Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

FREN 101 0101
ELEMENTARY FRENCH 1
ZAIR1, MOHAMMED

22

18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course

Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job

751
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

1.
2.
3.

Credits Earned

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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12
12
12

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 0 0 1 7
0 0 0 1 6
0 0 0 0 3
2 0 1 1 6
2 0 0 4 6
0 1 0 6 5
0 0 0 3 6
0 0 0 0 10
1 0 0 1 10
0 0 1 1 4
0 0 0 0 3
0 0 0 2 5
0 0 0 1 1
3 0 1 3 3
0 0 0 0 2
0 0 0 1 1
0 0 1 0 2
3 0 0 0 1
Reasons
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594/1504
472/1503
187/1290
764/1453
705/1421
996/1365
716/1485
116471504
751/1483

900/1425
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709/1418
25571416
636/1199
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563/1303
855/1299
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4.67
4.50
4.17
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00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 1 B 7
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 2 C 2
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0]
1 0
? 0]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

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



Course-Section:

FREN 101 0201

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 1
Instructor: DIALLO, MAMADOU
EnrolIment: 23

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 752
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 2 3 4
o 1 2 2 8
o 0 3 2 5
1 0 1 6 4
0O 1 3 4 5
1 1 3 2 7
0O 1 4 5 3
0O 0 O o0 o
1 1 2 3 7
0O O 4 4 4
0O 0 1 1 6
0O O 5 5 2
0o 1 1 4 3
2 3 2 5 1
0O 0O o0 2 1
0O 0O 0 1 1
O 1 o0 2 1
1 2 0 1 1
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4.15
2.92
3.62
2.36

130271504
129471503
106271290
123771453
123571421
124171365
138171485

171504
133271483

1360/1425
129871426
1349/1418
121371416
1158/1199

902/1312
67571303
117471299
749/ 758
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3.87
4.31
3.56
3.12

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 7
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 15 Non-major 2
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:

FREN 101 0301

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 1
Instructor: MBAIRESSEM, LAO
EnrolIment: 25

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 2 0 6 2
o 3 3 3 3
o 2 0 4 2
5 2 1 2 1
1 2 1 2 4
4 3 1 2 3
0O 3 3 4 2
o o0 o o 2
0O 4 1 5 O
o 2 2 3 3
o 2 0 3 1
0O 4 0 3 3
0O 4 0 1 3
4 2 1 1 3
o 1 2 4 O
O 1 o0 2 1
o 2 0 3 1
3 1 1 2 0
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3.20
4.10
3.50
3.43

134371504
141971503
106271290
133371453
1030/1421
129671365
142271485

726/1504
145371483

135071425
135471426
132571418
127171416
101371199

110871312
88771303
110671299
607/ 758

4.13
4.16 3.00
4.19 3.80
4.11
3.91
3.96
4.13
4.66 4.87
3.97 2.36
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4.39
4.34
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3.20
4.10
3.50
3.43

00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 7
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 2 C 0]
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr
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Course-Section:

FREN 101 0401

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 1
Instructor: BADAGBO, YAWO
EnrolIment: 22

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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
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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem 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
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4.17
4.75
4.00
4.22
4.11
4.00
4.73
3.55

4.17
4.50
3.83
4.25
2.67

889/1504
937/1503
250/1290
100171453
571/1421
717/1365
990/1485
928/1504
121871483

