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Student Teaching Evaluations,
Delaware State University, Fall 2006

Majors Sophomore Qrganic Lecture (~50 students), Majors
Sophomore Qrganic Lab (~25 students), MS graduate level

Advanced Organic (~ 15 students) combined statistics
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Student Teaching Evaluations,
Delaware State University, Fall 2006

MS level graduate Advanced Organic

DELAWARE STATE UNIVERSITY

PR ¥ Taxt Responsas for Jullet Hahn teaching 24 520 Craduate ADVANCED OREANIC
i . CHEMISTRY A none aec: 60 2006 Fall |

© Text Responses

Questiont What, if anything, went well in this course?

It will just be a relection of the expectation

3. The lecturers mode of teaching was fantastic as she demonstrated vast
| »75%  knowledge in the course, The lecture materials are also good as they
- compiiment what she teaches in class,

% Question: What, if anything, did not go well In the i:nursa?
NOt expected In anyway

Question: How might the Instructor Improve the courge?

gl Jr e A

> 75% She Is doing fine in everything. She should keep It up,

Question: What effect did this course leave on your individual
growth and development?

_Better understanding of the subject matter

LT T
- P

E'='
[ .

» In terms of reacton mechanisms, I was able to understand more
>75 .
i extensively and that is really worthwhlie,

Question: Please provide other comments, opinions, and
suggestions (e.g. "glves praige,” "avolds sarcasm,” "maintains
impmﬂil_llty," and ete.) ]
_ The lecturer Is really good. She knows organic chemistyy inside out, Y will |
4 >75% .
- give her a perfect evaluation, "

R SN AT S e
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Student Teaching Evaluations, University of Toledo, Ohio Fall 1994

Majors Sophomore Qrganic Lecture (300 students)

Dr. Hahn is a wonderful teacher, I was petrified to take organic but I am currently getting an
A minor in the class. She is 2 good instructor, I have heard horror stories of the other teachers.
She is a caring woman, who is truly concerned about her students. [ only wish more teachers
were this way. She is not too easy, she is dedicated and an excellent teacher.

" Enthusiastic, cared about students understanding material. Moved a little tob slow at beginning,
fast at end, but good pace overall. Very helpful during office hours. . '

Dr. Haﬁn was fain in h‘cr'gradihg procedures. She acted like a real person; how refreshing! She

seemed concerned with the general welfare of the class.

Generally adequate instructor, However, too much time spent on Gen. chem review and
incidentals not consistent with exams, quizzes. Rather odd rapport with studeats in lecture (is
. this first time lecturing?) ' : o

I enjoyed this class. I felt that the exams were very fairly graded and were reflective of the
lectures. I also felt that Dr. Hahn made it clear what we needed to know. I think she did an
excellent job! Iam looking forward to taking her class next quarter! ' -

Dr. Hahn did an excellent job explaining the material covered in Chapters 1 - 8. Her grading
“wa very fair and her tests covered all the material we went over in class. She knew what she
was talking about and communicated this very well. ' .

Dr. Hahn is an excallent teacher who really cares about us. She is very patieat and an excellent

and fair teacher. She listened to our concerns and took our input into consideration many- times!

I fe=l that [ Jearned a lot this quarter. The lectures were quite clear and thoroughly explained .
the material. I enjoyed this class. 3 ' . .

'Dr Hahn was an excsllent professor who genuinely cared about her students and their
cormprehension of the material. -

Dr. Hahn was a great professor - the best one I've had in Chemistry thus far, She made the
material seem easy to learn and her exams and grading were very fair.

Dr. Hahn is an excellent professor. While I'm having trouble v-(.ith-sornf: of the material, it is

through no fault of hers. She's wonderful, she's a fair grader, she’s concerned about her
students, and she teaches as if we are stupid. It makes the material much easier to understand.

U'd definitely take her as a teacher again®

Dr. Hahn brought enthusiasm and spirit 10 the lecture each night. That was very. welcome
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especially since the class was an evening class. Dr. Hahn' showed geﬁffii:e_conccm for the

students in her class and tried to facilitate leamning,

Ijust'waﬁnt to tell Dr. Hahn that I enjoyed her class, She is a great teacher. She cares about her
students and made sure that we understood the subject we were going over. I wish all my

teachers were like that. She did a terxific job.

