Course-Section: PHED 105 0101

Title BASKETBALL
Instructor: STERN, PHIL
Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

PHED 105 0101
BASKETBALL
STERN, PHIL

25

19

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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A 3
B 0
C 0
D 0
F 0
P 14
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
19 Non-major 19

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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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
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 2 1 5 1
0 0 0 2 0
10 0 0 0 0
9 1 0 0 0
9 0 0 1 0
8 0 0 1 0
2 0 0 2 2
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 2 4
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 0
0 1 0 0 1
2 1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 1 0 0
1 0 1 0 0
Reasons
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Instructor
Mean

.17
.67

Rank

147571522
358/1522

*rxx /1285
124571476
493/1412
519/1381
630/1500
438/1517
820/1497

452/1440
68371448
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Course
Mean
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dits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 c 0
-150 6 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
ad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 9
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

12
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.14 3.17
4.26 4.18 4.67
4.30 4.22 F***
4.22 4.09 3.67
4.06 4.01 4.33
4.08 3.93 4.33
4.18 4.16 4.40
4.65 4.62 4.92
4.11 4.02 4.11
4.45 4.40 4.75
4.71 4.63 4.83
4.29 4.24 4.33
4.29 4.23 3.75
3.93 3.86 ****
4.10 3.92 F***
4.34 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.04 *F***
4.02 3.87 ****

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 12

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHED 109 0301

Title JOGGING

Instructor:

MOORE, JEFFREY

Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 20

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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875/1269
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Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant

Sect
Mean

4.00
4.78
X
4.29
EE
*kk*k

4.76
4.00
4.50

4.88

4.78
4.75
4.63

EE

3.00
4.25
4.00

X

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 2 0 0 1 7 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0 0 0 1 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 14 O 0 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 11 0 0 2 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 16 0 0 0 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 14 1 0 1 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 1 0 0 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 0 2 14
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 7 1 0 0 1 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 12 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 11 0 0 0 0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 12 0 0 0 0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 1 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 11 5 1 0 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 3 0 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 0 1 0 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 12 0 1 0 2 0
4. Were special techniques successful 12 5 0 0 0 0
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 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 10
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: PHED 111 0101

Title AEROBIC CONDITIONING

Instructor:

CATONE, SCOTT

Enrollment: 42

Questionnaires: 23

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.14 3.55
4.26 4.18 4.23
4.30 4.22 F***
4.22 4.09 Fx**
4.06 4.01 ****
4.08 3.93 3.78
4.18 4.16 4.60
4.65 4.62 4.95
4.11 4.02 3.86
4.45 4.40 F***
4.71 4.63 F***
4.29 4.24 Fx**
4.29 4.23 Fx**
3.93 3.86 Fx**
4.10 3.92 F***
4.34 4.13 F***
4.31 4.04 F***
4.02 3.87 ****

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 23

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 1 3 7 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 1 5 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 17 0 0 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 16 0 1 0 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 3 18 0 0 0 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 3 11 1 1 1 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 3 5 1 0 0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 3 0 0 0 0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 7 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 19 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 18 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 20 0 0 0 1 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 20 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 17 5 0 0 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 21 0 0 0 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 21 0 0 1 0 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 21 0 0 1 0 0
4. Were special techniques successful 21 1 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 1 B 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 12 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives
P 17
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 111 0201

Title AEROBIC CONDITIONING

Instructor:

CROSS, ROBERT

Enrollment: 44

Questionnaires: 24

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 2 0 2 3 2 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0 1 2 3 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 18 0 0 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 3 18 0 0 0 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 4 19 0 0 1 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 4 17 0 1 2 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 6 0 0 2 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 3 1 0 0 0 14
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 1 0 0 4 13
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 16 0 1 1 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 16 0 0 2 1 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 16 0 1 2 0 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 17 0 1 2 0 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 18 1 1 0 2 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 20 0 2 1 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 20 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 20 0 0 0 1 0
4. Were special techniques successful 19 4 0 0 1 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 23 0 0 0 1 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 23 0 0 1 0 0
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 1
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 12
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 112 0101
Title BEGINNING SWIMMING
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Instructor: GARNER, JOSH Spring 2007
Enrollment: 18
Questionnaires: 15 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 1 3 4 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 5 2 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 11 0 0 0 2 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 13 0 0 0 2 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 12 0 0 0 2 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 12 0 0 0 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 9 0 0 0 1 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 1 2 7 1 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 1 3 4 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 10 0 1 0 0 3 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 10 0 0 0 0 3 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 11 0 1 0 1 1 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 11 0 0 1 1 1 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 11 2 0 0 1 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 14 O 0 0 1 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 14 O 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 14 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 14 0 0 0 1 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 12
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General 0
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives 0
P 9
1 0 Other 1
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 121 0101
Title PHYSICAL FITNESS