1094/1425
112871426
1128/1418

871/1416
1125/1199

832/1312
79671303
114571299
535/ 758

wxwxf 244
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.98 4.24 4.27 4.13 4.25
3.81 4.22 4.20 4.16 4.17
4.29 4.32 4.28 4.19 4.75
3.83 4.22 4.21 4.11 4.00
3.80 4.08 4.00 3.91 4.22
3.54 4.11 4.08 3.96 4.11
3.54 4.20 4.16 4.13 4.00
4.75 4.68 4.69 4.66 4.73
3.32 4.07 4.06 3.97 3.55
3.74 4.41 4.41 4.36 4.17
4.32 4.72 4.69 4.56 4.50
3.56 4.29 4.25 4.20 3.83
4.01 4.34 4.26 4.21 4.25
3.06 3.95 3.97 3.82 2.67
3.87 4.12 4.00 3.69 3.88
4.31 4.39 4.24 3.93 4.25
3.56 4.34 4.25 3.94 3.38
3.12 4.05 4.01 3.80 3.67
*rxk 4,07 4.09 3.90 FF**
FrREE 4,12 4.09 4.07 FFF*
FrRxR 449 4.40 4.24 FF**
FrREE 4,40 4.23 4.01 FFF*
Frxk 4,22 4.09 4.01 FF**
FrRxE 4,60 4.61 4.64 F*F*F*
Frxk 454 4.35 4,43 FF**
FrxE 4,32 4.34 3.88 FFF*
Frxk 4,41 4.44 451 FF**
FrRxXR 4,17 4.17 3.83 FFF*
*rxxk 3.98 4.43 3.63 FF**
FrRxE 4,12 4.23 4,11 FFFR*
*rxX 4.68 4.65 4.60 FF*F*
FrRxXR 4,32 4.29 4.00 FFR*
*rxE 4,61 4.44 5.00 FF*F*
FrRxXR 4,28 4.53 4.52 FFF*



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: FREN 101 0401

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 1
Instructor: BADAGBO, YAWO
EnrolIment: 22

Questionnaires: 12

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 754
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Type Majors

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

=T TOO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 12 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: FREN 102 0101 University of Maryland

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: Fatih, Zakaria Spring 2005
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 19

RO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean
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442/15
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440/14
479/14
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696712
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 2 0O 0 O 1 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0O 0 O 1 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 0O 0 O 1 1
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 3 2 0 1 1 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 3 1 1 0o 2 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 3 2 0 1 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 3 0 0O 0 2 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 0O 0 O 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 0 O 1 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0O 0 O 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0 O 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0O 0 O 1 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 O 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 4 3 0 3 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 O 2 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 0 0 O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 O 0O 0 3 2
4_ Were special techniques successful 6 6 0O o 1 2
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 18 O O O O O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 8 0 1 0 0 ©O
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 18 0 0 O 1 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 8 0 O O 1 o0
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 18 0 O O 0 oO
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 8 0 O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 5 c 2 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0] Electives
P 1
| 0] Other






Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

FREN 102 0201
ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11
Fatih, Zakaria

EnrolIment: 7

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O o o0 1
1 0 0 o0 ©O
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0 O o0 o
1 0 0 o0 1
0O O o o0 1
0O 0 O o0 o
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
1 2 0 0 1
0O 0 O o0 1
0O O O o0 o
0O 0 o o0 1
0O 0O o0 2 1
Reasons
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4.67
5.00
4.50
3.33

1/1504
171503
1/1290
270/1453
171421
139/1365
1/1485
171504
33871483

57271425
171426
26171418
171416
1181/1199

255/1312

1/1303
570/1299
630/ 758
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4.12
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4_05

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0]
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough
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responses to be significant
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.13 5.00
4.20 4.16 5.00
4.28 4.19 5.00
4.21 4.11 4.67
4.00 3.91 5.00
4.08 3.96 4.75
4.16 4.13 5.00
4.69 4.66 5.00
4.06 3.97 4.50
4.41 4.36 4.67
4.69 4.56 5.00
4.25 4.20 4.75
4.26 4.21 5.00
3.97 3.82 2.00
4.00 3.69 4.67
4.24 3.93 5.00
4.25 3.94 4.50
4.01 3.80 3.33

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 2



Course-Section: FREN 102 0301

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11
Instructor: MBAYE, ABDOULAY
EnrolIment: 30

Questionnaires: 16

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

0O O 1 3
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0O O 1 O
1 0 2 4
o o0 o0 7
0o 2 1 4
0O O O &6
0O 0O o0 11
o o0 o0 7
0O O 0 4
0O 0O o0 o©
0O 0O 0 3
0O ©O 1 2
2 1 2 3
o 0 2 4
0O 0O 0 3
0O ©O 1 3
0o 2 2 5
0O 0 ©O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
0O 0 O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
0O 0 O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
0O o0 O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
0O o0 O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
0O o0 O 1

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Mean

4.69
4.88
4.88
4.14
4.50
4.08
4.63
4.27
4.46

Rank

337/1504
12571503
15271290
901/1453
320/1421
742/1365
329/1485
126871504
385/1483

