Course-Section: MATH 100 0101

Title INTRO TO CONTEMP MATH
Instructor: SEIDMAN, THOMAS
Enrollment: 50

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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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.27
4.23 4.16 3.13
4.27 4.10 3.40
4.20 4.03 3.45
4.04 3.87 3.21
4.10 3.86 3.38
4.16 4.08 2.80
4.69 4.67 4.13
4.06 3.96 2.91
4.43 4.39 3.47
4.70 4.64 4.47
4.28 4.20 3.07
4.29 4.20 3.13
3.98 3.86 2.80
4.08 3.86 2.82
4.29 4.03 3.40
4.30 4.01 3.22
3.95 3.75 4.00
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 Fx**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 100 0101

Title INTRO TO CONTEMP MATH
Instructor: SEIDMAN, THOMAS
Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 16

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequency Distribution

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

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 16 Non-major 16

##H# - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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University of Maryland
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Fall 2008

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
. Did the lab instructor provide assistance
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dits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
=27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3
-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
-83 1 2.00-2.99 3 C 5
-150 5 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
ad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0
| 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
2.72 1634/1649 2.99
3.39 1532/1648 3.26
4.39 68471375 3.89
3.41 1440/1595 3.43
3.12 1419/1533 3.17
2.94 1449/1512 3.16
4.19 89471623 3.49
4.83 782/1646 4.48
2.71 1566/1621 2.81
3.79 1391/1568 3.63
4.21 1412/1572 4.34
2.79 152871564 2.93
2.93 1498/1559 3.03
3.43 1090/1352 3.11
2.75 1322/1384 2.78
2.33 1370/1382 2.87
2.82 1324/1368 3.02
2.75 ****/ 948 4.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

19
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 2.72
4.23 4.16 3.39
4.27 4.10 4.39
4.20 4.03 3.41
4.04 3.87 3.12
4.10 3.86 2.94
4.16 4.08 4.19
4.69 4.67 4.83
4.06 3.96 2.71
4.43 4.39 3.79
4.70 4.64 4.21
4.28 4.20 2.79
4.29 4.20 2.93
3.98 3.86 3.43
4.08 3.86 2.75
4.29 4.03 2.33
4.30 4.01 2.82
3.95 3.75 FF**
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.35 4.38 Fx*x*

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 19

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 106 0101

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: SHARMA, NEERAJ
Enrollment: 57

Questionnaires: 31
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.65
4.23 4.16 4.23
4.27 4.10 4.13
4.20 4.03 3.68
4.04 3.87 3.00
4.10 3.86 2.58
4.16 4.08 4.17
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.58
4.43 4.39 4.50
4.70 4.64 4.70
4.28 4.20 4.10
4.29 4.20 4.17
3.98 3.86 3.09
4.08 3.86 3.74
4.29 4.03 4.10
4.30 4.01 3.78
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 106 0101 University of Maryland Page 1053

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: SHARMA, NEERAJ Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 57

Questionnaires: 31 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 14 0.00-0.99 9 A 7 Required for Majors 18 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 6 General 0 Under-grad 31 Non-major 31
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3 D 2
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives 2 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 11
? 2



Course-Section: MATH 106 0201

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: MARFANI, ERUM F
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 38
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.92
4.23 4.16 4.32
4.27 4.10 4.45
4.20 4.03 4.05
4.04 3.87 3.70
4.10 3.86 3.47
4.16 4.08 4.29
4.69 4.67 4.76
4.06 3.96 4.00
4.43 4.39 4.63
4.70 4.64 4.63
4.28 4.20 4.21
4.29 4.20 4.55
3.98 3.86 3.44
4.08 3.86 3.69
4.29 4.03 3.34
4.30 4.01 3.41
3.95 3.75 3.36
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 106 0201

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: MARFANI, ERUM F
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 38

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Required for Majors 13

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 14 0.00-0.99 3
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1

General
Electives

Other

0

3

21

Graduate 0
Under-grad 38 Non-major 37

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 0501

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC

Instructor:

SHARMA, NEERAJ

Enrollment: 54

Questionnaires: 23

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory
Were you provided with adequate background information

Field Work
Did field experience contribute to what you learned
Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
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
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.96 1227/1649 3.98
4.35 784/1648 4.31
4.35 723/1375 4.22
3.93 1161/1595 4.03
3.65 1153/1533 3.58
3.50 1266/1512 3.68
4.17 904/1623 4.22
5.00 171646 4.95
4.00 91471621 3.89
4.70 588/1568 4.45
4.61 1146/1572 4.71
4.35 844/1564 4.28
4.64 549/1559 4.35
3.57 1016/1352 3.56
4.00 795/1384 3.61
4.08 927/1382 3.69
3.83 105971368 3.67
2.50 ****/ 948 3.40
2.50 ****/ 243 3.37
1.00 ****/ 52 2.81
1.00 ****/ 48 3.73
5.00 ****/ 39 4.00
5.00 ****/ 312 3.71
2.50 ****/ 53 3.40
5.00 ****/ 30 3.89
3.00 ****/ 41 3.60

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##H# - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.96
4.23 4.16 4.35
4.27 4.10 4.35
4.20 4.03 3.93
4.04 3.87 3.65
4.10 3.86 3.50
4.16 4.08 4.17
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 4.00
4.43 4.39 4.70
4.70 4.64 4.61
4.28 4.20 4.35
4.29 4.20 4.64
3.98 3.86 3.57
4.08 3.86 4.00
4.29 4.03 4.08
4.30 4.01 3.83
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.12 4.08 F***
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 Fx**
4.38 4.37 FF**
3.68 3.51 Fx**
4.30 4.17 FF**
4.16 4.06 F***
4_43 4.27 FF**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 23

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 106 0801

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: GASSMAN, AMANDA
Enrollment: 61

Questionnaires: 36
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.25
4.23 4.16 4.56
4.27 4.10 4.11
4.20 4.03 4.07
4.04 3.87 3.90
4.10 3.86 4.33
4.16 4.08 4.03
4.69 4.67 4.94
4.06 3.96 4.13
4.43 4.39 4.70
4.70 4.64 4.79
4.28 4.20 4.53
4.29 4.20 4.69
3.98 3.86 3.73
4.08 3.86 4.04
4.29 4.03 4.33
4.30 4.01 4.22
3.95 3.75 3.45
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx*F*
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 106 0801

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: GASSMAN, AMANDA
Enrollment: 61

Questionnaires: 36

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Required for Majors 11

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2

General
Electives

Other

2

3

11

Graduate 0
Under-grad 36 Non-major 36

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 1501

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: RILEY, SAMANTHA
Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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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
4.60 510/1649 3.98 4.13 4.28 4.11 4.60
4.40 702/1648 4.31 4.21 4.23 4.16 4.40
4.30 763/1375 4.22 4.26 4.27 4.10 4.30
4.00 1067/1595 4.03 4.05 4.20 4.03 4.00
4.29 59471533 3.58 3.79 4.04 3.87 4.29
4.50 380/1512 3.68 4.04 4.10 3.86 4.50
4.60 395/1623 4.22 4.33 4.16 4.08 4.60
4.90 664/1646 4.95 4.83 4.69 4.67 4.90
4.00 91471621 3.89 3.95 4.06 3.96 4.00
4.63 699/1568 4.45 4.47 4.43 4.39 4.63
4.67 1071/1572 4.71 4.66 4.70 4.64 4.67
4.67 473/1564 4.28 4.09 4.28 4.20 4.67
4.71 448/1559 4.35 4.16 4.29 4.20 4.71
4.17 582/1352 3.56 3.67 3.98 3.86 4.17
4.75 247/1384 3.61 3.50 4.08 3.86 4.75
4.25 831/1382 3.69 3.60 4.29 4.03 4.25
4.25 84471368 3.67 3.63 4.30 4.01 4.25
4.67 152/ 948 3.40 3.50 3.95 3.75 4.67

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 1601

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: RILEY, SAMANTHA
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 10

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

N - GO WNPE A WNP

abwdNPF

abhwnNPF

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

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

oONNNN [N N6 RN NFRPPFPOO WOOOOOOOOo

o

00 00 00 0o 0

[e) NN e)Ne el

Fall

PNOURAMOOOOO

PRPPOO Ll o NFEPNON WO oo RPOOOO

WNPFPPFRO

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

[eNoNeoNa) NFPOOW ODOFRPNORFRENE

Il el NeoNeNe]

OoORroo

OOoORrOoOr

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.30
4.23 4.16 4.80
4.27 4.10 4.90
4.20 4.03 4.75
4.04 3.87 4.17
4.10 3.86 4.60
4.16 4.08 4.60
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 4.00
4.43 4.39 4.70
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 5.00
4.29 4.20 4.89
3.98 3.86 4.43
4.08 3.86 3.00
4.29 4.03 3.40
4.30 4.01 3.50
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 4.33
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.06 3.72 F***
4.09 3.65 ****
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 FF*F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 4.25
4.16 4.06 4.33
4.43 4.27 3.33
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 Fx**



Course-Section: MATH 106 1601

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: RILEY, SAMANTHA
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 10

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequency Distribution

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

)= T TIOO

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 10 Non-major 10

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 1701

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL
Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 23

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.26
4.23 4.16 4.04
4.27 4.10 3.96
4.20 4.03 3.37
4.04 3.87 3.00
4.10 3.86 3.00
4.16 4.08 4.30
4.69 4.67 4.96
4.06 3.96 3.67
4.43 4.39 4.14
4.70 4.64 4.52
4.28 4.20 3.59
4.29 4.20 3.82
3.98 3.86 3.27
4.08 3.86 3.33
4.29 4.03 3.25
4.30 4.01 3.37
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 2.55
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fr**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 Fx*F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 2.91
4.16 4.06 3.55
4.43 4.27 3.89
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 106 1701

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL
Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 23

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1
Grad 1 3.50-4.00 3

A 6
B 7
C 2
D 2
F 0
P 0
1 0
? 3

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Graduate 1
Under-grad 22 Non-major 23

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 1801

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 20

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.05
4.23 4.16 3.95
4.27 4.10 3.95
4.20 4.03 3.89
4.04 3.87 3.25
4.10 3.86 3.12
4.16 4.08 3.80
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.47
4.43 4.39 4.05
4.70 4.64 4.75
4.28 4.20 3.80
4.29 4.20 3.90
3.98 3.86 3.11
4.08 3.86 3.30
4.29 4.03 3.30
4.30 4.01 3.00
3.95 3.75 2.13
4.16 4.05 3.86
4.12 4.08 3.22
4.40 4.43 3.71
4.35 4.38 4.07
4.29 4.14 4.29
4.54 4.31 3.90
4.47 4.30 4.00
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 3.40
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 2.81
4.09 3.65 3.73
4.47 4.36 4.27
4.38 4.37 4.00
3.68 3.51 3.71
4.30 4.17 3.44
4.16 4.06 3.80
4.43 4.27 3.58
4.42 4.24 3.13
3.99 3.83 3.33



Course-Section: MATH 106 1801

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL
Enrollment: 47

Questionnaires: 20

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
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Frequency Distribution
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Required for Majors 10

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2

)= T TIOO

General
Electives

Other

2

1

Graduate 0
Under-grad 20 Non-major 20

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



Course-Section: MATH 106 1901

Title ALGEBRA & ELEMENT FUNC

Instructor:

BARADWAJ, RAJAL

Enrollment: 24

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Seminar

. Did presentations contribute to what you learned

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria

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

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.88 1295/1649 3.98
4.13 104371648 4.31
3.88 1049/1375 4.22
4.57 417/1595 4.03
3.25 1366/1533 3.58
4.00 88371512 3.68
4.00 102971623 4.22
5.00 171646 4.95
4.14 81271621 3.89
4.00 127971568 4.45
4.75 931/1572 4.71
4.25 93971564 4.28
3.75 1277/1559 4.35
3.20 1177/1352 3.56
2.67 1335/1384 3.61
3.14 130271382 3.69
3.71 1115/1368 3.67
5.00 ****/ 048 3.40
4.00 ****/ 221 3.86
3.00 ****/ 243 3.37
4.00 ****/ 212 3.71
3.00 ****/ 209 4.07
1.00 ****/ 92 3.40
1.00 ****/ 52 2.81
1.00 ****/ 48 3.73
3.00 50/ 53 3.40
5.00 ****/ 30 3.89
4.00 ****/ 41 3.60
5.00 ****/ 24 3.13
5.00 ****/ 110 3.33

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

8

MBC Level
ean Mean
28 4.11
23 4.16
27 4.10
20 4.03
04 3.87
10 3.86
16 4.08
69 4.67
06 3.96
43 4.39
70 4.64
28 4.20
29 4.20
98 3.86
08 3.86
29 4.03
30 4.01
95 3.75
16 4.05
12 4.08
40 4.43
35 4.38
35 4.01
06 3.72
09 3.65
30 4.17
16 4.06
43 4.27
42 4.24
99 3.83
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant
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Course-Section: MATH 106Y 0101

Title ALGEBRA AND ELEM. FUNC
Instructor: MARFANI, ERUM F
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1062
2009
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abhwbNPF
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a b

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

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Did presentations contribute to what you learned
- Were criteria for grading made clear

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o o0 2 2 1
o 0O o0 1 1
o 1 0o 1 1
2 0 1 2 ©O
2 1 2 0 O
2 2 0 1 1
o 0 1 o0 2
o 0O O o0 2
o 0O o 2 1
o o0 o 1 1
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0 1 o0 1
o 0O 1 o0 2
3 0 0 o0 1
o 1 2 0 O
o 1 1 0 oO
o 1 1 1 1
2 0 1 1 O
0O 0O O 0 1
0O 0O O 1 o
o 0O O o0 1

o 1 o0 o0 o
0O 0 o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Page
FEB 11,
Job IRBR

