Course-Section: STAT 121 0101

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S
Instructor: WU, YANPING
Enrollment: 54

Questionnaires: 28

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Y

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

15

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.11 101971470 3.87
4.50 470/1470 4.32
4.71 232/1252 4.41
4.50 423/1413 4.20
4.45 329/1391 4.05
4.29 523/1347 4.03
4.57 357/1455 4.55
4.96 261/1469 4.80
4.14 745/1451 4.02
4.84 268/1407 4.64
4.85 60071404 4.73
4.58 479/1401 4.35
4.65 439/1398 4.38
4.50 ****/1176 4.19
3.72 924/1276 3.43
3.44 1125/1277 3.49
3.72 1057/1271 3.77
4.67 ****/ 763 3.61
4 B 50 ****/ 248 E = =
5 B OO ****/ 232 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

##### - Means there are not enough
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Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o0 1 1 5 8
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 1 2 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 2 4
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 12 0 0 4 0
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 5 0 1 2 5
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 11 0 1 3 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 3 0 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 0 0 0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 7 0 0 0 4 10
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 3 0 0 0 0 4
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 2 0 0 0 1 2
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 2 0 0 0 1 9
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 2 5
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 20 0 1 0 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 10 0 3 1 3 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 10 0 5 2 0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 10 0 3 2 2 1
4. Were special techniques successful 11 14 O 0 0 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 26 1 0 0 0 0
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 26 O O O O 1
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 26 1 0 0 0 0
Seminar
1. Were assigned topics relevant to the announced theme 27 0 0 0 0 1
Field Work
1. Did field experience contribute to what you learned 27 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria 27 0 1 0 0 0
Self Paced
1. Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned 27 0 0 0 1 0
2. Did study questions make clear the expected goal 27 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 7 0.00-0.99 1 A 11 Required for Majors
28-55 3 1.00-1.99 0 B 9
56-83 2 2.00-2.99 5 C 3 General
84-150 1 3.00-3.49 4 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: STAT 121 0201

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

KHALATBARI, FAR

Enrollment: 60

Questionnaires: 30

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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UMBC Level
Mean Mean
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Credits Earned Cum. GPA

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

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

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

Laboratory

. Did the lab increase understanding of the material
. Were you provided with adequate background information
. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons

N OO~

OO

Instructor Cours
Mean Rank Mean
3.63 130971470 3.87
4.17 906/1470 4.32
4.23 764/1252 4.41
4.08 944/1413 4.20
3.56 109571391 4.05
3.76 1022/1347 4.03
4.70 228/1455 4.55
4.60 100871469 4.80
3.77 108371451 4.02
4.47 807/1407 4.64
4.70 896/1404 4.73
4.13 957/1401 4.35
4.37 753/1398 4.38
4.14 539/1176 4.19
3.24 1112/1276 3.43
3.36 1147/1277 3.49
3.68 106871271 3.77
3.60 ****/ 763 3.61
1 B OO ****/ 248 E = =
5_00 ****/ 214 E = =
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#### - Means there are not enough
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Course-Section: STAT 121 0301

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S

Instructor:

KEGAN, BONNIE E

Enrollment: 78

Questionnaires: 63
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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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
. Did you clearly understand your evaluation criteria
. 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
2 6 11
0 1 11
2 2 7
4 2 9
1 6 7
0O 4 10
0 2 9
0O 2 0O
o 2 7
0O 0 5
0O 0 5
0O 4 8
2 4 9
3 4 4
9 2 9
2 1 16
2 4 7
5 0 3
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 1
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0 0 0
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0O 0 oO
0 0 1

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004
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Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
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119771470
753/1470
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968/1413
64371391
762/1347
609/1455
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.13 3.87
4.17 4.30
4.21 4.30
4.12 4.04
3.96 4.14
4.01 4.02
4.16 4.37
4.65 4.83
3.99 4.13
4.40 4.62
4.62 4.64
4.22 4.35
4.21 4.11
3.84 4.24
3.81 3.33
4.02 3.66
4.02 3.90
3.92 3.61
4 . 02 *kkXx
4 B 12 E = = 3
4 B 15 E = =
4 . 17 E = =
4 . 13 k. = =
4 . 40 E = = 3
4 B 44 E = = 3
4 . 29 E = = 3
4 . 60 ke = = 3
4 . 03 E = =
4 . 71 k= =
4 . 70 ke = =
4 B 63 E = = 3
4 . 40 E = = 3



