Course-Section: POLI 100 1

Title Amer Govt & Politics
Instructor: Miller,Nicholas
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 47

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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
Were special techniques successful

Frequencies
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0o 4 2 8
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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General
Electives

Other

11

2

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.82 1280/1509 4.06 4.44 4.31 4.18 3.82
4.08 103471509 4.01 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.08
4.13 86971287 3.93 4.40 4.30 4.24 4.13
4.06 945/1459 3.69 4.28 4.22 4.11 4.06
3.89 94171406 4.15 4.42 4.09 4.02 3.89
4.00 807/1384 3.72 4.35 4.11 3.98 4.00
3.95 1058/1489 4.04 4.34 4.17 4.20 3.95
4.51 1062/1506 4.68 4.64 4.67 4.66 4.51
3.72 1133/1463 3.94 4.10 4.09 4.02 3.72
4.62 646/1438 4.61 4.52 4.46 4.44 4.62
4.59 1091/1421 4.78 4.77 4.73 4.66 4.59
4.27 867/1411 4.11 4.33 4.31 4.27 4.27
4.14 980/1405 4.25 4.47 4.32 4.27 4.14
3.89 779/1236 3.88 3.98 4.00 3.87 3.89
3.09 114971260 3.57 4.27 4.14 3.95 3.09
3.36 1161/1255 3.70 4.44 4.33 4.15 3.36
4.18 856/1258 4.35 4.61 4.38 4.18 4.18
4.00 ****/ 873 2.85 4.00 4.03 3.89 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 47 Non-major 37

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



Course-Section: POLI 100 2

Title Amer Govt & Politics

Instructor:

Miller,Nicholas

Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 44

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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abhwNPF

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
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 0 1 10
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 24

General
Electives

Other

9

0

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.12 1032/1509 4.06
3.93 1148/1509 4.01
3.88 1031/1287 3.93
3.95 103371459 3.69
3.55 115971406 4.15
3.98 846/1384 3.72
4.10 92371489 4.04
4.51 1062/1506 4.68
3.85 1021/1463 3.94
4.59 700/1438 4.61
4.72 950/1421 4.78
4.05 102571411 4.11
4.23 91171405 4.25
3.69 89371236 3.88
3.16 113971260 3.57
3.64 1090/1255 3.70
4.28 802/1258 4.35
3.38 ****/ 873 2.85

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.12
4.26 4.25 3.93
4.30 4.24 3.88
4.22 4.11 3.95
4.09 4.02 3.55
4.11 3.98 3.98
4.17 4.20 4.10
4.67 4.66 4.51
4.09 4.02 3.85
4.46 4.44 4.59
4.73 4.66 4.72
4.31 4.27 4.05
4.32 4.27 4.23
4.00 3.87 3.69
4.14 3.95 3.16
4.33 4.15 3.64
4.38 4.18 4.28
4.03 3.89 Fx**

Majors
Major 13
Non-major 31

responses to be significant



Course-Section: POLI 100 3

Title Amer Govt & Politics

Instructor:

King-Meadows, Ty

Enrollment: 43

Questionnaires: 43
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Fall
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 3.96
4.26 4.25 3.92
4.30 4.24 3.72
4.22 4.11 3.09
4.09 4.02 4.50
4.11 3.98 3.30
4.17 4.20 4.00
4.67 4.66 4.79
4.09 4.02 4.05
4.46 4.44 4.42
4.73 4.66 4.88
4.31 4.27 4.00
4.32 4.27 4.21
4.00 3.87 3.70
4.14 3.95 3.92
4.33 4.15 3.75
4.38 4.18 4.38
4.03 3.89 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F***
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.32 4.12 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 FF**
4.31 4.52 FF**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

Amer Govt & Politics
King-Meadows, Ty

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 14

General 5
Electives 2
Other 2

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 43 Non-major 35

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



Course-Section: POLI 100 4

Title Amer Govt & Politics

Instructor:

King-Meadows, Ty

Enrollment: 46

Questionnaires: 45
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abhwNPE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations

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

Fall
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.18 4.35
4.26 4.25 4.12
4.30 4.24 4.00
4.22 4.11 3.68
4.09 4.02 4.65
4.11 3.98 3.58
4.17 4.20 4.12
4.67 4.66 4.91
4.09 4.02 4.14
4.46 4.44 4.82
4.73 4.66 4.94
4.31 4.27 4.12
4.32 4.27 4.41
4.00 3.87 4.24
4.14 3.95 4.12
4.33 4.15 4.06
4.38 4.18 4.58
4.03 3.89 2.85
4.16 4.06 ****
4.22 4.14 Fx**
4.48 4.48 F***
4.36 4.29 Fx**
4.18 4.15 ****
4.49 4.31 F***
4.54 4.16 F***
4.50 4.21 F***
4.38 4.21 F***
4.06 3.92 Fx**
4.39 3.75 FF*F*
4.41 4.29 FHR**
4.51 4.53 ****
4.18 4.26 F***
4.26 4.28 Fx**
4.14 4.13 F***
4.31 4.52 FF**
4.05 4.47 F***
4.27 4.21 FF*F*



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

Amer Govt & Politics
King-Meadows, Ty

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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A 6
B 6
c 18
D 0
F 1
P 0
1 0
? 1

Required for Majors 14

General 9
Electives 4
Other 3

Type Majors
Graduate 1 Major 8
Under-grad 44 Non-major 37

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



Course-Section: POLI 209 1

Title Sel Topics In Poli

Instructor:

Hoffman,David B

Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 28
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.38
4.26 4.32 4.43
4.30 4.35 4.33
4.22 4.30 4.53
4.09 4.09 4.42
4.11 4.09 4.45
4.17 4.19 4.24
4.67 4.61 4.95
4.09 4.08 4.31
4.46 4.48 4.63
4.73 4.76 4.89
4.31 4.37 4.74
4.32 4.39 4.60
4.00 4.11 4.00
4.14 4.19 4.87
4.33 4.37 4.93
4.38 4.44 5.00
4.03 4.04 4.67
4.16 4.54 F***
4.22 4.51 Fx**
4.48 4.62 F***
4.36 4.65 F***
4.18 4.56 F***
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 k= = 3 k= =
4 . 50 E = = E = =
4.38 4.00 F***
4.06 2.88 ****
4.39 4.79 Fx*x*
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 F***
4.32 4.67 FF**
4.26 4.33 Fx*F*
4 . 14 E = = 3 E = =
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 ko = = ko = = 3
4 . 27 o = = ke = =



Course-Section: POLI 209 1

Title Sel Topics In Poli
Instructor: Hoffman,David B
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 28

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 3 0.00-0.99
28-55 1 1.00-1.99
56-83 4 2.00-2.99
84-150 3 3.00-3.49
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 4
28 Non-major 24

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



Course-Section: POLI 210 1

Title Political Philosophy

Instructor:

Carter,John

Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 33
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.55
4.26 4.32 4.52
4.30 4.35 4.58
4.22 4.30 4.28
4.09 4.09 4.64
4.11 4.09 4.45
4.17 4.19 4.53
4.67 4.61 4.91
4.09 4.08 4.08
4.46 4.48 4.79
4.73 4.76 4.73
4.31 4.37 4.67
4.32 4.39 4.70
4.00 4.11 3.91
4.14 4.19 4.25
4.33 4.37 4.67
4.38 4.44 4.88
4.03 4.04 3.94
4.16 4.54 F***
4.22 4.51 FF**
4.48 4.62 F***
4.36 4.65 F***
4.18 4.56 F***
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 FhAxk k= = 3
4 . 50 E = = E = =
4.38 4.00 ****
4.06 2.88 ****
4.39 4.79 Fx**
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 F***
4.32 4.67 FF**
4.26 4.33 Fx*F*
4 . 14 E = = 3 E = =
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 k. = = ke = =
4 . 27 o = = ko = =