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.17 1580/1649 3.17 4.13 4.28 4.11
4.50 556/1648 4.50 4.21 4.23 4.16
3.83 1071/1375 3.83 4.26 4.27 4.10
3.25 1490/1595 3.25 4.05 4.20 4.03
2.50 1511/1533 2.50 3.79 4.04 3.87
2.25 1504/1512 2.25 4.04 4.10 3.86
4.17 91571623 4.17 4.33 4.16 4.08
4.67 1037/1646 4.67 4.83 4.69 4.67
4.17 789/1621 4.17 3.95 4.06 3.96
4.40 983/1568 4.40 4.47 4.43 4.39
5.00 171572 5.00 4.66 4.70 4.64
4.00 1127/1564 4.00 4.09 4.28 4.20
4.00 1121/1559 4.00 4.16 4.29 4.20
4.50 30371352 4.50 3.67 3.98 3.86
3.00 125471384 3.00 3.50 4.08 3.86
3.60 1175/1382 3.60 3.60 4.29 4.03
3.00 128671368 3.00 3.63 4.30 4.01
3.33 776/ 948 3.33 3.50 3.95 3.75
4.00 ****/ 88 **** 3,90 4.54 4.31
3.00 ****/ Q92 **** 340 4.35 4.01
4.00 ****/ 288 **** 3 25 3.68 3.54
1.00 ****/ 53 **** 3.40 4.30 4.17
3.00 ****/ 30 **** 3.890 4.16 4.06
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: MATH 115 0201

Title FINITE MATHEMATICS

Instructor:

KOGAN, JACOB

Enrollment: 56

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
2.38 1643/1649 2.38
2.40 1640/1648 2.40
2.63 136371375 2.63
2.55 1582/1595 2.55
2.67 1499/1533 2.67
2.40 1498/1512 2.40
3.20 1496/1623 3.20
4.44 1258/1646 4.44
2.45 1592/1621 2.45
2.58 1551/1568 2.58
3.33 1547/1572 3.33
2.50 1547/1564 2.50
2.50 152871559 2.50
2.20 1330/1352 2.20
1.67 1375/1384 1.67
2.56 1359/1382 2.56
2.11 1355/1368 2.11

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

16
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 2.38
4.23 4.16 2.40
4.27 4.10 2.63
4.20 4.03 2.55
4.04 3.87 2.67
4.10 3.86 2.40
4.16 4.08 3.20
4.69 4.67 4.44
4.06 3.96 2.45
4.43 4.39 2.58
4.70 4.64 3.33
4.28 4.20 2.50
4.29 4.20 2.50
3.98 3.86 2.20
4.08 3.86 1.67
4.29 4.03 2.56
4.30 4.01 2.11
3.95 3.75 Fx**
3.68 3.51 Fx**

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 16

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 131 0101

Title MATH FOR ELEM TCHRS 1

Instructor:

TIGHE, BONNY

Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities
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Frequencies

1 2 3 4
0O 0 2 5
o o0 2 1
0O o0 1 4
o 0 o0 2
0O O 3 6
0O 0O o0 3
o o0 1 3
0O O O 13
o 0 2 8
o o0 2 1
0O 0 o0 1
o 1 2 1
o 0O o0 2
o 1 o0 o0
o o0 1 1
o 1 o0 2
1 0 0 2
o o0 1 2
o 0O o0 2

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
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General

Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.53 617/1649 4.53
4.72 29171648 4.72
4.68 380/1375 4.68
4.78 218/1595 4.78
4.29 584/1533 4.29
4.63 294/1512 4.63
4.74 241/1623 4.74
4.32 1356/1646 4.32
4.29 64371621 4.29
4.64 667/1568 4.64
4.93 414/1572 4.93
4.43 754/1564 4.43
4.86 261/1559 4.86
4.00 946/1382 4.00
3.80 107171368 3.80

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.53
4.23 4.16 4.72
4.27 4.10 4.68
4.20 4.03 4.78
4.04 3.87 4.29
4.10 3.86 4.63
4.16 4.08 4.74
4.69 4.67 4.32
4.06 3.96 4.29
4.43 4.39 4.64
4.70 4.64 4.93
4.28 4.20 4.43
4.29 4.20 4.86
3.98 3.86 F***
4.08 3.86 Fr**
4.29 4.03 4.00
4.30 4.01 3.80
3.95 3.75 Fx**
3.68 3.51 Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 19

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 150 0101

Title PRECALCULUS MATHEMATIC
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL
Enrollment: 164

Questionnaires: 75

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

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

18
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Frequencies
1 2 3
3 7 14
0O 2 14
0O 3 6
1 4 11
2 7 14
2 2 11
1 7 13
1 1 oO
1 0 11
1 1 7
o 0 2
2 9 7
1 4 12
6 4 11
4 9 23
6 9 17
8 8 19
6 4 5
o 1 2
2 0 4
1 0 2
1 1 2
1 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
o 0 1
0O 0 1
3 0 1
2 0 3
1 0 1
1 0 O
2 0 1
o 1 3
o 1 1
1 0 2
0O 0 2
0O 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

1254/1649
862/1648
557/1375
956/1595
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100971623
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110971564
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.92
4.23 4.16 4.28
4.27 4.10 4.49
4.20 4.03 4.15
4.04 3.87 3.75
4.10 3.86 3.98
4.16 4.08 4.04
4.69 4.67 4.89
4.06 3.96 4.04
4.43 4.39 4.53
4.70 4.64 4.78
4.28 4.20 4.04
4.29 4.20 4.29
3.98 3.86 3.62
4.08 3.86 3.54
4.29 4.03 3.52
4.30 4.01 3.34
3.95 3.75 3.07
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 150 0101 University of Maryland Page 1065

Title PRECALCULUS MATHEMATIC Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 164

Questionnaires: 75 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 13 0.00-0.99 2 A 18 Required for Majors 17 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 17
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 20 General 1 Under-grad 75 Non-major 75
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 2 ###H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 40
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 150 0201

Title PRECALCULUS MATHEMATIC
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL
Enrollment: 166

Questionnaires: 65
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abhwbNPF
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abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

Fall
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 5 9
0O 5 11
0o 2 8
1 3 13
7 3 14
0 5 12
1 3 10
o 0 1
0o 2 17
o 2 9
o 1 3
2 2 17
0 2 13
5 6 7
1 4 9
3 7 15
2 4 16
4 2 4
1 o0 1
1 0 2
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 1
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©
1 1 O
1 0 O
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
o 0 1
1 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0o 1 o
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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1219/1595
134471533
111971512
88371623
465/1646
123471621

956/1568
109671572
120071564

994/1559
1211/1352

774/1384
1216/1382
1138/1368

784/

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

****/
Fkkxk f
****/
****/

Fkkxk f

****/
****/
Fkkxk f
Fkkx f

****/

Fkkxk f
****/
****/
Fkkxk f

Fkkx f

948

221
243
212
209
555

Course
Mean

WAhADPAWWDMPMDIMW
~
i

WhBADMD
o
[¢9]

W W ww
D
N

WhADPDWADMDD

WhADMD

Wwww

NPOWW®

WhDAWN

NWwWwww

Page 1066

FEB 11, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.03
4.23 4.16 4.15
4.27 4.10 4.30
4.20 4.03 3.88
4.04 3.87 3.32
4.10 3.86 3.76
4.16 4.08 4.20
4.69 4.67 4.93
4.06 3.96 3.71
4.43 4.39 4.42
4.70 4.64 4.64
4.28 4.20 3.93
4.29 4.20 4.21
3.98 3.86 3.06
4.08 3.86 4.06
4.29 4.03 3.50
4.30 4.01 3.63
3.95 3.75 3.32
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 150 0201 University of Maryland Page 1066

Title PRECALCULUS MATHEMATIC Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: BARADWAJ, RAJAL Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 166

Questionnaires: 65 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 8 0.00-0.99 2 A 15 Required for Majors 15 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 7 1.00-1.99 0 B 14
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 4 C 11 General 1 Under-grad 65 Non-major 65
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 3 D 1
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives 2 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 2 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 24
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 150 0301

Title PRECALCULUS MATHEMATIC

Instructor:

SLOWIKOWSKIT, Wl

Enrollment: 164

Questionnaires: 75

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE
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AWNPF

abhwNPE

abhwWNPE

WN P

Questions

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

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[cNoNeol Ne] PFRPFEPNO

= OO

Mean

AABAMDMDIMIAMDDIW

WhhADMD

AWwWwwN NWwWww

NWWPArW

QWN

Instructor

Rank

1200/1649
1010/1648
62971375
930/1595
774/1533
868/1512
56871623
1070/1646
881/1621

65271568
118471572
918/1564
763/1559
1049/1352

1101/1384
1235/1382
1191/1368
*xxk/ 948

wxxk/ 243

Fkkxk f 85
*xxx/ 288

Fkkxk f 39

Fkkxk f 30

Course
Mean

WAhADPAWWDMPMDPW
~
i

WhADMD
o
[¢3]

W W ww
D
N

WADAMDWAAMDMD
~
©

WhhADMD
o
©

Wwww
D
(@]

NPAWWW
~
=

Page 1067

FEB 11, 2009
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.99
4.23 4.16 4.15
4.27 4.10 4.44
4.20 4.03 4.16
4.04 3.87 4.07
4.10 3.86 4.04
4.16 4.08 4.45
4.69 4.67 4.63
4.06 3.96 4.07
4.43 4.39 4.66
4.70 4.64 4.56
4.28 4.20 4.27
4.29 4.20 4.45
3.98 3.86 3.50
4.08 3.86 3.45
4.29 4.03 3.40
4.30 4.01 3.47
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fr**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****



Course-Section: MATH 150 0301 University of Maryland Page 1067

Title PRECALCULUS MATHEMATIC Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, WI Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 164

Questionnaires: 75 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 15 0.00-0.99 5 A 15 Required for Majors 18 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 22
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 1 C 20 General 4 Under-grad 75 Non-major 75
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 5 D 2
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 3 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 31
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 151 0101

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, WI
Enrollment: 64

Questionnaires: 27
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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
. 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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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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1313/1368
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FEB 11, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.15
4.23 4.16 4.33
4.27 4.10 4.11
4.20 4.03 4.24
4.04 3.87 4.26
4.10 3.86 4.38
4.16 4.08 4.37
4.69 4.67 4.93
4.06 3.96 4.13
4.43 4.39 4.65
4.70 4.64 4.65
4.28 4.20 4.42
4.29 4.20 4.62
3.98 3.86 3.44
4.08 3.86 2.46
4.29 4.03 3.09
4.30 4.01 2.91
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 x***
4.06 3.72 F***
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 Fr*F*
3.68 3.51 F****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 FFF*
3.99 3.83 Fx**



Course-Section: MATH 151 0101 University of Maryland Page 1068

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1 Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, WI Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 64

Questionnaires: 27 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors 4 Graduate 0 Major 2
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 2 General 0 Under-grad 27 Non-major 25
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 17
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 151 0201

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY
Enrollment: 72

Questionnaires: 42
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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
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

NOORrRPFRPROOOO

[N eNeNoNe)

~N oo~ N

Fall

[eNeNoNoNe) [eNeoNoNe) [cNeoNoNoNa]

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
o 0 9
o 1 2
0O 1 6
1 2 1
1 4 5
0O 3 5
0o 3 3
0O 0 ©O
o o0 3
o 0 2
o 0 2
o o0 3
0O 0 5
0O 1 4
3 2 6
2 2 7
2 4 2
1 1 3
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
o 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 1 o
0O 0 ©
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

P W
OrO0OO0OO0 RPORPF [eNoNeoNoNe] ~NoOo~NO NOIFR U100 OO

PPRPOOO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

[oNeN N S [cNeoNeoNe] [eNeNoNoNa]

OCORRR

Mean

ABRADMOWWADMDD

ADADMDD

WWwWwww ADMDA®W

whooum AN D

Ao Ol

Instructor

Rank

844/1649
427/1648
546/1375
84171595
105571533
103571512
56871623
1462/1646
415/1621

55471568
715/1572
537/1564
536/1559
690/1352

91171384
94671382
94271368

431/

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

****/
Fkkxk f
****/
****/

****/
****/
****/
Fkkxk f

Fkkx f

Fkkxk f
Fkkxk f
****/
****/

Fkkxk f

948

221
243
212
209
555

Course
Mean

ARDMOWWAMDMD
~
©

WADMDMD
N
~

Wwww
D
(@]

WhADPDWADMDD

WhADMD

Wwww

NPOWW®

WhDAWN

NWWwww

Page 1069

FEB 11, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.36
4.23 4.16 4.62
4.27 4.10 4.50
4.20 4.03 4.23
4.04 3.87 3.76
4.10 3.86 3.89
4.16 4.08 4.45
4.69 4.67 4.17
4.06 3.96 4.47
4.43 4.39 4.71
4.70 4.64 4.86
4.28 4.20 4.62
4.29 4.20 4.64
3.98 3.86 4.00
4.08 3.86 3.86
4.29 4.03 4.00
4.30 4.01 4.03
3.95 3.75 4.00
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx*F*
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 x***
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 Fx*F*
3.68 3.51 F***
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 FF*F*
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 151 0201 University of Maryland Page 1069

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1 Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 72

Questionnaires: 42 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 8 0.00-0.99 2 A 18 Required for Majors 3 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 8 General 0 Under-grad 42 Non-major 41
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 9 F 0 Electives 1 ##HH# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 27
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 151 0301

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: SONG, YOON J
Enrollment: 67

Questionnaires: 43
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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FEB 11, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.05
4.23 4.16 4.23
4.27 4.10 4.40
4.20 4.03 3.90
4.04 3.87 4.17
4.10 3.86 4.35
4.16 4.08 4.58
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.94
4.43 4.39 4.77
4.70 4.64 4.70
4.28 4.20 4.23
4.29 4.20 4.44
3.98 3.86 4.00
4.08 3.86 4.52
4.29 4.03 4.00
4.30 4.01 3.93
3.95 3.75 3.09
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 151 0301 University of Maryland Page 1070

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1 Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: SONG, YOON J Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 67

Questionnaires: 43 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 10 0.00-0.99 2 A 13 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 13
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 5 General 1 Under-grad 43 Non-major 42
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 1 Electives 1 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 28
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 151 0401

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1

Instructor:

SLOWIKOWSKIT, Wl

Enrollment: 64

Questionnaires: 37

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

25

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.06 114971649 4.06
4.36 756/1648 4.26
4.06 93271375 4.16
4.17 916/1595 4.10
3.56 1207/1533 3.79
3.92 1008/1512 3.97
4.47 541/1623 4.50
4.97 19971646 4.79
4.23 720/1621 4.08
4.69 588/1568 4.65
4.63 1121/1572 4.68
4.37 812/1564 4.27
4.56 640/1559 4.34
3.54 103471352 3.87
2.82 1311/1384 3.74
2.56 1359/1382 3.60
2.79 1328/1368 3.66
3.14 ****/ 948 3.55