Univer
Bal

sity of Maryland
timore County

Instructor

Mean

AR OWODWEASDS
NNWOWAIDO

Rank

107471522
576/1522
*rxx /1285
FrEX)1476
FhAX)1412
*AAX/1381
660/1500
1268/1517
654/1497

931/1440
1089/1448
93471436
1126/1432
Frxxf1221

ok /1280
xxk 1277
*xx% /1269
*xxx/ 854

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

3.68
4.00

EE
E
Fokkk

EE

4.46
4.20
3.92

3.70
4.13
3.81
3.53

E

EE
EE 2
Fokkk

EaE

26

AP WAAIADID
EPNOOORAMAIOWO

COdRNRRAEPR

Job

AAADMDIMIADIMDID
RPORPOONWNW

RPUIWOONOO®O

Non-

Page 1131
JUN 26, 2007

AR OADDIS
OORPOOONREE

NNOWEFR ON®MN

major

responses to be significant

IRBR3029

4.25

4.40
4.58
4.20
3.91

X

*kk*k
Fkhk
Fokhk

EE

Instructor: WRIGHT, NICCI Spring 2007
Enrollment: 33
Questionnaires: 26 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0O 2 0 5 6 13
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 1 2 6 16
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 18 0 1 2 1 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 19 0 0 1 1 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 19 0 1 3 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 21 1 0 1 2 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 1 1 0 3 5 15
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 1 0 15 8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 1 0 1 2 8 9
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 16 0 0 0 2 2 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 14 0 0 0 2 1 9
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 16 0 0 0 3 2 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 15 0 0 1 3 3 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 13 8 1 0 1 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 20 0 0 0 1 0 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 20 0 0 0 1 0 5
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 20 0 1 0 1 1 3
4. Were special techniques successful 18 4 0 1 0 1 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 14
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 3 C 0 General 1
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0
P 11
1 0 Other 5
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 121 0201

Title PHYSICAL FITNESS

Instructor:

BOBB, DAVID O.

Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 28

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: PHED 121 0201 University of Maryland Page 1132

Title PHYSICAL FITNESS Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: BOBB, DAVID O. Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 28 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 20 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 28 Non-major 28
84-150 13 3.00-3.49 9 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 19 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 7
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 121 0301

Title PHYSICAL FITNESS

Instructor:

MUMMA, ROBERT S

Enrollment: 34

Questionnaires: 27

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

26
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies
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Required for Majors
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Course-Section: PHED 123 0101

Title SPORTS OFFICIATING

Instructor: PHILYAW, KEVIN

Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 9 Student

Questions

Univer
Bal

Course Evaluation Questionnaire

sity of Maryland
timore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course

Mean

Page
JUN 26,

1134
2007

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 learn
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectivene

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

O WNPE

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

A WNPE

Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background informati

Seminar
2. Was the instructor available for individual attentio

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

abrhwWNPE

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
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Course-Section: PHED 125 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

AR DS
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Rank
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Title VOLLEYBALL Baltimore County
Instructor: PRIETO, JERRY Spring 2007
Enrollment: 25
Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0O O O 1 5 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 5 11
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 12 0 0 0 0 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 11 0 0 0 1 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 15 0 0 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 15 0 0 0 0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 6 0 0 1 0 9
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 7 9
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 3 5 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 12 0 0 0 2 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 12 0 0 0 1 2 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 12 0 0 0 2 0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 2 0 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 14 0 0 0 0 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 14 O 0 0 0 0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 14 O 0 0 0 0 2
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 15 0 0 0 0 0 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 15 0 1 0 0 0 0
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 15 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 15 0 0 0 0 0 1
Self Paced
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 15 0 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 0 General
84-150 8 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 12
1 0 Other
? 0



Cou
Tit
Ins
Enr
Que

rse-Section: PHED 125 0201

le VOLLEYBALL
tructor: DEY, BRIANNE
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Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor
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Course
Mean
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OCoOoO~NOOUDWNPE

OrWNE

A WNPE

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
Were special techniques successful

