Course-Section: PHYS 101 0101
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.30 4.19 4.27 4.13 4.30
4.57 4.03 4.20 4.16 4.57
4.74 4.09 4.28 4.19 4.74
4.43 4.03 4.21 4.11 4.43
4.09 3.76 4.00 3.91 4.09
4.83 3.94 4.08 3.96 4.83
4.52 3.98 4.16 4.13 4.52
4.86 4.86 4.69 4.66 4.86
4.10 3.96 4.06 3.97 4.10

3.93 3.58 4.00 3.69 3.93
4.21 3.90 4.24 3.93 4.21
4.67 3.93 4.25 3.94 4.67
FxRAX 453 4.01 3.80 Fr**

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

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

Title IDEAS IN MODERN PHYSIC Baltimore County
Instructor: SINSKY, JOEL Spring 2005
Enrollment: 105
Questionnaires: 24 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 1 1 1 7
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 1 0O o 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0O O 1 1 1
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 16 1 O o0 O
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 1 1 2 3 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 17 0O 0 O 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 1 1 6
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 1 0O o 1 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 1 0 1 13
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 1 1 0 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0O o0 1 0O o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 1 0 1 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 1 1 1 1 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 1 1 1 0O 8
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 9 0 1 1 4 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 10 O 1 1 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 9 0O 0 O 1 3
4_ Were special techniques successful 9 12 1 0O 0 O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 8 0.00-0.99 1 A 12 Required for Majors 11
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 3 c 0] General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 6 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0] Electives
P 0]
1 0] Other
? 0]



Course-Section: PHYS 105 0101

Title IDEAS IN ASTRONOMY

Instructor:

Turner, Jane

EnrolIment: 65

Questionnaires: 16

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

PRRPRRRPROOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe]

ENENENEN!

14
14
14
14
14

14
14
14
14

14

PORPPFLO PRPPOPR s NeoNoNe) [cNeoNoNoNe OCORrRrFPRPORPROOO

RORFRLOO

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

RFRrROPR RRrROO R WN A o RO UW NGO~ U o

RPRRRR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: PHYS 105 0101 University of Maryland Page 1174

Title IDEAS IN ASTRONOMY Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: Turner, Jane Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 65

Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 12 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 7 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 2 General 2 Under-grad 16 Non-major 16
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0101

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1
Instructor: ROGERS, RAYMOND
EnrolIment: 20

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course

Mean

Rank Mean

Page
JUN 14,

1175
2005

Job 1RBR3029

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

PHYS 111 0101

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1
Instructor: DYMSKI TERRANCE
EnrolIment: 122
Questionnaires: 41

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean
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JUN 14, 2005
Job

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

PHYS 111 0101
BASIC PHYSICS 1
DYMSKI TERRANCE
122
41

Cum. GPA

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Expected Grades

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1176
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

00-27 5
28-55 5
56-83 7
84-150 4
Grad. 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

32

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
1 Major 0
40 Non-major 41

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



Course-Section:

PHYS 111 0102

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1
Instructor: LEAHY-HOPPA, ME
EnrolIment: 23
Questionnaires: 18

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page 1177

JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

2005

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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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3.44
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3.94

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 9 2.00-2.99 2 C 5
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0]
P 0]
1 0]
? 0]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

15

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

18

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:

PHYS 111 0103

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1
Instructor: HACKLEY, JUSTIN
EnrolIment: 21
Questionnaires: 10

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page 1178

JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

2005

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
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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Course-Section: PHYS 111 0105

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1

Instructor:

CARTER, FRANCES

EnrolIment: 17

Questionnaires: 10

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
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3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 9 O O O o0 o 1 5.00 ****/ 36 **** ***x 4 60 4.48 F***
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 9 O O O o o 1 5.00 ****/ 20 **** *&k*x 4 24 4.92 F*x**



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0105 University of Maryland Page 1179

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: CARTER, FRANCES Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 17

Questionnaires: 10 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

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



Course-Section: PHYS 111 0106

Title BASIC PHYSICS 1
Instructor: MOORE, ERIC
EnrolIment: 18

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1180
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

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

Other
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455/1504
258/1503
937/1290
901/1453
90371421
690/1365
38071485
743/1504
211/1483

33171425
738/1426
191/1418
255/1416
919/1199

530/1312
737/1303
741/1299
185/ 758

47/ 233
83/ 244
537 227
81/ 225

1/ 207

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
response

3.84 4.19 4.27 4.13 4.57
4.27 4.03 4.20 4.16 4.71
4.01 4.09 4.28 4.19 4.00
3.98 4.03 4.21 4.11 4.14
3.83 3.76 4.00 3.91 3.86
3.96 3.94 4.08 3.96 4.14
4.37 3.98 4.16 4.13 4.57
4.89 4.86 4.69 4.66 4.86
4.16 3.96 4.06 3.97 4.67

