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Title INTRO TO CONTEMP MATH Baltimore County
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, WI Spring 2005
EnrollIment: 50
Questionnaires: 28 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0 1 6 5 5 11
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O O 4 3 8 13
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0 O 1 3 4 20
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 14 o0 1 1 3 9
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 2 1 2 4 6 12
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 18 1 o0 3 1 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 o0 O 1 4 3 19
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 1 0 O 0O O 26
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 8 O 1 2 1 9 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O 0O 0 3 9 15
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0 O 2 1 6 19
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O 0 O 2 2 6 18
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 3 2 7 15
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 17 0O o0 2 3 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 19 0O o0 0 3 3 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 19 O 0O 0 4 1 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 20 O 1 0 1 2 4
4. Were special techniques successful 20 4 0 O 1 1 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 18
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 1 B 16
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 6 C 2 General 0
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0
P 0
| 0] Other 6
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 100 0201 University of Maryland

Title INTRO TO CONTEMP MATH Baltimore County
Instructor: WILSON, MARY C Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 54

Questionnaires: 35
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0 4 7 12 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O 0 3 8 7 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 3 11 5
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 18 2 1 6 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 10 2 6 8 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 27 2 2 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O O 2 4 7 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 O 0 O 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 12 1 2 3 8 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O O 2 10 11
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0O o0 2 5 10
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0O 5 4 12 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 2 7 8 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 5 20 2 0O 4 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 12 0 2 5 5 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 0 1 3 7 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 12 0o 3 3 5 5
4_ Were special techniques successful 12 22 0O o 1 0
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 34 0 O 1 0 O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 3 0 1 0 o0 o
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 34 0 1 0O 0 O
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 O 1 o

Frequency Distribution

Graduate
Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough
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35

*kk*k

Non-major

responses to be significant

*x*k*x

35

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 1 A 10 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 5 C 9 General
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 6 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives

P 0
| 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: MATH 106 0101

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL
EnrolIment: 48

Questionnaires: 27

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
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

3.72 4.19 4.27 4.13 3.52
4.35 4.23 4.20 4.16 4.19
4.60 4.37 4.28 4.19 4.37
4.23 4.19 4.21 4.11 3.93
3.29 3.88 4.00 3.91 3.60
3.58 4.13 4.08 3.96 3.69
4.45 4.32 4.16 4.13 4.58
4.84 4.85 4.69 4.66 4.75
4.05 4.05 4.06 3.97 4.05
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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: MATH 106 0101 University of Maryland Page 979

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 48

Questionnaires: 27 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 12 0.00-0.99 2 A 7 Required for Majors 11 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 6 C 5 General 0 Under-grad 27 Non-major 27
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 5 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section:

MATH 106 0201

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL
EnrolIment: 49

Questionnaires: 26

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.

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
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

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

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

NOOOOOOOO

NWWEFF

O~NO O

24

25
25
25
25

24
25
25

= W oo

cNeoNoNe]

0
0
0

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

Reasons

OCWANNNDDOOD

[l (e @ N |

= RPORrRO ORrR RN

cNeoNoNe]

[eNeR

o OoOr OO PhA~NO

)

R

Page 980
JUN 14, 2005
Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.42 138471504 3.72 4.19 4.27 4.13 3.42
4.08 100871503 4.35 4.23 4.20 4.16 4.08
4.58 440/1290 4.60 4.37 4.28 4.19 4.58
3.92 108371453 4.23 4.19 4.21 4.11 3.92
2.93 1330/1421 3.29 3.88 4.00 3.91 2.93
2.75 1329/1365 3.58 4.13 4.08 3.96 2.75
4.27 750/1485 4.45 4.32 4.16 4.13 4.27
4.88 691/1504 4.84 4.85 4.69 4.66 4.88
3.71 115371483 4.05 4.05 4.06 3.97 3.71
4.56 712/1425 4.61 4.45 4.41 4.36 4.56
4.88 549/1426 4.87 4.72 4.69 4.56 4.88
4.22 887/1418 4.47 4.13 4.25 4.20 4.22
4.09 100171416 4.43 4.18 4.26 4.21 4.09
2.63 1130/1199 2.93 3.63 3.97 3.82 2.63
3.10 113171312 3.65 3.65 4.00 3.69 3.10
3.20 1177/1303 4.02 3.95 4.24 3.93 3.20
2.84 122171299 3.63 3.88 4.25 3.94 2.84
2.80 ****/ 758 3.44 3.68 4.01 3.80 ****
1.83 ****/ 244 3.29 3.89 4.09 4.07 ****
4.00 ****/ 76 **** 4. 56 4.61 4.64 F*F**
Type Majors



00-27 8 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors 13 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 5 C 9 General 2 Under-grad 26 Non-major 26
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 3 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 1 Electives 3 #### - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant

| 0 Other 9

? 0



Course-Section: MATH 106 0301

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC

Instructor:

RILEY, SAMANTHA

EnrolIment: 54

Questionnaires: 27

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean
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3.94
4.61
4.11
4.33
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Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
914/1504 3.72 4.19 4.27 4.13 4.23
200/1503 4.35 4.23 4.20 4.16 4.78
166/1290 4.60 4.37 4.28 4.19 4.85
13571453 4.23 4.19 4.21 4.11 4.85

120771421 3.29 3.88 4.00 3.91 3.33
547/1365 3.58 4.13 4.08 3.96 4.29
44471485 4.45 4.32 4.16 4.13 4.52
691/1504 4.84 4.85 4.69 4.66 4.89
469/1483 4.05 4.05 4.06 3.97 4.39

66571425 4.61 4.45 4.41 4.36 4.61
45171426 4.87 4.72 4.69 4.56 4.92
390/1418 4.47 4.13 4.25 4.20 4.65
407/1416 4.43 4.18 4.26 4.21 4.70
*rXX/1199 2.93 3.63 3.97 3.82 FF*x*

774/1312 3.65 3.65 4.00 3.69 3.94
497/1303 4.02 3.95 4.24 3.93 4.61
890/1299 3.63 3.88 4.25 3.94 4.11
*xxx/ 758 3.44 3.68 4.01 3.80 F*F**

*rAR) 244 3.29 3.89 4.09 4.07 FF*F*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 27 Non-major 27

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

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0O O 0 4 12
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 1 2
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 13 0O 0 O 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 12 2 2 5 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 13 0 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o 3 7
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o0 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 O 0 1 12
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 0 O 1 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0 0 o 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 0 O 1 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 O 1 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 18 2 0 3 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 9 0 3 1 0 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 9 0O O 1 0O 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 9 0 1 0 3 6
4_ Were special techniques successful 10 14 0 O O 2
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 26 O O O O O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 10 0.00-0.99 0 A 10 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 6 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 9 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0] Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section:

MATH 115 0101

Title FINITE MATHEMATICS
Instructor: WANG, DAN
EnrolIment: 33

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

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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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: MATH 115 0101 University of Maryland Page 982

Title FINITE MATHEMATICS Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: WANG, DAN Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 33

Questionnaires: 15 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 7 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 3 C 2 General 1 Under-grad 15 Non-major 15
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 5
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

MATH 115 0201
FINITE MATHEMATICS
LAI, CHEN K

54

33

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

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.

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
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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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: MATH 115 0201 University of Maryland Page 983

Title FINITE MATHEMATICS Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: LAI, CHEN K Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 54

Questionnaires: 33 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 13 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 6 C 13 General 1 Under-grad 33 Non-major 33
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 5 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
| 0 Other 15
? 1



Course-Section:

MATH 132 0101

Title MATH FOR ELEM TCHRS 11
Instructor: Gleger, Mariann
EnrolIment: 15

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 984
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

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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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: MATH 132 0101 University of Maryland Page 984

Title MATH FOR ELEM TCHRS 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: Gleger, Mariann Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 15

Questionnaires: 13 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 9
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 51

MATH 150 0101
PRECALCULUS MATHEMATIC
BARADWAJ, RAJAL

145

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 985
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Course
Mean

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

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

Frequency Distribution
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors

00-27 15 0.00-0.99 0 A 17 Required for Majors 14 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 3 C 11 General 1 Under-grad 51 Non-major 51
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 7 D 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 10 F 0 Electives 1 #H### - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant

1 0] Other 26

? 1



Course-Section: MATH 150 0201

Title PRECALCULUS MATHEMATIC

Instructor:

STARK, BETSY

EnrolIment: 178

Questionnaires: 74

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 986
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

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
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 presentations contribute to what you learned
Were criteria for grading made clear

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: MATH 150 0201 University of Maryland Page 986

Title PRECALCULUS MATHEMATIC Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: STARK, BETSY Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 178

Questionnaires: 74 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 24 0.00-0.99 0 A 24 Required for Majors 12 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 7 1.00-1.99 0 B 22
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 9 C 18 General 2 Under-grad 74 Non-major 73
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 18 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 12 F 0 Electives 3 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 47
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 151 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

4.43
4.43
3.86
4.20
4.17
4.80
4.33
4.86
3.86

4.43
4.57
4_00
4.14
4.33

4.50
4.50
4.17
3.00

Rank

66971504
618/1503
104271290
844/1453
623/1421
11471365
670/1485
743/1504
104171483

876/1425
107371426
101371418

961/1416

429/1199

364/1312
56371303
855/1299
680/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

Page 987
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.37 4.19 4.27 4.13 4.43
4.39 4.23 4.20 4.16 4.43
4.39 4.37 4.28 4.19 3.86
4.28 4.19 4.21 4.11 4.20
4.00 3.88 4.00 3.91 4.17
4.32 4.13 4.08 3.96 4.80
4.55 4.32 4.16 4.13 4.33
4.72 4.85 4.69 4.66 4.86
4.40 4.05 4.06 3.97 3.86

3.90 3.65 4.00 3.69 4.50
4.11 3.95 4.24 3.93 4.50
4.04 3.88 4.25 3.94 4.17
3.41 3.68 4.01 3.80 3.00

e Majors
0 Major 0
ad 7 Non-major 7

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: KOROSTYSHEVSKI1Y Spring 2005
Enrollment: 22
Questionnaires: 7 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 1 2 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o o o o 4 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0 O 1 2 1 3
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O o0 1 2 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 1 o o o 5 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 1 0O 0 O 1 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 o O o 1 2 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O Oo0O 1 =6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O 0 O0 2 4 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o o o o o 4 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o o o o o 3 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O o0 O 2 3 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0O o0 o 1 4 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0O 4 0 0 O 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 O O O o0 3 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0O 0 O 1 1 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0O 0 O 2 1 3
4_ Were special techniques successful 1 4 0 O 2 0O O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 1 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 1 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0] Electives
P 0]
1 0] Other
? 0]



