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Completely

Neither Disagree or Completely

Question Disagree, Disagree Agree Agree Agres Mean StDev
1. The onlme.z format of this course made it difficult for me to 4/13.33% 16 /53.33% 0/0.00% 8 /26.67% 276.67% 260 122
stay focused: (30 Responses)
2. I found thgt the structure.ofthls online course was sufficient 276.67% 5/16.67% 5/16.67% 13 /43.33% 5/16.67% 3.47 117
to keep me highly engaged: (30 Responses)
. . . 5 Between Mostly Insufficient Mostly . Very
Question Very Insufficient  Insufficient Mostly Insufficient il Moty etz Sufficient Sufficient Sufficient Mean StDev
3. The organization of online materials for this course is: (30 Responses| . yyjiet Hahn Presbyterian College Teaching Evaluations in Spring 2020: total 55 students Lecture &
: Lab combined General Chemistry Il Lecture class (33 students in 2 sections) & General Chemistry Il Lab
e  Very Insufficient: 0/0.00% . . . .
e Insufficient: 3/10.00% class (22 students in 2 section) (science major classes) (GC Lecture responses rate 19 of 33, GC Lab
e Mostly Insufficient : 1/3.33% response rate 11 of 22 students) Because of the Covid-19 closure face to face classes were all converted
e  Between Mostly Insufficient and Mostly Sufficient: 2/6.67% | to totally online classes for % of the Spring 2020. The teaching evaluation for Spring 2020 at
®  Mostly Sufficient: 7/23.33% Presbyterian College emphasized online teaching. In my 100% online classes, | kept the same test
Sufficient: 11/36.67% . . . .
*  Suthclent S ° format, same class time schedule, and honored the original face to face class syllabus during the Covid 19
e  Very Sufficient: 6/20.00% .
closure. Some students were only able to access the internet by cell phone & shared laptops.
. . . 5 Between Mostly Insufficient Mostly . Very
Question Very Insufficient  Insufficient Mostly Insufficient il Moty etz Sufficient Sufficient Sufficient Mean StDev
4. The development of online materials for this course is: (30 Responses)
e  Very Insufficient: 0/0.00%
e Insufficient: 3/10.00%
e  Mostly Insufficient : 1/3.33%
e  Between Mostly Insufficient and Mostly Sufficient: 1/3.33%
e  Mostly Sufficient: 8/26.67% Juliet Hahn, Ph.D. Teaching Evaluation — Pre page #1
e  Sufficient: 11/36.67%
e  Very Sufficient: 6/20.00%
. Completely . Neither Disagree or Completely
Question D Disagree A Agree Y Mean StDev
5. The online course management system is easy to navigate, 0/0.00% 5/16.67% 2/6.67% 16 /53.33% 7/2333%  3.83 0.99
i.e., use: (30 Responses)
6. This <.:0urse used multiple technological features available in 276.67% 7723.33% 5/ 16.67% 11/36.67% 5/16.67% 333 121
Moodle: (30 Responses)
7. The technology used for instruction was appropriate for the 0/0.00% 2/6.67% 3/10.00% 17/56.67% 8/26.67%  4.03 0.81
material to be learned: (30 Responses)
8. I learn material in an online course format equally as well as 5/16.67% 10/33.33% 1/3.33% 7/2333% 7/2333% 3.03 1.50

in a face-to-face classroom format. (30 Responses)




9. I had no difficulty with the material of the course as 0/0.00% 6/20.00% 4/13.33% 13 /43.33% 7/2333%  3.70 1.06
presented in the online format. (30 Responses)

10. The technology used for instruction was helpful for 1/3.33% 1/333% 5/16.67% 14/ 46.67% 9/3000%  3.97 0.96
learning the material. (30 Responses)

11. This online course provided opportunities for me to interact

with the imstructor. (30 Responser 0/0.00% 1/3.33% 1/3.33% 19/63.33% 9/30.00% 4.0 0.66
iﬁ;ﬁ?iﬁ;’ﬁiﬁﬁ;‘iﬁri?(?ré’ZSSSﬂSZ‘Z?O”“m“eS for me to interact 2/6.67% 4/13.33% 2/6.67% 17/56.67% 5/16.67%  3.63 1.13
o ;};feﬁ;d%%k}f;:;(I);:g:)wed was helpful to my learning of 5 6 670, 4/1333% 2/6.67% 18/60.00% 4/1333%  3.60 1.10
11;; llz’zs“e‘:)tm“or was sufficiently available to me. (30 0/0.00% 0/0.00% 3/10.00% 17/ 56.67% 10/33.33%  4.23 0.63
(l)jvnl 1233 %Zf;ﬁfiﬁiliy in leaming the course material on my 2/6.67% 5/16.67% 6/20.00% 12/ 40.00% 5/16.67% 343 1.17
;si’3;‘;&2“}3%5;;?0?;‘:50“ used for the course material are 1/3.33% 0/0.00% 3/10.00% 19/63.33% 7/2333% 403 0.81
Question Way Too Little Too Little About Right Too Much W&}:lgl:) © Mean StDev
17. The amount of synchronous (same time of all with the instructor) learning methods in this course is: (30 Responses)