Course-Section: STAT 121 0301 University of Maryland Page 1418

Title INTRO STATISTICS:SOC S Baltimore County JUN 14, 2004
Instructor: KEGAN, BONNIE E Spring 2004 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 78

Questionnaires: 63 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 9 0.00-0.99 0 A 29 Required for Majors 7 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 11 1.00-1.99 0 B 18
56-83 7 2.00-2.99 7 C 3 General 4 Under-grad 63 Non-major 19
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 18 D 1
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 8 F 0 Electives 3 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: STAT 350 0101

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI
Instructor: BEBU, IONUT 1
Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 26

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.31 4.54
4.22 4.62
4.27 4.73
4.27 4.38
4.00 4.72
4.11 4.00
4.12 4.60
4.67 5.00
4.07 4.25
4.41 4.76
4.69 4.92
4.27 4.68
4.25 4.92
3 . 97 . = = 3
4.10 3.55
4.34 3.64
4.33 4.00
4 B 07 E = = 3
4 . 24 *kkXx
4 B 32 E = = 3
4 B 44 E = =
4 . 27 E = =
4 . 22 k. = =
4 . 39 E = = 3
4 . 60 k. = =
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4 B 64 E = = 3
4 . 34 E = = 3
4 B 63 E = =
4 . 14 E = =
4 . 56 k= =
4 . 30 ke = =
4 B 34 E = = 3
4 _ 58 E = =
4 B 59 E = = 3
4 . 53 E = = 3
4 . 57 k. = =
4 _ 67 E = =



Course-Section: STAT 350 0101 University of Maryland Page 1419

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI Baltimore County JUN 14, 2004
Instructor: BEBU, I0ONUT 1 Spring 2004 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 49

Questionnaires: 26 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 3 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 1 Major 0
28-55 6 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 3 C 1 General 2 Under-grad 25 Non-major 0
84-150 2 3.00-3.49 2 D 0
Grad. 1 3.50-4.00 10 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 22
? 1



Course-Section: STAT 350 0201

Title STAT W/APP IN BIOL SCI

Instructor:

WILSON, MARY C

Enrollment: 77

Questionnaires: 50

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

ROOO

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

40

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
3.92 116871470 4.23
4.04 1000/1470 4.33
4.04 886/1252 4.39
3.96 1054/1413 4.17
3.68 1026/1391 4.20
3.60 113171347 3.80
4.14 864/1455 4.37
4.90 67171469 4.95
3.60 117571451 3.93
4.41 88971407 4.58
4.38 1208/1404 4.65
3.76 118371401 4.22
3.90 110271398 4.41
3.32 971/1176 3.32
2.26 1259/1276 2.90
3.38 114471277 3.51
3.30 115571271 3.65
2 B 50 ****/ 763 E = =
3 B OO ****/ 248 E = =
3 B OO ****/ 232 E = =
5_00 ***-k/ 214 E = =

Type
Graduate
Under-grad

#### - Means there are not enough
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UMBC Level Sect
Mean Mean Mean
4.29 4.31 3.92
4.23 4.22 4.04
4.27 4.27 4.04
4.24 4.27 3.96
4.02 4.00 3.68
4.10 4.11 3.60
4.16 4.12 4.14
4.70 4.67 4.90
4.08 4.07 3.60
4.43 4.41 4.41
4.70 4.69 4.38
4.28 4.27 3.76
4.27 4.25 3.90
3.96 3.97 3.32
4.06 4.10 2.26
4.30 4.34 3.38
4.28 4.33 3.30
4.06 4.07 ****
4.22 4.24 FF**
4.23 4.32 Fx**
4.28 4.27 FF**
4.16 4.22 F***
Majors
Major 0
Non-major 10

responses to be significant

Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course 1 0 2 4 7 19
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 2 0 1 3 8 17
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 1 0 1 4 8 15
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 4 1 2 12 14
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 1 15 3 2 9 9
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 1 9 1 7 11 9
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 2 2 7 14
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 0 1 0 0 1
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 6 1 2 4 12 16
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 8 13
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 1 7 14
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 2 6 9 17
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 1 3 5 7 12
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 4 9 2 7 11 11
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 4 0 22 5 9
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 5 0 8 6 8 7
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 7 0 4 10 10 7
4. Were special techniques successful 7 37 3 0 1 1
Laboratory
1. Did the lab increase understanding of the material 49 0 0 0 0 1
2. Were you provided with adequate background information 49 0 O O 1 O
4. Did the lab instructor provide assistance 49 0 0 0 1 0
5. Were requirements for lab reports clearly specified 49 0 0 0 0 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 25 Required for Majors
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 12
56-83 13 2.00-2.99 9 c 5 General
84-150 13 3.00-3.49 11 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 14 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 1



