Course-Section: PHYS 100 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.65 446/1649 4.65
4.71 30071648 4.71
4.81 23371375 4.81
4.58 405/1595 4.58
4.21 673/1533 4.21
4.43 493/1512 4.43
4.75 230/1623 4.75
4.86 73171646 4.86
4.54 33971621 4.54
4.92 220/1568 4.92
5.00 171572 5.00
4.80 278/1564 4.80
4.87 250/1559 4.87
4.68 201/1352 4.68
4.53 418/1384 4.53
4.84 312/1382 4.84
4.69 50371368 4.69

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.65
4.23 4.16 4.71
4.27 4.10 4.81
4.20 4.03 4.58
4.04 3.87 4.21
4.10 3.86 4.43
4.16 4.08 4.75
4.69 4.67 4.86
4.06 3.96 4.54
4.43 4.39 4.92
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 4.80
4.29 4.20 4.87
3.98 3.86 4.68
4.08 3.86 4.53
4.29 4.03 4.84
4.30 4.01 4.69
3.95 3.75 FF**
4.12 4.08 F***
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 Fx**
4.47 4.36 FF**
4.38 4.37 FFF*
4.30 4.17 FF**
4.16 4.06 F***
4_43 4.27 FF**
4.42 4.24 FF**
3.99 3.83 F***

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 65

responses to be significant

Title IDEAS IN PHYSICS Baltimore County
Instructor: SINSKY, JOEL Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 129
Questionnaires: 65 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 2 0O O O 1 20
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0O O O 2 14
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 0 0 o©O 1 10
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 3 31 0 1 1 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 10 2 1 11 9
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 4 40 1 1 2 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 0 0O 5 &6
8. How many times was class cancelled 3 3 0O 0O O 8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 13 4 0 0 1 20
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 5 0 0 0 o0 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5 0 0 0 0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 6 0 O O 1 10
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 1 &6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 7 2 0 O 3 12
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 1 2 8
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 O 1 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 33 0 O 0 3 4
4. Were special techniques successful 34 17 1 1 1 1
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 63 O O O O O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 64 0 O O O ©O
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 64 0 O O 0 ©O
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 64 0 O O 0 o©
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 64 0 O O O0 oO
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 64 0 O O O o
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 64 0 O O O o
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 64 0 O O O ©O
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 64 0 O O O o
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 64 0 O O O o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 1 A 32 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 16
56-83 10 2.00-2.99 9 c 1 General
84-150 9 3.00-3.49 9 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: PHYS 106 0101

Title INTRO ASTROBIOLOGY

Instructor:

HENRIKSEN, MARK

Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 18
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A WN P

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
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
Was the instructor available for individual attention

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0o 0 1
0o 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 3
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 o©
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 3
0o 0 1
o 1 1
0o 0 1
0o 1 o
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
1 0 O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank
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24471648
480/1375
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366/1533
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.89
4.23 4.16 4.78
4.27 4.10 4.59
4.20 4.03 4.67
4.04 3.87 4.50
4.10 3.86 ****
4.16 4.08 4.50
4.69 4.67 4.94
4.06 3.96 4.67
4.43 4.39 4.89
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 4.83
4.29 4.20 4.94
3.98 3.86 4.27
4.08 3.86 4.42
4.29 4.03 4.18
4.30 4.01 4.64
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.35 4.38 Fx**
4.29 4.14 F***
4.47 4.30 Fr*F*
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 ****
4.06 3.72 *F***
4.09 3.65 ****
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 FF*F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 FxF*



Course-Section: PHYS 106 0101

Title INTRO ASTROBIOLOGY
Instructor: HENRIKSEN, MARK
Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 18

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

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page 1299
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 3
Under-grad 18 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0103 University of Maryland
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Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.25 965/1649 3.99 4.19 4.28 4.11 4.25
4.25 897/1648 3.92 4.07 4.23 4.16 4.25
4.50 546/1375 4.27 4.15 4.27 4.10 4.50
4.17 930/1595 3.91 4.05 4.20 4.03 4.17
4.13 733/1533 3.71 3.88 4.04 3.87 4.13
4.40 522/1512 3.93 3.91 4.10 3.86 4.40
4.13 957/1623 4.03 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.13
5.00 171646 4.99 4.92 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.00 91471621 3.57 3.86 4.06 3.96 3.50
4.63 69971568 4.39 4.52 4.43 4.39 4.63
5.00 171572 4.51 4.65 4.70 4.64 5.00
4.50 65171564 3.89 4.20 4.28 4.20 4.50
4.00 112171559 4.09 4.21 4.29 4.20 4.00
3.71 94271352 4.09 4.04 3.98 3.86 3.71
4.00 ****/1384 **** 4.22 4.08 3.86 ****
4_.00 ****/1382 **** 4. 44 4.29 4.03 *F***
4._.00 ****/ 948 **** 4,18 3.95 3.75 F***
3.25 208/ 221 3.26 3.71 4.16 4.05 3.25
3.75 188/ 243 3.85 4.03 4.12 4.08 3.75
3.50 198/ 212 3.86 4.08 4.40 4.43 3.50
4.25 139/ 209 3.99 4.13 4.35 4.38 4.25
3.75 451/ 555 3.78 4.19 4.29 4.14 3.75
4.00 83/ 288 4.00 4.13 3.68 3.54 4.00

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

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

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: LAI, MEIMEI (Instr. A) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 20
Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 6 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 4 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O o 1 2 5
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O O 1 3 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o o 2 3 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 3 0 O 0 3 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o 7 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o =8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 1 0 4 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o0 o 3 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o 0O o o o o 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O o0 4 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o o o 3 2 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0O O O 3 3 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 7 0 0 0 o 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 O O o0 o 1 0
4. Were special techniques successful 7 O O o0 o 0
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 4 0 1 0 1 1 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 4 0 O 1 0 2 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 4 0 0 1 1 1 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 4 0 0 0 1 1 2
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 1 3 0 O 2 1 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 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 3 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0103 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.25 965/1649 3.99
4.25 897/1648 3.92
4.50 546/1375 4.27
4.17 930/1595 3.91
4.13 733/1533 3.71
4.40 522/1512 3.93
4.13 957/1623 4.03
5.00 171646 4.99
3.00 150471621 3.57
5.00 ****/1568 4.39
5.00 ****/1572 4.51
5.00 ****/1564 3.89
5.00 ****/1559 4.09
4.00 ****/1352 4.09
3.25 208/ 221 3.26
3.75 188/ 243 3.85
3.50 198/ 212 3.86
4.25 139/ 209 3.99
3.75 451/ 555 3.78
4.00 83/ 288 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.25
4.23 4.16 4.25
4.27 4.10 4.50
4.20 4.03 4.17
4.04 3.87 4.13
4.10 3.86 4.40
4.16 4.08 4.13
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.50
4.43 4.39 4.63
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 4.50
4.29 4.20 4.00
3.98 3.86 3.71
4.08 3.86 ****
4.29 4.03 Fx**
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.16 4.05 3.25
4.12 4.08 3.75
4.40 4.43 3.50
4.35 4.38 4.25
4.29 4.14 3.75
3.68 3.54 4.00