4.05 4.13 4.09 3.90 4.67
4.38 4.15 4.09 4.07 4.50
4.83 4.50 4.40 4.24 4.83
4.72 4.55 4.23 4.01 4.67
4.59 4.31 4.09 4.01 5.00

e Majors
0 Major 0
ad 7 Non-major 7

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 61

PHYS 112 0101

BASIC PHYSICS 11

DYMSKI, TERRANC (Instr. A)
162

Questions

Frequencies

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

3

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1181
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: PHYS 112 0101 University of Maryland Page 1181

Title BASIC PHYSICS 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: DYMSKI, TERRANC (Instr. A) Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 162

Questionnaires: 61 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 27 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 16
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 6 C 7 General (0] Under-grad 61 Non-major 61
84-150 19 3.00-3.49 11 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 13 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 50
? 3



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires: 61

PHYS 112 0101
BASIC PHYSICS 11
WICKS, DEBRA
162

(Instr. B)

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1182
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: PHYS 112 0101 University of Maryland Page 1182

Title BASIC PHYSICS 11 Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: WICKS, DEBRA (Instr. B) Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 162

Questionnaires: 61 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 27 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 16
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 6 C 7 General (0] Under-grad 61 Non-major 61
84-150 19 3.00-3.49 11 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 13 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 50
? 3



Course-Section: PHYS 121 0101

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS |

Instructor:

WORCHESKY, TERR (Instr. A)

EnrolIment: 208

Questionnaires: 162

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page 1183

JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section:

PHYS 121 0101 University of Maryland

Page 1183

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS | Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: WORCHESKY, TERR (Instr. A) Spring 2005 IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 208
Questionnaires: 162 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 28 0.00-0.99 3 A 45 Required for Majors 4 Graduate 0 Major 9
28-55 52 1.00-1.99 3 B 65
56-83 16 2.00-2.99 17 c 32 General 5 Under-grad 162 Non-major 153
84-150 12 3.00-3.49 35 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 51 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 142
? 8



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

PHYS 121 0101
INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS |
LOHEN, JACOB  (Instr. B)
208

162

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1184
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled

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

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

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material

Were you provided with adequate background information

Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned

written assignments contribute to what you learned

would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness
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0O 0 ©O

30
36
36
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39
29
43

27

ool NeoNe] PNFRPEPDN
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PWEFE WA WhwWhLhw

RPORRPR

4.59
4.63
4.55
4.47
4.13
4.25
4.38
4.97
3.51

429/1504
357/1503
459/1290
486/1453
660/1421
581/1365
625/1485
197/1504
123371483

1284/1425
124871426
1269/1418
130471416
*xx*/1199

100471312
78971303
973/1299
478/ 758

****/

233
244
227
225
207

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

****/

47

****/

****/

40

4.59
4.63 4.03
4.55 4.09
4._47
4.13
4.25
4.38
4.97 4.86
4.11 3.96

w

\I

o)}
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
w
©
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*hkXx EE

4.13
4.15
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4.55
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*kk*k *x*k*x

*hkXx EE
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*xkXx *xkk
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4.35
4.34
4._44
4.17

*xkXx *hkXx EE

*kk*k *Kkk*k
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*xkk
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*xkXx EE
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4.11
4.60
4.00
5.00

Rk = *xkk EaE = =

E E *x*kx

Rk = *xkk *xkk

E E *x*kx

Rk = Rk = *xkx



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

160
160
159
159
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Course-Section:

PHYS 121 0101 University of Maryland

Page 1184

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS | Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: LOHEN, JACOB (Instr. B) Spring 2005 IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 208
Questionnaires: 162 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 28 0.00-0.99 3 A 45 Required for Majors 4 Graduate 0 Major 9
28-55 52 1.00-1.99 3 B 65
56-83 16 2.00-2.99 17 c 32 General 5 Under-grad 162 Non-major 153
84-150 12 3.00-3.49 35 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 51 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 142
? 8



Course-Section: PHYS 122 0101 University of Maryland

21
10
14

14
13

43
12

22

33

17

12
15
15

WNNEDN

39

Instructor

Mean

GO OOOOONW

WHhWWWWWWW
PODDOODODMO

2.00

Rank

116371504
134071503
110271290
125371453
86371421
*Hrx* /1365
131271485
329/1504
1254/1483

108871425
102271426
1275/1418
119971416
*xx*/1199

105971312
1106/1303
108971299

wxwxf 244
*xxxf 227
*xkxf 225

Graduate

Under-gr

#H### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean

3.93
3.42
3.69
3.60
3.90
*xkXx
3.40
4.96
3.50

3.90
4.35
3.33
3.46

E

3.38
3.56
3.62

E

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

*xkXx

R E =

ad 45

4.13
4.15
4.50
4.55
4.31
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OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

