Course-Section:

FREN 101 0101

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 1
Instructor: DIALLO, MAMADOU
EnrolIment: 28

Questionnaires: 15

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 796
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: FREN 101 0101 University of Maryland Page 796

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH I Baltimore County JAN 19, 2005
Instructor: DIALLO, MAMADOU Fall 2004 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 28

Questionnaires: 15 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 8 Required for Majors 9 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General 2 Under-grad 15 Non-major 3
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 5 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: FREN 101 0201

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 1|

Instructor:

DIALLO, MAMADOU

EnrolIment: 25

Questionnaires: 14

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Job

Page
JAN 19, 2005
IRBR3029

797

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

[oNeNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[N RO NN

WWww

OOONRROOO
RPONRRRRNR
RPONRONRNN
RPORDMRARONR
ARNRPRUOROO

[cNoNoNoNe]
NP R R
NOROR
PNNOW
WNWEREN

[eNoNoNe]
WR R
NOOPR
WEkWwe
N WwA

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

H
PWNUINRE WA

OA~ADNNN

R ohSbS

WhWWhAhWhWww
WO~NOOO P WN

OWRLr~NOOWORF

3.82
3.82
4.18
2.64

132371556
143171557
59871335
125471510
735/1479
111371424
122371537
544/1553
1345/1536

1413/1487
123371491
133571489
116971481
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Course-Section:

FREN 101 0301

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 1
Instructor: MBAIRESSEM, LAO
EnrolIment: 31

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 798
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Laboratory
Did the lab increase understanding of the material
Were you provided with adequate background information
Were necessary materials available for lab activities
Did the lab instructor provide assistance
Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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106571411
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113071408
517/ 856
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Course-Section:

FREN 101 0401

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 1
Instructor: MBAIRESSEM, LAO
EnrolIment: 27

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 799
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
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2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal
3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
4_ Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Course-Section: FREN 101 0401 University of Maryland Page 799

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH I Baltimore County JAN 19, 2005
Instructor: MBAIRESSEM, LAO Fall 2004 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 27

Questionnaires: 20 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 9 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 3 C 2 General 2 Under-grad 20 Non-major 5
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 4 F 0 Electives 1 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 4
? 1



Course-Section: FREN 102 0101 University of Maryland

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: ZAIR1, MOHAMMED Fall 2004
EnrolIment: 28

Questionnaires: 20
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Mean
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75971556
632/1557
40371335
484/1510
516/1479
629/1424
884/1537
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106671491
87571489
841/1481
90571246

80971411
647/1413
110771408
722/ 856
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Mean
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0O 0 O 1 10
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 1 O 0O 0 3 5
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0O 0 O 1 6
4_ Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 6 0O 0 O 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 0o o 0o 3 8
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 1 0 1 2 7
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 O 0O 4 8
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 O O O o0 o
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 7 0 O0 1 2 7
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0O 0 O 1 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 O O o0 o 7
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0O 0 O 2 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 1 0 1 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 4 0 1 7 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 1 1 2 6
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 4 0 0 0 3 3
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 4 0 O 2 4 5
4_ Were special techniques successful 4 9 2 0 1 2
Laboratory
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 19 0 1 O 0 O
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 9 0 1 0 o0 ©O
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 19 0 1 0O 0 O
Self Paced

1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 19 0 1 0 o0 ©O

Frequency Distribution

Graduate

Under-gr

#H### - Means there are not enough
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20

Non-major

responses to be significant
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 1 A 9 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 1 C 3 General
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives

P 1
| 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

FREN 102 0201
ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11
ZAIRI, MOHAMMED

23

18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JAN 19,
Job

801
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

Discussion
Did class discussions contribute to what you learned
Were all students actively encouraged to participate
Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion
Were special techniques successful
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Frequency Distribution
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Course-Section: FREN 102 0301

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11
Instructor: MBAYE, ABDOULAY
EnrolIment: 26

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 802
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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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N= T TITOO
OOOOFRNWN

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

A WOUIOOOWO®

W oo

o o~NU

AADMPMDADMIADD
ANPOOAOUI00ONW

75971556
242/1557
17271335
423/1510
26971479
234/1424
546/1537
1296/1553
435/1536