456/1425
171426
191/1418
38071416
1018/1199

404/1312
29971303
445/1299

508/
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233
244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40

Page 757
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.76 4.24 4.27 4.13 4.69
4.91 4.22 4.20 4.16 4.88
4.86 4.32 4.28 4.19 4.88
4.39 4.22 4.21 4.11 4.14
4.60 4.08 4.00 3.91 4.50
4.41 4.11 4.08 3.96 4.08
4.66 4.20 4.16 4.13 4.63
4.75 4.68 4.69 4.66 4.27
4.50 4.07 4.06 3.97 4.46

4.51 4.12 4.00 3.69 4.47
4.89 4.39 4.24 3.93 4.80
4.51 4.34 4.25 3.94 4.67
4.02 4.05 4.01 3.80 3.75

*xkx 4,07 4.09 3.90 *FrE
wEkx 412 4.09 4.07 xErx
whkx 449 4.40 4.24 xwrx
*Ekx 440 4.23 4,01 FERx
whkx 422 4.09 4,01 FEx

*EEx 4,60 4.61 4.64 FErx
*akx 4 B4 4.35 4,43 xwrx
*xkx 432 4.34 3.88 FRx
wekx 4 41 444 4.5 FEx
*rkx 417 4.17 3.83 KR

FrRAX 3.98 4.43 3.63 Fr**
FrRxE 4,12 4.23 4,11 FFFR*
FrREX 468 4.65 4.60 Fr**
FrRxXR 4,32 4.29 4.00 FFR*
FrRAEX 461 4.44 5.00 Fr**

*rRx 428 4.53 4,52 Krx



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 15 0 0 o0 O 1 0 4.00 ****/ 35 **** A4 43 4.49 4.65 ****
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 15 0 0 0 o0 1 0 4.00 ****/ 36 **** 4.38 4.60 4.48 ****
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 15 0 0 o0 O 1 0 4.00 ****/ 20 **** 5_.00 4.24 4.92 ****



Course-Section: FREN 102 0301 University of Maryland Page 757

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: MBAYE, ABDOULAY Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 30

Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 7 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General 0 Under-grad 16 Non-major 9
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: FREN 102 0401

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11

Instructor:

ROSENTHAL , ALAN

EnrolIment: 26

Questionnaires: 17

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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
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

AOOOOOOOO

ADhWWW

~N N O O

16

16
16
16

16
16
16
16
16

15
15

POOUIWUIOOO

[eNeoNoNeoNe] [cNeoNoNe) ROOO [cNeoNoNoNe

[eNeoNoNoNe]

= O

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

QOO RADWNEDN

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] [cNoNoNe) AWN A NOOOPR

[oNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPRrRRR RPRRRR R RRR g oo~

R

Instructor

Mean

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
GQOOINONNON

WO WUuINUITO ~O

Rank

250/1504

64/1503
240/1290
775/1453
268/1421
581/1365
433/1485
691/1504
274/1483

143/1425
171426
15871418
171416
25371199

530/1312
28871303
570/1299

169/

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

****/

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

****/

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

****/

****/

****/

758

244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40
35

Page 758
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.76 4.24 4.27 4.13 4.76
4.91 4.22 4.20 4.16 4.94
4.86 4.32 4.28 4.19 4.76
4.39 4.22 4.21 4.11 4.25
4.60 4.08 4.00 3.91 4.57
4.41 4.11 4.08 3.96 4.25
4.66 4.20 4.16 4.13 4.53
4.75 4.68 4.69 4.66 4.88
4.50 4.07 4.06 3.97 4.58

4.51 4.12 4.00 3.69 4.33
4.89 4.39 4.24 3.93 4.82
4.51 4.34 4.25 3.94 4.50
4.02 4.05 4.01 3.80 4.56

Fekx 412 4.09 4.07 xwEx
*ERx 449 4.40 4.24 xRx
whkx 4 40 4.23 4,01 xR
*EEx 422 4.09 4.01 FEEx

wekx 4,60 4.61 4.64 xwrx
*xkx 4 B4 4.35 4,43 xrx
*xER 432 4.34 3.88 *Frx
wrRx 441 444 4,51 KERx
wakx 417 4.17 3.83 xR