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 8

responses to be significant

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. B) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 20
Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 6 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 4 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O o 1 2 5
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O O 1 3 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o o 2 3 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 3 0 O 0 3 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o 7 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o =8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 1 0 0 0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 7 o O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 7 0 O O O o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 7 0 O O O o0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 7 0 O O O o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 7 O O O o 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 7 0 O O o0 1 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 O O o0 o 1 0
4. Were special techniques successful 7 O O o0 o 1 0
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 4 0 1 0 1 1 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 4 0 O 1 0 2 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 4 0 0 1 1 1 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 4 0 0 0 1 1 2
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 1 3 0 O 2 1 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 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 3 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0108

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1

Instructor:

LAI, MEIMEI (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

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 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
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16

17

19
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0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
OQOOO0OONUI©

General

Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.22 996/1649 3.99
4.06 109471648 3.92
4.40 665/1375 4.27
4.18 90371595 3.91
3.82 996/1533 3.71
3.60 1202/1512 3.93
4.44 595/1623 4.03
5.00 171646 4.99
3.19 1468/1621 3.57
4.50 852/1568 4.39
4.58 1165/1572 4.51
4.08 1091/1564 3.89
4.17 1031/1559 4.09
4.11 624/1352 4.09
3.06 214/ 221 3.26
4.13 149/ 243 3.85
3.81 182/ 212 3.86
3.50 186/ 209 3.99
3.90 428/ 555 3.78
4.00 ****/ 288 4.00
4.00 ****/ 312 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

20
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.22
4.23 4.16 4.06
4.27 4.10 4.40
4.20 4.03 4.18
4.04 3.87 3.82
4.10 3.86 3.60
4.16 4.08 4.44
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.51
4.43 4.39 4.25
4.70 4.64 4.29
4.28 4.20 4.04
4.29 4.20 4.08
3.98 3.86 4.11
4.08 3.86 Fr**
4.29 4.03 F**F*
4.30 4.01 Fx**
4.16 4.05 3.06
4.12 4.08 4.13
4.40 4.43 3.81
4.35 4.38 3.50
4.29 4.14 3.90
3.68 3.54 xrx*
3.68 3.51 Fx**
3.99 3.83 Fx**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 20

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0108

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1

Instructor:

(Instr. B)

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

WN P abhwbNPF

g wWNPF

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

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 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
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0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

B
RPNRRP R OORNO®U©®D O

P RO

ANOIOW

WhDAWWADMDD
o]
[e¢]

A D ADDMDD
n N
N o

ArDMDMDAW
(@]
[¢9)

3.80

2

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
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General

Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.22 996/1649 3.99
4.06 109471648 3.92
4.40 665/1375 4.27
4.18 90371595 3.91
3.82 996/1533 3.71
3.60 1202/1512 3.93
4.44 595/1623 4.03
5.00 171646 4.99
3.83 112371621 3.57
4.00 127971568 4.39
4.00 146371572 4.51
4.00 1127/1564 3.89
4.00 112171559 4.09
4.00 ****/1352 4.09
3.06 214/ 221 3.26
4.13 149/ 243 3.85
3.81 182/ 212 3.86
3.50 186/ 209 3.99
3.90 428/ 555 3.78
4.00 ****/ 288 4.00
4.00 ****/ 312 3.50

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 4.22
4.23 4.16 4.06
4.27 4.10 4.40
4.20 4.03 4.18
4.04 3.87 3.82
4.10 3.86 3.60
4.16 4.08 4.44
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.51
4.43 4.39 4.25
4.70 4.64 4.29
4.28 4.20 4.04
4.29 4.20 4.08
3.98 3.86 4.11
4.08 3.86 Fr**
4.29 4.03 F**F*
4.30 4.01 Fx**
4.16 4.05 3.06
4.12 4.08 4.13
4.40 4.43 3.81
4.35 4.38 3.50
4.29 4.14 3.90
3.68 3.54 xrx*
3.68 3.51 Fx**
3.99 3.83 Fx**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 20

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0109 University of Maryland

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: ANDERSON, ERIC Fall 2008
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 18

R RRe

arobho

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.76 317/1649 3.99
4.47 59971648 3.92
4.47 581/1375 4.27
4.11 996/1595 3.91
4.25 624/1533 3.71
3.92 1008/1512 3.93
4.65 345/1623 4.03
5.00 171646 4.99
4.12 847/1621 3.57
4.94 147/1568 4.39
4.83 765/1572 4.51
4.44 728/1564 3.89
4.28 952/1559 4.09
4.53 291/1352 4.09
4.18 119/ 221 3.26
3.91 173/ 243 3.85
4.90 28/ 212 3.86
5.00 1/ 209 3.99
4.33 338/ 555 3.78
4.00 ****/ 288 4.00
2.67 ****/ 312 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

18
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3.80

*kkk

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
4.16 4.05
4.12 4.08
4.40 4.43
4.35 4.38
4.29 4.14
3.68 3.54
3.68 3.51
3.99 3.83
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 1 0O O O 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 o o o 3 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0O 0O o 3 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 8 O 1 1 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 1 1 1 1 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 5 2 0 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O O 1 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 o O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 1 2 8
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0O O O o0 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O O O 0O 2 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o 0O 2 0 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 0 O 2 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 17 0 O O o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 17 o O o0 o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 17 o O o0 o0 o
4. Were special techniques successful 17 0 O O o0 o
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 7 0 1 0 1 3
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 7 0 1 0 2 4
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 7 1 0 0 o0 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 7 O O O o0 o
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 6 3 0 O 2 2
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 17 O O o0 o 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 15 0 O 2 0 1
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 17 0O O 1 0O ©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 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 2 c 4 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 9 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0110 University of Maryland

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: WATTS, SHELLY C Fall 2008
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 17

=
oo oo DOITWOWRLNNO

[cNeoNoNe]

oA N

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.06 114971649 3.99
3.53 1474/1648 3.92
3.94 1000/1375 4.27
3.67 1335/1595 3.91
3.44 1296/1533 3.71
3.50 1266/1512 3.93
3.56 136371623 4.03
4.94 465/1646 4.99
4.31 63271621 3.57
4.29 1088/1568 4.39
4.41 131371572 4.51
4.06 110571564 3.89
4.00 112171559 4.09
4.07 650/1352 4.09
3.38 200/ 221 3.26
3.92 169/ 243 3.85
3.92 172/ 212 3.86
4.46 111/ 209 3.99
4.09 380/ 555 3.78
4.00 ****/ 288 4.00
4.00 ****/ 312 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.06
4.23 4.16 3.53
4.27 4.10 3.94
4.20 4.03 3.67
4.04 3.87 3.44
4.10 3.86 3.50
4.16 4.08 3.56
4.69 4.67 4.94
4.06 3.96 4.31
4.43 4.39 4.29
4.70 4.64 4.41
4.28 4.20 4.06
4.29 4.20 4.00
3.98 3.86 4.07
4.08 3.86 Fr**
4.29 4.03 Fx**
4.30 4.01 Fx**
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.16 4.05 3.38
4.12 4.08 3.92
4.40 4.43 3.92
4.35 4.38 4.46
4.29 4.14 4.09
3.68 3.54 Fxx*x
3.68 3.51 Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 17