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough
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Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.06
4.23 4.16 4.36
4.27 4.10 4.06
4.20 4.03 4.17
4.04 3.87 3.56
4.10 3.86 3.92
4.16 4.08 4.47
4.69 4.67 4.97
4.06 3.96 4.23
4.43 4.39 4.69
4.70 4.64 4.63
4.28 4.20 4.37
4.29 4.20 4.56
3.98 3.86 3.54
4.08 3.86 2.82
4.29 4.03 2.56
4.30 4.01 2.79
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
3.68 3.51 ****

Majors
Major 1

Non-major 36

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 1 2 6 12
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 1 1 2 12
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 1 7 13
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 12 0 1 4 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 11 1 4 7 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 24 2 0 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O 1 4 8
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 0 1 3 15
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0O O o 1 9
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 1 1 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 1 3 13
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 0 2 12
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 22 0 1 6 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 5 8 12 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 6 1 12 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 10 3 11 2
4. Were special techniques successful 3 27 0 1 5 O
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 366 O 0 O 1 0
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 36 0 0 O 1 O
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 36 0 0 O 1 O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 366 O 0 O 1 0
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 35 1 0 1 0O O
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 366 O 0 0 ©O 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 10 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 10 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 0 D 2
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 151 0501

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY
Enrollment: 62

Questionnaires: 35
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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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Frequencies
1 2 3
o 1 2
0O 0 2
0o 0 2
0O 0 3
2 0 5
o 2 3
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0O 0 ©O
0O 0 2
o 0 1
o 0 1
o o0 3
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0O 0 ©O
2 4 7
1 5 6
o 2 8
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0O 0 1
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0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 ©O
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1 0 O
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0o 1 o
o 0 1
0o 0 1
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

55071649
37571648
36071375
45171595
788/1533
791/1512
39571623
1419/1646
331/1621

44271568
790/1572
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361/1559
167/1352

96571384
105371382
92271368

596/

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

****/
Fkkxk f
****/
****/

Fkkxk f

****/
****/
Fkkxk f
Fkkx f

****/

Fkkxk f
****/
****/
Fkkxk f

Fkkx f

948

221
243
212
209
555

Course
Mean

ARDMOWWAMDMD
~
©

WADMDMD
N
~

WwWwww
D
(@]

WhADPDWADMDD

WhADMD

WwWwww

NPOWW®

WhDAWN

NWwWwww

Page 1072

FEB 11, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.57
4.23 4.16 4.66
4.27 4.10 4.71
4.20 4.03 4.55
4.04 3.87 4.04
4.10 3.86 4.15
4.16 4.08 4.60
4.69 4.67 4.23
4.06 3.96 4.55
4.43 4.39 4.77
4.70 4.64 4.83
4.28 4.20 4.63
4.29 4.20 4.77
3.98 3.86 4.73
4.08 3.86 3.76
4.29 4.03 3.85
4.30 4.01 4.09
3.95 3.75 3.77
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 151 0501 University of Maryland Page 1072

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1 Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 62

Questionnaires: 35 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 11 0.00-0.99 2 A 17 Required for Majors 4 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 6 General 1 Under-grad 35 Non-major 35
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 2
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 0 ###H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 24
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 151 0601

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, WI
Enrollment: 64

Questionnaires: 41

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

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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aagww

Fall

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNoNeoNeoNa] PRPPRPOR

[eNeNoNoNe]

Frequencies
1 2 3
0 1 12
0O 0O 6
o 1 7
0O 1 5
2 2 5
1 0 2
1 1 1
1 0 O
o o0 3
o 2 0O
1 1 4
o 1 2
0O 2 5
2 1 3
2 4 5
3 5 7
2 4 8
3 2 4
0O 0 o©
1 0 O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
2 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

1136/1649
71571648
85571375
770/1595
996/1533
595/1512
437/1623
71471646
535/1621

667/1568
129771572
741/1564
818/1559
76671352

891/1384
115171382
1095/1368

844/
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.07
4.23 4.16 4.39
4.27 4.10 4.20
4.20 4.03 4.29
4.04 3.87 3.83
4.10 3.86 4.33
4.16 4.08 4.56
4.69 4.67 4.88
4.06 3.96 4.39
4.43 4.39 4.64
4.70 4.64 4.44
4.28 4.20 4.44
4.29 4.20 4.41
3.98 3.86 3.95
4.08 3.86 3.89
4.29 4.03 3.66
4.30 4.01 3.75
3.95 3.75 3.00
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 151 0601 University of Maryland Page 1073

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1 Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, WI Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 64

Questionnaires: 41 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 2 A 13 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 2 C 6 General 0 Under-grad 41 Non-major 40
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 3 D 1
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 33
? 2



Course-Section: MATH 151 0701

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1

Instructor:

AGHEKSANTERIAN,

Enrollment: 62

Questionnaires: 25

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

17

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.60 147171649 4.06
3.76 1340/1648 4.26
3.52 1200/1375 4.16
3.76 1280/1595 4.10
3.63 1166/1533 3.79
3.22 1387/1512 3.97
4.40 635/1623 4.50
5.00 171646 4.79
3.48 136371621 4.08
4.56 779/1568 4.65
4.92 473/1572 4.68
3.64 1344/1564 4.27
3.68 1315/1559 4.34
3.63 991/1352 3.87
3.48 109371384 3.74
3.17 1296/1382 3.60
3.39 120971368 3.66
3.17 ****/ 948 3.55

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

25
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WhADMD

Wwww
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.60
4.23 4.16 3.76
4.27 4.10 3.52
4.20 4.03 3.76
4.04 3.87 3.63
4.10 3.86 3.22
4.16 4.08 4.40
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.48
4.43 4.39 4.56
4.70 4.64 4.92
4.28 4.20 3.64
4.29 4.20 3.68
3.98 3.86 3.63
4.08 3.86 3.48
4.29 4.03 3.17
4.30 4.01 3.39
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.16 4.05 F***
4.12 4.08 ****
4.35 4.38 Fr**
4.29 4.14 Fxx*

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 25

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O ©O 2 2 5 11
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 2 2 3 11
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 3 2 5 9
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 8 2 1 2 6
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 9 1 2 2 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 16 2 0 2 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O o0 o0 1 1 10
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 1 0 9 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O O 1 0 1 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o o o o o0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O 0O 1 5 3 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned O 0 4 1 1 12
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 17 1 1 1 2
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 5 0 5 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0O 4 4 5 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0o 4 1 6 6
4. Were special techniques successful 2 17 1 1 1 2
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 24 0 1 0O O O
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 24 0 0 O 1 O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 24 0 0 0 1 o
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 22 1 0 1 0O O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 2 A 3 Required for Majors
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 7 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 3
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 151 0801

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: GASSMAN, AMANDA
Enrollment: 67

Questionnaires: 44

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNPE

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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Fall
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Frequencies
1 2 3
3 3 8
2 1 6
1 2 9
1 0 7
4 2 6
1 2 4
1 2 3
0O 0 ©O
2 1 4
0o 0 3
1 0 2
o 2 7
1 1 8
0O 1 4
1 1 3
1 1 4
1 1 7
1 1 6
3 0 O
1 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
1 0 O
1 0 2
o 0 1
0o 0 1
o 1 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

1371/1649
1054/1648
950/1375
1175/1595
142371533
120271512
70871623
465/1646
104571621

55471568
912/1572
950/1564
994/1559
690/1352

50971384
79971382
89671368

533/
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.77
4.23 4.16 4.12
4.27 4.10 4.00
4.20 4.03 3.93
4.04 3.87 3.11
4.10 3.86 3.60
4.16 4.08 4.35
4.69 4.67 4.93
4.06 3.96 3.91
4.43 4.39 4.71
4.70 4.64 4.76
4.28 4.20 4.24
4.29 4.20 4.21
3.98 3.86 4.00
4.08 3.86 4.44
4.29 4.03 4.31
4.30 4.01 4.15
3.95 3.75 3.90
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 F***
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 151 0801 University of Maryland Page 1075

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1 Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: GASSMAN, AMANDA Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 67

Questionnaires: 44 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 8 0.00-0.99 2 A 15 Required for Majors 6 Graduate 0 Major 1
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 5 General 1 Under-grad 44 Non-major 43
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives 0 ##HH# - Means there are not enough

P 1 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 28
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 151 0901

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMTRY 1
Instructor: GARTSIDE, J
Enrollment: 40

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Self Paced

. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors

N = T TOO
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General

Electives

Other

10

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.91 1272/1649 4.06
3.91 1229/1648 4.26
4.00 950/1375 4.16
3.86 1231/1595 4.10
3.75 1065/1533 3.79
3.88 1042/1512 3.97
4.73 25171623 4.50
5.00 171646 4.79
3.67 1261/1621 4.08
4.36 1021/1568 4.65
4.36 1346/1572 4.68
3.82 1267/1564 4.27
3.73 1295/1559 4.34
3.57 1016/1352 3.87
4.45 489/1384 3.74
3.73 1116/1382 3.60
3.91 103271368 3.66
5.00 ****/ 048 3.55

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

11
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.91
4.23 4.16 3.91
4.27 4.10 4.00
4.20 4.03 3.86
4.04 3.87 3.75
4.10 3.86 3.88
4.16 4.08 4.73
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.67
4.43 4.39 4.36
4.70 4.64 4.36
4.28 4.20 3.82
4.29 4.20 3.73
3.98 3.86 3.57
4.08 3.86 4.45
4.29 4.03 3.73
4.30 4.01 3.91
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.16 4.05 F***
4.12 4.08 ****
4.40 4.43 FFF*
4.35 4.38 Fx**
4.29 4.14 Fx**
4.30 4.17 Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 152 0101

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY

Instructor:

HOFFMAN, KATHLE

Enrollment: 64

Questionnaires: 40

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

32

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.87 1295/1649 3.98
3.95 1187/1648 4.12
3.82 1081/1375 4.18
3.70 1311/1595 3.89
3.43 130371533 3.78
3.75 111971512 3.92
4.26 81571623 4.37
4.87 714/1646 4.80
3.47 136971621 3.93
4.50 852/1568 4.56
4.68 105971572 4.65
3.65 1344/1564 4.04
3.87 1216/1559 4.19
3.69 955/1352 3.78
2.90 1301/1384 3.39
2.84 1347/1382 3.26
3.39 120971368 3.53
1.88 ****/ 048 3.72

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

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

40
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.87
4.23 4.16 3.95
4.27 4.10 3.82
4.20 4.03 3.70
4.04 3.87 3.43
4.10 3.86 3.75
4.16 4.08 4.26
4.69 4.67 4.87
4.06 3.96 3.47
4.43 4.39 4.50
4.70 4.64 4.68
4.28 4.20 3.65
4.29 4.20 3.87
3.98 3.86 3.69
4.08 3.86 2.90
4.29 4.03 2.84
4.30 4.01 3.39
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 ****
4.40 4.43 FFF*
4.35 4.38 Fx**
4.29 4.14 Fxx*
3.68 3.51 Fx**
4.30 4.17 FFF*
4.16 4.06 Fx**
4_43 4.27 FF**
4.42 4.24 FFE*
3.99 3.83 F***

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 40

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0O O 3 8 19
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0 1 3 8 11
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 2 0 2 2 11 9
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 18 1 1 7 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 18 3 1 5 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 26 1 1 2 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0O 1 6 14
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o 5
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 10 0 1 1 11 17
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0O O 1 6 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 0O 1 3 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 2 4 9 12
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 3 4 4 11
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 25 1 0 5 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 o 7 7 11 11
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 7 7 11 11
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0o 4 5 9 12
4. Were special techniques successful 2 30 4 1 3 O
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 34 3 2 0O O 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 38 0 1 0 1 O
3. Were necessary materials available for lab activities 37 2 1 0 0 o
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 37 2 0 1 0O O
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 35 2 1 0 1 0
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 39 O O o0 o 1
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 39 O O O o 1
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 39 O O O o0 o
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 39 O O o0 o 1
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 39 0O 0O o 1 0
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 39 O O o0 o 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 1 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 14 1.00-1.99 0 B 13
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 4 c 15 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 152 0201

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY

Instructor:

SONG, YOON J

Enrollment: 60

Questionnaires: 30

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

P NO

RPOOR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

21

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.27 954/1649 3.98
4.37 756/1648 4.12
4.40 665/1375 4.18
4.25 818/1595 3.89
4.40 476/1533 3.78
4.17 782/1512 3.92
4.66 33371623 4.37
5.00 171646 4.80
4.16 78971621 3.93
4.77 461/1568 4.56
4.73 967/1572 4.65
4.23 960/1564 4.04
4.43 790/1559 4.19
3.67 970/1352 3.78
4.33 61371384 3.39
4.19 875/1382 3.26
3.93 101571368 3.53
3.19 816/ 948 3.72

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

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

30
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.27
4.23 4.16 4.37
4.27 4.10 4.40
4.20 4.03 4.25
4.04 3.87 4.40
4.10 3.86 4.17
4.16 4.08 4.66
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 4.16
4.43 4.39 4.77
4.70 4.64 4.73
4.28 4.20 4.23
4.29 4.20 4.43
3.98 3.86 3.67
4.08 3.86 4.33
4.29 4.03 4.19
4.30 4.01 3.93
3.95 3.75 3.19
4.16 4.05 F***
4.12 4.08 ****
4.35 4.38 Fr**
3.68 3.54 xrx*
447 4.36 Fx**
4.16 4.06 Fx**
4_43 4.27 FF**
4.42 4.24 FFE*
3.99 3.83 F***

Majors
Major 1
Non-major 29

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o 1 4 11
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O o 2 2 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0O O 1 4 7
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 14 0 O 2 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 15 0 0 2 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 17 0 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 o0 1 o0 7
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 o O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 1 0 0 3 15
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o 1 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O o o 8
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O O O 1 5 10
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O O O 1 4 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 17 1 1 2 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0O 1 5 5
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 3 3 7
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 4 1 3 4
4. Were special techniques successful 3 12 2 2 5 5
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 26 2 0O O 1 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 28 0 0 O O O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 28 1 0 0O 0 O
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 29 0 0 1 o0 o
Field Work
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 29 0 0 0 0 0
Self Paced
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 29 O O O o0 o
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 29 O O o0 o 1
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 29 0O 0O o 1 0
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 29 O O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 1 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 2 C 8 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 1
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 152 0301

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY
Enrollment: 61

Questionnaires: 40

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF
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abhwNE

