Course-Section: MUSC 101 0101

Title FUNDAMENTALS MUSIC THR
Instructor: GENDELMAN, MART
Enrollment: 74

Questionnaires: 74
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Fall
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.93
4.23 4.16 4.24
4.27 4.10 4.57
4.20 4.03 3.97
4.04 3.87 3.60
4.10 3.86 3.03
4.16 4.08 4.05
4.69 4.67 4.88
4.06 3.96 3.57
4.43 4.39 3.85
4.70 4.64 4.61
4.28 4.20 3.64
4.29 4.20 3.88
3.98 3.86 3.47
4.08 3.86 ****
4.29 4.03 F**F*
4.30 4.01 ****
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MUSC 101 0101

Title FUNDAMENTALS MUSIC THR
Instructor: GENDELMAN, MART
Enrollment: 74

Questionnaires: 74

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Required for Majors 22

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 11 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 5
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 7

General
Electives

Other

13

2

Graduate 0
Under-grad 74 Non-major 74

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



Course-Section: MUSC 101 0301

Title FUNDAMENTALS MUSIC THR
Instructor: TANOSAKI , KAZUK
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 25
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Fall
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.75
4.23 4.16 4.29
4.27 4.10 4.38
4.20 4.03 4.45
4.04 3.87 4.32
4.10 3.86 3.79
4.16 4.08 3.79
4.69 4.67 3.79
4.06 3.96 4.63
4.43 4.39 3.81
4.70 4.64 4.73
4.28 4.20 3.07
4.29 4.20 3.80
3.98 3.86 3.78
4.08 3.86 3.47
4.29 4.03 4.00
4.30 4.01 4.07
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 Fx**
4.29 4.14 4.00
4.54 4.31 F**+*
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 3.43
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 3.13
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MUSC 101 0301

Title FUNDAMENTALS MUSIC THR
Instructor: TANOSAKI , KAZUK
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 25

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequency Distribution

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

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 25 Non-major 25

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



Course-Section: MUSC 110 0101 University of Maryland

Title MUSICIANSHIP LAB 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: TRIPPROBERSON, (Instr. A) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 21

Questionnaires: 21
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 4 0 0 4 7 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 4 0 O 5 7 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 0 2 2 6 5
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 4 2 1 5 6 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 5 9 1 2 3 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 5 11 1 1 3 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 6 0 1 4 6 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 5 0 0 0 0 15
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 4 7 2 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 7 0 1 3 4 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 7 0 O 3 8 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 3 4 5 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 0 1 7 6 O
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 4 2 1 5 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 1 2 3 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 O 2 4 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 3 3 1 1
4. Were special techniques successful 13 3 1 0 4 oO
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 20 O 1 0O O O
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 16 1 0 0O o0 o
Seminar
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 19 1 0O 0O o 1
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 8 1 0 1 0 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 20 0 0 © 1 0
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 20 O 1 0O 0O o
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 15 1 0 1 0o 4
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 20 O 1 0O 0O o

Frequency Distribution
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.12
4.23 4.16 3.12
4.27 4.10 3.18
4.20 4.03 2.73
4.04 3.87 2.57
4.10 3.86 F***
4.16 4.08 2.93
4.69 4.67 4.06
4.06 3.96 3.59
4.43 4.39 3.91
4.70 4.64 3.69
4.28 4.20 3.48
4.29 4.20 3.41
3.98 3.86 3.47
4.08 3.86 2.75
4.29 4.03 3.13
4.30 4.01 2.00
3.95 3.75 FF**
4.12 4.08 F***
4.29 4.14 FFF*
4.35 4.01 Fx**
3.68 3.54 xrx*
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 Fr**
3.68 3.51 *r**
4.30 4.17 FF**

Majors
Major 14
Non-major 7

responses to be significant

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

P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 110 0101 University of Maryland

Title MUSICIANSHIP LAB 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: KIMBOYLE, DAVID (Instr. B) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 21

Questionnaires: 21
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 4 0 0 4 7 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 4 0 O 5 7 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 0 2 2 6 5
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 4 2 1 5 6 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 5 9 1 2 3 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 5 11 1 1 3 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 6 0 1 4 6 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 5 0 0 0 0 15
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 0 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 8 0 0 O 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 8 0O O 0 2 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 8 0O O O 1 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 8 0O O O 1 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 0 0 O 3 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 1 2 3 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 O 2 4 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 3 3 1 1
4. Were special techniques successful 13 3 1 0 4 o0
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 20 O 1 0O O O
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 16 1 0 0O o0 o
Seminar
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 19 1 0O O o 1
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 8 1 0 1 0 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 20 0 0 © 1 0
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 20 O 1 0O 0O o
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 15 1 0 1 0o 4
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 20 O 1 0O 0O o

Frequency Distribution
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.12
4.23 4.16 3.12
4.27 4.10 3.18
4.20 4.03 2.73
4.04 3.87 2.57
4.10 3.86 F***
4.16 4.08 2.93
4.69 4.67 4.06
4.06 3.96 3.59
4.43 4.39 3.91
4.70 4.64 3.69
4.28 4.20 3.48
4.29 4.20 3.41
3.98 3.86 3.47
4.08 3.86 2.75
4.29 4.03 3.13
4.30 4.01 2.00
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.12 4.08 F***
4.29 4.14 FFF*
4.35 4.01 Fx**
3.68 3.54 xrx*
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 Fr**
3.68 3.51 *r**
4.30 4.17 FF**

Majors
Major 14
Non-major 7

responses to be significant

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

P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 110 0201 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 4.37
5.00 171648 4.37
5.00 171375 4.33
5.00 171595 4.04
5.00 ****/1533 2.57
4.00 102971623 3.64
4.50 119371646 4.45
4.00 91471621 4.11
4.50 852/1568 4.47
4.50 1241/1572 4.40
4.00 1127/1564 4.27
4.50 695/1559 4.30
5.00 ****/1384 3.63
5.00 ****/1382 4.06
5.00 ****/1368 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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ean Mean
28 4.11
23 4.16
27 4.10
20 4.03
04 3.87
16 4.08
69 4.67
06 3.96
43 4.39
70 4.64
28 4.20
29 4.20
08 3.86
29 4.03
30 4.01
95 3.75
12 4.08
29 4.14
68 3.51
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant
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Title MUSICIANSHIP LAB 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: TRIPPROBERSON, (Instr. A) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 6 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 4 0 O O o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 4 0 O O o0 o 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 0 O O o0 o 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 4 0 O O o0 o 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 1 0 0 0 0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 0 O O 1 o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 0 O oO 1 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 O O 2 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 0 O O 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 0 O oO 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 O O O 2 ©O
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 O 0O 0 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0O 0 0 o 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 0 0 0 o0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 0 0 0 o0 1
4_ Were special techniques successful 5 0 0O 0 0 o 1
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 5 0 1 0 O O0 O
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 4 1 O O o0 o 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 5 0 0 0 0 o0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
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 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 110 0201

Title MUSICIANSHIP LAB |

Instructor:

KIMBOYLE, DAVID (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 4.37
5.00 171648 4.37
5.00 171375 4.33
5.00 171595 4.04
5.00 ****/1533 2.57
4.00 102971623 3.64
4.50 119371646 4.45
4.50 37471621 4.11
4.50 852/1568 4.47
4.50 1241/1572 4.40
5.00 171564 4.27
4.50 695/1559 4.30
5.00 171352 4.39
5.00 ****/1384 3.63
5.00 ****/1382 4.06
5.00 ****/1368 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

6

MBC Level
ean Mean
28 4.11
23 4.16
27 4.10
20 4.03
04 3.87
16 4.08
69 4.67
06 3.96
43 4.39
70 4.64
28 4.20
29 4.20
98 3.86
08 3.86
29 4.03
30 4.01
95 3.75
12 4.08
29 4.14
68 3.51
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 110 0301

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean Rank

Ao~ O

oo oag

aoo b

.00 171649
.00 171648
.80 233/1375
.40 636/1595
.00 ****/1533
.00 ****/1512
.00 102971623
.80 833/1646
.50 374/1621

.00 171568
.00 171572
.00 171564
.00 1/1559
.00 171352

.50 437/1384
.00 171382
.00 171368
.00 ****/ 948

Graduate

Course

Mean

4.37

INNINNINNNEN
N
~

3.63
4.06
3.50

Fkhk

Under-grad

#i#H# - Means there are not enough

6
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MBC Level
ean Mean
28 4.11
23 4.16
27 4.10
20 4.03
04 3.87
10 3.86
16 4.08
69 4.67
06 3.96
43 4.39
70 4.64
28 4.20
29 4.20
98 3.86
08 3.86
29 4.03
30 4.01
95 3.75
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

4.50
5.00
5.00

Fkhk

Title MUSICIANSHIP LAB 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: POLLAUF, JACQUE (Instr. A) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 6 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 O O O o0 o 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O O o0 o 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 O O O o 1 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0O 0O o 1 1 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 4 0 0 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 4 0 0 0 o0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 o 1 o 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 1 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0O 0O 0 2 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 O O o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 O O O o0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 O O O o0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O O 0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 0 O O o0 o 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 O 0O 0 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 O O o0 o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 O O o0 o 2
4. Were special techniques successful 4 1 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 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 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 110 0301

University of Maryland

Page
FEB 11,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 4.37 4.62 4.28 4.11
5.00 171648 4.37 4.58 4.23 4.16
4.80 23371375 4.33 4.62 4.27 4.10
4.40 636/1595 4.04 4.53 4.20 4.03
5.00 ****/1533 2.57 4.34 4.04 3.87
5.00 ****/1512 **** 4.32 4.10 3.86
4.00 1029/1623 3.64 4.32 4.16 4.08
4.80 833/1646 4.45 4.55 4.69 4.67
4.50 374/1621 4.11 4.43 4.06 3.96
5.00 171568 4.47 4.59 4.43 4.39
5.00 171572 4.40 4.84 4.70 4.64
4.67 473/1564 4.27 4.53 4.28 4.20
5.00 171559 4.30 4.57 4.29 4.20
5.00 171352 4.39 4.41 3.98 3.86
4.50 437/1384 3.63 4.37 4.08 3.86
5.00 171382 4.06 4.65 4.29 4.03
5.00 171368 3.50 4.55 4.30 4.01
5.00 ****/ 948 **** 452 3.95 3.75
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 6 Non-major

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

1144
2009
3029

4.50
5.00
5.00

Fkhk

Title MUSICIANSHIP LAB 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: KIMBOYLE, DAVID (Instr. B) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 6 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 O O O o0 o 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O O o0 o 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 O O O o 1 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0O 0O o 1 1 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 4 0 0 0O 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 4 0 0 0 o0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 o 1 o 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 1 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0O 0O 0 2 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 o O O o0 o 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 O O 0O o0 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0O O o0 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 O O O o0 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 0 O O o0 o 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 O 0O 0 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 O O o0 o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 O O o0 o 2
4. Were special techniques successful 4 1 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 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 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 112 0301
Title Music Repertoire
Instructor: Yoshioka, Airi
Enrollment: 0
Questionnaires: 2

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

O©CoOoOUhAWNE

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

[eNeNoNoNoloNoNe)

1

OORrRrPFPROOOO

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

NFFRPFEPNNNPRP

ABAAMDMDAIAD

Required for Majors

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

P 0
| 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.50 64471649 F***
5.00 171648 ****
5.00 1/1375 ****
5.00 1/1595 ****
5.00 1/1533 ****
5.00 1/1512 ****
4.50 119371646 ****
5.00 171621 ****
5.00 1/ 555 ****
4.00 68/ 312 ****

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

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

Page 19
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.50
4.23 4.16 5.00
4.27 4.10 5.00
4.20 4.03 5.00
4.04 3.87 5.00
4.10 3.86 5.00
4.69 4.67 4.50
4.06 3.96 5.00
4.29 4.14 5.00
3.68 3.51 4.00
Majors
Major 0
Non-major 0

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 112 0601
Title MUSIC REPERTOIRE
Instructor: LAGANA, THOMAS
Enrollment: 16
Questionnaires: 16

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1145

FEB 11,

2009

Job IRBR3029

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

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

13

RPORPMAOWOOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
0O 0 1 4
0O 0 2 5
o o0 1 1
0O O 0 5
0O 0O o0 1
o o0 2 3
1 0 1 4
0O 0 o0 12
0O 0 1 5
o 1 o0 o0
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0 o0 1
o o0 1 1
0O 0O o0 o
1 0 0 2

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

WWooooONMWO

ONDNWN

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

Fkhk

Required for Majors

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.60 510/1649 4.60
4.40 702/1648 4.40
4.50 546/1375 4.50
4.58 405/1595 4.58
4.86 128/1533 4.86
4.36 564/1512 4.36
4.29 780/1623 4.29
4.20 1440/1646 4.20
4.22 720/1621 4.22
5.00 1/ 555 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

16

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.28 4.11
4.23 4.16
4.27 4.10
4.20 4.03
4.04 3.87
4.10 3.86
4.16 4.08
4.69 4.67
4.06 3.96
4.43 4.39
4.70 4.64
4.28 4.20
4.29 4.20
3.98 3.86
4.29 4.14
3.68 3.51
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Cou

rse-Section: MUSC 125 0101

Title THEORY 1:BASICS OF MUS

Ins
Enr
Que:!

tructor: SMITH, STUART S
ol Iment: 16
stionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1146
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O©CoOo~NOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

WN P

Cre

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

WRRRRRRERER

RPRNRP

0 N o

13

13

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

o o0 O o 3

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

~N oo

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 274/1649 3.83 4.62 4.28 4.11 4.80
4.87 175/1648 3.65 4.58 4.23 4.16 4.87
4.93 133/1375 4.07 4.62 4.27 4.10 4.93
4.64 352/1595 3.86 4.53 4.20 4.03 4.64
4.00 815/1533 3.29 4.34 4.04 3.87 4.00
4.47 436/1512 3.68 4.32 4.10 3.86 4.47
4.53 46971623 3.84 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.53
4_47 1230/1646 4.41 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.47
4.77 15971621 3.38 4.43 4.06 3.96 4.77
4.67 636/1568 3.61 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.67
4.93 414/1572 3.65 4.84 4.70 4.64 4.93
4.93 135/1564 3.56 4.53 4.28 4.20 4.93
4.80 318/1559 3.55 4.57 4.29 4.20 4.80
4.40 39971352 3.50 4.41 3.98 3.86 4.40
4.63 35971384 3.41 4.37 4.08 3.86 4.63
4.44 676/1382 3.22 4.65 4.29 4.03 4.44
4.75 426/1368 3.48 4.55 4.30 4.01 4.75
4_.33 ****/ BE5 ****x 4 .80 4.29 4.14 FF**
4.00 ****/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.54 ****

dits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
=27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 10
-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
ad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0
P 0
| 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 16 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: MUSC 125 0201 University of Maryland

Title THEORY 1:BASICS OF MUS Baltimore County
Instructor: TRIPPROBERSON, Fall 2008
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 18

OQUIFRPRFRPONNOER

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
2.86 1625/1649 3.83
2.43 1638/1648 3.65
3.21 1293/1375 4.07
3.09 1528/1595 3.86
2.58 150371533 3.29
2.89 1462/1512 3.68
3.14 151271623 3.84
4.36 1325/1646 4.41
2.00 1610/1621 3.38
2.55 155371568 3.61
2.36 1570/1572 3.65
2.18 1555/1564 3.56
2.30 1540/1559 3.55
2.60 129371352 3.50
2.20 1359/1384 3.41
2.00 137471382 3.22
2.20 1353/1368 3.48
4.00 83/ 288 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

18

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDADD

DA DAD

.78

.77

.60

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.28 4.11
4.23 4.16
4.27 4.10
4.20 4.03
4.04 3.87
4.10 3.86
4.16 4.08
4.69 4.67
4.06 3.96
4.43 4.39
4.70 4.64
4.28 4.20
4.29 4.20
3.98 3.86
4.08 3.86
4.29 4.03
4.30 4.01
3.95 3.75
4.29 4.14
3.68 3.54
3.68 3.51
3.99 3.83
Majors
Major
Non-major
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responses to be significant
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4

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 4 0 O 6 5 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 4 0 2 5 6 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 0 0 4 5 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 5 2 1 4 1 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 2 1 5 4 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 4 5 0 3 5 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 0 0 4 5 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 0O O oO 9
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 7 0 4 3 4 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 7 0o 4 1 2 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 7 0 2 4 4 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 3 3 5 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 8 0 3 3 2 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 9 4 1 1 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 4 1 o0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 1 3 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 1 3 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 13 4 1 0 O O
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 15 0 O O o0 o©
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 11 O O o0 o 7
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 17 0 O O o0 1
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 17 O O O o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 4 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 170 0201