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o0 4 2
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Course-Section: PHED 133 0301

Title WALKING/JOGGING

Instructor:

PEDERGNANA, ALE

Enrollment: 58

Questionnaires: 39

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page 1137
JUN 26, 2007

IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

abrwpek A WNPE

abrhwWNPE

GQWN P

O WNPE

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

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

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

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
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
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: PHED 133 0301 University of Maryland Page 1137

Title WALKING/JOGGING Baltimore County JUN 26, 2007
Instructor: PEDERGNANA, ALE Spring 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 58

Questionnaires: 39 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors 25 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 6 C 0 General 1 Under-grad 39 Non-major 39
84-150 13 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 10 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 25 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 2
? 1



Course-Section: PHED 133 0401
Title WALKING/JOGGING

Univer
Bal

sity of Maryland
timore County

Instructor

Mean
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Rank

151171522
125371522
*rxx /1285
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JUN 26, 2007

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.14 2.53
4.26 4.18 3.79
4.30 4.22 Fxx*
4.22 4.09 Frx*
4.06 4.01 ****
4.08 3.93 Fxx*x
4.18 4.16 4.73
4.65 4.62 3.11
4.11 4.02 3.35
4.45 4.40 FFF*
4.71 4.63 *Fx**
4.29 4.24 Fx**
4.29 4.23 Fxx*
3.93 3.86 ****
4.10 3.92 Fxx*
4.34 4.13 FFF*
4.31 4.04 Fxx*
4.02 3.87 ****

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 19

responses to be significant

Instructor: BERGERON, RYAN Spring 2007
Enrollment: 45
Questionnaires: 19 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 7 3 5 0 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 3 0 5 1 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 18 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 18 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 17 0 0 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 16 1 0 1 0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 8 0 0 0 3 8
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 1 4 7 6 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 1 0 2 8 6 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 16 0 0 0 1 0 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 16 0 0 0 1 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 16 0 0 0 1 0 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 16 0 0 1 1 0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 16 2 1 0 0 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 17 0 1 0 0 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 17 0 1 0 0 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 17 0 1 0 0 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 17 1 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 15
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 0
84-150 12 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0
P 14
1 0 Other 2
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 136 0101

Title WOMEN®"S LACROSSE
Instructor: CONNOR, COURTNE
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 11

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

Questions

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

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

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

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

970/1522 4.18
623/1522 4.45
706/1285 4.33
1174/1476 3.80
117971381 3.44
988/1500 4.00
145371517
127771497

AR WAAEIED
-
~
ArAABIMRARADIMIMD
o
(o)
AR WAAEID
o
e
*
*
*
*

1186/1440
683/1448
957/1436
63271432
60671221

A DAMDIMDS
[y
\‘
AR DAMIAD
w
=
WhDNMDD
N
©
WhDHDD
N
N
ArBADAMDDN
-
~

98871280
69271277
875/1269
330/ 854

AN

ADMDW®

o

o
ADMDW®

N

[))

w

[y
wWhhw

o

=
ADMDW®

o

o

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

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



Course-Section: PHED 137 0101

Title TENNIS

Instructor:

PEDERGNANA, ALE

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 20

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

PO ~NO©O

A N a

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

AAADMDIMIADIMDD
ANNOONDMO®

Rank

21171522
371/1522
650/1285
FrEX)1476
FhAX)1412
*AAX/1381
211/1500
1284/1517
433/1497

532/1440
171448
171436

558/1432

Frxxf1221

ok /1280
xxk 1277
*xx% /1269

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

4.71
4.68
4.20
4.40
4.40
EE
4.76
4.11
4.15

EE
EE 2

Fokkk

20
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EPNOOORAMAIOWO
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4.46

4.71
5.00
5.00
4.57

X

*kk*k
Fkhk

Fokhk

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 13 0 0 0 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 15 0 0 1 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 17 0 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 17 0 0 0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 10 0 0 0 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 1 0 0 0 14
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 1 0 0 1 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 13 0 0 0 0 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 12 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 13 0 0 0 0 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 13 0 0 1 0 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 15 4 0 0 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 18 0 1 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 19 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 19 0 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 3 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 5 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives
P 9
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 137 0201

Title TENNIS

Instructor:

PURYEAR, RAYMON

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 16

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

NWN AW

PR RR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

PO s
OWOWOoOhWMOON

Rank

320/1522

1/1522
*rxx /1285
178/1476
430/1412
*AAX/1381

98/1500
1497/1517
89871497

452/1440
765/1448
ek /1436
350/1432
ok [1221

ok /1280
xxk 1277
*xx% /1269
*xxx/ 854

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

4.71
4.68
4.20
4.40
4.40
EE
4.76
4.11
4.15

EE
EE 2
Fokkk

EaE

16
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4.00

4.75
4.80

*kk*k

4.75

X

*kk*k
Fkhk
Fokhk

EE

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 12 0 0 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 11 0 0 0 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 11 0 1 0 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0O 14 O 0 0 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 4 0 0 0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 2 6 8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 1 1 0 0 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 12 0 0 0 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 11 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 13 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 12 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 12 2 0 0 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 15 0 0 0 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 15 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 15 0 0 0 0 0
4. Were special techniques successful 15 0 0 0 0 0
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 9 3.00-3.49 9 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 13
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 137 0301

Title TENNIS

Instructor:

PURYEAR, RAYMON

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

N

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

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

ORPOOFRPROOO0OO

ODONO O

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

o o
o o
o o
o o
o o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

P OOOONNOIWOO

Moo u

oL NO

AAADMDIMIADIMDD
ONOOWO O WMWY

57171522
726/1522
938/1285
100971476
FhAX)1412
*AAX/1381
387/1500
855/1517
89871497

716/1440
93571448
415/1436
862/1432
40871221

ok /1280
xxk 1277
*xx% /1269
*xxx/ 854

*xxk/ 215

4.71
4.68
4.20
4.40
4.40
EE
4.76
4.11
4.15

EE
EE 2
Fokkk

EaE

Fokkk

EE
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

13

Non-

major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHED 139 0101

Title COED CREW
Instructor: FOARD, RENEE M.
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

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

NOOOOORrOO

aoaago

00 00 00

ORPrP,POPMOIOOOO
OO0OO0OONOOOO
[eNoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]
PNOOOOOOR
AOOOFRPROORPER

woooo
oocooo
orRrOOO
oocooo
oOOoORrRRE

NO OO
or oo
corr
cocoo
cocoo

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

D= T TIOO
OONRFRPOOOW

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

ANNNPMONOO

wuagao

RPNNN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.73 365/1522 4.73 4.01 4.30 4.14 4.73
4.91 128/1522 4.91 4.34 4.26 4.18 4.91
5.00 ****/1285 **** 4. 51 4.30 4.22 ****
5.00 1/1476 5.00 4.41 4.22 4.09 5.00
3.71 104571412 3.71 4.17 4.06 4.01 3.71
5.00 ****/1381 **** 3.91 4.08 3.93 ****
5.00 1/1500 5.00 4.66 4.18 4.16 5.00
4.00 138971517 4.00 4.29 4.65 4.62 4.00
4.33 573/1497 4.33 4.10 4.11 4.02 4.33
4.83 304/1440 4.83 4.33 4.45 4.40 4.83
4.83 683/1448 4.83 4.53 4.71 4.63 4.83
4.83 188/1436 4.83 4.31 4.29 4.24 4.83
4.50 632/1432 4.50 4.21 4.29 4.23 4.50
5.00 1/1221 5.00 4.28 3.93 3.86 5.00
4.00 71871280 4.00 3.95 4.10 3.92 4.00
4.00 93071277 4.00 4.45 4.34 4.13 4.00
3.67 1074/1269 3.67 4.26 4.31 4.04 3.67
5.00 ****/ 854 **** 4. 33 4.02 3.87 ****

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

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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le BOWLING
tructor: KOLESKI, TARA
ol Iment: 31
stionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor
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A WNP

OrWNE ooo~NoO O,

A WNPE
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General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals

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

How many times was class cancelled

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

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

ONOO

OBRADNNN

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 1 2 7 4
0 4 1 4 2
14 0 0 1 0
16 0 0 1 0
14 0 0 1 0
14 0 0 1 0
6 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 0 5
3 0 0 4 4
0 0 0 2 0
0 0 1 1 0
0 1 0 1 0
0 0 1 0 0
4 0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0
Reasons