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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Fall
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Frequencies
1 2 3
o o0 3
o 1 1
0o 0 1
o 1 1
1 4 4
1 2 2
0o 0 1
0O 0 ©O
1 0 2
o 1 1
0O 1 o
o 1 3
1 1 1
o 0 2
3 1 4
2 1 9
2 0 3
o 2 2
o 1 1
0O 0 1
o 0 1
0o 2 o0
0O 3 0O
0O 1 o
0O 0 oO
o 1 o
0o 1 o
1 2 0
0o 0 1
0O 1 o
0O 1 o0
o 1 1
0o 2 0
0O 0 1
0o 1 o
o 1 1
1 1 O
0o 2 0

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

NORRERPER OFrRrORPR OFrPOWPr N~NO A w~NOoO bW

[cNeoNeN SN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

51071649
414/1648
27171375
462/1595
794/1533
687/1512
32171623
1398/1646
401/1621

424/1568
815/1572
560/1564
618/1559
25871352

70371384
97171382
777/1368
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.60
4.23 4.16 4.63
4.27 4.10 4.78
4.20 4.03 4.54
4.04 3.87 4.03
4.10 3.86 4.25
4.16 4.08 4.67
4.69 4.67 4.26
4.06 3.96 4.48
4.43 4.39 4.78
4.70 4.64 4.81
4.28 4.20 4.59
4.29 4.20 4.58
3.98 3.86 4.59
4.08 3.86 4.21
4.29 4.03 3.97
4.30 4.01 4.36
3.95 3.75 4.25
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fr**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 Fx*F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 152 0301 University of Maryland Page 1079

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: TIGHE, BONNY Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 61

Questionnaires: 40 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 15 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 4
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 5 C 4 General 1 Under-grad 40 Non-major 36
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 1 Electives 1 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 27
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 152 0401

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY
Instructor: KAPOOR, JAGMOHA
Enrollment: 63

Questionnaires: 36
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abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE
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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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Fall
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Frequencies
1 2 3
4 1 5
3 1 3
2 2 6
3 1 5
4 2 2
2 1 4
1 2 4
0O 0 ©O
3 1 5
o 0 1
o 0 1
2 3 4
1 3 5
1 1 3
5 5 6
10 5 8
10 4 3
o 1 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 o©
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 oO
0o 1 o
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

130371649
93171648
92271375

1341/1595

1200/1533

119171512
80371623

171646

101671621

498/1568
790/1572
107371564
959/1559
1002/1352

114371384
1352/1382
1285/1368
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.86
4.23 4.16 4.23
4.27 4.10 4.09
4.20 4.03 3.65
4.04 3.87 3.57
4.10 3.86 3.63
4.16 4.08 4.26
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 3.93
4.43 4.39 4.74
4.70 4.64 4.83
4.28 4.20 4.11
4.29 4.20 4.26
3.98 3.86 3.60
4.08 3.86 3.36
4.29 4.03 2.70
4.30 4.01 3.03
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 FxF*
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 152 0401

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY
Instructor: KAPOOR, JAGMOHA
Enrollment: 63

Questionnaires: 36

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1080
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 7 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 4
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 6
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 6

)= T TIOO

RPOOOFrROVO DN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

28

Graduate 0
Under-grad 36 Non-major 36

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



Course-Section: MATH 152 0501

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY
Instructor: HORTA, ARNALDO
Enrollment: 41

Questionnaires: 26
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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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Frequencies
1 2 3
3 1 9
2 2 7
2 1 4
2 2 4
1 2 6
1 0 3
1 0 3
0O 0 ©O
2 1 3
1 2 3
1 1 3
3 2 3
3 0 4
1 1 2
0O 5 6
8 4 6
6 5 3
2 1 0
1 0 O
o 1 o
o 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 1 o
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
0O 0 ©
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0o 1 o
1 0 O
0O 1 o0
o 0 1
0O 0 oO
0o 0 1
0o 1 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

1543/1649
1508/1648
1065/1375
1470/1595
126971533
108971512
102971623

697/1646
130671621

1279/1568
141271572
136071564
123671559
1130/1352

136171384
1356/1382
1307/1368
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.32
4.23 4.16 3.44
4.27 4.10 3.84
4.20 4.03 3.33
4.04 3.87 3.48
4.10 3.86 3.80
4.16 4.08 4.00
4.69 4.67 4.88
4.06 3.96 3.59
4.43 4.39 4.00
4.70 4.64 4.22
4.28 4.20 3.61
4.29 4.20 3.83
3.98 3.86 3.33
4.08 3.86 2.16
4.29 4.03 2.60
4.30 4.01 2.92
3.95 3.75 ****
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F**+*
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 ****
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 Fx**
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 152 0501

Title CALC & ANALY GEOMETRY
Instructor: HORTA, ARNALDO
Enrollment: 41

Questionnaires: 26

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 2
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3

)= T TIOO

NOOORFrROUDN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

20

Graduate 0
Under-grad 26 Non-major 26

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



Course-Section: MATH 152H 0101

Title CALC/ANALY GEOM 11-HON

Instructor:

ZWECK, JOHN

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M

Page
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1082
2009

Job IRBR3029
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abhwbNPF
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AWNPE = abhwNPE

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

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

Self Paced

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

Electives

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.81 265/1649 4.81
4.81 20971648 4.81
4.56 496/1375 4.56
4.20 890/1595 4.20
4.00 815/1533 4.00
3.44 130371512 3.44
4.19 89471623 4.19
5.00 171646 5.00
4.33 595/1621 4.33
4.94 171/1568 4.94
5.00 171572 5.00
4.75 342/1564 4.75
4.63 561/1559 4.63
3.60 1002/1352 3.60
2.87 1305/1384 2.87
3.40 123371382 3.40
3.53 116971368 3.53
3.50 699/ 948 3.50

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 16

###H# - Means there are not enough

MBC Level
ean Mean
28 4.11
23 4.16
27 4.10
20 4.03
04 3.87
10 3.86
16 4.08
69 4.67
06 3.96
43 4.39
70 4.64
28 4.20
29 4.20
98 3.86
08 3.86
29 4.03
30 4.01
95 3.75
16 4.05
12 4.08
40 4.43
35 4.38
29 4.14
54 4.31
06 3.72
09 3.65
47 4.36
38 4.37
30 4.17
16 4.06
43 4.27
Majors
Major
Non-major



[cNeoNe)

Other

15

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 155 0101

Title ELEMENTARY CALCULUS

Instructor:

VANCEA, ADRIAN

Enrollment: 58

Questionnaires: 34

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.15 158371649 3.90
3.21 156971648 4.02
3.81 1087/1375 4.07
3.26 1488/1595 3.75
3.21 1385/1533 3.48
3.76 111371512 3.94
3.20 1496/1623 4.01
3.97 1568/1646 4.61
3.13 148371621 3.95
3.23 1497/1568 4.02
3.77 1516/1572 4.48
2.96 1505/1564 3.81
3.17 1456/1559 3.99
3.13 ****/1352 3.66
2.60 1341/1384 3.55
2.87 1346/1382 3.70
2.71 1335/1368 3.83
2.80 ****/ 948 3.60
3.50 ****/ 221 4.00
2.67 ****/ 243 4.29

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

34
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 3.15
4.23 4.16 3.21
4.27 4.10 3.81
4.20 4.03 3.26
4.04 3.87 3.21
4.10 3.86 3.76
4.16 4.08 3.20
4.69 4.67 3.97
4.06 3.96 3.13
4.43 4.39 3.23
4.70 4.64 3.77
4.28 4.20 2.96
4.29 4.20 3.17
3.98 3.86 *F**
4.08 3.86 2.60
4.29 4.03 2.87
4.30 4.01 2.71
3.95 3.75 Fx**
4.16 4.05 F***
4.12 4.08 ****
4.40 4.43 FFF*
4.35 4.38 Fx**
4.29 4.14 Fxx*

Majors

Major 0
Non-major 34

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 155 0201

Title ELEMENTARY CALCULUS
Instructor: KELLY, BRIAN W
Enrollment: 56

Questionnaires: 15

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

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

ARRRRLRRLROOO
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Fall

RPOOMAUIUIOOO

PPRPOOO PRRPRRPRE WNWOoOW wooo ~AOOCOO

PPRPOOO

2008
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0o 0 1
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.20
4.23 4.16 4.53
4.27 4.10 4.13
4.20 4.03 4.00
4.04 3.87 3.33
4.10 3.86 4.00
4.16 4.08 4.71
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 3.96 4.60
4.43 4.39 4.69
4.70 4.64 5.00
4.28 4.20 4.57
4.29 4.20 4.57
3.98 3.86 3.70
4.08 3.86 4.54
4.29 4.03 4.46
4.30 4.01 4.69
3.95 3.75 3.70
4.16 4.05 4.00
4.12 4.08 4.29
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 F**F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 155 0201 University of Maryland Page 1084

Title ELEMENTARY CALCULUS Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: KELLY, BRIAN W Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 56

Questionnaires: 15 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 1 C 2 General 0 Under-grad 15 Non-major 15
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 14
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 155 0301

Title ELEMENTARY CALCULUS
Instructor: MUSCEDERE, MICH
Enrollment: 54

Questionnaires: 23

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwNE

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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University of Maryland
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.11 4.35
4.23 4.16 4.30
4.27 4.10 4.26
4.20 4.03 4.00
4.04 3.87 3.90
4.10 3.86 4.06
4.16 4.08 4.13
4.69 4.67 4.87
4.06 3.96 4.12
4.43 4.39 4.14
4.70 4.64 4.68
4.28 4.20 3.91
4.29 4.20 4.23
3.98 3.86 3.61
4.08 3.86 3.50
4.29 4.03 3.79
4.30 4.01 4.07
3.95 3.75 3.50
4.16 4.05 ****
4.12 4.08 F***
4.40 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.38 F***
4.29 4.14 F***
4.54 4.31 F***
4.47 4.30 F**F*
4.43 4.39 Fx**
4.35 4.01 ****
3.68 3.54 *x**
4.06 3.72 Fx**
4.09 3.65 F***
4.47 4.36 F**F*
4.38 4.37 Fx*F*
3.68 3.51 ****
4.30 4.17 F***
4.16 4.06 ****
4.43 4.27 FF*F*
4.42 4.24 Fx**
3.99 3.83 ****



Course-Section: MATH 155 0301 University of Maryland Page 1085

Title ELEMENTARY CALCULUS Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: MUSCEDERE, MICH Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 54

Questionnaires: 23 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 1 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 5 C 3 General 0 Under-grad 23 Non-major 23
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 15
? 2



Course-Section: MATH 215 0101

Title FINITE MATH FOR INFO S
Instructor: KAPOOR, JAGMOHA
Enrollment: 55

Questionnaires: 33
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abhwbNPF
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abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.72
4.23 4.25 4.75
4.27 4.37 4.84
4.20 4.22 4.42
4.04 4.04 4.62
4.10 4.14 4.68
4.16 4.21 4.63
4.69 4.63 4.97
4.06 4.01 4.71
4.43 4.39 4.93
4.70 4.73 4.87
4.28 4.27 4.93
4.29 4.33 4.87
3.98 4.07 3.87
4.08 3.99 4.29
4.29 4.19 4.10
4.30 4.21 4.00
3.95 3.89 ****
4.16 4.45 F***
4.12 447 FF*F*
4.40 4.62 F***
4.35 4.64 F**F*
4.29 4.33 Fx*F*
4.54 3.75 F***
4.47 3.33 Fr*F*
4.43 3.67 F**F*
4.35 5.00 ****
3.68 3.65 F***
4.06 3.93 F***
4.09 4.05 ****
4.47 4.49 FxE*
4.38 3.66 F***
3.68 3.59 ****
4.30 4.07 ****
4.16 1.50 ****
4.43 3.50 F***
4.42 2.00 F***
3.99 3.72 ****



Course-Section: MATH 215 0101

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1086
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Title FINITE MATH FOR INFO S
Instructor: KAPOOR, JAGMOHA
Enrollment: 55
Questionnaires: 33
Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 6
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

30

Graduate 0
Under-grad 33 Non-major 33

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



Course-Section: MATH 221 0101

Title INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR
Instructor: LYNN, YEN-MOW
Enrollment: 52

Questionnaires: 26
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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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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 3.58
4.23 4.25 3.42
4.27 4.37 3.85
4.20 4.22 3.38
4.04 4.04 3.60
4.10 4.14 3.88
4.16 4.21 3.85
4.69 4.63 4.88
4.06 4.01 2.87
4.43 4.39 4.08
4.70 4.73 3.85
4.28 4.27 3.31
4.29 4.33 2.88
3.98 4.07 ****
4.08 3.99 1.67
4.29 4.19 1.78
4.30 4.21 2.11
3.95 3.89 ****
4.16 4.45 F***
4.12 447 Fx*F*
4.40 4.62 F***
4.35 4.64 F**F*
4.29 4.33 Fx**
4.54 3.75 F***
4.47 3.33 Fr*F*
4.43 3.67 F***
4.35 5.00 ****
3.68 3.65 F***
4.06 3.93 F***
4.09 4.05 ****
4.47 4.49 FxE*
4.38 3.66 F***
3.68 3.59 ****
4.30 4.07 ****
4.16 1.50 ****
4.43 3.50 F***
4.42 2.00 F***
3.99 3.72 *x**



Course-Section: MATH 221 0101

Title INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR
Instructor: LYNN, YEN-MOW
Enrollment: 52

Questionnaires: 26

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1087
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 4
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 3
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5

)= T TIOO

[eNoNeoNoN NN N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

23

Graduate 0
Under-grad 26 Non-major 23

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



Course-Section: MATH 221 0201 University of Maryland

Title INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR Baltimore County
Instructor: SHEN, JINGLAI Fall 2008
Enrollment: 56

Questionnaires: 27

oOhwWN

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

24

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.56 577/1649 4.06
4.63 414/1648 4.01
4.78 271/1375 4.09
4.60 38371595 3.98
4.20 680/1533 3.98
4.70 240/1512 4.29
4.78 19971623 4.39
4.78 881/1646 4.90
4.24 70971621 3.71
5.00 171568 4.38
4.81 840/1572 4.44
4.54 620/1564 3.93
4.35 891/1559 3.75
3.75 91471352 3.75
3.08 124971384 2.46
3.09 1310/1382 2.59
3.80 107171368 3.06