Course-Section: STAT 351 0101

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO

Instructor:

PALMATEER, JASO

Enrollment: 35

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County

Spring 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Mean

Course

Page
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1421
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Job IRBR3029
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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

OORrORFrOO0OO0o

RPORFRPOO

[y
OOO0OUWNOOO
=

O0OO0OONOOOO
O0O0ORrRROOR
NRPRERNRPRNNR
PNOWWNNOW

[EN

NOOOO
oocooo
PR OOO
(21 NS NG
=
oo h®

wooo
cococo
coro
RN RN
NN W R

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades
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Non-major
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Course-Section: STAT 351 0201

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO

Instructor:

DASGUPTA, NANDI

Enrollment: 79

Questionnaires: 37
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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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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University of Maryland
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Spring 2004
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Rank

444/1470
288/1470
318/1252
727/1413
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Course-Section: STAT 351 0201

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: DASGUPTA, NANDI
Enrollment: 79

Questionnaires: 37

Expected Grades

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1422
JUN 14, 2004
Job IRBR3029

Majors

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

=T TOO

OO0OO0OO0OO0Or K

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

26

Graduate 0
Under-grad 37 Non-major 18

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0301

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO
Instructor: STARK, DAVID R
Enrollment: 46

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1423
2004
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

GO 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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[cNoNeol NeoloNoNaN
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Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

JUN 14,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 187/1470 4.55 4.32 4.29 4.31
4.90 84/1470 4.68 4.46 4.23 4.22
5.00 1/1252 4.73 4.43 4.27 4.27
4.89 107/1413 4.46 4.32 4.24 4.27
4.33 450/1391 3.97 4.07 4.02 4.00
4.75 124/1347 4.38 4.23 4.10 4.11
4.90 77/1455 4.63 4.44 4.16 4.12
4.80 83371469 4.78 4.89 4.70 4.67
4.63 240/1451 4.43 4.16 4.08 4.07
5.00 171407 4.80 4.63 4.43 4.41
4.70 89671404 4.67 4.71 4.70 4.69
5.00 1/1401 4.69 4.44 4.28 4.27
4.90 13971398 4.65 4.44 4.27 4.25
5.00 ****/1176 4.07 3.64 3.96 3.97
3.86 845/1276 4.11 3.64 4.06 4.10
4.14 855/1277 4.06 3.78 4.30 4.34
4.29 738/1271 4.24 4.01 4.28 4.33
5.00 ****/ 763 3.84 3.88 4.06 4.07
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section: STAT 351 0401

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO

Instructor:

HEINZ, FEDERICO

Enrollment: 61

Questionnaires: 37

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

GO WNPE

A WNPE

O WNPE GOrWNE

aphwpek

O 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

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
Was the instructor available for consultation
To what degree could you discuss your evaluations
Did conferences help you carry out field activities

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.31 4.54
4.22 4.68
4.27 4.70
4.27 4.21
4.00 3.58
4.11 4.00
4.12 4.53
4.67 4.72
4.07 4.43
4.41 4.88
4.69 4.76
4.27 4.71
4.25 4.75
3.97 4.25
4.10 4.46
4.34 4.21
4.33 4.43
4.07 3.89
4 . 24 *kkXx
4 B 32 E = = 3
4 B 44 E = =
4 . 27 E = =
4 . 22 k. = =
4 . 39 E = = 3
4 . 60 k. = =
4 . 85 ke =
4 B 64 E = = 3
4 . 34 E = = 3
4 B 63 E = =
4 . 56 E = =
4 . 30 k= =
4 . 34 ke = =
4 . 58 . = = 3
4 _ 59 E = =
4 B 53 E = = 3
4 . 57 E = = 3
4 . 67 k. = =



Course-Section: STAT 351 0401 University of Maryland Page 1424

Title APPLIED STAT/BUS & ECO Baltimore County JUN 14, 2004
Instructor: HEINZ, FEDERICO Spring 2004 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 61

Questionnaires: 37 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 4 0.00-0.99 0 A 18 Required for Majors 2 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 4 1.00-1.99 0 B 14
56-83 10 2.00-2.99 7 C 3 General 3 Under-grad 37 Non-major 5
84-150 4 3.00-3.49 9 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 6 F 0 Electives 0 ##HHt - Means there are not enough