Course-Section: POLI 210 1 University of Maryland Page 1214

Title Political Philosophy Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Carter,John Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 33 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors 17 Graduate 0 Major 19
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 13
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 7 C 3 General 4 Under-grad 33 Non-major 14
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives 3 #iH# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: POLI 210 2

Title Political Philosophy
Instructor: Carter,John
Enrollment: 43

Questionnaires: 28

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1215
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~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

NOOOOOOOoOOo

NOOOO

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0O 0 3
0O 0 o0 1
3 0 0 3
o 0 o0 2
2 1 1 5
0o 0O o0 3
0O 0 o0 o
o 0 2 3
0O 0 o0 o
0O 0 o0 1
o o0 1 2
0O 0O o0 2
12 2 0 5
o 1 o0 2
0o 1 o0 3
0o 0 o0 2
10 0 o0 3

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Coo~NUTOOoO U N

NOTO WM

[@N6 N N

Required for Majors 13

N = T T1O O
OQOO0OO0OO0OFr®ON

General
Electives

Other

3

6

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.68 398/1509 4.61 4.44 4.31 4.34 4.68
4.61 424/1509 4.56 4.32 4.26 4.32 4.61
4.71 30471287 4.65 4.40 4.30 4.35 4.71
4.40 619/1459 4.34 4.28 4.22 4.30 4.40
4.68 215/1406 4.66 4.42 4.09 4.09 4.68
4.08 767/1384 4.27 4.35 4.11 4.09 4.08
4.57 376/1489 4.55 4.34 4.17 4.19 4.57
5.00 171506 4.95 4.64 4.67 4.61 5.00
4.00 853/1463 4.04 4.10 4.09 4.08 4.00
4.86 291/1438 4.82 4.52 4.46 4.48 4.86
4.82 742/1421 4.77 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.82
4.54 580/1411 4.60 4.33 4.31 4.37 4.54
4.68 446/1405 4.69 4.47 4.32 4.39 4.68
3.57 950/1236 3.74 3.98 4.00 4.11 3.57
4.31 574/1260 4.28 4.27 4.14 4.19 4.31
4.35 707/1255 4.51 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.35
4.47 650/1258 4.67 4.61 4.38 4.44 4.47
4.14 394/ 873 4.04 4.00 4.03 4.04 4.14

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 10
Under-grad 28 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: POLI 233 1

Title Common Law&lLegal Analy

Instructor:

Miller,Kerwin

Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 34

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

OCWEFENNWNEDN

WNWNN

00 00 00

Fall

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNeNoNok o [cNeNoNoN o [ NeNoNe] [eNeoNeoNoNe] POOROUIOOO

[eNeNoNoNe]

2009

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

=
[eNeoNeoloNe] [eNoNeoNoNe] NN WO PWoORN CO~N~NPOOD®

[eNeNeoNoNe)

[eNeNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPRRRR RPRRPRR RPRRRR

RPRRRR

Mean

AABAMDDIIDDD

DA DAD WhhhHDbd

caooo g oo oo oo oo

oo oa

Instructor

Rank

458/1509
53171509
199/1287
33571459
10371406
292/1384
34171489
1177/1506
452/1463

60371438
215/1421
402/1411
273/1405
920/1236

344/1260
28771255
189/1258
91/ 873

wxxnf 184
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.34 4.63
4.26 4.32 4.52
4.30 4.35 4.81
4.22 4.30 4.62
4.09 4.09 4.88
4.11 4.09 4.58
4.17 4.19 4.61
4.67 4.61 4.39
4.09 4.08 4.42
4.46 4.48 4.66
4.73 4.76 4.97
4.31 4.37 4.68
4.32 4.39 4.81
4.00 4.11 3.64
4.14 4.19 4.62
4.33 4.37 4.81
4.38 4.44 4.92
4.03 4.04 4.82
4.16 4.54 F***
4.22 4.51 Fx**
4.48 4.62 F***
4.36 4.65 F***
4.18 4.56 F***
4.49 5.00 ****
4 . 54 k= = 3 k= =
4 . 50 E = = E = =
4.38 4.00 F***
4.06 2.88 ****
4.39 4.79 Fx**
4.41 4.50 F***
4.51 4.83 ****
4.18 4.56 F***
4.32 4.67 FF**
4.26 4.33 Fx*E*
4 . 14 E = = E = =
4.31 4.00 ****
4 . 05 ko = = ko = =
4 . 27 e = = ko = =



Course-Section:

Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:

Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

Common Law&lLegal Analy
Miller,Kerwin

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1216
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

00-27 0
28-55 2
56-83 3
84-150 5
Grad. 0

N = T T1O O
RPOOORRFRUIO

Required for Majors 21

General 0
Electives 1
Other 3

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 34 Non-major 26

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



Course-Section: POLI 240 1

Title State & Local Politics
Instructor: Hussey,Laura S.
Enrol Iment: 39

Questionnaires: 38

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

WNDAWWPrhoOO O

NWo Rk

O Wy

Required for Majors 10

N = T T1O O
[eNoloNoNaol _(oNé)]

General
Electives

Other

4

1

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.52 574/1509 4.45 4.44 4.31 4.34 4.52
4.52 519/1509 4.50 4.32 4.26 4.32 4.52
4.43 61471287 4.45 4.40 4.30 4.35 4.43
4.24 79271459 4.21 4.28 4.22 4.30 4.24
4.38 462/1406 4.48 4.42 4.09 4.09 4.38
4.40 440/1384 4.34 4.35 4.11 4.09 4.40
4.80 15171489 4.68 4.34 4.17 4.19 4.80
4.39 1177/1506 4.15 4.64 4.67 4.61 4.39
4.64 222/1463 4.46 4.10 4.09 4.08 4.64
4.85 291/1438 4.93 4.52 4.46 4.48 4.85
4.85 665/1421 4.93 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.85
4.56 556/1411 4.69 4.33 4.31 4.37 4.56
4.68 432/1405 4.61 4.47 4.32 4.39 4.68
4.63 193/1236 4.39 3.98 4.00 4.11 4.63
4.31 574/1260 4.50 4.27 4.14 4.19 4.31
4.44 638/1255 4.66 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.44
4.50 620/1258 4.69 4.61 4.38 4.44 4.50
4.00 442/ 873 3.96 4.00 4.03 4.04 4.00

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 15
Under-grad 38 Non-major 23

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



Course-Section: POLI 240 2

Title State & Local Politics
Instructor: Hussey,Laura S.
Enrol Iment: 41

Questionnaires: 40

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

RPRRRR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.38 756/1509 4.45 4.44 4.31 4.34 4.38
4.48 574/1509 4.50 4.32 4.26 4.32 4.48
4.48 542/1287 4.45 4.40 4.30 4.35 4.48
4.17 85171459 4.21 4.28 4.22 4.30 4.17
4.58 281/1406 4.48 4.42 4.09 4.09 4.58
4.28 58971384 4.34 4.35 4.11 4.09 4.28
4.56 387/1489 4.68 4.34 4.17 4.19 4.56
3.91 1441/1506 4.15 4.64 4.67 4.61 3.91
4.28 60871463 4.46 4.10 4.09 4.08 4.28
5.00 1/1438 4.93 4.52 4.46 4.48 5.00
5.00 171421 4.93 4.77 4.73 4.76 5.00
4.82 232/1411 4.69 4.33 4.31 4.37 4.82
4.55 59671405 4.61 4.47 4.32 4.39 4.55
4.14 580/1236 4.39 3.98 4.00 4.11 4.14
4.69 29471260 4.50 4.27 4.14 4.19 4.69
4.88 229/1255 4.66 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.88
4.88 274/1258 4.69 4.61 4.38 4.44 4.88
3.93 517/ 873 3.96 4.00 4.03 4.04 3.93
5 . 00 ****/ 49 E = = 3 E = = 3 4 26 4 . 33 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 41 E = = E = = 4 14 E = = E s = =
5 . 00 ****/ 46 E = = E = = 4 31 4 . 00 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 37 *hkAhk *hkAhk 4 05 E = = 3 *hkAhk
5 . 00 ****/ 30 E = = E = = 3 4 27 E = = FhkAhk