Job

Page 1185

Non-major

responses to be significant

JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

*x*k*x

35

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: KRAMER, 1VAN (Instr. A) Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 127
Questionnaires: 45 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 2 6 6 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O 0 4 8 8 15
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 7 11 12
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 30 0 4 4 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 4 0 4 10 13
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 35 1 2 2 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O 6 7 8 11
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O o0 o 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 1 4 7 9 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O O 1 2 7 13
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0 o0 1 3 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O O 5 5 9 18
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O o0 6 5 4 13
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 36 2 0 2 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 5 4 14 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 O 5 4 9 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 0o 3 6 9 6
4_ Were special techniques successful 5 37 0 1 0 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 42 O O o0 O 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 42 0 O O 0 2
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 42 O O o0 O 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 42 0 0 O 0 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 42 O O O o0 o
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 4 0 0 1 0 O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 8 1.00-1.99 1 B 12
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 6 c 18 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 12 D 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 11 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 6



Course-Section: PHYS 122 0101 University of Maryland
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Mean
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2.00

Rank

116371504
134071503
110271290
125371453
86371421
*Hrx* /1365
131271485
329/1504
112371483

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

105971312
110671303
108971299

Graduate

Under-gr

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

3.93
3.42
3.69
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Non-major

responses to be significant

JUN 14, 2005
IRBR3029

3.38
3.56
3.62
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EE
*x*k*x
EE

*x*k*x

*hkk

35

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: WINGERT, BRIAN (Instr. B) Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 127
Questionnaires: 45 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 2 6 6 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O 0 4 8 8 15
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 7 11 12
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 30 0 4 4 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 4 0 4 10 13
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 35 1 2 2 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O 6 7 8 11
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O o0 o 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 22 11 0 2 3 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 36 0O 0 3 3 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 37 O 0O o0 4 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 37 0O O 1 2 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 38 2 1 0 2 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 5 4 14 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 0 5 4 9 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 0 3 6 9 6
4. Were special techniques successful 5 37 0 1 0 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 42 0 0 O 0 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 42 0 O O 0 2
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 42 0 O O 0 1
4_ Did the lab instructor provide assistance 42 O O o0 O 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 42 0 0 O 0 o
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 4 0 O 1 0O o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 8 1.00-1.99 1 B 12
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 6 c 18 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 12 D 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 11 F 0 Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 6



Course-Section: PHYS 122 0101 University of Maryland
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2.00

Rank

116371504
134071503
110271290
125371453
86371421
*Hrx* /1365
131271485
329/1504
131471483

1288/1425
131271426
1310/1418
129571416

105971312
110671303
108971299

Graduate
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#H### - Means there are not enough
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Mean

3.93
3.42
3.69
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Non-major

responses to be significant
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IRBR3029

3.38
3.56
3.62
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EE
*x*k*x
EE

*x*k*x

*hkk
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Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: BUNCH, ANDREW (Instr. C) Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 127
Questionnaires: 45 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O 2 6 6 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O 0 4 8 8 15
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 7 11 12
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 30 0 4 4 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 4 0 4 10 13
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 35 1 2 2 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O 6 7 8 11
8. How many times was class cancelled O O O o0 o 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 18 7 1 2 9 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 32 0O O 2 3 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 32 0O o0 1 2 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 32 0 1 2 5 3
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 32 1 1 2 4 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 5 4 14 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 0 5 4 9 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 0 3 6 9 6
4. Were special techniques successful 5 37 0 1 0 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 42 0 0 O 0 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 42 0 O O 0 2
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 42 0 O O 0 1
4_ Did the lab instructor provide assistance 42 O O o0 O 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 42 0 0 O 0 o
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 4 0 O 1 0O o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 8 1.00-1.99 1 B 12
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 6 c 18 General
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 12 D 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 11 F 0 Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 6



Course-Section: PHYS 224 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

4.27
4.18
4.27
4.00
3.45
3.29
4.18
5.00
3.91

Rank

864/1504
919/1503
766/1290
100171453
114471421
124171365
842/1485
171504
98971483

736/1425
502/1426
1177/1418
109971416
100371199

1247/1312
79671303
922/1299

Graduate
Under-gr

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

4.27 4.19 4.27 4.26 4.27
4.18 4.03 4.20 4.18 4.18
4.27 4.09 4.28 4.27 4.27
4.00 4.03 4.21 4.20 4.00
3.45 3.76 4.00 3.90 3.45
3.29 3.94 4.08 4.00 3.29
4.18 3.98 4.16 4.15 4.18
5.00 4.86 4.69 4.68 5.00
3.91 3.96 4.06 4.02 3.91

e Majors
0 Major 4
ad 12 Non-major 8

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title INTRODUCTORY PHYSICS 1 Baltimore County
Instructor: GOUGOUSI, THEOD Spring 2005
Enrollment: 22
Questionnaires: 12 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0O O 1 1 3 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O 0O o0 4 1 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0O O o0 3 2 6
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 6 0 1 0 2 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 0o o0 3 1 6 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 4 1 1 2 1 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 0O 4 1 6
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 O O o0 11
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 1 2 5 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O 0 O 1 3 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 O O o0 o 1 10
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0O O 1 2 7 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0O o0 1 2 5 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 0 1 1 4 4 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 O 2 0O o0 2 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 0 0 O 1 1 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 8 0 0 O 2 0 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 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0] Electives
P 1
| 0 Other
? 0]