21171487
171491
1/1489

291/1481

534/1246

229/1411

1/1413
267/1408
567/ 856

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

WA WWWWWWW
NDBNOONONOD

ahoOMRPROTCTOO D

N

o

[06]

w

©

\l

w

©

o
AADMADMIADMDIAD
ANPMOOOOOONW
ANOOITWOONWO

3.69 4.28 4.27 4.18 5.00
3.69 4.30 4.28 4.18 4.78
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Course-Section:

FREN 102 0401

Title ELEMENTARY FRENCH 11
Instructor: DIALLO, MAMADOU
EnrolIment: 17

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

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

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

[(ecNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

WOrPFrOo

AWwWww

12
12
12
12
12

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

OrRPrPFPOOOO0OO0OO

[eNeoNeoNoNe] cNeoNoNe) OQOoOONO

[eNeoNoNoNe]

OCON~NONWNSN

P WNNNNNERE R
NOO~NAORNON

1554/1556
155471557
133171335
150371510
143671479
139271424
1506/1537
152871553
153271536

148571487
148971491
1486/1489
147771481
1231/1246

138971411
140571413
140671408

-k***/

244
258
236
238
214

****/
-k***/
****/

****/

****/

39
30
32
16
16

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

****/

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

Required for Majors
General

Electives

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHE - M

Page 803
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029
Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.64 4.23 4.25 4.06 1.77
3.75 4.23 4.21 4.13 1.92
3.99 4.32 4.24 4.13 2.23
3.75 4.18 4.19 4.07 2.42
3.81 4.08 3.97 3.90 2.50
3.84 4.08 4.08 3.91 2.77
3.78 4.18 4.15 4.12 2.62
4.44 4.69 4.69 4.66 3.69
3.25 4.05 4.07 3.91 1.29
3.85 4.41 4.44 4.37 1.85
4.09 4.71 4.70 4.61 2.58
3.69 4.28 4.27 4.18 1.67
3.69 4.30 4.28 4.18 1.64
3.30 3.87 3.93 3.78 1.88
3.62 4.13 4.00 3.78 2.00
3.84 4.38 4.23 3.96 2.00
3.59 4.37 4.27 4.03 1.60
3.52 3.96 4.00 3.87 ****
*rxk 3,90 4.07 3.82 FFx*
FrREE 4,22 4,10 3.94 FF**
Frxk A .50 4.36 4.31 FFR*
*rRxE 416 4.26 4.00 F***
FxxE 4,27 4.08 4.02 FxE*
*rxE 4,23 3.84 4.09 FF**
*rxk 4,35 4.01 4.21 FFE*
*rxE 415 4.18 4.51 FF**
*rxk A 50 4.36 4.63 FFF*
Frxk 4,45 4.51 457 Fx**
e Majors
0 Major 0
ad 13 Non-major 4
eans there are not enough
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Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

FREN 103 0101
INT REV ELEM FRENCH
EL OMARI, SAMIR
26
2

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Fall 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Page
JAN 19,
Job IRBR

Course

Rank Mean

804
2005
3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[cNeoNoNoNe]

cNoNoNe)

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
O O O 1 o
0o o0 1 o0 o
0O O o0 o0 1
0O O o o0 1
O O O 1 o
0o o0 1 o0 o
O O o0 1 o
0O O O o0 o
0O O O0O o0 1
0O O O o0 1
0O 0O O o0 o
0O 0O o0 o0 1
0o 0O o0 1 o
O 1 1 0 ©O
o O O 1 o
O O O 1 o
0O O o o0 1
0O 1 0 0 o

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

RPNRRRRRRER

ORrRLrNPR

e

PO WADMPAWH

gagoounounuuo

112171556
137871557
484/1335
423/1510
735/1479
119971424
993/1537
1/1553
359/1536

rOPWADMIPWHS
goououulyo
[cloloNolooNoNoNe]

816/1487
171491
59871489
107071481
1237/1246

739/1411
94771413
584/1408
768/ 856

4.13
4.38
4.37
3.96

RUOAWARNAWD

goououudo
eNeoloolooNoNoNa]

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

P 0
1 0
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad 2 Non-major
#### - Means there are not enough
responses to be significant



Course-Section:

FREN 201 0101

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH 1
Instructor: TADE, SOPHIA
EnrolIment: 25

Questionnaires: 13

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 805
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

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

[(ecNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[cNeoNoNoNe]

abhpbo

12
12
12
12
12

12
12
12
12

12

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNeoNoNe] ROOO [cNeoNoNoNe POOFRPRONOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe

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

N~NWPFRPRW~NOA~O

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] WwWwk w NDBNDO

RPRRRR

POOWOIwOoolbh

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNeoNoNe] P Wor Wwhob

[cNeoNoNoNe

3.85
3.85
4.15
4.18
3.85
3.33
3.92
4.46
3.14

1246/1556
1240/1557
87571335
823/1510
911/1479
127771424
1087/1537
114671553
1423/1536

135371487
139971491
1293/1489
129671481
1142/1246

101371411
82371413
112271408
638/ 856

*xwxf 244
*xwxf 214

****/

102
101

****/

4.15
4.32 4.23 4.21
4.62 4.32 4.24
4.20 4.18 4.19
4.23
3.91
4.27
4.85 4.69 4.69
3.97 4.05 4.07

w

©

\l
ArDADMDODMDDIDD
RPORPOONWWW

WONDOWNOW
w
e}
a1

4.13
4.38
4.37
3.96

*hkXx

3.90
4.22
4.50
4.16
4.27

4.07
4.10
4.36
4.26
4.08

*kk*k
*hkXx
*kk*k

*xkXx

R E = *x*k*x

3.88
3.00
3.60
4.29
4.14

*xkXx EE

*kk*k *x*kx

*xkXx EE

Rk = EaE =

E *x*kx

Rk = EaE = =

E *x*kx

Rk = *xkk

E *x*kx

Rk = *xkx

3.84 3.19



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

12
12

12

[cNeoNoNe)

[eNeoNoNe)

[cNeoNoNe)

[eNeoNoNe)

P RRR

[cNoNoNe)

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

****/

30
32

16

E

Rk =

E

Rk =

4.35
4.15
4.50
4.45

4.01
4.18
4_.36
4.51

4_07
3.92
4.15
4.65

*x*kx

*xkx

*h*kx

*xkx



Course-Section: FREN 201 0101 University of Maryland Page 805

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH I Baltimore County JAN 19, 2005
Instructor: TADE, SOPHIA Fall 2004 Job IRBR3029
Enrol Iment: 25

Questionnaires: 13 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 3 Required for Majors 9 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 0 C 2 General 0 Under-grad 13 Non-major 6
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 1 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: FREN 201 0201

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH I

Instructor:

ROSENTHAL , ALAN

EnrolIment: 28

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Page
JAN 19,

806
2005

Job 1RBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

NOOOORrEFrROO

WwWwwww

()N e)Ne e}

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

Reasons

OO WWWE DO

ONNON

WNNN

4.56
4.78
4.94
4.17
4.67
4.71
4.67
5.00
4.63

476/1556
197/1557
77/1335
847/1510
204/1479
172/1424
285/1537
1/1553
252/1536

24171487

171491
180/1489
19871481
677/1246

164/1411
262/1413
451/1408
191/ 856

4.15
4.32
4.62
4.20
4.23
3.91
4.27
4.85
3.97

4.13
4.38
4.37
3.96

w

©

\l
ArDADMDODMDDIDD
RPORPOONWWW

WONDOWNOW

Required for Majors 15

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 6
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 8 2.00-2.99 3 C 4
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

General

Electives

Other

0]

0]

Graduate

Under-gr

#### - Means there are not enough

ad

18

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: FREN 201 0301

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH 1
Instructor: DE VERNEIL, MAR
EnrolIment: 25

Questionnaires: 18

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 807
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