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



Course-Section: STAT 355 0101

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT

Instructor:

SVERDLOV, OLEKS

Enrollment: 41

Questionnaires: 21

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

GO WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNPE O WNPE GOrWNE

GOrWNPE

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

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

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

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

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

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

Self Paced
Did self-paced system contribute to what you learned
Did study questions make clear the expected goal
Were your contacts with the instructor helpful
Was the feedback/tutoring by proctors helpful
Were there enough proctors for all the students
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.31 4.40
4.22 4.25
4.27 4.50
4.27 4.25
4.00 3.88
4.11 3.93
4.12 4.40
4.67 4.95
4.07 4.00
4.41 4.47
4.69 4.70
4.27 4.37
4.25 4.58
3 . 97 . = = 3
4.10 3.56
4.34 3.05
4.33 3.22
4 B 07 E = = 3
4 . 24 *kkXx
4 B 32 E = = 3
4 B 44 E = =
4 . 27 E = =
4 . 22 k. = =
4 . 39 E = = 3
4 . 60 k. = =
4 . 85 ke =
4 B 64 E = = 3
4 . 34 E = = 3
4 B 63 E = =
4 . 14 E = =
4 . 56 k= =
4 . 30 ke = =
4 B 34 E = = 3
4 _ 58 E = =
4 B 59 E = = 3
4 . 53 E = = 3
4 . 57 k. = =
4 _ 67 E = =



Course-Section: STAT 355 0101

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT
Instructor: SVERDLOV, OLEKS
Enrollment: 41

Questionnaires: 21

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expected Grades

University of Maryland

Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Reasons

Page 1425
JUN 14, 2004
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

=T TOO

[eNeoNoNoNaNt N Ne]

Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

17

Graduate 0
Under-grad 21 Non-major 7

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



Course-Section: STAT 355 0201

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT
Instructor: NIE, LEI
Enrollment: 51

Questionnaires: 25

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

U
M

Page
JUN 14,

1426
2004

Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

GO WNPE

A WNPE

A WN P

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

. Were you provided with adequate background information

Seminar

. Were criteria for grading made clear

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned

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

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

Expected Grades
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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

19

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.08 103171470 4.11
4.40 632/1470 4.36
4.72 232/1252 4.51
4.33 657/1413 4.23
4.33 450/1391 4.01
4.38 43971347 4.02
4.72 209/1455 4.56
5.00 1/1469 4.95
4.00 845/1451 4.08
4.56 685/1407 4.55
4.80 69371404 4.76
4.20 91571401 4.28
4.13 957/1398 4.31
3.83 ****/1176 3.69
3.29 109871276 3.43
3.52 1106/1277 3.44
3.60 108971271 3.59
4_67 **-k*/ 763 E = =
5_00 ****/ 71 E = =
1 B OO **-k*/ 45 = =
3 . 33 ****/ 42 E = =
3 B OO **-k*/ 43 E = =
3_00 ****/ 31 E = =

Type
Graduate 1
Under-grad 24

#### - Means there are not enough

MBC Level
ean Mean
29 4.31
23 4.22
27 4.27
24 4.27
02 4.00
10 4.11
16 4.12
70 4.67
08 4.07
43 4.41
70 4.69
28 4.27
27 4.25
96 3.97
06 4.10
30 4.34
28 4.33
06 4.07
23 4.32
16 4.34
34 4.63
17 4.14
48 4.56
18 4.30
42 4.58
48 4.59
62 4.53
71 4.57
66 4.67
Majors
Major
Non-major

responses to be significant






Course-Section: STAT 355 0301

Title INTRO APP PROB & STAT

Instructor: DRUMMEY, KEVIN

Enrollment: 95

Questionnaires: 51 Student

Questions

University of Maryland

Baltimore County

Spring 2004

Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Cours
Mean

e

Page 1427

JUN 14,

2004

Job IRBR3029

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

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

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

GO WNPE

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

A WNPE

Frequency Distribution

Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grad

NR
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ed 3
2
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Ss 9
1

1

1

1

g 3
16
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n 17
16

es

Frequencies
NA 1 2 3
o 4 3 7
0 0 0 7
0 1 1 4
3 0 3 4
8 1 2 10
7 2 1 11
0 0 1 3
0O 0O o0 o
2 0 1 5
o 1 o0 1
0O 1 o0 O
0O 1 2 5
0 3 0 7
13 3 3 9
0 8 2 3
0O 2 4 8
0O 3 2 4
24 0 0 b5