Course-Section: MATH 151 0201 University of Maryland
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Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: MANUKYAN, ZORAY Spring 2005
Enrollment: 76
Questionnaires: 27 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 3 8 10 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O 0 O 6 10 7 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 3 12 6 5
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 4 0 3 8 8 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 7 1 3 5 3 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 8 1 0O 8 4 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O O o 3 6 9 9
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O o0 2 25
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 1 0o 2 8 11 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O o0 O 6 14 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0O o0 o 6 3 18
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0 O 1 11 12 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 1 3 3 10 9
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 13 2 5 2 0 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 O 2 6 9 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 0O O 2 4 7 8
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 O 1 5 8 8
4_ Were special techniques successful 5 12 3 0 1 4 2
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 22 3 O O 0 O 2
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 24 0 1 O O O 2
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 24 2 O 0O 0 O 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 24 2 0 0 0 o0 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 24 2 O 0O o0 O 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 26 0 1 O O O O
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 26 1 O O o0 O
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 26 O 0 o0 1 0O o
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 26 0O 0 O 1 0O O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 1 B 6
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 c 10 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 6 D 1



Electives 1 #H### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5

Other 18

N = T T
RPOON



Course-Section: MATH 151 0301

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, WI
EnrolIment: 82

Questionnaires: 52

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

28
34
30
11

10

46

28

43

35
37

o A NN O

OrrOoOOo

PFEPNNDN

Instructor

Mean

AWM DIMD
QO~NWSNNDOAON

ODO~NNOOUDMDNE

Rank

940/1504
483/1503
588/1290
775/1453
967/1421
514/1365
190/1485
657/1504
290/1483

40271425
103671426
53971418
485/1416
970/1199

877/1312
1038/1303

108971299

*xxf 244

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

****/

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

****/

Graduate

58
56
44
47
39

40
35
36
20
16

Page 989
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

AADMAMAMDMIADD
BNOWONWWW

ONOINO®OO-N

w

e}

¢4}
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
'_\
w
\l
)}

3.90 3.65 4.00 3.69 3.81
4.11 3.95 4.24 3.93 3.79
4.04 3.88 4.25 3.94 3.61
3.41 3.68 4.01 3.80 ****

Frxx 3.89 4.09 4.07 FF**

*kk*k *kkk 4 B 43 3 B 63 *x*k*x

*xkXx *hkXx 4 _ 23 4 _ 11 *xkk
*kk*k *kk*k 4 B 65 4 B 60 *x*k*x

*xkXx *hkk 4 _ 29 4 _ 00 *hkk

R E = *kk*k 4 B 44 5 B OO *x*k*x

*xkXx *hkk 4 _ 53 4 _ 52 EE

Rk = *xkk 4 . 49 4 . 65 EaE =
*kkk E 4 _ 60 4 _ 48 *xkx

Rk = *xkk 4 . 24 4 . 92 EaE = = o

E E 4 _ 51 5 _ OO *x*kx

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0 3 1 6 14
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O 1 0 4 13
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 0O 4 17
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 27 0 1 3 9
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 23 0 4 8 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0O 30 0 0 3 9
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O o0 1 1 7
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 O 0 O 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 10 1 0 O 5 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o o O o0 3 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O o0 1 0 2 12
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0 O 1 5 11
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0 O 1 2 12
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 38 3 1 3 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 31 0 2 1 5 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 33 0 1 0O 8 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 34 0 1 2 7 1
4_ Were special techniques successful 33 11 2 0 2 0
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 51 0 1 O O O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 50 0 2 0 0 oO
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 51 0 1 0O 0 O
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 52 0 O O O o©
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 51 O O O o0 o
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 5 0 0 O 1 o
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 49 0 1 0O 0 O
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 50 0 O O O0 oO
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 50 0 O O O o©
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 50 0 O 1 0O o0
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 50 0 O 1 0O O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 21 0.00-0.99 0 A 21 Required for Majors
28-55 10 1.00-1.99 1 B 20



56-83 7 2.00-2.99 14 C 8 General 1 Under-grad 52 Non-major 52
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 10 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 11 F 0 Electives 0 #H### - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant

| 0 Other 46

? 0]



Course-Section:

MATH 151 0401

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, WI
EnrolIment: 80

Questionnaires: 47

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.

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
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
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

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

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

Frequency Distribution

OFRPOFRPPFPOOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe]

36
36
37
36

42
44

44
45

44
45

45
45
45

s NeoNoNe)

ow

=N

0
1
1

Frequencies
1 2 3
1 1 7
1 0 8
0O 2 5
2 1 4
o 2 8
1 0 9
0O 0O ©O
0O 0O O
o 1 3
o 1 3
0O 0 4
1 1 7
2 2 6
3 2 3
2 0 3
1 2 2
2 1 2
0O 0 1
1 0 O
2 0 oO
0O 0O ©O
1 0 O
1 0 O
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 1 oO

Reasons

(RN OR R

[oN

=N

19
25
31

11
37
40
21
36

25
31

NSO

(oNe]

[cNeoNe)

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 23 0.00-0.99 0 A 7
28-55 10 1.00-1.99 1 B 30

Required for Majors

Page 990

JUN 14, 2005

Job 1RBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.15 1010/1504 4.37 4.19 4.27 4.13 4.15
4.30 805/1503 4.39 4.23 4.20 4.16 4.30
4.47 56171290 4.39 4.37 4.28 4.19 4.47
3.77 1186/1453 4.28 4.19 4.21 4.11 3.77
3.97 792/1421 4.00 3.88 4.00 3.91 3.97
3.88 915/1365 4.32 4.13 4.08 3.96 3.88
4.79 170/1485 4.55 4.32 4.16 4.13 4.79
4.87 726/1504 4.72 4.85 4.69 4.66 4.87
4.40 457/1483 4.40 4.05 4.06 3.97 4.40
4.66 587/1425 4.63 4.45 4.41 4.36 4.66
4.60 1057/1426 4.70 4.72 4.69 4.56 4.60
4.28 828/1418 4.33 4.13 4.25 4.20 4.28
4.32 821/1416 4.47 4.18 4.26 4.21 4.32
3.21 1015/1199 3.67 3.63 3.97 3.82 3.21
3.64 ****/1312 3.90 3.65 4.00 3.69 ****
3.64 ****/1303 4.11 3.95 4.24 3.93 ****
3.40 ****/1299 4.04 3.88 4.25 3.94 F***
4.33 ****/ 758 3.41 3.68 4.01 3.80 ****
2.00 ****/ 244 **** 3.89 4.09 4.07 ****
4.00 ****/ 76 **** 4. 56 4.61 4.64 F*F**
1.00 ****/ 70 **** 4.63 4.35 4.43 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1



56-83 1 2.00-2.99 12 C 7 General 0 Under-grad 47 Non-major 46
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 18 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives 1 #H### - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant

| 0 Other 42

? 0]



Course-Section:

MATH 151 0501

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY
EnrolIment: 56

Questionnaires: 28

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

991

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

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

ORRRRRRER

NP R R R

O ~NO N

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
O o0 1 1
o o 1 3
o o o 3
15 0 0 O
9 1 0 6
10 1 O 2
O o o 2
0O 0O O oO
o o o 2
0O 0O O o
0O O O o
0O O O o
0O O o0 o
6 0 1 2
O o0 1 4
o o o 3
o o o 3
11 o0 1 2

Reasons

=
PrOWRMARMWSAN

RPAOP W

wWwhNW

13
17
14

AWM DIMD
DN OOO OO

482/1504
483/1503
34471290
270/1453
879/1421
33371365
210/1485
108171504
234/1483

20971425
201/1426
37871418
19871416
54271199

530/1312
478/1303
556/1299
376/ 758

AADMAMAMDMIADD
BNOWONWWW

ONOINO®OO-N

3.90
4.11
4.04
3.41

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

AADMDMWOWDAIADDS
ODO~NDhOOOOOIO
ANBANONNNO

00-27 8 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 1 B 13
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 3 C 4
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

21

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

28

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 151 0601

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
O WU WN©O©OW-N

Rank

273/1504
17171503
5371290
222/1453
469/1421
245/1365
13971485
119371504
91/1483

72/1425
502/1426
14571418
17571416
412/1199

1000/1312
1047/1303
996/1299
630/ 758

Graduate

Course

Mean

AADMAMAMDMIADD
BNOWONWWW

ONOINO®OO-N

3.90
4.11
4.04
3.41

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

Non-major

responses to be significant

992

AADMMDAMDMIADDS
O WOoUTW~N©Oo0-N
ROWNORNE A

3.53
3.76
3.90
3.33

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY (Instr. A) Spring 2005
Enrollment: 58
Questionnaires: 32 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 0O 0 O 1 6 24
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O o0 O 6 25
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0O o0 o0 O 1 30
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 10 O 1 0o 3 17
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 3 6 0 O 5 5 13
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 3 8 O 1 1 4 15
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 3 0 0O O 0 5 24
8. How many times was class cancelled 3 0 O O o0 18 11
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 0 O 0 3 23
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O 0 O 1 30
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 O 0O O 0O 3 28
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 o O O 0 4 27
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 O 0 o0 1 2 28
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 17 0 1 1 4 8
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 2 4 7 10 7
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 2 1 8 9 9
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 1 2 8 7 12
4_ Were special techniques successful 2 15 1 2 6 3 3
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 11 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors O
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 1 B 11
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 7 c 4 General 0]
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 7 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0] Electives 1
P 0]
1 0] Other 29
? 2



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

MATH 151 0601
CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY I
TIGHE, BONNY  (Instr. B)
58

32

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

993
2005

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

NN WN

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O O 1 6
0O O O O 6
0O 0O o o0 1
10 0 1 0 3
6 0 O 5 5
8 0 1 1 4
0O 0O O 0 5
0O O O O 18
o O o o0 2
0O O o o0 1
0O 0 o o0 1
0O O o o0 1
0O 0 o 1 o
2 0 1 0 oO
0O 2 4 7 10
0o 2 1 8 9
o 1 2 8 7
15 1 2 6 3
Reasons

PWwww

=
WN O

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
WU WN©O©O-N

O W~NOUORFRPNPFP D

3.53
3.76
3.90
3.33

273/1504
17171503
5371290
222/1453
469/1421
245/1365
13971485
119371504
11971483

*xxX)1425
*Hrxx)1426
*xx*/1418
*Hrxx[1416
*xx*/1199

1000/1312
1047/1303
996/1299
630/ 758

AADMAMAMDMIADD
BNOWONWWW

ONOINO®OO-N

3.90
4.11
4.04
3.41

4.13
4.16
4.19
4.11
3.91
3.96
4.13
4.66
3.97

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

AADMMDAMDMIADDS
O WOoUTW~N©Oo0-N
ROWNORNE A

3.53
3.76
3.90
3.33

00-27 11 0.00-0.99 0 A 12
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 1 B 11
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 7 C 4
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 2