Title BEGINNING VOICE CLASS

Instructor:

JACKSON, JANICE

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 20

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

copr NP AOINN

[cNeoNeN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.37 830/1649 4.37
4.58 475/1648 4.58
4.50 546/1375 4.50
4.79 20971595 4.79
3.21 1381/1533 3.21
3.20 139571512 3.20
3.06 152871623 3.06
5.00 171646 5.00
4.47 428/1621 4.47
4.87 301/1568 4.87
5.00 171572 5.00
4.67 473/1564 4.67
4.87 250/1559 4.87
4.75 157/1352 4.75
4.88 165/1384 4.88
4.88 272/1382 4.88
4.13 910/1368 4.13
4.67 152/ 948 4.67
4.00 83/ 288 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

20
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.37
4.23 4.16 4.58
4.27 4.10 4.50
4.20 4.03 4.79
4.04 3.87 3.21
4.10 3.86 3.20
4.16 4.08 3.06
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 4.47
4.43 4.39 4.87
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 4.67
4.29 4.20 4.87
3.98 3.86 4.75
4.08 3.86 4.88
4.29 4.03 4.88
4.30 4.01 4.13
3.95 3.75 4.67
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FFF*
4.29 4.14 FFF*
3.68 3.54 4.00
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 Fr**
3.68 3.51 *r**
4.30 4.17 FF**
4.43 4.27 FFE*
4.42 4.24 FFE*
3.99 3.83 Fx**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 20

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 2 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 1 0O 0 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 7 0O O 1 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 4 0 0 O 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 4 3 1 4 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 13 0 1 3 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 1 3 2 5 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 o O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 1 0 O O0 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 5 0 0 0 o0 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5 0 0 0 0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 5 0 0 o0 1 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 o0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 6 6 0 O 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 o0 o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 O O o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 12 0 1 0 1 1
4. Were special techniques successful 12 2 0 0 0 2
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 19 O O O o0 o
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 19 0 0 0 O0 O
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 17 1 0 0 o0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 14 1 0 O O 5
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 19 O O O o0 o
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 19 O O O o 1
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 16 1 O O o0 3
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 19 O O O o0 o
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 19 O O O o 1
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 19 0O 0O O 1 0
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 19 O O o0 o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 16 Required for Majors
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other






Course-Section: MUSC 172A 0101 University of Maryland Page 1149

Title DICTION Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: KING, THOMAS Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 2 1 4.33 871/1649 4.33 4.62 4.28 4.11 4.33
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 2 1 4.33 797/1648 4.33 4.58 4.23 4.16 4.33
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 3 5.00 171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.10 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 2 1 4.33 722/1595 4.33 4.53 4.20 4.03 4.33
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 3.87 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0O O O0 1 1 1 4.00 88371512 4.00 4.32 4.10 3.86 4.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 1 0 O O 2 0 4.00 102971623 4.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O O O 3 0 4.00 154471646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 O 0 0 2 1 4.33 595/1621 4.33 4.43 4.06 3.96 4.33
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 3 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 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 3
? 1



Course-Section: MUSC 173 0101

Title INTRO TO CHORAL SINGIN
Instructor: JACKSON, JANICE
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

RPRRRPRRRRERER

RPRRRPR

3

OQOONNRFPROOO

RPOOOO

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PONOORNERE

NFENAN

AABAMDDIIDDD

ADDMDD

.78

77

Required for Majors

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.75 1376/1649 3.75
3.75 1347/1648 3.75
4.50 546/1375 4.50
4.33 722/1595 4.33
3.50 1249/1533 3.50
3.50 1266/1512 3.50
4.00 102971623 4.00
4.00 1544/1646 4.00
3.75 1192/1621 3.75
4.50 852/1568 4.50
5.00 171572 5.00
4.25 93971564 4.25
3.50 1370/1559 3.50
4.33 457/1352 4.33
5.00 1/ 555 5.00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00
4.50 28/ 312 4.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.75
4.23 4.16 3.75
4.27 4.10 4.50
4.20 4.03 4.33
4.04 3.87 3.50
4.10 3.86 3.50
4.16 4.08 4.00
4.69 4.67 4.00
4.06 3.96 3.75
4.43 4.39 4.50
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 4.25
4.29 4.20 3.50
3.98 3.86 4.33
4.29 4.14 5.00
3.68 3.54 4.00
3.68 3.51 4.50

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 5

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 174 0101 University of Maryland

Mean

.00

.33

.00

Jol

Instructor Course Dept UMBC L

Rank Mean Mean Mean

142971649 3.67 4 4
154671648 3.33 4 4
1067/1595 4.00 4. 4.
FREK)1512  *F*** 4,32 4.10
102971623 4.00 4 4
171646 5.00 4 4
595/1621 4.33 4 4

FrAx/1564 **** 4 53 4.28
*hAk/ BE5  *xx* 4,80 4.29
262/ 288 2.33 3.78 3.68

68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-m

#i## - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant

Page 1151
FEB 11, 2009
b 1RBR3029

evel
Mean

ajor

Fokhk

Fokkk

2.33

4.00

Title BEG VOCAL METHODS Baltimore County
Instructor: JACKSON, JANICE Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 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 2 0O O O 2 0 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0O ©O 1 1 0 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 1 0O O 1 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 2 O O O o 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 1 0 0 o 2 o
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 o0 o o 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0O O o 1 0 2
Lecture
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 O 1 0 o0 oO
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 4 0 O O 0 0 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 2 0 1 1 0 1 oO
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 3 0 0O O o0 2 o
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 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 178A 0101

Title BEG KEYBOARD SKILLS

Instructor:

BEITH, NANCY S

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 16

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

=
WP OOOOMOSD

Rrhbhoou

oOrNO

oRr PR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

11

PrOSADWOWADDDS

wWhbhoo

WhHN

H OO

Instructor
Mean

.18
.91
.80
.75
.00

Rank

1037/1649
148/1648
23371375
23671595

*x*x /1533

*Hxx/1512
35871623

171646
595/1621

171568
171572
263/1564
318/1559
91471352

ok /1384
*xxx /1382
/1368
*xxk/ 948

1/ 555

68/ 312

*xxx/ 110

Graduate
Under-grad

##H# - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

4.59
4.95
4.90
4.88

Fkhk

Fokhk

4.82
4.83
4.29

Fkkk
*kk*k
*kk*k

Fkhk

*kk*k

4.00

E
*kkk

2

16

AABAMDDIDIDDD

ADADMDD

A DAD

A DA D
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.18
4.23 4.16 4.91
4.27 4.10 4.80
4.20 4.03 4.75
4.04 3.87 F***
4.10 3.86 ****
4.16 4.08 4.64
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 4.33
4.43 4.39 5.00
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 4.80
4.29 4.20 4.80
3.98 3.86 3.75
4.08 3.86 ****
4.29 4.03 Fx**
4.30 4.01 Fx**
3.95 3.75 ****
4.29 4.14 5.00
3.68 3.54 Fx**
3.68 3.51 4.00
4.30 4.17 F***
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
3.99 3.83 ****

Majors
Major 11

Non-major 5

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 5 0 0 O 2 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 5 0 0 0 O 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 5 6 0 0 O 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 5 3 0O 0O o 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 5 10 0 0O 1 ©O
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 5 10 O O O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 5 0 0 1 o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 5 0 O 0 0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 1 0 0 O 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 11 o O O o0 o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 10 0 O O o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 11 o0 o0 o0 o0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 11 o0 o0 o0 o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 11 1 0 1 0 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 1 0o 2 o©
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 0 oO 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 13 0 0O 0 O 2
4. Were special techniques successful 13 1 0 0 1 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 12 O O O o0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 15 0 O O ©O 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 12 0 0O O o 4
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 15 0 0O O o0 o©
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 15 0 0O O o0 o©
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 14 1 0O O O 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

MUSC 178A 0201
BEG KEYBOARD SKILLS
BEITH, NANCY S

Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2008

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwNPF

WN P

OCO~NOO~WNEF

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
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

WRRRRRRR

A BABAD

[e)Ne>Ne)]

5

OQOOUINNOO

PPRPOOO

[eNeNe]

0

[eNeloNoNoNoloNo)

[eNeNeoNoNe)

[eNeNe]

0

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RPhrOOAMADOOD

PNWWW

S

Required for Majors

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

P 0
| 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 4.59 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 4.95 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171375 4.90 4.62 4.27 4.10 5.00
5.00 171595 4.88 4.53 4.20 4.03 5.00
4.00 ****/1512 **** 4.32 4.10 3.86 ****
5.00 171623 4.82 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
4.67 1037/1646 4.83 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.67
4.25 687/1621 4.29 4.43 4.06 3.96 4.25
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 4.90 4.53 4.28 4.20 5.00
5.00 171559 4.90 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
4.00 690/1352 3.88 4.41 3.98 3.86 4.00
5.00 ****/1384 **** A4.37 4.08 3.86 ****
5.00 ****/1382 **** A4.65 4.29 4.03 ****
5.00 ****/1368 **** 4.55 4.30 4.01 ****
5.00 17/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 4.00

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 7 Non-major 4

#i## - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 179A 0101

Title INTER KEYBOARD SKILLS
Instructor: BEITH, NANCY S
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

12

8

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 2 4
o 0 1 0 2
2 0 1 o0 3
3 0 1 o0 1
7 0 1 o0 1
10 0 O o0 1
1 0 o0 1 2
o 0O O o0 1
1 0 0 1 4
o o0 o 1 1
o O o 1 1
o 0O o0 1 1
o 0O O 1 1
o o0 o 1 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O o o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1

0o 0O O o0 5

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
NFPOFRPRWNOOOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 871/1649 4.55 4.62 4.28 4.11 4.33
4.58 464/1648 4.75 4.58 4.23 4.16 4.58
4.40 665/1375 4.70 4.62 4.27 4.10 4.40
4.56 440/1595 4.69 4.53 4.20 4.03 4.56
4.20 68071533 4.20 4.34 4.04 3.87 4.20
4.50 ****/1512 **** 4.32 4.10 3.86 ****
4.64 358/1623 4.78 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.64
4.92 597/1646 4.96 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.92
4.14 812/1621 4.25 4.43 4.06 3.96 4.14
3.50 ****/1568 **** 459 4.43 4.39 ****
3.50 ****/1572 **** 4.84 4.70 4.64 F***
3.50 ****/1564 **** 453 4.28 4.20 ****
3.50 ****/155Q9 **** 4 57 4.29 4.20 ****
3.50 ****/1352 **** 441 3.98 3.86 F***
4.00 ****/1384 **** 4.37 4.08 3.86 ****
4_.00 ****/1382 **** 465 4.29 4.03 ****
4.00 ****/1368 **** 455 4.30 4.01 ****
4.00 ****/ 948 **** 4. 52 3.95 3.75 ****
5.00 ****/ 555 **** 4. 80 4.29 4.14 ****
4.00 ****/ 288 **** 3,78 3.68 3.54 F***
4.00 68/ 312 4.06 3.77 3.68 3.51 4.00

N = TTOO
[eleleloloNoNe e

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 13 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: MUSC 179A 0201

Title INTER KEYBOARD SKILLS
Instructor: BEITH, NANCY S
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 17

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

GQWN -

abhwNPF

abhwNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Fall

[eNeNoNoNe) [eNeoNoNe) [cNeoNoNoNa] rOOO NOOOO QOO0 WVWWONWOO

[eNeoNoNoNe]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

UJORFrRPOOFRORFRW

NOOOoOOo LrOOO [eNeNoNoNa] [cNeoNoNe] [eleNeoNoNe)

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPRRRR R NRRRPR NN NN NWwhw

RPRRPRR

Mean

OO~ DD

ab~rpbob

oo oo gwww

Ao

OO0l

goroo o

Instructor

Rank

317/1649
118/1648
171375
174/1595
*Hx* /1533
*Hxx/1512
10971623
171646
559/1621

*H**/1568
FHA*)1572
*HA* /1564
F*H** /1559
FHA*)1352

*Hxx/1384
FHRA*)1382
*HA*/1368

Fkkx f

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

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

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

Fkkxk f

64/

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

Fkkxk f

948

221
243
212
209
555

Course
Mean

4.55
4.75
4.70
4.69
4.20
4.78
4.96
4.25

*kk*k
Fokkk
Fokkk
Fokhk

*kk*k

Fkkk
*kk*k
*kk*k

Fkhk

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

*hkk
E
*kkk
*kk*k

*kkk
*kk*k
*kkk

]

4.06

Fokhk
Fkhk
*kk*k
*kk*k

Fkkk

AABAMDMDIDIDDD
w
»

ADDMDD
(9]
w

A DAD

2.67

*kkk
*kk*k

4.80

w oo o
o
o

wooow
o
o
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®
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.77
4.23 4.16 4.92
4.27 4.10 5.00
4.20 4.03 4.83
4.04 3.87 F***
4.10 3.86 ****
4.16 4.08 4.92
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 4.36
4.43 4.39 FFF*
4.70 4.64 Fx**
4.28 4.20 F***
4.29 4.20 F***
3.98 3.86 ****
4.08 3.86 ****
4.29 4.03 F**F*
4.30 4.01 ****
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
3.68 3.54 x***
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 4.13
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 FF*F*
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MUSC 179A 0201

Title INTER KEYBOARD SKILLS
Instructor: BEITH, NANCY S
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 17

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1155
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Job IRBR3029

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

)= T TIOO

RPOOOOON©

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 180 0101

Title BEGINNING PIANO CLASS

Instructor:

BEITH, NANCY S

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 21

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNPE

abhwNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPRE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
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

© 010101010101 01 O

[e)Ne)le)Ne) o)

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

[cNeoNe) B VWO OOo
OONOOOORrO
OOPrRPOOORrROW
WOORNREFPEND
NNORPR~ARONON

RPOOOO
OQOPFr OO
OPrP OOO
OWRror
oocuINn G

IO OO
NEFRON
O OO
P WREN
PNDW

OGO
[eNoloNoNe
R ONDNEPE
OFRLNEFEDN
PNNEDN

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

=

OFr wWpEk

WwWwhpPR,o

WhWhAIAAMMDDW

ADADMDD

NWHAW

ArbhwWwwh

Instructor
Mean

.81
.13
.56

Rank

1343/1649
1043/1648
496/1375
660/1595
815/1533
FAxx /1512
1485/1623
71471646
104571621

815/1568
690/1572
929/1564
832/1559
26371352

1240/1384

831/1382
1279/1368
*xxk/ 948

238/ 555

33/ 53
**x*x/ 30
33/ 41
16/ 24
**x*x/ 110

Course
Mean

WhWhAAAMDMDD
o
&

A DDA
w
i

3.06
4.13
3.28

Fkkk

*hk*k

3.33

4.16
*kkk
3.98
4.33
3.80

AABAMDDIDIDDDN

ADDMDD

A DAD

AMbDOH

N = T TIOO
[eleNeoNoNoNaNi o

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

21
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.81
4.23 4.16 4.13
4.27 4.10 4.56
4.20 4.03 4.38
4.04 3.87 4.00
4.10 3.86 F***
4.16 4.08 3.25
4.69 4.67 4.88
4.06 3.96 3.92
4.43 4.39 4.53
4.70 4.64 4.87
4.28 4.20 4.27
4.29 4.20 4.40
3.98 3.86 4.57
4.08 3.86 3.13
4.29 4.03 4.25
4.30 4.01 3.13
3.95 3.75 FF**
4.29 4.14 4.80
3.68 3.54 Fxx*
3.68 3.51 Fx**
4.30 4.17 4.18
4.16 4.06 F***
4.43 4.27 3.80
4.42 4.24 4.33
3.99 3.83 F***

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 21

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 180 0201

Title BEGINNING PIANO CLASS

Instructor:

BEITH, NANCY S

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 20

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abrwnNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
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

ORABRMDMDMIMOAODSD

[e)NeNe)Ne e

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

R RNR

NWAND

Mean

WAwWwhAMMDMDD

ADADMDD

Wwhw

WhhHDAD

Instructor

Rank

89871649
977/1648
59371375
660/1595
754/1533
799/1512
1363/1623
171646
110571621

1031/1568
117471572
833/1564
695/1559
457/1352

1254/1384

946/1382
1201/1368
*xxk/ 948

239/ 312

34/ 53
29/ 41
86/ 110

Course
Mean

WhWhAAMDMDD
o
al

A DDA
w
i

3.06
4.13
3.28

Fkhk

*kk*k

3.33

4.16
*kkk
3.98
4.33
3.80

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

AMbDOH

N = T TOO
OCORrRPOOORrR N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

20
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.31
4.23 4.16 4.19
4.27 4.10 4.47
4.20 4.03 4.38
4.04 3.87 4.09
4.10 3.86 4.14
4.16 4.08 3.56
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.86
4.43 4.39 4.36
4.70 4.64 4.57
4.28 4.20 4.36
4.29 4.20 4.50
3.98 3.86 4.33
4.08 3.86 3.00
4.29 4.03 4.00
4.30 4.01 3.43
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.29 4.14 Fx**
3.68 3.54 Fxx*
3.68 3.51 3.33
4.30 4.17 4.14
4.16 4.06 F***
4.43 4.27 4.17
4.42 4.24 FF**
3.99 3.83 3.80

