Course-Section: STAT 121 0101

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

MARFANI, ERUM F

Enrollment: 38

Questionnaires: 22
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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
. Were criteria for grading made clear

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

Self Paced

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

BN

. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
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Course-Section: STAT 121 0101

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: MARFANI, ERUM F
Enrollment: 38

Questionnaires: 22

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Majors

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

Other

12

Graduate 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 22

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0102

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

MARFANI, ERUM F

Enrollment: 34

Questionnaires: 33
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Questions

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: STAT 121 0102

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: MARFANI, ERUM F
Enrollment: 34

Questionnaires: 33

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 7 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 6
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 7

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Graduate 0
Under-grad 33 Non-major 33

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0201

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

KEGAN, BONNIE

Enrollment: 33

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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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.23 3.44
4.27 4.30 3.75
4.32 4.31 3.81
4.24 4.17 4.00
4.07 4.03 3.86
4.12 4.00 3.79
4.22 4.28 3.87
4.67 4.61 4.73
4.11 4.07 3.70
4.46 4.47 3.93
4.72 4.68 3.79
4.31 4.32 3.86
4.32 4.32 3.92
4.00 3.91 4.00
4.10 3.92 3.33
4.29 4.09 2.53
4.31 4.08 3.27
4.03 3.94 2.71
4.19 4.25 FFx*
4.21 4.35 FFx*
4.44 4.58 KF**
4.31 4.45 FF**
4.18 4.47 FFF*
4.65 4.67 FFF*
4.64 4.72 FrFF*
4.57 4.46 F*F**
4.45 4.59 KF**
3.97 3.99 Fx**
4.50 3.91 FF**
4.19 4.07 *F***
4.62 4.63 FFF*
4.27 4,42 FFF*
4.47 4.28 F*F*F*
4.64 4.59 KFx*
4.67 4.83 FrF**
4.54 4.46 F*F**
4.84 4.75 FFx*
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Course-Section: STAT 121 0201

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE
Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 16

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Type Majors

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

=T TOO
RPOOOORrRrbhMO®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0202

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

KEGAN, BONNIE

Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 12
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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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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.23 3.67
4.27 4.30 3.83
4.32 4.31 4.00
4.24 4.17 3.91
4.07 4.03 4.00
4.12 4.00 3.82
4.22 4.28 4.17
4.67 4.61 5.00
4.11 4.07 3.33
4.46 4.47 4.27
4.72 4.68 4.17
4.31 4.32 3.92
4.32 4.32 4.17
4.00 3.91 4.58
4.10 3.92 3.10
4.29 4.09 2.90
4.31 4.08 2.90
4.03 3.94 FF**
4.19 4.25 FFx*
4.21 4.35 FFx*
4.44 4.58 KF**
4.31 4.45 FF**
4.18 4.47 FFF*
4.65 4.67 FFF*
4.64 4.72 FrFF*
4.57 4.46 F*F**
4.45 4.59 KF**
3.97 3.99 Fx**
4.50 3.91 FF**
4.19 4.07 *F***
4.62 4.63 FFF*
4.27 4,42 FFF*
4.47 4.28 F*F*F*
4.64 4.59 KFx*
4.67 4.83 FrF**
4.54 4.46 F*F**
4.84 4.75 FFx*
4.92 4.83 FF**



Course-Section: STAT 121 0202

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE
Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 12

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Type Majors

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

Other

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0203

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 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
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Frequencies
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0 0 1 1 4
0 0 0 2 4
0 0 1 1 3
0O 0O O 1 =6
1 1 0 1 4
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0 0 1 2 2
1 0 1 2 0
2 0 0 0 O
0 0 1 0 0
o 0 o0 2 2
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
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Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.40 80971670 3.96 4.13 4.31 4.23 4.40
4_.47 686/1666 4.29 4.11 4.27 4.30 4.47
4._.47 644/1406 4.23 4.18 4.32 4.31 4.47
4.47 60671615 4.12 4.17 4.24 4.17 4.47
4.29 610/1566 4.13 3.90 4.07 4.03 4.29
4.07 864/1528 3.94 4.12 4.12 4.00 4.07
4.67 36171650 4.27 4.23 4.22 4.28 4.67
5.00 171667 4.76 4.66 4.67 4.61 5.00
3.83 1191/1626 3.85 3.92 4.11 4.07 3.83
4.60 772/1559 4.46 4.50 4.46 4.47 4.68
4.13 1449/1560 4.36 4.55 4.72 4.68 4.57
4.40 816/1549 4.22 4.18 4.31 4.32 4.40
4.46 768/1546 4.27 4.24 4.32 4.32 4.46
5.00 1/1323 3.94 3.73 4.00 3.91 5.00
4.75 257/1384 3.79 3.72 4.10 3.92 4.75
4.50 60371378 3.64 3.76 4.29 4.09 4.50
4.75 439/1378 3.85 3.88 4.31 4.08 4.75
4.38 305/ 904 3.91 3.28 4.03 3.94 4.38

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0203

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: (Instr. C)
Enrollment: 39

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1606
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

AADD
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Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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[EY

e
QU MO © ©

RPRRNPE

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.40 80971670 3.96 4.13 4.31 4.23 4.40
4.47 68671666 4.29 4.11 4.27 4.30 4.47
4.47 64471406 4.23 4.18 4.32 4.31 4.47
4.47 606/1615 4.12 4.17 4.24 4.17 4.47
4.29 610/1566 4.13 3.90 4.07 4.03 4.29
4.07 864/1528 3.94 4.12 4.12 4.00 4.07
4.67 361/1650 4.27 4.23 4.22 4.28 4.67
5.00 1/1667 4.76 4.66 4.67 4.61 5.00
2.00 ****/1626 3.85 3.92 4.11 4.07 3.83
3.67 ****/1559 4.46 4.50 4.46 4.47 4.68
4.00 ****/1560 4.36 4.55 4.72 4.68 4.57
3.67 ****/1549 4.22 4.18 4.31 4.32 4.40
3.00 ****/1546 4.27 4.24 4.32 4.32 4.46
5.00 ****/1323 3.94 3.73 4.00 3.91 5.00
4.75 257/1384 3.79 3.72 4.10 3.92 4.75
4.50 60371378 3.64 3.76 4.29 4.09 4.50
4.75 43971378 3.85 3.88 4.31 4.08 4.75
4.38 305/ 904 3.91 3.28 4.03 3.94 4.38

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0204

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 36

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

NMNNNNNRRRPPRE

RPRRRE

RERRR

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 2 9
0 0 0 1 5
0 0 1 2 3
0 1 0 1 7
2 0 0 1 5
O 1 0 2 &6
0 0 0 3 4
O 0O O o0 1
2 0 0 2 &6
o 0 o 2 2
0O 0O O 2 &6
o o0 o 2 3
0 0 1 2 4
o 0 1 2 4
0 0 1 3 5
0O 0 1 4 6
o 0O 1 3 4
4 0 1 0 6

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OFrN®

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[E
NRPOWARANINDN

o O 00 U1©

NN D

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 3.96 4.13 4.31 4.23 4.00
4.46 68671666 4.29 4.11 4.27 4.30 4.46
4.23 892/1406 4.23 4.18 4.32 4.31 4.23
4.00 108371615 4.12 4.17 4.24 4.17 4.00
4.30 589/1566 4.13 3.90 4.07 4.03 4.30
3.83 1097/1528 3.94 4.12 4.12 4.00 3.83
4.17 100871650 4.27 4.23 4.22 4.28 4.17
4.92 607/1667 4.76 4.66 4.67 4.61 4.92
4.00 953/1626 3.85 3.92 4.11 4.07 4.13
4.54 858/1559 4.46 4.50 4.46 4.47 4.54
4.23 1416/1560 4.36 4.55 4.72 4.68 4.23
4.46 736/1549 4.22 4.18 4.31 4.32 4.46
4.15 1064/1546 4.27 4.24 4.32 4.32 4.15
4.15 61971323 3.94 3.73 4.00 3.91 4.15
3.92 90971384 3.79 3.72 4.10 3.92 3.92
3.69 113171378 3.64 3.76 4.29 4.09 3.69
4.00 977/1378 3.85 3.88 4.31 4.08 4.00
4.00 461/ 904 3.91 3.28 4.03 3.94 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0204