Dr. Hahn very much cared about our thoughts and feclings on subjects pertaining to class
material. This was very nice. She is an excellent teacher who teaches the material well to
- students. ' ‘ ' '

Dr Hahn is an excellent professor. Her enthus'iasm""and personalitj; kept the'lcc:urcs intcrcstin@_
More importantly, she showed a desp concemn for the success of all her students, which is
appreciated. : )

She is a great professor. She was excellent in answering questions. I would take her again, and
tell my friends to do so also. She seemed to actually care if we learnt the material. Probably

- the best professor I've ever had, and ['ve been here 4 years.

Dr. Hahp, thank you. You are one of the best prof I’ve had at UT! Thanks for having so much
energy and sQ much patience and for always smiling. Thanks for actually caring what w think!
I learned a lot in this course and am looking forward to taking your class next quarter! Keepup

the great work!

I thought that-the class was tiught well. I did not think that as much time as was used in class
to answer questions was needed. It is good to be able to. ask questions but within reason. These
questions could have been discussed after class.” The questions and delays kept us from covering

completely all the chapters we needed.

" This was my second time through organic and she really helped me understand this time.
Thanks. : ' '

She's been really helpful in helping me understand when I got confused. She’s very

approachable.
Very good lecturer and very fair and concise with grading.
Very good instructor. No complaints. I expect to take her course ncx:'quarter!

The book is difficult to read and the homework problems in the book are not very helpful easier -
to follow notes and more effective. -

Very enthusiastic approach to teaching chemistry. would suggest this course to other students.

Instructor was very knowledgeable of course material and presented it in a manner that was oo
my level. Excellent job. R

Juliet Hahn, Ph.D. Teaching Evaluations



I really enjoyed having Dr. Hahn as a pmfe.ssor. [ thought organic chemistry was go:ng to be
impossible but she made it possible. She was always concerned about how we were domg. in the

- class and how well we undcrstood thmgs. I really enjoyed havmg her as a professor. -

'

Dr. Hahn is the best chemxstry tcacher I've had at UT. I believe she is excellent at
communicating, docs a very good job e.xplammg I hope I can be in her class again.

Course could have been paced better so less was crammed lnto the last 2 wecks (of course,
every instructor in every course suffers from that dxsordcr") ' -

I enjoyed this class and was taught well. Try not 1o erase so much, it takes a lot of time up.
[ hope Strebnik isn’t too much of a changa , , :

She is a good teacher who it scems lets the students get by with too much. Don’t make it so
casy, try to challenge us some students are taking advantage of her niceness. : '.

Overall a good job. Howcver, she m:ght have slowed down a lxttle.

[ was really scared coming into organic this year with my history of not domg so well in.
chemistry but Dr. Hahn, I think, is a really good teacher and tests on what she has taught us and

I am doing very well in her class.

" Dr Hahn has a great deal of knowlcdoc in the area of Orcamc Chemistry, she Laught the course
, at although at times, she did not have enough time 10 finish the topic. She was also very
: conccmcd about the students’s well being. She is an excellent teacher overall and I would take

her class acram next quam:r'

Good ipstructor, thou0ht thc class would be 1mpossrble Shc was very pfofessional and I

enjoycd the class

" She is an excellent professor- mtclhgcm, ava:lablc. conccmed, and :ntcrestmg. I dreadcd thc
class but thanks to her, once I was enrolled in her class, became interésted.. I had a professor
bzfore her and transfcrrcd into hcr class after the first week of attending each professor’s class.

I feel professor Hahn did a wonderful }Ob teachmg thls course. 'She wan not only interested in
teaching it, but interested in whether or not students were understanding the matenal She

presented the material in a way that made it enjoyable and interesting.

Dr. Hahn was an cxcellent instructor. [ leamcd more from her in this ¢lass than I have ever
learned from another instructor in any other class at UT. She explained things so that students -
who have never seen the material before would understand it clearly.. She was very concerned
about her students doing well and cornprchendmg the material overall, she’s the best prcfessor

[ have had at UT.

Juliet Hahn, Ph.D. Teaching Evaluations 5



Very goo;:l cxplafns accurately infonination. '

. Dr. Hahn is a very good instructor and a falr grader. Her notcs could be more orgamzcd though,
50 it would be easier to read them over and undcrstand them better.