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 20

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 182 0101 University of Maryland

Title BEGINNING STRING CLASS Baltimore County
Instructor: TREMBLAY, CHRIS Fall 2008
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 14

woooOo

R OO b

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
5.00 1/1648 5.00
4.67 40171375 4.67
4.92 11971595 4.92
4.33 545/1533 4.33
4.33 595/1512 4.33
4.00 102971623 4.00
4.08 151371646 4.08
4.40 511/71621 4.40
5.00 171568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00
4.80 20171384 4.80
5.00 171382 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 14

#i## - Means there are not enough

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

DA DAD

.78

.77
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 5.00
4.23 4.16 5.00
4.27 4.10 4.67
4.20 4.03 4.92
4.04 3.87 4.33
4.10 3.86 4.33
4.16 4.08 4.00
4.69 4.67 4.08
4.06 3.96 4.40
4.43 4.39 5.00
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 5.00
4.29 4.20 5.00
3.98 3.86 ****
4.08 3.86 4.80
4.29 4.03 5.00
4.30 4.01 5.00
3.95 3.75 ****
4.29 4.14 F***
3.68 3.54 F***
3.68 3.51 ****

Majors
Major 9

Non-major 5

responses to be significant

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



Course-Section: MUSC 188 0101 University of Maryland

Title PERCUSSION CLASS Baltimore County
Instructor: GOLDSTEIN, THOM Fall 2008
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1
Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1
2
1
1
5

[
OONWOORLr OO

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

CO~NOUTA WN P
[eNeoNoNoNoloNoNoNa]
[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]
OONONOOON
PRPWONRFPRONOD

[

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 8
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 8
Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 8
Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 9
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 10

gpLNE
RPOOOO
el NoNeoNa]
[eNoNeoNoNe]
ONOOR
PR NOR

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 15
Were all students actively encouraged to participate 14
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 14
Were special techniques successful 14

honE
RrOoOOO
cocoo
oroOR
NOON
orOR

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 4 0 O O o0 o©

Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 8 0 O O O 1

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 17 0 O 1 o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons

wWhor

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADADMDD

A DAD

.78

.77

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

N = TTOO
[cNeoNoNoNoNoN NN

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4_.47 683/1649 4.47
4.89 154/1648 4.89
5.00 171375 5.00
4.92 106/1595 4.92
4.45 421/1533 4.45
5.00 1/1512 5.00
4.59 416/1623 4.59
4.95 39871646 4.95
4.27 676/1621 4.27
4.75 480/1568 4.75
5.00 171572 5.00
4.83 234/1564 4.83
4.18 1016/1559 4.18
4.89 107/1352 4.89
3.40 112271384 3.40
5.00 171382 5.00
4.33 796/1368 4.33
4.20 365/ 948 4.20
5.00 1/ 555 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

20
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.47
4.23 4.16 4.89
4.27 4.10 5.00
4.20 4.03 4.92
4.04 3.87 4.45
4.10 3.86 5.00
4.16 4.08 4.59
4.69 4.67 4.95
4.06 3.96 4.27
4.43 4.39 4.75
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 4.83
4.29 4.20 4.18
3.98 3.86 4.89
4.08 3.86 3.40
4.29 4.03 5.00
4.30 4.01 4.33
3.95 3.75 4.20
4.29 4.14 5.00
3.68 3.54 Fxx*
3.68 3.51 Fx**

Majors
Major 9
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 189 0101

Title GUITAR CLASS
Instructor: FORSHEE, ZANE
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ORADMDDAIAMDDDN

O ©Owooo

Fall

[
[cNeNoNoNa] [cNeoNoNoNa] [ NeNoNe] [cNeoNeoNoNe] OCORrRPRUINOOOO

[eNeNeoNoNe)
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Frequencies
1 2 3
o o0 3
0O 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 3
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 2
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 o©
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
o 1 o
o 0 1
0o 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©
0O 1 o
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 1 o

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

POPMOWROWW
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

A ~N PR

RPRRRR NR R PR NRRR R RO

RPRRRR

Mean

ArADhOAMODS

aoahshpsbd

oot OO O woooo ah~hbsbd

w oo oa

Instructor

Rank

73671649
33671648
171375
133/1595
241/1533
*Hxx/1512
720/1623
1258/1646
595/1621

37271568
591/1572
16971564
1/1559
FHA*)1352

437/1384
48371382
52271368

Fkkx f
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****/
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****/
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****/
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****/
****/
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****/
****/
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60/

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

Fkkx f

948

221
243
212
209
555

Course
Mean

4.44
4.69
5.00
4.90
4.67
4.33
4.44
4.33

4.82
4.91
4.91
5.00

*kk*k

4.50
4.67
4.67
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.44
4.23 4.16 4.69
4.27 4.10 5.00
4.20 4.03 4.90
4.04 3.87 4.67
4.10 3.86 ****
4.16 4.08 4.33
4.69 4.67 4.44
4.06 3.96 4.33
4.43 4.39 4.82
4.70 4.64 4.91
4.28 4.20 4.91
4.29 4.20 5.00
3.98 3.86 ****
4.08 3.86 4.50
4.29 4.03 4.67
4.30 4.01 4.67
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 4.17
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MUSC 189 0101 University of Maryland Page 1160

Title GUITAR CLASS Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: FORSHEE, ZANE Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 4
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 8 Under-grad 20 Non-major 16
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 1 ##H# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: MUSC 190A 0101 University of Maryland

Page 1161
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 4.93 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 4.93 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
4.50 119371646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.50
5.00 171621 4.75 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.86 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 3.86 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.03 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.01 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 3.75 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 4.00

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

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

Title PIANO Baltimore County
Instructor: FRANKLIN, RACHE Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 5
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 o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o 0O o o o0 1 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O O 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 o O O o0 o 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 O o o0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O O o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 o O O o0 o 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O O o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 O o o0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 o O o0 o0 o 1
4_ Were special techniques successful 1 o O O o0 o 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified O O O O o0 o 2
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 1 0 0O O o 1 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 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 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: MUSC 190A 0201 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.86 230/1649 4.93
4.86 182/1648 4.93
5.00 171375 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00
4.67 241/1533 4.67
5.00 1/1512 5.00
4.20 88371623 4.20
4.57 1130/1646 4.54
4.50 374/1621 4.75
5.00 171568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00
5.00 ****/ 948 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00
4.00 ****/ 312 4.00
5.00 1/ 53 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

7

AN

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

wow

.00

.77

.78
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.86
4.23 4.16 4.86
4.27 4.10 5.00
4.20 4.03 5.00
4.04 3.87 4.67
4.10 3.86 5.00
4.16 4.08 4.20
4.69 4.67 4.57
4.06 3.96 4.50
4.43 4.39 5.00
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 5.00
4.29 4.20 5.00
3.98 3.86 5.00
4.08 3.86 5.00
4.29 4.03 5.00
4.30 4.01 5.00
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.12 4.08 F***
4.29 4.14 5.00
3.68 3.54 Fxx*
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 Fx**
3.68 3.51 Fx**
4.30 4.17 5.00
4.43 4.27 FFF*

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 7

responses to be significant

Title PIANO Baltimore County
Instructor: HAWLEY, THOMAS Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 7
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 o0 o 1 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O 4 0 O 0 o 3
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 4 0 O 0 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 5 0 O O 0 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 2 0O O 1 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 3 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 3 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 O O o0 o 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 O O O o0 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 O O O o0 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O O o0 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 1 O O O o 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 o0 o0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 0O 0 0 o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 0O 0 0 o 2
4. Were special techniques successful 5 1 0 0 0 o0 1
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 6 0 O O 0 oO 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 4 1 0 O 0 o0 2
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 5 1 0O O o 1 0
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 6 0 O O 0 oO 1
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 6 0 O O 0 oO 1
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 5 1 0O 0O o 1 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 5 0 0O 0 0 o 2
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 5 1 O O O o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:

MUSC 190B 0401

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 433/1649 4.67 4.62 4.28 4.11 4.67
4.67 362/1648 4.67 4.58 4.23 4.16 4.67
3.00 153371623 3.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 3.00
4.00 154471646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
5.00 17/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 4.00
5.00 1/ 53 5.00 4.78 4.30 4.17 5.00
5.00 1/ 41 5.00 4.80 4.43 4.27 5.00
5.00 1/ 24 5.00 4.89 4.42 4.24 5.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 3 Non-major 3

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

Title VOICE Baltimore County
Instructor: MARKOV I CPRAKASH Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 3 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 o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O o0 1 o0 1 o
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 O0 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 o O O o0 o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 o0 o
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 o O O o0 o
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 2 0 0 0 o0 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 1 0 0O O o0 2
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 o0 o
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 2 0 0 o0 o0 o
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 2 0 0 0 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 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
4.67 1037/1646 4.83 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.67
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
4.00 388/ 555 4.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 4.00
5.00 1/ 53 5.00 4.78 4.30 4.17 5.00
5.00 1/ 41 5.00 4.80 4.43 4.27 5.00
5.00 1/ 24 5.00 4.89 4.42 4.24 5.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 3 Non-major 3

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

Title VIOLIN Baltimore County
Instructor: YOSHIOKA, AIRI Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 5
Questionnaires: 3 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 o0 o
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O o0 o0 o
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O 0O O O0 O
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 1 0O O O 1 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 2 o O O o0 o
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 2 o O O o0 o
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 2 0 0 0 o0 o
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. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
5.00 171646 4.83 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.86 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 4.00

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

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

Title VIOLIN Baltimore County
Instructor: TREMBLAY, CHRIS Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O O 0 O0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O O o o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o 0o o o o o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o 0O o o o0 o0 1
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O o o o 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding O O O O o0 o 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities o 0O o o o 1 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 1 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. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 3.87 5.00
4.50 119371646 4.50 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.50
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 5.00

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

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

Title VIOLA Baltimore County
Instructor: LAMBROS, MARIA Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 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 o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 O O O o 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O o o o0 1 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0O 0 O O 0 O0 2
Lecture
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 o O O o0 o 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 1 o O O o0 o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 1901 0201 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

OO0 b

Rank

27471649
171648
FAA*)1375
171595
*x*x /1533
*Hxx/1512
FHA*)1623
171646
288/1621

*xxx/ 312

Graduate

Course

Mean

4.80
5.00
*kk*k
5.00

*kk*k

5.00
4.60

*kk*k

Fkkk

Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

5
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Title FLUTE Baltimore County
Instructor: KESNER, LORI Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 7
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 o0 o 1 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 3 O O O o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 2 O O O o 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 3 0 0 0 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 3 0 0 0 o0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 4 0 0O 0 0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o O o o0 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O 0O o0 2 3
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 4 0 O O o0 o 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 4 0 O O O 1 o0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 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 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
4.00 112471648 4.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 4.00
4.00 154471646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
4.00 91471621 4.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 4.00
4.00 1279/1568 4.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
4.00 1127/1564 4.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 4.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
3.00 121971352 3.00 4.41 3.98 3.86 3.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 3.86 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.03 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.01 5.00
2.00 522/ 555 2.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 2.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 4.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 1 Non-major 1

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

Title OBOE Baltimore County
Instructor: LANDE, VLADIMIR Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 0
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o o o 1 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O0 1 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o0 o 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O O o o 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o 0O O O o 1 o
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o 0O o o o0 o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding O O O o 1 0 O
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned o 0O o o o o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate o 0O o o o o0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion O O O O o o 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified o 0O o 1 0o o0 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities o o0 o o o 1 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: MUSC 190Q 0201
Title
Instructor:

SAXOPHONE
BELZER, MATTHEW

Enrollment: 2

Questionnaires: 1

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwNPE

A WNPF

General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled

Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

[eNeNoNoNe]

[cNeNoNe)

0

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

o O O o 1

Frequency Distribution

RPRRRR

R RR e
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.03 5.00
5.00 171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 3.87 5.00
3.00 153371623 3.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 3.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.86 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 3.86 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.03 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.01 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 3.75 5.00
3.00 220/ 243 3.00 2.67 4.12 4.08 3.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 4.00

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

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

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

P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 190S 0201 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
5.00 1/1648 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00
5.00 1/1533 5.00
4.50 50271623 4.50
4.50 119371646 4.50
4.50 37471621 4.50
5.00 171568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00
5.00 1/ 53 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough
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ean

.54

.51

.17

Non-major
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Title PERCUSSION Baltimore County
Instructor: DOVE, BARRY Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 8
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 O O o o o 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o o o 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 O O O o 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 2 0 0O 0 o0 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o0 o o 1 o0 3
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 2 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O 0 O O 2 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 o O O o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 o O O o0 o 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 o0 o 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 o o 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 o O O o0 o 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 o o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 o o 2
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 3 0 O 0O 0 o0 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 3 0 0 O o 1 0
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 3 0 0 o0 o 1 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 3 0 0O 0O 0 o0 1
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 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 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

MUSC 190U 0101
HARP
POLLAUF, JACQUE

Enrollment: 1

Questionnaires: 1

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwnNPF

ArWNPF

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

[eNeoNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

0

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

0O o0 o 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RPRRRR

R RRR

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1
28-55 1 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 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.86 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 3.86 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.03 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.01 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 3.75 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 4.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 1 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: MUSC 191 0301

Title RECITAL PREPARATION

Instructor:

WONNEBERGER, AL

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 19

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

18

17

Fall

PRPRPONDMBMOO

(el NeNoNe]

[cNeoNoNe]

0

2008

Freq

[cNoNoNeoNoNoNaN ol

COoORRER

[cNeoNoNe]

2

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

QOO WOOWOOD

ABABADD

Wwww

Mean

OO OSS

aoahshpsbd

[ 6 e

Instructor

Rank

1183/1649
55671648
171375
171595
*x*x /1533
156/1512
32171623
171646
12171621

1169/1568
1419/1572
100171564
F*H** /1559
FHA*)1352

ok /1384
*xxx /1382
/1368
*xxk/ 948

Course
Mean

Fokhk

*kk*k

Fkkk
*kk*k
*kk*k

Fkhk

*kk*k

*kk*k

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
[cNoNoNaoNaN Tl LN

General

Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.00
4.23 4.16 4.50
4.27 4.10 5.00
4.20 4.03 5.00
4.04 3.87 Fx**
4.10 3.86 4.80
4.16 4.08 4.67
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 4.83
4.43 4.39 4.20
4.70 4.64 4.20
4.28 4.20 4.20
4.29 4.20 FF**
3.98 3.86 *F**
4.08 3.86 Fr**
4.29 4.03 Fx**
4.30 4.01 Fx**
3.95 3.75 Fx**
3.68 3.54 Fxx*x
3.68 3.51 Fx**

Majors
Major 10
Non-major 9

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 193A 0101

Title PIANO
Instructor: FRANKLIN, RACHE
Enrollment: 5

Questionnaires: 2

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

A WN P AN AWNPF abhwbNPRF

abwdNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

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

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

POOOOOOOO

oRrpR RPRRR RPRRRPR

R RRe

RPRRPRR

OORRRRLRROO
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[cNeoNe)
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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PR R RRe RPRRRR

R RR e
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N = T TOO
[eNoNeoNeoNoNoNaN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.10 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.03 5.00
5.00 171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 3.87 5.00
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 3.86 5.00
5.00 171623 4.50 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
4.50 119371646 4.25 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.50
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.86 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 3.86 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.03 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.01 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 3.75 5.00
5.00 1/ 221 5.00 5.00 4.16 4.05 5.00
5.00 1/ 243 5.00 2.67 4.12 4.08 5.00
5.00 17/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 5.00
5.00 1/ 52 5.00 3.00 4.06 3.72 5.00
5.00 1/ 48 5.00 5.00 4.09 3.65 5.00
5.00 1/ 39 5.00 5.00 4.47 4.36 5.00
5.00 1/ 39 5.00 5.00 4.38 4.37 5.00
5.00 1/ 53 5.00 4.78 4.30 4.17 5.00
5.00 1/ 30 5.00 5.00 4.16 4.06 5.00
5.00 1/ 41 5.00 4.80 4.43 4.27 5.00
5.00 1/ 24 5.00 4.89 4.42 4.24 5.00
5.00 17 110 5.00 4.60 3.99 3.83 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 193A 0201