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 21
Under-grad 40 Non-major 19

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

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 16 O 1 1 2 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 15 0 O 0 4 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 15 0 1 0 1 7
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 16 1 1 1 3 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 16 0 O O 3 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 15 0 0 1 1 13
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 15 o0 1 o0 o0 7
8. How many times was class cancelled 17 0 O O 6 13
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 21 1 0 0 1 11
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 17 o O O o0 o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 16 0 O O O oO
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 8 0 O O 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 17 1 0o 1 2 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 17 2 1 2 1 6
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 24 0 0 o0 1 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 24 0 0 O o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 24 0 0 O o 2
4. Were special techniques successful 24 2 2 0 1 5
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 39 O O O o0 o
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 39 0 0 0O 0 O
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 393 0 0 0O o0 O
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 39 O O O o0 o
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 39 O O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 4 C 1 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: POLI 250 1

Title Intro To Public Admin
Instructor: Johnson,Arthur
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

WOoUouUuIoUulwo

NOOTER N

[@ X&) IF-NY7S)

N = T T1O O
RPOOFRFPNO®O

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 111471509 4.07 4.44 4.31 4.34 4.00
3.67 1306/1509 3.94 4.32 4.26 4.32 3.67
3.67 1118/1287 4.06 4.40 4.30 4.35 3.67
3.75 ****/[1459 F*** 4. 28 4.22 4.30 Fr*r*
3.67 110571406 3.83 4.42 4.09 4.09 3.67
4.00 ****/1384 **** 4. 35 4.11 4.09 ****
3.83 115571489 4.17 4.34 4.17 4.19 3.83
4.73 883/1506 4.61 4.64 4.67 4.61 4.73
3.64 1187/1463 3.86 4.10 4.09 4.08 3.64
4.25 1071/1438 4.48 4.52 4.46 4.48 4.25
4.83 716/1421 4.81 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.83
3.92 1135/1411 4.28 4.33 4.31 4.37 3.92
3.83 116371405 4.17 4.47 4.32 4.39 3.83
3.10 1116/1236 3.34 3.98 4.00 4.11 3.10
3.78 92471260 3.78 4.27 4.14 4.19 3.78
3.89 100171255 3.89 4.44 4.33 4.37 3.89
4.22 83471258 4.22 4.61 4.38 4.44 4.22
2.17 865/ 873 2.17 4.00 4.03 4.04 2.17

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 22 Non-major 16
#i## - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section: POLI 250 2

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.14 998/1509 4.07 4.44 4.31 4.34 4.14
4.21 901/1509 3.94 4.32 4.26 4.32 4.21
4.46 566/1287 4.06 4.40 4.30 4.35 4.46
3.86 ****/1459 **** 4. 28 4.22 4.30 Fr**
4.00 813/1406 3.83 4.42 4.09 4.09 4.00
4.17 ****/1384 **** 4. 35 4.11 4.09 ****
4.50 45871489 4.17 4.34 4.17 4.19 4.50
4.50 1070/1506 4.61 4.64 4.67 4.61 4.50
4.08 80971463 3.86 4.10 4.09 4.08 4.08
4.71 51471438 4.48 4.52 4.46 4.48 4.71
4.79 828/1421 4.81 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.79
4.64 442/1411 4.28 4.33 4.31 4.37 4.64
4.50 634/1405 4.17 4.47 4.32 4.39 4.50
3.58 945/1236 3.34 3.98 4.00 4.11 3.58
4.60 ****/1260 3.78 4.27 4.14 4.19 F***
4.10 ****/1255 3.89 4.44 4.33 4.37 Fr**
4.40 ****/1258 4.22 4.61 4.38 4.44 Fr**
3.14 ****/ 873 2.17 4.00 4.03 4.04 F***
5.00 ****/ 89 **** 5 .00 4.49 5.00 ****
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** A4 67 4.38 4.00 ****
5.00 ****/ Q3 **** 3.67 4.06 2.88 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 8
Under-grad 41 Non-major 33

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

Title Intro To Public Admin Baltimore County
Instructor: Johnson,Arthur Fall 2009
Enrol Iment: 42
Questionnaires: 41 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 27 o O o0 3 6 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 27 O O o0 3 5 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 28 0 0 O 2 3 8
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 27 7 1 0O 0 4 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 27 0 1 0 2 6 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 27 8 0 0 1 3 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 27 0 O O 1 5 8
8. How many times was class cancelled 27 o0 o0 o o 7 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 29 0 O 0 3 5 4
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 27 0O O O o0 4 10
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 27 0 O O O 3 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 27 0 O O O 5 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 27 o0 O o o 7 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 27 2 1 1 2 6 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 31 0 0O O O 4 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 31 0 1 0 2 1 6
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 31 0 0 1 1 1 7
4. Were special techniques successful 31 3 1 1 2 2 1
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 40 O O O O o 1
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 40 0 O O O0 O 1
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 40 0 O O O o0 1
4_ Did presentations contribute to what you learned 40 O O O O oO 1
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 40 O O O O oO 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 c 2 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: POLI 260 1

Title Comparative Politics
Instructor: Grodsky,Brian
Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 47

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

RPRrRRR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.39 73471509 4.41 4.44 4.31 4.34 4.39
4.27 838/1509 4.06 4.32 4.26 4.32 4.27
3.76 109171287 3.55 4.40 4.30 4.35 3.76
3.83 114371459 3.83 4.28 4.22 4.30 3.83
4.30 527/1406 4.24 4.42 4.09 4.09 4.30
3.09 ****/1384 **** 4. 35 4.11 4.09 ****
4.70 243/1489 4.52 4.34 4.17 4.19 4.70
4.94 408/1506 4.93 4.64 4.67 4.61 4.94
3.96 918/1463 3.90 4.10 4.09 4.08 3.96
4.58 700/1438 4.66 4.52 4.46 4.48 4.58
4.84 716/1421 4.82 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.84
4.32 820/1411 4.29 4.33 4.31 4.37 4.32
4.19 940/1405 4.28 4.47 4.32 4.39 4.19
4.11 607/1236 4.15 3.98 4.00 4.11 4.11
3.42 1086/1260 3.56 4.27 4.14 4.19 3.42
3.83 102371255 3.94 4.44 4.33 4.37 3.83
4.38 742/1258 4.46 4.61 4.38 4.44 4.38
3.82 575/ 873 3.70 4.00 4.03 4.04 3.82
4.00 ****/ 89 **** 5 00 4.49 5.00 ****
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** 4 67 4.38 4.00 ****
4.00 ****/ Q93 **** 3 67 4.06 2.88 F***

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 17
Under-grad 47 Non-major 30

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

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 14 0 O O 4 12
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 14 0 O O 5 14
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 14 0 1 1 11 12
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 14 15 O 2 4 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 14 0 O 1 7 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 14 22 1 1 6 2
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 14 0 O O 4 2
8. How many times was class cancelled 6 0 O O O 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 23 0 0 1 6 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 0 O O 4 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 O O 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 16 0 O 1 6 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 16 0 2 1 4 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 17 3 1 1 4 9
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 23 0 3 2 6 8
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 23 0 0 3 6 7
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 23 0 O 1 4 4
4. Were special techniques successful 23 7 0 1 6 5
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 45 0 0 O 1 0
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 45 0 O0 O 1 o0
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 45 1 0 0 0 ©
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 45 1 O O o0 o
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 45 0 0 O 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 5 C 5 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: POLI 260 2

Title Comparative Politics
Instructor: Grodsky,Brian
Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 49

OCoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

W N

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

Seminar

. Was the instructor available for individual attention
. Did presentations contribute to what you learned

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful

48
48

48
48

48
48
48

Fall

=

N
[oNeoNeoNe] RPOOOO OO0OO0OO0O0OWOOoOOo

oo

oo

0
0
0

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2009

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

R OR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

H O
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

68671509 4.41
1196/1509 4.06
120471287 3.55
*hA*/1459 3.83

674/1406 4.24

674/1489 4.52

408/1506 4.93
103671463 3.90

AARAADMIADMDIIED

EN

N
AARADADMIADIMDIAD

o

©
AARADAMDMIADMDIMIAD

o

©

A

I

~

480/1438
794/1421
876/1411
798/1405
545/1236

AADDD
I\
©
WhhADMD
W
W
A DDA
w
i
AADDD
w
N
AADMDD
N
~

964/1260
88971255
58471258
681/ 873
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4 . 62 *kkk

Fkxxk [ 48 Fkkk Fkkk 4.39 4.79 Fkkk

Fkkxk f 49 = =

.26 4.33 *FF*

*kk*k *kk*k

.31 4.00 F***

A A D
o
N

Required for Majors

N = T 71O O
NOOONWEKF N

General

Electives

Other

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 22
Under-grad 49 Non-major 27

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



Course-Section: POLI 280 1

Title International Relation
Instructor: Hody,Cynthia A
Enrollment: 48

Questionnaires: 47

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
o o0 3 2
0O O 6 4
o 2 2 4
2 1 2 3
0O o0 1 3
5 1 2 4
o 2 2 5
0O 0 o0 o
o 2 3 3
0O 2 4 5
0O 0O o0 oO
0o 3 3 3
0O 5 1 5
7 4 3 5
0O 3 4 4
0O 1 1 ©
o o0 2 2
18 2 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

wWwoonNn~N

[@NeNe N

Required for Majors 21

General
Electives

Other

1

3

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.27 872/1509 4.27 4.44 4.31 4.34 4.27
3.77 1252/1509 3.77 4.32 4.26 4.32 3.77
4.03 911/1287 4.03 4.40 4.30 4.35 4.03
4.14 877/1459 4.14 4.28 4.22 4.30 4.14
4.47 377/1406 4.47 4.42 4.09 4.09 4.47
4.00 807/1384 4.00 4.35 4.11 4.09 4.00
3.80 1176/1489 3.80 4.34 4.17 4.19 3.80
4.43 1137/1506 4.43 4.64 4.67 4.61 4.43
3.67 1168/1463 3.67 4.10 4.09 4.08 3.67
3.68 1341/1438 3.68 4.52 4.46 4.48 3.68
4.93 42971421 4.93 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.93
3.71 1218/1411 3.71 4.33 4.31 4.37 3.71
3.50 1265/1405 3.50 4.47 4.32 4.39 3.50
3.10 1116/1236 3.10 3.98 4.00 4.11 3.10
3.54 1031/1260 3.54 4.27 4.14 4.19 3.54
4.46 620/1255 4.46 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.46
4.33 770/1258 4.33 4.61 4.38 4.44 4.33
3.40 ****/ 873 **** 4. 00 4.03 4.04 Fr*F*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 18
Under-grad 47 Non-major 29

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



Course-Section: POLI 300 1

Title Quant Poli Sci
Instructor: Miller,Nicholas
Enrollment: 42

Questionnaires: 42

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1224
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029
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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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[ 2NN

N = T T1O O
OOO0OOFrRPWNN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.06 1072/1509 4.06 4.44 4.31 4.32 4.06
4.00 1086/1509 4.00 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.00
4.56 463/1287 4.56 4.40 4.30 4.33 4.56
4.15 868/1459 4.15 4.28 4.22 4.26 4.15
3.69 1087/1406 3.69 4.42 4.09 4.12 3.69
4.44 ****/1384 **** 4. 35 4.11 4.15 F***
3.40 134371489 3.40 4.34 4.17 4.14 3.40
4.53 1046/1506 4.53 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.53
3.50 ****/1463 **** 4.10 4.09 4.08 ****
4.63 646/1438 4.63 4.52 4.46 4.43 4.63
4.75 881/1421 4.75 4.77 4.73 4.73 4.75
4.44 701/1411 4.44 4.33 4.31 4.29 4.44
4.47 683/1405 4.47 4.47 4.32 4.32 4.47
4.00 664/1236 4.00 3.98 4.00 4.07 4.00
3.89 ****/1260 **** 427 4.14 4.22 KFR*
4.00 ****/1255 **** 4 44 4.33 4.37 Fr*F*
4.33 *x*X/1258 *xxx 4 61 4.38 4.42 FFR*
4.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 00 4.03 4.08 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 12
Under-grad 42 Non-major 30

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



Course-Section: POLI 301 1

Title Poli Research Methods
Instructor: Dasgupta,Sunil
Enrollment: 16

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1225
MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

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

Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

Lecture
Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared
Did the instructor seem interested in the subject

Did the lectures contribute to what you learned

abhwbNPF

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate

AWNPF

Were special techniques successful

Did written assignments contribute to what you learned

How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Was lecture material presented and explained clearly

Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding

Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion

[cNeoNoNooloNo) el

[eleNeoNoNe)

PRRN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Reasons

OPrRPOOFrPROOCOR

ooowuo

[cNeoNoNe]

D =T TIOO
OCO0OO0WVWOOOO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.33 150571509 2.33 4.44 4.31 4.32 2.33
1.75 150871509 1.75 4.32 4.26 4.25 1.75
1.50 ****/1287 **** 4,40 4.30 4.33 ****
1.89 145971459 1.89 4.28 4.22 4.26 1.89
2.67 1381/1406 2.67 4.42 4.09 4.12 2.67
2.44 1374/1384 2.44 4.35 4.11 4.15 2.44
1.71 148571489 1.71 4.34 4.17 4.14 1.71
4.11 1340/1506 4.11 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.11
1.44 1459/1463 1.44 4.10 4.09 4.08 1.44
1.56 1436/1438 1.56 4.52 4.46 4.43 1.56
4.22 130371421 4.22 4.77 4.73 4.73 4.22
1.33 1410/1411 1.33 4.33 4.31 4.29 1.33
1.67 140371405 1.67 4.47 4.32 4.32 1.67
1.00 ****/1236 **** 3.98 4.00 4.07 ****
2.14 125471260 2.14 4.27 4.14 4.22 2.14
2.75 1232/1255 2.75 4.44 4.33 4.37 2.75
2.00 125571258 2.00 4.61 4.38 4.42 2.00
1.75 869/ 873 1.75 4.00 4.03 4.08 1.75

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 9 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: POLI 309 1

Title Selected Topics In Pol
Instructor: Thompson,Terry
Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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abhwNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

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

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

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

Seminar
Were 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

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T 71O O
RPOOOONNO

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

NWWWN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.52 574/1509 4.52 4.44 4.31 4.32 4.52
4.64 390/1509 4.64 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.64
4.68 337/1287 4.68 4.40 4.30 4.33 4.68
4.64 313/1459 4.64 4.28 4.22 4.26 4.64
4.71 187/1406 4.71 4.42 4.09 4.12 4.71
4.52 334/1384 4.52 4.35 4.11 4.15 4.52
4.62 330/1489 4.62 4.34 4.17 4.14 4.62
4.86 682/1506 4.86 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.86
4.26 618/1463 4.26 4.10 4.09 4.08 4.26
4.91 219/1438 4.91 4.52 4.46 4.43 4.91
4.91 537/1421 4.91 4.77 4.73 4.73 4.91
4.82 232/1411 4.82 4.33 4.31 4.29 4.82
4.90 172/1405 4.90 4.47 4.32 4.32 4.90
4.52 261/1236 4.52 3.98 4.00 4.07 4.52
4.40 505/1260 4.40 4.27 4.14 4.22 4.40
4.32 740/1255 4.32 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.32
4.70 486/1258 4.70 4.61 4.38 4.42 4.70
4.71 130/ 873 4.71 4.00 4.03 4.08 4.71
4.67 ****/ 89 **** 5 00 4.49 4.86 Fr**
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** 4 67 4.54 4.67 F*<**
5.00 ****/ 90 **** 4.33 4.50 4.63 ****
5.00 ****/ Q2 **** A 67 4.38 4.73 F***
4.33 ****/ Q3 *x** 3 67 4.06 3.94 Frr*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 9
Under-grad 22 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: POLI 315 1