Course-Section: PHYS 303 0101

Title THERMAL/STATISTICAL PH
Instructor: HAYDEN, MICHAEL
EnrolIment: 16

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1189
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned
7. Was the grading system clearly explained
8. How many times was class cancelled
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

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

POOPFRPOOOOO

NOOOO

Frequency Distribution

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

Reasons

=
OINNNNWNO

[@ o) N NNl

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 5
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 c 3
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 4 D 0]
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0]

P 0]
1 0]
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor
Mean Rank
4.58 442/1504
4.33 751/1503
4.42 628/1290
4.50 440/1453
3.75 967/1421
3.83 947/1365
4.33 670/1485
5.00 1/1504
4.27 61371483
4.92 161/1425
4.75 825/1426
4.25 848/1418
4.50 623/1416
3.00 1050/1199

Typ
Graduate
Under-gr
Hit# - M

response

4.58 4.19 4.27 4.27 4.58
4.33 4.03 4.20 4.22 4.33
4.42 4.09 4.28 4.31 4.42
4.50 4.03 4.21 4.23 4.50
3.75 3.76 4.00 4.01 3.75
3.83 3.94 4.08 4.08 3.83
4.33 3.98 4.16 4.17 4.33
5.00 4.86 4.69 4.65 5.00
4.27 3.96 4.06 4.08 4.27
4.92 4.44 4.41 4.43 4.92
4.75 4.67 4.69 4.71 4.75
4.25 4.11 4.25 4.26 4.25
4.50 4.07 4.26 4.27 4.50
3.00 3.63 3.97 4.02 3.00
e Majors
(0] Major 10
ad 12 Non-major 2
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 315 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor
Mean Rank

3 788/1504
0 171503
0 937/1290
0 745/1421
0 1296/1365
0
0
0

1/1485

1/1504

OO WAMOOL

OO0 O0000O0OW

850/1483

5.00 171425
5.00 1/1426
5.00 171418
4.67 446/1416
5.00 171199

5.00 1/1312
3.00 1195/1303
3.00 1194/1299

Graduate
Under-gr

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

4.33 4.19 4.27 4.27 4.33
5.00 4.03 4.20 4.22 5.00
4.00 4.09 4.28 4.31 4.00
4.00 3.76 4.00 4.01 4.00
3.00 3.94 4.08 4.08 3.00
5.00 3.98 4.16 4.17 5.00
5.00 4.86 4.69 4.65 5.00
4.00 3.96 4.06 4.08 4.00

5.00 4.44 4.41 4.43 5.00
5.00 4.67 4.69 4.71 5.00
5.00 4.11 4.25 4.26 5.00
4.67 4.07 4.26 4.27 4.67
5.00 3.63 3.97 4.02 5.00

e Majors

0 Major 2
ad 3 Non-major 1
eans there are not enough

s to be significant

Title GALAXIES & INTERSTELLA Baltimore County
Instructor: DAVIS, DAVID Spring 2005
Enrollment: 6
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 1 0 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o o o o o 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 1 1 1
5. Did assignhed readings contribute to what you learned O O o0 O 1 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 2 0 O 1 0 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o O o O o o 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O O o O o o 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 O O 2 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o o o o o o 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o o o o o o 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o o o o o o 3
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O o0 o 1 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding o o o o o o 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 O O O o0 o 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 O 0 O 1 0O o0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0O 0 O 1 0O o0
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 1 c 1 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0] Electives
P 0]
1 0] Other
? 0]



Course-Section:

PHYS 324 0101

Title MODERN PHYSICS
Instructor: RENO, ROBERT C
EnrolIment: 23
Questionnaires: 16

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean
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JUN 14,
IRBR3029

Job

2005

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

NOORFRRFRFRPFLOO

N Y

15
15
15

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O O 1 5
o o o 2 8
o o o o 3
6 0 O O 1
o 3 2 3 4
7 0 O 1 3
o o o 1 2
o o0 o o 2
o o o 1 7
o o o o 2
0O O o0 o0 1
o o o o 7
o o o o 3
2 0 1 3 7
0O O o o0 1
0O O O o0 o
0O O o o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

13
14

12

or o

4.56
4.25
4.80
4.89
3.13
4.38
4.75
4.88
4.36

469/1504
848/1503
20171290
11271453
127971421
451/1365
200/1485
708/1504
518/1483

23971425
351/1426
53971418
255/1416
81571199

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

4.56
4.25
4.80
4.89
3.13
4.38
4.75
4.88
4.36

Rk =
E

Rk =

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OCOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN

00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 2 C 1
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 1 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