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: (Instr. B)
Enrollment: 36

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE
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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

RERRR

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 2 9
0 0 0 1 5
0 0 1 2 3
0 1 0 1 7
2 0 0 1 5
O 1 0 2 &6
0 0 0 3 4
O 0O O o0 1
o 0O O o0 3
O 0O O o0 2
O 0O O o0 2
o 0O O 1 1
0 0 1 0 1
o 0 1 o0 1
0 0 1 3 5
0O 0 1 4 6
o 0O 1 3 4
4 0 1 0 6

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OFrN®

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[E
NRPOWARANINDN

RPRRRE

NN D

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 3.96 4.13 4.31 4.23 4.00
4.46 68671666 4.29 4.11 4.27 4.30 4.46
4.23 892/1406 4.23 4.18 4.32 4.31 4.23
4.00 108371615 4.12 4.17 4.24 4.17 4.00
4.30 589/1566 4.13 3.90 4.07 4.03 4.30
3.83 1097/1528 3.94 4.12 4.12 4.00 3.83
4.17 100871650 4.27 4.23 4.22 4.28 4.17
4.92 607/1667 4.76 4.66 4.67 4.61 4.92
4.40 56371626 3.85 3.92 4.11 4.07 4.13
4.33 ****/15659 4.46 4.50 4.46 4.47 4.54
4.33 ****/1560 4.36 4.55 4.72 4.68 4.23
4.00 ****/1549 4.22 4.18 4.31 4.32 4.46
3.67 ****/1546 4.27 4.24 4.32 4.32 4.15
3.67 ****/1323 3.94 3.73 4.00 3.91 4.15
3.92 90971384 3.79 3.72 4.10 3.92 3.92
3.69 113171378 3.64 3.76 4.29 4.09 3.69
4.00 977/1378 3.85 3.88 4.31 4.08 4.00
4.00 461/ 904 3.91 3.28 4.03 3.94 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 121 0204

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: (Instr. C)
Enrollment: 36

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

RERRR

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 0O o 2 9
0 0 0 1 5
0 0 1 2 3
0 1 0 1 7
2 0 0 1 5
O 1 0 2 &6
0 0 0 3 4
O 0O O o0 1
o 0 1 o0 2
o 0O O o0 3
O 0O O o0 2
o 0 1 o0 1
0 0 0 1 1
1 0 1 0 1
0 0 1 3 5
0O 0 1 4 6
o 0O 1 3 4
4 0 1 0 6

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OFrN®

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

[E
NRPOWARANINDN

ORRRO

NN D

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 3.96 4.13 4.31 4.23 4.00
4.46 68671666 4.29 4.11 4.27 4.30 4.46
4.23 892/1406 4.23 4.18 4.32 4.31 4.23
4.00 108371615 4.12 4.17 4.24 4.17 4.00
4.30 589/1566 4.13 3.90 4.07 4.03 4.30
3.83 1097/1528 3.94 4.12 4.12 4.00 3.83
4.17 100871650 4.27 4.23 4.22 4.28 4.17
4.92 607/1667 4.76 4.66 4.67 4.61 4.92
4.00 953/1626 3.85 3.92 4.11 4.07 4.13
4.00 ****/1559 4.46 4.50 4.46 4.47 4.54
4.33 ****/1560 4.36 4.55 4.72 4.68 4.23
3.67 ****/1549 4.22 4.18 4.31 4.32 4.46
4._.00 ****/1546 4.27 4.24 4.32 4.32 4.15
3.00 ****/1323 3.94 3.73 4.00 3.91 4.15
3.92 90971384 3.79 3.72 4.10 3.92 3.92
3.69 113171378 3.64 3.76 4.29 4.09 3.69
4.00 977/1378 3.85 3.88 4.31 4.08 4.00
4.00 461/ 904 3.91 3.28 4.03 3.94 4.00

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 0101

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA
Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Spring 2008

Freq

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

uencies

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

AWWWWWWwww
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[
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PWN
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Required
General
Elective

Other

for Majors

S

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.10 161671670 3.64 4.13 4.31 4.24 3.10
3.00 160371666 3.76 4.11 4.27 4.18 3.00
3.30 1317/1406 3.91 4.18 4.32 4.22 3.30
3.25 1531/1615 3.65 4.17 4.24 4.18 3.25
1.83 1561/1566 3.31 3.90 4.07 4.04 1.83
2.75 149471528 3.45 4.12 4.12 4.07 2.75
3.40 150371650 3.99 4.23 4.22 4.12 3.40
5.00 1/1667 4.87 4.66 4.67 4.67 5.00
2.38 160371626 3.45 3.92 4.11 4.06 2.38
3.70 142171559 4.31 4.50 4.46 4.40 3.70
3.50 152471560 4.10 4.55 4.72 4.67 3.50
3.10 148371549 3.70 4.18 4.31 4.25 3.10
3.00 147371546 3.84 4.24 4.32 4.24 3.00
1.00 ****/1323 2.76 3.73 4.00 3.99 ****
3.33 117171384 2.45 3.72 4.10 4.12 3.33
3.13 128971378 2.63 3.76 4.29 4.30 3.13
3.00 1304/1378 2.75 3.88 4.31 4.33 3.00

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 0102

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA
Enrollment: 36

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 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

ORRRRPRPRRER

NNNNDN

Wwww

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 1 0 4 6
0 0 1 6 6
0 0 1 3 7
2 0 0 5 4
6 0 0 2 5
4 0 3 2 2
0 0 2 3 6
0O 0O O 1 o
o 0O O 9 2
0O 0O 0O 4 4
o 0 1 8 2
0O 0O 1 6 6
0 1 0 3 4
6 1 0 8 1
0 5 2 4 2
o 7 2 3 0O
0 7 1 5 1
13 1 0 1 O

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.94 129271670 3.64 4.13 4.31 4.24 3.94
3.76 1403/1666 3.76 4.11 4.27 4.18 3.76
4.06 1027/1406 3.91 4.18 4.32 4.22 4.06
4.07 1050/1615 3.65 4.17 4.24 4.18 4.07
4.18 715/1566 3.31 3.90 4.07 4.04 4.18
3.85 108871528 3.45 4.12 4.12 4.07 3.85
3.94 1220/1650 3.99 4.23 4.22 4.12 3.94
4.88 712/1667 4.87 4.66 4.67 4.67 4.88
3.46 140571626 3.45 3.92 4.11 4.06 3.46
4.25 1157/1559 4.31 4.50 4.46 4.40 4.25
3.69 1510/1560 4.10 4.55 4.72 4.67 3.69
3.69 133871549 3.70 4.18 4.31 4.25 3.69
4.13 1087/1546 3.84 4.24 4.32 4.24 4.13
2.90 1227/1323 2.76 3.73 4.00 3.99 2.90
2.60 1327/1384 2.45 3.72 4.10 4.12 2.60
2.33 1358/1378 2.63 3.76 4.29 4.30 2.33
2.20 1357/1378 2.75 3.88 4.31 4.33 2.20
2.00 ****/ 904 1.33 3.28 4.03 4.03 ****