Reasons

13

17
12

10

10
5

AR OWODMDIW
NOUONOR WHAO

NOUIONEFENNO

119771470
599/1470
680/1252
917/1413
91671391

103071347
380/1455
671/1469
657/1451

61371407
73171404
85271401
863/1398
833/1176

1044/1276
104171277
955/1271
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Required for Majors

General
Electives

Other

45

Graduate

Under-gr

##### - Means there are not enough
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51

Non-major

responses to be significant



Course-Section: STAT 414 0101

Title ENVIRONMENTAL STATISTI

Instructor:

NEERCHAL, NAGAR

Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 17

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Instructor

Mean

Rank

Course
Mean

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

GO WNPE

A WNPE

abrhwWNPE O WNPE GOrWNE

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

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

OO OOO 0O
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Level Sect
Mean Mean
4.36 3.41
4.25 3.71
4.30 4.18
4.27 3.62
4.04 3.60
4.15 3.60
4.15 4.29
4.74 4.76
4.17 3.80
4.47 4.47
4.75 4.73
4.32 3.80
4.33 4.00
4.05 3.25
4.19 2.38
4.46 3.14
4.41 3.50
4 B 22 E = = 3
4 . 37 *kkXx
4 B 06 E = = 3
4 B oo E = =
4 . 17 E = =
4 . 10 k. = =
4 . 71 E = = 3
4 . 77 k. = =
4 . 59 ke =
4 B 43 E = = 3
3 . 98 E = = 3
3 B 95 E = =
3 . 92 E = =
3 . 93 k= =
4 . oo ke = =
3 B 63 E = = 3
4 _ 25 E = =
3 B 70 E = = 3
4 . 22 E = = 3
4 . 17 k. = =



Course-Section: STAT 414 0101

Title ENVIRONMENTAL STATISTI
Instructor: NEERCHAL, NAGAR
Enrollment: 18

Questionnaires: 17

Credits Earned Cum. GPA

Expec

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Frequency Distribution

Page 1428
JUN 14, 2004
Job IRBR3029

Type Majors

=T TOO

ted Grades Reasons
9 Required for Majors
7
0 General
0
0 Electives
0
0 Other
0

Graduate 1
Under-grad 16 Non-major 0

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



Course-Section: STAT 419 0101 University of Maryland Page 1429

Title INTRO TO BIOSTATISTICS Baltimore County JUN 14, 2004
Instructor: ROSENBERGER, WI Spring 2004 Job IRBR3029
Enrollment: 10
Questionnaires: 9 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 0 0 0 1 0 2 6 4.44 623/1470 4.44 4.32 4.29 4.36 4.44
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 1 7 4.67 300/1470 4.67 4.46 4.23 4.25 4.67
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 1 1 3 4 4.11 85371252 4.11 4.43 4.27 4.30 4.11
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 1 1 4 3 4.00 98671413 4.00 4.32 4.24 4.27 4.00
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 2 0 3 4 4.00 736/1391 4.00 4.07 4.02 4.04 4.00
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 1 1 0 O 6 1 3.75 103071347 3.75 4.23 4.10 4.15 3.75
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 1 0 0 1 2 3 2 3.75 117271455 3.75 4.44 4.16 4.15 3.75
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 1 0 0 0 1 7 4.88 707/1469 4.88 4.89 4.70 4.74 4.88
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 0 1 0 1 0 2 5 4.38 485/1451 4.38 4.16 4.08 4.17 4.38
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 1 1 7 4.67 55871407 4.67 4.63 4.43 4.47 4.67
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 1 0 1 7 4.56 106171404 4.56 4.71 4.70 4.75 4.56
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 1 0 2 6 4.44 640/1401 4.44 4.44 4.28 4.32 4.44
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 1 0 0 1 7 4.44 662/1398 4.44 4.44 4.27 4.33 4.44
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 7 0 0 0 2 0 4.00 ****/1176 **** 3.64 3.96 4.05 ****
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 8 0 0 0 0 0 1.00 ****/1276 **** 3.64 4.06 4.19 ****
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 8 0 1 0 0 0 0 1.00 ****/1277 **** 3.78 4.30 4.46 ****
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 8 0 1 0 0 0 0 1.00 ****/1271 **** 4.01 4.28 4.41 ****
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons Type Majors
00-27 1 0.00-0.99 0 A 4 Required for Majors 0 Graduate 0 Major 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 2
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 1 C 0 General 3 Under-grad 9 Non-major 0
84-150 5 3.00-3.49 3 D 0
Grad. 0 3.50-4.00 3 F 0 Electives 0 ##Ht - Means there are not enough
P 0 responses to be significant
1 0 Other 6
? 2