responses to be significant

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



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0111

University of Maryland

Page 1306
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.50 1498/1649 3.99 4.19 4.28 4.11 3.50
4.00 112471648 3.92 4.07 4.23 4.16 4.00
4.50 546/1375 4.27 4.15 4.27 4.10 4.50
3.00 144171533 3.71 3.88 4.04 3.87 3.00
5.00 171512 3.93 3.91 4.10 3.86 5.00
3.50 1387/1623 4.03 4.32 4.16 4.08 3.50
5.00 171646 4.99 4.92 4.69 4.67 5.00
4.00 914/1621 3.57 3.86 4.06 3.96 4.00
5.00 171568 4.39 4.52 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 4.51 4.65 4.70 4.64 5.00
3.00 1496/1564 3.89 4.20 4.28 4.20 3.00
5.00 171559 4.09 4.21 4.29 4.20 5.00
5.00 171352 4.09 4.04 3.98 3.86 5.00
4.00 129/ 221 3.26 3.71 4.16 4.05 4.00
4.50 65/ 243 3.85 4.03 4.12 4.08 4.50
4.50 105/ 212 3.86 4.08 4.40 4.43 4.50
5.00 17 209 3.99 4.13 4.35 4.38 5.00

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

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

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: DOTSON, AMANDA Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 20
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 o0 o 1 1 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 0 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 1 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 1 0O O 1 0O O
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 O O O0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O 0O 0 1 1 o0
8. How many times was class cancelled o 1 o o o o0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 O O O0 1 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o o o 2
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 o0 O 1 o0 o
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O O0O o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 0 O o o0 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 0O 0O o o 1 o0 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 0 O O O O0 1 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities o O O o0 o 1 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance o o o o o o 2
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 2
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: PHYS 111 0112

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1
Instructor: DIAO, LIJUN
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

abhwWNPE

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
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 criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

WOORrROORrOO

ABABADD

Wwwww

13

12

OO O~NFPONOO

Wwoooo

POOOO

0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
4 4 3 3
4 3 2 7
1 1 5 3
1 4 1 3
2 3 4 3
2 1 2 1
2 4 2 1
0O 0 o0 o
6 3 2 1
31 1 3
1 2 1 3
3 1 2 3
3 1 2 3
2 1 3 o0
6 3 3 1
4 1 3 5
1 4 4 3
5 5 2 1
2 4 3 1
o 0 o0 2
0O 1 o0 3

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
PONNWRWON

WwWwwau b

NORFrR OO

WhDAWWADMDD

ADDMDD

AADMIPW

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
RPOOOONUIW

General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
2.69 1635/1649 3.99
2.75 1617/1648 3.92
3.46 1222/1375 4.27
2.90 155471595 3.91
3.13 1411/1533 3.71
3.00 1428/1512 3.93
3.44 1419/1623 4.03
5.00 171646 4.99
2.08 1609/1621 3.57
3.33 1488/1568 4.39
3.75 1517/1572 4.51
3.17 1478/1564 3.89
3.17 1456/1559 4.09
3.11 120471352 4.09
1.92 220/ 221 3.26
2.69 231/ 243 3.85
2.92 212/ 212 3.86
1.92 209/ 209 3.99
2.75 506/ 555 3.78
4.00 ****/ 288 4.00
3.50 217/ 312 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 2.69
4.23 4.16 2.75
4.27 4.10 3.46
4.20 4.03 2.90
4.04 3.87 3.13
4.10 3.86 3.00
4.16 4.08 3.44
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 2.08
4.43 4.39 3.33
4.70 4.64 3.75
4.28 4.20 3.17
4.29 4.20 3.17
3.98 3.86 3.11
4.16 4.05 1.92
4.12 4.08 2.69
4.40 4.43 2.92
4.35 4.38 1.92
4.29 4.14 2.75
3.68 3.54 Fr**
3.68 3.51 3.50

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 16

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 112 0101
Title
Instructor:

BASIC PHYSICS 11
ANDERSON, ERIC (Instr. A)

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 8

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abwdNPF anN - abhwWNPE W N abhwbNPF

a b

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

. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

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
. 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
. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
. Were there enough proctors for all the students

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

ONNNN [2BNIEN] [cNeoNeoNoNa] ~N N [eNeoNeoNoNe]

ENENEN

Fall

OCOOA~AERLNOOO

RPOOOO = OO NOOOO oo [eleNeoNoNe)

[eNeoNe]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean

a b

WOAANWNWWW

ADADMDD

~rOBA DDA A D ADAhWPLPW

A D

Instructor

Rank

1295/1649
1254/1648
111271375
1583/1595
1200/1533
149471512
81571623
171646
134571621

69971568
124171572
812/1564
966/1559
51571352

FA*X/1382
*HA*/1368

192/
128/
188/
121/
293/

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

****/
Fkkxk f
Fkkxk [
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****/
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Course
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.88
4.23 4.16 3.88
4.27 4.10 3.75
4.20 4.03 2.50
4.04 3.87 3.57
4.10 3.86 2.50
4.16 4.08 4.25
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.56
4.43 4.39 4.56
4.70 4.64 4.25
4.28 4.20 4.19
4.29 4.20 4.25
3.98 3.86 4.46
4.29 4.03 F***
4.30 4.01 ****
4.16 4.05 3.50
4.12 4.08 4.25
4.40 4.43 3.75
4.35 4.38 4.38
4.29 4.14 4.50
4.54 4.31 F**F*
4.47 4.30 Fr*F*
3.68 3.54 F***
4.06 3.72 F***
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 Fx*F*
3.68 3.51 4.00
4.30 4.17 F***
4.42 4.24 FF*F*
3.99 3.83 Fx**



Course-Section: PHYS 112 0101 University of Maryland Page 1308

Title BASIC PHYSICS 11 Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: ANDERSON, ERIC (Instr. A) Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 18

Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 1 Under-grad 8 Non-major 8
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 6
? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 112 0101
Title
Instructor:

BASIC PHYSICS 11
DOTSON, AMANDA (Instr. B)

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 8

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abwdNPF anN - abhwWNPE W N abhwbNPF

a b

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

. Were all students actively encouraged to participate
. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

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
. 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
. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
. Were there enough proctors for all the students

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]
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ENENEN

Fall
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[eNeoNe]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean
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A D

Instructor

Rank

1295/1649
1254/1648
111271375
1583/1595
1200/1533
149471512
81571623
171646
128871621

85271568
146371572
112771564

966/1559

20871352

FA*X/1382
*HA*/1368
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128/
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293/
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.88
4.23 4.16 3.88
4.27 4.10 3.75
4.20 4.03 2.50
4.04 3.87 3.57
4.10 3.86 2.50
4.16 4.08 4.25
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.56
4.43 4.39 4.56
4.70 4.64 4.25
4.28 4.20 4.19
4.29 4.20 4.25
3.98 3.86 4.46
4.29 4.03 F***
4.30 4.01 ****
4.16 4.05 3.50
4.12 4.08 4.25
4.40 4.43 3.75
4.35 4.38 4.38
4.29 4.14 4.50
4.54 4.31 F**F*
4.47 4.30 F**F*
3.68 3.54 F***
4.06 3.72 F***
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 Fx*F*
3.68 3.51 4.00
4.30 4.17 F***
4.42 4.24 FF*F*
3.99 3.83 Fx**