N = T T1O O
[eNoNoNoNoN S NEN]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

13

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 0201

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA
Enrollment: 32

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 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
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Wwww

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 2 2 8 7
0 1 5 3 9
0 0 4 7 7
1 1 4 5 4
2 1 2 8 4
7 0 0 7 4
0 0 1 4 7
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 2 4 11 2
0 1 2 5 4
O 1 4 6 2
0O 3 4 6 4
1 3 3 7 2
12 5 1 0 O
0 5 4 3 3
0 5 1 4 5
0O 4 2 6 2
14 1 0 1 0

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.24 1598/1670 3.64 4.13 4.31 4.24 3.24
3.38 1549/1666 3.76 4.11 4.27 4.18 3.38
3.43 1301/1406 3.91 4.18 4.32 4.22 3.43
3.42 1486/1615 3.65 4.17 4.24 4.18 3.42
3.42 1335/1566 3.31 3.90 4.07 4.04 3.42
3.71 1176/1528 3.45 4.12 4.12 4.07 3.71
4.14 103271650 3.99 4.23 4.22 4.12 4.14
5.00 1/1667 4.87 4.66 4.67 4.67 5.00
2.80 157471626 3.45 3.92 4.11 4.06 2.80
3.80 1396/1559 4.31 4.50 4.46 4.40 3.80
3.50 1524/1560 4.10 4.55 4.72 4.67 3.50
2.89 150871549 3.70 4.18 4.31 4.25 2.89
3.05 1471/1546 3.84 4.24 4.32 4.24 3.05
2.13 1293/1323 2.76 3.73 4.00 3.99 2.13
2.72 1318/1384 2.45 3.72 4.10 4.12 2.72
3.00 1297/1378 2.63 3.76 4.29 4.30 3.00
3.00 130471378 2.75 3.88 4.31 4.33 3.00
3.50 ****/ 904 1.33 3.28 4.03 4.03 ****

N = T TIOO
RPOOOOWN®

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Type Majors
Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 21

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 0202

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1613
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

WOOOOOOO0OOo
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 2 o0 7 3
0 1 2 6 3
0 0 3 3 5
3 0 2 4 4
2 4 1 3 2
3 2 2 4 2
0 0 3 5 2
0O 0O O o0 o
o 1 3 4 3
O 0O O 3 1
0 0 1 1 7
0 1 2 5 4
0 1 2 5 2
9 0 2 0 1
0 7 1 1 1
0O 6 0 2 2
o 2 1 3 1
8 1 0 0 o0

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
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Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.33 158371670 3.64 4.13 4.31 4.24 3.33
3.33 1564/1666 3.76 4.11 4.27 4.18 3.33
3.67 1235/1406 3.91 4.18 4.32 4.22 3.67
3.50 1448/1615 3.65 4.17 4.24 4.18 3.50
2.92 1506/1566 3.31 3.90 4.07 4.04 2.92
3.00 144771528 3.45 4.12 4.12 4.07 3.00
3.60 1430/1650 3.99 4.23 4.22 4.12 3.60
5.00 1/1667 4.87 4.66 4.67 4.67 5.00
3.00 153471626 3.45 3.92 4.11 4.06 3.00
4.53 858/1559 4.31 4.50 4.46 4.40 4.53
4.20 1427/1560 4.10 4.55 4.72 4.67 4.20
3.40 143171549 3.70 4.18 4.31 4.25 3.40
3.53 1371/1546 3.84 4.24 4.32 4.24 3.53
3.25 1125/1323 2.76 3.73 4.00 3.99 3.25
1.91 1372/1384 2.45 3.72 4.10 4.12 1.91
2.00 1368/1378 2.63 3.76 4.29 4.30 2.00
3.20 1287/1378 2.75 3.88 4.31 4.33 3.20
3.00 ****/ 904 1.33 3.28 4.03 4.03 ****

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 0301

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI

Instructor:

SLOWIKOWSKIE, Wi

Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 18
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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
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Frequencies
1 2 3
0 1 2
0 0 2
0 1 2
o 2 3
0 1 4
1 1 3
0 0 3
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0 0 1
1 0 2
5 1 2
2 1 2
3 0 3
0O 0 1
1 1 0
0O 2 0
0O 1 o0
1 0 1
1 0 O
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

ORDRMPRPODWWO

[eNoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] ORrRFRPRER PNWE P WOoN®W

[eNeoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 4.25
4.27 4.18 4.50
4.32 4.22 4.33
4.24 4.18 3.55
4.07 4.04 4.13
4.12 4.07 3.83
4.22 4.12 4.41
4.67 4.67 4.76
4.11 4.06 4.55
4.46 4.40 4.67
4.72 4.67 4.88
4.31 4.25 4.56
4.32 4.24 4.69
4.00 3.99 3.20
4.10 4.12 2.45
4.29 4.30 3.20
4.31 4.33 3.00
4.03 4.03 ****
4.19 4.04 FF**
4.21 3.99 FF**
4.44 4.25 FFF*
4.31 4.11 ****
4.18 3.93 FF**
4.65 4.30 F*F*F*
4.64 4.53 F*F**
4.57 4.50 FF**
4.45 3.68 FF**
3.97 3.76 F****
4.50 4.44 FF*F*
4.19 3.96 F*F**
4.62 4.68 FF**
4.27 4.38 KFF*
4.47 4.51 F*F*F*
4.64 3.33 FFx*
4.67 4.00 FHx*
4.54 2.63 F*F**



Course-Section: STAT 350 0301

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, Wl
Enrollment: 33

Questionnaires: 18

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Majors

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

=T TOO
NOORORrR P

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

15

Graduate 0
Under-grad 18 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 0302

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI

Instructor:

SLOWIKOWSKIE, Wi

Enrollment: 31

Questionnaires: 12

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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
0O 0 3
0 0 0
0 0 0
0O 0 2
1 0 5
0 1 2
0 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 2
0 0 1
1 1 0
5 3 2
3 4 2
3 4 2
2 1 0
1 0 O
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0 0 1
0O 0 1
0 1 0
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0 0 1
0O 0 1
0 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0 0 1
0O 0 1
0O 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank

121671670
516/1666
42371406
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136271566

124571528
70571650
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 4.00
4.27 4.18 4.58
4.32 4.22 4.67
4.24 4.18 4.14
4.07 4.04 3.36
4.12 4.07 3.57
4.22 4.12 4.42
4.67 4.67 4.58
4.11 4.06 4.50
4.46 4.40 4.92
4.72 4.67 4.83
4.31 4.25 4.58
4.32 4.24 4.67
4.00 3.99 2.33
4.10 4.12 1.70
4.29 4.30 2.10
4.31 4.33 2.10
4.03 4.03 1.33
4.19 4.04 FF**
4.21 3.99 FF**
4.44 4.25 FFF*
4.31 4.11 ****
4.18 3.93 FF**
4.65 4.30 F*F*F*
4.64 4.53 F*F**
4.57 4.50 FF**
4.45 3.68 FF**
3.97 3.76 F****
4.50 4.44 FF*F*
4.19 3.96 F*F**
4.62 4.68 FF**
4.27 4.38 KFF*
4.47 4.51 F*F*F*
4.64 3.33 FFx*
4.67 4.00 FHx*
4.54 2.63 F*F**
4 B 84 *hhk ke = = 3
4 _ 92 E = o E s = =



Course-Section: STAT 350 0302

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: SLOWIKOWSKI, Wi
Enrollment: 31

Questionnaires: 12

University of Maryland

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Type Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 6 2.00-2.99 1
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 7
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3

N =T T OO
[eNeoNoNoNoNoRNNEN|

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0101

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO

Instructor:

DASGUPTA, NANDI

Enrollment: 54

Questionnaires: 22

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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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NNDNN