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

27
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.56
4.23 4.25 4.63
4.27 4.37 4.78
4.20 4.22 4.60
4.04 4.04 4.20
4.10 4.14 4.70
4.16 4.21 4.78
4.69 4.63 4.78
4.06 4.01 4.24
4.43 4.39 5.00
4.70 4.73 4.81
4.28 4.27 4.54
4.29 4.33 4.35
3.98 4.07 3.75
4.08 3.99 3.08
4.29 4.19 3.09
4.30 4.21 3.80
3.95 3.89 Fx**
4.12 447 FF**
3.68 3.65 Fx**
3.68 3.59 *x**

Majors
Major 3

Non-major 24

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O O O 4 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 2 6
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0O O 1 1 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 7 1 0O 0 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 2 0 1 6 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 6 0 0 1 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o 2 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 1 0 0 3 13
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 o O O o0 o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 o0 o0 o 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0O o 2 8
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 1 2 10
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 16 1 1 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 15 0 2 1 5 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 16 O 2 2 3 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 17 0 1 0 3 2
4. Were special techniques successful 16 10 0 O 1 o©
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 26 O O O O 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 26 0 O O O 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 25 0 0 o0 o0 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 20 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 5 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 221 0301

Title INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR

Instructor:

KOGAN, JACOB

Enrollment: 58

Questionnaires: 35

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

AN

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
. Did the lab instructor provide assistance

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria

NOOOOOOOO

WWwWwN -

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 2 6 5 11
0O 6 2 9 12
0O 8 3 6 13
6 3 2 4 5
7 3 1 8 6
13 0 1 5 8
0O 2 2 5 10
o 0O O o0 1
2 1 6 10 7
o 2 3 9 11
o 1 1 4 11
o 5 5 5 7
0O 3 6 6 10
25 0 1 3 1
o 4 1 2 3
o 3 1 3 2
0O 3 1 o0 4
9 1 0 o0 1
2 0 1 o0 O
0O 0O O o0 o
2 0 0 1 O

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

e
NNO O ©

OoONO OWN

= O

WhADPDWAMDMDD

wWwww WhADMD

A Ww

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

28

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.66 1436/1649 4.06
3.29 155871648 4.01
3.11 1317/1375 4.09
3.37 1459/1595 3.98
3.68 113371533 3.98
4.05 86371512 4.29
4.03 101971623 4.39
4.97 19971646 4.90
3.42 1399/1621 3.71
3.65 1431/1568 4.38
4.21 1412/1572 4.44
3.38 143371564 3.93
3.38 1415/1559 3.75
3.57 ****/1352 3.75
2.64 1338/1384 2.46
2.91 134471382 2.59
3.27 1247/1368 3.06

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

35
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 3.66
4.23 4.25 3.29
4.27 4.37 3.11
4.20 4.22 3.37
4.04 4.04 3.68
4.10 4.14 4.05
4.16 4.21 4.03
4.69 4.63 4.97
4.06 4.01 3.42
4.43 4.39 3.65
4.70 4.73 4.21
4.28 4.27 3.38
4.29 4.33 3.38
3.98 4.07 Fx**
4.08 3.99 2.64
4.29 4.19 2.91
4.30 4.21 3.27
3.95 3.89 ****
4.16 4.45 F***
4.12 447 FF*F*
4.35 4.64 F***
4.06 3.93 F***
4.09 4.05 ****

Majors
Major 2
Non-major 33

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 221 0401

Title INTRO TO LINEAR ALGEBR
Instructor: PEERCY, BRAD
Enrollment: 58

Questionnaires: 33

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1090
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

wWN

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

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

ORRRRRREER

ANDNNN

Frequencies

NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o0 4 9
o o o 1 7
o O o 2 8
14 0 O 1 6
10 0 O 1 10
12 0 o0 3 3
o 0O O o0 3
o 0O O o0 1
0O O o0 3 13
o 0O o 1 4
o O o 1 1
0O 0O o0 2 12
o 0O O 6 7
23 0 0 1 2
o 1 o0 2 2
o o0 o 1 3
o 0O o o 4
4 0 2 0 1
0O 0 ©

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

OWww

oo

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OOFRNNAM

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

26

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4_47 696/1649 4.06 4.13 4.28 4.29 4.47
4.72 30071648 4.01 4.21 4.23 4.25 4.72
4.63 44371375 4.09 4.26 4.27 4.37 4.63
4.56 440/1595 3.98 4.05 4.20 4.22 4.56
4.45 421/1533 3.98 3.79 4.04 4.04 4.45
4.55 345/1512 4.29 4.04 4.10 4.14 4.55
4.91 12171623 4.39 4.33 4.16 4.21 4.91
4.97 266/1646 4.90 4.83 4.69 4.63 4.97
4.30 64371621 3.71 3.95 4.06 4.01 4.30
4.81 387/1568 4.38 4.47 4.43 4.39 4.81
4.90 591/1572 4.44 4.66 4.70 4.73 4.90
4.48 676/1564 3.93 4.09 4.28 4.27 4.48
4.39 851/1559 3.75 4.16 4.29 4.33 4.39
4.33 ****/1352 3.75 3.67 3.98 4.07 Fr**
3.75 ****/1384 2.46 3.50 4.08 3.99 F***
4.29 ****/1382 2.59 3.60 4.29 4.19 F***
4.43 ****/1368 3.06 3.63 4.30 4.21 F***
2.67 ****/ 948 **** 3. 50 3.95 3.89 F***
3.00 ****/ 243 **** 3_.60 4.12 4.47 *F***
3.00 ****/ 212 **** 3 71 4.40 4.62 F***

Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 5
Under-grad 33 Non-major 28

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



Course-Section: MATH 225 0101 University of Maryland

Title INTRO DIFFERENTL EQUAT Baltimore County
Instructor: ROSTAMIAN, ROUB Fall 2008
Enrollment: 38

Questionnaires: 18

PWhAW

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.71 383/1649 4.58
4.47 59971648 4.32
4.59 480/1375 4.66
4.33 722/1595 4.36
3.86 966/1533 4.03
4.45 451/1512 4.36
4.81 164/1623 4.69
4.81 816/1646 4.93
4.31 61971621 4.16
4.82 358/1568 4.59
4.88 640/1572 4.75
4.71 422/1564 4.26
5.00 171559 4.51
3.69 955/1352 3.55
4.00 795/1384 4.00
4.80 342/1382 4.80

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

18
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.71
4.23 4.25 4.47
4.27 4.37 4.59
4.20 4.22 4.33
4.04 4.04 3.86
4.10 4.14 4.45
4.16 4.21 4.81
4.69 4.63 4.81
4.06 4.01 4.31
4.43 4.39 4.82
4.70 4.73 4.88
4.28 4.27 4.71
4.29 4.33 5.00
3.98 4.07 3.69
4.08 3.99 4.00
4.29 4.19 4.80
4.30 4.21 Fx**
3.95 3.89 Fx**
4.29 4.33 Fr**
3.68 3.65 Fx**
3.68 3.59 *x**

Majors

Major 4
Non-major 14

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 O O o0 o 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0O O O 2 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0O 0O o 2 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 2 0 1 1 5
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 2 0 1 4 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 5 0 0 1 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 0 o o 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 O O O o 3
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 2 0 1 0 0 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 O O O o 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0O o0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 O o0 b5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O o0 o
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 3 1 1 2 6
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 13 0 1 0 o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 13 0 0O 0 o 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 14 0 O O O 1
4. Were special techniques successful 14 3 0 O O oO
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 17 0O O O 1 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 16 1 1 0O O O
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 17 0 O 1 o0 o©O
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 6 C 5 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 225 0201 University of Maryland

Title INTRO DIFFERENTL EQUAT Baltimore County
Instructor: DRAGANESCU, AND Fall 2008
Enrollment: 50

Questionnaires: 27

S

oRpR

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.52 63071649 4.58
4.37 743/1648 4.32
4.74 30971375 4.66
4.29 782/1595 4.36
4.05 781/1533 4.03
4.17 782/1512 4.36
4.73 241/1623 4.69
5.00 171646 4.93
4.43 48371621 4.16
4.75 480/1568 4.59
4.79 858/1572 4.75
4.25 93971564 4.26
4.54 651/1559 4.51
2.82 1268/1352 3.55
5.00 ****/1384 4.00
5.00 ****/1382 4.80

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

27

WhADPDWADMDD

WhADMD

www

wWww

Page 1092

FEB 11, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.52
4.23 4.25 4.37
4.27 4.37 4.74
4.20 4.22 4.29
4.04 4.04 4.05
4.10 4.14 4.17
4.16 4.21 4.73
4.69 4.63 5.00
4.06 4.01 4.43
4.43 4.39 4.75
4.70 4.73 4.79
4.28 4.27 4.25
4.29 4.33 4.54
3.98 4.07 2.82
4.08 3.99 Frx*
4.29 4.19 Fx**
4.30 4.21 Fx**
4.29 4.33 Fx**
3.68 3.65 Fr**
3.68 3.59 *x**
4.30 4.07 Fx**
4.16 1.50 F***
4.43 3.50 FFF*

Majors
Major 6
Non-major 21

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o 1 0 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O o 1 2 10
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals o O O o0 o 7
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 13 0 2 0 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 6 0 1 3 10
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 14 0 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O O 1 5
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 o O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 0 0 0 1 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 O O O o 6
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 3 0 O 0O 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 3 0 0O 0 3 12
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 3 0 0O o0 2 7
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 12 3 3 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 26 0 0O 0O o0 O
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 26 0 O O O O
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 26 0 O O O O
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 24 0 O 1 1 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 23 0 1 2 0 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 23 0 2 0 o0 2
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 26 0 O O O O
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 26 0 O O O O
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 26 0 0O O O 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 20 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 3 General
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 5
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 8

1
C 3
D 0
F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 1

25

#i## - Means there are not enough

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 225 0301

Title INTRO DIFFERENTL EQUAT
Instructor: GOBBERT, MATTHI
Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 31

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

GO wWN AWNPF

abhwiNPF

asLNPF

abwbNPF

Questions

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

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

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

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

WNNNDN

Fall

[cNoNoNe) [cNeoNeoNoN o [cNeoNoNe] ROOO OoO000O0

[eNeoNeoNoNe)

Frequencies
1 2 3
0O 0 5
2 2 1
o 1 2
o 1 2
0O 0 5
o 0 2
o 1 1
0O 0 ©O
1 3 4
0O 1 &6
o 0 2
3 0 6
2 2 3
2 0 1
2 1 1
2 0 2
1 0 O
0o 2 0
0O 0 1
o 1 o
o 1 o
1 3 2
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
o 0 1
0O 0 ©
0O 0 oO
1 0 O
o 2 1
1 0 O
0O 1 o
0O 0 ©O
0o 1 o
0o 1 o

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

[
WrRrOURMAMDMRELO

= =
WrRrOOOo eNeoNoNa] ONON © © O 0w

NOOO

RPORLOO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPORPF OORrRRFrRPF [eNeoNeoNe) WwWwwer

[eNeoNeoNoNe)

Mean

WHABADDIAMDDDS

ArDhWhADH

WhwnN

NNNW

wWhoroo,
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WNBANPEP

Instructor

Rank

63071649
1043/1648
422/1375
580/1595
695/1533
422/1512
49171623
26671646
120071621

1162/1568
1165/1572
1262/1564
1121/1559

60771352

*Hxx/1384
FHRA*)1382
*HRA*/1368

Fkkx f

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

****/
****/
Fkkxk f
****/
****/

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

Fkkxk f

****/
Fkkxk f
Fkkxk f
****/
****/

948

243
212
209
555

Course
Mean

AABAMDMDIIDDD
o
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.52
4.23 4.25 4.13
4.27 4.37 4.65
4.20 4.22 4.45
4.04 4.04 4.18
4.10 4.14 4.47
4.16 4.21 4.52
4.69 4.63 4.97
4.06 4.01 3.74
4.43 4.39 4.21
4.70 4.73 4.59
4.28 4.27 3.83
4.29 4.33 4.00
3.98 4.07 4.14
4.08 3.99 Fx**
4.29 4.19 F***
4.30 4.21 F***
3.95 3.89 ****
4.12 4.47 F**F*
4.40 4.62 F***
4.35 4.64 F***
4.29 4.33 Fx*F*
4.54 3.75 F**F*
4.47 3.33 Fx*F*
4.43 3.67 F***
4.35 5.00 ****
3.68 3.65 ****
4.06 3.93 F***
4.09 4.05 ****
4.38 3.66 ****
3.68 3.59 ****
4.30 4.07 F**F*
4.16 1.50 ****
4.43 3.50 F***
4.42 2.00 F***
3.99 3.72 Fx**



Course-Section: MATH 225 0301 University of Maryland Page 1093

Title INTRO DIFFERENTL EQUAT Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: GOBBERT, MATTHI Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 31 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 1 A 12 Required for Majors O Graduate 0 Major 3
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 3 C 4 General 0 Under-grad 31 Non-major 28
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0 ##H# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 29
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 251 0101 University of Maryland

Title MULTIVARIABLE CALCULUS Baltimore County
Instructor: SONG, YOON J Fall 2008
Enrollment: 61

Questionnaires: 40

oOwr o

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

30

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.45 723/1649 4.43
4.20 96671648 4.36
4.35 71471375 4.25
4.17 916/1595 3.99
3.78 1036/1533 4.12
4.36 564/1512 4.26
4.50 50271623 4.58
4.89 68071646 4.90
4.28 654/1621 4.05
4.76 461/1568 4.60
4.61 1146/1572 4.66
4.32 876/1564 4.30
4.26 95971559 4.30
3.90 818/1352 3.82
3.43 ****/1384 3.81
3.83 ****/1382 4.02
4.33 ****/1368 3.73
4.00 ****/ 948 3.80

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

40

WhABADWADDDS

WhADMD

Wwww

.25

.09

Page 1094

FEB 11, 2009

Job 1RBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.45
4.23 4.25 4.20
4.27 4.37 4.35
4.20 4.22 4.17
4.04 4.04 3.78
4.10 4.14 4.36
4.16 4.21 4.50
4.69 4.63 4.89
4.06 4.01 4.28
4.43 4.39 4.76
4.70 4.73 4.61
4.28 4.27 4.32
4.29 4.33 4.26
3.98 4.07 3.90
4.08 3.99 Frx*
4.29 4.19 Fx**
4.30 4.21 Fx**
3.95 3.89 Fx**
4.29 4.33 Fr**
3.68 3.65 Fx**
3.68 3.59 *x**