Title Political Phil From 16

Instructor:

Vetter,Lisa Pac

Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 30

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2009

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

AWNPF

W N

AWN

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 you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities

Seminar

. Was the instructor available for individual attention

Self Paced

. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful

=
ANODODOOOOOO

~NOOoOOoOO®

29

29
29
29

POOOOONOO

~hOOO [eleNeoNoNe)
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0
0
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0
0
0

uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

s
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Required for Majors

N = T TOO
WOOOORr WO

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.88 184/1509 4.88
4.71 311/1509 4.71
4.65 381/1287 4.65
4.50 454/1459 4.50
4.96 45/1406 4.96
4.79 11571384 4.79
4.58 364/1489 4.58
4.83 742/1506 4.83
4.53 30171463 4.53
4.71 53171438 4.71
5.00 171421 5.00
4.58 520/1411 4.58
4.79 297/1405 4.79
4.08 63071236 4.08
4.90 136/1260 4.90
4.95 123/1255 4.95
4.95 142/1258 4.95
4.63 169/ 873 4.63

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

30
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.88
4.26 4.25 4.71
4.30 4.33 4.65
4.22 4.26 4.50
4.09 4.12 4.96
4.11 4.15 4.79
4.17 4.14 4.58
4.67 4.67 4.83
4.09 4.08 4.53
4.46 4.43 4.71
4.73 4.73 5.00
4.31 4.29 4.58
4.32 4.32 4.79
4.00 4.07 4.08
4.14 4.22 4.90
4.33 4.37 4.95
4.38 4.42 4.95
4.03 4.08 4.63
4.22 4.17 F**F*
4.48 4.52 Fx**
4.54 4.67 F***
4.14 5.00 ****
4.31 5.00 ****
4.05 5.00 ****

Majors
Major 12

Non-major 18

responses to be significant



Course-Section: POLI 334 1

Title Judicial Process

Instructor:

Miller,Kerwin

Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE

abhwnNPF

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

NRRRPRRRRREER

NNNNN

=
OO OOOO X

OO0OORrOFrOOO
OOONOOOOO
POOOFRLRNOOO
OCOWWOOroo

wWoooo
NOOOO
[eNeNeoNoNe)
OrPFLOOo
NDWN D

[ceNeoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNe]
[cNeoNoNe]
P ANW

[eNoNoNeNe]
[eNoNoNeoNe]
[eNoNoNeoNe]
[eNoNoNeNe]
ORrROR

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.67 410/1509 4.67
4.75 256/1509 4.75
4.67 35971287 4.67
4.35 676/1459 4.35
4.71 19371406 4.71
4.17 69371384 4.17
4.58 364/1489 4.58
4.42 1156/1506 4.42
4.50 325/1463 4.50
4.83 334/1438 4.83
4.91 48371421 4.91
4.78 267/1411 4.78
4.74 36971405 4.74
4.00 66471236 4.00
4.75 244/1260 4.75
4.85 254/1255 4.85
4.69 486/1258 4.69

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

25
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.32 4.67
4.26 4.25 4.75
4.30 4.33 4.67
4.22 4.26 4.35
4.09 4.12 4.71
4.11 4.15 4.17
4.17 4.14 4.58
4.67 4.67 4.42
4.09 4.08 4.50
4.46 4.43 4.83
4.73 4.73 4.91
4.31 4.29 4.78
4.32 4.32 4.74
4.00 4.07 4.00
4.14 4.22 4.75
4.33 4.37 4.85
4.38 4.42 4.69
4.03 4.08 ****
4.16 4.07 Fx**
4.22 417 FFF*
4.48 4.52 FFF*
4.36 4.30 Fx**
4.18 4.11 Fx**
Majors
Major 7
Non-major 18

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

pPoLI 353 1
Governmental Budgeting
Meyers,Roy T

30

28

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O O O 0 10
0O 0O o0 2 11
13 0 0 2 5
1 0 1 3 4
0O 0O O 4 5
o 0O o 3 3
o 1 3 8 3
0O 0O O 5 12
0O O 0 2 10
o 0O o 1 4
0O 0O O o0 1
o o 1 2 7
0O 2 0 1 &6
4 1 2 2 5
o 1 1 1 4
o 0 o0 2 5
O o0 1 1 4
2 2 0 3 4

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

wWoo~N~N

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 10
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 0
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0

P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page 1229
MAR 22, 2010

Job IRBR3029
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.52 574/1509 4.52 4.44 4.31 4.32 4.52
4.29 828/1509 4.29 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.29
3.88 103671287 3.88 4.40 4.30 4.33 3.88
4.35 667/1459 4.35 4.28 4.22 4.26 4.35
4.35 486/1406 4.35 4.42 4.09 4.12 4.35
4.55 313/1384 4.55 4.35 4.11 4.15 4.55
3.40 134371489 3.40 4.34 4.17 4.14 3.40
3.90 1448/1506 3.90 4.64 4.67 4.67 3.90
4.18 714/1463 4.18 4.10 4.09 4.08 4.18
4.65 617/1438 4.65 4.52 4.46 4.43 4.65
4.94 376/1421 4.94 4.77 4.73 4.73 4.94
4.18 950/1411 4.18 4.33 4.31 4.29 4.18
4.06 102471405 4.06 4.47 4.32 4.32 4.06
3.54 96971236 3.54 3.98 4.00 4.07 3.54
4.07 722/1260 4.07 4.27 4.14 4.22 4.07
4.36 707/1255 4.36 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.36
4.36 756/1258 4.36 4.61 4.38 4.42 4.36
3.50 705/ 873 3.50 4.00 4.03 4.08 3.50

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 2
Under-grad 28 Non-major 26

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



Course-Section: POLI 354 1

Title Publ Mgmnt/Personnel S
Instructor: Johnson,Arthur
Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 29

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~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

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o o0 7
o 0 1 2 5
o o 1 1 2
8 1 1 0 O
o o0 o 2 3
10 0 O o0 oO
1 1 1 2 O
o 0O O o0 3
o 1 1 2 4
o 1 0 0 5
o 1 o0 o0 1
o 1 1 2 3
1 0 1 o0 4
3 2 0 3 2
o 0O O 3 1
o o0 2 0 1
o 0O O o0 2
4 2 0 1 o0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

W~

N =T TOO
CQOO0OO0OOhM®N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.27 872/1509 4.27 4.44 4.31 4.32 4.27
4.20 922/1509 4.20 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.20
4.53 491/1287 4.53 4.40 4.30 4.33 4.53
4.00 ****/1459 **** 4. 28 4.22 4.26 Fr**
4.53 313/1406 4.53 4.42 4.09 4.12 4.53
5.00 ****/1384 **** 4.35 4.11 4.15 ****
4.15 865/1489 4.15 4.34 4.17 4.14 4.15
4.80 782/1506 4.80 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.80
3.64 1187/1463 3.64 4.10 4.09 4.08 3.64
4.36 981/1438 4.36 4.52 4.46 4.43 4.36
4.64 1037/1421 4.64 4.77 4.73 4.73 4.64
4.00 105171411 4.00 4.33 4.31 4.29 4.00
4.46 683/1405 4.46 4.47 4.32 4.32 4.46
3.55 96471236 3.55 3.98 4.00 4.07 3.55
4.30 582/1260 4.30 4.27 4.14 4.22 4.30
4.30 749/1255 4.30 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.30
4.80 363/1258 4.80 4.61 4.38 4.42 4.80
3.33 ****/ 873 *F***x 4. 00 4.03 4.08 Fr*F*