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008
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Frequencies
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Course-Section: STAT 351 0101

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: DASGUPTA, NANDI
Enrollment: 54

Questionnaires: 22

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 6
84-150 6 3.00-3.49 5
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0

N =T T OO
[eNoNoNoNaN o N

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

16

Graduate 0
Under-grad 22 Non-major 22

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0102

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO

Instructor:

DASGUPTA, NANDI

Enrollment: 37

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GNP

N -

abrhwWNPE

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
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

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

AORRRPRORRO

ANNW®

AADD

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o0 o0 3
0 0 1 0 1
0 0 0 0 2
3 1 0 0 4
4 0 1 1 3
5 0 0 1 3
0 0 0 2 4
o 1 o0 2 9
o 0 1 o0 2
o 0O O o0 1
0O 0O O 1 o
o 0O O 1 3
0 1 0 1 1
8 2 0 2 o0
0 0 0 2 2
0O 1 0 1 =6
o 0O o 2 4
8 1 1 2 1
2 0 0 0 O
O 0O O o0 1
O 0O O o0 o
0 0 0 0 0

[oNe]
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

12

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.59 578/1670 3.89
4.75 312/1666 3.99
4.88 212/1406 4.18
4.43 660/1615 3.97
4.33 559/1566 3.87
4.55 391/1528 3.88
4.50 570/1650 4.02
4.00 1524/1667 4.49
4.62 316/1626 3.81
4.93 221/1559 4.04
4.86 725/1560 4.26
4.67 488/1549 4.00
4.53 679/1546 3.91
2.60 126471323 3.21
4.54 415/1384 4.21
4.08 943/1378 3.95
4.38 768/1378 4.07
2.60 864/ 904 3.53
4 . OO **-k-k/ 239 E = =
5 . OO **-k-k/ 231 E = =
5_00 ****/ 218 E = =
5 . OO **-k-k/ 41 E = =
4_00 ****/ 38 E = =
5_00 ****/ 28 E = =
4_50 ****/ 16 E = =
5 . OO ****/ 6 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

17
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 4.59
4.27 4.18 4.75
4.32 4.22 4.88
4.24 4.18 4.43
4.07 4.04 4.33
4.12 4.07 4.55
4.22 4.12 4.50
4.67 4.67 4.00
4.11 4.06 4.62
4.46 4.40 4.93
4.72 4.67 4.86
4.31 4.25 4.67
4.32 4.24 4.53
4.00 3.99 2.60
4.10 4.12 4.54
4.29 4.30 4.08
4.31 4.33 4.38
4.03 4.03 2.60
4.19 4.04 FF**
4.21 3.99 Fx**
4.31 4.11 ****
4.18 3.93 FF*F*
4.50 4.44 F**F*
4.19 3.96 F*F*F*
4.64 3.33 FF**
4.67 4.00 FrEF*
4.54 2.63 F*F**
4 . 84 k= = *kkXx
4 B 92 E = = E = = 3

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 17

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 351 0201

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: ROY, ATUL
Enrollment: 40

Questionnaires: 18
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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
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
4 2 1
3 2 5
3 0 5
3 0 7
4 4 2
5 1 3
2 0 5
0O 0 oO
5 2 6
5 3 4
1 2 6
4 3 4
6 3 3
7 1 3
0 3 3
0 4 5
o 2 4
0O 0 2
1 0 O
0O 1 o0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0 0 0
1 0 O
0 1 0
0O 0 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 2
0O 0 1
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 oO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Rank

159971670
1595/1666
1294/1406
153671615
147871566
146471528
1472/1650
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159771626
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153371560
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 3.22
4.27 4.18 3.11
4.32 4.22 3.44
4.24 4.18 3.24
4.07 4.04 3.00
4.12 4.07 2.94
4.22 4.12 3.47
4.67 4.67 4.72
4.11 4.06 2.47
4.46 4.40 2.72
4.72 4.67 3.41
4.31 4.25 2.94
4.32 4.24 2.53
4.00 3.99 2.40
4.10 4.12 3.88
4.29 4.30 3.65
4.31 4.33 3.94
4.03 4.03 4.00
4.19 4.04 FF**
4.21 3.99 FF**
4.44 4.25 FFF*
4.31 4.11 ****
4.18 3.93 FF**
4.65 4.30 F*F*F*
4.64 4.53 F*F**
4.57 4.50 FF**
4.45 3.68 FF**
3.97 3.76 F****
4.50 4.44 FF*F*
4.19 3.96 F*F**
4.62 4.68 FF**
4.47 4.51 FFF*
4.64 3.33 FrEF*
4.67 4.00 FF**
4.54 2.63 FF**
4 . 84 E = E = = 3
4 B 92 *hhk ke = = 3



Course-Section: STAT 351 0201

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: ROY, ATUL
Enrollment: 40

Questionnaires: 18

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Majors

Credits Earned Cum. GPA
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 2
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 5
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3

N =T T OO
[eNoNoNoNaN NNANe))

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Graduate 0
Under-grad 18 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0202

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: ROY, ATUL
Enrollment: 38

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

O WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

14

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.24 159871670 3.89
3.35 1558/1666 3.99
3.71 1226/1406 4.18
3.62 141171615 3.97
3.64 1210/1566 3.87
3.54 1261/1528 3.88
3.44 1490/1650 4.02
4.88 712/1667 4.49
3.50 138471626 3.81
3.69 1423/1559 4.04
3.92 1490/1560 4.26
3.50 138971549 4.00
3.73 1305/1546 3.91
3.86 857/1323 3.21
4.21 69671384 4.21
3.71 1125/1378 3.95
3.46 120571378 4.07
3.25 ****/ 904 3.53
5 . OO *-k**/ 239 E = =
5 . OO *-k**/ 230 E = =
3_00 ****/ 231 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 87 E = =
5 . OO ****/ 79 E = =
5 . 00 ****/ 80 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

17
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 3.24
4.27 4.18 3.35
4.32 4.22 3.71
4.24 4.18 3.62
4.07 4.04 3.64
4.12 4.07 3.54
4.22 4.12 3.44
4.67 4.67 4.88
4.11 4.06 3.50
4.46 4.40 3.69
4.72 4.67 3.92
4.31 4.25 3.50
4.32 4.24 3.73
4.00 3.99 3.86
4.10 4.12 4.21
4.29 4.30 3.71
4.31 4.33 3.46
4.03 4.03 ****x
4.19 4.04 F***
4.21 3.99 FxF*
4.44 425 Fx**
4.31 4.11 ****
4.18 3.93 FF**
4.65 4.30 ****
4.64 4.53 Fx**
4.57 4.50 F***
4.45 3.68 F***
3.97 3.76 Fx**

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 17

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 355 0201

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT

Instructor:

PARK, JUNYONG

Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

NP GO WNE A WNPE

O WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

. Di
Di

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

Field Work
field experience contribute to what you learned
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