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

29

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

ad

32

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

MATH 151 0701

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: WILSON, MARY C
EnrolIment: 34

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

994
2005

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

POOOFROOOO

WR R R R

NADNN

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

N~ 00 U1

AWM DIMD
QQONNOWWDD
Oh~hOINOOWO DN

3.79
4_36
4.17
3.50

654/1504
602/1503
671/1290
680/1453
88771421
558/1365
76171485
460/1504
33871483

57271425
738/1426
772/1418
525/1416
*xx*/1199

887/1312
71971303
855/1299
580/ 758

ArDDMDMDMDIMDMDID
APNOWONWWW
ONOINO®OO-N

3.90
4.11
4.04
3.41

4.13
4.16
4.19
4.11
3.91
3.96
4.13
4.66
3.97

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~

AADMDMWOWDAIADDS
QQONNOWWDDD
OP~hOINOOWODDN

4.33
4.60

*x*kx

3.79
4_36
4.17
3.50

00-27 5 0.00-0.99 1 A 7
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 6
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

15

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

16

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

MATH 152 0101

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY
Instructor: ROSTAMIAN, ROUB
EnrolIment: 81

Questionnaires: 50

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 995
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

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

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

OO0OOFrR,RONOOO

N Y

49
49
49
49
49

49
49
49
49

49

[eNeoNoNoNe] NFENOPR [N eoNeoNe) WPFr OoOOoOOo

[cNeoNoNoNe

Frequencies
1 2 3
2 3 11
4 1 12
2 4 9
2 2 5
3 4 11
0O 4 3
O 1 8
0O 0O O
2 3 11
1 2 7
o 1 3
2 7 8
3 5 7
8 4 14
26 6 7
16 8 14
15 5 17
2 1 2
1 0 1
1 0 2
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O o0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1

21
19
21
10
15

21

20

19
16
13

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] Wk F

[cNeoNoNoNe

[eNeoNoNoNe] (el NeoloNe] OFRr NP

[cNeoNoNoNe

OO N~NB_NNOO

WhrDPDWWWWWW
DOWO SO0 N®

4.10
4.61
3.69
3.81
3.15

1.66
2.15
2.27
2.00

3.00

124471504
120271503
1054/1290
127671453
1150/1421
106571365

682/1485

197/1504
119771483

1129/1425
103671426
1189/1418
1140/1416
1030/1199

130271312
1269/1303
126271299

****/

233
244
227
225
207

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

****/

****/

40

ArDADMDORMDMDIDD
WOATOINOOWOO O W

WNNOOR 0w

w
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ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
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*hkXx
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4.61
4.35
4.34
4._44
4.17

*xkXx EE
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*xkXx EE
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E E *x*kx

3.63
4.11
4.60
4.00
5.00
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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

49
49

49

[cNeoNoNe)

[eNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe)

P RRR

[eNeoNoNe)
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Course-Section: MATH 152 0101 University of Maryland Page 995

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: ROSTAMIAN, ROUB Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 81

Questionnaires: 50 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 19 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 15
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 7 C 15 General 0 Under-grad 50 Non-major 50
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 8 D 4
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 11 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 39
? 2



Course-Section: MATH 152 0201

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY
EnrolIment: 72

Questionnaires: 51

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

WFRFPNFRPOFL,POO

NOOOO

~NoOo~NO

50
50
50
50

50
50
50
50

50

[eNeoNoNoNe] ROOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

o 2 2 13
0O 1 0 12
O O 3 4
1 o0 1 9
1 1 6 6
o 1 4 9
0O 0O 1 8
0O O o0 4
o 1 3 8
0O 2 3 16
O 0 2 8
0O 3 4 10
2 0 2 6
1 1 0 2
5 5 9 12
1 3 5 9
4 1 9 11
0O 1 4 8
0O O o0 ©O
0O O o0 ©O
0O O o0 ©O
0O O o0 o©
0O 0O 1 ©O
0O O o0 ©O
0O O 0o ©O
0O 0O o0 o©O
0O O o0 ©O
O 1 0 ©O
0O O 0o ©O
0O 0O o0 ©O
0O O o0 ©O
O 0O o0 ©O
0O O o0 oO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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34
41
14

14
26
17

RPRrRRR RPNNNN

RPRRRR

Instructor

Mean

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
DOOWNOOONO

ONOWOUIO K Ul

Rank

495/1504
268/1503
20171290
396/1453
540/1421
493/1365
150/1485
525/1504
226/1483

84271425
80871426
617/1418
472/1416
27171199

99371312
78371303
101771299

323/

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

****/

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

****/

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

****/

****/

758

233
244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40

Page 996
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.37 4.19 4.27 4.13 4.55
4.53 4.23 4.20 4.16 4.71
4.55 4.37 4.28 4.19 4.80
4.31 4.19 4.21 4.11 4.55
3.88 3.88 4.00 3.91 4.26
4.25 4.13 4.08 3.96 4.33
4.52 4.32 4.16 4.13 4.80
4.57 4.85 4.69 4.66 4.92
4.33 4.05 4.06 3.97 4.65

*hkXx *hkXx 4 _ 09 3 _ 90 EE

*rxxE 3.89 4.09 4.07 FFF*
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*kk*k *kkk 4 B 23 4 B 01 *x*k*x

*xkXx *hkXx 4 _ 09 4 _ Ol *xkk

*xkk 4 56 4.61 4.64 *Erx
*xEk 4 63 4.35 4.43 xExx
*xkx 4 50 4.34 3.88 rrx
wxkx 4 44 444 451 wExE
*xkk 3,89 4.17 3.83 xwx

E E 4 _ 43 3 _ 63 *x*kx
Rk = *xkk 4 . 23 4 . 11 EaE = =
E E 4 _ 65 4 _ 60 *x*kx

Rk = *xkk 4 . 29 4 . 00 *xkk

E E 4 _ 44 5 B OO *x*kx

Rk = Rk = 4 . 53 4 . 52 *xkx



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

50
50

50
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[eNeoNoNe)
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[eNeoNoNe)
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Course-Section: MATH 152 0201 University of Maryland Page 996

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 72

Questionnaires: 51 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 9 0.00-0.99 0 A 25 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 23 1.00-1.99 0 B 15
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 3 C 7 General 2 Under-grad 51 Non-major 51
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 27 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 46
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 152 0301

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY

Instructor:

KAPOOR, JAGMOHA

EnrolIment: 80

Questionnaires: 45

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

37

Instructor

Mean

AADMPMWAPADD
AR OO DONO

ORrRPRPRRLRIANO®R

3.14
3.32
3.32
3.17

Rank

535/1504
200/1503
18771290
532/1453
935/1421
420/1365
444/1485
137671504
397/1483

20971425
102271426
23371418
20971416
919/1199

112471312
1157/1303
115771299

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

ArDADMDORMDMDIDD
WOATOINOOWOO O W

WNNOOR 0w

45

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
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Job

Page
JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

Non-major

responses to be significant

997

AADMNPMWAADD
AR UIDMODOONOG
ORPRPRRLRANO®ER

3.14
3.32
3.32

*x*kx

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 2 18
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 2 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 1 6
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 20 O 2 1 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 18 2 2 6 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 23 0O o 1 11
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O o0 1 4 11
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O O 1 38
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 8 0 O 0 2 16
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O O O 0 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0 o0 2 2 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0O 0 O 2 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 O 0 o0 1 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 22 4 0 5 7
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 O 7 3 11 10
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 0O 5 5 11 7
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 0 7 2 12 6
4_ Were special techniques successful 7 32 1 1 2 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 13 0.00-0.99 0 A 18 Required for Majors
28-55 18 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 8 c 8 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 8 D 4
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 13 F 0] Electives
P 1
1 0] Other
? 2



Course-Section: MATH 152 0401 University of Maryland

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY Baltimore County
Instructor: KAPOOR, JAGMOHA Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 78

Questionnaires: 25

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

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

=
~NoOOoOR~ARWRAROWO

WOOOOOOOOo
OCOO0OFrPOVWWOWOOOo
[cNeoNoNol NoNoNoNe]
OONOPFrRPOOOO
PORPPFPWOOON

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

RPOOOO
RPOOOO
WoOoOoOoo
NOORFrO
PNONO
R OINNDN

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

IS N
©OoOO0O
(RS NN
oONN P
oO~NOoO W
o wN N

Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 23
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 24
4_ Did the lab instructor provide assistance 24

QO
oOr o
[cNeoNe]
[eNeoNe]
OQOoOpr

Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 24 0 0 O o0 o
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 24 0 0 0 0 0

Frequency Distribution

17
22
19
12
16

14

23

23
18

P w~A

= OO

20

AADMPMDADMIADD
AaNDUTONNOD

416/1504
119/1503
240/1290
194/1453
745/1421
245/1365
536/1485
125571504
266/1483

143/1425
995/1426
10171418
472/1416
970/1199

114971312
1162/1303
1220/1299

*xxx/ 233
ok f 244

Graduate
Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough
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*hkXx
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.13 4.60
4.20 4.16 4.88
4.28 4.19 4.76
4.21 4.11 4.75
4.00 3.91 4.00
4.08 3.96 4.57
4.16 4.13 4.44
4.69 4.66 4.28
4.06 3.97 4.59
4.41 4.36 4.92
4.69 4.56 4.64
4.25 4.20 4.92
4.26 4.21 4.64
3.97 3.82 3.38
4.00 3.69 3.00
4.24 3.93 3.29
4.25 3.94 2.85
4.01 3.80 ****
4.09 3.90 F**F*
4.09 4.07 ****
4.23 4.01 F***
4.61 4.64 F*x**
4.35 4.43 FF*x*

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 25

responses to be significant

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 11 Required for Majors
28-55 8 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 2 C 2 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 5 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives

P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



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

MATH 152H 0101
CALC/ANALY GEOM 11-HON
ZWECK, JOHN

11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor
Mean Rank

Course

Mean

UMBC Level

Mean

Page 999

JUN 14, 2005
Job

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

[cNeoNoNoNe]

=

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 5
0O O O o0 4
o o0 o 1 3
0O O O 1 5
5 0 1 1 1
3 0 0 1 3
o o0 o 1 3
0O 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O 0 5
O O o o0 2
0O 0 o o0 1
0O 0O O 1 4
0O 0O O o0 4
8 0 O O0 1
o o0 1 3 2
0O O O o0 3
o o0 o 2 3
4 1 0 2 1
Reasons