Course-Section: PHYS 112 0101 University of Maryland Page 1309

Title BASIC PHYSICS 11 Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: DOTSON, AMANDA (Instr. B) Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 18

Questionnaires: 8 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

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 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 1 Under-grad 8 Non-major 8
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 6
? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 112 0102 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.89 1287/1649 3.88
3.67 1408/1648 3.77
4.00 950/1375 3.88
4.33 722/1595 3.42
3.78 1045/1533 3.67
3.71 1143/1512 3.11
4.67 321/1623 4.46
4.56 1148/1646 4.78
3.33 142971621 3.55
4.14 1205/1568 4.22
4.14 1435/1572 4.36
3.71 1316/1564 3.92
3.71 1301/1559 4.00
4.00 690/1352 4.29
3.86 163/ 221 3.68
3.86 178/ 243 4.05
4.14 144/ 212 3.95
3.57 181/ 209 3.97
4.14 374/ 555 4.32
4.50 ****/ 312 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Title BASIC PHYSICS 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: YOU, HAO (Instr. A) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 18
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O ©O 1 0 1 4 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 1 2 1 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o0 4 1 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 3 0O O 2 0o 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o 1 o 2 3 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 1 0 1 3 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o O O o 1 1 7
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 1 o o o 8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 1 1 1 1 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0 1 0 1 0 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 1 0 1 o0 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 1 1 0 2 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 1 1 1 0 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 0 1 1 0O 0O 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O 1 0 0 o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 O 1 O O O o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 1 O O O o
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 2 0O O 1 2 1 3
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 2 0 1 0 2 0o 4
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 2 0 0 1 1 1 4
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 2 0 2 0 o0 2 3
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 2 0O 0O o 2 2 3
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 8 0O O O o0 1 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 7 O O O o 1 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 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 2 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 112 0102 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.89 1287/1649 3.88
3.67 1408/1648 3.77
4.00 950/1375 3.88
4.33 722/1595 3.42
3.78 1045/1533 3.67
3.71 1143/1512 3.11
4.67 321/1623 4.46
4.56 1148/1646 4.78
3.75 1192/1621 3.55
3.60 1440/1568 4.22
4.80 840/1572 4.36
3.60 1360/1564 3.92
3.80 1246/1559 4.00
4.25 515/1352 4.29
3.86 163/ 221 3.68
3.86 178/ 243 4.05
4.14 144/ 212 3.95
3.57 181/ 209 3.97
4.14 374/ 555 4.32
4.50 ****/ 312 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Title BASIC PHYSICS 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. B) Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 18
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O ©O 1 0 1 4 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 1 2 1 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o0 4 1 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 3 0O O 2 0o 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o 1 o 2 3 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 1 0 1 3 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o O O o 1 1 7
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 1 o o o 8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 1 0 0 1 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 O 1 2 0 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 O O O 1 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 1 0 1 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 1 0 0 2 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 1 0 O 1 1 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 1 0 0 o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 O 1 O O o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 8 O 1 O O o0 o
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 2 0O O 1 2 1 3
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 2 0 1 0 2 0o 4
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 2 0 0 1 1 1 4
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 2 0 2 0 o0 2 3
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 2 0O O O 2 2 3
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 8 0O O O o0 1 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 7 O O O o 1 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 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 2 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 121 0101

University of Maryland

Page
FEB 11,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.33 1540/1649 3.65 4.19 4.28 4.11
3.00 159171648 3.47 4.07 4.23 4.16
4.50 546/1375 4.26 4.15 4.27 4.10
3.00 1537/1595 3.35 4.05 4.20 4.03
1.00 1531/1533 2.40 3.88 4.04 3.87
2.00 150571512 2.78 3.91 4.10 3.86
3.00 153371623 3.52 4.32 4.16 4.08
1.00 ****/1646 5.00 4.92 4.69 4.67
2.00 1610/1621 2.71 3.86 4.06 3.96
1.00 ****/1568 4.53 4.52 4.43 4.39
1.00 ****/1572 4.50 4.65 4.70 4.64
1.00 ****/1564 3.68 4.20 4.28 4.20
1.00 ****/1559 3.84 4.21 4.29 4.20
1.00 ****/1352 3.84 4.04 3.98 3.86
1.00 ****/1384 **** 4. 22 4.08 3.86
1.00 ****/1382 **** 4.44 4.29 4.03
1.00 ****/1368 **** 4.41 4.30 4.01
1.00 ****/ 948 **** 4,18 3.95 3.75
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

#i#H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS | Baltimore County
Instructor: CORBITT, PAUL T Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 50
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 0 1 0O O 1 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 1 1 0 1 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 2 0O 0O o 1 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 1 1 0O O O 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 1 2 0 0 0 o
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 1 1 0 1 o0 o
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 3 0 1 0 o0 o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 4 0 1 o O O o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 1 1 0 1 o0 o
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 1 O O O o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 4 0 1 0 0 o0 oO
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 4 0 1 0 0 o0 oO
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 4 0 1 0 0 o0 oO
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 0 1 O O O o
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 1 0 0 o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 1 O O O o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 1 O O O o
4. Were special techniques successful 4 0 1 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 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 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
? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 121 0101

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS |
Instructor: Cul, LILI
Enrollment: 310

Questionnaires: 121

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
Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

abhwbNPF

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

AWNPF

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

GQWN PP

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

WN P

Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean
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Instructor

Rank

1209/1649
1197/1648
94371375
1317/1595
101771533
122771512
1014/1623
171646
139371621

827/1568
124171572
133271564
123171559

860/1352

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

wxxk/ 243

Fkkxk f 81
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Required for Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 14 0.00-0.99 1 A 35
28-55 23 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 13 2.00-2.99 11
84-150 3 3.00-3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 27

General

Electives

Other

95

Graduate
Under-grad 121

##H# - Means there are not enough
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.97
4.23 4.16 3.93
4.27 4.10 4.03
4.20 4.03 3.69
4.04 3.87 3.81
4.10 3.86 3.57
4.16 4.08 4.04
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.43
4.43 4.39 4.53
4.70 4.64 4.50
4.28 4.20 3.68
4.29 4.20 3.84
3.98 3.86 3.84
4.08 3.86 F***
4.29 4.03 Fx**
4.30 4.01 Fx**
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.16 4.05 F***
4.12 4.08 ****
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.29 4.14 Fxx*
4.54 4.31 FFF*
447 4.30 Fx**
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.06 3.72 Fx**

Majors

Major 5
Non-major 116

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 121H 0101

Title INTRO PHYSICS I-HONORS
Instructor: STAFF (Instr. A)
Enrol Iment: 18

Questionnaires: 15

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

NRRRRRRREER
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Frequencies

1 2 3 4
4 1 2 2
3 1 3 4
5 1 1 4
3 0 1 3
3 0 2 3
3 0 0 1
2 0 2 2
o o0 o 7
5 1 2 3
2 3 1 2
2 2 2 2
5 0 3 2
6 1 2 1
4 0 1 1
1 1 0 4
o 0 2 5
0O 0 2 5
0O 1 4 4
0O 0O 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N~NOORFRrRARWNDWO

ArDMbhoo
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Required for Majors