16

Non

-major

responses to be significant

4



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

PHYS 331L 0101
MODERN PHYSICS LAB
TAKACS, LASZLO (lInstr. A)

EnrolIment: 8

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O O O 1 o
o o o 1 2
4 0 O O oO
0O 0O O o0 o
2 0 0 o0 3
1 0 0 o0 2
0O O o0 1 1
0O O o o0 1
o o o o 3
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o O O 2 o0
o o o 2 1
2 0 o0 1 2
0O O o o0 1
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O 1 o
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O o0 o0 1
0O 0O O0O 1 o
Reasons
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30671504
618/1503

1/1290

1/1453
410/1421
187/1365
455/1485
743/1504
33871483

1/1425
171426
68271418
845/1416
63671199

364/1312
*xx*/1303
F*Hrxx /1299

1/ 233
64/ 244
59/ 227
51/ 225
50/ 207
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A ODSS
NoggoohbhoobhN
GO O~NOOOWr

5.00
5.00
4.71
4.64
4.17

5.00
5.00
4.71
4.64
4.17

4.50

E

4.50

*xkx
Rk = EaE = = o

E *x*kx

4.13
4.15
4.50
4.55
4.31

4.12
4.20
4.46
4.29
4.14

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

P 0
| 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
response

ad 7 Non-major 0

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

PHYS 331L 0101
MODERN PHYSICS LAB
TAKACS, LASZLO (lInstr. B)

EnrolIment: 8

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O O O 1 o
o o o 1 2
4 0 O O oO
0O 0O O o0 o
2 0 0 o0 3
1 0 0 o0 2
0O O o0 1 1
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o o o o 2
0O O o o0 1
0O O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O O O 1 o
0O O o o0 1
0O 0O o0 o0 1
0O 0O O0O 1 o
Reasons

NOR_ABRNNNAO

(@ Sl PWwww
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5.00
5.00
4.71
4.64
4.17

5.00
5.00
4.71
4.64
4.17

4.50

E

4.50

*xkx
Rk = EaE = = o

E *x*kx

4.13
4.15
4.50
4.55
4.31

4.12
4.20
4.46
4.29
4.14

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

P 0
| 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor
Mean Rank
4.71 306/1504
4.43 618/1503
5.00 1/1290
5.00 1/1453
4.40 410/1421
4.67 187/1365
4.50 455/1485
4.86 743/1504
5.00 1/1483
5.00 1/1425
5.00 1/1426
5.00 1/1418
5.00 1/1416
4.33 429/1199
4.50 364/1312
5.00 ****/1303
5.00 ****/1299
4.00 ****/ 758
5.00 1/ 233
4.60 64/ 244
4.80 59/ 227
4.80 51/ 225
4.60 50/ 207

Typ
Graduate
Under-gr
Hit# - M

response

ad 7 Non-major 0

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 340L 0101

Title ELECTRONICS LAB
Instructor: MCMILLAN, WALLA
EnrolIment: 18

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TTOO
WOOOOrwvwo

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

=
NWwWwOoOm PUOWOOANOO

OwWNO

NOTO WO

12

4.13
3.33
3.33
3.60
2.00
3.23
3.47
5.00
3.62

4.13
4.27
3.40
3.67
3.36

101971504 4.13 4.19
136571503 3.33 4.03
119371290 3.33 4.09
125371453 3.60 4.03
1410/1421 2.00 3.76
125471365 3.23 3.94
1295/1485 3.47 3.98

171504 5.00 4.86
1192/1483 3.62 3.96

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
OOFRPOONWNN

OCANORFR,R WE NN
N
o
o

111171425 4.13 4.44 4.41 4.43 4.13
126471426 4.27 4.67 4.69 4.71 4.27
128271418 3.40 4.11 4.25 4.26 3.40
119971416 3.67 4.07 4.26 4.27 3.67
977/1199 3.36 3.63 3.97 4.02 3.36

1278/1312 2.25 3.58 4.00 4.09 2.25
1047/1303 3.75 3.90 4.24 4.27 3.75
922/1299 4.00 3.93 4.25 4.30 4.00
Fxxx) 758 F*F*F* 4 53 4.01 4.00 FFr*

96/ 233 4.36 4.13 4.09 4.12 4.36
195/ 244 3.55 4.15 4.09 4.20 3.55
115/ 227 4.55 4.50 4.40 4.46 4.55
169/ 225 3.91 4.55 4.23 4.29 3.91
196/ 207 3.00 4.31 4.09 4.14 3.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 15 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section:

PHYS 408 0101

Title OPTICS
Instructor: RUBIN, MORTON H
EnrolIment: 12
Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Field Work
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 study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