I cnjoycd your class. You are oné my bcst profcssors, good explananons and lots of examples
are good, ,

She is very fair and understanding,

She Was reaily entﬁusiastit‘:,' and 'rcally wanted us all'l'to-'lcarn th'c material.

I think the only thing she did was go fast ‘when Iccturmg Review what you wrote after
cvcrybody was done taking notes. . .

- Dr. Hahn was an cxce!lent professor. She was a fair grader and made sure we got a test or quiz
back the very next class. I enjoyed her class and would take her for all the rest ot' my chemistry

courscs if she teaches them.

Instructor was supponivc and seemed couccfncd about our comprehension level and opinions.

She did a very good job of preparing us for tests. She explained thxn,s so they were casz]y
understood. : o

Chemistry is not a good subject for me and Dr hahn cxp!amcd and taught the matcnal 50 that
- Tacmally understood what was zomg on.

Dr. Hahn was excellent. She was able to teach at a leve] all students can understand.” She was
very well prcparcd for class. : -

Covcr material more quickly: Also do not do too many examples. Do not. Eecl sympathy for
students. Make exams harder with more trlcks

This is the 2nd time [ have taken this cSurse and I must ‘say that Dr. Hahn simplistic methods
of relaying thc information greatly enhanced my understandmg of the matena!.

Lecture was organized and very easy to undcrstand the professor dxd an excellent job of
explaining the material and answering questions. . ‘ ,

She is by far the cht teacher I've had_ at UT. She truly ¢ares about the studesnt.

I feel the instructor was a great help in teaching the material. She made it fun to come to class
and put excitement into learning. She always had a smile and cared about we felt.

[ think you did a great job. You cared that we were learning the material. Exams were fair.
Material was taught clearly.

Juliet Hahn, Ph.D. Teaching Evaluations



She was very fair - she didnt try to trick or cheat anyone like a lot of other profcssors try to do.
[ really liked her. She made crgamc chermstry no so scary! _

"ol

I really think that Ms. Hahn is a good instructor. This has been my best quarter in Chemsstry
so far, and she presented the material in a way that I could leam, understand, and communicats

" it. 1also like the fact that she grades her own quizzes and exams not a TA or computer. .

Need to be more qrganize_d and show more confidence in self.

- If the qﬁcstxons asked by students in class they should be done after class, and if the teacher
thinks it as a good qucsnon she/he zmght explain itin the next class, to avoid wasting valuable

time.
I thmk shc nccds a Imle more practice a little more cxpcnencc '

'Dr. Hahn is an excellent mstructor I'm rewaking this class and the amount of material 1
understand is like night and day. I'm doing so much better this time and I give a lot of credit
to Dr. Hahn’s lecture style. She’s very fair and about testing on appropriate material and grading
fairly. She makes organic chem not such a scary subject. The textis awful though., I only use

it for homework because it's way over my head.

Homework helped. I llde that she told us where the answers would come from, homework and
quizzes. :

The instructor is by far one of the best teachers I've had in my 3 years here lecturé was well
organized and interesting and quizzes and exams were fair. The grading scale seemed a Hule
tough given this is a chemistry class with generally lower grades but I think she really cared
about edch and every student. she made it easier to come 10 class especially in the evening.

[ thought the class was taught well. At times I felt rushed because of-time but during that time
the material was taught well. towards the end of the quarter the class was rushed to get the
material covered and sometimes the class would start 15 or 20 minutes later than when it was
-supposed to. Overall T liked the course, I leamned a lot and I'm looking forw ard to winter quarter

 with- her as the instructor.

This is one of the best classes I've ever taken in college. As a result, [ love studying Organic
Chemistry and it is one of my favorite subjects. Dr. Hahn taught our class extremely well, was
very responsive 10 students, and was an overall great professor. I hope she will also be teaching
342 in the spring--I'm already signed up for her 341 class next quarter. I can’t say enough good
things about this class and its proféssor. [ understand organic 100% because of her excellent

teaching.

Juliet Hahn, Ph.D. Teaching Evaluations



. Dr. Haha is an excellent instructor, and an asset to her Depar:ment. ‘She communicated very well
with the students, and after asked for feedback in her atternpts to aid our understudy and discuss
our misunderstanding and problem. She was more. than fair with her pohcxcs and attempts to
help us leam in a good environment. Qneé of the top 5 teachers I've ever had in the past 2 years
I've been to school here. She is fair, down to earth and totally concerned about her students,
| trcated us as individuals in a huge class.. Toleda needs more like her. Opcn up more spaces for

her in succeeding quarters. Do not give her meager rooms with low seating capacities. She gets
2 thumbs up for her excellence. A true asset and model for others to follow.