Frxx 3.98 4.43 3.63 F*FF*
FrRAEX 412 4.23 411 FR**
FrxX 4,68 4.65 4.60 F*FF*
FrRAX 4,32 4.29 4.00 FrF*
FrxX 4,61 4.44 5.00 FFF*

*xkx 428 4.53 4,52 xrx
*ERX 443 4.49 4.65 Krrx



3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 15 0 0 o0 O 1 1 4.50 ****/ 36 **** 4.38 4.60 4.48 ****
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 15 1 O 0O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 20 **** 5 00 4.24 4.92 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 15 1 O O o0 O 1 5.00 ****/ 16 **** 5,00 4.51 5.00 ****



Course-Section: FREN 102 0401 University of Maryland Page 758

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: ROSENTHAL, ALAN Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 26

Questionnaires: 17 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 13 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 1 B 8
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4 C 1 General 1 Under-grad 17 Non-major 4
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 14

FREN 103 0101

INT REV ELEM FRENCH
EL OMARI, SAMIR

23

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job IRBR

Course

Rank Mean

759
2005
3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Self Paced
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

POOOOOOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe]

ENENENEN!

13

13
13

13

POONPFPOOOO

wooo [cNeoNoNoNe

(oNe]

0

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

Reasons

OOoO~NUTWUhoo

hOoNDO

NWNN

= O

=
OARA~NRA~NOOOOOO

OO ON

ONDBDN

(oNe]

4.21
4.21
4.43
4.14
4.23
4.00
4.50
5.00
4.33

940/1504
891/1503
615/1290
901/1453
56371421
782/1365
455/1485

171504
543/1483

4.21
4.21 4.22
4.43 4.32
4.14 4.22
4.23
4.00
4.50
5.00 4.68
4.33 4.07

N
o
[06]
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
OOFRLPOONNDNNDN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
'_\

95171425
895/1426
754/1418
623/1416
919/1199

922/1312
65271303
922/1299
680/ 758

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

*hkXx

*kk*k 4 B 12

*xxx/ 233
ek f 244

*xkXx

*kk*k

*xkXx

3.71
4.43
4.00
3.00

EE

*x*k*x

*xkk

*x*k*x

EE

00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 8
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0]

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Graduate (0]
Under-grad 14 Non-major

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



Course-Section:

FREN 201 0101

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH 1
Instructor: TADE, SOPHIA
EnrolIment: 26

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Page
JUN 14,
Job

760
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

NRRPRRRRPROO

[cNeoNoNoNe]

© © 0 ©

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

=
OFRP WNNAMAOOD D

NNDhOO

NWhW

ONOUITONO R PP

WhWWWWAhIAW
QO BDNNODINN

128571504
891/1503
561/1290

116171453

123971421

100371365

129571485

102271504

120471483

113971425
895/1426
108171418
904/1416
835/1199

465/1312
56371303
678/1299
185/ 758

WPhrWWWWADIW
GQONNO0OWOoN

O~NNOANDNE

3.96
4.14
4.07
3.78

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

AADMAMDAMDMIADDS

OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
o

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 9
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0]
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

ad

14

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: FREN 201 0201

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH I

Instructor:

DIALLO, MAMADOU

EnrolIment: 22

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Page
JUN 14,

761
2005

Job 1RBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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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()N e)Ne e}
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PR Wwe

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

OOFRLNNEFENOO

ONDNNN

QoOoOoN

OORA~NOUOITOWONNDN

NBENNWNWNDN
NONNDOODOO

1490/1504
143471503
116371290
143271453
117571421
132971365
142571485
106971504
142371483

1404/1425
140371426
139371418
1370/1416
1162/1199

104371312
119571303
124571299
742/ 758

WPhrWWWWADIW
GQONNO0OWOoN

O~NNOANDNE

3.96
4.14
4.07
3.78

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05
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V=T TOO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

ad

13

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

FREN 201 0301

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH 1
Instructor: MBAYE, ABDOULAY
EnrolIment: 34

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 762
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

NOOOOOOOO

NNWNDN

()N e)Ne e}

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 3 4
o o o 1 3
o o0 o 1 3
1 0 0 2 2
0O O O O 6
1 0 0 4 3
o o0 o 1 3
0O O O 0 11
0O 0O O 2 5
0O O O o0 3
0O 0 o o0 1
0O O O o0 3
o o0 o 1 2
6 1 0 1 1
o 1 o 1 2
o 1 o o0 3
o 1 o o0 2
1 0 1 1 2
Reasons
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=
QWO WwWWOwWwoo-~N