NRRRRRNPRPR

NP R R R

0 00 0

10
10

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

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

=
PR RPP (o) Ne] ONO OO OO WANNDMWOM

e

OQOO0OO0OO~NWOO

WOANDWWWWH
QO WONUTOWON

962/1504
113671503
103071290
126171453
105671421

782/1365
141971485

171504
137971483

78471425
502/1426
131471418
121671416
*xx*/1199

114971312
1076/1303
123971299

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

****/

****/

****/

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
response
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.20 4.19 4.27 4.33 4.20
3.90 4.03 4.20 4.18 3.90
3.89 4.09 4.28 4.32 3.89
3.57 4.03 4.21 4.22 3.57
3.60 3.76 4.00 4.02 3.60
4.00 3.94 4.08 4.09 4.00
2.80 3.98 4.16 4.14 2.80
5.00 4.86 4.69 4.73 5.00
3.00 3.96 4.06 4.11 3.00
4.50 4.44 4.41 4.38 4.50
4.90 4.67 4.69 4.72 4.90
3.20 4.11 4.25 4.25 3.20
3.60 4.07 4.26 4.26 3.60
*rxk 3,63 3.97 4.05 FFx*
3.00 3.58 4.00 4.07 3.00
3.67 3.90 4.24 4.34 3.67
2.67 3.93 4.25 4.38 2.67
*hkk E = 4 B 23 4 B 37 E
E = = *hkk 4 _ 65 4 _ 33 E = o
E = *hkk 4 B 29 4 B 12 E =
*hkk E = o 4 _ 44 4 _ 19 E o
*hkk E = 4 B 49 4 B 50 E =
*hkk E = = 4 _ 60 4 _ 83 E = o
e Majors
2 Major 7
ad 9 Non-major 4

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 424 0101 University of Maryland

Title INTRO QUANTAM MECHANIC Baltimore County
Instructor: SPARLING, LYNN Spring 2005
Enrol Iment: 16

Questionnaires: 10

=
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

PO DID
NOOUINWJ O D

CQOO~NOWOOOo

Rank

416/1504
380/1503
507/1290
680/1453
596/1421
245/1365
990/1485

171504
700/1483

900/1425
926/1426
90571418
102971416
894/1199

Frxx)1312
*xx*/1303

Cours
Mean

PO DIMDIMDID
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Page
JUN 14,

1196
2005

Job 1RBR3029
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EaE =

*xkx

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 1 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O o0 O 1 3
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O 4 0 O 1 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O O O o 2 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 3 0O o 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o 1 2 3
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O 0 O0 2 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O o0 O 1 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0O o0 o 1 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O o0 O 2 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O o0 3 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 3 0 1 3 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 0O O O 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 0O O O O 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 8 0 0 O 1 1

Frequency Distribution

oOR R

10

F*Hrxx /1299

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

Rk =

ad

10

Non-major

responses to be significant

EaE = = o

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

P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section:

PHYS 602 0101

Title STATISTICAL MECHANICS
Instructor: MCCANN, KEVIN
EnrolIment: 11

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Ju
Jo

Page 1197
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1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

POOOOOOOO
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Frequency Distribution

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

=
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4.50
3.20
3.40
3.22
4.10
3.11
2.50
5.00
3.89

4.30
4.50
4.10
3.90
3.44

549/1504
1390/1503
117571290
137271453

679/1421
128271365
145271485

171504
100971483

100271425
112871426
981/1418
109971416
946/1199

716/1312
910/1303
103871299

4.50
3.20
3.40
3.22
4.10
3.11
2.50
5.00
3.89

4_30
4.50
4.10
3.90
3.44

4.00
4.00
3.80

E

ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OQORLPOONNNN

ODOOOWORr WO~

AADMAMDAMDMIADDS
NNNWNWWN D
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IN
'_\
o

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-gr

ad

4

Non-m

ajor 4

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



Course-Section: PHYS 604 0101 University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Mean

AW D
POOWAOONTNOD

[cloloNoNoNi NoNoNe]

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
416/1504 4.60 4.19 4.27 4.44 4.60
105271503 4.00 4.03 4.20 4.28 4.00
507/1290 4.50 4.09 4.28 4.36 4.50
775/1453 4.25 4.03 4.21 4.34 4.25
745/1421 4.00 3.76 4.00 4.27 4.00
297/1365 4.50 3.94 4.08 4.35 4.50
114671485 3.80 3.98 4.16 4.24 3.80
141171504 4.00 4.86 4.69 4.79 4.00
457/1483 4.40 3.96 4.06 4.20 4.40

171425 5.00 4.44 4.41 4.51 5.00
171426 5.00 4.67 4.69 4.80 5.00
450/1418 4.60 4.11 4.25 4.36 4.60
525/1416 4.60 4.07 4.26 4.38 4.60
820/1199 3.75 3.63 3.97 4.04 3.75

Type Majors
Graduate 4 Major 4
Under-grad 1 Non-major 1

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

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



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

PHYS 607 0101
ELECTROMAG WAVES/RADIA
MCCANN, KEVIN

11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1199
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Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