Title PIANO
Instructor: HAWLEY, THOMAS
Enrollment: 1
Questionnaires: 1

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1174
FEB 11, 2009

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

IRBR3029

General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0

0

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

Frequency Distribution

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 0
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 0
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

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

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
5.00 1/1648 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00
4.00 102971623 4.50
4.00 1544/1646 4.25
5.00 1/ 555 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 193B 0101

Title VOICE

Instructor:

KING, THOMAS

Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 2

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwNPF

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

POOOOOOOO

RPRRRPR

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

0O O O0O o0 o
o o0 o o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PRPPRPOONONN

RPRRRR

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

.78

.78

N = TTOO
RPOOOOOOR

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 4.50
5.00 1/1648 5.00
3.00 132871375 3.00
5.00 171595 4.67
3.00 1441/1533 4.33
2.00 1505/1512 2.00
5.00 171623 4.50
4.50 119371646 4.67
5.00 171621 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00
2.00 266/ 288 2.00
5.00 1/ 53 5.00
5.00 1/ 41 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

Page 1175

FEB 11, 2009

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 5.00
4.23 4.16 5.00
4.27 4.10 3.00
4.20 4.03 5.00
4.04 3.87 3.00
4.10 3.86 2.00
4.16 4.08 5.00
4.69 4.67 4.50
4.06 3.96 5.00
4.43 4.39 5.00
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 5.00
4.29 4.20 5.00
3.98 3.86 5.00
4.29 4.14 5.00
3.68 3.54 2.00
4.30 4.17 5.00
4.43 4.27 5.00

Majors
Major 2

Non-major 0

responses to be significant
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FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 64471649 4.50 4.62 4.28 4.11 4.50
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171595 4.67 4.53 4.20 4.03 5.00
5.00 1/1533 4.33 4.34 4.04 3.87 5.00
3.50 1387/1623 4.50 4.32 4.16 4.08 3.50
4.50 1193/1646 4.67 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.50
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 5.00
1.00 308/ 312 3.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 1.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 3 Non-major 1

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

Course-Section: MUSC 193B 0301 University of Maryland
Title VOICE Baltimore County
Instructor: JACKSON, JANICE Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 5
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 O O o0 o 1 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O O o0 o 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 1 O O O o 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 1 O O O o 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 o0 1 1 o0
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 O o0 1 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 O O O o0 o 2
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 2 0 0 0 0 o0 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 2 0 1 0 0 o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193B 0401 University of Maryland Page 1177

Title VOICE Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: MARKOV I CPRAKASH Fall 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 0 4.00 118371649 4.50 4.62 4.28 4.11 4.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 1 0 4.00 1067/1595 4.67 4.53 4.20 4.03 4.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0 1 5.00 1/1533 4.33 4.34 4.04 3.87 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171623 4.50 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 1/1646 4.67 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 17 312 3.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 ####H# - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 1
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193C 0101

Title VIOLIN
Instructor: YOSHIOKA, AIRI
Enrollment: 6
Questionnaires: 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall

2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1178
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.10 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.03 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.54 4.00
2.00 291/ 312 2.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 2.00

Required for Majors

Questions NR
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 0
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 0
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1

N = T TTOO
[cNeoNoNoNoNoNe]

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 193F 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.83 247/1649 4.83
4.60 441/1648 4.60
4.33 733/1375 4.33
5.00 171595 5.00
4.50 366/1533 4.50
4.60 310/1512 4.60
4.67 321/1623 4.67
4.17 1462/1646 4.17
4.67 234/1621 4.67
5.00 171568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00
4.33 457/1352 4.33
4.00 388/ 555 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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Title GUITAR Baltimore County
Instructor: LAGANA, THOMAS Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 7
Questionnaires: 6 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O o0 o 2 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 3 0O O 1 0 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 2 0 0 1 o0 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 O 1 0 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 0O o o o 2 4
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 5 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 O 0O 0 2 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 o O O o0 o 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 O O 0O o0 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 O O 0O o0 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 O O O o0 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 0 O 0 o 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 0 o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 0O 0 0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 0O 0 0 o 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 2 0 1 0O O o0 3
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 5 0 0 1 0 o0 o
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 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193G 0101

University of Maryland

Page 1180
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
4.00 950/1375 4.00 4.62 4.27 4.10 4.00
4.00 1067/1595 4.00 4.53 4.20 4.03 4.00
3.00 1428/1512 3.00 4.32 4.10 3.86 3.00
3.00 153371623 3.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 3.00
4.00 154471646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
4.00 91471621 4.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 4.00
3.00 151571568 3.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 3.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
3.00 1496/1564 3.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 3.00
3.00 147971559 3.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 3.00

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

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

Title CLASSICAL GUITAR Baltimore County
Instructor: FORSHEE, ZANE Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 7
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 1 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O 1 0 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 0O O O 1 o0 o
8. How many times was class cancelled o 0O o o o 1 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O 1 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o 1 0 O
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O O o0 o 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o 0O o O 1 o0 o
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o 0O o O 1 o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 1931 0101

Title FLUTE
Instructor: CELLA, LISA
Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 2

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1181
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

abhwnNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

RPRRRR

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

o 0 o o0 o
o 0 o o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

RPRRRR

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 64471649 4.50 4.62 4.28 4.11 4.50
4.50 556/1648 4.50 4.58 4.23 4.16 4.50
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 3.86 5.00
4.50 119371646 4.50 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.50
4.00 91471621 4.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 4.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.86 5.00
2.00 291/ 312 2.00 3.77 3.68 3.51 2.00
5.00 1/ 53 5.00 4.78 4.30 4.17 5.00
5.00 1/ 41 5.00 4.80 4.43 4.27 5.00

[eNeoNoNoNoNoNoN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 193U 0101 University of Maryland

UMBC
Mean

Page 1182

FEB 11,

2009

Job IRBR3029

Level
Mean

4.11
4.16
4.03
4.67

Title HARP Baltimore County

Instructor: POLLAUF, JACQUE Fall 2008

Enrol Iment: 1

Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1

4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 1

8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 1

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 O 0O O0 1 O

Frequency Distribution

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
5.00 1/1648 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00
4.00 91471621 4.00

Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

###H# - Means there are not enough

Non

3.96

Majors

-major

responses to be significant

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 193V 0101
Title ELECTRIC BASS
Instructor: BALDWIN, THOMAS
Enrollment: 2
Questionnaires: 2

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1183
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

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

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

A WNPF

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

R R R

1

OOrOFrRRFRLRFLPROO

[cNeoNoNe)

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

NRRNRRPRRPRNN

R R R

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.10 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.03 5.00
5.00 1/1533 5.00 4.34 4.04 3.87 5.00
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 3.86 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
4.00 154471646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 5.00

Required for Majors

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section:

MUSC 193W 0201

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2008

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

o 0O o o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

[cNeol e
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
4.00 112471648 4.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 4.00
4.00 154471646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
4.00 127971568 4.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
4.00 1127/1564 4.00 4.53 4.28 4.20 4.00
4.00 1121/1559 4.00 4.57 4.29 4.20 4.00
5.00 17 288 5.00 3.78 3.68 3.54 5.00

Title UPRIGHT BASS
Instructor: RUAS, LAURA
Enrol Iment: 3
Questionnaires: 1
Questions NR
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 0
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 194A 0101 University of Maryland Page 1185

Title PIANO Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: FRANKLIN, RACHE Fall 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 1 5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.03 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O O 0 1 5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O O O 1 O 4.00 154471646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O O O O 1 0 4.00 914/1621 4.50 4.43 4.06 3.96 4.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 #iHHt - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 1
? 0



Course-Section:

MUSC 194A 0201

University of Maryland

Title PIANO Baltimore County

Instructor: HAWLEY, THOMAS Fall 2008

Enrol Iment: 1

Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5

General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1

8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o o o 1 o

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O O 1
Laboratory

5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified O O O O o o 1
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o o0 1

3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful O O O o o o 1

Expected Grades

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

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

D= T TIOO

[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page 1186
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
4.00 154471646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
5.00 171621 4.50 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
5.00 17 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.14 5.00
5.00 1/ 53 5.00 4.78 4.30 4.17 5.00
5.00 1/ 41 5.00 4.80 4.43 4.27 5.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 1 Non-major 0

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



Course-Section: MUSC 194F 0101

University of Maryland

Page 1187
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Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 118371649 4.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 4.00
4.33 797/1648 4.33 4.58 4.23 4.16 4.33
4.00 950/1375 4.00 4.62 4.27 4.10 4.00
4.33 722/1595 4.33 4.53 4.20 4.03 4.33
4.00 815/1533 4.00 4.34 4.04 3.87 4.00
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 3.86 5.00
4.67 321/1623 4.67 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.67
4.33 1340/1646 4.33 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.33
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
3.67 1426/1568 3.67 4.59 4.43 4.39 3.67
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
4.67 473/1564 4.67 4.53 4.28 4.20 4.67
4.67 512/1559 4.67 4.57 4.29 4.20 4.67
4.00 690/1352 4.00 4.41 3.98 3.86 4.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 3.86 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.03 5.00
4.00 948/1368 4.00 4.55 4.30 4.01 4.00
4.00 431/ 948 4.00 4.52 3.95 3.75 4.00

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

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

Title GUITAR Baltimore County
Instructor: LAGANA, THOMAS Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O o0 o 1 1 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 0 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O o 1 1 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 2 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 1 0o 0 1 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0O O O O0 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o 2 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0O 0O 0 0 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o 2 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o o o o o o0 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o o o o o 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o o o o 1 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 1 0O O o 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 o0 o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 o O o0 o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 O O o0 o 1 0
4. Were special techniques successful 2 0 0 0 o0 1 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.00 91471621 4.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 4.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 1 Non-major 0

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

responses to be significant

Course-Section: MUSC 1941 0201 University of Maryland
Title FLUTE Baltimore County
Instructor: KESNER, LORI Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O0 1 O
Frequency Distribution

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

P 0

| 0 Other

? 0



Course-Section:

MUSC 194Y 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.11 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.16 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 3.96 5.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 1 Non-major 0

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

responses to be significant

Title IMPROV Baltimore County
Instructor: BELZER, MATTHEW Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O O 1
Frequency Distribution

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

P 0

| 0 Other

? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 210 0101

Title MUSICIANSHIP LAB 111
Instructor: CELLA, LISA
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

A WNPF

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

14

12

14

NOOOUIRPROOO

[cNeoNoNe)

[eNeNe]

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PO~NWUIO ONO

NWww

[eNeNe]

AABAMDMDIIDDD

B DAD

A DA D

.78

77

.60

Required for Majors

N = T TOO
[cNoNoNoNaN i/ RN

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 4.89
4.40 702/1648 4.63
4.90 166/1375 4.95
4.44 580/1595 4.68
5.00 1/1533 5.00
4.25 687/1512 4.25
4.40 635/1623 4.55
4.60 110371646 4.73
4.43 483/1621 4.56
4.50 852/1568 4.50
4.75 931/1572 4.88
4.25 93971564 4.25
3.50 1370/1559 3.50
3.00 ****/ 288 3.80
3.50 217/ 312 3.75

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

16
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 5.00
4.23 4.25 4.40
4.27 4.37 4.90
4.20 4.22 4.44
4.04 4.04 5.00
4.10 4.14 4.25
4.16 4.21 4.40
4.69 4.63 4.60
4.06 4.01 4.43
4.43 4.39 4.50
4.70 4.73 4.75
4.28 4.27 4.25
4.29 4.33 3.50
4.08 3.99 Fxx*
4.29 4.19 Fr**
4.30 4.21 Fx**
4.29 4.33 FFF*
3.68 3.65 Fr**
3.68 3.59 3.50
3.99 3.72 Fx**

Majors
Major 6

Non-major 10

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 210 0201

Title MUSICIANSHIP LAB 111
Instructor: CELLA, LISA
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 18

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Fall

[y
[cNeNoNoNa] [cNeoNoNoNa] [cNeoNoNe] [eNeoNeoNoNe] OORrRPROOWRLrOO

[eNeNeoNoNe)

[eNeNoNoNe]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

WNHAOOFRLRONW

Wk R R WRRRPRP RPRRRO ocoooo coor oo

[eNeNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

NOR R R RPRRRR WRRRPR (AN NN INJINJANE N

NNNNN

Mean

ArAhbhOOSAODD

aohkhoo

A O1TOTO

ADMDDDS WhDDD ABADADID

[N N6 e e

Instructor

Rank

29571649
182/1648
171375
133/1595
1/1533
*Hxx/1512
28471623
748/1646
207/1621

*H**/1568

171572
*rxx /1564
F*H*x /1559
FHA*)1352

*Hxx/1384
FHRA*/1382
*HA*/1368

Fkkx f

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

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

167/

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

Fkkx f

68/

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

Fkkx f

948

221
243
212
209
555

Course
Mean

*kk*k
*kkk
X

Fkhk

3.75

Fkhk
*kk*k
*kk*k
Fkkk

Fkkk

AABAMDMDIIDDD
w
N

ADDMDD
(9]
w

A DAD

2.67
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4.80
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.79
4.23 4.25 4.86
4.27 4.37 5.00
4.20 4.22 4.91
4.04 4.04 5.00
4.10 4.14 F***
4.16 4.21 4.69
4.69 4.63 4.86
4.06 4.01 4.70
4.43 4.39 FFF*
4.70 4.73 5.00
4.28 4.27 Fx*F*
4.29 4.33 Fx**
3.98 4.07 ****
4.08 3.99 Fx**
4.29 4.19 F***
4.30 4.21 F***
3.95 3.89 ****
4.16 4.45 F***
4.12 447 Fx*F*
4.40 4.62 F***
4.35 4.64 F**F*
4.29 4.33 Fx*F*
4.54 3.75 F***
4.47 3.33 Fr*F*
4.43 3.67 F**F*
4.35 5.00 ****
3.68 3.65 3.80
4.06 3.93 F***
4.09 4.05 ****
4.47 4.49 FxE*
4.38 3.66 F***
3.68 3.59 4.00
4.30 4.07 ****
4.16 1.50 ****
4.43 3.50 F***
4.42 2.00 F***
3.99 3.72 *x**



Course-Section: MUSC 210 0201

Title MUSICIANSHIP LAB 111
Instructor: CELLA, LISA
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 18

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1191
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 8

)= T TIOO

RPOOOOON©

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 11
Under-grad 18 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: MUSC 217 0101

Title ROCK & RELATED MUSIC

Instructor:

VOLAJ, ALTIN

Enrollment: 189

Questionnaires: 135

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

125
129
127
127
100

125
127
126
127
108

127
128
127
127

127
127
127
127
123

Fall

a1

~
oo~ N~NhOoO [oNeoNeoNe] WPrOOoOOo ~hwouNMN,POOO

ooO~MOO

aoohOo

Frequencies
1 2 3
0o 7 14
1 7 13
o 7 11
1 1 14
5 6 15
2 1 12
1 5 20
o 1 3
1 2 29
0o 2 1
o 3 7
1 6 22
1 5 13
2 4 9
8 8 12
4 6 14
5 5 10
5 1 6
0O 0 1
1 0 3
0o 0 2
0O 1 o
2 2 5
0O 1 o
0O 0 1
0O 1 o
o 0 1
2 5 2
2 0 2
1 0 2
0O 1 o0
0O 0 1
1 6 O
2 0 2
0o 1 o
o 0 1
0O 1 o
0O 1 o

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

RPOOOO [eNeoNoNoNe] oOor oo

~MhOOOO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

NFEWhSD NNWNN

NNN WM

Mean

WhDHAWAPADMDD

ADADMDD

Whbhoww WhhHDDH ANWWW Wwww

ABRADMIPW

Instructor

Rank

1057/1649
825/1648
73371375
956/1595
761/1533

103571512
84971623
71471646

115171621

91771568
1084/1572
1073/1564

911/1559

34171352

101171384
1038/1382
97371368

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

Fkkx f

948
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Mean
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o
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.16
4.23 4.25 4.32
4.27 4.37 4.34
4.20 4.22 4.14
4.04 4.04 4.08
4.10 4.14 3.89
4.16 4.21 4.23
4.69 4.63 4.87
4.06 4.01 3.80
4.43 4.39 4.45
4.70 4.73 4.65
4.28 4.27 4.11
4.29 4.33 4.32
3.98 4.07 4.46
4.08 3.99 3.67
4.29 4.19 3.89
4.30 4.21 3.97
3.95 3.89 ****
4.16 4.45 F***
4.12 447 FF*F*
4.40 4.62 F***
4.35 4.64 F**F*
4.29 4.33 Fx*F*
4.54 3.75 F***
4.47 3.33 Fr*F*
4.43 3.67 F**F*
4.35 5.00 ****
3.68 3.65 F***
4.06 3.93 F***
4.09 4.05 ****
4.47 4.49 FxE*
4.38 3.66 F***
3.68 3.59 ****
4.30 4.07 ****
4.16 1.50 ****
4.43 3.50 F***
4.42 2.00 F***
3.99 3.72 ****