WOowr ©o

woh b

4.29
4.64
4.64
4.54
4.57
4.15
4.64
4.21
4.25

4.00
4.13
4.25
4_00

851/1504
33571503
367/1290
407/1453
268/1421
681/1365
30971485
1300/1504
63571483

420/1425
451/1426
30371418
446/1416
780/1199

716/1312
87571303
798/1299
387/ 758

WPhrWWWWADIW
GQONNO0OWOoN

O~NNOONBRNR
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[06]
AMADMDMDMDMDIMDIMD
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3.96
4.14
4.07
3.78

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

4.00
4.13
4.25
4.00

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 3
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 14 Non-major 5
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

FREN 201 0401
INTERMEDIATE FRENCH I
EL OMARI, SAMIR

25

16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

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

ARRPRRRPRORRO

RPOROR

N R R

15
15
15
15

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 1 0 4 6
0 1 0 2 6
0O O 1 1 3
1 1 1 3 4
1 0 0 4 3
2 0 0 5 2
0 1 o0 2 3
0O 0 O o0 o
O O o0 3 9
0 1 0 1 7
o o0 o o 2
0O O 1 2 6
1 0 O 1 5
1 2 0 4 4
o 2 O 1 7
0O O 1 1 5
0O 0O o0 2 7
6 O 1 2 1
0O 0 O 1 1
o O o o0 2
0O 0 O 1 1
o O o o 2
1 0 0 ©O 1
0O O o0 oO 1
0O 0O o0 ©O 1
0O O o0 oO 1
0O 0 O o0 o
Reasons
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[eNeoNeoNoNe]

ROOO

Wabrbhbbhwhbhbhow
NONONOWMOO®

CON®ORLINJ®

4.13
4.88
4.13
4.53
3.57

120971504
101471503
561/1290
112971453
579/1421
742/1365
750/1485
171504
112371483

111171425
572/1426
95571418
59371416
894/1199

83971312
737/1303
792/1299
387/ 758

****/

233
244
227
225
207

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

****/

****/

40
35
36
20

****/
****/

****/

WPhrWWWWADIW
GQONNO0OWOoN

O~NNOANDNE

3.96
4.14
4.07
3.78

*hkXx
*kk*k
*hkXx
*kk*k

*xkXx

R E =
*xkXx
*kk*k

*xkXx

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

4.07
4.12
4.49
4.40
4.22

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

P 1

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate

Under-gr

#H### - Means there are not enough

ad

16

responses to be significant
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JUN 14, 2005

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 3.88
4.20 4.18 4.07
4.28 4.27 4.47
4.21 4.20 3.87
4.00 3.90 4.21
4.08 4.00 4.08
4.16 4.15 4.27
4.69 4.68 5.00
4.06 4.02 3.75
4.41 4.40 4.13
4.69 4.71 4.88
4.25 4.22 4.13
4.26 4.24 4.53
3.97 3.95 3.57
4.00 3.98 3.87
4.24 4.23 4.33
4.25 4.21 4.27
4.01 3.89 4.00
4.09 4.30 ****
4.09 4.24 F*F*x*
4.40 4.58 FF**
4.23 4.52 FF*F*
4.09 4.22 F*x**
4.53 4.44 FF**
4.49 4.50 F*F**
4.60 4.13 *F***
4.24 5.00 FF*F*

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 5



Other



Course-Section: FREN 201 0501

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH I

Instructor:

REZVANI, MARJAN

EnrolIment: 23

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

e

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

UMBC Level

Mean

Mean

764

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

1.
2.
3.

5.