WOOINFP WO O b

oOulh oo~

SOwWUIN

4.44
4.56

639/1504
437/1503
4.44 588/1290
4.22 810/1453
3.50 111371421
4.17 672/1365
4.44 536/1485
5.00 171504
4.38 493/1483

38471425
549/1426
772/1418
574/1416
*xx*/1199

966/1312
48871303
88371299
722/ 758

4.44
4.56
4.44
4.22
3.50
4.17
4.44
5.00
4.38

4.78
4.89
4.33
4.56

E

3.63
4.63
4.13
2.75

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.13
4.16 4.56
4.19 4.44
4.11 4.22
3.91
3.96
4.13
4.66 5.00
3.97 4.38

00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 7
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Non-major 9

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 152M 0101

University of Maryland

GOoOhr~WWoOOOOU

PO h~OO

PRARON

Instructor

Mean

aabrhbbhboooob
QO WNUNOOO M

QOWUIOOOOW

Rank

18371504
171503
1/1290
1/1453

320/1421

139/1365

670/1485
171504
1/1483

28571425
171426
37871418
171416
*xx*/1199

101171312

1/1303
570/1299
630/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
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Page 1000
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

aabrhbbhboooopb
QO WNUOOO M

QO WUIOOOOW

w

o]

[¢9)
AADMAMDAMDMIADDS
OCOFRPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

w

©

'_\
agoaobhbboaoob
QO WNUOOOm
QO WUIOOOOoOW

4.83 4.45 4.41 4.36 4.83
5.00 4.72 4.69 4.56 5.00
4.67 4.13 4.25 4.20 4.67
5.00 4.18 4.26 4.21 5.00
FrRAX 3.63 3.97 3.82 Ar**

ad 6 Non-major 4

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title Baltimore County
Instructor: ZWECK, JOHN Spring 2005
Enrollment: 7
Questionnaires: 6 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O O o o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o o o o o
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o o o o o o
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o o o o o o
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O 2 0 0 1 o
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 0O 0 O 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O o o 2 o
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 O 0 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o 0o O o o o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O O o0 o 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0o O o o o
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 5 0 0 0 o0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned O 0 O 2 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate o o o o o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion O 0O o0 o 1 1
4_ Were special techniques successful 0 3 1 0O O 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 0] General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0] Electives
P 0]
1 0] Other
? 0]



Course-Section: MATH 155 0101

Title ELEMENTARY CALCULUS

Instructor:

SONG, YOON J

EnrolIment: 65

Questionnaires: 34

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

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2005

11

OINNNDN

26

26
28
28

29

30
30

31
31
31
31

31

FPFRPPFPPPE WNO1O O () NeoNeoNe)

PN OO

Frequencies

0O 4 6 12
o 2 4 9
1 2 2 6
0O 0O 4 5
4 1 3 5
2 1 2 3
0 1 2 4
0O O O &6
0 1 2 12
0o 2 1 1
O 0 3 4
1 0 3 11
1 2 2 4
2 0 1 3
5 0 5 2
1 4 4 2
1 2 6 2
1 0 0 ©O
1 0 0 ©O
2 0 1 0
0O O 1 O
0O O 1 0
0O O 1 O
0O 0 ©O 1
0O O 0o ©O
0O 0O o0 o©O
0O ©O 1 O
0O ©O 1 0
1 0 O 1
1 0 0 ©O
0O o0 O 1
0O 0 ©O 1
1 O 1 O

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean

ArDhDDOWRAMDIDW
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ANONDIMOOND

Rank

115371504
765/1503
651/1290
752/1453

103671421

109771365
280/1485
795/1504
762/1483

492/1425
940/1426
763/1418
714/1416
84571199

102371312
104471303
103871299

****/

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

****/

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

****/

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

****/

****/

758

233
244
227
225
207

76
70
67
76
73

58
56
44
47
39

40

Course
Mean

4.14
4.38
4.45
4.33
3.99
4.07
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4.91
4.24
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Mean

4.13
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4.19
4.11
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3.96
4.13
4.66
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4.11
4.60
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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: MATH 155 0101 University of Maryland Page 1001

Title ELEMENTARY CALCULUS Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: SONG, YOON J Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 65

Questionnaires: 34 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 14 Required for Majors 4 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 7 C 8 General 0 Under-grad 34 Non-major 34
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 27
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 155 0201

Title ELEMENTARY CALCULUS

Instructor:

SONG, YOON J

EnrolIment: 85

Questionnaires: 35

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

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2005

(el —NeoNoNoNoNeoh Ne]
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31
31
31
31
31

31
31
31
31

31
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Frequencies

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

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

775/1504
587/1503
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631/1453
459/1421
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207
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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: MATH 155 0201 University of Maryland Page 1002

Title ELEMENTARY CALCULUS Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: SONG, YOON J Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 85

Questionnaires: 35 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0 A 18 Required for Majors 3 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 8 C 3 General 2 Under-grad 35 Non-major 35
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 9 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 1 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 25
? 3



Course-Section: MATH 215 0201 University of Maryland

Title FINITE MATH FOR INFO S Baltimore County
Instructor: LO, JAMES T Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 55

Questionnaires: 28

N
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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2.67
4.14
3.83
2.50

Rank

134371504
127571503
108171290
136171453
119371421
121571365
115871485

171504
132471483

1296/1425
125271426
1256/1418
125671416
1167/1199

Frxx)1312
86371303
F*Hrxx /1299
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Mean

4.08
4.23
4.31
3.92
3.93
4.18
4.14
4.88
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4.22
4.65
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3.86
3.48
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4.24

4.41
4.24

JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

EaE =

4.14

EaE = = o

*x*kx

EE

*x*k*x

*xkk

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 1 2 9 13
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 2 0O 8 14
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 2 6 12
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 10 2 3 3 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 3 2 2 8 11
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 9 2 3 3 8
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o 1 2 7 10
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 1 O o0 o0 O
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 1 1 3 10 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O O 1 3 8 11
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0O o0 2 3 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 1 4 7 11
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 1 3 3 3 13
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 17 4 0 5 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 22 0 2 0 2 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 21 0O O 1 0O 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 22 0O 0 O 2 3
4_ Were special techniques successful 21 5 1 0O O 1
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 27 O O O 1 O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 27 0 1 0 o0 o
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 27 0O 0 O 1 0
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 27 0 0O O 1 o

Frequency Distribution

25

Graduate
Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough

R E =

28

*kk*k

Non-major

responses to be significant

*x*k*x

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 3 C 8 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives

P 0
| 0 Other
? 3



Course-Section: MATH 215 8020

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean
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NGO U010,

NOOOO~N0WOmWwWw

Rank

396/1504
12571503
15271290
36371453
320/1421

171365
455/1485
891/1504
282/1483

22471425

171426
14571418
871/1416
177/1199

444/1312
24871303

171299
387/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.08 4.19
4.23 4.23
4.31 4.37
3.92 4.19
3.93 3.88
4.18 4.13
4.14 4.32
4.88 4.85
3.92 4.05
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4.22 4.45 4.41 4.40 4.88
4.65 4.72 4.69 4.71 5.00
4.18 4.13 4.25 4.22 4.88
3.86 4.18 4.26 4.24 4.25
3.48 3.63 3.97 3.95 4.67

ad 8 Non-major 8

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title FINITE MATH FOR INFO S Baltimore County
Instructor: ROY, ATUL Spring 2005
Enrollment: 15
Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 3 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O O o o 1 7
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 O 0O 0 3 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O O o o 1 2 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O 4 0 0O O O 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O O o 4 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O o0 2 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 O O 3 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o0 o 1 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O O o o 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O O o0 o 1 7
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O o0 1 0O o0 2 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 1 0O O 1 0O 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 O 0 O 1 2 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 O O 0 O 1 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 O O O o o 6
4_ Were special techniques successful 1 2 0O o 2 1 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0] General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0] Electives
P 0]
1 0] Other
? 0]



Course-Section:

MATH 221 0101

Title INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR
Instructor: PITTENGER, ARTH
EnrolIment: 59

Questionnaires: 40

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1005
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

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
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

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 3 5
1 2 6
2 4 3
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5 2 6
5 4 0
6 3 4
o 1 1
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1 1 O
1 0 O
0O 1 ©
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119571303
124771299
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Course-Section: MATH 221 0201

Title INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR
Instructor: ARLINGHAUS, FRA
EnrolIment: 63

Questionnaires: 38

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

14
16
21
11
10

23
37

20

14
13
1

R RO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

29

Instructor

Mean
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4.19
4.11
2.57

Rank

902/1504
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

3.98 4.19
3.92 4.23
4.15 4.37
4.02 4.19
4.14 3.88
3.95 4.13
4.17 4.32
4.91 4.85
3.58 4.05
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3.82 4.13 4.25 4.22 4.19
3.75 4.18 4.26 4.24 4.11
2.89 3.63 3.97 3.95 Fr**

2.71 3.65 4.00 3.98 ****
3.11 3.95 4.24 4.23 F*F**
2.80 3.88 4.25 4.21 ****

Under-grad 38 Non-major 35

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

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0O O 1 3 19
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 1 0o 3 17
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 0O O 1 4 10
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 19 1 1 0 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 115 0o 0 3 9
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 18 0 O o0 11
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 1 3 10
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 1 1 1 3 19
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0O O 1 1 14
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0O O O 0 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 1 0o 4 17
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 1 0 6 16
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 29 2 2 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 35 0 O 2 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 O 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 O 1 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 11 Required for Majors
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 4 C 9 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 4 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 14 F 1 Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 0]



Course-Section:

MATH 221 0301

Title INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR
Instructor: LYNN, YEN-MOW
EnrolIment: 49

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

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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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: MATH 221 0301 University of Maryland Page 1007

Title INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: LYNN, YEN-MOW Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 49

Questionnaires: 24 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 1 Graduate 0 Major 3
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 1 B 7
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 1 C 5 General 1 Under-grad 24 Non-major 21
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 9 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 3 ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

MATH 221 0401

INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR
NAYAKKANKUPPAM,

56

22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

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
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

WFRPOOOOOOO

N Y

20
20
20

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0o 1 1 7 8
0O O 3 5 9
0o 1 1 3 9
10 0 1 4 5
5 2 2 4 3
7 1 2 4 6
0O O 4 4 8
o o o o 7
o 3 1 6 8
o o o 2 7
0O o0 1 1 4
0O 2 3 5 5
o 3 2 2 5
14 2 2 2 1
0O o0 o0 1 1
0O O 1 o0 1
o o o 2 oO
Reasons

[cNeoNe)