Really cares about students Puts forth a lot of effort and preparation. Appreczatc her efforts.
. could be a-little harder on us and help us Jeamm morc. .

Dr. hahnis a wondcrful addition to your Chem:stry department. We need more professors like
her. She actually cares how everyone in the class is doing. This is truly amazing to me. She
is 4 bright and enthusiastic professor who shines a light on each and every one of her students..
The professors like-her (although to my experience she is one of a kind) really make an impact
on my college experience. I am enjoying Organic chemistry which I never thought was possible.

. 'What [ once feared-terribly in now a great class. Thank you Dr. Haha. .

Juliet Hahn, Ph.D. Teaching Evaluations



St. Joha's Universi ty
St. John's College of Liberal Arts and Sciences
Graduate School of Liberal Arts and Sciences

Evaluation of Faculty Classroom Performances

Name: Juliet Hahn.

Action sought: reappointment - This is'f_aculty members 2nd year of full-time te'aching at SJU.
Department/Division: Chemistry . : ' Course: Chem 21R
Date/Time of Evaluation: 2:30 pm 10/7/96 ‘ ~ Evaluator: Dean W, Gingerich

1 APPEARANCE: well-groomed, neat

2 ATTITUDETOWARD CLASS: positive

3 VOICE: clear/distinet '

4. COURTESY/MANNER: encouraging .
‘3. POISE: Composed ' _ .

6. INSTRUCTIONAL TECHNIQUES: lecture, chalkboard .

7 PRESENTATION: articulate, well-structured, conveys ideas well, presents sessions objectives clearly,
concemed about student's understanding of material, interesting : : A
8 KNOWLEDGE OF SUBJECT: displays mastery of pertinent skills, demonstrates broad understanding of
9. HANDLING QUESTIONS: poses questions relevant to discussion/subject matter, allows student
adequate response time, discourages student questions : ‘
10.  USEOFCLASS TIME: effective o S
1. CLASS CONTROL: reasonable; good balance - C
12. " TEACHER/STUDENT RAPPORT: teacher appears eager to help, approachable, sensitive to mood of

classs, sensitive to physical environment o ' .

3. STUDENT INTEREST: interested, attentive '
14.  OVERALL RATING: very good

Dean Teaching Evaluation St. John’s U. NY Fall 1996,

Majors Freshman General Chemistry Recitation (30 students)

EVALUATORS COMMENTS: - -

SRS
=~
2
Ng
E
)
N
\\
A
N
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" St. Joh's University
“~  New York _
Evaluation of Faculty Classroom Performance

Name of Instructor:  Juliet Hahn' - Department/Division: Chemistry R
School/College: St. John's College Evaluator: Assoc. Dean S. Spizzirri for Dean D. O'Connell
Class Visited: Chem 23 Sullivan B-14 Time: 1:25 Datel0/30/96 ,

Course Title: Organic Chemistry * . This is faculty members 2nd year of full time teaching at SJU.
I. APPEARANCE: well groomed o

2. ATTITUDE TOWARD CLASS: friendly and warm, positive
3. VOICE: clearand distinct .

-4, COURTESY/MANNER: courtecus, considerate _

5. POISE: composed . ‘ C _ . _ . .

6. INSTRUCTIONAL TECHNIQUES: lecture, lecture/discussion, other{uses overhead projector and 2+3
dimensional molecular models.) L - o

7. PRESENTATION: articulate, well-structured, conveys ideas well ' _

8. KNOWLEDGE OF SUBJECT: displays mastery of pertinent skills, demonstrates broad understanding of

material : : ‘
9. HANDLING QUESTIONS: poses questions relevant to discussion/subject matter, allows students
adequate response time, fields student responses positively, encourages student questions -
10.  USE OF CLASS TIME: very effective ° : : o
11, CLASS CONTROL.: reasonable. in charge, good balance R -
2. TEACHER/STUDENT RAPPORT: teacher appears eager to help, approachable, sensitive to mood of
- class - . - ‘ —
13. STUDENT INTEREST: enthusiastic. Dean Teaching Evaluation, St. John’s U. N, Fall 1996