NAWA®

wwN N

1394/1522
1376/1522
ok /1285
xxk 1476

FRAX)1412
*rxx /1381
154/1500
93271517
111371497

1094/1440
132771448
1197/1436

758/1432
FhAx)1221

ek /1280
*xkx 1277
*xxx /1269
wxkx/ 854

3.53
3.47

EE

E

EE
EE

4.82
4.67
3.80

4.20
4.17
3.80
4.40

Fokkk

EE 2
Fokkk
EaE
*hkkk

NOTWO
[ N

ADDdOWD AN

PNO OR
[eR(cNe NN

NWN W
NO OO

ADDDAD DDA

POR OO
= U100 0o

ONEBR
©O©N WM

ADdDOWD AN

[eNoN NNl
NNOWR

4.20
4.17
3.80
4.40

Fkhk

Fkhk
Fokhk
EE
*kk*k

dits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 c 0
-150 7 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
ad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 15
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

19

Non-

major

responses to be significant



Cou
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rse-Section: PHED 144 0101

le SOCCER (OUTDOOR)
tructor: CARINGI, PETE

ol Iment: 15

stionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

WN P

g b

A WNPE

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
Were special techniques successful

NOOOFrROOOO

~N O 0

Frequency Distribution

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 0 1 1 3
0 0 0 3 0
9 0 0 1 0
10 0 0 1 0
12 0 0 0 1
13 0 0 1 0
4 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 1 3
1 0 0 1 1
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 0
5 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0 1
0 0 0 1 0
0 0 0 1 0
Reasons

N N ~N oo o

RRNR

dits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0
-150 3 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
ad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0
P 9
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.47 656/1522 4.09 4.01 4.30 4.14 4.47
4.60 432/1522 4.55 4.34 4.26 4.18 4.60
4.67 366/1285 4.67 4.51 4.30 4.22 4.67
4.60 37871476 4.60 4.41 4.22 4.09 4.60
450 ****[1412 Fx** 417 4.06 4.01 FrFF*
4.00 ****/1381 **** 3.91 4.08 3.93 ****
4.73 242/1500 4.86 4.66 4.18 4.16 4.73
4.67 932/1517 4.50 4.29 4.65 4.62 4.67
4.75 18971497 4.33 4.10 4.11 4.02 4.75
4.86 272/1440 4.86 4.33 4.45 4.40 4.86
4.89 548/1448 4.89 4.53 4.71 4.63 4.89
4.75 295/1436 4.75 4.31 4.29 4.24 4.75
4.75 350/1432 4.75 4.21 4.29 4.23 4.75
5.00 ****/1221 **** 4,28 3.93 3.86 ****
4._50 ****/1280 **** 3.95 4.10 3.92 F***
467 FFFX[I27T7  FII*X A A5 4,34 4,13 FFF*
4.00 ****/1269 **** 4.26 4.31 4.04 F***
4._.00 ****/ 854 **** 4 33 4.02 3.87 *F***

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

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



Course-Section: PHED 144 0201

Title SOCCER (OUTDOOR)

Instructor:

ADAMS, ANTHONY

Enrollment: 28

Questionnaires: 18

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

WWwN PWWwwh WUITONNON

RPRPRNN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.71 131571522 4.09
4.50 545/1522 4.55
5.00 ****/1285 4.67
5.00 ****/1476 4.60
5.00 1/1500 4.86
4.33 1217/1517 4.50
3.92 1020/1497 4.33
5.00 ****/1440 4.86
5.00 ****/1448 4.89
5.00 ****/1436 4.75
5.00 ****/1432 4.75
5.00 ****/1221 ****
3.67 ****/1280 F***
5.00 ****/1277 ****
5.00 ****/1269 ****
5 B OO ****/ 47 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 45 E = =
5 B OO ****/ 34 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

18
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.30 4.14 3.71
4.26 4.18 4.50
4.30 4.22 Fxx*
4.22 4.09 Frx*
4.18 4.16 5.00
4.65 4.62 4.33
4.11 4.02 3.92
4.45 4.40 F***
4.71 4.63 *x**
4.29 4.24 FEE*
4.29 4.23 FFF*
3.93 3.86 ****
4.10 3.92 Fx**
4.34 4.13 F***
4.31 4.04 Fxx*
4.41 3.90 Frx*
4.30 3.90 Fx**
4.40 3.99 Fxx*
4.31 4.00 ****
4.30 4.11 ****