WhWWWWHAhWW
PONDOOOONOD

ONWOWNO WO

1296/1504
122171503

937/1290
122971453
1101/1421
120171365
119471485

983/1504
135571483

81871425
107371426
1259/1418
118471416
1168/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

3.98
3.92 4.23
4.15 4.37
4.02 4.19
4.14
3.95
4.17
4.91 4.85
3.58 4.05

w
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¢4}
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
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00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 1 B 7
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 1 c 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

20

Graduate

Under-grad

22 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MATH 221H 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

4.67
4._44
4.13
4.50
4.43
4.33
4.33
4.11
4.38

Rank

357/1504
587/1503
880/1290
440/1453
392/1421
493/1365
670/1485
137671504
493/1483

20971425
549/1426
877/1418
896/1416

Course

Mean

4.67
4._44
4.13
4.50
4.43
4.33
4.33
4.11
4.38

4.89
4.89
4.22
4.22

E

Page
JUN 14,

1009
2005

Job 1RBR3029
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w
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Title INTRO LINEAR ALGEBRA Baltimore County
Instructor: NAYAKKANKUPPAM, Spring 2005
Enrollment: 17
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 3 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 5 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0O O 2 3 3
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 3 0O 0O 0 3 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 2 0 o0 1 2 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 3 0O o 1 2 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O O O O 1 4 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O o O o 8 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 1 3 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o0 o 1 8
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O o o 1 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O o0 O 2 3 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0O o0 o 2 3 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 7 0O 0 O 2 0

Frequency Distribution

*xx*/1199

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

9

Non-major

responses to be significant

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 0 c 1 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0] Electives

P 0]
1 0] Other
? 0]



Course-Section: MATH 225 0101 University of Maryland

Title INTRO DIFFERENTL EQUAT Baltimore County
Instructor: HOFFMAN, KATHLE Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 50

Questionnaires: 36

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

PO D
WO PA~NOIOOWO

NOWUuhhOWrAO®

4.80
4.40

Rank

482/1504
346/1503
18771290
36371453
976/1421
370/1365
329/1485

171504
555/1483

57271425
790/1426
64371418
485/1416
177/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303

Course
Mean

4.12
4.03
4.27
4.02
3.86
4.22
4.29
4.94
3.69

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

Job
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JUN 14, 2005
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EaE =

*xkx

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 2 12
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 11
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0O 0 O 6
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 17 0 1 1 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 12 2 1 6 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 14 0 O 1 9
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0o o o0 2 9
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 0 2 1 13
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O o0 O 1 10
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0O O O o0 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0O O 1 1 14
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0O o0 o 2 9
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 5 22 0O O 0 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 31 O 0O o0 o 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 31 0O 0 O 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 31 O 0O o0 o 2

Frequency Distribution

W wbh

27

F*Hrxx /1299

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

36

Non-major

responses to be significant

EaE = = o

22

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 19 Required for Majors
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 11 2.00-2.99 4 C 5 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 16 F 0 Electives

P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section:

MATH 225 0201

Title INTRO DIFFERENTL EQUAT
Instructor: POTRA, FLORIAN
EnrolIment: 54

Questionnaires: 27

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1011
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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
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

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

Frequency Distribution

OrRrFRPFRPOFRLOOO

WNNN P

18
18
18
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25
25

25
25

25
26
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= O

0

Frequencies
1 2 3
0O O &6
0O O &6
o o0 2
o 2 3
o 1 3
0o o0 2
o o0 2
0O 0O O
o 1 4
1 1 6
o o 2
2 2 5
1 1 5
1 0 1
o 2 1
o o0 2
1 0 2
1 0 O
2 0 o©O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0O oO
2 0 o©O
1 0 O
1 0 O
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=
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14
19
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19
26

10
18

11

N 01 01O
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PO DID
QO WOOOWN
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4.11
4.33
4.00
3.67

889/1504
805/1503
38971290
974/1453
419/1421
407/1365
30071485

171504
827/1483

1188/1425
995/1426
1159/1418
101571416
63671199

682/1312
737/1303
922/1299

*xxf 244

4.12
4.03 4.23
4.27 4.37
4.02 4.19
3.86
4.22
4.29
4.94 4.85
3.69 4.05
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OO WOOWN
GQOUIRPOOOWOO

3.96
4.64
3.76
4.04
4.00

4.11
4.33
4.00

E

4.11
4.33
4.00

*x*kx

*hkXx EE

3.89

*kk*k *kk*k *x*k*x

*xkXx *xkk

4.56
4.63

*kk*k *x*k*x

*xkXx *hkXx EE

*kk*k *Kkk*k *x*kx

*kkk E *xkx

4.44

e Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 10
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 13
56-83 9 2.00-2.99 5 c 2
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 7 D 0]

Required for Majors

General

Graduate

Under-gr

ad 27



Electives 1 #H### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant

Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4

Other 23
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Course-Section:

MATH 225 0301

Title INTRO DIFFERENTL EQUAT
Instructor: KOROSTYSHEVSKI1Y
EnrolIment: 51

Questionnaires: 35

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1012
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

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

[(ecNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

PNNNDN

34
34
34
34
34

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 1 4 10 15
0O 3 4 14 13
O 2 3 16 9
18 0 3 5 8
17 0 3 7 5
20 1 0 5 4
0O 2 4 10 9
1 0 0O O0 &6
0O 4 6 15 5
0O 1 4 18 6
o o 2 3 17
0O 6 6 16 5
1 8 6 10 6
24 7 1 2 0
o 1 o 2 1
o 1 0 2 ©O
0o 1 1 0 1
2 0 0 1 o
0O 0O O0O 1 o
0O O O 1 o
0O 0O o 1 o
O O O 1 o
0O 0O O0O 1 o
Reasons
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3.54
3.14
3.34
3.41
3.44
3.80
3.60
4.82
2.70

3.24
4.12
2.61
2.63
1.50

1340/1504
140071503
119171290
132771453
1150/1421

967/1365
1246/1485

795/1504
143271483

1348/1425
130471426
1388/1418
136671416
1190/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

wxwxf 244
*xxxf 227
*xkxf 225

4.12
4.03 4.23
4.27 4.37
4.02 4.19
3.86
4.22
4.29
4.94 4.85
3.69 4.05

w

e}

¢4}
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4.11
4.33
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E
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3.89

*hkXx
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*hkXx EE

*kk*k *kkk *x*k*x

*xkXx *hkXx *xkk

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 9
28-55 12 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 11 2.00-2.99 4 C 8
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 12 F 0

P 0
| 0
? 3

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

32

Graduate

Under-grad

35 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MATH 251 0101

Title MULTIVARIABLE CALCULUS
Instructor: SONG, YOON J
EnrolIment: 38

Questionnaires: 26

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1013
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.

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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18
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11
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11
19
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17
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3.63
3.50
4.13
5.00

66971504
324/1503
31171290
270/1453
38371421
346/1365
190/1485
263/1504
433/1483

40271425
738/1426
55271418
701/1416
*xx*/1199

966/1312
112171303
88371299

4.38 4.19
4.45 4.23
4.40 4.37
4.20 4.19
4.15 3.88
4.22 4.13
4.56 4.32
4.94 4.85
4.12 4.05
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4.27 4.13 4.25 4.22 4.52
4.22 4.18 4.26 4.24 4.44
3.00 3.63 3.97 3.95 F***

3.63 3.65 4.00 3.98 3.63
3.50 3.95 4.24 4.23 3.50
4.13 3.88 4.25 4.21 4.13
FxRAX 3.68 4.01 3.89 Fr**
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Graduate

Under-grad 26 Non-major 21

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



Course-Section: MATH 251 0201 University of Maryland

Title MULTIVARIABLE CALCULUS Baltimore County
Instructor: SONG, YOON J Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 58

Questionnaires: 43

PObhw

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

AADMPMDADMIADD
JONWNDNNN

O©oOO~NO~NO~NNDN

1.00

1.00

Rank

295/1504
248/1503
240/1290
486/1453
540/1421
451/1365
190/1485
197/1504
266/1483

25571425
895/1426
30371418
420/1416
*xx*/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

*xxf 244

Course
Mean

4.38
4.45
4.40
4.20
4.15
4.22
4.56
4.94
4.12

3.63
3.50
4.13

E

*hkXx

*kk*k

3.89

*kkk

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O o0 12
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 10
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 2 6
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 20 O 1 2 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 17 o0 1 4 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 19 0O o 5 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O o0 1 1 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O o0 O 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 O 0 1 13
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O 0 O 1 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0O 0 o0 2 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0O 0 O 1 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 1 0O 0O 4 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 29 0O 0 3 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 35 0 1 0 1 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 34 0 0 O 2 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 34 0 0 O 2 2
4_ Were special techniques successful 34 6 0O o 1 1
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 42 0 1 O O O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 42 0 1 0 0 o©
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 42 0 1 0O 0 O

Frequency Distribution

37

1.00

Graduate
Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough

*xkXx

43

*hkk
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.26 4.72
4.20 4.18 4.72
4.28 4.27 4.77
4.21 4.20 4.48
4.00 3.90 4.27
4.08 4.00 4.38
4.16 4.15 4.77
4.69 4.68 4.98
4.06 4.02 4.59
4.41 4.40 4.86
4.69 4.71 4.71
4.25 4.22 4.72
4.26 4.24 4.68
3.97 3.95 F***
4.00 3.98 F***
4.24 4.23 FF*x*
4.25 4.21 FF*x*
4.01 3.89 ****
4.09 4.24 F***
4.43 4.41 F*F*F*
4.53 4.44 FF*F*

Majors

Major 5
Non-major 38

responses to be significant

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 17 Required for Majors
28-55 11 1.00-1.99 0 B 19
56-83 9 2.00-2.99 7 C 6 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 14 F 0 Electives

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 37

MATH 251 0301
MULTIVARIABLE CALCULUS
MUSCEDERE, MICH

58

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1015
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Course
Mean

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

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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AP wWERR
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35
35
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36
36
36
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3 1 7 7
2 3 5 10
5 2 6 7
3 3 5 3
1 4 7 4
3 0 3 7
1 4 5 5
0O O o0 4
3 1 15 5
2 1 7 10
1 0 0 5
2 4 13 3
4 3 7 12
5 5 8 5
1 1 4 1
1 1 3 1
o o0 4 2
0O O O o
0 0 0 o©
0O 0 o0 oO
0 0 0 oO
0O 0O o0 oO
0 0 0 o©
0O 0O o0 oO
0 0 0 o©
0O 0O o0 o
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0O O O oO
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0O 0O O oO
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107771503
107871290
130771453
971/1421
967/1365
902/1485
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130271483

115771425

825/1426
1237/1418
123571416
1050/1199
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227
225
207