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

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

Self Paced

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

Frequency Distribution
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0O O o0 4
o o o 3
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o o o 3
o o o 3
1 0 1 2
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0O 0O O o
0O O O o
1 1 o0 1
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0O O o0 1
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4.44
4.50
4.13
5.00
5.00

Majors

4.13
4.75
4.88
4.00

EE
*x*k*x

EE

*x*k*x

*hkk

*x*kx
EE
EaE =
*xkx

EaE = = o

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 1

Required for Majors

General

Instructor Cours
Mean Rank Mean
4.08 1061/1504 3.71
4.23 869/1503 4.02
4.69 311/1290 4.34
4.30 718/1453 3.87
4.33 479/1421 3.95
4.17 672/1365 3.78
3.46 129571485 3.72
5.00 171504 4.67
3.57 1207/1483 3.58
4.23 105071425 3.97
4.77 808/1426 4.47
4.33 772/1418 3.92
4.23 887/1416 4.05
4.00 63671199 3.49
4.13 676/1312 3.96
4.75 35671303 4.14
4.88 233/1299 4.07
4.00 387/ 758 3.78

Type
Graduate

Under-grad

14

Non-major



84-150 2 3.00-3.49
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Other 4

N = T T1 O
eNeoNeoNeoNe]



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 9

FREN 202 0101
INTERMEDIATE FRENCH 11
REZVANI, MARJAN

14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page 765

JUN 14, 2005

Job

UMBC Level

Mean

IRBR3029

Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

N Y

wWwwbh

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

hPObhowooow
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WN DWW

3.89
4.11
4.11
3.89
3.67
3.78
3.89
5.00
4.25

4.63
4.63
3.75
4.13
3.57

4.00
4.17
4.17
5.00

1204/1504
981/1503
887/1290

111671453

101771421
988/1365

109871485

171504
63571483

634/1425
102271426
116371418

977/1416

894/1199

716/1312
85171303
855/1299

1/ 758

3.89
4.11
4.11
3.89
3.67
3.78
3.89
5.00
4.25

4.63
4.63
3.75
4.13
3.57

4.00
4.17
4.17
5.00

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

ad

Non-major 2

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



Course-Section:

FREN 301 0101

Title ADVANCED FRENCH 1
Instructor: DE VERNEIL, MAR
EnrolIment: 14
Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job

766
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0 1 1 0
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o 1 o o0 2
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o 0 1 o0 2
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0O O O o0 3
0O 0 o o0 1
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o o o 1 2
o 0O o 2 ©
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0O 1 o0 1 1
1 0 0 2 O
Reasons
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549/1504
380/1503
412/1290
594/1453
596/1421
223/1365
455/1485

171504
33871483

52571425
502/1426
23371418
407/1416
21371199

632/1312
50771303
109271299
387/ 758

PO DIMDIMDID
QO uoaONDIIOO

[eNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]
N
o
[06]

4.12
4.39
4.34
4_05

AADMAMDAMDMIADDS

OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
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00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

ad 10

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

FREN 302 0101

Title ADVANCED FRENCH 11
Instructor: REZVANI, MARJAN
EnrolIment: 17

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

1.
2.
5.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

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
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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem 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
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
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

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.85 1224/1504 3.85 4.24 4.27 4.27 3.85
4.00 105271503 4.00 4.22 4.20 4.22 4.00
4.46 561/1290 4.46 4.32 4.28 4.31 4.46
4.54 407/1453 4.54 4.22 4.21 4.23 4.54
3.64 103671421 3.64 4.08 4.00 4.01 3.64
4.08 742/1365 4.08 4.11 4.08 4.08 4.08
4.00 990/1485 4.00 4.20 4.16 4.17 4.00
5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.68 4.69 4.65 5.00
3.23 1332/1483 3.23 4.07 4.06 4.08 3.23
4.23 105071425 4.23 4.41 4.41 4.43 4.23
4.62 1036/1426 4.62 4.72 4.69 4.71 4.62
3.38 1285/1418 3.38 4.29 4.25 4.26 3.38
3.23 1298/1416 3.23 4.34 4.26 4.27 3.23
4.55 247/1199 4.55 3.95 3.97 4.02 4.55
4.33 530/1312 4.33 4.12 4.00 4.09 4.33
5.00 171303 5.00 4.39 4.24 4.27 5.00
4.56 537/1299 4.56 4.34 4.25 4.30 4.56
3.67 535/ 758 3.67 4.05 4.01 4.00 3.67
5.00 ****/ 244 **** 4 12 4.09 4.20 ****
5.00 ****/ 76 **** 4. 41 4.44 4.51 F***
5.00 ****/ 73 *x** A4 17 4.17 4.25 F***
1.00 ****/ 58 **** 3 08 4.43 4.52 *F***
5.00 ****/ 56 **** 4,12 4.23 4.13 ****
5.00 ****/ 39 **** 4. 61 4.44 4.47 F*F**
5.00 ****/ 40 **** 4.28 4.53 4.74 F***
5.00 ****/ 35 **** 4 43 4.49 4.36 F*F*+*
5.00 ****/ 36 **** 4.38 4.60 4.63 ****
5.00 ****/ 20 **** 5 .00 4.24 5.00 ****
3.00 ****/ 16 **** 500 4.51 3.95 ****
Type Majors



