Course-Section: SPAN 101 0101

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1
Instructor: NASH, LYLE
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

Fall

2007

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.08 4.63
4.17 4.63
4.18 4.25
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3.88 3.63
3.78 4.47
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

SPAN 101 0101
ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1

NASH, LYLE
26
17
Cum. GPA

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1539
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 1
17 Non-major 16

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



Course-Section: SPAN 101 0201

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1

Instructor:

ACEVEDO, CLAUDI

Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1540
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2008

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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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

Laboratory

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

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

[ NeNoNoNol Nolo]

NOOOPR

ENIENENEN]

[
awhOhowo A

Oo0O0O0OOOOOO
OCO0OOWOOR L
PRNRNRPNWR
DO WUIN WS

woooo
NONON
RPONON
(GRS NFNEN
WA oW

wooo
RROR
NOOR
N O A O
cowkr

oo
oo
oo
oo
s

oOoocoo0o
Ooocoo0o
oOocoo0o
Ooocooo
RPRRRO

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

ONGTUTUTUIO© AN

o o NWWN RrhwWwoOO

[cNoNeoNoN

R R R T N
[EN
o

WHADMDAD
[
a1

AN

.00
.75

A D

4.33

EE
EE

E

AR IAIAAD
o
s
WAhPRWWADMIED
@
[¢9)

wWh AN
N
\‘
WhhDdDh
N
o

wWh DN
N W
@ o
wWhphrw
o
g

~ B
=
I
S w
o
=y

ADdADDN
D
©
abhhdbdDh
(o]
©

WPAPWWWWHhWW
W
4]

WWwhN
w
)]

wWwww
[(e]
o

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OrORrRrhM~MO®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.53 148871639 4.09
3.53 147371639 3.92
4.19 85971397 4.16
3.88 1171/1583 4.03
3.35 132171532 3.38
3.82 997/1504 3.91
3.71 1305/1612 3.86
4.00 1497/1635 4.19
3.33 1390/1579 3.73
2.94 1490/1518 3.54
4.35 1305/1520 4.52
3.35 1399/1517 3.74
3.47 1340/1550 3.91
3.00 115871295 3.34
3.20 1222/1398 3.78
3.90 106571391 4.25
3.40 1226/1388 3.85
3.00 841/ 958 3.69
4 B OO **-k*/ 240 E = =
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Graduate
Under-grad
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17

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 101 0401

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 1
Instructor: ACEVEDO, CLAUDI
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 20

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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Questions

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

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

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

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
105571639 4.09 4.22 4.27 4.08 4.11
1438/1639 3.92 4.15 4.22 4.17 3.61

954/1397 4.16 4.37 4.28 4.18 4.06
109871583 4.03 4.18 4.19 4.01 3.94
1390/1532 3.38 4.10 4.01 3.88 3.17
1240/1504 3.91 4.04 4.05 3.78 3.44
135471612 3.86 4.02 4.16 4.10 3.61
147571635 4.19 4.38 4.65 4.56 4.06
135971579 3.73 4.00 4.08 3.95 3.42
1469/1518 3.54 4.23 4.43 4.38 3.18
130571520 4.52 4.67 4.70 4.61 4.35
1427/1517 3.74 4.15 4.27 4.20 3.24
1364/1550 3.91 4.27 4.22 4.17 3.41
122171295 3.34 3.77 3.94 3.84 2.73
1150/1398 3.78 4.18 4.07 3.85 3.43

793/1391 4.25 4.51 4.30 4.07 4.29
1217/1388 3.85 4.35 4.28 4.01 3.43

694/ 958 3.69 4.02 3.93 3.71 3.57

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0101

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: ACEVEDO, CLAUDI
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.50 1497/1639 3.81 4.22 4.27 4.08 3.50
3.50 1481/1639 3.79 4.15 4.22 4.17 3.50
3.44 1290/1397 3.78 4.37 4.28 4.18 3.44
3.50 140671583 3.76 4.18 4.19 4.01 3.50
3.00 1421/1532 3.41 4.10 4.01 3.88 3.00
3.40 125971504 3.57 4.04 4.05 3.78 3.40
3.27 147171612 3.75 4.02 4.16 4.10 3.27
4.63 1045/1635 4.34 4.38 4.65 4.56 4.63
3.90 1056/1579 3.68 4.00 4.08 3.95 3.90
3.44 1435/1518 3.93 4.23 4.43 4.38 3.44
4.13 1390/1520 4.38 4.67 4.70 4.61 4.13
3.25 142471517 3.77 4.15 4.27 4.20 3.25
3.40 136871550 3.95 4.27 4.22 4.17 3.40
2.75 121971295 3.49 3.77 3.94 3.84 2.75
3.67 1030/1398 3.85 4.18 4.07 3.85 3.67
4.00 98371391 4.22 4.51 4.30 4.07 4.00
3.83 106571388 4.20 4.35 4.28 4.01 3.83
3.80 577/ 958 3.83 4.02 3.93 3.71 3.80

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0201

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: QUIROGA, MARIA
Enrollment: 28

Questionnaires: 20
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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
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
1339/1639 3.81 4.22 4.27 4.08 3.79
95971639 3.79 4.15 4.22 4.17 4.16
935/1397 3.78 4.37 4.28 4.18 4.11
891/1583 3.76 4.18 4.19 4.01 4.16
942/1532 3.41 4.10 4.01 3.88 3.87
990/1504 3.57 4.04 4.05 3.78 3.83
79071612 3.75 4.02 4.16 4.10 4.28
69171635 4.34 4.38 4.65 4.56 4.88
612/1579 3.68 4.00 4.08 3.95 4.29
108571518 3.93 4.23 4.43 4.38 4.26
925/1520 4.38 4.67 4.70 4.61 4.74
982/1517 3.77 4.15 4.27 4.20 4.16
850/1550 3.95 4.27 4.22 4.17 4.32
459/1295 3.49 3.77 3.94 3.84 4.25
59971398 3.85 4.18 4.07 3.85 4.29
61671391 4.22 4.51 4.30 4.07 4.50
721/1388 4.20 4.35 4.28 4.01 4.43
558/ 958 3.83 4.02 3.93 3.71 3.85

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0401

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11

Instructor:

RIBEYRO, CLAUDI

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 16
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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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Course-Section: SPAN 102 0401 University of Maryland Page 1544

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11 Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: RIBEYRO, CLAUDI Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 16 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors 10 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 7 C 3 General 0 Under-grad 16 Non-major 16
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 3
? 0