N =TT OO
[cNoNok N N NN

General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.21 156971649 3.21
3.21 156971648 3.21
2.77 1353/1375 2.77
3.30 1482/1595 3.30
3.42 1310/1533 3.42
2.40 1498/1512 2.40
4.00 102971623 4.00
4.50 119371646 4.50
2.69 1568/1621 3.55
3.50 1460/1568 4.06
3.57 1531/1572 4.29
3.00 1496/1564 3.88
2.71 1520/1559 3.73
3.10 1207/1352 3.10
4.21 697/1384 4.21
4.36 757/1382 4.36
4.36 784/1368 4.36
3.85 560/ 948 3.85

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.21
4.23 4.16 3.21
4.27 4.10 2.77
4.20 4.03 3.30
4.04 3.87 3.42
4.10 3.86 2.40
4.16 4.08 4.00
4.69 4.67 4.50
4.06 3.96 3.55
4.43 4.39 4.06
4.70 4.64 4.29
4.28 4.20 3.88
4.29 4.20 3.73
3.98 3.86 3.10
4.08 3.86 4.21
4.29 4.03 4.36
4.30 4.01 4.36
3.95 3.75 3.85
4.29 4.14 Fxx*

Majors
Major 4
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 121H 0101

Title INTRO PHYSICS I-HONORS
Instructor: GEORGE, IAN (Instr. B)
Enrol Iment: 18

Questionnaires: 15

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
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Frequencies

1 2 3 4
4 1 2 2
3 1 3 4
5 1 1 4
3 0 1 3
3 0 2 3
3 0 0 1
2 0 2 2
o o0 o 7
0O 0 1 5
0O 0O o0 3
0O 0O o0 O
o 0O o0 2
o 0O o0 2
O 0 1 o0
1 1 0 4
o 0 2 5
0O 0 2 5
0O 1 4 4
0O 0O 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

N =TT OO
[cNoNok N N NN

General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.21 156971649 3.21
3.21 156971648 3.21
2.77 1353/1375 2.77
3.30 1482/1595 3.30
3.42 1310/1533 3.42
2.40 1498/1512 2.40
4.00 102971623 4.00
4.50 119371646 4.50
4.42 497/1621 3.55
4.63 69971568 4.06
5.00 171572 4.29
4.75 342/1564 3.88
4.75 390/1559 3.73
4_.33 ****/1352 3.10
4.21 697/1384 4.21
4.36 757/1382 4.36
4.36 784/1368 4.36
3.85 560/ 948 3.85

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15

Page 1315

FEB 11, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.21
4.23 4.16 3.21
4.27 4.10 2.77
4.20 4.03 3.30
4.04 3.87 3.42
4.10 3.86 2.40
4.16 4.08 4.00
4.69 4.67 4.50
4.06 3.96 3.55
4.43 4.39 4.06
4.70 4.64 4.29
4.28 4.20 3.88
4.29 4.20 3.73
3.98 3.86 3.10
4.08 3.86 4.21
4.29 4.03 4.36
4.30 4.01 4.36
3.95 3.75 3.85
4.29 4.14 Fxx*

Majors
Major 4
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 122 0102

University of Maryland

79

Page 1316
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.87 130371649 3.87 4.19 4.28 4.11 3.87
3.60 145171648 3.60 4.07 4.23 4.16 3.60
3.57 1184/1375 3.57 4.15 4.27 4.10 3.57
3.72 1300/1595 3.72 4.05 4.20 4.03 3.72
3.59 1186/1533 3.59 3.88 4.04 3.87 3.59
3.58 121471512 3.58 3.91 4.10 3.86 3.58
4.25 815/1623 4.25 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.25
5.00 171646 5.00 4.92 4.69 4.67 5.00
3.05 1496/1621 3.05 3.86 4.06 3.96 3.05
4.36 1031/1568 4.36 4.52 4.43 4.39 4.36
4.36 1346/1572 4.36 4.65 4.70 4.64 4.36
3.32 1443/1564 3.32 4.20 4.28 4.20 3.32
3.58 1351/1559 3.58 4.21 4.29 4.20 3.58
4.06 661/1352 4.06 4.04 3.98 3.86 4.06
3.14 1232/1384 3.14 4.22 4.08 3.86 3.14
3.69 1132/1382 3.69 4.44 4.29 4.03 3.69
3.76 1090/1368 3.76 4.41 4.30 4.01 3.76
3.80 578/ 948 3.80 4.18 3.95 3.75 3.80
3.00 ****/ 221 **** 3 71 4.16 4.05 ****
3.00 ****/ 243 **** 4 .03 4.12 4.08 ****
3.00 ****/ 212 **** 4 .08 4.40 4.43 F***
4_50 ****/ 209 **** 4,13 4.35 4.38 F***
4_.14 ****/ BE5  ***x 4. 19 4.29 4.14 F***
3.92 ****x/ 288 ****x 4. 13 3.68 3.54 F***
4.10 ****/ 312 **** 3 .80 3.68 3.51 Fr**

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 105 Non-major 100

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

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS | Baltimore County
Instructor: CuUl, LILI Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 214
Questionnaires: 105 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 0 1 7 30 33 33
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0O 4 10 36 28 26
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 3 0 6 9 34 27 26
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 3 41 3 4 19 16 19
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 3 22 5 8 25 20 23
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 3 35 5 11 12 18 21
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 0 5 17 28 53
8. How many times was class cancelled 3 0 0O O 0 0102
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 14 0 10 15 35 22 9
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 4 0 O 5 9 32 55
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 5 0 0 4 12 28 56
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 6 0O 8 18 30 20 23
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 5 1 8 10 26 27 28
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 10 5 3 7 12 28 40
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 63 0 6 10 9 6 11
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 63 O 2 7 7 12 14
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 63 0 3 4 7 14 14
4. Were special techniques successful 62 8 5 3 3 7 17
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 103 0 O 1 0 1 0
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 103 0 O0 1 0 1 O
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 103 0 O 0 2 0 O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 103 0 O O ©O 1 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 83 0 O 2 6 1 13
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 93 0 O 1 0 10 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 8 0 0 0 o0 18 2
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 104 0 O O O 1 0
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 104 0 O O O 1 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 104 0 O O 0 o© 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 18 Required for Majors
28-55 23 1.00-1.99 0 B 49
56-83 13 2.00-2.99 16 c 18 General
84-150 10 3.00-3.49 17 D 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 23 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 5



Course-Section: PHYS 122L 0101

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS L

Instructor:

GOUGOUSI, THEOD

Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1317
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 433/1649 4.38 4.19 4.28 4.11
4.50 556/1648 4.58 4.07 4.23 4.16
4.50 546/1375 4.50 4.15 4.27 4.10
4.75 236/1595 4.71 4.05 4.20 4.03
4.00 815/1533 3.81 3.88 4.04 3.87
4.50 380/1512 4.38 3.91 4.10 3.86
4.33 720/1623 4.54 4.32 4.16 4.08
5.00 171646 5.00 4.92 4.69 4.67
4.00 91471621 4.00 3.86 4.06 3.96
4.75 480/1568 4.88 4.52 4.43 4.39
4.75 931/1572 4.88 4.65 4.70 4.64
4.50 651/1564 4.38 4.20 4.28 4.20
4.50 695/1559 4.46 4.21 4.29 4.20
3.67 970/1352 4.03 4.04 3.98 3.86
5.00 17 221 4.33 3.71 4.16 4.05
4.60 58/ 243 4.41 4.03 4.12 4.08
5.00 1/ 212 4.94 4.08 4.40 4.43
5.00 17/ 209 5.00 4.13 4.35 4.38
4.40 323/ 555 4.37 4.19 4.29 4.14
5.00 ****/ 312 **** 3.80 3.68 3.51