Majors
Major 3
Non-major 37

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o 2 3 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O 3 4 15
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0O O 2 4 12
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 17 0 1 4 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 2 15 0 4 5 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 2 16 0 0 3 8
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 2 0 0 1 4 8
8. How many times was class cancelled 2 0 1 0O O o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 1 3 19
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0O O o 1 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 o0 3 9
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 1 4 15
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 3 4 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 3 27 1 1 0o 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 3 0 0 1 2 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 3 0 0 O 2 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 3 0 0 O 1 2
4. Were special techniques successful 33 6 0 0 0 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 3 0 O 5 1 0
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 36 2 1 0O O 1
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 3 1 1 1 0 2
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 2 A 10 Required for Majors
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 11
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 6 c 12 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 5 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 12 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 251 0201 University of Maryland

Title MULTIVARIABLE CALCULUS Baltimore County
Instructor: MINKOFF, SUSAN Fall 2008
Enrollment: 58

Questionnaires: 33

oOwWwuUw

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

WhADPDWADMDD

WhhADMD

Wwww

.25

.81
.09

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O ©O 1 1 0 5
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 0O 4 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O O 1 2 6 7
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 9 2 2 3 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 5 2 0 4 11
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 11 2 1 1 5
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o 1 o 5 7
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 5 0 1 0 5 12
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 1 0 2 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0O O o 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 1 5 11
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 2 1 1 10
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 8 3 0 5 11
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 24 0 3 0 o0 3
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 24 0 O 1 0o 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 24 0 O 1 2 3
4. Were special techniques successful 23 9 1 0 0 o
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 31 0O O 1 0O O
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 31 0 1 0O O 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 322 0 1 0 0 o
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 30 O 1 0O O 2
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 32 0 1 0O 0O o

Frequency Distribution

28

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.64 471/1649 4.43
4.52 544/1648 4.36
4.12 901/1375 4.25
3.83 124271595 3.99
4.04 794/1533 4.12
4.18 764/1512 4.26
4.36 68371623 4.58
5.00 171646 4.90
4.07 875/1621 4.05
4.59 743/1568 4.60
4.88 665/1572 4.66
4.23 971/1564 4.30
4.28 945/1559 4.30
3.63 991/1352 3.82
3.33 115971384 3.81
4.33 774/1382 4.02
3.89 103971368 3.73
1.00 ****/ 948 3.80

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#i## - Means there are not enough

33

-40
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.64
4.23 4.25 4.52
4.27 4.37 4.12
4.20 4.22 3.83
4.04 4.04 4.04
4.10 4.14 4.18
4.16 4.21 4.36
4.69 4.63 5.00
4.06 4.01 4.07
4.43 4.39 4.59
4.70 4.73 4.88
4.28 4.27 4.23
4.29 4.33 4.28
3.98 4.07 3.63
4.08 3.99 3.33
4.29 4.19 4.33
4.30 4.21 3.89
3.95 3.89 Fx**
4.29 4.33 Fr**
3.68 3.65 Fx**
4.06 3.93 Fr**
3.68 3.59 Fx**
4.30 4.07 FF**

Majors
Major 9

Non-major 24

responses to be significant

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors
28-55 9 1.00-1.99 1 B 12
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2 C 9 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 5 D 1
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 9 F 0 Electives

P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 251 0301

Title MULTIVARIABLE CALCULUS

Instructor:

ROSTAMIAN, ROUB

Enrollment: 52

Questionnaires: 37

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

WNNNWNNDNDN

Wwhwbh

36

31

O OO0

wooo

0

Frequencies

1 2 3 4
1 2 2 11
0O 2 5 12
1 0 7 12
2 1 3 4
o 0O 3 8
1 1 2 5
o o 1 7
o 1 o 7
0O 0 9 15
0O 1 4 12
0O 0 1 8
0O 0 3 18
1 2 5 9
1 1 7 5
o o0 3 1
o o0 3 1
o o0 1 2
1 0 2 ©O
1 0 0 oO
0O 2 0 4

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

ONEFEN

WhADPDWADMDD

WhADMD

Wwww

Required for Majors

General

Electives

Other

31

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.29 93371649 4.43
4.20 96671648 4.36
4.14 888/1375 4.25
3.83 124271595 3.99
4.39 485/1533 4.12
4.00 88371512 4.26
4.74 230/1623 4.58
4.71 99371646 4.90
4.03 90371621 4.05
4_.30 1080/1568 4.60
4.71 1022/1572 4.66
4.27 918/1564 4.30
4.12 1060/1559 4.30
4.00 690/1352 3.82
3.83 ****/1384 3.81
3.60 ****/1382 4.02
4.20 ****/1368 3.73
2.33 ****/ 048 3.80

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

37
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.29
4.23 4.25 4.20
4.27 4.37 4.14
4.20 4.22 3.83
4.04 4.04 4.39
4.10 4.14 4.00
4.16 4.21 4.74
4.69 4.63 4.71
4.06 4.01 4.03
4.43 4.39 4.30
4.70 4.73 4.71
4.28 4.27 4.27
4.29 4.33 4.12
3.98 4.07 4.00
4.08 3.99 Frx*
4.29 4.19 Fx**
4.30 4.21 Fx**
3.95 3.89 Fx**
3.68 3.65 Fx**
3.68 3.59 Fx**

Majors
Major 3

Non-major 34

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 251 0401

Title MULTIVARIABLE CALCULUS

Instructor:

MOLDOVAN, MELAN

Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

anN

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

WOOOOOOOoOOo

[eleNeoNoNe)

00 00 00

14

OO0 OVWhOOOO

NOOO ~NoOoooo

= O

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

e
AOWMAPDhOON

10

11

P hwWH

N -

N W

WhADPDWADMDD

WhADMD

Wwww

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
OQOOOONDMO

General

Electives

Other

15

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.33 871/1649 4.43
4.53 521/1648 4.36
4.40 665/1375 4.25
4.11 996/1595 3.99
4.27 604/1533 4.12
4.50 380/1512 4.26
4.73 241/1623 4.58
5.00 171646 4.90
3.83 112371621 4.05
4.73 517/1568 4.60
4_.47 1273/1572 4.66
4.40 780/1564 4.30
4.53 662/1559 4.30
3.75 91471352 3.82
4.29 65571384 3.81
3.71 1122/1382 4.02
3.57 115471368 3.73
3.80 578/ 948 3.80

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

15
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.33
4.23 4.25 4.53
4.27 4.37 4.40
4.20 4.22 4.11
4.04 4.04 4.27
4.10 4.14 4.50
4.16 4.21 4.73
4.69 4.63 5.00
4.06 4.01 3.83
4.43 4.39 4.73
4.70 4.73 4.47
4.28 4.27 4.40
4.29 4.33 4.53
3.98 4.07 3.75
4.08 3.99 4.29
4.29 4.19 3.71
4.30 4.21 3.57
3.95 3.89 3.80
4.12 447 FF**
4.29 4.33 FFF*
3.68 3.59 Fx**

Majors
Major 1

Non-major 14

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 251H 0101 University of Maryland

Title MULTIVARIABLE CALCULUS Baltimore County
Instructor: GOWDA, MUDDAPPA Fall 2008
Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 14

S

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.79 295/1649 4.79
4.79 234/1648 4.79
4.64 422/1375 4.64
4.00 1067/1595 4.00
3.33 1338/1533 3.33
4.67 263/1512 4.67
4.86 145/1623 4.86
5.00 171646 5.00
4.62 279/1621 4.62
4.93 196/1568 4.93
4.93 473/1572 4.93
4.71 406/1564 4.71
4.93 164/1559 4.93
4.67 208/1352 4.67
3.25 1192/1384 3.25
3.25 1275/1382 3.25
3.00 1286/1368 3.00

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 14

#### - Means there are not enough

WhADPDWADMDD

WhADMD
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.29 4.79
4.23 4.25 4.79
4.27 4.37 4.64
4.20 4.22 4.00
4.04 4.04 3.33
4.10 4.14 4.67
4.16 4.21 4.86
4.69 4.63 5.00
4.06 4.01 4.62
4.43 4.39 4.93
4.70 4.73 4.93
4.28 4.27 4.71
4.29 4.33 4.93
3.98 4.07 4.67
4.08 3.99 3.25
4.29 4.19 3.25
4.30 4.21 3.00
4.29 4.33 F**F*
3.68 3.65 ****
3.68 3.59 ****

Majors
Major 6

Non-major 8

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O O o 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O O O O o0 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O o 1 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 6 O 1 2 1
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 8 1 1 1 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 5 0 O O0 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o 2
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 1 0 O O0 5
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O o o0 1
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O o o0 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 8 0 O 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 10 0 1 o0 1 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 10 O 1 0 1 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 10 O 1 0 2 0
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 13 0 0O O o0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 12 0 0 0O o0 2
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 11 o0 o o o0 3
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 1 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 1 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 301 0101

Title INTRO MATH ANALYSIS 1

Instructor:

RATHINAM, MURUH

Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 19

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

WRPROOOOOOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

13

14

18

Iy

[
OOONRFREPLPROOO

~AOOCOO

oo

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
O~NOM_MIT~OON

12

11

P NN

WhADPDWAMDMDD

WhADMD

www

.25

.09

.78

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
CQOO0OOWWhDM

General

Electives

Other

17

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.26 954/1649 4.34
4.11 106571648 4.09
4.21 840/1375 4.39
4.25 818/1595 4.28
3.67 113971533 3.83
4.43 493/1512 4.41
4.37 683/1623 4.20
4.94 398/1646 4.87
4.00 91471621 3.99
4.58 767/1568 4.79
4.63 110871572 4.70
4.21 981/1564 3.95
4.26 95971559 3.74
4.20 556/1352 4.20
2.50 ****/ 555 2_.33
2.67 ****/ 288 2.00
2.50 ****/ 312 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 4.26
4.23 4.18 4.11
4.27 4.22 4.21
4.20 4.21 4.25
4.04 4.05 3.67
4.10 4.11 4.43
4.16 4.08 4.37
4.69 4.67 4.94
4.06 4.02 4.00
4.43 4.39 4.58
4.70 4.64 4.63
4.28 4.25 4.21
4.29 4.23 4.26
3.98 3.97 4.20
4.08 4.11 Fx**
4.29 4.37 FF**
4.30 4.39 Fxx*
4.29 4.22 Fx**
3.68 3.58 Fr**
3.68 3.60 Fr**
3.99 4.05 *F***

Majors
Major 13

Non-major 6

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 301 0201

Title INTRO MATH ANALYSIS 1
Instructor: ARMSTRONG, THOM
Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M

Page
FEB 11,

1100
2009

Job IRBR3029

MBC Level
ean 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 learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

4

OQOOONNOOO

~AOOCOO

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

ORPREPNORNEDN

oo A~Dd

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.00 118371649 4.34
3.40 1527/1648 4.09
4.20 855/1375 4.39
4.00 1067/1595 4.28
3.33 1338/1533 3.83
4.00 88371512 4.41
3.60 1347/1623 4.20
4.80 83371646 4.87
3.40 140571621 3.99
4.80 387/1568 4.79
4.60 1146/1572 4.70
3.00 1496/1564 3.95
2.20 1542/1559 3.74
2.00 ****/1352 4.20
2.33 516/ 555 2.33
1.50 281/ 288 2.00
2.00 ****/ 312 3.50

WhADPDWADMDD

WhADMD

.25

.09

AABAMDDIDDD

WhMADMD

o

N
AABAMDMDIIDDD

o

al

N

[e4]
WhhADD

N

a1

.68 3.58

.68 3.60

1.50

*kk*k

Required for Majors

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

5

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 301 0301

Title INTRO MATH ANALYSIS 1
Instructor: SHEN, JINGLAI
Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M

Page
FEB 11,

1101
2009

Job IRBR3029

MBC Level
ean 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 learned
Was the grading system clearly explained
How many times was class cancelled
How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

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

abhwbNPF

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

POOOFROOOO

RPOOOO

6
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OoO000O0

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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[e4]
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N

a1

.68 3.58

.68 3.60

E

Required for Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 1
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.75 328/1649 4.34
4.75 263/1648 4.09
4.75 296/1375 4.39
4.60 38371595 4.28
4.50 366/1533 3.83
4.80 156/1512 4.41
4.63 370/1623 4.20
4.88 714/1646 4.87
4.57 31371621 3.99
5.00 171568 4.79
4.88 665/1572 4.70
4.63 524/1564 3.95
4.75 390/1559 3.74
4.00 ****/1352 4.20
2.00 ****/ 555 2_.33
2.50 253/ 288 2.00
3.50 217/ 312 3.50

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

8

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 302 0101

Title INTRO MATH ANALYSIS 11

Instructor:

SEIDMAN, THOMAS

Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 22

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

PRPOOOWOOO

NORFR, OO

17

18

21

OO0 OVWhOOOO

NOOOoOOoO

oo

0

NOORNRFROIOW

WO VWO

oONDN

0

ROWRRONND
1O WO WWNO®
CONUINNO W=

(@R SN
oNO 0OTO
oOwWr wh

Roh
NN W
N A O

0O O 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N
OFRPOWSNPFRPPFPON

oORr R WR

wWwN O

WhADPDWADMDD

WhhADMD

www

.25

.09

.78

Required for Majors

=T TIOO
RPOOOOOO N

General

Electives

Other

18

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.05 159971649 3.05
2.36 1641/1648 2.36
2.59 1365/1375 2.59
2.69 1574/1595 2.69
3.61 117371533 3.61
3.62 1196/1512 3.62
2.64 159371623 2.64
5.00 171646 5.00
2.38 1598/1621 2.38
2.41 1558/1568 2.41
4.27 1393/1572 4.27
2.10 1558/1564 2.10
2.05 1548/1559 2.05
2.11 136371384 2.11
3.40 123371382 3.40
3.88 1043/1368 3.88
1.86 531/ 555 1.86

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 3.05
4.23 4.18 2.36
4.27 4.22 2.59
4.20 4.21 2.69
4.04 4.05 3.61
4.10 4.11 3.62
4.16 4.08 2.64
4.69 4.67 5.00
4.06 4.02 2.38
4.43 4.39 2.41
4.70 4.64 4.27
4.28 4.25 2.10
4.29 4.23 2.05
3.98 3.97 Fx**
4.08 4.11 2.11
4.29 4.37 3.40
4.30 4.39 3.88
4.29 4.22 1.86
3.68 3.58 Fr**
3.68 3.60 Fr**
3.99 4.05 *F***

Majors
Major 18

Non-major 4

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 381 0101 University of Maryland

Title LIN. METH/OPER RESEARC Baltimore County
Instructor: GULER, OSMAN Fall 2008
Enrollment: 23