AOOOOOORO

AR pRpRp

10
10
11
11

OQOOFR,ANOOO
[cNoNoNol NoNoNoNe
[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe
PORPNNRPRPOOW
WOWOoORADMNNDN

cNeoNoNoNe
OQOOOoOr
[cNeoNoNoNe
AOOOO
AADOW

coooo
coooo
coooo
PR OW

RPORR

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

13
15
16
11

14
18
10

13

13
13

gaao N~

4.56
4.88
4.89
4.63
4.14
4.41
4.72
5.00
4.64

4.59
5.00
4.76
4.76
4.14

4.13
4.88
4.71
4.57

476/1556
13171557
138/1335
322/1510
631/1479
44471424
215/1537

1/1553
234/1536

723/1487

171491
270/1489
30371481
534/1246

684/1411
22571413
405/1408
194/ 856

4.15 4.23 4.25
4.32 4.23 4.21
4.62 4.32 4.24
4.20 4.18 4.19
4.23 4.08 3.97
3.91 4.08 4.08
4.27 4.18 4.15
4.85 4.69 4.69
3.97 4.05 4.07

ArDRADMDORDMDIMD
RPORPOONWWW

WONDNOWSNOW
N
'_\
N

3.92 4.13 4.00 4.05 4.13
4.33 4.38 4.23 4.28 4.88
4.29 4.37 4.27 4.31 4.71
3.86 3.96 4.00 3.92 4.57

N = T TIOO
OQOOO0OOWOH W

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

e Majors
0 Major 0
ad 18 Non-major 7

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section: FREN 201 0401

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH 1
Instructor: TADE, SOPHIA
EnrolIment: 22

Questionnaires: 12

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 808
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

NOOOOOOOO

POOOO

oOoOO~NO

OO0OO0OO0OONOOO
OONPFRPOOOOO
POFRPOORFRONO
RPRONWRREPW
WNARMRNNNW

P OOOO
NFR OO
NFENOO
RPRRRR
P WONW

NOOO
P OOO
OrRrFPW
OFRr NO

2
1
0
0

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N =T TITOO
OOO0OO0OOFrWhH

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

QOWUIUIOOoO O~NOD

hO DO

WhpPpP

4.25
4.17
4.67
4.30
4.42
4.00
3.75
4.67
3.40

89571556
940/1557
30971335
694/1510
382/1479
806/1424
1200/1537
1000/1553
1330/1536

1092/1487

997/1491
1174/1489
107071481
1038/1246

126971411
115571413
584/1408
414/ 856

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

4.15 4.23 4.25
4.32 4.23 4.21
4.62 4.32 4.24
4.20 4.18 4.19
4.23 4.08 3.97
3.91 4.08 4.08
4.27 4.18 4.15
4.85 4.69 4.69
3.97 4.05 4.07

ArDRADMDORDMDIMD
RPORPOONWWW

WONRODWNOW
N
N
N

3.92 4.13 4.00 4.05 3.00
4.33 4.38 4.23 4.28 3.60
4.29 4.37 4.27 4.31 4.50
3.86 3.96 4.00 3.92 4.00

e Majors
0 Major 0
ad 12 Non-major 3

eans there are not enough
s to be significant



Course-Section: FREN 201 0501

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH 1
Instructor: EL OMARI, SAMIR
EnrolIment: 27

Questionnaires: 24

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

Questions

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

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

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

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

Seminar
Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme
Was the instructor available for individual attention
Did 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

NOFRPOOOOOO

RPRRRO

()N e)Ne e}

20
20
21
20

20

20

20
20

19
19

OQOOQOUINFROOO

NP W R RPRROO rhoOO ococoocoo

WNNOO

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2004

Frequencies

o o0 7 8
o 0 3 7
o o0 2 3
0O 2 4 6
1 1 4 7
2 4 4 3
0 1 1 7
0O 0 ©O 1
0O 0 4 11
0O 0 0 11
O 0O o0 4
0 1 1 10
0O O 4 8
1 2 6 8
0O 3 3 4
0O 0 3 2
1 1 1 3
1 3 3 3
0O 0 ©O 1
1 0 o0 2
0O 0 ©O 1
0O O o0 o©
0O O o0 ©O
0O 0 ©O 1
0O O 0o ©O
0O O 1 0
0O ©O 1 O
1 O 1 1
1 O 1 1
0O 0O o0 ©O
o o0 o0 O
O 0O o0 ©O

or
oo
onN
N P

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

PNNPRP P PFRPEDN WWNPF W

N -

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1060/1556
588/1557
270/1335
88371510
735/1479