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

****/
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****/

****/
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4.45 4.23
4.40 4.37
4.20 4.19
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4.12 4.05
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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

36
36

36
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Course-Section: MATH 251 0301 University of Maryland Page 1015

Title MULTIVARIABLE CALCULUS Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: MUSCEDERE, MICH Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 58

Questionnaires: 37 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 10 Required for Majors O Graduate 1 Major 2
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 9 2.00-2.99 2 C 9 General 2 Under-grad 36 Non-major 35
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 28
? 0



Course-Section:

MATH 301 0101

Title INTRO MATH ANALYSIS 1
Instructor: PITTENGER, ARTH
EnrolIment: 31

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Ju
Jo

Page 1016
N 14, 2005
b IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

NFPOOOOOOO

NP R R R

11
11
11
11

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

=
NFRPOONMOOON

N AWSNENEN

OOrPF

Wabrbhbwhhbhbh
NOONNOOO M

OQOOO0OWOWON

684/1504
105271503
90271290
100171453
122871421
645/1365
990/1485
171504
115371483

736/1425
109671426
1289/1418
123571416
*xx*/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

4.51
4.23
4.37
4.23
3.35
4.19
4.23
4.98
4.16

4.75
4.75
4_00
4.14

E

3.33
4.14
4.20

E

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN
OCANORFR,R WE NN

WOahbr,whbhhdbhph
NOONNOOO D
OQOOOQOWOWON

4.55
4.55
3.36
3.55

*x*kx

EaE =
*xkx
EaE = = o

*x*kx

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

P 0
1 0
? 2

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate

Under-gr

ad

12

Non-m

ajor

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



Course-Section: MATH 301 0201 University of Maryland

Title INTRO MATH ANALYSIS 1| Baltimore County
Instructor: GOWDA, MUDDAPPA Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 36

Questionnaires: 20

SCwhnN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

17

Instructor

Mean

4.60
4.45
4.65
4.46
3.42
4.18
4.45
4.95
4.61

3.33
4.14
4.20
3.00

5.00

Rank

416/1504
587/1503
356/1290
501/1453
116871421
654/1365
536/1485
394/1504
250/1483

10771425
301/1426
414/1418
352/1416
*xx*/1199

1070/1312
86371303
834/1299

Graduate

Course

Mean

4.51
4.23
4.37
4.23
3.35
4.19
4.23
4.98
4.16

4.75
4.75
4_00
4.14

E

3.33
4.14
4.20

E

*hkXx

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

*hkXx

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.29

Non

Page 1017

JUN 14,

2005

Job 1RBR3029

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OCOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN

4.14

Majors

-major

responses to be significant

EE

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 2 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 2 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 2 3
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 7 0O 0 O 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 8 2 1 2 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 9 0O o 2 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O o0 1 1 6
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O o0 o 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 O 1 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O 0 O 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 O O o0 o 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0O O 1 0 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 O 0 o0 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 14 0 O 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 14 O 1 0o 3 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0O o0 0 3 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 15 0 0 0 2 0
4_ Were special techniques successful 14 5 0 O 1 0
Field Work
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 19 O O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 1 B 11
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 1 C 6 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 5 F 0] Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 302 0101

Title INTRO MATH ANALYSIS 11
Instructor: ZWECK, JOHN
EnrolIment: 30

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1018
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

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

OrRPrPFPOOFROOO

NP R R R

17
16
17
17

OCOOhWNOOO
OQONNNOOOO
PORPPFPONOOR
NONNWARLEN
OrRrhooOoONOGN

=

NP OOO
el NeoNeoNe
[cNeoNoNoNe
P ONOO
RPROWW

NOOO
cNeoNoNe)
cNeoNoNe)
cNeoNoNe)
oOoOPr o

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

V=T TOO
WOORFrOoOUuIo U

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NADD

17

ArDRADDOWOWWRADIDD
P OONNN0OO W

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
788/1504 4.33 4.19 4.27 4.27 4.33
312/1503 4.67 4.23 4.20 4.22 4.67
20171290 4.81 4.37 4.28 4.31 4.81

118171453 3.78 4.19 4.21 4.23 3.78
957/1421 3.78 3.88 4.00 4.01 3.78
996/1365 3.76 4.13 4.08 4.08 3.76
964/1485 4.05 4.32 4.16 4.17 4.05
394/1504 4.95 4.85 4.69 4.65 4.95
700/1483 4.19 4.05 4.06 4.08 4.19

25571425 4.85 4.45 4.41 4.43 4.85
620/1426 4.85 4.72 4.69 4.71 4.85
578/1418 4.50 4.13 4.25 4.26 4.50
352/1416 4.74 4.18 4.26 4.27 4.74
230/1199 4.57 3.63 3.97 4.02 4.57

FrAK[1312 F*** 3,65 4.00 4.09 AR+
*xxX/1303 *F*FR* 3,95 4.24 4.27 KFR*
FhAK[1299 FR** 3.88 4.25 4.30 KF*F*
*xxx/ 758 F*F*F* 3.68 4.01 4.00 FF*r*

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 18
Under-grad 18 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: MATH 306 0101

Title GEOMETRY
Instructor: HORTA, ARNALDO
EnrolIment: 32

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1019
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

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

WOOOOOOOOo

RPRRERN

19
19
19
19

=
OCO~NWOUIO ~ O

OQOO~NUITOOOO
[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]
OCOOFrRFrPROFrPOO
AONWOWER MW

NOOoOoOo
[cNoNoNoNe]
RPORFR,OO
CUIR R
RO~ A ©

~AOOO
cNoNeoNe)
RPN R
cNeoNeN
ORNBE

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N= T TITOO
[eNeoNeoNeoNaNe, Ne)e]

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

ONDNN

18

AWM DIMD
P OONOWO AW

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
737/1504 4.38 4.19 4.27 4.27 4.38
495/1503 4.50 4.23 4.20 4.22 4.50
46971290 4.54 4.37 4.28 4.31 4.54
61871453 4.39 4.19 4.21 4.23 4.39
871/1421 3.89 3.88 4.00 4.01 3.89
536/1365 4.29 4.13 4.08 4.08 4.29
412/1485 4.54 4.32 4.16 4.17 4.54

1041/1504 4.58 4.85 4.69 4.65 4.58
700/1483 4.19 4.05 4.06 4.08 4.19

784/1425 4.50 4.45 4.41 4.43 4.50
860/1426 4.74 4.72 4.69 4.71 4.74
617/1418 4.48 4.13 4.25 4.26 4.48
799/1416 4.35 4.18 4.26 4.27 4.35
429/1199 4.33 3.63 3.97 4.02 4.33

FrAK[1312 F*** 3,65 4.00 4.09 AR+
*xxX/1303 *F*FR* 3,95 4.24 4.27 KFR*
FhAK[1299 FR** 3.88 4.25 4.30 KF*F*
*xxx/ 758 F*F*F* 3.68 4.01 4.00 FF*r*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 17
Under-grad 24 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: MATH 341 0101 University of Maryland

Title COMPUTATIONAL METHODS Baltimore County
Instructor: MINKOFF, SUSAN Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 23

Questionnaires: 15

=
AUOINNWENOTIOO

O~NO R N

OoON P

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.07 1065/1504 4.07
4.07 100871503 4.07
4.27 T775/1290 4.27
3.92 109371453 3.92
3.46 1137/1421 3.46
4.36 472/1365 4.36
4.33 670/1485 4.33
5.00 1/1504 5.00
3.71 114771483 3.71
4.27 102971425 4.27
4.67 967/1426 4.67
3.93 107271418 3.93
4.20 921/1416 4.20
1.70 118871199 1.70

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

Job

Page 1020

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OCOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN

Non-major

responses to be significant

JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

WOahhrwWwwhbh
NOWWwWhoONOO
POWOONNNSN

4.27
4.67
3.93
4.20
1.70

EaE =
*xkx

EaE = = o

4

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O 0 O 2 3 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0O o 2 0 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o o O o0 3 5
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 3 0O o0 2 9
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0o 2 1 3 1 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0O o 2 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O O 2 =6
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 1 2 1 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O 0 O 1 1 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0O o0 o 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O O 1 1 2 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0O O o0 4 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 5 5 3 2 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 12 0 1 0O o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 O O 0 O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 12 0O o0 1 1 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 5 C 5 General
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 4 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0] Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section:

MATH 404U 0101

Title

Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 9

LYNN, YEN-MOW
16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Ju
Jo

Page 1021
N 14, 2005
b 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

[cNeoNoNol NoNoNoNe]

ORRRO

ENENENEN!

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

QOWOoOPFrWEFRLMONDN

ONNO D

cNeoNoNe)

3.44
3.44
4.11
3.50
3.43
3.50
4.33
5.00
3.11

1376/1504
133171503
887/1290
128271453
116271421
115371365
670/1485
171504
1367/1483

1057/1425
102271426
1307/1418
129571416
*xx*/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

3.44
3.44
4.11
3.50
3.43
3.50
4.33
5.00
3.11

4.22
4.63
3.25
3.25

E

Rk =
E
Rk =

E

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

ad

6

Non-m

ajor 0

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



Course-Section:

MATH 407 0101

Title MODERN ALGEBRA & NO.TH
Instructor: ARMSTRONG, THOM
EnrolIment: 15

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1022
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

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

PRPORPRFRLROOOO

NP R R R

11
11
11
11
11

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

=
NFRPOMADMOOOOUTIO

NWWwo~N

RPORrROR

4.58
4.08
4.00
4.45
4.14
4.38
4.00
5.00
3.55

442/1504
100271503
937/1290
517/1453
642/1421
451/1365
990/1485
171504
121871483

736/1425
502/1426
1177/1418
123571416
63671199

4.58
4.08 4.23
4.00 4.37
4.45 4.19
4.14
4.38
4.00
5.00 4.85
3.55 4.05

w

e}

¢4}
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

OOOO0WORFr0WWOoON
N
o
N

Rk =

3.78
3.56
4.16
3.81
3.69

E

Rk =

E

Rk =

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

HiH# - M
response

ad 12 Non-major 2
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 408 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