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

MUSC 217 0101

ROCK & RELATED MUSIC
VOLAJ, ALTIN

189

135

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1192
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

00-27 22
28-55 15
56-83 4
84-150 2
Grad. 0

Required for Majors 51

General 40
Electives 3
Other 3

Graduate 0

Under-grad 135

Non-major 135

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



Course-Section: MUSC 218 0101

Title RECORDING TECHNIQUES

Instructor:

KIMBOYLE, DAVID

Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M

Page
FEB 11,
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2009

Job IRBR3029

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

00 00 00

9

ORrPOOFrPOOO0OO

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
0O O 0 4
0O 0 1 3
o o0 1 1
o o0 2 2
0O 0 1 4
o 1 1 2
0O O O &6
0O 0O o0 4
0O 0O o0 4
o o0 1 3
o 0 o0 2
o o0 1 2
o o0 1 3
o 1 o0 o0
0O 0 o0 1
0o 0 o0 2
o 0 o0 2
o o0 1 1
0O 0O 1 o0
0O 0 o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

W= T TIOO
POOOOOON

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.60 510/1649 4.60
4.50 556/1648 4.50
4.70 370/1375 4.70
4.40 636/1595 4.40
4.33 545/1533 4.33
4.30 627/1512 4.30
4.40 63571623 4.40
4.56 1148/1646 4.56
4.60 288/1621 4.60
4.50 852/1568 4.50
4.80 840/1572 4.80
4.60 550/1564 4.60
4.50 695/1559 4.50
4.70 188/1352 4.70

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 10

#### - Means there are not enough

MBC Level
ean Mean
28 4.29
23 4.25
27 4.37
20 4.22
04 4.04
10 4.14
16 4.21
69 4.63
06 4.01
43 4.39
70 4.73
28 4.27
29 4.33
98 4.07
08 3.99
29 4.19
30 4.21
95 3.89
29 4.33
68 3.59
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 221 0101

Title JAZZ THRY AND AURAL SK

Instructor:

BELZER, MATTHEW

Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2008

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

ANNNNNNDNDN

WWwww

WNNN

8

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

[ NeNoNe]

0

[eNeoNoNoNoloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

0

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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4.57
4.71
4.86

E
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Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
OQOO0OO0OO0OO0OUIN

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
4.86 182/1648 4.86
4.86 19971375 4.86
4.86 162/1595 4.86
4.86 128/1533 4.86
4.86 133/1512 4.86
4.86 145/1623 4.86
4.43 1268/1646 4.43
5.00 171621 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
4.83 234/1564 4.83
5.00 171559 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00
4.57 394/1384 4.57
4.71 435/1382 4.71
4.86 316/1368 4.86

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

9

MBC Level
ean Mean
28 4.29
23 4.25
27 4.37
20 4.22
04 4.04
10 4.14
16 4.21
69 4.63
06 4.01
43 4.39
70 4.73
28 4.27
29 4.33
98 4.07
08 3.99
29 4.19
30 4.21
95 3.89
29 4.33
68 3.59
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 224 0101 University of Maryland

Title INSTRUMENTATION Baltimore County
Instructor: MACAULAY, JANIC Fall 2008
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 13

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

DOOUTO O NN

OGO W

P NNN

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.78 306/1649 4.78
4.56 498/1648 4.56
4.44 617/1375 4.44
4.67 321/1595 4.67
4.75 180/1533 4.75
4.63 294/1512 4.63
4.22 849/1623 4.22
5.00 171646 5.00
4.71 191/1621 4.71
4.00 127971568 4.00
5.00 171572 5.00
4.33 854/1564 4.33
4.83 284/1559 4.83
4.60 247/1352 4.60
5.00 1/ 555 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 13

#### - Means there are not enough

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDADD
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.78

.77
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.78
4.23 4.25 4.56
4.27 4.37 4.44
4.20 4.22 4.67
4.04 4.04 4.75
4.10 4.14 4.63
4.16 4.21 4.22
4.69 4.63 5.00
4.06 4.01 4.71
4.43 4.39 4.00
4.70 4.73 5.00
4.28 4.27 4.33
4.29 4.33 4.83
3.98 4.07 4.60
4.08 3.99 Frx*
4.29 4.19 Fx**
4.30 4.21 Fx**
3.95 3.89 *x**
4.29 4.33 5.00
3.68 3.65 Fx**
3.68 3.59 4.00

Majors
Major 6
Non-major 7

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 4 0 0O O oO 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 4 0 O 1 0 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 0 O 1 0 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 4 0 O 1 0O O
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 1 0 0 0 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 4 1 0 0 O0 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 4 0 1 0 1 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 0 O 1 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 7 0 1 0O O 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 7 0 0O O o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 1 0 o0 oO
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 0 O O o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 0 0 O 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 11 o0 o0 o0 o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 11 o O o0 o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 11 o O o0 o0 o
4. Were special techniques successful 11 1 0 0 O o
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 8 0 O O 0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 12 O O o0 o 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 9 0O O O o0 4
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 2 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: MUSC 225 0101

Title THEORY 111:COUNTERPOIN
Instructor: TRIPPROBERSON,
Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

ANNNNNNDNDN

[e)NeNe)Ne e

4

[cNeoNoNoh JNolNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

PRPWWNWWNDN

RPRRRR

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.40 776/1649 4.48 4.62 4.28 4.29
4.40 70271648 4.42 4.58 4.23 4.25
4.60 464/1375 4.80 4.62 4.27 4.37
4.60 38371595 4.68 4.53 4.20 4.22
4.50 366/1533 4.41 4.34 4.04 4.04
4.60 310/1512 4.62 4.32 4.10 4.14
4.60 395/1623 4.54 4.32 4.16 4.21
4.20 1440/1646 3.85 4.55 4.69 4.63
3.67 126171621 3.90 4.43 4.06 4.01
5.00 ****/1568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39
5.00 ****/1572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.73
5.00 ****/1564 4.71 4.53 4.28 4.27
5.00 ****/1559 4.75 4.57 4.29 4.33
5.00 ****/1352 4.29 4.41 3.98 4.07
2.50 253/ 288 2.50 3.78 3.68 3.65
3.33 239/ 312 3.53 3.77 3.68 3.59

Required for Majors

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 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 225 0201 University of Maryland

Title THEORY 111:COUNTERPOIN Baltimore County
Instructor: MORIN, JOSEPH Fall 2008
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 25

N N 01 OTw oo 010 N

RPRRPRP

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.56 577/1649 4.48
4.44 643/1648 4.42
5.00 171375 4.80
4.77 227/1595 4.68
4.31 565/1533 4.41
4.64 279/1512 4.62
4.47 541/1623 4.54
3.50 1630/1646 3.85
4.14 81271621 3.90
5.00 171568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
4.71 406/1564 4.71
4.75 390/1559 4.75
4.29 495/1352 4.29
3.75 ****/ 288 2.50
3.73 198/ 312 3.53

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

25

»

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

woao o,

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.28 4.29
4.23 4.25
4.27 4.37
4.20 4.22
4.04 4.04
4.10 4.14
4.16 4.21
4.69 4.63
4.06 4.01
4.43 4.39
4.70 4.73
4.28 4.27
4.29 4.33
3.98 4.07
4.08 3.99
4.29 4.19
4.30 4.21
3.95 3.89
4.29 4.33
4.54 3.75
4.47 3.33
4.43 3.67
4.35 5.00
3.68 3.65
3.68 3.59
3.99 3.72
Majors
Major
Non-major
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 7 0O O O 2 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 7 o O o 3 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 7 8 0 O O o
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 8 4 0 O 1 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 8 1 1 0o 2 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 7 4 0 0 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 8 0 O 1 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 7 0 O O0 10 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 10 1 0 0 1 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 88 0 O O 0 oO
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 17 0 O O o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 8 0 O O o0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 17 0 O O o0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 18 0 O 1 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 20 0 0 0O 2 o©
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 20 0 0 O o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 20 0 0 O O o
4. Were special techniques successful 21 1 0 0 1 o
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 22 0O O O 1 0
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
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 24 0 0 0 o0 o
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 24 0 0 0 o0 o
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 21 0O O 1 0 2
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 14 0 O 2 0 8
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 23 0O O 1 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 0 c 2 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 3 D 1
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 227 0101

Title THRY V:20TH CENT MUS A
Instructor: VOLAJ, ALTIN
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

NWWwWwwwhww

oo oag

15

13

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

0o 0O O o0 5

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
PW~NUOIRO0OWN O

N0 Ol ©

oOwWhAhw

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.07 114271649 4.07 4.62 4.28 4.29 4.07
4.13 103271648 4.13 4.58 4.23 4.25 4.13
4.86 19971375 4.86 4.62 4.27 4.37 4.86
4.31 75971595 4.31 4.53 4.20 4.22 4.31
2.46 1513/1533 2.46 4.34 4.04 4.04 2.46
3.67 1170/1512 3.67 4.32 4.10 4.14 3.67
4.20 88371623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.21 4.20
4.87 731/1646 4.87 4.55 4.69 4.63 4.87
3.64 1281/1621 3.64 4.43 4.06 4.01 3.64
4.08 1248/1568 4.08 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.08
4.85 740/1572 4.85 4.84 4.70 4.73 4.85
3.69 1324/1564 3.69 4.53 4.28 4.27 3.69
4.31 931/1559 4.31 4.57 4.29 4.33 4.31
3.70 950/1352 3.70 4.41 3.98 4.07 3.70
3.83 92171384 3.83 4.37 4.08 3.99 3.83
4.17 887/1382 4.17 4.65 4.29 4.19 4.17
3.50 118171368 3.50 4.55 4.30 4.21 3.50
2.50 ****/ 948 **** 4. 52 3.95 3.89 F***
5.00 ****/ 555 **** 4. 80 4.29 4.33 ****
3.67 ****/ 288 **** 3.78 3.68 3.65 *F***
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.59 4.00

N = T T1O O
NOOOORrOR

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 18 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: MUSC 230 0101

Title MUSICS OF THE WORLD

Instructor:

BECK, GINA C

Enrollment: 43

Questionnaires: 42

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

25

41
29

Fall 2008

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 3 4
0O 0 1 3 5
o o 1 2 3
13 0 0 1 o
3 5 2 1 5
14 0 O o0 2
o 0O o0 4 1
o 0O O o0 1
o o0 1 3 7
0O 0O O 1 5
0O 0O O 0 5
o 1 0 2 5
o o0 1 2 1
o 1 o0 3 2
o 3 1 2 3
o 1 1 3 2
o 2 1 1 2
7 0O O o0 3

0O O 1 0 O
0O O 2 0 10

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

R OAN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

WhADPDWADMDD

ADADMDD

AWWW

.76

.00
.77

Instructor

Rank

617/1649
797/1648
52971375
FA** /1595
1400/1533
*Hxx/1512
427/1623
33271646
101671621

65271568
931/1572
833/1564
586/1559
39971352

1254/1384
116071382
1136/1368
*xxk/ 948

171/ 288

**kxf 5D
191/ 312

Course
Mean

4.52
4.33
4.52

*kk*k

3.17
4.57
4.95
3.93

ADADMDD
w
&

3.00
3.64
3.64

Fkhk

*kk*k

3.76

*kkk

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

.78

.00
.77

N = T TTOO
POOOORMN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

42
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.52
4.23 4.25 4.33
4.27 4.37 4.52
4.20 4.22 FFE*
4.04 4.04 3.17
4.10 4.14 Fx**
4.16 4.21 4.57
4.69 4.63 4.95
4.06 4.01 3.93
4.43 4.39 4.65
4.70 4.73 4.75
4.28 4.27 4.35
4.29 4.33 4.60
3.98 4.07 4.40
4.08 3.99 3.00
4.29 4.19 3.64
4.30 4.21 3.64
3.95 3.89 Fx**
4.29 4.33 Fr**
3.68 3.65 3.76
4.06 3.93 Fr**
3.68 3.59 3.77

Majors
Major 5
Non-major 37

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 261 0101
Title
Instructor:

TEACHING CHORAL SINGIN
JACKSON, JANICE

Enrollment: 8

Questionnaires: 8

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

A WNPF

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

ANNNNNNDNDN
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 3.83
4.23 4.25 3.17
4.27 4.37 F*F*
4.20 4.22 3.50
4.04 4.04 Fx**
4.10 4.14 4.00
4.16 4.21 3.33
4.69 4.63 4.00
4.06 4.01 3.25
4.43 4.39 3.67
4.70 4.73 4.67
4.28 4.27 3.00
4.29 4.33 3.33
3.98 4.07 ****
4.08 3.99 4.33
4.29 4.19 5.00
4.30 4.21 5.00
3.95 3.89 4.00
4.16 4.45 F***
4.12 447 FF*F*
4.40 4.62 F***
4.35 4.64 F**F*
4.29 4.33 5.00
4.54 3.75 F***
4.47 3.33 Fr*F*
4.43 3.67 F**F*
4.35 5.00 ****
3.68 3.65 F***
4.06 3.93 F***
4.09 4.05 ****
4.47 4.49 FxE*
4.38 3.66 F***
3.68 3.59 4.50
4.30 4.07 ****
4.16 1.50 ****
4.43 3.50 F***
4.42 2.00 F***



Course-Section: MUSC 261 0101

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1200
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Title TEACHING CHORAL SINGIN
Instructor: JACKSON, JANICE
Enrollment: 8
Questionnaires: 8
Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2

)= T TIOO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 8 Non-major 2

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



Course-Section: MUSC 301 0101

Title CHAMBERS PLAYERS
Instructor: YOSHIOKA, AIRI (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 14

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

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

A WNPF

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

11

10

Fall

OFRPOOOOWOOo

[cNeoNoNe)

0

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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Rank

24771649
464/1648
171375
32171595
*x*x /1533
310/1512
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1287/1646
270/1621

*H**/1568
FHA*)1572
*Hx* /1564
F*H** /1559

1/ 555

*xxx/ 288

217/ 312

Mean

4.83
4.58
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UMBC Level

M

AABAMDDIDDD

A DAD

ean

.68

.68

Majors

M

AABAMDMDIIDDD

B SAD

ean

.58

.60

*kk*k
Fokkk
Fkhk

Fokhk

5.00

*kk*k

Required for Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 8
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 c 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

14

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 301 0101

Title CHAMBERS PLAYERS
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 19

Questionnaires: 14

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

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

A WNPF

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

11

10

Fall

OFRPOOOOWOOo

[cNeoNoNe)

0

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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.00
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Rank

24771649
464/1648
171375
32171595
*x*x /1533
310/1512
169/1623
1287/1646
789/1621

*H**/1568
FHA*)1572
*HA* /1564
F*H** /1559

1/ 555

*xxx/ 288

217/ 312

Mean
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4.58
5.00
4.67
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UMBC Level

M

AABAMDDIDDD

A DAD

ean

.68

.68

Majors

M
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B DAD

ean

.58

.60

*kk*k
Fokkk
Fokhk

Fokhk

5.00

*kk*k

Required for Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 8
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 c 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

14

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 303 0101

Title MD CAMERATA--CHAMBER C

Instructor:

WANENCHAK, LEO

Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 33

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

anN

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

31

Fall

[oNeNoNoNe

[cNeoNoNe]

= O

= O

1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Frequencies
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o 1 3
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0O 4 O
0O 0 oO

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean
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ok /1384
*xxx /1382
/1368
*xxk/ 948

wxkxf 243
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Mean
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Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

##H# - Means there are not enough

33
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.20
4.23 4.18 4.35
4.27 4.22 FFE*
4.20 4.21 4.69
4.04 4.05 Fx**
4.10 4.11 Fx**
4.16 4.08 4.29
4.69 4.67 4.90
4.06 4.02 4.00
4.43 4.39 Frx*
4.70 4.64 Fr**
4.28 4.25 FFx*
4.29 4.23 FF**
3.98 3.97 Fx**
4.08 4.11 Fx**
4.29 4.37 FF**
4.30 4.39 Fxx*
3.95 4.00 *F***
4.12 3.89 Fx**
4.29 4.22 5.00
3.68 3.58 Fx**
4.06 3.59 Fxx*
3.68 3.60 3.27
3.99 4.05 *F***

Majors
Major 4
Non-major 29

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 304 0101 University of Maryland

Title UMBC JUBILEE SINGERS Baltimore County
Instructor: JACKSON, JANICE Fall 2008
Enrollment: 46