RPORRRPROORO
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RERRR

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
o 1 o 1 3
0 1 0 0 3
0 0 0 0 3
3 0 0 2 2
6 1 0 1 1
3 0 0 1 2
0 1 0 0 4
0O 0O O 1 o
0O 0O O 1 5
o 0O O o0 1
O 0O O o0 2
O 0O O o0 2
0 0 0 0 1
9 0 1 1 o0
0 2 0 5 0
o 1 1 3 3
0 1 1 5 0
9 0 1 0 O
1 0 0 1 O
o 0O 1 0 o
O 0O O 1 o
0 0 1 0 0
0O 0O O 1 o
0 1 0 0
o 1 0 0 o
0 0 0 0 0
0O 0O O o0 o
O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O O o0 o
0 0 0 0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.18 1071/1670 4.16
4.30 90871666 4.35
4.73 352/1406 4.61
4.25 874/1615 4.18
3.25 1406/1566 3.73
4.43 532/1528 4.16
4.20 97371650 4.42
4.82 842/1667 4.88
4.30 670/1626 3.97
4.91 276/1559 4.76
4.82 829/1560 4.66
4.80 294/1549 4.41
4.91 231/1546 4.36
2.50 ****/1323 3.25
3.20 121671384 3.21
3.40 1228/1378 3.32
3.30 1266/1378 3.64
2.00 ****/ 904 3.69
2 . OO **-k*/ 239 E = =
3 . OO **-k*/ 230 E = =
2_00 ****/ 231 E = =
1_00 ****/ 41 E = =
5_00 ****/ 28 E = =
5 . OO ****/ lo E = =
4 . 00 ****/ 6 E =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

11
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.24 4.18
4.27 4.18 4.30
4.32 4.22 4.73
4.24 4.18 4.25
4.07 4.04 3.25
4.12 4.07 4.43
4.22 4.12 4.20
4.67 4.67 4.82
4.11 4.06 4.30
4.46 4.40 4.91
4.72 4.67 4.82
4.31 4.25 4.80
4.32 4.24 4.91
4.00 3.99 F***
4.10 4.12 3.20
4.29 4.30 3.40
4.31 4.33 3.30
4.03 4.03 ****x
4.19 4.04 F***
4.21 3.99 FxF*
4.44 425 Fx**
4.31 4.11 ****
4.18 3.93 FF**
4.50 4.44 F***
4.19 3.96 ****
4.64 3.33 F***
4.67 4.00 ****
4.54 2.63 F***
4 B 84 EaE EE
4 . 92 EE *kk*k

Majors
Major 0
Non-major 11

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 355 0202

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT
Instructor: PARK, JUNYONG
Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 15

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

A WNPE

OrWNPE

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

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

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

Spring 2008

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean

.20
47
.67
.50
80
.25
43
.71
.17

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
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68671666
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Graduate 0 Major 0
Under-grad 15 Non-major 15

#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant
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Course-Section: STAT 355 0301

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT
Instructor: ABERCROMBIE, MA
Enrollment: 29

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

PN

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

. Did the lab instructor provide assistance

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

[eNoNoNoNa]

aaao o

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

o o
o o
o o
o o
o o

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

11

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.16 4.13 4.31 4.24 4.00
4.25 967/1666 4.35 4.11 4.27 4.18 4.25
4.50 597/1406 4.61 4.18 4.32 4.22 4.50
3.91 123471615 4.18 4.17 4.24 4.18 3.91
4.10 790/1566 3.73 3.90 4.07 4.04 4.10
3.75 115271528 4.16 4.12 4.12 4.07 3.75
4.75 272/1650 4.42 4.23 4.22 4.12 4.75
5.00 1/1667 4.88 4.66 4.67 4.67 5.00
3.42 1432/1626 3.97 3.92 4.11 4.06 3.42
4.50 896/1559 4.76 4.50 4.46 4.40 4.50
4.50 1248/1560 4.66 4.55 4.72 4.67 4.50
4.00 1146/1549 4.41 4.18 4.31 4.25 4.00
4.00 113971546 4.36 4.24 4.32 4.24 4.00
3.22 1135/1323 3.25 3.73 4.00 3.99 3.22
3.57 1070/1384 3.21 3.72 4.10 4.12 3.57
3.43 122171378 3.32 3.76 4.29 4.30 3.43
3.86 1070/1378 3.64 3.88 4.31 4.33 3.86
3.33 779/ 904 3.69 3.28 4.03 4.03 3.33
5.00 ****/ 232 **** 5 .00 4.19 4.04 ****
5.00 ****/ 231 **** 5 00 4.31 4.11 ****

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 355 0302

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT

Instructor:

ABERCROMBIE, MA

Enrollment: 30

Questionnaires: 16

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

O WNPE GO WNE

abrhwWwNBE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

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

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
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

16

MBC Level
ean Mean
31 4.24
27 4.18
32 4.22
24 4.18
07 4.04
12 4.07
22 4.12
67 4.67
11 4.06
46 4.40
72 4.67
31 4.25
32 4.24
00 3.99
10 4.12
29 4.30
31 4.33
03 4.03
19 4.04
21 3.99
44 4.25
31 4.11
18 3.93
65 4.30
64 4.53
57 4.50
45 3.68
97 3.76
50 4.44
19 3.96
62 4.68
27 4.38
47 4.51
Majors
Major
Non-major



[eNoNe]

Other

14

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 418 0101

Title APPL MULTIVARIATE METH
Instructor: PARK, JUNYONG
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1624
2008
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0 0 1 2 2
0 1 1 1 4
4 0 1 0 0
0 1 1 1 2
3 0 1 o0 3
1 0 1 1 4
0 1 0 1 3
0O 0O O o0 o
o 0O O 1 3
O 1 0 2 o0
0 0 1 1 1
O 1 1 0 5
0 1 0 2 4
o 0O O 1 2
0 0 0 0 2
O 0O O o0 2
O 0O O 1 o
1 0 0 o0 1

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.00 4.13 4.31 4.45
3.56 149371666 3.56 4.11 4.27 4.35
4.40 715/1406 4.40 4.18 4.32 4.48
3.78 1312/1615 3.78 4.17 4.24 4.37
3.80 110871566 3.80 3.90 4.07 4.17
3.88 106371528 3.88 4.12 4.12 4.26
4.00 113571650 4.00 4.23 4.22 4.28
5.00 1/1667 5.00 4.66 4.67 4.73
3.75 125471626 3.75 3.92 4.11 4.28
4.00 128071559 4.00 4.50 4.46 4.58
4.25 1411/1560 4.25 4.55 4.72 4.80
3.50 138971549 3.50 4.18 4.31 4.43
3.50 137971546 3.50 4.24 4.32 4.43
4.50 326/1323 4.50 3.73 4.00 4.10
4.33 60871384 4.33 3.72 4.10 4.32
4.33 797/1378 4.33 3.76 4.29 4.55
4.33 813/1378 4.33 3.88 4.31 4.60
4._.50 ****/ 904 **** 3.28 4.03 4.22
Type Majors

Graduate 2 Major

Under-grad 7 Non-major

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



Course-Section: STAT 433 0101

Title STATISTICAL COMPUTING

Instructor:

ROY, ANINDYA

Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 8

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE
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A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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
0O 0 1
0 0 0
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
1 0 2
0O 0 oO
0 1 1
0O 0 oO
0O 0 2
0O 0 oO
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0O 0 1
0 0 0
0O 0 1
0 0 0
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0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 ©O
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0O 0 oO
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University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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.63

75

.00
.75

86

.86

38

.00
.00

Instructor
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AUG 6, 2008

Job IRBR3029
UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.45 4.63
4.27 4.35 4.75
4.32 4.48 FF*F*
4.24 4.37 4.75
4.07 4.17 3.86
4.12 4.26 4.86
4.22 4.28 4.38
4.67 4.73 5.00
4.11 4.28 4.00
4.46 4.58 4.75
4.72 4.80 4.88
4.31 4.43 4.50
4.32 4.43 4.86
4.00 4.10 4.25
4.10 4.32 4.67
4.29 4.55 5.00
4.31 4.60 4.67
4.03 4.22 F**F*
4.19 4.35 FHx*
4.21 4.26 F*F*F*
4.44 4.30 FF**
4.31 4.24 FF**
4.18 4.09 F***
4.65 4.80 *F*F**
4.64 4.60 FrF**
4.57 4.56 FF**
4.45 4.53 FF**
3.97 3.67 F***
4.50 4.98 FF**
4.19 4.36 F*F**
4.62 4.58 FF**
4.27 4.02 FFF*
4.47 4.49 Fr*F*
4.64 5.00 F***
4.67 4.80 FrF**
4.54 5.00 ****
4 B 84 *hhk ke = = 3
4 _ 92 E = o E s = =