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0501

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: PETERSON, MARY
Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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O WNPE
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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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.06 110371639 3.81 4.22 4.27 4.08 4.06
3.56 146271639 3.79 4.15 4.22 4.17 3.56
3.56 1258/1397 3.78 4.37 4.28 4.18 3.56
3.72 1282/1583 3.76 4.18 4.19 4.01 3.72
3.47 1258/1532 3.41 4.10 4.01 3.88 3.47
3.76 1042/1504 3.57 4.04 4.05 3.78 3.76
3.74 128971612 3.75 4.02 4.16 4.10 3.74
4.94 397/1635 4.34 4.38 4.65 4.56 4.94
3.40 1364/1579 3.68 4.00 4.08 3.95 3.40
3.71 138571518 3.93 4.23 4.43 4.38 3.71
4.59 1129/1520 4.38 4.67 4.70 4.61 4.59
3.65 1298/1517 3.77 4.15 4.27 4.20 3.65
3.94 1127/1550 3.95 4.27 4.22 4.17 3.94
4.11 56971295 3.49 3.77 3.94 3.84 4.11
4.11 728/1398 3.85 4.18 4.07 3.85 4.11
4.25 816/1391 4.22 4.51 4.30 4.07 4.25
4.38 758/1388 4.20 4.35 4.28 4.01 4.38
4.00 456/ 958 3.83 4.02 3.93 3.71 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0601

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: PETERSON, MARY
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

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

[ NeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

AR DMOW

00 00 00

OO0OO0OORROOO
O0OO0OORrROOOO
OORONOOOO
WONWNREF WA
WO NNU~NO N U

wWooo0Oo
oOocooo
oOocoo0o
R RRNO
RO~ W W

ocooo
ocooo
ocooo
RrOOR
PRrOR

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[EY
PNNNRPOWA®

WNO AR

NWhAN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.92 1240/1639 3.81 4.22 4.27 4.08 3.92
4.00 1090/1639 3.79 4.15 4.22 4.17 4.00
4.00 97371397 3.78 4.37 4.28 4.18 4.00
4.18 862/1583 3.76 4.18 4.19 4.01 4.18
3.27 1353/1532 3.41 4.10 4.01 3.88 3.27
3.92 932/1504 3.57 4.04 4.05 3.78 3.92
3.83 122971612 3.75 4.02 4.16 4.10 3.83
5.00 171635 4.34 4.38 4.65 4.56 5.00
3.71 1200/1579 3.68 4.00 4.08 3.95 3.71
3.56 141171518 3.93 4.23 4.43 4.38 3.56
4.22 1367/1520 4.38 4.67 4.70 4.61 4.22
3.88 119971517 3.77 4.15 4.27 4.20 3.88
4.13 1010/1550 3.95 4.27 4.22 4.17 4.13
4.40 346/1295 3.49 3.77 3.94 3.84 4.40
4.25 625/1398 3.85 4.18 4.07 3.85 4.25
5.00 171391 4.22 4.51 4.30 4.07 5.00
4.75 387/1388 4.20 4.35 4.28 4.01 4.75
4.25 349/ 958 3.83 4.02 3.93 3.71 4.25

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0701

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11

Instructor:

RIBEYRO, CLAUDI

Enrollment: 26

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

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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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.73 137171639 3.81
3.93 1227/1639 3.79
3.80 115171397 3.78
3.50 1406/1583 3.76
3.00 142171532 3.41
2.80 1445/1504 3.57
3.67 1327/1612 3.75
3.86 157671635 4.34
3.46 1336/1579 3.68
4.40 947/1518 3.93
4.67 103371520 4.38
4.00 108371517 3.77
4.07 1048/1550 3.95
2.56 1242/1295 3.49
3.50 1106/1398 3.85
3.90 106571391 4.22
4.30 80271388 4.20
3.86 554/ 958 3.83

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 102 0801

Title ELEMENTARY SPANISH 11
Instructor: RIBEYRO, CLAUDI
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1548
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

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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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.79 133971639 3.81 4.22 4.27 4.08 3.79
3.69 139371639 3.79 4.15 4.22 4.17 3.69
3.71 119571397 3.78 4.37 4.28 4.18 3.71
3.50 140671583 3.76 4.18 4.19 4.01 3.50
3.58 1195/1532 3.41 4.10 4.01 3.88 3.58
3.71 108371504 3.57 4.04 4.05 3.78 3.71
3.71 129971612 3.75 4.02 4.16 4.10 3.71
3.00 161871635 4.34 4.38 4.65 4.56 3.00
3.38 1371/1579 3.68 4.00 4.08 3.95 3.38
3.85 1337/1518 3.93 4.23 4.43 4.38 3.85
3.92 1438/1520 4.38 4.67 4.70 4.61 3.92
3.54 1335/1517 3.77 4.15 4.27 4.20 3.54
3.54 1318/1550 3.95 4.27 4.22 4.17 3.54
2.70 122571295 3.49 3.77 3.94 3.84 2.70
3.20 122271398 3.85 4.18 4.07 3.85 3.20
3.90 106571391 4.22 4.51 4.30 4.07 3.90
3.60 1157/1388 4.20 4.35 4.28 4.01 3.60
3.38 776/ 958 3.83 4.02 3.93 3.71 3.38

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 103 0101

Univer

sity of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

2.50
2.79
2.93
3.14
2.80
3.00
3.38
4.00
2.50

2.33
3.17
2.33
2.25
1.67

Rank

1630/1639
161271639
1375/1397
151071583
147171532
1415/1504
1445/1612
1497/1635
155571579

1507/1518
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Title INT REV ELEM SPANISH Baltimore County
Instructor: MORENILLA, LAUR Fall 2007
Enrollment: 17
Questionnaires: 15 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 4 3 3 4 O
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 2 4 4 3 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 2 4 2 5 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 0 2 2 4 4 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 3 2 3 1 3 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 0 2 1 5 5 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 2 2 2 3 4
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 0 0 0 13 0
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 3 1 4 2 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 3 5 1 3 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 2 2 3 2 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 5 3 0 3 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 6 2 1 1 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 6 3 2 1 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 12 0 2 1 0 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 12 0 0 1 1 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 12 0 2 0 0 1 0
4. Were special techniques successful 12 0 2 0 0 1 0
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 14 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 14 0 O O O O 1
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 14 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 14 O 0 0 0 0 1
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 14 O 0 0 0 0 1
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 14 O 0 0 0 0 1
2. Was the instructor available for individual attention 14 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did research projects contribute to what you learned 14 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned 14 0 O O O o0 1
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 14 O 0 0 0 0 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 14 0 O O O o0 1
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 14 O 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 14 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 14 0 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 14 0 O O O o0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 3 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives

#### - Means there are not enough
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Course-Section: SPAN 103 0201

Title INT REV ELEM SPANISH

Instructor:

MORENILLA, LAUR

Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1550

FEB 13,

2008

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

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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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.44 1520/1639 2.97
3.25 155371639 3.02
3.44 1290/1397 3.18
3.81 121971583 3.48
3.36 132171532 3.08
3.13 138171504 3.07
3.87 1206/1612 3.63
4.13 1434/1635 4.07
2.87 1517/1579 2.68
3.60 140471518 2.97
3.73 1468/1520 3.45
3.00 145371517 2.67
3.47 1344/1550 2.86
2.82 1211/1295 2.24
4_00 ****/1398 E = =
4 B 25 ****/ 958 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

17

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0101

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1

Instructor:

MESSICK, ROSALI

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

Seminar

4. Did presentations contribute to what you learned

AOOOOOOOO

RPOOOO

00 00 00

17
17

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

0o 0O O o0 1
0o 0O O o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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.20
.00

.33
.33

5. Were criteria for grading made clear
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 5
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 5
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.56 561/1639 4.01
4.22 886/1639 4.07
4.44 60371397 4.13
4.33 697/1583 4.12
3.94 856/1532 3.50
4.44 441/1504 3.89
3.83 122971612 4.09
4.50 113571635 4.57
4.43 473/1579 4.06
4.22 111871518 4.12
4.83 725/1520 4.69
4.22 917/1517 4.08
4.67 457/1550 4.27
3.73 851/1295 3.51
4.50 42671398 4.04
4.70 462/1391 4.68
4.90 224/1388 4.48
4.67 155/ 958 4.17
4_00 ****/ 82 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

18

Page 1551

FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.35 4.56
4.22 4.27 4.22
4.28 4.39 4.44
4.19 4.28 4.33
4.01 4.09 3.94
4.05 4.09 4.44
4.16 4.21 3.83
4.65 4.63 4.50
4.08 4.14 4.43
4.43 4.48 4.22
4.70 4.78 4.83
4.27 4.34 4.22
4.22 4.33 4.67
3.94 4.07 3.73
4.07 4.14 4.50
4.30 4.35 4.70
4.28 4.37 4.90
3.93 4.00 4.67
4.47 2.00 F***
4.16 4.00 ****
4.45 3.24 FF**
4.51 4.33 ****

Majors
Major 2
Non-major 16

responses to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0201

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1

Instructor:

MESSICK, ROSALI

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Fall

2007

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

O WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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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Frequencies
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.35 4.15
4.27 4.08
4.39 4.54
4.28 4.23
4.09 3.40
4.09 3.92
4.21 3.83
4.63 4.42
4.14 4.11
4.48 4.17
4.78 4.75
4.34 4.25
4.33 4.58
4.07 3.50
4 . 14 E = = 3
4 . 35 e = = 3
4 . 37 *kkXx
4 B oo E = =
4 . 33 ke = =
4 B 47 E = = 3
4 B 61 E = = 3
4 . 43 E = =
4 . 08 k. = =
4 . OO E = =
3 . 00 = = 3
k= = *kkXx
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4 . 00 E = = 3
4 B 78 E = = 3
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Course-Section: SPAN 201 0201 University of Maryland Page 1552

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1 Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: MESSICK, ROSALI Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 13 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 10 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 1 B 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General 0 Under-grad 13 Non-major 12
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 3
? 0



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0301

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: RICHARDS, F
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1553
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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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
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Frequencies

1 2 3 4
2 1 3 2
1 2 4 2
2 1 0 6
1 1 3 5
2 1 2 5
2 0 4 5
3 1 1 3
0O 0 0 11
o 3 3 3
1 2 1 5
0O O O &6
1 3 0 5
1 0 2 3
o 2 3 3
1 1 3 2
o o0 2 2
0 1 1 4
1 0o 1 3
1 0 0 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

N = T T OO
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.54 1484/1639 4.01
3.46 1497/1639 4.07
3.69 1204/1397 4.13
3.62 1359/1583 4.12
3.18 1384/1532 3.50
3.38 127171504 3.89
3.46 141571612 4.09
4.15 1422/1635 4.57
3.36 1379/1579 4.06
3.30 145371518 4.12
4.45 1230/1520 4.69
3.36 1396/1517 4.08
3.90 1161/1550 4.27
3.33 1067/1295 3.51
3.13 125271398 4.04
4.25 816/1391 4.68
3.88 1047/1388 4.48
3.88 544/ 958 4.17

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

13

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.35 3.54
4.22 4.27 3.46
4.28 4.39 3.69
4.19 4.28 3.62
4.01 4.09 3.18
4.05 4.09 3.38
4.16 4.21 3.46
4.65 4.63 4.15
4.08 4.14 3.36
4.43 4.48 3.30
4.70 4.78 4.45
4.27 4.34 3.36
4.22 4.33 3.90
3.94 4.07 3.33
4.07 4.14 3.13
4.30 4.35 4.25
4.28 4.37 3.88
3.93 4.00 3.88
4.11 4.47 FFF*

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 13

responses to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0401

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: RICHARDS, F
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 17

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.35 154171639 4.01
3.41 1517/1639 4.07
3.65 1228/1397 4.13
3.56 1382/1583 4.12
3.36 132171532 3.50
3.06 140171504 3.89
3.71 1305/1612 4.09
4.00 149771635 4.57
3.00 1477/1579 4.06
3.06 1478/1518 4.12
4.24 1363/1520 4.69
3.53 133971517 4.08
3.35 1380/1550 4.27
2.82 121171295 3.51
2.75 1330/1398 4.04
4.42 68671391 4.68
4.00 944/1388 4.48
3.36 779/ 958 4.17
2 . 00 ****/ 80 E = =
3 . 00 ****/ 50 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough

17

R R R T N
[EN
o

WHADMDAD
[
a1

AN

Fokkk

Page 1554

FEB 13,

2008

Job IRBR3029

UMBC Level
Mean Mean

AR IAIAAD
o
s

L il
o
©

WhhMAD
N
\‘
ADADMDMDN
W
N

WA AD
W
o

ADDDN

R
(&)
[y
N
w
w

.69 Hokkk
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Non-major

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0501

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1

Instructor:

RIBEYRO, CLAUDI

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Mean Mean
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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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.88 127471639 4.01
3.94 1210/1639 4.07
4.07 950/1397 4.13
4.00 1010/1583 4.12
3.23 1367/1532 3.50
3.87 971/1504 3.89
4.13 955/1612 4.09
4.00 1497/1635 4.57
4.25 657/1579 4.06
4.07 1216/1518 4.12
4.53 1166/1520 4.69
3.87 1205/1517 4.08
4.40 76971550 4.27
3.18 1127/1295 3.51
4.30 582/1398 4.04
4.50 616/1391 4.68
4.60 571/1388 4.48
4.11 430/ 958 4.17

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0601

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: MORENILLA, LAUR
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.93 121771639 4.01 4.22 4.27 4.35 3.93
3.87 1287/1639 4.07 4.15 4.22 4.27 3.87
3.93 105271397 4.13 4.37 4.28 4.39 3.93
4.07 967/1583 4.12 4.18 4.19 4.28 4.07
3.18 1384/1532 3.50 4.10 4.01 4.09 3.18
3.71 108371504 3.89 4.04 4.05 4.09 3.71
3.71 129971612 4.09 4.02 4.16 4.21 3.71
4.36 1273/1635 4.57 4.38 4.65 4.63 4.36
3.60 1270/1579 4.06 4.00 4.08 4.14 3.60
4.07 1213/1518 4.12 4.23 4.43 4.48 4.07
4.46 1222/1520 4.69 4.67 4.70 4.78 4.46
3.75 1260/1517 4.08 4.15 4.27 4.34 3.75
3.85 119371550 4.27 4.27 4.22 4.33 3.85
4.22 481/1295 3.51 3.77 3.94 4.07 4.22
3.80 92971398 4.04 4.18 4.07 4.14 3.80
5.00 171391 4.68 4.51 4.30 4.35 5.00
4.80 328/1388 4.48 4.35 4.28 4.37 4.80
4.00 456/ 958 4.17 4.02 3.93 4.00 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0701