Questionnaires: 45

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

=
AONUIOOWO©OR

wWooo o

R RNR

Mean

AABAMDOOSMADDDS

OO

gawao b

.80

.60

.00

Instructor

Rank

167/1649
362/1648
FAA*)1375
62271595
*x*x /1533
FA*x/1512
FHA*)1623
782/1646
FrRxX/1621

*Hx*/1568
FHRA*)1572
*Hx* /1564
*H**/1559
FHA*)1352

ok /1384
*xxx /1382
/1368
*xxk/ 948

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

4.92
4.67
*kk*k
4.42
Fkhk
Ex
*kk*k

4.83

Fokhk

*kk*k
Fokhk
Fokkk
Fkkk

*kk*k

Fokkk
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Fkkk

*kk*k

*hk*k

*kkk

E

45

AABAMDDIDIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

.78

.77

.60

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.28 4.27
4.23 4.18
4.27 4.22
4.20 4.21
4.04 4.05
4.10 4.11
4.16 4.08
4.69 4.67
4.06 4.02
4.43 4.39
4.70 4.64
4.28 4.25
4.29 4.23
3.98 3.97
4.08 4.11
4.29 4.37
4.30 4.39
3.95 4.00
4.29 4.22
3.68 3.58
3.68 3.60
3.99 4.05
Majors
Major
Non-major
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responses to be significant

*kk*k

*hk*k

*kkk

*kkk

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 33 0 O 0 O 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 33 0 0 O 1 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 33 2 0O O 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 33 0 1 0O O 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 33 4 0 0 0 O
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 3 5 0 0 0 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 33 2 1 0 0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 33..0 0 O o0 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 4 0 0 0 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 39 o O O o0 o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 39 0 0 0O 0 oO
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 397 0 0 O 1 oO
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 39 1 0 0 o0 o
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 40 1 0O O o 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 43 0 O O 1 ©
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 43 0 O O O o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 43 0 1 0O 0O o
4. Were special techniques successful 43 1 0 O 0 ©
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 36 0 1 0 1 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 40 O O 3 © 2
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 40 O O 1 o0 4
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 4 0 O 1 0O O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 11 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 305 0101 University of Maryland

Title UMBC COMMUNITY SYMPHON Baltimore County
Instructor: RICHARDS, MICHA Fall 2008
Enrollment: 46

Questionnaires: 45

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

19

Mean

POSADDIIAEDDD

A OO

DA DAD

.00

.91

.00

Instructor

Rank

167/1649
20271648
FAA*)1375
FAx* /1595
*x*x /1533
*Hxx/1512
189/1623
171646
28/1621

171568
171572
10171564
205/1559
33171352

135/1384
312/1382
w1368
*xxk/ 948

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

4.91
4.82

*kk*k
*kk*k
Fkhk

Fokhk

4.78
5.00
4.98

4.92
4.83

*kk*k

Fkhk

*kk*k

*kk*k

*kkk

*kkk

45

AABAMDDIDIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

.78

.77

.60

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.28 4.27
4.23 4.18
4.27 4.22
4.20 4.21
4.04 4.05
4.10 4.11
4.16 4.08
4.69 4.67
4.06 4.02
4.43 4.39
4.70 4.64
4.28 4.25
4.29 4.23
3.98 3.97
4.08 4.11
4.29 4.37
4.30 4.39
3.95 4.00
4.29 4.22
3.68 3.58
3.68 3.60
3.99 4.05
Majors
Major
Non-major
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4.92
4.83

*kk*k

Fkhk

*kk*k

*hk*k

*kkk

*kkk

25

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 o 1 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 35 0 O 1 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 32 0O O o 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 3 34 0 0 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 38 0 0 1 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 13 0 0 1 5
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 25 0 0 O o0 o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 22 0 0 0O o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 25 0 0O O o0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 24 0 0 0 1 o
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 21 5 1 0 3 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0O 0 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 33 0 0O 0 O 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 0 oO 2
4. Were special techniques successful 33 4 0 0 0 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 34 0 2 0o 3 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 36 1 0 1 0 5
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 3 0 0 1 0 9
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 43 O O O o 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 40 Required for Majors
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 1 c 0 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 15 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 307A 0101

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2008

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPRRRR

NNN

2

RPOOOO

[cNeoNe)

0

[eNeNoNoNe]

[cNeoNe)

0

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

NWFENPFPW®W

PNNNN

P RR

MDA D

»DB D

.00

77

Required for Majors

Title SMALL ENSEMBLE
Instructor: LAGANA, THOMAS
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 3
Questions
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities
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 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
5.00 1/1648 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00
4.67 234/1621 4.67
5.00 1/1568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00
1.00 241/ 243 1.00
5.00 1/ 88 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 5.00
4.23 4.18 5.00
4.27 4.22 5.00
4.20 4.21 5.00
4.16 4.08 5.00
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 4.02 4.67
4.43 4.39 5.00
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.25 5.00
4.29 4.23 5.00
3.98 3.97 5.00
4.08 4.11 5.00
4.29 4.37 5.00
4.30 4.39 5.00
4.12 3.89 1.00
4.54 4.63 5.00
3.68 3.60 4.00

Majors
Major 2
Non-major 1

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 307C 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.27 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.18 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.22 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.21 5.00
5.00 171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 4.05 5.00
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 4.11 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.02 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.25 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.23 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.97 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 4.11 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.39 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 4.00 5.00

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

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

Title SMALL ENSEMBLE Baltimore County
Instructor: BELZER, MATTHEW Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 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 o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 1 o 0 0 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 O O O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o o 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0O 0 O0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 o O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 O o o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 O O0O o0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O o o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 o O O o0 o 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned o o o o o o 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate O O O O o0 o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion o O O O o0 o 2
4. Were special techniques successful 0O 1 o 0 0 o0 1
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 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 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 307D 0101
Title SMALL ENSEMBLE-GUITAR

Instructor: FORSHEE, ZANE
Enrollment: 2
Questionnaires: 1

Questions

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

UMBC
Mean

Page 1208

FEB 11,

2009

Job IRBR3029

Level
Mean

General

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

1
2
8. How many times was class cancelled
9

- How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

4.27
4.18
4.67
4.02

Majors

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

Frequencies
NR NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o o0 o
o 0O O o o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Expected Grades Reasons
A 1 Required for Majors
B 0
C 0 General
D 0
F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
5.00 1/1648 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00

Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

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

Non

-major

responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 328/1649 4.75 4.62 4.28 4.27 4.75
4.75 263/1648 4.75 4.58 4.23 4.18 4.75
5.00 171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.22 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.21 5.00
5.00 171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 4.05 5.00
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 4.11 5.00
4.50 50271623 4.50 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.50
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.75 165/1621 4.75 4.43 4.06 4.02 4.75
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.25 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.23 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.97 5.00
3.00 125471384 3.00 4.37 4.08 4.11 3.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.39 5.00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.58 4.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.60 4.00

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major 4
Under-grad 4 Non-major 0

#i## - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant

Title SMALL ENSEMBLE Baltimore County
Instructor: CELLA, LISA Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 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 O O O o0 o 1 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 3 O O O o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 O O O o 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 3 0 0O 0 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 3 0 O 0 O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 2 0 0 0 1 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o o o 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O 0 O0 1 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 o O O o0 o 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 o0 o 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 o o 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 o o 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 o O O o0 o 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 O O 1 o0 O
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 O o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 O o0 o 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 3 0 0 O o 1 0
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 2 0 0 o0 o0 2 o
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 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

MUSC 307F 0101
SMALL ENSEMBLE
GOLDSTEIN, THOM

Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1210
2009
3029

A WNPF

A WNPF

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

ABADD

AABAD

5

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

0 0 o0 o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RPRNP

R RNPR

whoobh
o
o

A bhOD
a
o

*kk*k

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
FEB 11,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.83 247/1649 4.83 4.62 4.28 4.27
4.83 195/1648 4.83 4.58 4.23 4.18
4.67 321/1623 4.67 4.32 4.16 4.08
4.83 782/1646 4.83 4.55 4.69 4.67
4.67 234/1621 4.67 4.43 4.06 4.02
4.50 852/1568 4.50 4.59 4.43 4.39
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64
4.00 1127/1564 4.00 4.53 4.28 4.25
3.50 1370/1559 3.50 4.57 4.29 4.23
4.00 795/1384 4.00 4.37 4.08 4.11
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.37
4.50 65471368 4.50 4.55 4.30 4.39
4.00 431/ 948 4.00 4.52 3.95 4.00
5.00 ****/ 555 **** 4,80 4.29 4.22
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 6 Non-major

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



Course-Section: MUSC 307G 0101

Title SMALL ENSEMBLE
Instructor: MORIN, JOSEPH
Enrollment: 5

Questionnaires: 1

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1211
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

O~NO A WNPRF

abhwNPF

A WNPF

N

abhwiNPF

abrwnNPF

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

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

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

Laboratory
Were you provided with adequate background information

Field Work
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

[eNeoloNoNoNoloNe)

[cNeNeoNoNe)

o oooo

[eNeoNoNoNe)

[eNeNeoNoNe)

[eNeloNoNoNoloNo)
[eNeloNoNoNoloNo)
[eNeNoNoNoNoloNo)
[eNeloNoNoNoloNo)
[eNeloNoNoNoloNo)

[eNeNeoNoNe)
[eNeNeoNoNe)
[eNeNeoNoNe)
[eNeNeoNoNe)
[eNeNeoNoNe)

oooo
oooo
oooo
oooo
oooo

o
o
o
o
o

[eNeoNoNoNe)
[eNeoNoNoNe)
[eNeoNoNoNe)
[eNeoNeoNoNe)
[eNeoNoNoNe)

[eNeNoNoNe)
[eNeNeoNoNe)
[eNeNeoNoNe)
[eNeoNeoNoNe)
[eNeNoNoNe)

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TOO
[eNeoNeoNoloNoNa) 0

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

RPRRPRRRPRRERER

RPRRRR

[ R RRR

RPRRRR

RPRRRR

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.27 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.18 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.22 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.21 5.00
5.00 171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 4.05 5.00
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 4.11 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.25 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.23 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.97 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 4.11 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.39 5.00
5.00 17/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 4.00 5.00
5.00 1/ 243 5.00 2.67 4.12 3.89 5.00
5.00 1/ 52 5.00 3.00 4.06 3.59 5.00
5.00 1/ 48 5.00 5.00 4.09 4.21 5.00
5.00 1/ 39 5.00 5.00 4.47 4.43 5.00
5.00 1/ 39 5.00 5.00 4.38 4.32 5.00
5.00 17 312 5.00 3.77 3.68 3.60 5.00
5.00 1/ 53 5.00 4.78 4.30 4.32 5.00
5.00 1/ 30 5.00 5.00 4.16 4.44 5.00
5.00 1/ 41 5.00 4.80 4.43 5.00 5.00
5.00 1/ 24 5.00 4.89 4.42 5.00 5.00
5.00 17 110 5.00 4.60 3.99 4.05 5.00

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 3071 0101 University of Maryland

Mean

.00

.00

Jol

Instructor Course Dept UMBC L

Rank Mean Mean Mean

171649 5.00 4 4
171648 5.00 4. 4.
FREK)1533  *F*** 4,34 4.04
171623 5.00 4 4
154471646 4.00 4 4
234/1621 4.67 4 4

*hxkx/ 555 **x* 4,80 4.29
FhAk) 288 *F*** 3,78 3.68

FhAk/ 312 *Fxx* 377 3.68

Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 8 Non-m

#i## - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant
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evel
Mean

3.60

ajor

Fokhk

*kk*k

Fokhk

Title JAZZ GUITAR QUARTET Baltimore County
Instructor: LAGANA, THOMAS Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 10
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 5 0 O 0O o0 o0 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 5 0 0O 0 o0 o0 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 5 2 O O O o 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 5 1 0 0 o0 o 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 5 0 0 0 o0 3 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 0O 0O 0 1 2
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 7 0 O O O o0 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 7 0O O O o0 1 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 7 0 O O 0 1 o
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 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 307K 0101 University of Maryland

Title VOCAL ARTS ENSEMBLE Baltimore County
Instructor: KING, THOMAS Fall 2008
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 10

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

=
RPORRRERNA®

RPRERENN

OoOrFrOo

Instructor

Mean

ArOWDAADIDD

Gwhbhb

ADMDW

.00

-00

Rank

1116/1649
83971648
40171375

FA** /1595

*x*x /1533

143471623

171646
91471621

63671568
107171572
1127/1564
1322/1559
F*HA*/1352

*xx% /1384
Hxx /1382
*xx%/1368
*xx%/ 948

293/ 555

68/ 312

Graduate

Mean

4.10
4.30
4.67

*kk*k

Fkhk

3.40
5.00
4.00

4.67
4.67
4.00
3.67

Fokhk

Fkhk
Fkkk
*kk*k
*kk*k

*kkk

4.00

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course

10

ABADDAIDD

ABABADAD

ADADBD

.78

.77
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.10
4.23 4.18 4.30
4.27 4.22 4.67
4.20 4.21 FF**
4.04 4.05 Fx**
4.16 4.08 3.40
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 4.02 4.00
4.43 4.39 4.67
4.70 4.64 4.67
4.28 4.25 4.00
4.29 4.23 3.67
3.98 3.97 xFx*
4.08 4.11 Fx**
4.29 4.37 FFF*
4.30 4.39 Fx**
3.95 4.00 *F***
4.29 4.22 4.50
3.68 3.58 Fr**
3.68 3.60 4.00
Majors
Major 8
Non-major 2

responses to be significant

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



Course-Section: MUSC 307L 0101 University of Maryland Page 1214

Title COLLABORATIVE PIANO Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: FRANKLIN, RACHE Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.27 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.18 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O O O 1 O 4.00 154471646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O O 1 5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.02 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O O o o 1 5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O O o o 1 5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.25 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.23 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0O 0O O O O 0 1 5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.97 5.00
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 4.11 5.00
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O 0O O O O 0 1 5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.39 5.00
4. Were special techniques successful 0O 0O O O O 0 1 5.00 17/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 4.00 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 ###H#t - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 1
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 308 0101

Title UMBC WIND ENSEMBLE

Instructor:

VILLANUEVA, JAR

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 19

OCO~NOO~WNEF

abhwNPF

A WNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

18

12

18

Fall

OCowuh OO

POOOO

RrOOO

0

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

P WNPFPWWON

RPRRRO

N WWN

Mean

Ao bsDbd

g ooaE

oo w

.00

-29

.00

Instructor

Rank

32871649
475/1648
FAA*)1375
FA** /1595
FAxx /1512
*H*X/1623
*Hx* /1646
FRA*)1621

*H**/1568
FHREX)1572
*H** /1564
F*H** /1559
F*HA*/1352

*xx% /1384
Hxx /1382
*xx%/1368
*xx%/ 948

323/ 555

244/ 312

*xxx/ 110
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4.75
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*kk*k
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Fokhk
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UMBC Level
Mean

ABADDAIDD

WhhABAD

whhDhDH

.68

.68

.99

M

Majors

ABADDAIDD

WhhABAD

ADADBD

ean

.58

.60

.05

*kkk

3.29

*hk*k

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
[cNeoNoNeoloNoNaN]

General

Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

19

responses to be significant

Non-major



Course-Section: MUSC 311 0101

Title FREE COMPOSITION
Instructor: SMITH, STUART S
Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

WOOOOoOOOoOkrOo

WWwww

NN NN

2

OQOWNRFEFLPNOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

rOOO

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

OFREFEPNWWNNW

RPRRRR

P NNPRE

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 64471649 4.50 4.62 4.28 4.27 4.50
4.33 797/1648 4.33 4.58 4.23 4.18 4.33
5.00 171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.22 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.21 5.00
5.00 1/1533 5.00 4.34 4.04 4.05 5.00
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 4.11 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
4.25 1398/1646 4.25 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.25
4.00 91471621 4.00 4.43 4.06 4.02 4.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.25 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.23 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.97 5.00
4.00 795/1384 4.00 4.37 4.08 4.11 4.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.39 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 4.00 5.00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.58 4.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.60 4.00

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
OCOO0OO0OO0OO0ORrN

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 318 0101 University of Maryland

Title DIGITAL AUDIO PROCESSI Baltimore County
Instructor: WONNEBERGER, AL Fall 2008
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 11

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

NN O

Wwwhrbw

NOA D

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.83 247/1649 4.83
4.83 195/1648 4.83
4.67 40171375 4.67
5.00 171595 5.00
4.67 241/1533 4.67
4.50 380/1512 4.50
4.67 321/1623 4.67
4.80 83371646 4.80
4.75 480/1568 4.75
5.00 171572 5.00
4.75 342/1564 4.75
4.75 390/1559 4.75
5.00 171352 5.00
4.80 20171384 4.80
4.80 342/1382 4.80
5.00 171368 5.00
4.67 152/ 948 4.67