POSADDDIDDD
o
o

WhMADMD
a
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o

Required for Majors

N = TTOO
CQO0OO0OO0OO0OO0OFrW

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: PHYS 122L 0103

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS L
Instructor: GOUGOUSI, THEOD
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1318
2009
3029

O©CoO~NOUOANPR

abhwNPF

A WNPF

abrwWwNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

General
Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
Did the instructor make clear 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
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
FEB 11,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.08 1129/1649 4.38 4.19 4.28 4.11
4.67 362/1648 4.58 4.07 4.23 4.16
4.67 321/1595 4.71 4.05 4.20 4.03
3.63 1166/1533 3.81 3.88 4.04 3.87
4.25 687/1512 4.38 3.91 4.10 3.86
4.75 220/1623 4.54 4.32 4.16 4.08
5.00 171646 5.00 4.92 4.69 4.67
4.00 91471621 4.00 3.86 4.06 3.96
5.00 171568 4.88 4.52 4.43 4.39
5.00 171572 4.88 4.65 4.70 4.64
4.25 93971564 4.38 4.20 4.28 4.20
4.43 804/1559 4.46 4.21 4.29 4.20
4.40 39971352 4.03 4.04 3.98 3.86
3.00 ****/1384 **** 422 4.08 3.86
5.00 ****/1382 **** 444 4.29 4.03
4.00 ****/1368 **** 4.41 4.30 4.01
4.00 ****/ 948 **** 4,18 3.95 3.75
3.67 181/ 221 4.33 3.71 4.16 4.05
4.22 135/ 243 4.41 4.03 4.12 4.08
4.89 32/ 212 4.94 4.08 4.40 4.43
5.00 17 209 5.00 4.13 4.35 4.38
4.33 338/ 555 4.37 4.19 4.29 4.14
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 12 Non-major

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



Course-Section: PHYS 224 0101 University of Maryland

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: MARTINS, JOSE Fall 2008
Enrollment: 27

Questionnaires: 23

1

N
GQWOUuor ok~

~N©O© Oo~NO

OFREFEN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.52 617/1649 4.52
3.78 1326/1648 3.78
3.87 1055/1375 3.87
3.69 132371595 3.69
4.09 761/1533 4.09
3.75 111971512 3.75
4.00 102971623 4.00
5.00 171646 5.00
3.83 112371621 3.83
3.59 144271568 3.59
4.76 912/1572 4.76
4.05 110971564 4.05
4.05 1102/1559 4.05
3.95 754/1352 3.95
4.00 388/ 555 4.00
3.71 200/ 312 3.71

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

23
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3.80

*kk*k

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
3.68 3.65
3.68 3.59
3.99 3.72
Majors
Major
Non-major
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responses to be significant
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10

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O o0 o 2 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 1 4 13
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0O O 3 2 13
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 7 0 1 4 10
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O 0O 1 0 4 9
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 7 1 0 6 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O O O 1 7 6
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 1 0 1 6 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O 0 4 6 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 o 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 1 1 3 7
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 2 4 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 1 0 2 4 7
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 22 0 0 0 o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 21 O O o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 21 O O o0 o 1
4. Were special techniques successful 21 1 0 0 1 o
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 12 0O O 1 4 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 18 1 0 1 1 2
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 6 0 O 2 0 3
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 21 O O O o 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 2 c 0 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 10 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: PHYS 303 0101

Title THERMAL/STATISTICAL PH

Instructor:

MCCANN, KEVIN

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 11

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

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

DA BAD

9

Fall

[cNoNaoNN i NeolNoNe]

[N eNeNoNe)

[oNeNoNe]

0

2008

Freq

[cNeoNoNoh JNoNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

0

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
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»© 000

oOhwhH

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

POSADDIIAEDDD

ADADMDD

wWhhHD

Instructor

Rank

710/1649
75671648
70471375
497/1595
815/1533
*Hxx/1512
56871623
171646
442/1621

535/1568
815/1572
511/1564
434/1559
20871352

655/1384
899/1382
601/1368
xxk/ 948

Course
Mean

4.45

ADADMDD
[e2)
IS

4.29
4.14
4.57

Fkhk

*kk*k
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

11

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

11

Page 1320
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.45
4.23 4.18 4.36
4.27 4.22 4.36
4.20 4.21 4.50
4.04 4.05 4.00
4.10 4.11 F*x**
4.16 4.08 4.45
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 4.02 4.45
4.43 4.39 4.73
4.70 4.64 4.82
4.28 4.25 4.64
4.29 4.23 4.73
3.98 3.97 4.67
4.08 4.11 4.29
4.29 4.37 4.14
4.30 4.39 4.57
3.95 4.00 *F***
4.29 4.22 FF**
Majors
Major 10
Non-major 1

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

PHYS 330L 0101
OPTICS LABORATORY
PITTMAN, TODD B
10
10

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1321
2009
3029

abhwNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

Credits Earned

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

WN WW NFRPPRPOPR POOOORrROOO
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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4.71
4.43
4.88

E

N = T TTOO
[eNeNoNoNoloNoNa]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
FEB 11,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.19 4.28 4.27
5.00 171648 4.92 4.07 4.23 4.18
5.00 ****/1375 **** 4,15 4.27 4.22
4.78 218/1595 4.72 4.05 4.20 4.21
4.43 454/1533 4.51 3.88 4.04 4.05
4.60 310/1512 4.63 3.91 4.10 4.11
5.00 171623 4.92 4.32 4.16 4.08
5.00 171646 5.00 4.92 4.69 4.67
4.89 101/1621 4.94 3.86 4.06 4.02
4.78 442/1568 4.89 4.52 4.43 4.39
5.00 171572 5.00 4.65 4.70 4.64
4.78 310/1564 4.89 4.20 4.28 4.25
4.67 512/1559 4.75 4.21 4.29 4.23
4.50 30371352 4.75 4.04 3.98 3.97
4.71 284/1384 4.69 4.22 4.08 4.11
4.43 696/1382 4.71 4.44 4.29 4.37
4.88 295/1368 4.94 4.41 4.30 4.39
5.00 ****/ 948 4.80 4.18 3.95 4.00
5.00 17 221 5.00 3.71 4.16 4.07
5.00 1/ 243 5.00 4.03 4.12 3.89
5.00 17 212 4.92 4.08 4.40 4.21
5.00 17 209 5.00 4.13 4.35 4.12
4.90 228/ 555 4.62 4.19 4.29 4.22
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