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 9
Under-grad 29 Non-major 20

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



Course-Section: POLI 360 1

Title Comprtive Poli Analysi
Instructor: Gilbert,Leah E (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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MAR 22, 2010
Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~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

©COO0OOOOO0 U~ D

caoooag

ENIENIENEN

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N~NOoONA~OOUITOINSN

NWhARELPR

AWWH

Required for Majors 10

=T TOO
RPOOOOOWOm

General
Electives

Other

4

2

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.20 942/1509 4.20 4.44 4.31 4.32 4.20
4.55 483/1509 4.55 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.55
4.50 519/1287 4.50 4.40 4.30 4.33 4.50
4.28 748/1459 4.28 4.28 4.22 4.26 4.28
4.50 332/1406 4.50 4.42 4.09 4.12 4.50
4.33 531/1384 4.33 4.35 4.11 4.15 4.33
4.72 216/1489 4.72 4.34 4.17 4.14 4.72
5.00 171506 5.00 4.64 4.67 4.67 5.00
3.87 1013/1463 2.56 4.10 4.09 4.08 2.56
4.95 131/1438 3.14 4.52 4.46 4.43 3.14
4.95 322/1421 3.25 4.77 4.73 4.73 3.25
4.68 38971411 3.12 4.33 4.31 4.29 3.12
4.74 36971405 4.74 4.47 4.32 4.32 4.74
4.05 640/1236 4.05 3.98 4.00 4.07 4.05
4.65 323/1260 4.65 4.27 4.14 4.22 4.65
4.71 402/1255 4.71 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.71
4.82 337/1258 4.82 4.61 4.38 4.42 4.82
4.24 344/ 873 4.24 4.00 4.03 4.08 4.24

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 16
Under-grad 24 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: POLI 360 1

Title Comprtive Poli Analysi
Instructor: Dasgupta,Sunil (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

O©CoOoO~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

ENIENIENEN

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

oOoNbOOITOINSN

el ) Neo

AWWH

[eleNeoNoNe)

Required for Majors 10

=T TOO
POOOOOWOm

General
Electives

Other

4

2

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.20 942/1509 4.20 4.44 4.31 4.32 4.20
4.55 483/1509 4.55 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.55
4.50 519/1287 4.50 4.40 4.30 4.33 4.50
4.28 748/1459 4.28 4.28 4.22 4.26 4.28
4.50 332/1406 4.50 4.42 4.09 4.12 4.50
4.33 531/1384 4.33 4.35 4.11 4.15 4.33
4.72 216/1489 4.72 4.34 4.17 4.14 4.72
5.00 171506 5.00 4.64 4.67 4.67 5.00
1.25 1461/1463 2.56 4.10 4.09 4.08 2.56
1.33 1437/1438 3.14 4.52 4.46 4.43 3.14
1.56 1421/1421 3.25 4.77 4.73 4.73 3.25
1.56 140871411 3.12 4.33 4.31 4.29 3.12
1.00 ****/1405 4.74 4.47 4.32 4.32 4.74
1.00 ****/1236 4.05 3.98 4.00 4.07 4.05
4.65 323/1260 4.65 4.27 4.14 4.22 4.65
4.71 402/1255 4.71 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.71
4.82 337/1258 4.82 4.61 4.38 4.42 4.82
4.24 344/ 873 4.24 4.00 4.03 4.08 4.24

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 16
Under-grad 24 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: POLI 373 1

Title Comp Mid-East/N Afr Po
Instructor: Croatti ,Mark
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

O©CoOo~NOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

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

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

AP OOOOCOOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe]

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NEFENNN

N = T TTOO
POOOOORrRO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.95 95/1509 4.95 4.44 4.31 4.32 4.95
4.75 256/1509 4.75 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.75
4.70 326/1287 4.70 4.40 4.30 4.33 4.70
4.75 191/1459 4.75 4.28 4.22 4.26 4.75
4.70 200/1406 4.70 4.42 4.09 4.12 4.70
4.70 19971384 4.70 4.35 4.11 4.15 4.70
4.80 15171489 4.80 4.34 4.17 4.14 4.80
4.89 602/1506 4.89 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.89
4.94 57/1463 4.94 4.10 4.09 4.08 4.94
4.95 131/1438 4.95 4.52 4.46 4.43 4.95
5.00 171421 5.00 4.77 4.73 4.73 5.00
4.90 138/1411 4.90 4.33 4.31 4.29 4.90
4.80 285/1405 4.80 4.47 4.32 4.32 4.80
4.65 182/1236 4.65 3.98 4.00 4.07 4.65
4.85 172/1260 4.85 4.27 4.14 4.22 4.85
4.70 41271255 4.70 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.70
4.75 421/1258 4.75 4.61 4.38 4.42 4.75
4.06 427/ 873 4.06 4.00 4.03 4.08 4.06

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 17
Under-grad 20 Non-major 3

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



Course-Section: POLI 380 1

Title International Relation
Instructor: Hody,Cynthia A
Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 28

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O©CoOoO~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

N
NN NN N NN NN

0~~~ ~

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O 0 3
7 0 1 1
2 0 0 1
o 0 o0 2
1 0 0 2
o o0 1 2
0O 0 o0 o
0O 0 o0 1
o o0 1 2
0O 0O o0 O
o o0 o 7
0O 0O o0 2
13 1 0 1
0O 0O o0 O
o o0 1 1
0O 0 o0 o0
10 3 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

~NOo~N~NPMOBANO

PNWR N

ONPF W

Required for Majors 17

N =T TOO
OQO0OO0OO0OO0ORr VWO

General
Electives

Other

2

1

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.57 516/1509 4.57 4.44 4.31 4.32 4.57
4.38 720/1509 4.38 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.38
4.36 688/1287 4.36 4.40 4.30 4.33 4.36
4.58 378/1459 4.58 4.28 4.22 4.26 4.58
4.62 261/1406 4.62 4.42 4.09 4.12 4.62
4.45 403/1384 4.45 4.35 4.11 4.15 4.45
4.33 674/1489 4.33 4.34 4.17 4.14 4.33
4.57 1014/1506 4.57 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.57
4.44 424/1463 4.44 4.10 4.09 4.08 4.44
4.48 839/1438 4.48 4.52 4.46 4.43 4.48
4.95 26971421 4.95 4.77 4.73 4.73 4.95
4.19 936/1411 4.19 4.33 4.31 4.29 4.19
4.48 671/1405 4.48 4.47 4.32 4.32 4.48
4.00 664/1236 4.00 3.98 4.00 4.07 4.00
4.82 194/1260 4.82 4.27 4.14 4.22 4.82
4.65 463/1255 4.65 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.65
4.88 261/1258 4.88 4.61 4.38 4.42 4.88
3.29 765/ 873 3.29 4.00 4.03 4.08 3.29