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 11

#i## - Means there are not enough

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

.78

.77
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.83
4.23 4.18 4.83
4.27 4.22 4.67
4.20 4.21 5.00
4.04 4.05 4.67
4.10 4.11 4.50
4.16 4.08 4.67
4.69 4.67 4.80
4.06 4.02 Fx**
4.43 4.39 4.75
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.25 4.75
4.29 4.23 4.75
3.98 3.97 5.00
4.08 4.11 4.80
4.29 4.37 4.80
4.30 4.39 5.00
3.95 4.00 4.67
4.29 4.22 FF**
3.68 3.58 Fx**
3.68 3.60 Fr**

Majors
Major 4
Non-major 7

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 5 0 0 0 O 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 5 0 0 0 O 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 5 0 0 0 o0 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 6 0 O O 0 o©O
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 5 3 0 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 5 2 0 0 1 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 5 0 0 0O o0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 5 1 0O O O 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 9 0 0 O O0 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 7 O O O o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 7 0 0O O o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 O O o0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 0 O O o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 8 0 O O 0 o
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 6 0 O O 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 0 O O O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 0 O O 0 oO
4. Were special techniques successful 6 2 0 0 0 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 10 0 O O o0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 9 O O o0 o 2
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 9 O O O o0 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 2 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 2 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 321 0101 University of Maryland

Title MUSIC HISTORY 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: MORIN, JOSEPH Fall 2008
Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 33

N

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

21

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.57 550/1649 4.57
4.32 81171648 4.32
4.68 391/1375 4.68
4.32 746/1595 4.32
4.48 388/1533 4.48
3.86 1055/1512 3.86
4.37 671/1623 4.37
3.36 1640/1646 3.36
4.25 687/1621 4.25
4.71 554/1568 4.71
4.95 296/1572 4.95
4.19 1001/1564 4.19
4.43 804/1559 4.43
3.88 836/1352 3.88
5.00 1/ 555 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

33

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

.78

.77

.60

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.28 4.27
4.23 4.18
4.27 4.22
4.20 4.21
4.04 4.05
4.10 4.11
4.16 4.08
4.69 4.67
4.06 4.02
4.43 4.39
4.70 4.64
4.28 4.25
4.29 4.23
3.98 3.97
4.08 4.11
4.29 4.37
4.30 4.39
3.95 4.00
4.29 4.22
3.68 3.58
3.68 3.60
3.99 4.05
Majors
Major
Non-major
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responses to be significant

PWAWAPMDMDD
N
[¢9]

WhMADMD
P
©

*hk*k

4.00

*kkk

10

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 5 0 0 0 3 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 5 0 O 1 4 8
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 5 0 0 O 2 5
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 5 6 0 O 5 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 6 0 0 2 2 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 6 6 1 4 2 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 6 0 0 2 1 9
8. How many times was class cancelled 5 0 1 o0 17 8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 9 0 0 0 2 14
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 12 0O O o 1 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 12 0 0 O o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 12 0 1 1 3 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 4 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 15 2 1 2 2 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 25 0 2 0 o0 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 25 0 1 1 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 25 0 2 0O ©O 2
4. Were special techniques successful 25 6 0 0 o0 o
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 24 0 0 O o0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 26 0 O 1 0 5
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 20 0 0 O o0 13
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 28 0 O O O 5
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 11 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 0 c 2 General
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 11 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 358 0102

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE

Instructor:

MORIN, JOSEPH (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

RPRRRPR

RPRRR

1

OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OWOoOOo

RPOOOO

rOOO

1

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

OQWNNWNENW

PNNWN

P WNPE

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
oOo0oococooowu

General

Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.40 776/1649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27 4.40
4.40 702/1648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18 4.40
4.50 546/1375 4.17 4.62 4.27 4.22 4.50
4.20 890/1595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21 4.20
4.40 476/1533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05 4.40
4.20 755/1512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11 4.20
4.00 1029/1623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.00
4.60 1103/1646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.60
3.80 1151/1621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02 3.70
4.25 1121/1568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.25
4.75 931/1572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64 4.63
4.50 651/1564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25 4.63
4.50 695/1559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23 4.50
3.00 121971352 3.77 4.41 3.98 3.97 3.00
4.00 795/1384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11 4.00
4.50 616/1382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37 4.50
4.75 426/1368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39 4.75
3.67 645/ 948 3.89 4.52 3.95 4.00 3.67
5.00 ****/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.22 ****
4.00 68/ 312 3.89 3.77 3.68 3.60 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 5 Non-major 2

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 358 0102

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE

Instructor:

WANENCHAK, LEO (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

RPRRRPR

RPRRR

1

OO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OWOoOOo

Wwoooo

rOOO

1

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

OQWNNWNENW

PNWNN

P WNPE

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
oOo0oococooowu

General

Electives

Other

Page 1220

FEB 11, 2009

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.40 776/1649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27 4.40
4.40 702/1648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18 4.40
4.50 546/1375 4.17 4.62 4.27 4.22 4.50
4.20 890/1595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21 4.20
4.40 476/1533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05 4.40
4.20 755/1512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11 4.20
4.00 1029/1623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.00
4.60 1103/1646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.60
3.60 130271621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02 3.70
4.25 1121/1568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.25
4.50 1241/1572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64 4.63
4.75 342/1564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25 4.63
4.50 695/1559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23 4.50
5.00 ****/1352 3.77 4.41 3.98 3.97 3.00
4.00 795/1384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11 4.00
4.50 616/1382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37 4.50
4.75 426/1368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39 4.75
3.67 645/ 948 3.89 4.52 3.95 4.00 3.67
5.00 ****/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.22 ****
4.00 68/ 312 3.89 3.77 3.68 3.60 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 5 Non-major 2

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 358 0103

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE
Instructor: MORIN, JOSEPH (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 7

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

RPRRR

2

[cNeoNoNoNolo) Nole]

RPOOOO

rOOO

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

ONNENEFENNDN

ONDNWW

P NNPRP

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 871/1649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27 4.33
4.67 362/1648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18 4.67
5.00 171375 4.17 4.62 4.27 4.22 5.00
4.33 722/1595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21 4.33
4.67 241/1533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05 4.67
4.33 595/1512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11 4.33
4.67 321/1623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.67
4.67 1037/1646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.67
4.00 91471621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02 4.00
5.00 171568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.75
5.00 171572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
4.67 473/1564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25 4.58
4.67 512/1559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23 4.58
3.50 1049/1352 3.77 4.41 3.98 3.97 4.25
4.50 437/1384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11 4.50
5.00 171382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 171368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 3.89 4.52 3.95 4.00 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 3.89 3.77 3.68 3.60 4.00

Required for Majors

N = T TIOO
OOO0OO0OO0OO0OON

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 358 0103

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE
Instructor: JACKSON, JANICE (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 7

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

POOOOOOOO

RPRRRPR

RPRRR

2

[cNeoNoNoNolo) Nole]

RPOOOO

rOOO

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PNNENEPNMNNDDN

RPRRNPR

P NNPRP

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.33 871/1649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27 4.33
4.67 362/1648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18 4.67
5.00 171375 4.17 4.62 4.27 4.22 5.00
4.33 722/1595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21 4.33
4.67 241/1533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05 4.67
4.33 595/1512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11 4.33
4.67 321/1623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.67
4.67 1037/1646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.67
4.00 91471621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02 4.00
4.50 852/1568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.75
5.00 171572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
4.50 65171564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25 4.58
4.50 695/1559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23 4.58
5.00 171352 3.77 4.41 3.98 3.97 4.25
4.50 437/1384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11 4.50
5.00 171382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 171368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 3.89 4.52 3.95 4.00 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 3.89 3.77 3.68 3.60 4.00

Required for Majors

N = T TIOO
OOO0OO0OO0OO0OON

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 358 0104

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE

Instructor:

MORIN, JOSEPH (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

POOOOOOOO

RPOOOO

[cNeoNoNe]

8

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

o 0O O o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

P~NONNRARPRPNDW

PRhOOOW

= oo b

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

.78

.77

.60

N = T TOO
OCO0OO0OO0OO0O0ORrR~N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.44 151371649 4.14
3.89 1245/1648 4.19
4.00 ****/1375 4.17
4.38 672/1595 4.21
4.22 653/1533 4.37
4.13 817/1512 4.22
4.22 849/1623 4.20
4.78 881/1646 4.54
3.75 1192/1621 3.96
4.22 1145/1568 4.38
4.78 894/1572 4.82
4.67 473/1564 4.52
4.22 987/1559 4.54
4.33 457/1352 3.77
4.33 61371384 4.48
4.44 676/1382 4.70
5.00 171368 4.90
5.00 ****/ 048 3.89
5.00 ****/ 555 5_00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00
3.67 207/ 312 3.89

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

9
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 3.44
4.23 4.18 3.89
4.27 4.22 FxF*
4.20 4.21 4.38
4.04 4.05 4.22
4.10 4.11 4.13
4.16 4.08 4.22
4.69 4.67 4.78
4.06 4.02 4.28
4.43 4.39 4.61
4.70 4.64 4.89
4.28 4.25 4.75
4.29 4.23 4.61
3.98 3.97 4.33
4.08 4.11 4.33
4.29 4.37 4.44
4.30 4.39 5.00
3.95 4.00 ****
4.29 4.22 Fx*F*
3.68 3.58 4.00
3.68 3.60 3.67
3.99 4.05 ****

Majors
Major 7
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 358 0104

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE

Instructor:

RICHARDS, MICHA (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

hOOOOOOOO

ArDhWww

[cNeoNoNe]

8

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

o 0O O o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

ANONNBRARLNMNW

NOTOToO O

= oo b

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

.78

.77

.60

N = T TOO
OCO0OO0OO0OO0O0ORrR~N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.44 151371649 4.14
3.89 1245/1648 4.19
4.00 ****/1375 4.17
4.38 672/1595 4.21
4.22 653/1533 4.37
4.13 817/1512 4.22
4.22 849/1623 4.20
4.78 881/1646 4.54
4.80 13371621 3.96
5.00 171568 4.38
5.00 1/1572 4.82
4.83 234/1564 4.52
5.00 171559 4.54
4.33 457/1352 3.77
4.33 61371384 4.48
4.44 676/1382 4.70
5.00 171368 4.90
5.00 ****/ 048 3.89
5.00 ****/ 555 5_00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00
3.67 207/ 312 3.89

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

9
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 3.44
4.23 4.18 3.89
4.27 4.22 FxF*
4.20 4.21 4.38
4.04 4.05 4.22
4.10 4.11 4.13
4.16 4.08 4.22
4.69 4.67 4.78
4.06 4.02 4.28
4.43 4.39 4.61
4.70 4.64 4.89
4.28 4.25 4.75
4.29 4.23 4.61
3.98 3.97 4.33
4.08 4.11 4.33
4.29 4.37 4.44
4.30 4.39 5.00
3.95 4.00 ****
4.29 4.22 Fx*F*
3.68 3.58 4.00
3.68 3.60 3.67
3.99 4.05 ****

Majors
Major 7
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 358 0106

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE
Instructor: MORIN, JOSEPH (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 5

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1225
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

1

OO0OO0OO0OO0OONOO

RPOOOO

NOOO

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NNFPEPNFRPOON

ONEFEDNN

ONNN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 433/1649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27 4.67
3.67 140871648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18 3.67
3.00 1328/1375 4.17 4.62 4.27 4.22 3.00
3.67 1335/1595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21 3.67
4.33 545/1533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05 4.33
3.67 1170/1512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11 3.67
3.67 131871623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08 3.67
4.67 1037/1646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.67
4.67 234/1621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02 4.67
4.67 636/1568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.17
4.67 1071/1572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64 4.67
4.33 854/1564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25 4.17
4.67 512/1559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23 4.50
4.00 690/1352 3.77 4.41 3.98 3.97 3.75
4.67 326/1384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11 4.67
4.67 483/1382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37 4.67
4.67 522/1368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39 4.67
3.00 844/ 948 3.89 4.52 3.95 4.00 3.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.22 5.00
3.00 229/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.58 3.00

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
OCOO0OO0OO0OORrN

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 358 0106

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE
Instructor: BELZER, MATTHEW (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 5

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

RPOOOO

[cNeoNoNe]

1

OO0OO0OO0OO0OONOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

NOOO

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NNFRPEPNFRPOON

PR RNO

ONNN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 433/1649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27 4.67
3.67 140871648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18 3.67
3.00 1328/1375 4.17 4.62 4.27 4.22 3.00
3.67 1335/1595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21 3.67
4.33 545/1533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05 4.33
3.67 1170/1512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11 3.67
3.67 131871623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08 3.67
4.67 1037/1646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.67
4.67 234/1621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02 4.67
3.67 1426/1568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39 4.17
4.67 1071/1572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64 4.67
4.00 1127/1564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25 4.17
4.33 901/1559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23 4.50
3.50 104971352 3.77 4.41 3.98 3.97 3.75
4.67 326/1384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11 4.67
4.67 483/1382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37 4.67
4.67 522/1368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39 4.67
3.00 844/ 948 3.89 4.52 3.95 4.00 3.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.22 5.00
3.00 229/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.58 3.00

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
OCOO0OO0OO0OORrN

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section:

MUSC 358 0112

University of Maryland

R R R CORRRRRR
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27 5.00
5.00 171648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18 5.00
5.00 171595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21 5.00
5.00 171533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05 5.00
5.00 171512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11 5.00
5.00 171623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
4.00 154471646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
4.00 91471621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02 4.00
5.00 171568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25 5.00
5.00 171559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23 5.00
5.00 171384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11 5.00
5.00 171382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 171368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39 5.00
1.00 241/ 243 1.00 2.67 4.12 3.89 1.00
5.00 1/ 85 5.00 5.00 4.47 4.55 5.00
5.00 1/ 81 5.00 5.00 4.43 4.30 5.00
5.00 1/ 92 5.00 5.00 4.35 4.46 5.00
5.00 1/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.58 5.00
1.00 50/ 52 1.00 3.00 4.06 3.59 1.00
5.00 1/ 48 5.00 5.00 4.09 4.21 5.00

Type Majors

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

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

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE Baltimore County
Instructor: MORIN, JOSEPH (Instr. A) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 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 o0 o
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o o0 o
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O O O O o o
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O o0 o
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O 0 O O 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o o o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o O o o o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O o0 o
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 o
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned o O O O o o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0O O o o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O 0O O o o0 o
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 0 O 1 0 O O
Seminar
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 0 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 o
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 o
5. Were criteria for grading made clear O O O O o o
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 0O o0 1 0 o0 o
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria O O O O o o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:

MUSC 358 0112

University of Maryland

R R e CORRRRRR

P RR
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27 5.00
5.00 171648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18 5.00
5.00 171595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21 5.00
5.00 171533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05 5.00
5.00 171512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11 5.00
5.00 171623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
4.00 154471646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.00
4.00 91471621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02 4.00
5.00 171568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25 5.00
5.00 171559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23 5.00
5.00 171384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11 5.00
5.00 171382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 1/1368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39 5.00
1.00 241/ 243 1.00 2.67 4.12 3.89 1.00
5.00 1/ 85 5.00 5.00 4.47 4.55 5.00
5.00 1/ 81 5.00 5.00 4.43 4.30 5.00
5.00 1/ 92 5.00 5.00 4.35 4.46 5.00
5.00 1/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.58 5.00
1.00 50/ 52 1.00 3.00 4.06 3.59 1.00
5.00 1/ 48 5.00 5.00 4.09 4.21 5.00

Type Majors

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

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

Title MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE Baltimore County
Instructor: FRANKLIN, RACHE (Instr. B) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 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 o0 o
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o o0 o
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O O O O o o
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O o0 o
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O 0 O O 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o o o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o O o o o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O o0 o
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O o0 o
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned o O O O o o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0O O o o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O 0O O o o0 o
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 0 O 1 0 O O
Seminar
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 0 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 o
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 o
5. Were criteria for grading made clear O O O O o o
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 0O o0 1 0 o0 o
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria O O O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

MUSC 358 0113
MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE
MORIN, JOSEPH (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2008

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1229
2009
3029

abhwNPF

A WNPF

O©CoO~NOUOANPR

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

[eNeoloNoNoNoloNe)

[cNeol —Neole]

R RRRe

5

[eNeololo) NeoloNe)

~hOOOCO

~AOOO

0

OCQOO0OO0ORrORER

OoONOOR

oooo

0

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

oOwuUulo b OWERLNNNNPE

o UTwWww

WHhAWPWWWW
D
(@]