NOOOOOOOO
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Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 1 4
0O O O 4 5
o o0 1 3 2
0O O 1 4 3
2 0 2 1 3
2 1 o0 3 2
o 1 2 3 1
0O 0 O o0 o
0O O O O &6
0O O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 3
0O 0 1 1 5
0O 0O o 2 4
1 1 1 3 3
0O 0 1 1 2
0O 0 1 1 1
0o 1 1 0 2
4 0 1 0 1
Reasons
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3.89
4.11
3.00

78871504
128871503
107171290
131271453
116271421
124171365
137671485

171504

751/1483

57271425
967/1426
1106/1418
985/1416
1050/1199

858/1312
910/1303
110671299

PAWWWWWWHA
RPORNMAMDMNAOW

POPRPOWDAhOOW

w

\I

o)
ArDDDMDMDIMDIMDID
OORLPOONNDNN

DOOOWORr WO
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
NNNWNWWN D

CONOINDNO®®D
w
IN
w

NN
oo
N

3.89
4.11
3.00

3.83
4.00
3.50

E

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 5 Non-major 2

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

PHYS 610 0101
QUANTUM ELECTRONICS
SHIH, YANHUA

EnrolIment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland

timore County
Spring 2005

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Page
JUN 14,
Job IRBR

Course

Rank Mean

1200
2005
3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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889/1504
848/1503

1/1290
440/1453
548/1421
782/1365
455/1485

171504
850/1483
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1036/1425
171426
57871418
171416
1197/1199

171312
1/1303
171299
1/ 758

OO
OQOUONUTUONN
eNeoNoNaoN:) NoNaN N

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 2
Under-grad 2 Non-major

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

PHYS 622 0101
ATMOS PHYSICS 11

MARTINS, JOSE (Instr. A)

EnrolIment: 3

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1201
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O o0 2 1
0O 0 1 1 1
o 1 o0 1 o
0O 0 1 o0 1
1 1 0 1 ©O
0O O o0 1 1
0o 1 1 0 1
0O 0 O o0 o
0O 0O o0 1 1
o o o 1 2
o o0 o o 2
0O 0 1 1 1
o o0 1 2 O
o 1 o0 2 ©O
o 0O o 2 ©
0O O o o0 1
0O 0 O o0 o
1 0 0 0 O
Reasons
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140371504
141971503
1236/1290
122971453
1410/1421
782/1365
146971485
171504
123371483

1278/1425
123271426
1330/1418
136271416
1162/1199

114971312
56371303
171299
1/ 758

WOANDBENWWWW
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w

\I

o
AADMAMDAMDMIADDS
OCOFRPOONNNN

DOOOWORr WO
ADADMDMDMDMDMDID
NNNWNWWN D

SQOohrhINL,OOOD

WOANDBNWWWW
NOWOOOOOOW
GO WOO~NOOW

3.67
4.33
3.00
2.67
2.33

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

P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

ad 2 Non-major 2

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 622 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

QO WOO~NOOW

WOANDBNWWWW
QO WOOOOOW

Rank

140371504
141971503
1236/1290
122971453
1410/1421
782/1365
146971485
171504
137971483

1149/1312
563/1303
1/1299
1/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr

HiH# - M
response

Page 1202
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

3.33 4.19 4.27 4.44 3.33
3.00 4.03 4.20 4.28 3.00
3.00 4.09 4.28 4.36 3.00
3.67 4.03 4.21 4.34 3.67
2.00 3.76 4.00 4.27 2.00
4.00 3.94 4.08 4.35 4.00
2.33 3.98 4.16 4.24 2.33
5.00 4.86 4.69 4.79 5.00
3.25 3.96 4.06 4.20 3.25
3.00 3.58 4.00 4.31 3.00
4.50 3.90 4.24 4.58 4.50
5.00 3.93 4.25 4.56 5.00
5.00 4.53 4.01 4.24 5.00
e Majors

1 Major 1
ad 2 Non-major 2
eans there are not enough

s to be significant

Title ATMOS PHYSICS 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: (Instr. B) Spring 2005
Enrollment: 3
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o0 O 2 1 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O 0 O 1 1 1 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 0 1 0 1
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 0 O 1 0 1 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o 1 1 0 1 o0 o
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned O O o0 O 1 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0 1 1 0 1 o
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o O o o 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 O 1 0 O
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0O 0 O 2 0O o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 O O o0 o 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 0O O O o0 o 2
4. Were special techniques successful 1 1 O 0O o0 o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0]
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0] General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0]
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0]
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: PHYS 640 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean
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Quioououluno

Rank

109271504
138171503
107871290
100171453
967/1421
782/1365
990/1485
127471504
137971483

1036/1425
126871426
848/1418
1167/1416
429/1199

114971312
56371303
570/1299

Graduate
Under-gr

HiH# - M
response
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Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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ad 1 Non-major 1