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1

Instructor:

MORENILLA, LAUR

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 17
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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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0O 0 0 15
o 5 9 2
1 2 6 3
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3 2 4 1
o 2 2 3
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

SPAN 201 0701
INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
MORENILLA, LAUR

18

17

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1557
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
17 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0801

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: STRICKLING, LAU
Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

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
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[ NENEN]

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 257/1639 4.01 4.22 4.27 4.35 4.80
4.87 156/1639 4.07 4.15 4.22 4.27 4.87
4.53 487/1397 4.13 4.37 4.28 4.39 4.53
4.47 524/1583 4.12 4.18 4.19 4.28 4.47
3.54 122371532 3.50 4.10 4.01 4.09 3.54
4.50 367/1504 3.89 4.04 4.05 4.09 4.50
4.93 79/1612 4.09 4.02 4.16 4.21 4.93
5.00 171635 4.57 4.38 4.65 4.63 5.00
4.85 125/1579 4.06 4.00 4.08 4.14 4.85
4.92 170/1518 4.12 4.23 4.43 4.48 4.92
5.00 1/1520 4.69 4.67 4.70 4.78 5.00
4.92 125/1517 4.08 4.15 4.27 4.34 4.92
5.00 1/1550 4.27 4.27 4.22 4.33 5.00
4.45 30571295 3.51 3.77 3.94 4.07 4.45
5.00 1/1398 4.04 4.18 4.07 4.14 5.00
5.00 171391 4.68 4.51 4.30 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/1388 4.48 4.35 4.28 4.37 5.00
4.71 135/ 958 4.17 4.02 3.93 4.00 4.71

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 0901

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1

Instructor:

COLOMBO, LAURA

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 17
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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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1 0 4
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131171639
119371639
1228/1397
121271583
1399/1532
1092/1504
965/1612
69171635
725/1579

108571518
837/1520
779/1517
556/1550
90571295

74571398
79371391
721/1388
707/ 958
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.35 3.82
4.22 4.27 3.94
4.28 4.39 3.65
4.19 4.28 3.82
4.01 4.09 3.13
4.05 4.09 3.71
4.16 4.21 4.12
4.65 4.63 4.88
4.08 4.14 4.20
4.43 4.48 4.27
4.70 4.78 4.79
4.27 4.34 4.36
4.22 4.33 4.57
3.94 4.07 3.64
4.07 4.14 4.07
4.30 4.35 4.29
4.28 4.37 4.43
3.93 4.00 3.55
4.10 4.33 FF**
4.11 4.47 F*F*F*
4.44 4.61 F*F*F*
4.35 4.43 FF*F*
4.18 4.08 ****
4.58 4.00 ****
4.52 3.00 FH**
4 . 47 k= = *kkXx
4.47 2.00 FF**
4.16 4.00 ****
4.04 4.78 FF**
4.05 4.28 *F***
4 . 75 E = k. = =
4 . 58 k= = *kkXx
4 B 56 E = = E = = 3
4.45 3.24 FF*F*
4.51 4.33 F***
4 . 69 KhkAx HhkAhk
4.37 1.00 ****
4.52 3.00 FF**



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

SPAN 201 0901
INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
COLOMBO, LAURA

22

17

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
17 Non-major 17

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 1001

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: STRICKLING, LAU
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

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

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
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Frequency Distribution

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

Other

RRRRO

A Y a

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.57 540/1639 4.01 4.22 4.27 4.35 4.57
5.00 1/1639 4.07 4.15 4.22 4.27 5.00
4.71 32371397 4.13 4.37 4.28 4.39 4.71
4.64 339/1583 4.12 4.18 4.19 4.28 4.64
3.85 957/1532 3.50 4.10 4.01 4.09 3.85
4.21 647/1504 3.89 4.04 4.05 4.09 4.21
4.86 13971612 4.09 4.02 4.16 4.21 4.86
5.00 1/1635 4.57 4.38 4.65 4.63 5.00
4.56 332/1579 4.06 4.00 4.08 4.14 4.56
4.93 170/1518 4.12 4.23 4.43 4.48 4.93
5.00 1/1520 4.69 4.67 4.70 4.78 5.00
4.93 125/1517 4.08 4.15 4.27 4.34 4.93
5.00 1/1550 4.27 4.27 4.22 4.33 5.00
4.09 581/1295 3.51 3.77 3.94 4.07 4.09
4.55 40371398 4.04 4.18 4.07 4.14 4.55
5.00 1/1391 4.68 4.51 4.30 4.35 5.00
4.91 224/1388 4.48 4.35 4.28 4.37 4.91
4.75 119/ 958 4.17 4.02 3.93 4.00 4.75
4.00 ****/ 224 **** 4 .00 4.10 4.33 ****
5.00 ****/ 240 **** 475 4.11 4.47 ****
5 B OO ****/ 219 E = = E = = 4 44 4 B 61 E = = 3
5 . 00 ****/ 215 E = = E = = 4 . 35 4 . 43 E = =
5.00 ****/ 85 **** 4. 67 4.58 4.00 ****
5.00 ****/ 82 **** 4. 60 4.52 3.00 ****

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 1101

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: COLOMBO, LAURA
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1561
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029
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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
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.88 127471639 4.01 4.22 4.27 4.35 3.88
4.19 926/1639 4.07 4.15 4.22 4.27 4.19
4.50 517/1397 4.13 4.37 4.28 4.39 4.50
4.50 476/1583 4.12 4.18 4.19 4.28 4.50
3.87 942/1532 3.50 4.10 4.01 4.09 3.87
3.80 1010/1504 3.89 4.04 4.05 4.09 3.80
4.00 104471612 4.09 4.02 4.16 4.21 4.00
5.00 171635 4.57 4.38 4.65 4.63 5.00
4.53 352/1579 4.06 4.00 4.08 4.14 4.53
4.36 1000/1518 4.12 4.23 4.43 4.48 4.36
4.85 699/1520 4.69 4.67 4.70 4.78 4.85
4.00 108371517 4.08 4.15 4.27 4.34 4.00
4.38 787/1550 4.27 4.27 4.22 4.33 4.38
3.78 825/1295 3.51 3.77 3.94 4.07 3.78
4.30 582/1398 4.04 4.18 4.07 4.14 4.30
4.90 227/1391 4.68 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.90
4.50 647/1388 4.48 4.35 4.28 4.37 4.50
4.14 411/ 958 4.17 4.02 3.93 4.00 4.14

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 1201

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1

Instructor:

SIMORANGKIR, MO

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

Fall

2007

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.35 4.43
4.27 4.73
4.39 4.47
4.28 4.40
4.09 4.00
4.09 4.21
4.21 4.60
4.63 5.00
4.14 4.67
4.48 4.46
4.78 4.92
4.34 4.36
4.33 4.43
4.07 3.25
4.14 4.10
4.35 4.80
4.37 4.40
4.00 3.89
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3 . 00 = = 3
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

SPAN 201 1201
INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
SIMORANGKIR, MO

18

15

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1562
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

=T TOO
RPOOOOWOoO M

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 0
15 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201 1301

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: SIMORANGKIR, MO
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1563
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029
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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
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Required for Majors
General
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Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.21 929/1639 4.01 4.22 4.27 4.35 4.21
4.14 970/1639 4.07 4.15 4.22 4.27 4.14
4.14 897/1397 4.13 4.37 4.28 4.39 4.14
4.38 625/1583 4.12 4.18 4.19 4.28 4.38
3.75 1046/1532 3.50 4.10 4.01 4.09 3.75
4.08 780/1504 3.89 4.04 4.05 4.09 4.08
4.14 934/1612 4.09 4.02 4.16 4.21 4.14
4.93 52971635 4.57 4.38 4.65 4.63 4.93
4.40 496/1579 4.06 4.00 4.08 4.14 4.40
4.50 807/1518 4.12 4.23 4.43 4.48 4.50
4.90 546/1520 4.69 4.67 4.70 4.78 4.90
4.40 726/1517 4.08 4.15 4.27 4.34 4.40
4.60 522/1550 4.27 4.27 4.22 4.33 4.60
3.13 114371295 3.51 3.77 3.94 4.07 3.13
4.33 560/1398 4.04 4.18 4.07 4.14 4.33
4.50 616/1391 4.68 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.50
4.50 647/1388 4.48 4.35 4.28 4.37 4.50
4.75 119/ 958 4.17 4.02 3.93 4.00 4.75

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 14 Non-major 13

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



Course-Section: SPAN 201H 0101

University of Maryland

Page 1564
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.20 951/1639 4.20 4.22 4.27 4.35 4.20
4.60 415/1639 4.60 4.15 4.22 4.27 4.60
4.20 850/1397 4.20 4.37 4.28 4.39 4.20
4.20 852/1583 4.20 4.18 4.19 4.28 4.20
2.60 1491/1532 2.60 4.10 4.01 4.09 2.60
4.00 824/1504 4.00 4.04 4.05 4.09 4.00
4.20 882/1612 4.20 4.02 4.16 4.21 4.20
5.00 171635 5.00 4.38 4.65 4.63 5.00
4.40 496/1579 4.40 4.00 4.08 4.14 4.40
4.60 684/1518 4.60 4.23 4.43 4.48 4.60
4.80 802/1520 4.80 4.67 4.70 4.78 4.80
4.80 23971517 4.80 4.15 4.27 4.34 4.80
4.40 76971550 4.40 4.27 4.22 4.33 4.40
1.00 129371295 1.00 3.77 3.94 4.07 1.00
4.00 770/1398 4.00 4.18 4.07 4.14 4.00
4.00 98371391 4.00 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.00
4.00 94471388 4.00 4.35 4.28 4.37 4.00
3.50 725/ 958 3.50 4.02 3.93 4.00 3.50

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

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

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



Course-Section: SPAN 202 0101

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1

Instructor: VAL, ADRIANA

Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 16 Student

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Fall

2007

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

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

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

O WNPE

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

A WNPE

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

G WN P

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

abrhwWNPE

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

OrhWNE

Self Paced
. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.35 4.69
4.27 4.31
4 . 39 E = =
4.28 4.31
4.09 4.19
4.09 4.69
4.21 3.94
4.63 5.00
4.14 4.00
4.48 4.75
4.78 4.88
4.34 4.25
4.33 4.75
4.07 4.31
4.14 4.69
4.35 4.54
4.37 4.77
4.00 4.23
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

Credits Earned

SPAN 202 0101
INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
VAL, ADRIANA

23

16

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Page 1565
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

Majors
0 Major 1
16 Non-major 15

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



Course-Section: SPAN 202 0201

Title INTERMEDIATE SPANISH 1
Instructor: MESSICK, ROSALI
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1566
FEB 13, 2008
Job IRBR3029
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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
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

WNNOUONO R~

WANPRPE

NOTAaN

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1138/1639 4.34 4.22 4.27 4.35 4.00
3.67 1410/1639 3.99 4.15 4.22 4.27 3.67
4.53 487/1397 4.53 4.37 4.28 4.39 4.53
4.40 597/1583 4.36 4.18 4.19 4.28 4.40
3.92 883/1532 4.06 4.10 4.01 4.09 3.92
3.93 920/1504 4.31 4.04 4.05 4.09 3.93
3.77 127371612 3.85 4.02 4.16 4.21 3.77
4.58 108071635 4.79 4.38 4.65 4.63 4.58
4.11 818/1579 4.06 4.00 4.08 4.14 4.11
3.40 144271518 4.07 4.23 4.43 4.48 3.40
5.00 1/1520 4.94 4.67 4.70 4.78 5.00
3.36 1396/1517 3.81 4.15 4.27 4.34 3.36
3.55 1315/1550 4.15 4.27 4.22 4.33 3.55
3.64 911/1295 3.97 3.77 3.94 4.07 3.64
4.40 511/1398 4.55 4.18 4.07 4.14 4.40
5.00 171391 4.77 4.51 4.30 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/1388 4.88 4.35 4.28 4.37 5.00
4.40 267/ 958 4.32 4.02 3.93 4.00 4.40

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 16 Non-major 15

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.25 156571639 3.25 4.22 4.27 4.35 3.25
2.50 162871639 2.50 4.15 4.22 4.27 2.50
4.00 97371397 4.00 4.37 4.28 4.39 4.00
4.75 239/1583 4.75 4.18 4.19 4.28 4.75
4.50 335/1532 4.50 4.10 4.01 4.09 4.50
5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.04 4.05 4.09 5.00
3.75 127971612 3.75 4.02 4.16 4.21 3.75
4.75 884/1635 4.75 4.38 4.65 4.63 4.75
3.67 1232/1579 3.67 4.00 4.08 4.14 3.67
2.75 1499/1518 2.75 4.23 4.43 4.48 2.75
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.67 4.70 4.78 5.00
2.75 1488/1517 2.75 4.15 4.27 4.34 2.75
4.00 1077/1550 4.00 4.27 4.22 4.33 4.00
3.75 83871295 3.75 3.77 3.94 4.07 3.75
4.00 770/1398 4.00 4.18 4.07 4.14 4.00
5.00 1/1391 5.00 4.51 4.30 4.35 5.00
5.00 1/1388 5.00 4.35 4.28 4.37 5.00
5.00 1/ 958 5.00 4.02 3.93 4.00 5.00

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

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

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

Instructor:

STOLLE-MCALLIST

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 10
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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