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 28 Non-major 14

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



Course-Section: POLI 395 1 University of Maryland Page 1235

Title U.S. Nat"l Security Po Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Starkey,Brigid Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 29
Questionnaires: 28 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 5 0 0 0 0 4 19 4.83 227/1509 4.83 4.44 4.31 4.32 4.83
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 5 0 0 O 2 7 14 4.52 519/1509 4.52 4.32 4.26 4.25 4.52
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 5 0 0 O 2 4 17 4.65 370/1287 4.65 4.40 4.30 4.33 4.65
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 5 1 0O O o 9 13 4.59 356/1459 4.59 4.28 4.22 4.26 4.59
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 1 1 5 16 4.57 294/1406 4.57 4.42 4.09 4.12 4.57
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 3 7 13 4.43 412/1384 4.43 4.35 4.11 4.15 4.43
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 5 0 0 1 1 5 16 4.57 387/1489 4.57 4.34 4.17 4.14 4.57
8. How many times was class cancelled 6 0O O O O 7 15 4.68 925/1506 4.68 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.68
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 11 0 1 0 O 6 10 4.41 452/1463 4.41 4.10 4.09 4.08 4.41
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 6 0 0O O O 4 18 4.82 348/1438 4.82 4.52 4.46 4.43 4.82
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 6 0 O O O 1 21 4.95 26971421 4.95 4.77 4.73 4.73 4.95
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 6 0 0 1 1 3 17 4.64 456/1411 4.64 4.33 4.31 4.29 4.64
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 6 0O O O O 4 18 4.82 273/1405 4.82 4.47 4.32 4.32 4.82
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 9 7 1 0 5 2 4 3.67 904/1236 3.67 3.98 4.00 4.07 3.67
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0O O O 2 6 12 4.50 41571260 4.50 4.27 4.14 4.22 4.50
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 0O O O 2 4 14 4.60 50571255 4.60 4.44 4.33 4.37 4.60
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 8 0O O O O 6 14 4.70 486/1258 4.70 4.61 4.38 4.42 4.70
4. Were special techniques successful 9 4 1 0 2 4 8 4.20 366/ 873 4.20 4.00 4.03 4.08 4.20
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 7 Required for Majors 13 Graduate 0 Major 12
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 28 Non-major 16
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 8 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives 5 #i## - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 0



Course-Section: POLI 405 1

Title Seminar In Political S
Instructor: King-Meadows, Ty
Enrollment: 6

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

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

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

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

NNNNNRPRPRPPE

R RRRe RPRRRPR

WwWwwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TTOO
OQOO0OO0OO0OONW

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

PWhAhPhWArDMbdbO

w oo g oo

ONNNW

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 5.00 4.44 4.31 4.39 5.00
4.80 201/1509 4.80 4.32 4.26 4.26 4.80
4.80 20871287 4.80 4.40 4.30 4.38 4.80
4.80 146/1459 4.80 4.28 4.22 4.32 4.80
4.75 164/1406 4.75 4.42 4.09 4.11 4.75
5.00 171384 5.00 4.35 4.11 4.23 5.00
5.00 171489 5.00 4.34 4.17 4.18 5.00
4.75 845/1506 4.75 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.75
5.00 171463 5.00 4.10 4.09 4.18 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.52 4.46 4.50 5.00
5.00 171421 5.00 4.77 4.73 4.76 5.00
5.00 171411 5.00 4.33 4.31 4.35 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.47 4.32 4.34 5.00
5.00 171236 5.00 3.98 4.00 4.03 5.00
5.00 171260 5.00 4.27 4.14 4.25 5.00
5.00 171255 5.00 4.44 4.33 4.46 5.00
5.00 171258 5.00 4.61 4.38 4.51 5.00
4.75 114/ 873 4.75 4.00 4.03 4.26 4.75
5.00 1/ 89 5.00 5.00 4.49 4.71 5.00
4.67 48/ 92 4.67 4.67 4.54 4.83 4.67
4.33 61/ 90 4.33 4.33 4.50 4.69 4.33
4.67 36/ 92 4.67 4.67 4.38 4.64 4.67
3.67 69/ 93 3.67 3.67 4.06 4.32 3.67

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

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



Course-Section: POLI 409 1

Title Selected Topics Poli S
Instructor: Grodsky,Brian
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2009

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

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

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

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

NWWWWNNNDN

abhbpbd
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 1 o
0O 0O o 1 4
12 0 0 0 o©
1 0 o0 1 1
o 0O O o0 2
o 0O o0 1 1
o o0 1 4 1
O 0O O o 4
o O o 1 3
o 0O O o0 2
0O 0O O o0 1
o o0 o 1 3
o O o 1 2
2 0 o0 3 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
4 0 O 0 2
0O 0O O 1 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O 1 o
0O 0O O 1 o

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TTOO
OCOO0OO0OO0OOhMR

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[cNeoNoNe]

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.89 176/1509 4.94 4.44 4.31 4.39 4.89
4.67 356/1509 4.67 4.32 4.26 4.26 4.67
5.00 171287 5.00 4.40 4.30 4.38 5.00
4.82 136/1459 4.91 4.28 4.22 4.32 4.82
4.88 9971406 4.88 4.42 4.09 4.11 4.88
4.82 99/1384 4.81 4.35 4.11 4.23 4.82
4.29 717/1489 4.65 4.34 4.17 4.18 4.29
4.76 832/1506 4.88 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.76
4.62 241/1463 4.47 4.10 4.09 4.18 4.62
4.88 262/1438 4.88 4.52 4.46 4.50 4.88
4.94 376/1421 4.94 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.94
4.69 38971411 4.69 4.33 4.31 4.35 4.69
4.75 345/1405 4.75 4.47 4.32 4.34 4.75
4.46 306/1236 4.46 3.98 4.00 4.03 4.46
5.00 171260 4.83 4.27 4.14 4.25 5.00
4.93 164/1255 4.80 4.44 4.33 4.46 4.93
5.00 171258 4.83 4.61 4.38 4.51 5.00
4.80 93/ 873 4.90 4.00 4.03 4.26 4.80
3.00 ****/ 89 **** 5 00 4.49 4.71 F***
4.00 ****/ Q2 ****x 4 67 4.54 4.83 FrF*
3.00 ****/ Q2 **x**x 4 67 4.38 4.64 Fr*+*
3.00 ****/ Q93 **** 3 67 4.06 4.32 Fr**

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 14
Under-grad 20 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: POLI 409 2

Title Selected Topics Poli S
Instructor: Hussey,Laura S.
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1238
2010
3029
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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

OABMDDMIMDIDDN

00 00 00 0o
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 o
0O 0O O 1 o
4 0 O 0 oO
1 0 0O o0 o
4 0 O 0 oO
1 0 0O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
1 0 0O 0 o
2 0 0 o0 2
o 0 O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0 O o0 o
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page
MAR 22,
Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.94 4.44 4.31 4.39
4.67 356/1509 4.67 4.32 4.26 4.26
5.00 ****/1287 5.00 4.40 4.30 4.38
5.00 171459 4.91 4.28 4.22 4.32
5.00 ****/1406 4.88 4.42 4.09 4.11
4.80 107/1384 4.81 4.35 4.11 4.23
5.00 171489 4.65 4.34 4.17 4.18
5.00 171506 4.88 4.64 4.67 4.67
4.33 545/1463 4.47 4.10 4.09 4.18
5.00 ****/1438 4.88 4.52 4.46 4.50
5.00 ****/1421 4.94 4.77 4.73 4.76
5.00 ****/1411 4.69 4.33 4.31 4.35
5.00 ****/1405 4.75 4.47 4.32 4.34
5.00 ****/1236 4.46 3.98 4.00 4.03
4.67 308/1260 4.83 4.27 4.14 4.25
4.67 443/1255 4.80 4.44 4.33 4.46
4.67 507/1258 4.83 4.61 4.38 4.51
5.00 1/ 873 4.90 4.00 4.03 4.26
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section: POLI 425 1

Title US Campaigns & Electio
Instructor: Schaller,Thomas
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 24

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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

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

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

~N~Noooooooa
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00 00 00

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O 0 1
o 0O O o0 2
1 0 o0 2 1
o o0 o0 2 2
o 0O o 2 4
o 0O o 1 4
o o0 o 1 4
o 0O O o0 1
1 0 o0 o0 7
o 0O o o 4
o 0O O o0 1
o O O o0 3
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O o0 2
o 0O O o0 1
o 0 O o0 o
o o0 o 1 1
9 0 1 1 O