Course-Section: STAT 433 0101

Expected Grades

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1625
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

Title STATISTICAL COMPUTING
Instructor: ROY, ANINDYA
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 8

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

=T TOO

NOOOOORruU

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 0
Under-grad 8 Non-major 6

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



Course-Section: STAT 453 0101

Title INTRO MATHEMATICAL STA
Instructor: WANG, XIAO
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1626
2008
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

[ NeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNo]

RPOOOO

10

9
10
10

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

[EY
R OoONDWN©O®O®

PN ©PR

OoOFrEFEN

WhADDIMADIADD
o
o

*rhwWwhDb
©
w

N = T T1O O
[eNeoNoNoN JFN Vo]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.43 780/1670 4.43 4.13 4.31 4.45
4.43 751/1666 4.43 4.11 4.27 4.35
4.36 775/1406 4.36 4.18 4.32 4.48
4.36 737/1615 4.36 4.17 4.24 4.37
4.00 851/1566 4.00 3.90 4.07 4.17
4.25 706/1528 4.25 4.12 4.12 4.26
4.86 194/1650 4.86 4.23 4.22 4.28
4.50 1157/1667 4.50 4.66 4.67 4.73
3.56 1365/1626 3.56 3.92 4.11 4.28
4.71 58971559 4.71 4.50 4.46 4.58
4.57 1188/1560 4.57 4.55 4.72 4.80
3.93 121871549 3.93 4.18 4.31 4.43
4.00 113971546 4.00 4.24 4.32 4.43
4._00 ****/1323 **** 3.73 4.00 4.10
4.25 670/1384 4.25 3.72 4.10 4.32
4.20 894/1378 4.20 3.76 4.29 4.55
3.75 1110/1378 3.75 3.88 4.31 4.60
4.00 ****/ 904 **** 3.28 4.03 4.22
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 14 Non-major

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



Course-Section: STAT 470 0101

University of Maryland

Instructor

Mean

AONADDADID

DOUDODFRPNEFE W
OQO0OO0OO~NUWwOom

Rank

84971670
1114/1666
876/1406
972/1615
346/1528
162471650
171667
324/1626

589/1559
1/1560
171549

63171546

*rxx /1323

*rxx /1384
ok /1378
ok /1378
sk / 904

Graduate

Course

Mean

AONADDMDID

DO UDODFRENEFP W
OQO0OO0OO~NUWwOom

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

9
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Page
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1627
2008

Job IRBR3029
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Non-major

responses to be significant

4.60

4.71
5.00
5.00
4.57

*kk*k

EE
*kk*k
X

B

Title PROB ACTUARIAL SCIENCE Baltimore County
Instructor: KLEIN, MARTIN D Spring 2008
Enrollment: 9
Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 o0 O o0 1 3 4
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 0 0 0 2 3 3
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 0 0 2 2 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 2 0 0 2 1 3
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 3 0 0 1 0 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 3 1 2 1 1
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 0 0 0 0 8
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 0 2 3
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 2 0 0 0 0 2 5
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 0 0 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 0 0 7
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 1 1 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 1 7 0 0 0 0 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 7 0 0 0 1 0 1
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 7 0 0 0 1 0 1
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 0 0 0 1 0 1
4. Were special techniques successful 7 1 0 0 1 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 c 0 General
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 3



Course-Section: STAT 602 0101

Title APPLIED STATISTICS 11

Instructor:

MATHEW, THOMAS

Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 13

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

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

PORPOOOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

OB D

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

[eNeoNoNoNo] RPOOOO NFRPRFROPR ~NO oo [eNoNoNoNe] RPOORPROMOOO

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Frequencies

o o 1 2
o o0 2 2
o o0 3 2
i 0 1 2
o 2 2 2
o o o 2
o o0 2 4
0O 0 0 10
o o o 7
0o 0 o0 1
o o0 o0 2
o o 1 2
o o0 1 3
1 0 0 ©O
3 0 3 O
o 1 2 3
o o 2 2
0O 1 0 O
0o o0 1 O
0o 0 1 ©O
0O 0 o0 1
0o 0 o0 1
0O 0O o0 o0
1 0 0 ©
0o 1 0 o0
0o o0 o0 1
0O 1 0 O
0O 0 o0 ©O
0 o0 0 o0
0O 0 o0 ©O
0o 0 o0 o0
0o 0 o0 o
0 0 0 o0
o o0 o0 1
0 0 o0 o0
0O 0O o0 o©O
0O 0 o0 o0
0o 0 o0 o

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Rank
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80871566
15771528
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138171667
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Course-Section: STAT 602 0101

Title APPLIED STATISTICS 11
Instructor: MATHEW, THOMAS
Enrollment: 14

Questionnaires: 13

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1628
AUG 6, 2008
Job IRBR3029

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 1
Grad. 8 3.50-4.00 4

=T TOO

[eNeoNoNoNoNoNo RN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

10

Type Majors
Graduate 8 Major 12
Under-grad 5 Non-major 1

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



Course-Section: STAT 607 0101 University of Maryland Page 1629

Title BAYESIAN INFERENCE Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: CHOl, TAERYON Spring 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 7
Questionnaires: 3 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5 Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 0O 0O O O O 0 3 5.00 1/1670 5.00 4.13 4.31 4.46 5.00
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1666 5.00 4.11 4.27 4.34 5.00
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.18 4.32 4.36 5.00
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1615 5.00 4.17 4.24 4.33 5.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1566 5.00 3.90 4.07 4.20 5.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1528 5.00 4.12 4.12 4.33 5.00
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1650 5.00 4.23 4.22 4.30 5.00
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 102271667 4.67 4.66 4.67 4.74 4.67
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 4.67 278/1626 4.67 3.92 4.11 4.20 4.67
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1559 5.00 4.50 4.46 4.49 5.00
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.55 4.72 4.81 5.00
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1549 5.00 4.18 4.31 4.37 5.00
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1546 5.00 4.24 4.32 4.40 5.00
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 5.00 1/1323 5.00 3.73 4.00 4.03 5.00
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 3 Major 2
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General 2 Under-grad 0 Non-major 1
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 3 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 0 ###Ht - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 0
? 1



Course-Section: STAT 612 0101

Title MATHEMATICAL STAT 11
Instructor: SINHA, BIMAL
Enrollment: 7

Questionnaires: 7

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Questions

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

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

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

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

[oNoN N [eNoNoNoNa] [eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

[e)le)Ne)Ne)Ne))

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Page
AUG 6,
Job IRBR

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level

Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean

25371670
355/1666
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171615
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate 6 Major
Under-grad 1 Non-major

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



Course-Section: STAT 621 0101

Title PROB THRY/STOCH PROC 1
Instructor: RATHINAM, MURUH
Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 8

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1631
2008
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

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

NRPRRRPRPRRER

NNNNDN

7
7

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.86 253/1670 4.86 4.13 4.31 4.46
4.57 529/1666 4.57 4.11 4.27 4.34
4.43 69171406 4.43 4.18 4.32 4.36
5.00 1/1615 5.00 4.17 4.24 4.33
5.00 1/1566 5.00 3.90 4.07 4.20
5.00 1/1528 5.00 4.12 4.12 4.33
5.00 1/1650 5.00 4.23 4.22 4.30
4._.57 1104/1667 4.57 4.66 4.67 4.74
4.50 40371626 4.50 3.92 4.11 4.20
4.67 673/1559 4.67 4.50 4.46 4.49
4.83 777/1560 4.83 4.55 4.72 4.81
4.33 900/1549 4.33 4.18 4.31 4.37
4.50 715/1546 4.50 4.24 4.32 4.40
5.00 ****/1323 **** 3.73 4.00 4.03
4._.00 ****/1384 **** 3,72 4.10 4.21
5.00 ****/1378 **** 3.76 4.29 4.42
5.00 ****/1378 **** 3.88 4.31 4.51
Type Majors