PO DID
WONOOIMNGOIOIO©

NO~NNOWOOWN

3.75

Rank

118/1504
403/1503
507/1290
215/1453
410/1421
11171365
738/1485

171504
11571483

28571425

171426
526/1418
446/1416
129/1199

109371312
1047/1303
354/1299

Graduate
Under-gr

HiH# - M
response

Page 1023
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

PO DIMDIMDID
WONOOIMNOIOO

NONNOWOOWLWN

w

e}

¢4}
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

OOOO0WORFr0WWOoON

N

o

N
rOMADMDMDMDMDMDN
COCONOANANOIO1O
NONNOWOOOWN

ad 11 Non-major 3

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title INTRO ABSTRACT ALGEBR Baltimore County
Instructor: TOLL, CHARLES Spring 2005
Enrollment: 13
Questionnaires: 12 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O O o o 1 11
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 3 8
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 1 4 7
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 O 0O 0 3 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 2 0 O 0O 6 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0O 0 O 2 9
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 1 0o o0 2 4 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O o o0 12
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 O 0 2 9
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o0 o 2 10
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O O O o0 12
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0O 0 O 1 3 7
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0O o0 o 1 2 9
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0O 8 0O 0 O 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 O 1 2 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 0 0 O 2 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 8 0O 0O O oO 1 3
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 3 D 0]
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 4 F 0] Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

MATH 411 0101
LINEAR ALGEBRA
DILLON, JOHN F

EnrolIment: 13

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

Frequency Distribution

[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[cNeoNoNoNe]

7
7
7

OQOOWOWOOoOOo

[ NeNeoNeoNe]

0
0
0

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

Reasons

WORDMIAWWEN

OWrRrEN

[eNeR

GQONNWWOOoO O,

[@N& e e LN

NEFO

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

P 0
| 0
? 1

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 788/1504 4.33 4.19 4.27 4.33 4.33
4.44 587/1503 4.44 4.23 4.20 4.18 4.44
4.44 588/1290 4.44 4.37 4.28 4.32 4.44
4.50 440/1453 4.50 4.19 4.21 4.22 4.50
4.22 571/1421 4.22 3.88 4.00 4.02 4.22
4.33 493/1365 4.33 4.13 4.08 4.09 4.33
4.67 290/1485 4.67 4.32 4.16 4.14 4.67
5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.85 4.69 4.73 5.00
4.44 409/1483 4.44 4.05 4.06 4.11 4.44
4.78 38471425 4.78 4.45 4.41 4.38 4.78
4.89 549/1426 4.89 4.72 4.69 4.72 4.89
4.11 97271418 4.11 4.13 4.25 4.25 4.11
4.33 806/1416 4.33 4.18 4.26 4.26 4.33
3.00 ****/1199 **** 3.63 3.97 4.05 ****
3.50 ****/1312 **** 3.65 4.00 4.07 ****
4.00 ****/1303 **** 3.95 4.24 4.34 F***
5.00 ****/1299 **** 3.88 4.25 4.38 ****
Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 7
Under-grad 8 Non-major 2

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



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

MATH 413 0101
NUMBER THEORY

CAMPBELL, ROBER
12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Ju
Jo
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

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
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

POOOOOOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe]

0 00 0

OQOOFrPWOOOOo

NOOOoOOo

0
0
0

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

APONRFPWHANRFLPW

PN OO Ol

[cNeoNe)

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

WOohR~AOoOr~,OODO U

RPUOROR

[cNeoNe)

4.33
4._44
4.44
4.33
2.83
4.13
4.56
5.00
4.25

78871504
587/1503
588/1290
680/1453
135371421
708/1365
402/1485
171504
63571483

129971425
171426
1154/1418
806/1416
*xx*/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

4.33
4._44
4.44
4.33
2.83
4.13
4.56
5.00
4.25

3.56
5.00
3.78
4.33

E

Rk =
E

Rk =

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN
ODOOOWORr WO~

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

ad

9

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 432 0101

Title HISTORY OF MATHEMATICS
Instructor: SEIDMAN, THOMAS
EnrolIment: 18

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1026
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean

Rank 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

NFRPFRPOOOOOR

NP R R R

~N 00N o

OONORrRFrROOO
POOORPFRPORFRO
NOR_ANRFRPPFPOPRPR
NONWNRPFPOOW
WONWMOOFLDNO

~NOOOoOOo
ONEF,ON
ONDIMOPR
PNNPFE D
NNN AP

~AOOO
cNeoNoNe)
cNeoNeN o)
oNeol Ne)
oOwwek

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

V=T TOO
RPOOOOOhMOD

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

=
NFRPPRPARAWWEFEDNDN

OWNO W

PR RN

WA WWWWhrwWww
WOoOONONOAONSN

COoOQUIhWOUIW

3.18
4.45
3.00
3.18
3.67

128071504 3.73 4.19
138171503 3.25 4.23
120471453 3.73 4.19
103671421 3.64 3.88
100371365 3.75 4.13
1387/1485 3.00 4.32

171504 5.00 4.85
131471483 3.30 4.05

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

OOOO0WORFr0WWOoON
N
o
N
w
o
A

135771425 3.18 4.45 4.41 4.38 3.18
116271426 4.45 4.72 4.69 4.72 4.45
133071418 3.00 4.13 4.25 4.25 3.00
130671416 3.18 4.18 4.26 4.26 3.18
860/1199 3.67 3.63 3.97 4.05 3.67

716/1312 4.00 3.65 4.00 4.07 4.00
910/1303 4.00 3.95 4.24 4.34 4.00
798/1299 4.25 3.88 4.25 4.38 4.25
Fxxx/ 758 F*FF* 3,68 4.01 4.17 KF*F*

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 10
Under-grad 11 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section:

MATH 452 0101

Title INTRO STOCHASTIC PROCE
Instructor: RATHINAM, MURUH
EnrolIment: 18

Questionnaires: 14

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
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

[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

RPOOOO

11
11
11

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O O 4 5
o o o 3 7
0O O O 3 5
5 0 0 1 5
3 1 2 1 4
4 0 O 1 5
0O O O o0 &6
0O O O o0 o
0O O O 3 10
o o o 1 9
o o o 1 7
o o o 3 8
0O O 1 o 8
11 o0 1 0 O
0O 1 0o o0 1
O O O 1 o
0O O o o0 1
Reasons

=
PhRrOR_ARWWOA~OG

RPOwo b

NN P

Wabrbhbwhhbhbh
VO WUNNOO

OO~NOOUINEF, NN

106171504
100871503
817/1290
810/1453
1090/1421
525/1365
38071485
171504
104171483

1064/1425
122271426
101371418

904/1416
*xx*/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 1
84-150 12 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 8 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

HiH# - M
response
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.07 4.19 4.27 4.33 4.07
4.07 4.23 4.20 4.18 4.07
4.21 4.37 4.28 4.32 4.21
4.22 4.19 4.21 4.22 4.22
3.55 3.88 4.00 4.02 3.55
4.30 4.13 4.08 4.09 4.30
4.57 4.32 4.16 4.14 4.57
5.00 4.85 4.69 4.73 5.00
3.86 4.05 4.06 4.11 3.86
4.21 4.45 4.41 4.38 4.21
4.36 4.72 4.69 4.72 4.36
4.00 4.13 4.25 4.25 4.00
4.21 4.18 4.26 4.26 4.21
*rxk 3,63 3.97 4.05 FFx*
Frxxk 3,65 4.00 4.07 Kxx*
Frxk 3,95 4.24 4.34 FFR*
Frxk  3.88 4.25 4.38 xxxx
e Majors
1 Major 8
ad 13 Non-major 6
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 465 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

WARDWWWWHA
NOOOOWUWONO

[(ecNeoNeol\NoNeoN)Ne]

Rank

109271504
138171503
1236/1290
128271453
101771421
782/1365
990/1485
171504
112371483

116571425

171426
1307/1418
129571416
1007/1199

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.00 4.19 4.27 4.33 4.00
3.25 4.23 4.20 4.18 3.25
3.00 4.37 4.28 4.32 3.00
3.50 4.19 4.21 4.22 3.50
3.67 3.88 4.00 4.02 3.67
4.00 4.13 4.08 4.09 4.00
4.00 4.32 4.16 4.14 4.00
5.00 4.85 4.69 4.73 5.00
3.75 4.05 4.06 4.11 3.75
4.00 4.45 4.41 4.38 4.00
5.00 4.72 4.69 4.72 5.00
3.25 4.13 4.25 4.25 3.25
3.25 4.18 4.26 4.26 3.25
3.25 3.63 3.97 4.05 3.25
e Majors

(0] Major 1
ad 4 Non-major 3
eans there are not enough

s to be significant

Title INTRO ARTIFICIAL NEURA Baltimore County
Instructor: LO, JAMES T Spring 2005
Enrollment: 6
Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 1 0O O o0 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O 1 1 0O o 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 1 0O o0 O 1
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O o0 1 0 1 0 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 1 1 0 0 0 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0O O 1 O 0O o0 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O o0 1 o o o0 3
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O O O o 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness O0 O 1 O 0 1 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O 0 O 1 0 1 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O O O o 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O O 1 1 0O o 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O o0 1 1 0O o 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0O O 1 1 0O O 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0]
56-83 0] 2.00-2.99 0 c 0] General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0] 3.50-4.00 2 F 0] Electives
P 0]
1 0] Other
? 0]



Course-Section: MATH 479 0101 University of Maryland

Title MATH PROBLEM SOLVING S Baltimore County
Instructor: ARMSTRONG, THOM Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 22

Questionnaires: 19

=
PNNON CTONORFR, ONWOO®

NWWww

Wbk oo

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

PrOWRARDIMDIMDIWD
QOO OVWUNUNONN

ODOFRP0OUIN O

Rank

940/1504
119271503
Fxx*/1290

194/1453
FrAX[1421

237/1365
1086/1485

171504

821/1483

1238/1425
171426
90571418
921/1416
*xx*/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

57/ 76
38/ 70
37/ 67
49/ 76
53/ 73

Graduate
Under-grad

#H### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

4.21
3.79

R E

4.75
*kk*k
4.58
3.91
5.00
4.06

3.83
5.00
4.20
4.20

E

Rk =
E
Rk =

E

R E =

19

*kk*k

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

4.61
4.35
4.34
4.44
4.17

Job
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4.07
4.34
4.38
4.17

Non-major

responses to be significant

JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

*x*k*x

7

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O 0 O 1 2 8
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O 0 3 1 2 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 16 0O 0 O 1
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 6 O 0O 0 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 17 0o O o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 7 0O o 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 8 0O O 3 &6
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 4 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 13 0O O o0 3 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 13 0 0 0O o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 14 0 0 O 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 14 0 0 O 1 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 13 3 0O 0 O 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 16 O O O o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 16 0 O O 0 ©O
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 16 O O O o o
4_ Were special techniques successful 16 1 0O O o0 O
Seminar
1. Were assignhed topics relevant to the announced theme 10 0 O 0O o0 4
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 10 1 0 0 o0 3
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 10 3 0O o0 1 1
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 10 o0 O O 1 3
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 10 O O 1 2 3
Field Work
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 8 0 O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 17 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 11 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 9 F 0 Electives
P 1
| 0 Other
? 1



MATH 481 0101
MATH MODELING
Instructor: SEIDMAN, THOMAS
EnrolIment: 12
Questionnaires: 9

Course-Section:
Title

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job

1030
2005

IRBR3029

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

1.
2.
3.
4.