126471424
518/1537
340/1553
778/1536

76971487
713/1491
80171489
871/1481
84271246

799/1411
54171413
763/1408

679/

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

****/

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

****/

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

****/

****/

****/

856

244
258
236
238
214

102
101

98
101

61
60
52
47
44

39
30
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

4.15 4.23 4.25
4.32 4.23 4.21
4.62 4.32 4.24
4.20 4.18 4.19
4.23 4.08 3.97
3.91 4.08 4.08
4.27 4.18 4.15
4.85 4.69 4.69
3.97 4.05 4.07

ArDADMDODMDDIDD
RPORPOONWWW

WONROWNOW
IN
o
o

3.92 4.13 4.00 4.05 3.94
4.33 4.38 4.23 4.28 4.56
4.29 4.37 4.27 4.31 4.33
3.86 3.96 4.00 3.92 3.43

*xkx 3,00 4.07 4.30 *FrE
wEkx 422 4.10 4.32 FRx
*xkx 4 50 4.36 4.53 *Frx
*rkx 416 4.26 4.59 Frx
whkx 427 4.08 4.45 xwrx

*xkx 4 57 4.50 3.88 Frrx
*xE* 4 45 4.39 3.00 *FrE
*EEx 430 4.49 4,29 Frx
*ekx 4,06 4.03 4,14 xwrx

Frxx 3.83 3.92 3.31 FFF*
FrRAX 427 3.86 3.96 Fr**
FrRxX 4,54 4.31 3.97 FFF*
FrRAEX 425 4.09 3.69 Fr**
FrRxE - 4.00 4.09 3.93 FFFF

*xkx 423 3.84 3,19 xR
*xxx 435 4.01 4.07 FRx



3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 19 2 0O 0 O 2 1 4.33 ****/ 32 **** 4. 15 4.18 3.92 ****
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 19 3 O 0 o0 1 1 4.50 ****/ 16 **** 4.50 4.36 4.15 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 19 3 0O O 1 0 1 4.00 ****/ 16 **** 4.45 4.51 4.65 ****



Course-Section: FREN 201 0501 University of Maryland Page 809

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH I Baltimore County JAN 19, 2005
Instructor: EL OMARI, SAMIR Fall 2004 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 27

Questionnaires: 24 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 6 0.00-0.99 3 A 12 Required for Majors 17 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 7
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 0 C 3 General 0 Under-grad 24 Non-major 8
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 7 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives 3 ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

FREN 201 0601
INTERMEDIATE FRENCH I
EL OMARI, SAMIR

EnrolIment: 19

Questionnaires: 11

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Page 810
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course
Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

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

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

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

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

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

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

. Did study questions make clear the expected goal

POOOOOOOO

PNNEDN

Wwww

10
10
10
10
10

10
10
10
10

10
10

[eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNeoNoNe] wooo [cNeoNoNoNe OQOONNOOOO

[eNeoNoNe)

[oNe]

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

CIONWNNWWO®

PFRRPRPPO [oNeol NeoNe) PWEN NOL_EFLO®

ORRPR

[oNe]

=
[eNeoleoNe] [eNeoNoNoNe] [eNeoNeoNoNe] PN b_® WhbhoOow NFPONODMOODPE

[oNe]

WAaAbrwWhwWwhww
O©COOOWMWOoNO®D

OO O~NWNOND

1356/1556
126171557
673/1335
117171510
454/1479
111371424
941/1537
1/1553
102471536

102471487
513/1491
81171489

116971481
939/1246

739/1411
1040/1413
113071408

768/ 856

****/

244
258
236
238
214

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

****/

****/

102
101

****/

4.15
4.32 4.23 4.21
4.62 4.32 4.24
4.20 4.18 4.19
4.23
3.91
4.27
4.85 4.69 4.69
3.97 4.05 4.07

w

©

\l
ArDADMDODMDDIDD
RPORPOONWWW

WONROWNOW
IN
w
w

4.13
4.38
4.37
3.96

4.00
3.88
3.75
3.00

*hkXx EE

3.90
4.22
4.50
4.16
4.27

4.07
4.10
4.36
4.26
4.08

*kk*k *x*k*x

*hkXx EE
*kk*k *x*k*x

*xkXx *xkk

R E = *x*k*x

3.88
3.00
3.60
4.29
4.14

*xkXx EE

*kk*k *x*kx
*xkXx EE

Rk = EaE =

E *x*kx

Rk = EaE = =
E *x*kx

Rk = *xkk

E *xkx

Rk = *xkx



3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 10 0 0 O 1 0O 0 3.00 ****/ 32 **** 415 4.18 3.92 ****
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 10 0 0 O 1 0O 0 3.00 ****/ 16 **** 450 4.36 4.15 ****