Course-Section: STAT 453 0101

Univer

sity of Maryland

Instructor Course
Mean Rank Mean
4.20 936/1470 4.20
4.10 971/1470 4.10
4.15 825/1252 4.15
4.55 379/1413 4.55
4.23 550/1391 4.23
4.47 356/1347 4.47
3.95 101671455 3.95
5.00 1/1469 5.00
4.19 70171451 4.19
4.42 861/1407 4.42
4.63 976/1404 4.63
4.05 1000/1401 4.05
4.00 102171398 4.00
3.50 90571176 3.50
2 . 67 ****/1276 E = =

Type
Graduate 2
Under-grad 18

#### - Means there are not enough
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Title INTRO MATHEMATICAL STA Baltimore County
Instructor: ROY, ANINDYA Spring 2004
Enrollment: 27
Questionnaires: 20 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o 0O O o 5 6 9
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 5 8 7
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 1 3 8 8
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 1 8 0 0 1 3 7
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 7 0 0 4 2 7
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 5 0 0 1 6 8
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 1 1 3 8 7
8. How many times was class cancelled 1 1 0 0 0 0 18
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 4 0 0 0 3 7 6
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 1 0 0 0 2 7 10
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 1 0 0 0 1 5 13
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 1 0 0 0 5 8 6
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 1 0 0 2 2 9 6
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 2 12 1 0 1 3 1
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 17 0 0 2 0 0
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 17 0 0 0 2 1 0
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 18 0 0 0 1 1 0
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 2 0.00-0.99 0 A 9 Required for Majors 0
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 4
56-83 4 2.00-2.99 1 C 4 General 3
84-150 7 3.00-3.49 6 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 7 F 0 Electives 2
P 1
1 0 Other 12
? 1



Course-Section: STAT 455 0101

Title DESIGN QUALITY CONTROL
Instructor: MATHEW, THOMAS
Enrollment: 12

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1431
2004
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

GO 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

JUN 14,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.20 93671470 4.20 4.32 4.29 4.36
4.50 470/1470 4.50 4.46 4.23 4.25
3.90 987/1252 3.90 4.43 4.27 4.30
4.43 528/1413 4.43 4.32 4.24 4.27
4.25 530/1391 4.25 4.07 4.02 4.04
4.33 486/1347 4.33 4.23 4.10 4.15
3.89 1091/1455 3.89 4.44 4.16 4.15
4.90 65371469 4.90 4.89 4.70 4.74
4.33 533/1451 4.33 4.16 4.08 4.17
4.80 31571407 4.80 4.63 4.43 4.47
4.70 89671404 4.70 4.71 4.70 4.75
4.70 34571401 4.70 4.44 4.28 4.32
4.60 50471398 4.60 4.44 4.27 4.33
1.00 ****/1176 **** 3.64 3.96 4.05
2.00 ****/1276 **** 3.64 4.06 4.19
2.00 ****/1277 **** 3.78 4.30 4.46
2.00 ****/1271 **** 4,01 4.28 4.41
1.00 ****/ 763 **** 3.88 4.06 4.22
Type Majors

Graduate 0 Major

Under-grad 10 Non-major

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



Course-Section: STAT 602 0101

University of Maryland

Page 1432
JUN 14, 2004
Job IRBR3029

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.50 53971470 4.50 4.32 4.29 4.46 4.50
4.25 80871470 4.25 4.46 4.23 4.34 4.25
4.00 90471252 4.00 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.00
4.50 423/1413 4.50 4.32 4.24 4.37 4.50
4.25 530/1391 4.25 4.07 4.02 4.25 4.25
4.75 124/1347 4.75 4.23 4.10 4.31 4.75
4.50 437/1455 4.50 4.44 4.16 4.22 4.50
5.00 1/1469 5.00 4.89 4.70 4.82 5.00
4.67 211/1451 4.67 4.16 4.08 4.23 4.67
4.25 1017/1407 4.25 4.63 4.43 4.53 4.25
4.75 788/1404 4.75 4.71 4.70 4.79 4.75
4.50 55371401 4.50 4.44 4.28 4.40 4.50
4.25 84971398 4.25 4.44 4.27 4.39 4.25
3.50 90571176 3.50 3.64 3.96 4.02 3.50
5.00 1/1276 5.00 3.64 4.06 4.31 5.00
5.00 1/1277 5.00 3.78 4.30 4.60 5.00
5.00 1/1271 5.00 4.01 4.28 4.57 5.00
5.00 1/ 763 5.00 3.88 4.06 4.11 5.00