Graduate 1 Major

Under-grad 7 Non-major

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



Course-Section: STAT 653 0101

Title BASIC MATH STAT

Instructor:
Enrollment:
Questionnaires: 9

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWwNBE O WNPE GO WNE

GOrWOWNPE

CHOI, TAERYON
9

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

POOOOOOOO

00 00 0 00 0 0 00 0 0 00 00 00 00 Wwww RPRRPRRPE

00 00 0 00

[eNeoNoNoNo] [eNoNoNoNe] [eNoNoNoNe] NOOO RPOOOO OO0OO0OFrREFLPNOOO

[eNeoNoNoNe]

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

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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63

.88
.00
.25
.86

Instructor

Rank

90271670
55671666
667/1406
660/1615
324/1566
33071528
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.46 4.33
4.27 4.34 4.56
4.32 4.36 4.44
4.24 4.33 4.43
4.07 4.20 4.63
4.12 4.33 4.63
4.22 4.30 4.78
4.67 4.74 4.33
4.11 4.20 4.25
4.46 4.49 4.63
4.72 4.81 4.88
4.31 4.37 4.00
4.32 4.40 4.25
4.00 4.03 4.86
4.10 4.21 4.50
4.29 4.42 4.67
4.31 4.51 4.83
4.03 4.04 4.75
4.19 4.30 F***
4.21 4.53 FF**
4.44 4.69 FF**
4.31 4.58 ****
4.18 4.47 FFF*
4.65 4.61 **F**
4.64 4.67 FF**
4.57 4.66 FF**
4.45 4.58 FF**
3.97 4.32 Fx**
4.50 4.65 FF**
4.19 4.58 F***
4.62 4.65 FF**
4.27 4.59 KEx*
4.47 4.59 KFx*
4.64 4.82 FF*F*
4.67 4.60 FF**
4.54 4.67 FFF*
4.84 4.90 FH*x*
4.92 5.00 F***



Course-Section: STAT 653 0101 University of Maryland Page 1632

Title BASIC MATH STAT Baltimore County AUG 6, 2008
Instructor: CHOl, TAERYON Spring 2008 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 9

Questionnaires: 9 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 700A 0101

Title SURVEY SAMPLING
Instructor: ROY, ANINDYA
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 9

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1633
2008
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

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

NOOOOOOOO

00 00 00 [eNoNoNoNa]

00 00 00 00

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

oOr OO P N0 ©© oo~ DNOOO

RRRRPE

N = T T OO
OO0OO0OO0OO0OONN

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

AUG 6,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.89 22471670 4.89 4.13 4.31 4.46
4.44 719/1666 4.44 4.11 4.27 4.34
4.25 876/1406 4.25 4.18 4.32 4.36
4.38 724/1615 4.38 4.17 4.24 4.33
4.33 559/1566 4.33 3.90 4.07 4.20
4.38 590/1528 4.38 4.12 4.12 4.33
4.29 867/1650 4.29 4.23 4.22 4.30
4.89 712/1667 4.89 4.66 4.67 4.74
4.83 151/1626 4.83 3.92 4.11 4.20
5.00 1/1559 5.00 4.50 4.46 4.49
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.55 4.72 4.81
4.89 220/1549 4.89 4.18 4.31 4.37
4.78 382/1546 4.78 4.24 4.32 4.40
3.00 ****/1323 **** 3.73 4.00 4.03
3.00 ****/1384 **** 3.72 4.10 4.21
3.00 ****/1378 **** 3.76 4.29 4.42
5.00 ****/1378 **** 3.88 4.31 4.51
3.00 ****/ 904 **** 3.28 4.03 4.04
5.00 ****/ 232 **** 5 .00 4.19 4.30
5.00 ****/ 239 **** 5 00 4.21 4.53
5.00 ****/ 230 **** 5,00 4.44 4.69
5.00 ****/ 231 **** 5 00 4.31 4.58
5.00 ****/ 218 **** 5 00 4.18 4.47
Type Majors

Graduate 8 Major

Under-grad 1 Non-major

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



Course-Section: STAT 700B 0101

Title MODEL ING/SPATIAL STATS
Instructor: NEERCHAL, NAGAR (Instr. A)
Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

OFRPNRPFPOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

NNDNN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OONR

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

OO0OO0OFrROO0OO0OO0OR

OFRrONPE

OoOrEFrOo

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.00 4.13 4.31 4.46 4.00
3.00 160371666 3.00 4.11 4.27 4.34 3.00
3.00 134371406 3.00 4.18 4.32 4.36 3.00
4.00 108371615 4.00 4.17 4.24 4.33 4.00
3.00 147871566 3.00 3.90 4.07 4.20 3.00
4.00 89971528 4.00 4.12 4.12 4.33 4.00
4.00 113571650 4.00 4.23 4.22 4.30 4.00
4.00 1524/1667 4.00 4.66 4.67 4.74 4.00
2.50 1594/1626 3.44 3.92 4.11 4.20 3.44
3.50 146171559 4.25 4.50 4.46 4.49 4.25
4.50 1248/1560 4.81 4.55 4.72 4.81 4.81
2.50 1526/1549 3.81 4.18 4.31 4.37 3.81
3.25 1442/1546 4.06 4.24 4.32 4.40 4.06
3.00 117971323 3.81 3.73 4.00 4.03 3.81
4.00 820/1384 4.00 3.72 4.10 4.21 4.00
4.50 60371378 4.50 3.76 4.29 4.42 4.50
4.50 65371378 4.50 3.88 4.31 4.51 4.50
1.50 892/ 904 1.50 3.28 4.03 4.04 1.50

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 0
Under-grad 1 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: STAT 700B 0101

Title MODEL ING/SPATIAL STATS
Instructor: (Instr. B)

Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

4
4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

OFRPNRPFPOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

NNDNN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OONR

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

OO0OO0OFrROO0OO0OO0OR

RPNNA®

OoOrEFrOo

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.00 4.13 4.31 4.46 4.00
3.00 160371666 3.00 4.11 4.27 4.34 3.00
3.00 134371406 3.00 4.18 4.32 4.36 3.00
4.00 108371615 4.00 4.17 4.24 4.33 4.00
3.00 147871566 3.00 3.90 4.07 4.20 3.00
4.00 89971528 4.00 4.12 4.12 4.33 4.00
4.00 113571650 4.00 4.23 4.22 4.30 4.00
4.00 1524/1667 4.00 4.66 4.67 4.74 4.00
3.75 1254/1626 3.44 3.92 4.11 4.20 3.44
4.50 896/1559 4.25 4.50 4.46 4.49 4.25
5.00 1/1560 4.81 4.55 4.72 4.81 4.81
4.50 68371549 3.81 4.18 4.31 4.37 3.81
4.25 987/1546 4.06 4.24 4.32 4.40 4.06
4.00 69271323 3.81 3.73 4.00 4.03 3.81
4.00 820/1384 4.00 3.72 4.10 4.21 4.00
4.50 60371378 4.50 3.76 4.29 4.42 4.50
4.50 65371378 4.50 3.88 4.31 4.51 4.50
1.50 892/ 904 1.50 3.28 4.03 4.04 1.50

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 0
Under-grad 1 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: STAT 700B 0101