Course-Section: FREN 201 0601 University of Maryland Page 810

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH I Baltimore County JAN 19, 2005
Instructor: EL OMARI, SAMIR Fall 2004 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 19

Questionnaires: 11 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 5 Required for Majors 6 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 1 1.00-1.99 0 B 5
56-83 1 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 1 Under-grad 11 Non-major 3
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 0 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 2 F 0 Electives (0] ####H - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section:

FREN 202 0101

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH 11
Instructor: REZVANI, MARJAN
EnrolIment: 23

Questionnaires: 20

Questions

Fall

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did

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

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

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

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

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

NFPOOOOOOO

[cNeoNoNoNe]

Wwww

19

19
19
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19
19
19
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19
19
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Frequencies
1 2 3
3 2 5
4 4 6
0O 2 5
3 3 4
2 3 5
2 6 5
7 2 2
0O 0O O
3 2 7
2 1 8
o 1 3
7 4 2
4 4 4
2 2 7
2 1 6
1 0 3
o 1 2
2 1 2
0O 0 ©O
0O 0 1
0O 0O ©O
1 0 O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0O oO
0O O ©O
0O 0O oO
0O O ©O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0 ©O
0O 0O ©O
0O 0 ©O
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=
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[oNe]

SQouuhRLUIOO

WOANWWWWNW
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3.29
4.18
4.29
3.18

1458/1556
1510/1557
105371335
143871510
128271479
133971424
1488/1537

1/1553
1444/1536

1404/1487
1340/1491
1462/1489
1420/1481

986/1246

117571411
86271413
797/1408
743/ 856

****/

258
236
238
214

****/
****/

****/

****/

102
101
*xx%/ 101

****/

Page 811

JAN 19, 2005

Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
3.30 4.23 4.25 4.33 3.30
2.90 4.23 4.21 4.30 2.90
3.85 4.32 4.24 4.37 3.85
3.21 4.18 4.19 4.23 3.21
3.24 4.08 3.97 3.88 3.24
3.05 4.08 4.08 4.04 3.05
2.75 4.18 4.15 4.17 2.75
5.00 4.69 4.69 4.69 5.00
3.00 4.05 4.07 4.13 3.00
3.40 4.41 4.44 4.47 3.40
4.25 4.71 4.70 4.75 4.25
2.55 4.28 4.27 4.32 2.55
2.95 4.30 4.28 4.37 2.95
3.42 3.87 3.93 4.02 3.42
3.29 4.13 4.00 4.05 3.29
4.18 4.38 4.23 4.28 4.18
4.29 4.37 4.27 4.31 4.29
3.18 3.96 4.00 3.92 3.18
Frxk 4,22 4,10 4.32 FF**
FrxE 450 4.36 4.53 FFF*
Frxk 4,16 4.26 4.59 FFx*
FrREE Q.27 4.08 4.45 FFF*
*rxkk 457 4.50 3.88 FFx*
FrREE 4,45 4.39 3.00 FFF*
Frxk 4,29 4.36 3.60 F***
FrREE 4,39 4.49 4.29 FFF*
*rxk 4,06 4.03 4.14 FF**
Frxx 3.83 3.92 3.31 FFF*
FrxE 4,27 3.86 3.96 FF**
FrRxX 4,54 4.31 3.97 FFF*
FrRxEE 425 4.09 3.69 FF*
FrRxE - 4.00 4.09 3.93 FFFF
FrxE 4,23 3.84 3.19 FF**
FrRxX 4,35 4.01 4.07 FFF*



3. Were your contacts with the instructor helpful 19 o O o0 O 1 0 4.00 ****/ 32 **** 415 4.18 3.92 ****
4. Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful 19 O 0O o0 o 1 0 4.00 ****/ 16 **** 450 4.36 4.15 ****
5. Were there enough proctors for all the students 19 O O o0 O 1 0 4.00 ****/ 16 **** 4.45 4.51 4.65 ****