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 18

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 2 1 3 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 4 0 0 0 2 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 4 12 0 0 0 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 6 10 0 0 0 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 7 2 0 0 0 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 6 0 0 0 1 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 0 0 4 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 14 0 0 0 0 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 15 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 15 0 0 0 0 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 15 0 0 0 0 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 15 2 0 0 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 15 0 1 0 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 15 0 0 0 0 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 15 0 0 0 0 0
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 16 0 O O O o©
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 16 0 0 0 0 0
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 16 1 0 0 0 0
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 16 1 0 0 0 0
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 16 1 0 0 0 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 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 10
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 146 0101

Univer

sity of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.43 707/1522 4.43
4.29 844/1522 4.29
5.00 1/1285 5.00
4.67 316/1476 4.67
4.25 566/1412 4.25
3.75 104671381 3.75
4.70 275/1500 4.70
4.93 38971517 4.93
4.42 493/1497 4.42
4.40 931/1440 4.40
4.25 1300/1448 4.25
4.33 793/1436 4.33
4.33 820/1432 4.33
3_67 ****/1280 E = =
5 B OO ****/ 854 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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4.93
4.42

4.40
4.25
4.33
4.33

X

*kk*k
Fkhk
Fokhk

EE

Title WEIGHT TRAIN/PHYS FIT Baltimore County
Instructor: CANTOR, FRED Spring 2007
Enrollment: 33
Questionnaires: 14 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0 0 1 0 1 2 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 1 1 1 1 10
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 10 0 0 0 0 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 8 0 0 1 0 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 10 0 0 1 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 10 0 1 1 0 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 4 0 1 0 0 9
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 13
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 1 0 0 3 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 9 0 0 1 0 0O 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 1 0 1 0 6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 8 0 1 0 0 0 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 1 1 0 0 0 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 7 5 0 0 0 0 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 11 0 1 0 0 0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 11 0 1 0 0 0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 11 0 1 0 0 0 2
4. Were special techniques successful 11 2 0 0 0 0 1
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 1 C 0 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 7
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHED 164 0101

Title WATERPOLO
Instructor: CRADOCK, CHAD G
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 14

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

NwoooOoom
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Instructor

Mean

Rank

86971522
726/1522
*rxx /1285
FrEX)1412

171500
128971517
654/1497

130471440
140271448
105671436
FAA*)1432

Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

4.29
4.38

EE

E

5.00
4.21
4.25

3.75
3.75
4.00
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4.25

3.75
3.75
4.00

Fokkk

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o 4 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 0 1 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 12 0 1 0 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 13 0 0 1 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 6 0 0 0 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O o0 0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 2 0 0 4 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 10 0 0 0 2 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 10 0 0 0 2 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 10 0 0 0 2 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 10 1 0 0 1 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 1 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 10
1 0 Other
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.25 146471522 3.25 4.01 4.30 4.34 3.25
3.50 136571522 3.50 4.34 4.26 4.29 3.50
3.67 112371285 3.67 4.51 4.30 4.36 3.67
4.14 913/1476 4.14 4.41 4.22 4.20 4.14
3.13 1315/1412 3.13 4.17 4.06 4.00 3.13
3.00 1286/1381 3.00 3.91 4.08 3.97 3.00
3.63 125371500 3.63 4.66 4.18 4.20 3.63
4.13 1343/1517 4.13 4.29 4.65 4.63 4.13
4.00 898/1497 4.00 4.10 4.11 4.11 4.00
4.43 904/1440 4.43 4.33 4.45 4.42 4.43
4.57 1097/1448 4.57 4.53 4.71 4.78 4.57
4.29 845/1436 4.29 4.31 4.29 4.29 4.29
4.00 103671432 4.00 4.21 4.29 4.31 4.00
3.33 98371221 3.33 4.28 3.93 4.02 3.33
4.60 324/1280 4.60 3.95 4.10 4.08 4.60
4.60 527/1277 4.60 4.45 4.34 4.33 4.60
4.60 509/1269 4.60 4.26 4.31 4.33 4.60
4.00 426/ 854 4.00 4.33 4.02 4.00 4.00

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

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

Title INTRO TO HEALTH BEHAVI Baltimore County
Instructor: HAMMOND, JESSIC Spring 2007
Enrollment: 13
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 0 0 1 1 2 3 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 2 2 2 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 0 1 0 5 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 1 4 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 4 3 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 5 2 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 2 1 3 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 7 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 2 4 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 0O 4 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 0 3 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 1 3 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 3 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 1 0 2 1 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 0 0 2 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 0 0 2 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 0 0 2 3
4. Were special techniques successful 3 0 0 0 1 3 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 2 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 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