WNNNNEREERPNPRE

O © OO © O oo © © OO RPRRPP RPRRPRPRPE

© © O OO
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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FEB 13, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.27 4.28 4.44
4.22 4.20 4.50
4.28 4.26 4.78
4.19 4.24 4.22
4.01 4.05 4.75
4.05 4.12 4.88
4.16 4.12 4.75
4.65 4.66 4.63
4.08 4.07 4.71
4.43 4.39 4.78
4.70 4.68 4.67
4.27 4.23 4.78
4.22 4.20 4.67
3.94 3.95 4.00
4.07 4.13 4.33
4.30 4.35 4.11
4.28 4.34 4.78
3.93 3.97 4.22
4.10 4.06 ****
4.11 4.08 F***
4.44 4.44 FFF*
4.35 4.21 F*F*F*
4.18 4.04 FF**
4.58 4.50 F***
4.52 4.59 FE*x*
4.47 4.60 FFx*
4.47 4.65 FFF*
4.16 4.08 ****
4.04 4.78 F***
4.05 4.31 ****
4.75 4.63 FFF*
4.58 4.52 FF**
4.56 4.30 FF**
4.45 5.00 FF**
4.51 5.00 ****
4.69 5.00 *F***
4.37 5.00 FH**
4.52 5.00 F***
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Title ADVANCED SPANISH 1 Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: STOLLE-MCALLIST Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 10 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 1 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 3 Under-grad 9 Non-major 8
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 1 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 1 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 5
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
2.67 1625/1639 3.89 4.22 4.27 4.28 2.67
2.67 1618/1639 3.77 4.15 4.22 4.20 2.67
3.38 130871397 4.05 4.37 4.28 4.26 3.38
3.25 1484/1583 3.82 4.18 4.19 4.24 3.25
3.25 1360/1532 4.14 4.10 4.01 4.05 3.25
2.89 1437/1504 3.78 4.04 4.05 4.12 2.89
2.88 155171612 3.45 4.02 4.16 4.12 2.88
3.89 1572/1635 4.22 4.38 4.65 4.66 3.89
3.13 1458/1579 3.99 4.00 4.08 4.07 3.13
2.63 150371518 3.85 4.23 4.43 4.39 2.63
4.63 1087/1520 4.76 4.67 4.70 4.68 4.63
3.13 1445/1517 4.02 4.15 4.27 4.23 3.13
3.25 1402/1550 4.02 4.27 4.22 4.20 3.25
2.60 1237/1295 3.30 3.77 3.94 3.95 2.60
3.50 1106/1398 4.28 4.18 4.07 4.13 3.50
4.67 489/1391 4.59 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.67
4.83 296/1388 4.70 4.35 4.28 4.34 4.83
4.00 456/ 958 4.16 4.02 3.93 3.97 4.00

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

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

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

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
540/1639 3.89 4.22 4.27 4.28 4.57
970/1639 3.77 4.15 4.22 4.20 4.14
973/1397 4.05 4.37 4.28 4.26 4.00

1010/1583 3.82 4.18 4.19 4.24 4.00
419/1532 4.14 4.10 4.01 4.05 4.43
117171504 3.78 4.04 4.05 4.12 3.57
156971612 3.45 4.02 4.16 4.12 2.71
142871635 4.22 4.38 4.65 4.66 4.14
783/1579 3.99 4.00 4.08 4.07 4.14
117571518 3.85 4.23 4.43 4.39 4.14

1/1520 4.76 4.67 4.70 4.68 5.00
990/1517 4.02 4.15 4.27 4.23 4.14
991/1550 4.02 4.27 4.22 4.20 4.14

1/1398 4.28 4.18 4.07 4.13 5.00

1/1391 4.59 4.51 4.30 4.35 5.00
647/1388 4.70 4.35 4.28 4.34 4.50
349/ 958 4.16 4.02 3.93 3.97 4.25

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

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

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

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland
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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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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.18 964/1639 3.89 4.22 4.27 4.28 4.18
3.91 126271639 3.70 4.15 4.22 4.20 3.91
4.27 776/1397 3.74 4.37 4.28 4.26 4.27
4.09 946/1583 3.75 4.18 4.19 4.24 4.09
4.27 562/1532 3.64 4.10 4.01 4.05 4.27
4.18 678/1504 3.39 4.04 4.05 4.12 4.18
3.36 144971612 2.88 4.02 4.16 4.12 3.36
4.00 1497/1635 4.50 4.38 4.65 4.66 4.00
4.14 783/1579 3.47 4.00 4.08 4.07 4.14
3.82 1347/1518 3.51 4.23 4.43 4.39 3.82
4.55 1158/1520 4.17 4.67 4.70 4.68 4.55
3.80 124171517 3.40 4.15 4.27 4.23 3.80
4.18 953/1550 3.29 4.27 4.22 4.20 4.18
4.20 50571295 3.10 3.77 3.94 3.95 4.20
4.43 494/1398 3.88 4.18 4.07 4.13 4.43
4.43 678/1391 3.55 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.43
4.57 59371388 3.45 4.35 4.28 4.34 4.57
4.57 185/ 958 3.12 4.02 3.93 3.97 4.57

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 1
Under-grad 11 Non-major 10

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.60 145471639 3.89 4.22 4.27 4.28 3.60
3.50 1481/1639 3.70 4.15 4.22 4.20 3.50
3.20 1337/1397 3.74 4.37 4.28 4.26 3.20
3.40 144971583 3.75 4.18 4.19 4.24 3.40
3.00 142171532 3.64 4.10 4.01 4.05 3.00
2.60 147471504 3.39 4.04 4.05 4.12 2.60
2.40 1582/1612 2.88 4.02 4.16 4.12 2.40
5.00 1/1635 4.50 4.38 4.65 4.66 5.00
2.80 1525/1579 3.47 4.00 4.08 4.07 2.80
3.20 1466/1518 3.51 4.23 4.43 4.39 3.20
3.80 1457/1520 4.17 4.67 4.70 4.68 3.80
3.00 145371517 3.40 4.15 4.27 4.23 3.00
2.40 1500/1550 3.29 4.27 4.22 4.20 2.40
2.00 127371295 3.10 3.77 3.94 3.95 2.00
3.33 118371398 3.88 4.18 4.07 4.13 3.33
2.67 1370/1391 3.55 4.51 4.30 4.35 2.67
2.33 137871388 3.45 4.35 4.28 4.34 2.33
1.67 944/ 958 3.12 4.02 3.93 3.97 1.67