00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 3 General 3 Under-grad 13 Non-major
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 2 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 1 #H### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 9
? 0]



Course-Section: FREN 320 0101

Title INTERCONNECT IONS : TRADE

Instructor:

DE VERNEIL, MAR

EnrolIment: 15

Questionnaires: 10

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Mean

ArDDMDMDMDMOODD
NO WOV O O ®

Rank

206/1504
380/1503
1/1290
15871453
247/1421
223/1365
705/1485
1030/1504
14971483

17971425
171426
191/1418
14271416
77/1199

164/1312
1/1303
171299

84/

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

****/

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

****/

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

****/

****/

758

233
244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.80 4.24 4.27 4.27 4.80
4.60 4.22 4.20 4.22 4.60
5.00 4.32 4.28 4.31 5.00
4.80 4.22 4.21 4.23 4.80
4.60 4.08 4.00 4.01 4.60
4.60 4.11 4.08 4.08 4.60
4.30 4.20 4.16 4.17 4.30
4.60 4.68 4.69 4.65 4.60
4.75 4.07 4.06 4.08 4.75

4.80 4.12 4.00 4.09 4.80
5.00 4.39 4.24 4.27 5.00
5.00 4.34 4.25 4.30 5.00
4.80 4.05 4.01 4.00 4.80

wekx 4,07 4.0 4,12 xwEx
wrkx 412 4.09 4.20 FERx
whkx 449 4.40 4.46 <rrx
wEkx 440 4.23 4,29 xR
whkx 422 4.0 4.14 xwEx

*EEx 4,60 4.61 4.84 Frx
wakx 4 B4 4.35 4.24 xrx
*xkx 432 4.34 3,98 FERx
wekx 4 41 444 4,51 xRx
wrRx 417 417 4,25 KERE

*xkx 3,08 4.43 4,52 xRx
wrRx 412 4.23 4,13 xrx
wrkx 468 4.65 4,77 FERx
*EEK 432 4.29 4.14 xRx
wrkx 4 61 4.44 4,47 xERx

*rRx 428 4.53 4.74 KRx



2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: FREN 320 0101 University of Maryland Page 768

Title INTERCONNECT IONS: TRADE Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: DE VERNEIL, MAR Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 15

Questionnaires: 10 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

FREN 330 0101
INTERCONNECT IONS: IDEAS
Fatih, Zakaria

EnrolIment: 8

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

Instructor

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job

769
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
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0O O o0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 1 1
0O O o o0 1
o o0 o 1 2
o o o 2 1
o o0 o 1 2
0O 0 O o0 o
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o o o 1 2
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0O 0O O o0 3
0O O O o0 o
0O 0 o o0 1
2 0 o0 1 2
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1/1504
13871503
38971290
118/1453
320/1421
451/1365
455/1485

171504
10871483

78471425
171426
31771418
171416
429/1199

364/1312

1/1303
273/1299
387/ 758
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4.12
4.39
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4_05
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Graduate 0

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0]
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Under-grad 8

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: FREN 640 0101

Title STUDY IN FREN CULT & S
Instructor: FIELD, THOMAS T
EnrolIment: 14

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 770
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

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

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

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

Other

ArDDDMDMDMOOIMD
NOUPANOOO NN

VOO UITWOOWW

295/1504
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1/1290
331/1453
176/1421
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1/1418
171416

320/1199

234/1312
197/1303

171299
154/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr
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4.70 4.12 4.00 4.31 4.70
4.90 4.39 4.24 4.58 4.90
5.00 4.34 4.25 4.56 5.00
4.60 4.05 4.01 4.24 4.60

ad 9 Non-major 2

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



