/1287 ****  4.28 4.30 4.38 Fr**
4.13 89471459 4.13 4.22 4.22 4.32 4.13
4.25 587/1406 4.25 4.04 4.09 4.11 4.25
4.25 61971384 4.25 4.27 4.11 4.23 4.25
3.50 130371489 3.50 3.90 4.17 4.18 3.50
4.13 1335/1506 4.13 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.13
4.00 853/1463 4.00 4.00 4.09 4.18 4.00
4.29 1047/1438 4.29 4.27 4.46 4.50 4.29
4.86 665/1421 4.86 4.68 4.73 4.76 4.86
4.14 971/1411 4.14 4.24 4.31 4.35 4.14
4.00 1047/1405 4.00 4.18 4.32 4.34 4.00
4.75 126/1236 4.75 3.76 4.00 4.03 4.75
4.50 415/1260 4.50 4.21 4.14 4.25 4.50
4.50 575/1255 4.50 4.40 4.33 4.46 4.50
4.50 620/1258 4.50 4.54 4.38 4.51 4.50
4.25 333/ 873 4.25 3.89 4.03 4.26 4.25
4.00 67/ 89 4.00 4.62 4.49 4.71 4.00
4.33 65/ 92 4.33 4.67 4.54 4.83 4.33
3.67 84/ 90 3.67 4.49 4.50 4.69 3.67
3.67 81/ 92 3.67 4.39 4.38 4.64 3.67
3.00 79/ 93 3.00 4.03 4.06 4.32 3.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 8 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: ENGL 451 1

Title Seminar In Major Write
Instructor: Osherow,Michele
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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

wWwww [eleNeoNoNe) NOOOOOOOO

WwWwwww

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 1
0O 0O O o0 4
10 0 O O o©
o O o 1 3
o 0O o0 2 1
o o0 o 2 3
o o0 1 3 4
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0O 0 O
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 4
0O 0O O o0 1
2 0 o0 2 3
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
o 0O O 3 2
0O 0O O 0 o
1 0 o0 o 3
1 o0 o 1 2
o O O o0 4
o 0 1 1 4

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TTOO
POOOOONN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[ =
AONPR® VR WOONRNO

wWoo~N~N

NDADMDMO©

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.91 159/1509 4.91 4.05 4.31 4.39 4.91
4.64 390/1509 4.64 4.13 4.26 4.26 4.64
5.00 ****/1287 **** 4.28 4.30 4.38 ****
4.55 410/1459 4.55 4.22 4.22 4.32 4.55
4.55 306/1406 4.55 4.04 4.09 4.11 4.55
4.36 492/1384 4.36 4.27 4.11 4.23 4.36
3.82 116971489 3.82 3.90 4.17 4.18 3.82
5.00 171506 5.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 5.00
5.00 171463 5.00 4.00 4.09 4.18 5.00
4.73 497/1438 4.73 4.27 4.46 4.50 4.73
5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.76 5.00
4.64 456/1411 4.64 4.24 4.31 4.35 4.64
4.91 172/1405 4.91 4.18 4.32 4.34 4.91
4.22 51271236 4.22 3.76 4.00 4.03 4.22
4.88 157/1260 4.88 4.21 4.14 4.25 4.88
4.88 229/1255 4.88 4.40 4.33 4.46 4.88
5.00 171258 5.00 4.54 4.38 4.51 5.00
4.00 442/ 873 4.00 3.89 4.03 4.26 4.00
5.00 1/ 89 5.00 4.62 4.49 4.71 5.00
4.57 57/ 92 4.57 4.67 4.54 4.83 4.57
4.43 57/ 90 4.43 4.49 4.50 4.69 4.43
4.50 47/ 92 4.50 4.39 4.38 4.64 4.50
3.88 63/ 93 3.88 4.03 4.06 4.32 3.88

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 11 Non-major 3

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

University of Maryland
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Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