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

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

Title APPLIED STATISTICS 11 Baltimore County
Instructor: NIE, LEI Spring 2004
Enrollment: 5
Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 2 2
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 2 1
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 1 0 3
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 1 0 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 0 0 0 1 2
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 1 1 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 2 0 0 1 1 0
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
4. Were special techniques successful 2 1 0 0 0 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 1 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 4 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 2
1 0 Other
? 0



Course-Section: STAT 612 0101

Title MATHEMATICAL STAT 11
Instructor: SINHA, BIMAL
Enrollment: 4

Questionnaires: 3

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

Page 1433
JUN 14, 2004
Job IRBR3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

GO 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

Field Work

. Did field experience contribute to what you learned
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0

Frequencies

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

Frequency Distribution

Expected Grades

Reasons
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ONNWW

oOr OO

Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
5.00 1/1470 5.00 4.32 4.29 4.46 5.00
4.67 300/1470 4.67 4.46 4.23 4.34 4.67
4.67 292/1252 4.67 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.67
4.67 256/1413 4.67 4.32 4.24 4.37 4.67
3.50 1127/1391 3.50 4.07 4.02 4.25 3.50
4.67 190/1347 4.67 4.23 4.10 4.31 4.67
4.67 260/1455 4.67 4.44 4.16 4.22 4.67
5.00 1/1469 5.00 4.89 4.70 4.82 5.00
4.33 53371451 4.33 4.16 4.08 4.23 4.33
5.00 1/1407 5.00 4.63 4.43 4.53 5.00
5.00 1/1404 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.79 5.00
4.67 379/1401 4.67 4.44 4.28 4.40 4.67
4.67 426/1398 4.67 4.44 4.27 4.39 4.67
1.00 117371176 1.00 3.64 3.96 4.02 1.00
3.00 1156/1276 3.00 3.64 4.06 4.31 3.00
3.33 1157/1277 3.33 3.78 4.30 4.60 3.33
4.33 704/1271 4.33 4.01 4.28 4.57 4.33
3.00 700/ 763 3.00 3.88 4.06 4.11 3.00
4.00 27/ 45 4.00 4.00 4.34 4.07 4.00

Required for Majors

=T TOO
[eNoNoNoNoNoNoN0}]

General

Electives

Other

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

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



Course-Section: STAT 621 0101

Title PROB THRY/STOCH PROC 1
Instructor: RATHINAM, MURUH
Enrollment: 11

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1434
2004
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

GO 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

JUN 14,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.80 187/1470 4.80 4.32 4.29 4.46
4.70 266/1470 4.70 4.46 4.23 4.34
4.70 254/1252 4.70 4.43 4.27 4.35
4.25 766/1413 4.25 4.32 4.24 4.37
4.33 450/1391 4.33 4.07 4.02 4.25
4.67 190/1347 4.67 4.23 4.10 4.31
4.50 437/1455 4.50 4.44 4.16 4.22
5.00 171469 5.00 4.89 4.70 4.82
3.78 1075/1451 3.78 4.16 4.08 4.23
4.50 75371407 4.50 4.63 4.43 4.53
4.40 119971404 4.40 4.71 4.70 4.79
4.60 448/1401 4.60 4.44 4.28 4.40
4.60 50471398 4.60 4.44 4.27 4.39
3.00 ****/1176 **** 3.64 3.96 4.02
3.00 ****/1276 **** 3.64 4.06 4.31
5.00 ****/1277 **** 3.78 4.30 4.60
5.00 ****/1271 **** 4,01 4.28 4.57
4.00 ****/ 763 **** 3,88 4.06 4.11
Type Majors

Graduate 5 Major

Under-grad 5 Non-major

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



Course-Section: STAT 710A 0101

Title BAYESIAN INFERENCE
Instructor: ROY, ANINDYA
Enrollment: 10

Questionnaires: 10

Questions

University of Maryland
Baltimore County
Spring 2004

Frequencies

Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire

1435
2004
3029

OCoOoO~NOUDMWNE

GO 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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Required for Majors
General
Electives