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

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

Title ADVANCED SPANISH 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: BELL, ALAN S Fall 2007
Enrollment: 8
Questionnaires: 5 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o 2 3 o0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 0 2 2 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 1 2 2 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 3 2 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 2 2 0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 2 3 0 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 3 2 0 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 2 2 1 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 1 2 2 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 2 2 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 5 0 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 1 3 0 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 2 1 2 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 2 1 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 1 0 1 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 1 0 2 0 0
4. Were special techniques successful 2 0 2 0 1 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0
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Title ADVANCED SPANISH 11 Baltimore County FEB 13, 2008
Instructor: SLOANE, ROBERT Fall 2007 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O O 1 0 4.00 113871639 3.50 4.22 4.27 4.28 4.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 1090/1639 3.75 4.15 4.22 4.20 4.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1583 3.75 4.18 4.19 4.24 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 0O 4.00 774/1532 3.75 4.10 4.01 4.05 4.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 824/1504 3.25 4.04 4.05 4.12 4.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O O O O 1 0 4.00 104471612 3.50 4.02 4.16 4.12 4.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 0O 4.00 1497/1635 4.50 4.38 4.65 4.66 4.00
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1579 3.50 4.00 4.08 4.07 5.00
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 1237/1518 3.50 4.23 4.43 4.39 4.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1520 4.00 4.67 4.70 4.68 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 4.00 108371517 3.50 4.15 4.27 4.23 4.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1550 3.50 4.27 4.22 4.20 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 5.00 1/1295 3.75 3.77 3.94 3.95 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 0 Under-grad 1 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 0 #### - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 1
? 0
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
1599/1639 3.50 4.22 4.27 4.28 3.00
1481/1639 3.75 4.15 4.22 4.20 3.50
1268/1397 3.50 4.37 4.28 4.26 3.50
1575/1583 3.75 4.18 4.19 4.24 2.50
1241/1532 3.75 4.10 4.01 4.05 3.50
1477/1504 3.25 4.04 4.05 4.12 2.50
1519/1612 3.50 4.02 4.16 4.12 3.00

1/1635 4.50 4.38 4.65 4.66 5.00
1574/1579 3.50 4.00 4.08 4.07 2.00
1481/1518 3.50 4.23 4.43 4.39 3.00
151271520 4.00 4.67 4.70 4.68 3.00
1453/1517 3.50 4.15 4.27 4.23 3.00
1518/1550 3.50 4.27 4.22 4.20 2.00
1247/1295 3.75 3.77 3.94 3.95 2.50
1384/1398 2.00 4.18 4.07 4.13 2.00

616/1391 4.50 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.50
138371388 2.00 4.35 4.28 4.34 2.00
841/ 958 3.00 4.02 3.93 3.97 3.00
Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 2 Non-major 2

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

Title ADVANCED SPANISH 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: BELL, ALAN S Fall 2007
Enrollment: 2
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o 1 o o o0 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 1 0
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 1 0 1 0
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 2 0 0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 1 0 0 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 1 0 1 0 0
4. Were special techniques successful 0 1 0 0 1 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: SPAN 307 0101

Title ESPANA Y SUS CULTURAS
Instructor: SLOANE, ROBERT
Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

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
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.85 222/1639 4.85 4.22 4.27 4.28 4.85
4.92 102/1639 4.92 4.15 4.22 4.20 4.92
5.00 1/1397 5.00 4.37 4.28 4.26 5.00
4.85 168/1583 4.85 4.18 4.19 4.24 4.85
4.92 84/1532 4.92 4.10 4.01 4.05 4.92
4.85 134/1504 4.85 4.04 4.05 4.12 4.85
4.92 90/1612 4.92 4.02 4.16 4.12 4.92
4.31 131171635 4.31 4.38 4.65 4.66 4.31
4.80 137/1579 4.80 4.00 4.08 4.07 4.80
4.85 30171518 4.85 4.23 4.43 4.39 4.85
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.67 4.70 4.68 5.00
4.92 125/1517 4.92 4.15 4.27 4.23 4.92
5.00 1/1550 5.00 4.27 4.22 4.20 5.00
4.55 247/1295 4.55 3.77 3.94 3.95 4.55
4.90 161/1398 4.90 4.18 4.07 4.13 4.90
4.90 227/1391 4.90 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.90
5.00 1/1388 5.00 4.35 4.28 4.34 5.00
4.90 75/ 958 4.90 4.02 3.93 3.97 4.90

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

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1639 5.00 4.22 4.27 4.28 5.00
5.00 1/1639 5.00 4.15 4.22 4.20 5.00
5.00 1/1397 5.00 4.37 4.28 4.26 5.00
5.00 1/1583 5.00 4.18 4.19 4.24 5.00
5.00 1/1532 5.00 4.10 4.01 4.05 5.00
5.00 1/1504 5.00 4.04 4.05 4.12 5.00
5.00 1/1612 5.00 4.02 4.16 4.12 5.00
5.00 171635 5.00 4.38 4.65 4.66 5.00
4.00 1237/1518 4.00 4.23 4.43 4.39 4.00
5.00 1/1520 5.00 4.67 4.70 4.68 5.00
5.00 1/1517 5.00 4.15 4.27 4.23 5.00
5.00 1/1550 5.00 4.27 4.22 4.20 5.00
5.00 1/1295 5.00 3.77 3.94 3.95 5.00
5.00 1/1398 5.00 4.18 4.07 4.13 5.00
5.00 1/1391 5.00 4.51 4.30 4.35 5.00
5.00 171388 5.00 4.35 4.28 4.34 5.00
5.00 1/ 958 5.00 4.02 3.93 3.97 5.00

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

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

Title ESPANA Y SUS CULT-HONO Baltimore County
Instructor: SLOANE, ROBERT Fall 2007
Enrollment: 1
Questionnaires: 1 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o o0 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: SPAN 308 0101

Title LATINOAMERICA Y SUS CU
Instructor: POGGIO, SARA
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

Bal

University of Maryland
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Fall 2007
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.65 1428/1639 3.65 4.22 4.27 4.28 3.65
3.29 154471639 3.29 4.15 4.22 4.20 3.29
3.94 105271397 3.94 4.37 4.28 4.26 3.94
3.71 128971583 3.71 4.18 4.19 4.24 3.71
4.18 648/1532 4.18 4.10 4.01 4.05 4.18
3.76 1042/1504 3.76 4.04 4.05 4.12 3.76
3.29 146371612 3.29 4.02 4.16 4.12 3.29
3.63 159871635 3.63 4.38 4.65 4.66 3.63
2.92 1509/1579 2.92 4.00 4.08 4.07 2.92
3.43 1437/1518 3.43 4.23 4.43 4.39 3.43
4.36 1305/1520 4.36 4.67 4.70 4.68 4.36
3.29 1418/1517 3.29 4.15 4.27 4.23 3.29
3.43 1360/1550 3.43 4.27 4.22 4.20 3.43
4.29 436/1295 4.29 3.77 3.94 3.95 4.29
4.00 770/1398 4.00 4.18 4.07 4.13 4.00
4.58 557/1391 4.58 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.58
4.25 834/1388 4.25 4.35 4.28 4.34 4.25
4.27 339/ 958 4.27 4.02 3.93 3.97 4.27

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 6
Under-grad 17 Non-major 11