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

6.
7.
8.
9.

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

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

RPOOOORRRER

[cNeoNoNoNe]

0 00 0

Frequency Distribution

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

QOWORFRFLPNORPFR

OQOONPF

[cNeoNe)

3.13
2.75
2.50
3.38
3.20
3.33
1.83
5.00
2.25

1438/1504
146171503
Fxx*/1290
133971453
1256/1421
122571365
148271485

171504
145871483

1404/1425

967/1426
1396/1418
136271416
*xx*/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

3.13
2.75
R E
3.38
3.20
3.33
1.83
5.00
2.25

2.67
4.67
2.44
2.67

E

Rk =
E

Rk =

AADMAMDAMDMIADDS

OOFRLPOONNDNNDN
OOOO0WORFr0WWOoON
N
o
N

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

P 0
| 0
? 4

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

ad

8

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 482 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

ArDDMDDORMDIDW
POFRPONOWWN

4.63
4.75
4.13
4.38
4_00

Rank

1267/1504
692/1503
671/1290

100171453
967/1421
782/1365
914/1485

108771504
772/1483

634/1425
825/1426
964/1418
776/1416
63671199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

Graduate
Under-gr

HiH# - M
response
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

ArDDMDORMMDIDW
POFRPRONOWWN

WO WO UITO oo uU

w

e}

¢4}
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

OOOO0WORFr0WWOoON
N
o
N
w
\l
(6]

4.63 4.45 4.41 4.38 4.63
4.75 4.72 4.69 4.72 4.75
4.13 4.13 4.25 4.25 4.13
4.38 4.18 4.26 4.26 4.38
4.00 3.63 3.97 4.05 4.00

Frxx 3.65 4.00 4.07 FFF*
FrRAX3.95 4.24 4.34 FrF*
Frxx 3.88 4.25 4.38 FFF*

ad 4 Non-major 0

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title NONLINEAR OPTIMIZATION Baltimore County
Instructor: GULER, OSMAN Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 17
Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O 0 O 2 1 2 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 3 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o o o o o 5 3
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O o0 2 2 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O o0 1 1 5 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O O o0 O 1 6 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o 2 3 3
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O O O 4 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O 0 1 0 4 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O o0 O 1 1 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O o o 2 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0 O 1 1 2 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0O o0 o 1 3 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 6 0O O 1 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 7 O 0O o0 o 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 O O 0 O 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 O 0O o0 o 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 4 3.50-4.00 1 F 0] Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 485 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor
Mean Rank
4.80 206/1504
5.00 1/1503
4.80 201/1290
4.80 158/1453
4.00 745/1421
3.75 100371365
4.80 150/1485
5.00 1/1504
3.80 109371483
4.80 33171425
4.80 738/1426
4.40 709/1418
4.80 255/1416

Typ
Graduate
Under-gr
#H#H - M

response
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.80 4.19 4.27 4.33 4.80
5.00 4.23 4.20 4.18 5.00
4.80 4.37 4.28 4.32 4.80
4.80 4.19 4.21 4.22 4.80
4.00 3.88 4.00 4.02 4.00
3.75 4.13 4.08 4.09 3.75
4.80 4.32 4.16 4.14 4.80
5.00 4.85 4.69 4.73 5.00
3.80 4.05 4.06 4.11 3.80
4.80 4.45 4.41 4.38 4.80
4.80 4.72 4.69 4.72 4.80
4.40 4.13 4.25 4.25 4.40
4.80 4.18 4.26 4.26 4.80
e Majors
2 Major 3
ad 3 Non-major 2
eans there are not enough

s to be significant

Title INTRO CALC OF VARIATIO Baltimore County
Instructor: HOFFMAN, KATHLE Spring 2005
Enrollment: 5
Questionnaires: 5 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O O o o 1 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o o o o o 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O O o o 1 4
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 1 o o 2 o0 <2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0O o 2 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o0 o o o 1 4
8. How many times was class cancelled o 0 O O O o0 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness O0 O 1 O 0 2 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o0 o 1 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O o o 1 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O o0 O 1 1 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O o0 o 1 4
Frequency Distribution

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

P 0]

| 0 Other

? 1



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

MATH 490 0101
SPECIAL TOPICS
SINHA, BIMAL

IN MATH

EnrolIment: 7

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

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
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
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

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

NOOOOOOOO

[eNeoNoNe)

3
3
3

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

NFPOOOOONW

NFENN

[cNeoNe)

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

COuUuIlIkPrEFRPPFPOWO

P Wwh

NN P

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0]
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0]
P 1
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
3.50 135371504 3.50 4.19 4.27 4.33 3.50
4.33 751/1503 4.33 4.23 4.20 4.18 4.33
5.00 171290 5.00 4.37 4.28 4.32 5.00
5.00 ****/1453 **** 419 4.21 4.22 ****
4.00 745/1421 4.00 3.88 4.00 4.02 4.00
5.00 ****/1365 **** 4.13 4.08 4.09 ****
4.33 670/1485 4.33 4.32 4.16 4.14 4.33
4.83 778/1504 4.83 4.85 4.69 4.73 4.83
3.67 1170/1483 3.67 4.05 4.06 4.11 3.67
4.67 572/1425 4.67 4.45 4.41 4.38 4.67
4.33 1232/1426 4.33 4.72 4.69 4.72 4.33
4.00 101371418 4.00 4.13 4.25 4.25 4.00
3.33 1281/1416 3.33 4.18 4.26 4.26 3.33
3.00 1149/1312 3.00 3.65 4.00 4.07 3.00
3.67 1076/1303 3.67 3.95 4.24 4.34 3.67
4.33 74171299 4.33 3.88 4.25 4.38 4.33

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 6 Non-major 1

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 604 0101 University of Maryland

Page

JUN 14,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 889/1504 4.25 4.19 4.27 4.44
4.50 495/1503 4.50 4.23 4.20 4.28
4.50 507/1290 4.50 4.37 4.28 4.36
4.50 440/1453 4.50 4.19 4.21 4.34
5.00 1/1421 5.00 3.88 4.00 4.27
4.25 581/1365 4.25 4.13 4.08 4.35
4.25 761/1485 4.25 4.32 4.16 4.24
4.00 141171504 4.00 4.85 4.69 4.79
4.67 211/1483 4.67 4.05 4.06 4.20
4.50 784/1425 4.50 4.45 4.41 4.51
4.75 825/1426 4.75 4.72 4.69 4.80
4.25 848/1418 4.25 4.13 4.25 4.36
4.00 102971416 4.00 4.18 4.26 4.38
Type Majors

Graduate 4 Major

Under-grad 0 Non-major

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title FUNCTIONAL ANALYSIS Baltimore County
Instructor: GULER, OSMAN Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 5
Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O 0 O 1 0O 0 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 0 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O O o o 2 2
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o0 o 2 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 1 o o o o0 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0O 0 O 1 0O 0 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o0 o 1 o o0 3
8. How many times was class cancelled O O o0 O 1 2 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 O 0 1 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o0 o 2 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O o o 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O o0 O 1 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0 O 1 0 1 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 4 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 611 0101 University of Maryland

Course
Mean
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Title APPLIED ANALYSIS Baltimore County
Instructor: GOWDA, MUDDAPPA Spring 2005
Enrollment: 8
Questionnaires: 7 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o o 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o o o o o 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o o o o o o 7
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 3 o o O o0 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 2 o0 o0 1 2 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned o o o o o o 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O O o 1 =6
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 O O O 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O O o0 o 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 O O O o o 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0O O O o0 o 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 O O O o o 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 5 0 0 0 o0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 0O O oO 1 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0O 0 O 1 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 0 O 1 1 1

Frequency Distribution

Instructor
Mean Rank
5.00 1/1504
5.00 1/1503
5.00 1/1290
5.00 1/1453
4.20 596/1421
5.00 1/1365
4.86 124/1485
5.00 1/1504
5.00 1/1483
5.00 1/1425
5.00 1/1426
5.00 1/1418
5.00 1/1416
5.00 ****/1199
4.67 255/1312
4.25 796/1303
4.00 922/1299

Typ
Graduate
Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

ad

1

Non-major

responses to be significant

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 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. 6 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 630 0101 University of Maryland

Title MATRIX ANALYSIS Baltimore County
Instructor: MINKOFF, SUSAN Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 10

Questionnaires: 10

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

AN~NON~MOOTON

PN Dd

NAD®

Instructor

Mean

AWM D
NNOAONWODMD

5.00

Rank

416/1504
649/1503
102271290
680/1453
596/1421
260/1365
349/1485
960/1504
63571483

1076/1425
119771426
79971418
921/1416
919/1199

297/1312
29971303
30371299
273/ 758

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

MATH 650 0101
FOUNDTNS OF OPTIMIZATI
POTRA, FLORIAN

EnrolIment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

[cNeoNoNoNe

OQOOO0

Frequency Distribution

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

NONNNNRFRPFP®

NNNBADN

NOoOo b

PAWWWWWWH
NORFRWOWO®WU WO

GQO~NW~NWOOOo

109271504
130471503
115571290
114871453
101771421
947/1365
136671485
171504
63571483

1238/1425
112871426
120171418
119971416

919/1199

255/1312
26871303
445/1299

1/ 758

PAWWWWWWHA
NORFRWOWO®WU O

GQO~NW~NWOOOo

w

[er

00
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OORLPOONNDNN

DOOOWORr WO
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
NNNWNWWN D

SQOohrhINL,OOOD
w
(o)
\‘

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 0 Non-major 0

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 700 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

OO0
agoounounuoo

[cloloNoloNoNoNoNe]

Rank

1/1504
171503
507/1290
440/1453
171421
297/1365
1/1485
171504
33871483

1/1425
112871426
1/1418
171416
63671199

716/1312
910/1303
922/1299

Graduate
Under-gr

HiH# - M
response
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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ad 0 Non-major 0

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title TOP:APPL/NUMER ANALYSI Baltimore County
Instructor: RATHINAM, MURUH Spring 2005
Enrollment: 3
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 o o o o o o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o o o o o 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O O o o 1 1
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 0O o o o o <2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O O O o0 o 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o O o o o o <2
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o o o o <2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O 0 1 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o o O o o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O o o 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o o O o o o 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0o O o o o 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 0O 0 O 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 O 0O o0 o 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 O O 0 O 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 O 0O o0 o 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0]
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0]
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 0 F 0] Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 0]