Course-Section: FREN 202 0101 University of Maryland Page 811

Title INTERMEDIATE FRENCH 11 Baltimore County JAN 19, 2005
Instructor: REZVANI, MARJAN Fall 2004 Job 1RBR3029
Enrol Iment: 23

Questionnaires: 20 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 5 0.00-0.99 0 A 6 Required for Majors 6 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 5 1.00-1.99 0 B 8
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 5 General 6 Under-grad 20 Non-major 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 2 ####H - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
| 0 Other 9
? 0



Course-Section: FREN 301 0101

Title ADVANCED FRENCH 1

Instructor:

DE VERNEIL, MAR

EnrolIment: 24

Questionnaires: 22

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

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

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

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

WOOOOOOOOo

N Y

AADD

20
21
21
21
21

20
21
21
21
21

Fall

[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[eNeoNoNeoNe] [cNeoNoNe) wooo POOOO

[eNeoNoNoNe]

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

Reasons

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
2004

~N~NOo NOOCUTh MO

[ejeoNoNeoNe] [cNoNoNe) NP OO W~NORFR, O,

[eNeoNoNoNe]

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

16

12
13
15

10
17
16

RPRRRR P RRR

RPRrRRR

Instructor

Mean

PO DMIADD
rOOr~rhoNDAD

NOORRFRPOWEFO

Rank

61971556
662/1557
25171335
26971510
392/1479
458/1424
476/1537

1/1553
460/1536

40971487
257/1491
506/1489
541/1481
22271246

430/1411
21671413
288/1408
269/ 856

-k***/
****/
-k***/

****/

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

****/

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

****/

101
90
98

101

61
60
52
47
44

39
30
32
16
16
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JAN 19, 2005
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Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

rOBSAPMRADMIADD
rOOrArhoNDAD

NOORFRRFRPROWEFO

N

o

[06]

w

©

\l
AMADPMDMMWAADDdMD
OCOROONNNN

INwoaoRr PN

OB MDAMDMIADDS
hrOUOhAhoNDSA
NOORRFPOWEROU

4.44 4.13 4.00 3.98 4.44
4.89 4.38 4.23 4.23 4.89
4.83 4.37 4.27 4.28 4.83
4.40 3.96 4.00 3.99 4.40

wekx 4 45 4.39 4,14 xwrx
*xkk 429 4.36 3.87 rrx
*xEk 4,39 4.49 456 *FrE
*xkk 406 4.03 3.52 wwx

*xkx 3,83 3.92 4.16 *Fr*
*xkx 427 3.86 3.82 *rRx
wekx 4 B4 4.31 4,19 rwrx
*xkx 425 4.09 3.8l Frrx
*xEE 4,00 4.09 372 *Exx

FrRxE 4,23 3.84 4.11 FFF*
FrRAEX 435 4.01 4.57 FFF*
FrRxE 4,15 4.18 4.00 FF*F*
FrRAEX 450 4.36 3.76 Fr**
FrRxX 4,45 4.51 3.87 FFR*

Type Majors



00-27 6 0.00-0.99 1 A 10 Required for Majors 5 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 10
56-83 3 2.00-2.99 0 C 1 General 7 Under-grad 22 Non-major 7
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0 Electives 2 #### - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant

| 0 Other 9

? 0



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

FREN 302 0101
ADVANCED FRENCH 11
REZVANI, MARJAN

EnrolIment: 8

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JAN 19,
Job

813
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

[cNeoNoNoNoNoNoNoNe]

[cNeoNoNoNe]

cNoNoNe)