Questionnaires: 12

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

=
OFROGINFPRARMWW

ONNIAW

oo

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.67 1429/1649 3.67
3.42 1522/1648 3.42
4.00 950/1375 4.00
3.75 1285/1595 3.75
3.88 945/1533 3.88
3.78 1107/1512 3.78
3.75 1270/1623 3.75
4.92 597/1646 4.92
3.00 150471621 3.00
3.42 1478/1568 3.42
4.08 1451/1572 4.08
2.92 1517/1564 2.92
3.27 1436/1559 3.27
2.20 1330/1352 2.20
2.67 1353/1382 2.67

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 12

#### - Means there are not enough

WhADPDWADMDD

WhADMD

www

.25

.09
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Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.27 3.67
4.23 4.18 3.42
4.27 4.22 4.00
4.20 4.21 3.75
4.04 4.05 3.88
4.10 4.11 3.78
4.16 4.08 3.75
4.69 4.67 4.92
4.06 4.02 3.00
4.43 4.39 3.42
4.70 4.64 4.08
4.28 4.25 2.92
4.29 4.23 3.27
3.98 3.97 2.20
4.08 4.11 ****
4.29 4.37 2.67
4.30 4.39 Fxx*
4.29 4.22 Fx*F*
3.68 3.58 ****
3.68 3.60 ****

Majors
Major 7

Non-major 5

responses to be significant

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



Course-Section: MATH 404 0101

Title INTRO PART DIFF EQ 1

Instructor:

BELL, JONATHAN

Enrollment: 36

Questionnaires: 25

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

OWRER

s

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

16

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.52 617/1649 4.52
4.32 81171648 4.32
4.24 823/1375 4.24
4.11 1010/1595 4.11
3.39 1320/1533 3.39
4.06 85971512 4.06
4.12 957/1623 4.12
5.00 171646 5.00
4.00 91471621 4.00
4.48 878/1568 4.48
4.76 912/1572 4.76
3.58 1365/1564 3.58
4.12 1060/1559 4.12
2.86 1262/1352 2.86
3.11 124471384 3.11
3.11 130871382 3.11
3.78 1085/1368 3.78

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.50 4.52
4.23 4.36 4.32
4.27 4.48 4.24
4.20 4.36 4.11
4.04 4.14 3.39
4.10 4.26 4.06
4.16 4.27 4.12
4.69 4.71 5.00
4.06 4.24 4.00
4.43 4.54 4.48
4.70 4.79 4.76
4.28 4.40 3.58
4.29 4.41 4.12
3.98 4.07 2.86
4.08 4.35 3.11
4.29 4.56 3.11
4.30 4.58 3.78
3.95 4.31 Fx**
4.29 4.41 Fx**
3.68 3.71 Fx**
4.06 4.86 Fr**
3.68 3.95 Fx**
4.30 4.64 FFF*
4.16 4.24 Fx**
4_.43 4.84 Fx**

Majors

Major 5
Non-major 20

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O O o 1 0 9
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o 4 9
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O o 5 9
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 6 O 1 3 8
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 2 3 1 8 6
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 8 0 0 3 10
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O O 1 0 6 6
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 1 0 0O 6 9
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o 3 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O O O O 0 &6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 2 11 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O O O 0 5 12
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 1 4 2 10 5
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 16 0 2 1 1 4
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 16 O 2 1 1 4
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 16 O 1 1 0o 4
4. Were special techniques successful 16 7 1 0 1 o
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 24 0 0 O o0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 24 0 0 O o 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 24 0 1 0 o0 o
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 22 0 1 2 0O O
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 24 0 0 O o0 o
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 24 0 0O O o0 o
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 24 0 0O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 1 A 5 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 14
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 1 General
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad 8 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 407 0101 University of Maryland

Title MODERN ALGEBRA & NO.TH Baltimore County
Instructor: TOLL, CHARLES Fall 2008
Enrollment: 20

Questionnaires: 10

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

WhobhbhbhNoN

o Ul h 00

oo

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.50 644/1649 4.50
4.40 702/1648 4.40
4.50 546/1375 4.50
4.25 818/1595 4.25
4.13 733/1533 4.13
4.50 380/1512 4.50
4.80 16971623 4.80
4.40 1287/1646 4.40
3.90 1060/1621 3.90
4.70 588/1568 4.70
4.80 840/1572 4.80
4.20 1001/1564 4.20
4.30 931/1559 4.30
3.25 215/ 288 3.25

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 10

#i## - Means there are not enough
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MBC Level
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A D
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Majors

Non-major

responses to be significant

*kk*k

3.25

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O o0 o 2 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 2 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O o 2 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O O 2 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O 2 0 0 3 1
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 4 0 0 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O o0 1 o
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 6
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 4 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o 1 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o o o o o0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly O 0O O o0 2 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o O o o 2 3
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 8 0 O 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 9 0O O O 1 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 9 0O O 1 0O O
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 9 0O O O 1 0
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 9 O O O o0 o
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 6 0 1 0 o0 3
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 3
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad 0 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 2



Course-Section: MATH 410 0101

Title INTRO COMPLEX ANALYSIS

Instructor:

GOWDA, MUDDAPPA

Enrollment: 25

Questionnaires: 18

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

wWwN

ORrROR

RPRNR R

Mean

rOSADWOWADDDS

WhhADMD

A D

AOoonwu

aoobhb

Instructor

Rank

36171649
362/1648
40171375
34271595
132671533
380/1512
448/1623
171646
10971621

147/1568
640/1572
310/1564
12371559
FHA*)1352

*Hxx/1384
FHRA*)1382
*HRA*/1368

wxkxf 243

Fkkxk f 39

Fkkxk f 24
*xxx/ 110

Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

Course
Mean
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Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.50 4.72
4.23 4.36 4.67
4.27 4.48 4.67
4.20 4.36 4.64
4.04 4.14 3.38
4.10 4.26 4.50
4.16 4.27 4.56
4.69 4.71 5.00
4.06 4.24 4.87
4.43 4.54 4.94
4.70 4.79 4.89
4.28 4.40 4.78
4.29 4.41 4.94
3.98 4.07 Fx**
4.08 4.35 Fx**
4.29 4.56 Fx**
4.30 4.58 Fx**
4.12 4.61 Fx**
4.29 4.41 Fx**
3.68 3.71 Fx**
4.06 4.86 Fr**
4.09 4.42 Fx**
4_47 4.52 Fxx*
4.38 4.59 FrF*
3.68 3.95 Fr**
4.30 4.64 FFF*
4.16 4.24 FF**
4.43 4.84 FFF*
4.42 4.85 Fxx*
3.99 4.22 Fxx*

Majors
Major 13

Non-major 5

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o O o0 o 1 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0O 0O O 1 0 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0O 4 O 1 0 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 10 0o 3 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 8 0 0 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O o0 o0 1 1 3
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 3 0 0O 0 0 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared o O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o o o o o0 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly o o o o 1 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 14 O 1 1 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 14 0 O O 2 o©
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 14 0 O O 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 14 0 O O 1 0
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 17 O O O o0 o
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 16 1 0 1 0O O
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 14 2 0O O O 2
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 17 0 O O o0 o
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 17 0O O o 1 0
3. Was the instructor available for consultation 17 0 0 0 0 0
4. To what degree could you discuss your evaluations 17 O O O o0 o
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 16 1 0O 0O O 1
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 6 0 O O O 1
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 6 0 O O 1 0
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 16 0 O O O oO
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 16 1 O O o0 o
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 16 1 O O o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 12 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad 1 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives
P 0

responses to be significant
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Course-Section: MATH 426 0101

Title INTO MATH PKGS:MATLAB
Instructor: WU, YUKUN

Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 5

Questions

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

OCO~NOO~WNEF

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

abhwNPF

Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

RPRRPRRRPRRERER

RPRRRR

4

Fall

OQOONRFPRWOO

POOOO

0

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

ONWONOPRrO

NNOON

Instructor

Mean

WhhADDDIMIED

WwWwwwh

.00

.00

Rank

1183/1649
1124/1648
FAA*)1375
1067/1595

883/1512

220/1623
1193/1646
150471621

85271568
1538/1572
149671564
127771559

970/1352

**x*xx/ GGG

83/ 288

Course
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Majors

M
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Required for Majors

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

5

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 430 0101

Title MATRIX ANALYSIS

Instructor:

ZWECK, JOHN

Enrollment: 34

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2008

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

WN PP

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. 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

POOOORrRORrRO

[eleNeoNoNe)

0 0 0w O

10
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12
12
12

oOooOoONUIPROOO
[cNoNoNeolal NoNoNe)
[cNoNeol eololoNoNe)
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[cNeN
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

PWEN

[cNeoNe)

WhADPDWAMDMDD

WhhADMD

Wwww

www

N = T TOO
RPOOOOWhM

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.62 497/1649 4.62
4.42 687/1648 4.42
4.31 76371375 4.31
3.82 125471595 3.82
4.50 366/1533 4.50
4.27 663/1512 4.27
4.46 555/1623 4.46
5.00 171646 5.00
4.08 870/1621 4.08
5.00 171568 5.00
4.85 740/1572 4.85
4.54 620/1564 4.54
4.62 573/1559 4.62
4.00 690/1352 4.00
4.00 946/1382 4.00
3.80 1071/1368 3.80
2.71 272/ 312 2.71

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##H# - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.50 4.62
4.23 4.36 4.42
4.27 4.48 4.31
4.20 4.36 3.82
4.04 4.14 4.50
4.10 4.26 4.27
4.16 4.27 4.46
4.69 4.71 5.00
4.06 4.24 4.08
4.43 4.54 5.00
4.70 4.79 4.85
4.28 4.40 4.54
4.29 4.41 4.62
3.98 4.07 4.00
4.08 4.35 Fx**
4.29 4.56 4.00
4.30 4.58 3.80
3.95 4.31 x***
4.29 4.41 F***
3.68 3.71 F***
3.68 3.95 2.71
4.30 4.64 F***
4.16 4.24 Fx**
4.43 4.84 Fx**

Majors
Major 10
Non-major 3

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 441 0101

Title INTRO NUMERICAL ANALYS

Instructor:

MINKOFF, SUSAN

Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 7

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

POOOOOOOO

[eleNeoNoNe)

[ & 6]

5

OO0OORrRPFRPROOOO

Wwoooo

oo

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

WNPWONWANN

ouUlh NN

P NN

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
5.00 171649 5.00
5.00 1/1648 5.00
4.43 641/1375 4.43
4.14 956/1595 4.14
3.17 1400/1533 3.17
4.33 595/1512 4.33
4.14 936/1623 4.14
5.00 171646 5.00
4.33 595/1621 4.33
5.00 171568 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00
4.29 908/1564 4.29
4.57 618/1559 4.57
2.50 1301/1352 2.50
5.00 171384 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00
4.50 654/1368 4.50
1.75 534/ 555 1.75
4.00 83/ 288 4.00
4.00 40/ 110 4.00

WhADPDWA,DMDD

WhADMD

www

.25

.09

.78

Required for Majors

N = T T1TO O
RPOOOONRFW

General

Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

6
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.50 5.00
4.23 4.36 5.00
4.27 4.48 4.43
4.20 4.36 4.14
4.04 4.14 3.17
4.10 4.26 4.33
4.16 4.27 4.14
4.69 4.71 5.00
4.06 4.24 4.33
4.43 4.54 5.00
4.70 4.79 5.00
4.28 4.40 4.29
4.29 4.41 4.57
3.98 4.07 2.50
4.08 4.35 5.00
4.29 4.56 5.00
4.30 4.58 4.50
4.29 4.41 1.75
3.68 3.71 4.00
3.68 3.95 Fx**
3.99 4.22 4.00

Majors
Major 5
Non-major 2

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 475 0101

Title COMBINATORICS/GRAPH TH

Instructor:

ARMSTRONG, THOM

Enrollment: 22

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2008

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

O©CoOo~NOUAWNE

abhwbNPRF

WN P

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students

ORrPOOOOCOO

WRENR R

10

11

12

ORPOWANOOO

[N N eNoNa]

oo

0

[eNeoNoNoNoloNoNoNa]

[eleNeoNoNe)

[cNeN

0

uencies

2 3 4
0 0 4
0 0 4
0 0 2
0 1 3
0 1 2
0 1 1
0 0 4
0 0 1
0 4 1
0 2 2
0 1 3
2 2 4
4 0 5
0 1 0
1 0 1
1 1 0
0 2 0
1 0 0
0 0 2
0 0 3
1 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

P Whoo

PR Oo

WhADPDWADMDD

WhhADMD

www

.25

.09

.78

Required for Majors

N = T TTOO
OQOO0OO0OO0OFrON

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.71 372/1649 4.71
4.71 30071648 4.71
4.86 19971375 4.86
4.58 405/1595 4.58
4.60 288/1533 4.60
4.73 217/1512 4.73
4.69 284/1623 4.69
4.92 597/1646 4.92
4.00 91471621 4.00
4.54 815/1568 4.54
4.62 1133/1572 4.62
3.83 1256/1564 3.83
3.58 1349/1559 3.58

Type
Graduate 1
Under-grad 13

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.50 4.71
4.23 4.36 4.71
4.27 4.48 4.86
4.20 4.36 4.58
4.04 4.14 4.60
4.10 4.26 4.73
4.16 4.27 4.69
4.69 4.71 4.92
4.06 4.24 4.00
4.43 4.54 4.54
4.70 4.79 4.62
4.28 4.40 3.83
4.29 4.41 3.58
3.98 4.07 Fx**
4.08 4.35 Fx**
4.29 4.56 F**F*
4.30 4.58 Fx**
4.29 4.41 Fx**
3.68 3.71 FF**
3.68 3.95 FF**
3.99 4.22 Fx**

Majors
Major 6

Non-major 8

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 479 0101

Title MATH PROBLEM SOLVING S

Instructor:

ARMSTRONG, THOM

Enrollment: 17

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M

Page
FEB 11,

1111
2009

Job IRBR3029

MBC Level
ean Mean

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

WN P

ahpPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
. Did presentations contribute to what you learned
. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

[eNeoNoNooloNoNoNa]

oo oag

© © o

[e2eole]

9

OCOoORrRWNPUIOO

~AOOCOO

oo

[cNeN

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

=
N~NOoO~NONOR~O D

S RN WO

N R R

WhABADWADDDS

WhADMD

www

www

-90

.25

.09

AABAMDDIIDDD

WhMADMD

A D

whDb
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A
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ADADADD
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o
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©
A D
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o]