Title MODEL ING/SPATIAL STATS
Instructor: (Instr. C)

Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

4
4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

OFRPNRPFPOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

NNDNN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OONR

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

OO0OO0OFrROO0OO0OO0OR

P WNWW

OoOrEFrOo

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.00 4.13 4.31 4.46 4.00
3.00 160371666 3.00 4.11 4.27 4.34 3.00
3.00 134371406 3.00 4.18 4.32 4.36 3.00
4.00 108371615 4.00 4.17 4.24 4.33 4.00
3.00 147871566 3.00 3.90 4.07 4.20 3.00
4.00 89971528 4.00 4.12 4.12 4.33 4.00
4.00 113571650 4.00 4.23 4.22 4.30 4.00
4.00 1524/1667 4.00 4.66 4.67 4.74 4.00
3.25 1491/1626 3.44 3.92 4.11 4.20 3.44
4.50 896/1559 4.25 4.50 4.46 4.49 4.25
4.75 948/1560 4.81 4.55 4.72 4.81 4.81
4.00 1146/1549 3.81 4.18 4.31 4.37 3.81
4.25 987/1546 4.06 4.24 4.32 4.40 4.06
4.00 69271323 3.81 3.73 4.00 4.03 3.81
4.00 820/1384 4.00 3.72 4.10 4.21 4.00
4.50 60371378 4.50 3.76 4.29 4.42 4.50
4.50 65371378 4.50 3.88 4.31 4.51 4.50
1.50 892/ 904 1.50 3.28 4.03 4.04 1.50

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 0
Under-grad 1 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: STAT 700B 0101

Title MODEL ING/SPATIAL STATS
Instructor: (Instr. D)

Enrollment:
Questionnaires:

4
4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

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

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

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

OFRPNRPFPOOOO

[eNoNoNoNa]

NNDNN

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T1O O
OO0OO0OO0OO0OONR

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

POORPROOOOR

RPNNADN

OoOrEFrOo

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.00 1216/1670 4.00 4.13 4.31 4.46 4.00
3.00 160371666 3.00 4.11 4.27 4.34 3.00
3.00 134371406 3.00 4.18 4.32 4.36 3.00
4.00 108371615 4.00 4.17 4.24 4.33 4.00
3.00 147871566 3.00 3.90 4.07 4.20 3.00
4.00 89971528 4.00 4.12 4.12 4.33 4.00
4.00 113571650 4.00 4.23 4.22 4.30 4.00
4.00 1524/1667 4.00 4.66 4.67 4.74 4.00
4.25 728/1626 3.44 3.92 4.11 4.20 3.44
4.50 896/1559 4.25 4.50 4.46 4.49 4.25
5.00 1/1560 4.81 4.55 4.72 4.81 4.81
4.25 977/1549 3.81 4.18 4.31 4.37 3.81
4.50 715/1546 4.06 4.24 4.32 4.40 4.06
4.25 54571323 3.81 3.73 4.00 4.03 3.81
4.00 820/1384 4.00 3.72 4.10 4.21 4.00
4.50 60371378 4.50 3.76 4.29 4.42 4.50
4.50 65371378 4.50 3.88 4.31 4.51 4.50
1.50 892/ 904 1.50 3.28 4.03 4.04 1.50

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 0
Under-grad 1 Non-major 4

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



Course-Section: STAT 710A 0101

Title ADVANCED INFERENCE
Instructor: SINHA, BIMAL
Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

G WNPE

A WNPE

GO WNE

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

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

Wwww [eNoNoNoNa]

WWwwww

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

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T T OO
OO0OWOOOOoORr

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

WWWWNWNWW

[ENENININ NADNDD

RRRRPE

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 665/1670 4.50 4.13 4.31 4.46 4.50
4.75 312/1666 4.75 4.11 4.27 4.34 4.75
5.00 1/1406 5.00 4.18 4.32 4.36 5.00
5.00 1/1615 5.00 4.17 4.24 4.33 5.00
5.00 1/1566 5.00 3.90 4.07 4.20 5.00
5.00 171528 5.00 4.12 4.12 4.33 5.00
5.00 1/1650 5.00 4.23 4.22 4.30 5.00
4.75 922/1667 4.75 4.66 4.67 4.74 4.75
4.75 207/1626 4.75 3.92 4.11 4.20 4.75
5.00 1/1559 5.00 4.50 4.46 4.49 5.00
5.00 1/1560 5.00 4.55 4.72 4.81 5.00
5.00 1/1549 5.00 4.18 4.31 4.37 5.00
5.00 1/1546 5.00 4.24 4.32 4.40 5.00
5.00 1/1323 5.00 3.73 4.00 4.03 5.00
5.00 1/1384 5.00 3.72 4.10 4.21 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 3.76 4.29 4.42 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00 3.88 4.31 4.51 5.00
5.00 1/ 904 5.00 3.28 4.03 4.04 5.00
5.00 1/ 232 5.00 5.00 4.19 4.30 5.00
5.00 1/ 239 5.00 5.00 4.21 4.53 5.00
5.00 1/ 230 5.00 5.00 4.44 4.69 5.00
5.00 1/ 231 5.00 5.00 4.31 4.58 5.00
5.00 1/ 218 5.00 5.00 4.18 4.47 5.00

Type Majors
Graduate 3 Major 4
Under-grad 1 Non-major 0

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



Course-Section: STAT 710B 0101

Title RELIABILITY

Instructor:

WANG, XIAO

Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2008

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

WN P G WNPE

gawnN

O WNPE

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

Discussion

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

Laboratory

. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were necessary materials available for lab activities
. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified

Seminar

. 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
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students

[eNoNoloNoNoNoNoNo]

Www RPOOOO

wWww

WWwwWwww

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

[eNoNoNoNe]
[eNeoNoNoNe]
[eNeoNoNoNe]
[eNeoNoNoNe]
OORrPFrOo

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

NNNWWWER WW

A N a RPANBAW
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RROOR

WhBADWADEDN

WhhADdD

Www
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aabs~pO

W= TTOO >
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.75 363/1670 4.75
4.50 62271666 4.50
5.00 1/1406 5.00
5.00 1/1615 5.00
4.50 38971566 4.50
4.75 221/1528 4.75
4.67 361/1650 4.67
4.50 115771667 4.50
4.50 40371626 4.50
4.75 521/1559 4.75
5.00 1/1560 5.00
4.50 683/1549 4.50
5.00 1/1546 5.00
4.33 481/1323 4.33
5.00 1/1384 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00
5.00 1/1378 5.00
5.00 1/ 239 5.00
5.00 1/ 230 5.00
5.00 1/ 218 5.00
5.00 1/ 80 5.00
5.00 1/ 28 5.00
4.00 13/ 16 4.00
4.00 21/ 27 4.00
5.00 1/ 10 5.00
5.00 1/ 6 5.00

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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Mean Mean Mean
4.31 4.46 4.75
4.27 4.34 4.50
4.32 4.36 5.00
4.24 4.33 5.00
4.07 4.20 4.50
4.12 4.33 4.75
4.22 4.30 4.67
4.67 4.74 4.50
4.11 4.20 4.50
4.46 4.49 4.75
4.72 4.81 5.00
4.31 4.37 4.50
4.32 4.40 5.00
4.00 4.03 4.33
4.10 4.21 5.00
4.29 4.42 5.00
4.31 4.51 5.00
4.21 4.53 5.00
4.44 4.69 5.00
4.18 4.47 5.00
3.97 4.32 5.00
4.64 4.82 5.00
4.67 4.60 4.00
4.54 4.67 4.00
4.84 4.90 5.00
4.92 5.00 5.00
Majors
Major 4
Non-major 0

responses to be significant