Frequency Distribution

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

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

NARPPRPERPAWND

PNN®WPRE

P whh

PrOWAWOAORMDIMO
JONONONNO

840/1557
22371335

98971479
806/1424
1200/1537

359/1536

123171487
852/1491
89771489
638/1481
939/1246

367/1408
656/ 856

1/1556

171510

1/1553

PrOWAWOAOMDIMO

171411
1/1413

JONONONNO
Qoo ouluno

4.13
4.38
4.37
3.96

ArDADMDODMDDIDD
QOFRPOONNNN

INwoaoRr PN

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Graduate

Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

4

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: FREN 310 0101

Title INTERCONNECTIONS: LANG
Instructor: MCCRAY, STANLEY
EnrolIment: 26

Questionnaires: 16

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor
Mean Rank

Page 814
JAN 19, 2005
Job 1RBR3029

Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

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

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

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

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades

N = T TIOO
[eNeoNoNeoNoNeoNaNe))

Reasons
Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

~NooOoh~oO

13

3.93 1189/1556
4.50 515/1557
4.83 162/1335
4.56 373/1510
4.63 227/1479
4.56 278/1424
4.81 141/1537
4.13 1389/1553
4.27 647/1536

4.25 109271487
4.88 588/1491
4.53 55871489
4.25 913/1481
4.46 284/1246

4.58 312/1411
4.83 262/1413
5.00 1/1408
4.55 203/ 856

Graduate
Under-gr

#HHHE - M
response

3.93 4.23 4.25 4.27 3.93
4.50 4.23 4.21 4.21 4.50
4.83 4.32 4.24 4.21 4.83
4.56 4.18 4.19 4.20 4.56
4.63 4.08 3.97 3.95 4.63
4.56 4.08 4.08 4.08 4.56
4.81 4.18 4.15 4.13 4.81
4.13 4.69 4.69 4.67 4.13
4.27 4.05 4.07 4.07 4.27

4.58 4.13 4.00 3.98 4.58
4.83 4.38 4.23 4.23 4.83
5.00 4.37 4.27 4.28 5.00
4.55 3.96 4.00 3.99 4.55

e Majors

0 Major 0
ad 16 Non-major 2
eans there are not enough

s to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:
EnrolIment:
Questionnaires:

FREN 315 0101
FRENCH PHONETICS
KA, OMAR

20

13

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Mean

Instructor

Rank

Course
Mean

Page
JAN 19,
Job

815
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
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2 0 o0 1 3
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Graduate 0

00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 7
28-55 2 1.00-1.99 0 B 6
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 2 C 0]
84-150 3 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 5 F 0
P 0
1 0]
? 0

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other
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Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

13

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section:
Title
Instructor:

FREN 319 0101
FRENCH TRANSLATION
ZAKARIA, FATIH

EnrolIment: 4

Questionnaires: 4

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Fall

2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Course
Mean

Page
JAN 19,
Job

816
2005

IRBR3029

1.
2.
3.
4.

6.
7.
8.
9.

2.
3.
4.
5.

1.
2.
3.
4.

Credits Earned

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

Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Did
Was
How
How

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

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

Cum. GPA Expected Grades

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3 4
0O 0O O o0 o
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0O 0O O o0 o
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0O 0 O o0 o
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5.00
5.00
5.00
5.00
3.67

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

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Instructor
Mean Rank
5.00 1/1556 5
5.00 1/1557 5
5.00 1/1335 5
5.00 1/1510 5
5.00 1/1479 5
5.00 1/1424 5
5.00 1/1537 5
5.00 1/1553 5
5.00 1/1536 5
5.00 1/1487
5.00 1/1491
5.00 1/1489
5.00 1/1481
3.67 858/1246
5.00 1/1411
5.00 1/1413
5.00 1/1408
5.00 1/ 856
Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough

4

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: FREN 430 0101 University of Maryland

Title STUDIES IN FRENCH LIT Baltimore County
Instructor: ZAKARIA, FATIH Fall 2004
EnrolIment: 13

Questionnaires: 11

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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Instructor

Mean

Rank

415/1556
100571557
1/1335
112271510
187/1479
657/1424
420/1537
1/1553
520/1536

33271487

171491
59871489
255/1481
998/1246

527/1411
32871413
451/1408
734/ 856

Graduate

Under-gr

#H### - Means there are not enough

Cours
Mean
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4.13
4.38
4.37
3.96

Page
JAN 19,

817
2005

Job 1RBR3029

4.00 4.14
4.23 4.43
4.27 4.41
4.00 4.20

Non-major

responses to be significant

EE

*x*k*x

EE

*x*k*x

*xkk

*x*k*x

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