14. OVERALL RATING: very good
| - ' | Majors Sophomore Qrganic_Lecture (100 students)
YALUATOR'S COMMENTS AND/OR RECOME!DAHONS: |

. Or, Hahg presenced the new material on isomers well, and rela:éd the
—-pTasantarion rg previons lecmure 3ud homework. The defingeions were

——clear, apd reinforced by the use of the overhead projector and molecular models.
Wa i-qqinwi:huéor acoustics and background noise fti:m—,. ’

—tha hlawers

Signature of Facuity Member
(This signature signifies only that the
faculty memoer has seen and discusseq
the evatuation with the evaliamy) -

/)(” /@uz.% ?-;J/éz,

Signatua of Evaluator - ¢ Datef

Q//_L/}u‘ /MZL - '/o/zf/gé
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- Cortland

State University of New York College at Cortland

" De mmwidoﬁa{ﬁmw - ' | Colleague Teaching Evaluation
SUNY, Cortland Fall 2000

To: " Dr. Juliet Hahn
From: =  Pete Ducey, Professor of Biological Sciences Xaigr:tjgsﬁtz?wore QOraganic Lecture
Date: September 22,2000

- Rer Classroom observation of Organic Chemistry class -

These comments were made based on an observation of the CHE301 class on 22
September, 2000 at the request of Dr. Hahn. This class consists of about 45 biology and
chemistry students in their sophomore through senior years, potentially encompassing a
fair range of student abilities. Dr. Hahn arrived about ten minutes before class and spread:
out graded quizzes on a front desk for return to the students. The quizzes had been taken
only two days earlier; this prompt grading and return should be helpful for students
preparing for the upcoming major exam. When picking up their exams, students received
a detailed answer key to allow them to understand the correct answers and grading. The
mean on the quiz was sbout 86%. Dr. Hahn encouraged the students to check them over
to be sure they were graded correctly and told the students that re-grading of incorrectly
scored quizzes was only possible if the students turned in 2 written request for re-grading
by the end of this class period, - L S

The students were a bit noisy, talking, looking at quizzes, and shuffiing papers for
the first 5.to 10 minutes of the lecture, but then they settled down and seemed quite
attentive during most of the lecture. Dr. Hahn used the overhead projector as her ; ,
blackboard and spoke to the class in a clear and Ioud voice. She quickly reviewed where :
they left off last time and began lecturing about the nomenclature nules for a classof -

- organic molecules (the alkanes). She proceeded through the rules deliberately and with’
considerable repetition, emphasizing the need for memorization.' The pace should have
been accessible to even the least prepared students in the class; some students appeared to

~ find the pace too slow and their attention drifted during the presentation. Such difficulties
are not rare in classes with students of differing abilities. The presentation was ordered _
and clear, with three examples given at the end (although only two were discussed because
of time constraints). Use of additional examples of applying these rules might have helped
to challenge the better students and clarify things for the less prepared students.

In general, Dr. Hahn’s lecture was organized, clear, and enhanced by some light-
hearted remarks about *“lazy chemists”, even though the material she had to cover was a
fairly dry but critically necessary aspect of organic chemistry. Questions posed by
students during the lecture were answered politely and directly. The majority of the
students were attentive and taking notes most of the class period. - .

P.O. Box 2000 Cortiand, New York
- (607) 753-2715 W FAX: (607) 753-2927 -

Juliet Hahn, Ph.D. Teaching Evaluations
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Student Teaching Evaluations, SUNY, Cortland, Fall 2001

Maiors Sophomore Oraganic Lecture (26 students)
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Juliet Hahn, Ph.D. Teaching Evaluations



Student Teaching Evaluation, Arkansas State University, Spring 2004

Majors Sophomore Organic Lecture (21 students)

Arkansas State University Chemistry Department Faculty Evaluations - Spring 2004
Subsample Description 310300115 - J. Hahn
Organic Chemistry I lecture MWF 9:00-9:50am (of 21 registered students)

Raw
Negative A ‘3 o] 3] 2 m——m——— et daa——
) Scals | - s 4 3 2 1 omit Resp Mean S.p
Question t 1l L - Lo ¥ #
1. ) Current grade in this course A 5 kI 5 g 9 1 15 4.1 0.%
40% 27% . ;3* 0% 0% ’