A WNPF

AWNPF

O©CoOoO~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

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

WOOOOOOOoOO

NWNN

WWwN

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O O o0 2
0O 0O O o0 4
9 0 O 0 O
2 0 0 o0 1
o 0O O o0 2
0O 0O O 0 1
o 0O O o0 2
0O 0O O o0 8
0O 0O O o0 2
o 0O O o0 2
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 1
o 0O o0 1 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
2 0 0 o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

GNWWOONRF OO

[e)e)Noece))

AN O

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

P 0
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
4.80 244/1509 4.80 4.05 4.31 4.39 4.80
4.60 424/1509 4.60 4.13 4.26 4.26 4.60
5.00 ****/1287 **** 4.28 4.30 4.38 ****
4.88 111/1459 4.88 4.22 4.22 4.32 4.88
4.80 135/1406 4.80 4.04 4.09 4.11 4.80
4.90 71/1384 4.90 4.27 4.11 4.23 4.90
4.80 151/1489 4.80 3.90 4.17 4.18 4.80
4.20 1300/1506 4.20 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.20
4.71 177/1463 4.71 4.00 4.09 4.18 4.71
4.75 44771438 4.75 4.27 4.46 4.50 4.75
5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.76 5.00
4.86 190/1411 4.86 4.24 4.31 4.35 4.86
4.63 513/1405 4.63 4.18 4.32 4.34 4.63
5.00 171260 5.00 4.21 4.14 4.25 5.00
4.86 246/1255 4.86 4.40 4.33 4.46 4.86
5.00 171258 5.00 4.54 4.38 4.51 5.00
4.80 93/ 873 4.80 3.89 4.03 4.26 4.80
Type Majors

Graduate 1 Major 6
Under-grad 9 Non-major 4

###+#t - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor: Burgess,Helen J Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 15
Questionnaires: 12 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 11 4.92 143/1509 4.92 4.05 4.31 4.39 4.92
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 3 8 4.58 447/1509 4.58 4.13 4.26 4.26 4.58
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 3 0O O O 3 6 4.67 35971287 4.67 4.28 4.30 4.38 4.67
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 3 0O O 1 0 8 4.78 173/1459 4.78 4.22 4.22 4.32 4.78
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O o0 o0 1 1 10 4.75 164/1406 4.75 4.04 4.09 4.11 4.75
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0O O O0 1 1 10 4.75 149/1384 4.75 4.27 4.11 4.23 4.75
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O O O o 2 3 7 4.42 583/1489 4.42 3.90 4.17 4.18 4.42
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O O o0 12 0 4.00 138371506 4.00 4.52 4.67 4.67 4.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O O O O 3 9 4.75 151/1463 4.75 4.00 4.09 4.18 4.75
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0O O o 1 1 7 4.67 588/1438 4.67 4.27 4.46 4.50 4.67
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 O O O 0 9 5.00 171421 5.00 4.68 4.73 4.76 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 O O O 3 6 4.67 41671411 4.67 4.24 4.31 4.35 4.67
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 1 1 7 4.67 45971405 4.67 4.18 4.32 4.34 4.67
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 6 0 O 1 0 2 4.33 42171236 4.33 3.76 4.00 4.03 4.33
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O0O o0 1 1 10 4.75 244/1260 4.75 4.21 4.14 4.25 4.75
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O O O O 1 2 9 4.67 443/1255 4.67 4.40 4.33 4.46 4.67
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O O O O 0 1 11 4.92 212/1258 4.92 4.54 4.38 4.51 4.92
4. Were special techniques successful 0O 8 0O O O 0O 4 5.00 17 873 5.00 3.89 4.03 4.26 5.00
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 8 0 O O O O 4 5.00 1/ 89 5.00 4.62 4.49 4.71 5.00
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 9 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 1/ 92 5.00 4.67 4.54 4.83 5.00
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 9 0O O O O o0 3 5.00 1/ 90 5.00 4.49 4.50 4.69 5.00
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 9 0O O O O O 3 5.00 1/ 92 5.00 4.39 4.38 4.64 5.00
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 9 O O o0 o 1 2 4.67 24/ 93 4.67 4.03 4.06 4.32 4.67
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 12 Graduate 0 Major 12
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 12 Non-major 0
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 0
? 0