PHYS 330L 0102
OPTICS LABORATORY
PITTMAN, TODD B

Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwiNPF

A WNPF

abhwWNPF

Credits Earned

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
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
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page 1322
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Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.19 4.28 4.27 5.00
4.83 195/1648 4.92 4.07 4.23 4.18 4.83
4.67 321/1595 4.72 4.05 4.20 4.21 4.67
4.60 288/1533 4.51 3.88 4.04 4.05 4.60
4.67 263/1512 4.63 3.91 4.10 4.11 4.67
4.83 154/1623 4.92 4.32 4.16 4.08 4.83
5.00 171646 5.00 4.92 4.69 4.67 5.00
5.00 171621 4.94 3.86 4.06 4.02 5.00
5.00 171568 4.89 4.52 4.43 4.39 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.65 4.70 4.64 5.00
5.00 171564 4.89 4.20 4.28 4.25 5.00
4.83 284/1559 4.75 4.21 4.29 4.23 4.83
5.00 171352 4.75 4.04 3.98 3.97 5.00
4.67 326/1384 4.69 4.22 4.08 4.11 4.67
5.00 171382 4.71 4.44 4.29 4.37 5.00
5.00 171368 4.94 4.41 4.30 4.39 5.00
4.80 104/ 948 4.80 4.18 3.95 4.00 4.80
5.00 17 221 5.00 3.71 4.16 4.07 5.00
5.00 17/ 243 5.00 4.03 4.12 3.89 5.00
4.83 43/ 212 4.92 4.08 4.40 4.21 4.83
5.00 17 209 5.00 4.13 4.35 4.12 5.00
4.33 338/ 555 4.62 4.19 4.29 4.22 4.33

Type Majors

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

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



Course-Section: PHYS 331L 0101

Title MODERN PHYSICS LAB

Instructor:

WU, EN-SHINN

Enrollment: 8

Questionnaires: 8

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

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

POOOOOOOO

g o1 oo NFRPRPRPRP

[eNeNoNoNa]

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

OCORrRRFRPFRPOOOOO
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPNNRRRRRER

RPORPF OONAN

RPRRPRRN

Instructor

Mean

NPWWNWANW

WNWWW

ar AN

WNWNW

Rank

1589/1649
1628/1648

950/1375
1537/1595
148371533
130971512
1293/1623

91371646
156671621

1506/1568
150271572
145271564
155071559
FHA*)1352

1335/1384

946/1382
1363/1368
*xxk/ 948

1847 221
237/ 243
2117 212
208/ 209
490/ 555

Course

Mean

3.63
2.63
3.00
2.50
3.00

WhDAWWADMDD

A DAD ADDADD
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N = T TTOO
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 3.13
4.23 4.18 2.63
4.27 4.22 4.00
4.20 4.21 3.00
4.04 4.05 2.86
4.10 4.11 3.43
4.16 4.08 3.71
4.69 4.67 4.75
4.06 4.02 2.71
4.43 4.39 3.14
4.70 4.64 3.86
4.28 4.25 3.29
4.29 4.23 2.00
3.98 3.97 Fx**
4.08 4.11 2.67
4.29 4.37 4.00
4.30 4.39 1.67
3.95 4.00 *F***
4.16 4.07 3.63
4.12 3.89 2.63
4.40 4.21 3.00
4.35 4.12 2.50
4.29 4.22 3.00

Majors
Major 6
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 407 0101

Title ELECTROMAGNETIC THEORY

Instructor:

SPARLING, LYNN

Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 14

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

WRRRRRRERER
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.85 238/1649 4.85
4.54 521/1648 4.54
4.54 521/1375 4.54
4.30 75971595 4.30
4.25 624/1533 4.25
4.10 835/1512 4.10
4.77 210/1623 4.77
4.92 597/1646 4.92
4.64 261/1621 4.64
4.77 461/1568 4.77
4.92 473/1572 4.92
4.46 702/1564 4.46
4.42 818/1559 4.42
4.50 437/1384 4.50
5.00 171382 5.00
4.75 426/1368 4.75

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

14
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.50 4.85
4.23 4.36 4.54
4.27 4.48 4.54
4.20 4.36 4.30
4.04 4.14 4.25
4.10 4.26 4.10
4.16 4.27 4.77
4.69 4.71 4.92
4.06 4.24 4.64
4.43 4.54 4.77
4.70 4.79 4.92
4.28 4.40 4.46
4.29 4.41 4.42
3.98 4.07 Fx**
4.08 4.35 4.50
4.29 4.56 5.00
4.30 4.58 4.75
3.95 4.31 Fx**
4.29 441 Fx**

Majors

Major 10
Non-major 4

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 480 0101

Title TECH IN THEORETICAL PH
Instructor: GEORGANOPOULOS,
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M

Page
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1325
2009

Job IRBR3029
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abhwNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.64 459/1649 4.64
4.07 108271648 4.07
4.29 780/1375 4.29
4.44 580/1595 4.44
4.57 311/1533 4.57
4.50 380/1512 4.50
4.93 97/1623 4.93
4.93 53171646 4.93
4.17 78971621 4.17
4.64 667/1568 4.64
4.71 100371572 4.71
4.36 833/1564 4.36
4.29 945/1559 4.29
4.29 495/1352 4.29
3.88 90171384 3.88
4.25 83171382 4.25
4.50 65471368 4.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

7

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
16 4.73
12 4.61
40 4.57
35 4.63
29 4.41
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 601 0101

Title QUANTUM MECHANICS
Instructor: FRANSON, JAMES
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 16

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

AN

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
. Did the lab instructor provide assistance

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
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0

2008

Freq
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[cNeoNoNe] [eleNeoNoNe)
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0

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

12

Type Majors
Graduate 9 Major 5
Under-grad 7 Non-major 11

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



Course-Section: PHYS 602 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 118371649 4.00 4.19 4.28 4.46 4.00
4.00 112471648 4.00 4.07 4.23 4.34 4.00
3.50 1208/1375 3.50 4.15 4.27 4.44 3.50
3.75 1285/1595 3.75 4.05 4.20 4.35 3.75
3.25 1366/1533 3.25 3.88 4.04 4.28 3.25
4.25 687/1512 4.25 3.91 4.10 4.35 4.25
4.00 1029/1623 4.00 4.32 4.16 4.29 4.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.92 4.69 4.81 5.00
4.50 374/1621 4.50 3.86 4.06 4.20 4.50
5.00 171568 5.00 4.52 4.43 4.52 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.65 4.70 4.83 5.00
4.75 342/1564 4.75 4.20 4.28 4.41 4.75
4.75 390/1559 4.75 4.21 4.29 4.41 4.75
4.67 208/1352 4.67 4.04 3.98 4.10 4.67

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

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

Title STATISTICAL MECHANICS Baltimore County
Instructor: MCCANN, KEVIN 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 o0 o 1 2 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 2 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0O o 1 1 1 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals o O O o 2 1 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O 0O 1 o0 1 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O0 1 1 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o 1 o 1 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o 1 o o o o0 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0O 0 O O 0 2 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o o o 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O o o o 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o o o o o 1 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o o o o 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 1 0O O o 1 2
Frequency Distribution

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

P 0

| 0 Other

? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 604 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.20 1027/1649 4.20
3.80 131371648 3.80
3.80 1087/1375 3.80
4.25 818/1595 4.25
4.60 288/1533 4.60
4.25 687/1512 4.25
4.40 63571623 4.40
5.00 171646 5.00
3.80 1151/1621 3.80
5.00 171568 5.00
4.80 840/1572 4.80
3.60 1360/1564 3.60
3.40 1408/1559 3.40
3.33 1130/1352 3.33