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

D =T TIOO
POOOONWO

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.95 95/1509 4.95 4.44 4.31 4.39 4.95
4.89 124/1509 4.89 4.32 4.26 4.26 4.89
4.72 29371287 4.72 4.40 4.30 4.38 4.72
4.68 258/1459 4.68 4.28 4.22 4.32 4.68
4.58 287/1406 4.58 4.42 4.09 4.11 4.58
4.68 208/1384 4.68 4.35 4.11 4.23 4.68
4.68 254/1489 4.68 4.34 4.17 4.18 4.68
4.95 350/1506 4.95 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.95
4.56 278/1463 4.56 4.10 4.09 4.18 4.56
4.78 413/1438 4.78 4.52 4.46 4.50 4.78
4.94 322/1421 4.94 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.94
4.83 211/1411 4.83 4.33 4.31 4.35 4.83
5.00 171405 5.00 4.47 4.32 4.34 5.00
4.89 73/1236 4.89 3.98 4.00 4.03 4.89
4.94 95/1260 4.94 4.27 4.14 4.25 4.94
5.00 171255 5.00 4.44 4.33 4.46 5.00
4.81 350/1258 4.81 4.61 4.38 4.51 4.81
4.29 317/ 873 4.29 4.00 4.03 4.26 4.29

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 16
Under-grad 24 Non-major 8

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



Course-Section: POLI 446 1

Title The Politics Of Povert

Instructor:

Hussey,Laura S.

Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 19

O©CoOoO~NOOUAWNE
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AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Fall

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNeNoNoNa] [eNeoNoNoNa] [ NeNoNe] woooo POOOOOOOO
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.39 4.27
4.26 4.26 3.80
4.30 4.38 4.00
4.22 4.32 4.13
4.09 4.11 4.53
4.11 4.23 4.47
4.17 4.18 4.67
4.67 4.67 4.71
4.09 4.18 4.45
4.46 4.50 4.75
4.73 4.76 5.00
4.31 4.35 4.58
4.32 4.34 4.58
4.00 4.03 3.50
4.14 4.25 4.25
4.33 4.46 5.00
4.38 4.51 5.00
4.03 4.26 ****
4.16 4.62 F***
4.22 4.37 FFF*
4.48 4.66 F***
4.36 4.47 F**F*
4.18 4.29 Fx**
4.49 4.71 F**F*
4.54 4.83 *F***
4.50 4.69 F***
4.38 4.64 F***
4.06 4.32 F***
4.39 4.75 Fx*F*
4.41 4.54 FF**
4.51 4.51 ****
4.18 4.19 F***
4.32 4.07 Fx**
4.26 4.67 F**F*
4.14 4.50 F**F*
4.31 4.67 FF**
4.05 4.67 F***
4.27 4.33 Fx*F*



Course-Section: POLI 446 1 University of Maryland Page 1240

Title The Politics Of Povert Baltimore County MAR 22, 2010
Instructor: Hussey,lLaura S. Fall 2009 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 19

Questionnaires: 19 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 9 Graduate 0 Major 13
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General 2 Under-grad 19 Non-major 6
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 1 Electives 2 #iH# - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: POLI 488 1

Title Politics/Ir South Asia
Instructor: Hagerty,Devin T
Enrol Iment: 20

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2009

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
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0 o0 o
9 0 1 O
0O 1 o0 O
11 0 o0 O
o o0 1 1
0O 0 o0 o
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0 o0 o
0O 0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 O
0O 0O o0 O
8 1 0 2
0O 0 1 o0
0o 0 o0 2
0O 0 o0 o0
9 0 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 11

=T TIOO
POOOOOR N

General
Electives

Other

0

3

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.88 176/1509 4.88 4.44 4.31 4.39 4.88
4.65 378/1509 4.65 4.32 4.26 4.26 4.65
4.82 191/1287 4.82 4.40 4.30 4.38 4.82
4.63 324/1459 4.63 4.28 4.22 4.32 4.63
4.47 366/1406 4.47 4.42 4.09 4.11 4.47
5.00 171384 5.00 4.35 4.11 4.23 5.00
4.53 434/1489 4.53 4.34 4.17 4.18 4.53
4.06 1364/1506 4.06 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.06
4.75 151/1463 4.75 4.10 4.09 4.18 4.75
4.94 131/1438 4.94 4.52 4.46 4.50 4.94
4.88 588/1421 4.88 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.88
4.94 83/1411 4.94 4.33 4.31 4.35 4.94
4.94 103/1405 4.94 4.47 4.32 4.34 4.94
3.75 853/1236 3.75 3.98 4.00 4.03 3.75
4.45 460/1260 4.45 4.27 4.14 4.25 4.45
4.45 620/1255 4.45 4.44 4.33 4.46 4.45
4.91 236/1258 4.91 4.61 4.38 4.51 4.91
5.00 ****/ 873 **** 4. 00 4.03 4.26 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 17 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: POLI 489 1

Title Sel Topics:Internatl R
Instructor: Hagerty,Devin T
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Fall 2009

Frequencies

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

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

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

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OQOO0OO0OO0ORrN®

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

O oW

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.92 127/1509 4.96 4.44 4.31 4.39 4.92
4.77 245/1509 4.88 4.32 4.26 4.26 4.77
4.85 175/1287 4.90 4.40 4.30 4.38 4.85
4.63 324/1459 4.68 4.28 4.22 4.32 4.63
4.62 26171406 4.81 4.42 4.09 4.11 4.62
4.67 225/1384 4.81 4.35 4.11 4.23 4.67
4.62 33071489 4.72 4.34 4.17 4.18 4.62
3.85 1458/1506 4.37 4.64 4.67 4.67 3.85
5.00 171463 4.70 4.10 4.09 4.18 5.00
5.00 171438 5.00 4.52 4.46 4.50 5.00
5.00 171421 4.97 4.77 4.73 4.76 5.00
5.00 171411 4.97 4.33 4.31 4.35 5.00
5.00 171405 5.00 4.47 4.32 4.34 5.00
4.33 421/1236 4.17 3.98 4.00 4.03 4.33
4.10 71271260 4.43 4.27 4.14 4.25 4.10
4.64 A474/1255 4.82 4.44 4.33 4.46 4.64
4.64 528/1258 4.79 4.61 4.38 4.51 4.64
3.00 ****/ 873 4.64 4.00 4.03 4.26 ****

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 9
Under-grad 21 Non-major 12

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



Course-Section: POLI 489 2

Title Sel Topics:Internatl R
Instructor: Starkey,Brigid
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

University of Maryland
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Fall 2009

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
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors 10
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General
Electives

Other

2

2

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 171509 4.96 4.44 4.31 4.39 5.00
5.00 171509 4.88 4.32 4.26 4.26 5.00
4.95 76/1287 4.90 4.40 4.30 4.38 4.95
4.74 209/1459 4.68 4.28 4.22 4.32 4.74
5.00 171406 4.81 4.42 4.09 4.11 5.00
4.94 43/1384 4.81 4.35 4.11 4.23 4.94
4.82 139/1489 4.72 4.34 4.17 4.18 4.82
4.89 622/1506 4.37 4.64 4.67 4.67 4.89
4.40 467/1463 4.70 4.10 4.09 4.18 4.40
5.00 171438 5.00 4.52 4.46 4.50 5.00
4.94 322/1421 4.97 4.77 4.73 4.76 4.94
4.94 83/1411 4.97 4.33 4.31 4.35 4.94
5.00 171405 5.00 4.47 4.32 4.34 5.00
4.00 664/1236 4.17 3.98 4.00 4.03 4.00
4.76 237/1260 4.43 4.27 4.14 4.25 4.76
5.00 171255 4.82 4.44 4.33 4.46 5.00
4.94 165/1258 4.79 4.61 4.38 4.51 4.94
4.64 160/ 873 4.64 4.00 4.03 4.26 4.64

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 13
Under-grad 22 Non-major 9

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