Other

Page

JUN 14,

Job IRBR
Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.70 322/1470 4.70 4.32 4.29 4.46
4.56 41971470 4.56 4.46 4.23 4.34
4.50 473/1252 4.50 4.43 4.27 4.35
4.22 80571413 4.22 4.32 4.24 4.37
4.30 481/1391 4.30 4.07 4.02 4.25
4.40 421/1347 4.40 4.23 4.10 4.31
4.30 687/1455 4.30 4.44 4.16 4.22
5.00 171469 5.00 4.89 4.70 4.82
4.67 211/1451 4.67 4.16 4.08 4.23
4.50 75371407 4.50 4.63 4.43 4.53
4.80 69371404 4.80 4.71 4.70 4.79
4.30 81671401 4.30 4.44 4.28 4.40
4.70 387/1398 4.70 4.44 4.27 4.39
3.67 843/1176 3.67 3.64 3.96 4.02
4._50 ****/1276 **** 3.64 4.06 4.31
5.00 ****/1277 **** 3.78 4.30 4.60
5.00 ****/1271 **** 4,01 4.28 4.57
2.00 ****/ 763 **** 3,88 4.06 4.11
Type Majors

Graduate 6 Major

Under-grad 4 Non-major

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



Course-Section: STAT 750 0101

University of Maryland

Page 1436
JUN 14, 2004
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Instructor Course Dept UMBC Level Sect
Mean Rank Mean Mean Mean Mean Mean
4.75 248/1470 4.75 4.32 4.29 4.46 4.75
5.00 1/1470 5.00 4.46 4.23 4.34 5.00
4.33 66971252 4.33 4.43 4.27 4.35 4.33
5.00 1/1413 5.00 4.32 4.24 4.37 5.00
4.50 279/1391 4.50 4.07 4.02 4.25 4.50
5.00 1/1347 5.00 4.23 4.10 4.31 5.00
4.75 174/1455 4.75 4.44 4.16 4.22 4.75
5.00 1/1469 5.00 4.89 4.70 4.82 5.00
3.33 130471451 3.33 4.16 4.08 4.23 3.33
4.75 40971407 4.75 4.63 4.43 4.53 4.75
5.00 1/1404 5.00 4.71 4.70 4.79 5.00
5.00 1/1401 5.00 4.44 4.28 4.40 5.00
4.50 587/1398 4.50 4.44 4.27 4.39 4.50
4.75 11971176 4.75 3.64 3.96 4.02 4.75
5.00 1/1276 5.00 3.64 4.06 4.31 5.00
5.00 1/1277 5.00 3.78 4.30 4.60 5.00
5.00 1/1271 5.00 4.01 4.28 4.57 5.00
4.00 421/ 763 4.00 3.88 4.06 4.11 4.00

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

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

Title INTERDISCIPL CONSULTIN Baltimore County
Instructor: NEERCHAL, NAGAR Spring 2004
Enrollment: 4
Questionnaires: 4 Student Course Evaluation Questionnaire
Frequencies
Questions NR NA 1 2 3 4 5
General
1. Did you gain new insights,skills from this course o o o o o 1 3
2. Did the instructor make clear the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0O 4
3. Did the exam questions reflect the expected goals 0 1 0 0 1 0 2
4. Did other evaluations reflect the expected goals 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
5. Did assigned readings contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
6. Did written assignments contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
7. Was the grading system clearly explained 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
8. How many times was class cancelled 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
9. How would you grade the overall teaching effectiveness 1 0 1 0 0 1 1
Lecture
1. Were the instructor®s lectures well prepared 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
2. Did the instructor seem interested in the subject 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
3. Was lecture material presented and explained clearly 0 0 0 0 0 0o 4
4. Did the lectures contribute to what you learned 0 0 0 0 0 2 2
5. Did audiovisual techniques enhance your understanding 0 0 0 0 0 1 3
Discussion
1. Did class discussions contribute to what you learned 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
2. Were all students actively encouraged to participate 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
3. Did the instructor encourage fair and open discussion 2 0 0 0 0 0 2
4. Were special techniques successful 2 0 0 0 1 0 1
Frequency Distribution
Credits Earned Cum. GPA Expected Grades Reasons
00-27 0 0.00-0.99 0 A 2 Required for Majors
28-55 0 1.00-1.99 0 B 0
56-83 0 2.00-2.99 0 C 0 General
84-150 0 3.00-3.49 1 D 0
Grad. 2 3.50-4.00 0 F 0 Electives
P 0
1 0 Other
? 0