2. What is your classificatien A - ] i s 2 T . 1 15 3.1 1.0
) at . 27%v  s53%  13% 7%,

3. Tustruckor is organized and well A 7 7 1 " a 1 15 .4.4.- .6

‘ ' 4a7%  47% 7% 0% ox ' '

4. Grading system is a fair measurs of A 5 . 9 S ] ¢ L 13 4.3 0.8

) i3z 83% 7% g% 0y ‘

5. Exams are relevant to the course A& a 7. a ‘o ] 1 15 4.6 0.5
531% 47¥ oY 0% ax

S. | Inscructor is helpful when -s.t:uden:ts A cav 3 1 1 a - 1 1s . 4.1 0.8
| 27% . §0% 7% 7% 0%

. 7 A .

7. Instructor explains difficule A 3 10 2 0 0 1 15 4.1 0.6

: ‘ 20% §7% 13% 0% 0%
‘8. Course camparas faveorably with a 4 6 & 1 a 1 15 3.9. 0.3 -
- 27% 40% 27% 7% ax '
9. Ingtructor compares favorable with A i ¥ 5 . 85 3 a 1 1is 1.7 1.9

20% - 33x 1% 13% % §

Questionnaire: Student Rating of Teaching

1. What is your current grade in this course? 5-A, 4-B, 3-C, 2-D, 1.F 7 7

2. What is your classification? 5-graduate, 4-senior, 3<junior, 2-sophomore, 1-freshman

For questions 3 to 9: 5-strongly agree, 4-agree, 3-neutral, 2-disagree, 1—strongly disagree
The instructor is organized and well prepared for class. ‘

The instructor’s grading system is a fair measure of leamning,

Examinations are relevant to the course activities.

The instructor is helpful when students have difficulty.

The instructor explains difficult material clearly.

This course compares favorably with other courses I have had at this umversnty

This instructor compares favorably with other instructors I have had at this university.
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Student Teaching Evaluations, Arkansas State University, Spring 2004

Majors Sophomore Qrganic Lecture (28 students)

Arkansas State University Chemistry Department Faculty Evaluations - Spring 2004
Subsample Descnptxon 310300215 -J. Hahn
Organic Chemistry I Igcture MWF 10-(G0-10:50am (of 28 registered students)

. _ Raw
Megative A -3 c B - et e LT PP
Scale | 5. « . 3 2 1 .Cmit Resp Mean
Question | | Hi Lo [ S

1. Current grads in this course A 9 7 7 2 Q g 23- 4.1
' Igx 30% 30% o% 0%

2. ’ ‘What i3 your classification A . 2 3 7 5 1] a 23 . 3.
: ' - ’¥  33%  30%  22% 0w

3. - Instructor i3 arganized and well A 13 9 1 1] Q a 23 . 4.8
© 57% 3% - 4% 0% - 0%

4. Grading system is a fair measure of R - 10 11 1 1 Q g 23 4.3

' ' 43%  aax az 4% ox S '

5. ' Exams are relevant to the course A 10 ) 3 1 ¢ Q- 23 a2
) .43-? 39% 13% 4% 0%

€. [Ihstructor is helpful when stidents A - § '8 § - 2 L. o 23 3.7
- ) 26% 35% 26% 3% 4%

7. Inseructor explains difficult A ) 8 ‘4 2 0 0 -23 4.0
. 9% 3s% . 17% 9y ot

a. - Course compares favorably with A 3 2 5 1 e g 23 4,0

: ' 35% 39y 23% 4% 9x ’

$.  Instructor compazes favoxable with A -8 a 4 2 ¢ 1 22 1.0

sy sy 18% It 0%

Questlonnalre Student Ratmg of Teaching
1. What is your current grade in this course? 5-A, 4-B, 3-C, 2-D, I-F
2. What is your classification? 5-graduate, 4-senior, 3-junior, 2-sophomore, 1-freshman
For questions 3 to 9: 5-strongly agree, 4-agree, 3-neutral, 2-disagree, 1-strongly dlsagree
The instructor is organized and well prepared for class.
~ The instructor's grading system is a fair measure of leaming.
Examinations are relevant to the course activities.
The instructor is helpful when students have difficulty.
The instructor explains difficult material clearly.
This course compares favorably with other courses I have had at this university.
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This instructor compares favorably with other instructors I have had at this university.
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