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.44 698/1639 4.44 4.22 4.27 4.28 4.44
4.22 886/1639 4.22 4.15 4.22 4.20 4.22
4.56 467/1397 4.56 4.37 4.28 4.26 4.56
4.56 423/1583 4.56 4.18 4.19 4.24 4.56
4.67 236/1532 4.67 4.10 4.01 4.05 4.67
4.44 441/1504 4.44 4.04 4.05 4.12 4.44
4.00 104471612 4.00 4.02 4.16 4.12 4.00
4.89 69171635 4.89 4.38 4.65 4.66 4.89
4.14 783/1579 4.14 4.00 4.08 4.07 4.14
4.67 60271518 4.67 4.23 4.43 4.39 4.67
4.89 597/1520 4.89 4.67 4.70 4.68 4.89
4.67 405/1517 4.67 4.15 4.27 4.23 4.67
4.11 101971550 4.11 4.27 4.22 4.20 4.11
3.56 953/1295 3.56 3.77 3.94 3.95 3.56
4.80 217/1398 4.80 4.18 4.07 4.13 4.80
4.80 33271391 4.80 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.80
5.00 1/1388 5.00 4.35 4.28 4.34 5.00
4.60 179/ 958 4.60 4.02 3.93 3.97 4.60

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

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

Title INTRO TO SPANISH LIT Baltimore County
Instructor: SINNIGEN, JOHN Fall 2007
Enrollment: 13
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o O 1 o0 2 &6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 1 2 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 6
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 1 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 1 1 0 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 2 1 1 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 0 0 2 2 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 1 1 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 1 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 1 1 7
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 1 0 1 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 2 1 0 2 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 0 0 0 1 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 0 0 0 1 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 0 0 0 0 5
4. Were special techniques successful 4 0 0 0 1 0o 4
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: SPAN 312 0101

Title INTRO TO LATIN AMER LI
Instructor: BELL, ALAN S
Enrollment: 13

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
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Fall 2007
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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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General
Electives
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 318/1639 4.75 4.22 4.27 4.28 4.75
4.50 517/1639 4.50 4.15 4.22 4.20 4.50
4.60 417/1397 4.60 4.37 4.28 4.26 4.60
4.73 270/1583 4.73 4.18 4.19 4.24 4.73
4.90 105/1532 4.90 4.10 4.01 4.05 4.90
4.82 146/1504 4.82 4.04 4.05 4.12 4.82
4.45 56171612 4.45 4.02 4.16 4.12 4.45
5.00 171635 5.00 4.38 4.65 4.66 5.00
3.60 1270/1579 3.60 4.00 4.08 4.07 3.60
4.55 757/1518 4.55 4.23 4.43 4.39 4.55
4.91 546/1520 4.91 4.67 4.70 4.68 4.91
4.36 768/1517 4.36 4.15 4.27 4.23 4.36
4.73 388/1550 4.73 4.27 4.22 4.20 4.73
4.20 50571295 4.20 3.77 3.94 3.95 4.20
4.71 294/1398 4.71 4.18 4.07 4.13 4.71
4.86 27971391 4.86 4.51 4.30 4.35 4.86
4.57 59371388 4.57 4.35 4.28 4.34 4.57
4.14 411/ 958 4.14 4.02 3.93 3.97 4.14

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 7
Under-grad 12 Non-major 5

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



Course-Section: SPAN 401 0101

Title STUDIES IN SPANISH LAN
Instructor: 0SKOZ, ANA
Enrollment: 21

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2007

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

Page

FEB 13,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.18 977/1639 4.18 4.22 4.27 4.42
3.94 119371639 3.94 4.15 4.22 4.29
4._25 ****/1397 ***x 4 .37 4.28 4.38
3.69 1310/1583 3.69 4.18 4.19 4.31
3.29 1346/1532 3.29 4.10 4.01 4.07
4.13 747/1504 4.13 4.04 4.05 4.20
3.60 1360/1612 3.60 4.02 4.16 4.18
5.00 171635 5.00 4.38 4.65 4.72
4.14 783/1579 4.14 4.00 4.08 4.21
4.75 454/1518 4.75 4.23 4.43 4.51
4.94 382/1520 4.94 4.67 4.70 4.75
4.13 1007/1517 4.13 4.15 4.27 4.34
4.06 1048/1550 4.06 4.27 4.22 4.24
3.86 768/1295 3.86 3.77 3.94 4.01
4.50 426/1398 4.50 4.18 4.07 4.23
4.75 39371391 4.75 4.51 4.30 4.48
4.50 647/1388 4.50 4.35 4.28 4.50
4.27 339/ 958 4.27 4.02 3.93 4.24
5.00 ****/ 224 **** 4 .00 4.10 4.49
5.00 ****/ 240 **** 4.75 4.11 4.26
5.00 ****/ 219 ***x* xkkk 4 44 442
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 17 Non-major

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



Course-Section: SPAN 421 0101

Title STUDIES IN HISPANIC LI
Instructor: SCHNEIDER, JUDI
Enrollment: 19

Questionnaires: 19

Questions
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

WNRNRPRRPRER

NRPNR P

aaao o

POOOORrOOO
[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]
OO0ORPFPOOOOO
AONRPERPANWN
OO NNNO O

roooo
oocooo
RPRROO
AMDON
OO N N

coooo
coocoo
RORR
WN P W
AN WD

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoN N6 N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.28 870/1639 4.28 4.22 4.27 4.42 4.28
4.22 886/1639 4.22 4.15 4.22 4.29 4.22
4.44 60371397 4.44 4.37 4.28 4.38 4.44
4.12 929/1583 4.12 4.18 4.19 4.31 4.12
4.50 335/1532 4.50 4.10 4.01 4.07 4.50
4.29 576/1504 4.29 4.04 4.05 4.20 4.29
4.17 913/1612 4.17 4.02 4.16 4.18 4.17
4.65 102371635 4.65 4.38 4.65 4.72 4.65
4.07 853/1579 4.07 4.00 4.08 4.21 4.07
4.39 968/1518 4.39 4.23 4.43 4.51 4.39
4.89 597/1520 4.89 4.67 4.70 4.75 4.89
4.00 108371517 4.00 4.15 4.27 4.34 4.00
4_.06 105371550 4.06 4.27 4.22 4.24 4.06
3.94 69871295 3.94 3.77 3.94 4.01 3.94
4.07 745/1398 4.07 4.18 4.07 4.23 4.07
4.43 678/1391 4.43 4.51 4.30 4.48 4.43
4.57 593/1388 4.57 4.35 4.28 4.50 4.57
4.07 442/ 958 4.07 4.02 3.93 4.24 4.07

Type Majors
Graduate 4 Major 1
Under-grad 15 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: SPAN 472 0101

Title TOPICS IN LATN AMER CI

Instructor:

STOLLE-MCALLIST

Enrollment: 15

Questionnaires: 12

Questions
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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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.83 231/1639 4.83
4.67 349/1639 4.67
4.83 209/1397 4.83
4.92 128/1583 4.92
4.67 236/1532 4.67
4.50 367/1504 4.50
4.33 71871612 4.33
4.08 146271635 4.08
4.45 439/1579 4.45
4.75 454/1518 4.75
4.92 491/1520 4.92
4.75 299/1517 4.75
4.83 25371550 4.83
4.58 229/1295 4.58
4.80 217/1398 4.80
5.00 1/1391 5.00
5.00 1/1388 5.00
4.44 240/ 958 4.44

Type
Graduate 0

Under-grad 12

#### - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