.54

w
a1
whh
IS
N

.68

.68 3.95

*kkk
*hk*k

4.50

*hkk

Required for Majors

W= TTOO
[eNeNoNooloNoNe)

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.20 1027/1649 4.20
4.60 441/1648 4.60
4.80 23371375 4.80
4.83 174/1595 4.83
4.67 241/1533 4.67
4.71 225/1512 4.71
4.78 19971623 4.78
5.00 171646 5.00
4.60 288/1621 4.60
4.20 116971568 4.20
5.00 171572 5.00
4.60 550/1564 4.60
4.20 100971559 4.20
4.00 388/ 555 4.00
4.50 37/ 288 4.50

Type
Graduate 0
Under-grad 10

#i## - Means there are not enough

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 490 0101

Title SPECIAL TOPICS IN MATH

Instructor:

RATHINAM, MURUH

Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M

Page
FEB 11,

1112
2009

Job IRBR3029

MBC Level
ean Mean

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

POOOOOOOO

NOOOO

(66, 6 e

5

OQOONANOOO

NOOOO

[cNeoNoNe]

0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NPAWNONNND

oOhOMN

[cNeoNoNe]

WhABADWADDDS

WhADMD

Wwww

AABAMDDIIDDD

WhMADMD

wWhbHD

o

e
AARAADMADMDIIAD

o

A

N

[e]
ADADMDD

N

o

A DAD

Majors

AADMDNADDDS
[$)]
o

NDWSAD
[e¢]
w

*hk*k

Required for Majors

W= T TIOO
OCORrRPROOOON

General

Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.67 433/1649 4.67
4.17 99971648 4.17
4.33 733/1375 4.33
4.00 1067/1595 4.00
2.50 1511/1533 2.50
4.25 687/1512 4.25
4.00 102971623 4.00
4_.67 1037/1646 4.67
4.20 754/1621 4.20
4_.33 1050/1568 4.33
4.67 1071/1572 4.67
3.83 1256/1564 3.83
4.50 695/1559 4.50
2.00 1335/1352 2.00
3.33 482/ 555 3.33

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

6

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: MATH 601 0101 University of Maryland

Page 1113
FEB 11, 2009
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 118371649 4.00 4.13 4.28 4.46 4.00
4.00 112471648 4.00 4.21 4.23 4.34 4.00
5.00 171375 5.00 4.26 4.27 4.44 5.00
3.50 1397/1595 3.50 4.05 4.20 4.35 3.50
3.50 1249/1533 3.50 3.79 4.04 4.28 3.50
4.00 88371512 4.00 4.04 4.10 4.35 4.00
4.50 50271623 4.50 4.33 4.16 4.29 4.50
5.00 171646 5.00 4.83 4.69 4.81 5.00
3.50 134571621 3.50 3.95 4.06 4.20 3.50
4.00 127971568 4.00 4.47 4.43 4.52 4.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.66 4.70 4.83 5.00
3.50 138871564 3.50 4.09 4.28 4.41 3.50
3.50 1370/1559 3.50 4.16 4.29 4.41 3.50
3.00 125471384 3.00 3.50 4.08 4.30 3.00
3.00 1316/1382 3.00 3.60 4.29 4.52 3.00
4.00 948/1368 4.00 3.63 4.30 4.56 4.00
1.00 110/ 110 1.00 2.78 3.99 3.92 1.00

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

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

Title MEASURE THEORY Baltimore County
Instructor: GULER, OSMAN Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 3
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 O o0 o 2 0
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 0 1
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals O O O O o o 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals O O O o 1 1 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0O 0O o0 o0 1 1 o0
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O 2 O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained O o0 o o o0 1 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o 2
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 1 1 o0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o 1 0 1
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o o o o o o 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O O O0O o0 1 1 o0
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned o 0O o 1 o o0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 O O 1 o0 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 o0 O 1 o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 O O o0 o 1 0
Self Paced
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 1 0 1 0 o0 o0 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 0 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 c 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 1 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 617 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.57 550/1649 4.57
4.29 862/1648 4.29
5.00 171375 5.00
4.40 636/1595 4.40
4.60 288/1533 4.60
4.43 493/1512 4.43
4.43 60871623 4.43
5.00 171646 5.00
4.17 78971621 4.17
5.00 171568 5.00
4.86 715/1572 4.86
4.71 406/1564 4.71
4.57 618/1559 4.57
4.33 457/1352 4.33
3.00 2297 288 3.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

1

WhADPDWADMDD
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.46 4.57
4.23 4.34 4.29
4.27 4.44 5.00
4.20 4.35 4.40
4.04 4.28 4.60
4.10 4.35 4.43
4.16 4.29 4.43
4.69 4.81 5.00
4.06 4.20 4.17
4.43 4.52 5.00
4.70 4.83 4.86
4.28 4.41 4.71
4.29 4.41 4.57
3.98 4.10 4.33
4.08 4.30 *F***
4.29 4.52 Fxx*
4.30 4.56 Fx**
4.29 4.66 FF**
3.68 3.87 3.00
3.68 3.83 Fr**

Majors
Major 5
Non-major 2

responses to be significant

Title INDUSTRIAL MATHEMATICS Baltimore County
Instructor: BELL, JONATHAN Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 7
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 0O O o 1 0O O 6
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals o O o0 o 1 3 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 5 0 0 0 o0 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 2 0O 0O o 1 1 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 1 o0 o o 2 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O 1 2 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o o o o o 4 3
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 1 3 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O O o0 o 7
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O O 0O 1 =6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0o 0O o O o0 2 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O0O o0 1 1 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 3 0O O o 2 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 6 0 O O O 1 o
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 6 0 O O 0 oO 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 6 0 O O 0 oO 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 6 0 O O 0 oO 1
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 5 0 0 1 o0 1 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 6 0 O O O 1 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad 6 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 620 0101

Title NUMERICAL ANALYSIS 1
Instructor: GOBBERT, MATTHI
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 12

OCoOo~NOOUAWNE

abhwbNPF

AWNPF

abhwnNPF abhwWNPE abhwNPE

abhwWNPE

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

NOOOOOOOO

RPOOOO

DA BAD

Fall

[eNeNeoNoNe) [cNeNoNoNa] [cNeoNoNoNa] ~hOOO NOOOO OOORNF,POOO

[eNeNoNoNe]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2008

RPOOOO [cNoNeoNoNa] PRPRPPFPO PNPEP A WN AR ORrA_AWORMDMDW

[eNeNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

RPRRRR RPRRPRR ocooooo oCwuIN

RPRRRR

Mean

AADAMDWOADDDS

ADADMDD

OO aaoaoo WhhpPhw WwhHpH

oo a

Instructor

Rank

53671649
362/1648
80671375
566/1595
111371533
217/1512
720/1623
59771646
511/1621

22071568
532/1572
651/1564
284/1559
690/1352

79571384
740/1382
1043/1368

844/

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

****/
Fkkxk f
****/
****/

Fkkxk f

****/
****/
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Fkkx f
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Mean
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.46 4.58
4.23 4.34 4.67
4.27 4.44 4.25
4.20 4.35 4.45
4.04 4.28 3.70
4.10 4.35 4.73
4.16 4.29 4.33
4.69 4.81 4.92
4.06 4.20 4.40
4.43 4.52 4.92
4.70 4.83 4.92
4.28 4.41 4.50
4.29 4.41 4.83
3.98 4.10 4.00
4.08 4.30 4.00
4.29 4.52 4.38
4.30 4.56 3.88
3.95 4.03 3.00
4.16 4.27 F***
4.12 4.61 F***
4.40 4.73 Fx*F*
4.35 4.80 *F***
4.29 4.66 F***
4.54 4.63 F***
4.47 4.50 F***
4.43 4.43 FF**
4.35 4.42 Fx**
3.68 3.87 F***
4.06 4.51 F***
4.09 4.47 F***
4.47 4.58 Fx**
4.38 4.44 Fx**
3.68 3.83 ****
4.30 4.37 F**F*
4.16 4.49 *x**
4.43 4.43 FF**
4.42 4.67 FF*F*
3.99 3.92 *x**



Course-Section: MATH 620 0101 University of Maryland Page 1115

Title NUMERICAL ANALYSIS 1 Baltimore County FEB 11, 2009
Instructor: GOBBERT, MATTHI Fall 2008 Job 1RBR3029
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 12 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 1 A 6 Required for Majors O Graduate 9 Major 8
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 3
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 2 Under-grad 3 Non-major 4
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 9 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ##HH# - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 8
? 1



Course-Section: MATH 635 0101

University of Maryland
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 64471649 4.50 4.13 4.28 4.46 4.50
4.50 556/1648 4.50 4.21 4.23 4.34 4.50
5.00 171595 5.00 4.05 4.20 4.35 5.00
5.00 171533 5.00 3.79 4.04 4.28 5.00
5.00 171512 5.00 4.04 4.10 4.35 5.00
4.50 502/1623 4.50 4.33 4.16 4.29 4.50
4.50 119371646 4.50 4.83 4.69 4.81 4.50
5.00 171621 5.00 3.95 4.06 4.20 5.00
5.00 171568 5.00 4.47 4.43 4.52 5.00
5.00 171572 5.00 4.66 4.70 4.83 5.00
5.00 171564 5.00 4.09 4.28 4.41 5.00
4.50 695/1559 4.50 4.16 4.29 4.41 4.50
5.00 171352 5.00 3.67 3.98 4.10 5.00
4.00 795/1384 4.00 3.50 4.08 4.30 4.00
5.00 171382 5.00 3.60 4.29 4.52 5.00
5.00 171368 5.00 3.63 4.30 4.56 5.00

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

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

Title FINITE ELEMENTS Baltimore County
Instructor: SURI, MANIL Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 2
Questionnaires: 2 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course O O O o0 o 1
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals O O O o0 o 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 1 O O O o
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O O O o o o
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 O O O O O
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0O 0O O o o0 1
8. How many times was class cancelled o O O o0 o 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0O O O O0 O
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared O O O o o o
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject o O o o o0 o
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O O o0 o
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O O o o0 1
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0O 1 0 0 0 o
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 O o0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 1 0 0 O o0 o
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 1 o O o0 o0 o
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 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 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: MATH 710A 0101 University of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.86 1311/1649 3.86
4.14 102171648 4.14
4.00 950/1375 4.00
4.40 636/1595 4.40
4.17 703/1533 4.17
4.00 88371512 4.00
4.71 261/1623 4.71
5.00 171646 5.00
3.60 130271621 3.60
4.29 1096/1568 4.29
4.71 100371572 4.71
4.43 754/1564 4.43
4.00 112171559 4.00
4.57 263/1352 4.57
5.00 171384 5.00
5.00 171382 5.00
4.50 654/1368 4.50
3.00 256/ 312 3.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#H## - Means there are not enough

1
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.28 4.46 3.86
4.23 4.34 4.14
4.27 4.44 4.00
4.20 4.35 4.40
4.04 4.28 4.17
4.10 4.35 4.00
4.16 4.29 4.71
4.69 4.81 5.00
4.06 4.20 3.60
4.43 4.52 4.29
4.70 4.83 4.71
4.28 4.41 4.43
4.29 4.41 4.00
3.98 4.10 4.57
4.08 4.30 5.00
4.29 4.52 5.00
4.30 4.56 4.50
3.95 4.03 ****
4.29 4.66 F***
3.68 3.87 ****
3.68 3.83 3.00
Majors
Major 4
Non-major 3

responses to be significant

Title ALGORITHMS/0PTIMIZ PRO Baltimore County
Instructor: POTRA, FLORIAN Fall 2008
Enrol Iment: 7
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 0O ©O 1 0O 0 4 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0O ©O 1 0O O 2 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 2 1 0O O 1 3
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 2 0O 0O o 3 2
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned O 1 o0 1 1 0 4
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 3 0 0 1 1 1
7. Was the grading system clearly explained o 0O o o o 2 5
8. How many times was class cancelled o o o o o o 7
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 1 0 1 0 4 o0
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0O O 1 0O O 1 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0O 0O O O 1 o0 &6
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0O 0O O 1 o0 1 5
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0O 0O 1 o0 1 1 4
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding o O O o0 o 3 4
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 5 0 0 0 o0 o0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 0O 0 0 o 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 5 0 0 0 o0 1 1
4. Were special techniques successful 5 1 0 0 0 o0 1
Laboratory
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 6 0 O 1 0O O O
Seminar
5. Were criteria for grading made clear 6 O 1 O O o0 o
Field Work
5. Did conferences help you carry out field activities 5 0 0 1 0 1 o
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 1
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 6 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

MATH 710B 0101
ITERATIVE METHODS
DRAGANESCU, AND

Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 6

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall

2008

Freq

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1118
2009
3029
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General
you gain new insights,skills from this course
the instructor make clear the expected goals
the exam questions reflect the expected goals
other evaluations reflect the expected goals
assigned readings contribute to what you learned
written assignments contribute to what you learned
the grading system clearly explained
many times was class cancelled
would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

- Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced

. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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uencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Reasons
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Required for Majors

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

General

Electives

Other

Page
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.60 510/1649 4.60 4.13 4.28 4.46
4.80 216/1648 4.80 4.21 4.23 4.34
5.00 171375 5.00 4.26 4.27 4.44
4.60 383/1595 4.60 4.05 4.20 4.35
4.40 476/1533 4.40 3.79 4.04 4.28
4.80 156/1512 4.80 4.04 4.10 4.35
4.60 395/1623 4.60 4.33 4.16 4.29
5.00 171646 5.00 4.83 4.69 4.81
4.60 288/1621 4.60 3.95 4.06 4.20
5.00 171568 5.00 4.47 4.43 4.52
5.00 171572 5.00 4.66 4.70 4.83
5.00 171564 5.00 4.09 4.28 4.41
4.60 586/1559 4.60 4.16 4.29 4.41
4.60 247/1352 4.60 3.67 3.98 4.10
4.50 437/1384 4.50 3.50 4.08 4.30
4.67 483/1382 4.67 3.60 4.29 4.52
4.33 796/1368 4.33 3.63 4.30 4.56
1.00 553/ 555 1.00 2.65 4.29 4.66
4.00 ****/ 288 **** 3 25 3.68 3.87
2.50 279/ 312 2.50 3.09 3.68 3.83
4.00 ****/ 110 **** 2.78 3.99 3.92
Type Majors
Graduate 4 Major

Under-grad 2 Non-major

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