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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Title SOLID STATE 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: TAKACS, LASZLO Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 6
Questionnaires: 5 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o 4 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 2 2 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O o 1 4 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 0O 0O o 3 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 0O o O 1 o0 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 0 O0 1 1 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O o o o0 1 1 3
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 0 2 2 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O O o0 o 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0O O O o0 1 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O o 3 1 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o 1 o 2 o0 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 2 0 O 2 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 O O 1 o0 oO
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 O O o0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 0 O oO 1 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 4 0 0 O o0 1 0
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 4 0 O O O 1 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 2 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: PHYS 606 0101

Title CLASSICAL MECHANICS

Instructor:

WORCHESKY, TERR

Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 11

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 assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Did presentations contribute to what you learned
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10

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

o O o o0 o
o O o o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
RO OaRr,A~D

WO R ©

N

WhDAWWADMDD

ADDMDD

A DAD

.19

.67
.67

N = T TTOO
[eNeNoNoNoNaNeo RN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.55 590/1649 4.55
4.36 756/1648 4.36
3.64 1159/1375 3.64
4.44 580/1595 4.44
4.00 815/1533 4.00
4.30 627/1512 4.30
4.50 50271623 4.50
5.00 171646 5.00
4.50 374/1621 4.50
4.82 372/1568 4.82
5.00 171572 5.00
4.64 511/1564 4.64
4.45 763/1559 4.45
3.00 121971352 3.00
3.89 89671384 3.89
4.22 851/1382 4.22
3.78 1085/1368 3.78
3.50 699/ 948 3.50
5.00 1/ 555 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.46 4.55
4.23 4.34 4.36
4.27 4.44 3.64
4.20 4.35 4.44
4.04 4.28 4.00
4.10 4.35 4.30
4.16 4.29 4.50
4.69 4.81 5.00
4.06 4.20 4.50
4.43 4.52 4.82
4.70 4.83 5.00
4.28 4.41 4.64
4.29 4.41 4.45
3.98 4.10 3.00
4.08 4.30 3.89
4.29 4.52 4.22
4.30 4.56 3.78
3.95 4.03 3.50
4.29 4.66 5.00
4.54 4.63 Fx**
4.35 4.42 Fxx*

Majors
Major 11

Non-major 0

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 609 0101

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.67 433/1649 4.67 4.19 4.28 4.46 4.67
5.00 171648 5.00 4.07 4.23 4.34 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00 4.15 4.27 4.44 5.00
4.67 321/1595 4.67 4.05 4.20 4.35 4.67
4.67 241/1533 4.67 3.88 4.04 4.28 4.67
5.00 171512 5.00 3.91 4.10 4.35 5.00
4.33 720/1623 4.33 4.32 4.16 4.29 4.33
5.00 171646 5.00 4.92 4.69 4.81 5.00
4.67 234/1621 4.67 3.86 4.06 4.20 4.67
5.00 171568 5.00 4.52 4.43 4.52 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.65 4.70 4.83 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.20 4.28 4.41 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.21 4.29 4.41 5.00
1.00 1351/1352 1.00 4.04 3.98 4.10 1.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.22 4.08 4.30 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.44 4.29 4.52 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.41 4.30 4.56 5.00
4.50 203/ 948 4.50 4.18 3.95 4.03 4.50
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.19 4.29 4.66 5.00

Required for Majors

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

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: PHYS 621 0101

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 64471649 4.50 4.19 4.28 4.46 4.50
4.33 797/1648 4.33 4.07 4.23 4.34 4.33
4.67 40171375 4.67 4.15 4.27 4.44 4.67
4.50 497/1595 4.50 4.05 4.20 4.35 4.50
4.33 545/1533 4.33 3.88 4.04 4.28 4.33
4.67 263/1512 4.67 3.91 4.10 4.35 4.67
4.50 50271623 4.50 4.32 4.16 4.29 4.50
4.83 782/1646 4.83 4.92 4.69 4.81 4.83
4.17 78971621 4.17 3.86 4.06 4.20 4.17
4.50 852/1568 4.50 4.52 4.43 4.52 4.50
4.67 1071/1572 4.67 4.65 4.70 4.83 4.67
4.33 854/1564 4.33 4.20 4.28 4.41 4.33
4.33 901/1559 4.33 4.21 4.29 4.41 4.33
4.33 457/1352 4.33 4.04 3.98 4.10 4.33
4.00 795/1384 4.00 4.22 4.08 4.30 4.00
4.50 61671382 4.50 4.44 4.29 4.52 4.50
5.00 171368 5.00 4.41 4.30 4.56 5.00
5.00 1/ 555 5.00 4.19 4.29 4.66 5.00

Required for Majors

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

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: PHYS 690 0101

Title PROF SKILLS PHYS

Instructor:

HAYDEN, MICHAEL

Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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 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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.20 1027/1649 4.20
4.50 556/1648 4.50
4.50 546/1375 4.50
4.60 38371595 4.60
4.44 432/1533 4.44
4.56 345/1512 4.56
4.78 19971623 4.78
5.00 171646 5.00
4.17 78971621 4.17
4.50 437/1384 4.50
4.50 616/1382 4.50
4.60 57971368 4.60
4.11 404/ 948 4.11
4.67 45/ 88 4.67
4.67 38/ 85 4.67
4.56 39/ 81 4.56
4.67 32/ 92 4.67
4.38 54/ 288 4.38

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.46 4.20
4.23 4.34 4.50
4.27 4.44 4.50
4.20 4.35 4.60
4.04 4.28 4.44
4.10 4.35 4.56
4.16 4.29 4.78
4.69 4.81 5.00
4.06 4.20 4.17
4.08 4.30 4.50
4.29 4.52 4.50
4.30 4.56 4.60
3.95 4.03 4.11
4.29 4.66 FF**
4.54 4.63 4.67
4.47 4.50 4.67
4.43 4.43 4.56
4.35 4.42 4.67
3.68 3.87 4.38

Majors
Major 6

Non-major 4

responses to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 707 0101

University of Maryland

Page 1333
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171649 5.00 4.19 4.28 4.46 5.00
5.00 171648 5.00 4.07 4.23 4.34 5.00
5.00 171375 5.00 4.15 4.27 4.44 5.00
5.00 171595 5.00 4.05 4.20 4.35 5.00
5.00 171533 5.00 3.88 4.04 4.28 5.00
5.00 171512 5.00 3.91 4.10 4.35 5.00
5.00 171623 5.00 4.32 4.16 4.29 5.00
5.00 171646 5.00 4.92 4.69 4.81 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.52 4.43 4.52 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.65 4.70 4.83 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.20 4.28 4.41 5.00
5.00 171559 5.00 4.21 4.29 4.41 5.00
5.00 171352 5.00 4.04 3.98 4.10 5.00
5.00 171384 5.00 4.22 4.08 4.30 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00 4.44 4.29 4.52 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 4.41 4.30 4.56 5.00
5.00 17/ 948 5.00 4.18 3.95 4.03 5.00

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

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

Title ADV ELECTROMAGNETIC TH Baltimore County
Instructor: KRAMER, IVAN 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
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 o 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
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 O O O o0 o 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 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 0O o o o o0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0O o o o o o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0O 0o o o o o0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion O O O O o0 o 1
4. Were special techniques successful o O O O o0 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 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