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

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



Course-Section: PHYS 650 0119 University of Maryland Page 1204

Title SPECIAL TOPICS Baltimore County JUN 14, 2005
Instructor: GEORGE, IAN Spring 2005 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o o 1 5.00 171504 5.00 4.19 4.27 4.44 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o o o o o o 1 5.00 1/1503 5.00 4.03 4.20 4.28 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o o o o 1 5.00 1/1421 5.00 3.76 4.00 4.27 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O O O O 1 5.00 171485 5.00 3.98 4.16 4.24 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0O 0O O O O O 1 5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.86 4.69 4.79 5.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness O O O O O0 O 1 5.00 1/1483 5.00 3.96 4.06 4.20 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor™s lectures well prepared 0O O O O O O 1 5.00 171425 5.00 4.44 4.41 4.51 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o o o o o o 1 5.00 1/1426 5.00 4.67 4.69 4.80 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o 0o o o o o 1 5.00 1/1418 5.00 4.11 4.25 4.36 5.00
4_ Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o o O o o0 o 1 5.00 1/1416 5.00 4.07 4.26 4.38 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding o 0o O o o o 1 5.00 171199 5.00 3.63 3.97 4.04 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors O Graduate 1 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 0 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other (0]
? 0



Course-Section:

PHYS 698 0101

Title PHYSICS SEMINAR
Instructor: HOFF, RAYMOND
EnrolIment: 15
Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2005

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 1205
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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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Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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NA 1 2 3 4
o o o 2 3
o o 2 3 2
6 0 O 1 1
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2 1 0 4 1
0o 1 1 2 4
1 0o 1 2 3
0O O o o0 1
1 0 o0 2 3
0O O o0 1 1
0O O o0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 o0 1
o o o o 2
0O O O o0 1
0O o0 o0 1 1
0O O O o0 1
o o o o 2
1 0 0O 1 o
1 0 0 1 1
2 0 0 1 o
2 0 1 0 O
0O 0O o0 o0 1
1 0 0 o0 1
Reasons
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39/
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4.00 4.09
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3.33
3.75
4.89 4.86
3.60 3.96
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00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B O
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 cC o
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D O
Grad. 6 3.50-4.00 2 F 0
P 7
1 o0
2 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M
response

ad 4 Non-major 6

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section: PHYS 701 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor
Mean Rank
4.00 109271504
4.00 105271503
4.00 937/1290
4.00 100171453
4.67 21271421
5.00 1/1365
3.00 1387/1485
5.00 1/1504
3.33 130271483
4.33 971/1425
4.67 967/1426
3.67 120171418
3.00 1324/1416

Typ
Graduate
Under-gr
#H#H - M
response

Page 1206
JUN 14, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.00 4.19 4.27 4.44 4.00
4.00 4.03 4.20 4.28 4.00
4.00 4.09 4.28 4.36 4.00
4.00 4.03 4.21 4.34 4.00
4.67 3.76 4.00 4.27 4.67
5.00 3.94 4.08 4.35 5.00
3.00 3.98 4.16 4.24 3.00
5.00 4.86 4.69 4.79 5.00
3.33 3.96 4.06 4.20 3.33
4.33 4.44 4.41 4.51 4.33
4.67 4.67 4.69 4.80 4.67
3.67 4.11 4.25 4.36 3.67
3.00 4.07 4.26 4.38 3.00
e Majors

3 Major 0
ad 0 Non-major 3
eans there are not enough

s to be significant

Title QUANTUM MECHANICS 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: KRAMER, I1VAN Spring 2005
Enrollment: 4
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 3 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O o0 O 1 1 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o o o o o 3 0
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 O O o0 O 2 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o o o 1 <2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned o o o o o o 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O o0 1 o 1 o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o O o o 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 O 0 0 2 1 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o0 o 2 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O O O o o 1 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O o0 O 2 0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O o0 3 0O o0
Frequency Distribution

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

P 0]

| 0 Other

? 0]



Course-Section: PHYS 722 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean
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Rank

1/1504
17171503
64271290
15871453
247/1421
420/1365
349/1485

141171504
14971483

1/1425
171426
191/1418
255/1416
129/1199

196/1312
1/1303
171299

185/ 758

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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ad 2 Non-major 5

eans there are not enough
s to be significant

Title ATMOS REMOTE SENS Baltimore County
Instructor: HOFF, RAYMOND Spring 2005
Enrollment: 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 0O O O O O o0 b5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o o o o o 3 2
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o0 o 1 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned o o o o o 2 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned o o o o o0 3 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O O O O 1 o 4
8. How many times was class cancelled o o0 o O o 5 o0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 O 0 1 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O O O O O o0 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject O 0O O O O o0 5
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O O O o0 o 1 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O O O o0 o 1 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 O O0O o0 O 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 O 0O o0 o 1 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 o o o o o 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 O 0O o o o 4
4_ Were special techniques successful 1 2 0O 0 O 1 1
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 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0] General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0]
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 0 F 0] Electives
P 2
1 0] Other
? 0]