NWhAAW
o
o
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*kkk

*kkk

*hk*k

Required for Majors

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Page
FEB 11,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.00 160371649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27
3.50 1481/1648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18
3.67 1335/1595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21
3.60 1180/1533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05
4.00 883/1512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11
3.67 1318/1623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08
4.50 119371646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67
3.67 126171621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02
4.00 1279/1568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39
5.00 171572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64
5.00 171564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25
3.50 1370/1559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23
2.50 130171352 3.77 4.41 3.98 3.97
4.40 541/1384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11
4.60 540/1382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37
5.00 171368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39
3.00 ****/ 948 3.89 4.52 3.95 4.00
1.00 ****/ 243 1.00 2.67 4.12 3.89
4.00 ****/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.58
2.00 ****/ 312 3.89 3.77 3.68 3.60
4.00 ****/ 110 **** 4.60 3.99 4.05
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 6 Non-major

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

MUSC 358 0113
MUSIC IN PERFORMANCE
VILLANUEVA, JAR (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2008

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1230
2009
3029

abhwNPF

A WNPF

O©CoO~NOUOANPR

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

POOOOOOO

A BABAD

R RRRe

5

[eNeololo) NeoloNe)

PPRPOOO

~AOOO

0

NOOORrROREFR

OOoORrOoOr

oooo

0

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

OrRRFRPRFRPE OWERLNNNNPE

o UTwWww

WHhAWPWWWW
D
(@]

NWhAAW
o
o

*kk*k

*kkk

*kkk

*hk*k

Required for Majors

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Page
FEB 11,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.00 160371649 4.14 4.62 4.28 4.27
3.50 1481/1648 4.19 4.58 4.23 4.18
3.67 1335/1595 4.21 4.53 4.20 4.21
3.60 1180/1533 4.37 4.34 4.04 4.05
4.00 883/1512 4.22 4.32 4.10 4.11
3.67 1318/1623 4.20 4.32 4.16 4.08
4.50 119371646 4.54 4.55 4.69 4.67
2.60 1577/1621 3.96 4.43 4.06 4.02
3.00 1515/1568 4.38 4.59 4.43 4.39
4.50 1241/1572 4.82 4.84 4.70 4.64
3.00 1496/1564 4.52 4.53 4.28 4.25
5.00 ****/1559 4.54 4.57 4.29 4.23
3.00 ****/1352 3.77 4.41 3.98 3.97
4.40 541/1384 4.48 4.37 4.08 4.11
4.60 540/1382 4.70 4.65 4.29 4.37
5.00 171368 4.90 4.55 4.30 4.39
3.00 ****/ 948 3.89 4.52 3.95 4.00
1.00 ****/ 243 1.00 2.67 4.12 3.89
4.00 ****/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.58
2.00 ****/ 312 3.89 3.77 3.68 3.60
4.00 ****/ 110 **** 4.60 3.99 4.05
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 6 Non-major

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

MUSC 362 0101
ARTS IN EDUCATION
YOSHIOKA, AIRI

13

13

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

oA~ DMIAMDIMDDN

00 00 00 0o

9
9
10
10

12

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

o O O o 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

O~NOOOOWUN

NOTh OO

NWAD

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page 1231

FEB 11, 2009

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.89 20371649 4.89 4.62 4.28 4.27 4.89
4.67 362/1648 4.67 4.58 4.23 4.18 4.67
4.83 21271375 4.83 4.62 4.27 4.22 4.83
4.89 14471595 4.89 4.53 4.20 4.21 4.89
4.67 241/1533 4.67 4.34 4.04 4.05 4.67
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 4.11 5.00
4.56 448/1623 4.56 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.56
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.02 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
4.80 263/1564 4.80 4.53 4.28 4.25 4.80
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.23 5.00
4.67 ****/1352 *x** 4. 41 3.98 3.97 Krr*
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 4.11 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 ****/1368 **** 4.55 4.30 4.39 ****
4_.67 ****/ 948 *<***x 4. 52 3.95 4.00 Fr*+*
4.00 ****/ 312 **** 3 77 3.68 3.60 Fr**

Type Majors

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

#### - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 380 0101 University of Maryland

Title INTRO TO CONDUCTING Baltimore County
Instructor: LOVE, JASON Fall 2008
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 19

N o

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.78 306/1649 4.78
4.78 244/1648 4.78
4.72 334/1375 4.72
4.61 372/1595 4.61
4.40 476/1533 4.40
4.44 465/1512 4.44
4.17 915/1623 4.17
4.50 119371646 4.50
4.87 10971621 4.87
4.92 196/1568 4.92
4.92 532/1572 4.92
4.85 225/1564 4.85
4.92 164/1559 4.92
4.60 247/1352 4.60
4.27 66171384 4.27
4.80 342/1382 4.80
4.70 49371368 4.70
4.71 137/ 948 4.71
4.00 83/ 288 4.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

19

AABAMDDIDIDDD

ADADMDD

A DAD

.78

.77

.60

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
4.28 4.27
4.23 4.18
4.27 4.22
4.20 4.21
4.04 4.05
4.10 4.11
4.16 4.08
4.69 4.67
4.06 4.02
4.43 4.39
4.70 4.64
4.28 4.25
4.29 4.23
3.98 3.97
4.08 4.11
4.29 4.37
4.30 4.39
3.95 4.00
4.29 4.22
3.68 3.58
3.68 3.60
3.99 4.05
Majors
Major
Non-major
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FEB 11,

2009

Job IRBR3029

responses to be significant

AABAMDDIIDDDS
N
o

ADMDMDD
o]
al

DA DAD

*kk*k

4.00

*kkk

2

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0O 0O o 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O O O o 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 O O O o 5
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0O 0O o 2 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 8 0 0 1 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 9 0 0 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 1 3 6
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 9
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 0 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 0 O O O 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 7 0 O O o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 6 0 O O o0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 6 0 O O 0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 9 5 0 0 o0 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 1 0 o0 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 9 O O o0 o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 9 O O O o0 3
4. Were special techniques successful 9 3 0O O o0 2
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 66 0 O O 0 o©
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 13 0 0O 0 O 6
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 8 0O O 1 o0 8
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 6 0 O 1 0 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 10 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 0 c 0 General
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: MUSC 390B 0301

Title VOICE
Instructor: JACKSON, JANICE
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 3

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
NR NA 1 2 3 4

Page
FEB 11,
Job

1233
2009

IRBR3029

Sect
Mean

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Questions

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

D= T T1OO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
Type Majors
0 Graduate 0 Major
0 Under-grad 3 Non-major
0 ###H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
0



Course-Section: MUSC 390D 0101

Title VIOLA
Instructor: LAMBROS, MARIA
Enrollment: 2
Questionnaires: 2

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1234
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.27 5.00
4.50 556/1648 4.50 4.58 4.23 4.18 4.50
5.00 171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.22 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
4.50 119371646 4.50 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.50
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.02 5.00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.58 4.00
2.00 291/ 312 2.00 3.77 3.68 3.60 2.00

Required for Majors

Questions NR
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 1
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MUSC 390F 0101 University of Maryland

Page 1235
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Title ELECTRIC GUITAR Baltimore County

Instructor: LAGANA, THOMAS Fall 2008

Enrol Iment: 2

Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 2

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 1

5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 O O O o 1

7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O o o o0 1 1

8. How many times was class cancelled o 0O o o o 2 o

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 O 0 O0 1

Frequency Distribution

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
4.50 556/1648 4.50
5.00 171533 5.00
4.50 50271623 4.50
4.00 1544/1646 4.00
5.00 171621 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

4.28 4.27
4.23 4.18
4.04 4.05
4.16 4.08
4.69 4.67
4.06 4.02
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant

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 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives

P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 3901 0101 University of Maryland

Mean

oo ooag

oo oag
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.27 5.00
171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.18 5.00
171375 5.00 4.62 4.27 4.22 5.00
171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.21 5.00
1/1533 5.00 4.34 4.04 4.05 5.00
171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 4.11 5.00
171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.02 5.00
171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39 5.00
171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64 5.00
1/1564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.25 5.00
171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.23 5.00
171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.97 5.00

1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.22 5.00

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

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

Title FLUTE Baltimore County
Instructor: CELLA, LISA Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 0O o o o0 o0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O O 0 O0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O O o o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O o o o o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o 0O o o o o0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o 0O o o o o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding o O O O o o 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 0O 0o o o o o0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 390J 0101 University of Maryland Page 1237

Title OBOE Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: LANDE, VLADIMIR Fall 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 2 5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.27 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 2 0 4.00 1124/1648 4.00 4.58 4.23 4.18 4.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 2 0 4.00 1067/1595 4.00 4.53 4.20 4.21 4.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O o o o0 1 1 4.50 119371646 4.50 4.55 4.69 4.67 4.50
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 O0 1 1 4.50 374/1621 4.50 4.43 4.06 4.02 4.50
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 1 0 0 O O 1 O 4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.60 4.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 2 Non-major 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ##### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 2
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 390V 0101 University of Maryland

Mean

oo o o

Jol

#i## - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.27
171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.18
171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.21
171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 4.05

102971623 4.00 4.32 4.16 4.08
1644/1646 3.00 4.55 4.69 4.67
171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.39
171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.64
171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.25
171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.23
171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 3.97
171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 4.11
1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.22
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major
Under-grad 1 Non-major

oo o o

Title ELECTRIC BASS Baltimore County
Instructor: BALDWIN, THOMAS Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O O O O o o 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 0O o O o 1 o
8. How many times was class cancelled o 0O O O 1 o0 o
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o 0O o o o0 o0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o 0O o o o0 o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O O o o o 1
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O O o0 o 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0O 0O o o o o0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned O O O O o o 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 0O 0o o o o o0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 390w 0201 University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.27 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.18 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.08 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.02 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.22 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.60 4.00

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

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

Title UPRIGHT BASS Baltimore County
Instructor: RUAS, LAURA Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O O 0 O0 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified O O O O o o 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities o O O o0 o 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 400 0101

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.50 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.36 5.00
5.00 171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 4.14 5.00
5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 4.26 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.71 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.24 5.00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00 3.78 3.68 3.71 4.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.95 4.00

Required for Majors

Title SPECIAL PROJECTS
Instructor: KIMBOYLE, DAVID
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1
Questions NR
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O
8. How many times was class cancelled 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 0
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 0
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0

N = T TTOO
[cNeoNoNoNoNoNe]

General

Electives

Other

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

###H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.50 5.00
3.00 159171648 3.00 4.58 4.23 4.36 3.00
4.00 1067/1595 4.00 4.53 4.20 4.36 4.00
3.00 144171533 3.00 4.34 4.04 4.14 3.00
3.00 153371623 3.00 4.32 4.16 4.27 3.00
4.00 1544/1646 4.00 4.55 4.69 4.71 4.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.24 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.54 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.79 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.40 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.41 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.41 3.98 4.07 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 4.35 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.56 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.58 5.00
5.00 17/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 4.31 5.00

Type Majors

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

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

Title SPECIAL PROJECTS: COMP Baltimore County
Instructor: SMITH, STUART S Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 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 o0 o
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O O O o 1 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O 1 o
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O o0 o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O 0 O O0 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O 0O O O o0 o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o O o o o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O O O o0 o
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O O o0 o
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0O 0O O O o0 o
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned o O O O o o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0O O o o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0O 0O O o o0 o
4_ Were special techniques successful o O o o o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MUSC 417 0101

Title SPEC TPCS IN MUSC TECH

Instructor:

WONNEBERGER, AL

Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

WWWWWwwWwwww

oo oag

(66, 6 e

5

[cNeoNol NeloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

WWNEFEPNWWWW

ORRRR

OrrOo

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

DA DAD

AABAMDDIDDD

WhMADMD

WhbHD

*kk*k

Required for Majors

N = T TIOO
OOO0OO0OO0OO0OON

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
5.00 1/1648 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00
3.67 1139/1533 3.67
3.50 1266/1512 3.50
4.67 321/1623 4.67
5.00 171646 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

6

MBC Level
ean Mean
28 4.50
23 4.36
27 4.48
20 4.36
04 4.14
10 4.26
16 4.27
69 4.71
06 4.24
43 4.54
70 4.79
28 4.40
29 4.41
98 4.07
08 4.35
29 4.56
30 4.58
95 4.31
68 3.95
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MUSC 417 0201

Title SPEC TPCS IN MUSC TECH
Instructor: WONNEBERGER, AL
Enrollment: 2

Questionnaires: 2

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
NR NA 1 2 3 4

Page
FEB 11,
Job

1243
2009

IRBR3029

Sect
Mean

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Questions

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

D= T T1OO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
Type Majors
0 Graduate 0 Major
0 Under-grad 2 Non-major
0 ###H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
0



Course-Section: MUSC 480 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
4.83 195/1648 4.83
5.00 171375 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00
4.40 476/1533 4.40
4.86 133/1512 4.86
5.00 171623 5.00
4.29 1377/1646 4.29
5.00 171621 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00
4.67 208/1352 4.67
5.00 171384 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00
4.00 83/ 288 4.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

AABAMDMDIIDDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

.78

.77
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.50 5.00
4.23 4.36 4.83
4.27 4.48 5.00
4.20 4.36 5.00
4.04 4.14 4.40
4.10 4.26 4.86
4.16 4.27 5.00
4.69 4.71 4.29
4.06 4.24 5.00
4.43 4.54 5.00
4.70 4.79 5.00
4.28 4.40 5.00
4.29 4.41 5.00
3.98 4.07 4.67
4.08 4.35 5.00
4.29 4.56 5.00
4.30 4.58 5.00
3.95 4.31 5.00
4.29 4.41 5.00
3.68 3.71 4.00
3.68 3.95 4.00

Majors
Major 5
Non-major 3

responses to be significant

Title TOPICS IN MUSC/ART/SOC Baltimore County
Instructor: FRANKLIN, RACHE Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 8
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 1 O O O o0 o 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 O O o0 o 1 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 2 O O O o 5
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 O O O o0 o 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 2 0 0 1 1 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0O o0 1 =6
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 3 0 O o0 o 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0O O o 5 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 1 0 0 O o0 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 o O O o0 o 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0O O 0O o0 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0O O 0O o0 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 O O O o0 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 1 0O O o 1 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O O o0 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 O O O o0 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 O O O o0 4
4. Were special techniques successful 4 1 0 O O o0 3
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 6 0 O O 0 oO 2
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 6 0 O O O 2 0
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 6 0 O O 0 2 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: MUSC 492 0101 University of Maryland
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean

Title SENIOR PROJECT Baltimore County

Instructor: KIMBOYLE, DAVID Fall 2008

Enrol Iment: 1

Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 o 1

8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o0 1

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O O O O O 1

Frequency Distribution

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 4.67
5.00 1/1648 5.00
5.00 1/1646 4.67
5.00 171621 5.00

Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 1

##H#t - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0
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Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o0 o 1 5.00 171649 4.67 4.62 4.28 4.50 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o o 1 5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.36 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O O O O o o 1 5.00 171533 5.00 4.34 4.04 4.14 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O O O O o o 1 5.00 171512 5.00 4.32 4.10 4.26 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O O O O 1 O 4.00 154471646 4.67 4.55 4.69 4.71 4.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0O O O O0 1 5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.24 5.00
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 0O 0O O O O 0O 1 5.00 17/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.41 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 ##HH#t - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 1
? 0
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Title SENIOR PROJECT
Instructor: YOSHIOKA, AIRI
Enrollment: 1
Questionnaires: 1
Questions
General

1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course

2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals

4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

8. How many times was class cancelled

9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

[cNeoNe)

o

0
0
0

o

0
0
0

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RO

Required for Majors

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0
P 0
| 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 118371649 4.67 4.62 4.28 4.50 4.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.36 5.00
3.00 1537/1595 3.00 4.53 4.20 4.36 3.00
5.00 171646 4.67 4.55 4.69 4.71 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.24 5.00
4.00 68/ 312 4.00 3.77 3.68 3.95 4.00
4.00 35/ 53 4.00 4.78 4.30 4.64 4.00
5.00 1/ 41 5.00 4.80 4.43 4.84 5.00
5.00 1/ 24 5.00 4.89 4.42 4.85 5.00

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

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

1

oOooo

[cNeoNoNe]

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

NNDNN

NNNN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.62 4.28 4.46 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.58 4.23 4.34 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.53 4.20 4.35 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.29 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.55 4.69 4.81 5.00
5.00 171621 5.00 4.43 4.06 4.20 5.00
5.00 1/1568 5.00 4.59 4.43 4.52 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.84 4.70 4.83 5.00
5.00 1/1564 5.00 4.53 4.28 4.41 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.57 4.29 4.41 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.37 4.08 4.30 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.65 4.29 4.52 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.55 4.30 4.56 5.00
5.00 1/ 948 5.00 4.52 3.95 4.03 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.80 4.29 4.66 5.00

Required for Majors

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

General

Electives

Other

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

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