e  Way Too Little: 0/0.00%

e  Too Little: 0/0.00%

e About Right: 26/86.67%

e  Too Much: 4/13.33%

e  Way Too Much: 0/0.00%
Question Way Too Little Too Little About Right Too Much W&}:lgl:) © Mean StDev

18. The amount of asynchronous (on your own) learning methods in the course is: (30 Responses)

Way Too Little: 0/0.00%
Too Little: 1/3.33%
About Right: 27/90.00%
Too Much: 2/6.67%
Way Too Much: 0/0.00%
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Please answer the following two questions concisely and specifically:
For this course in an online format, what worked well and what needs to be reconsidered?
e [liked having the lab demos to watch to help with filling out the lab report. She also taught the material in an online class and went through instructions for the lab report beforehand
which worked well.
e  Having class on google hangout was helpful and it was short. Nothing is needed to be reconsidered.
e Google meetings worked well, understanding the lab by watching a video was a bit difficult.



I thought that it was smart to do the google meets as opposed to youtube videos with this class. Nothing needs to be reconsidered.
There is no need for a 2 hour lecture if we still have to watch another video to see how it is done. The demo video was a good tool to help understand the material.
Better feedback would be very helpful as well as a more interactive class

I thought this class worked really well in an online format. Since the teacher was already used to using powerpoints, it was easy for me as a student to follow along as she voiced over
the powerpoint. This class wasn't very different online than how it was in on-campus classes.

We had class online at the normal class time as well as homework after every class, 2 quizzes per unit and tests. She would email us our assessments and we were to print them out
and scan them in when we finished. This worked very well for me and helped me to keep all of my assignments for this class organized. She was very accommodating to everyone's
schedules or conditions and was willing to work with you to figure out a different plan.

Dr. Hahn conducted her class almost exactly as she normally would. This allowed me to adjust to the online course very easily.
Having lectures at the actual time of class that would have been held at school. This allowed me to have a form of a schedule at home.
everything went smoothly and was very consistent as well as stayed on track with the rest of the semester

I believe that there were many ways the submission of assignments could have been better. The amount of time given to complete the assignments was generous, but the submission
method itself was problematic. When the assignments are all hand written and submitted via photos, the instructor gets overwhelmed with hundreds of dark photos to print out, take a
picture/scan of, and then sent to the students. It is time consuming and highly inefficient.

The online format worked great!
Google Meet lectures were sufficient, turning in homework and tests was a bit difficult.
I liked that the lectures were recorded and uploaded to the website because it made it accessible to all students.

The live classes was a good choice for this class.
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I think everything worked very well during this online section of this course.

All good, nothing to reconsider
The online lectures worked well but the way that tests and quizzes were administered could be improved.

Having livestream classes three times per week with the instructor was very beneficial, as was the time during the livestream during which students could ask questions. Quizzes and
homework were sent to students or posted during the livestream class and it was easy to complete and re-send them to the teacher via picture or printer scanning. This worked well for
me as a student and allowed me to practice the material. Having powerpoints and recorded livestream classes available to students after they took place was very helpful. The
professor returned homework, tests, and quizzes to students, graded, which was very useful for learning. It would be nice to have utilized a discussion thread on Moodle on which
students could ask the teacher or other students questions regarding class material throughout the week. Utilizing multiple choice quizzes on Moodle might be a beneficial option for
tests/quizzes, especially because they give instant feedback which students can use to learn.

Nothing really worked well. It's a lab. Labs need to be done on campus

The recorded labs were easy to see and follow along with the lab report. I actually liked online lab more than in class lab because I could learn the material with less of the uncertainty
that comes with doing the experiment yourself.

Nothing.

everything went well

The lab format works well online because of the videos shared with the students, and the lab guides help with filling out the lab report clearly.

Everything is fine, it just takes some time to get the hang of!

Push the class back from 8am because people live in other time zones and it is very difficult for them. What worked well was having the extra time for test and quiz

For this course in an on-campus format, what needs to be considered (i.e., added)?

Nothing is needed to be considered.

Nothing needs to be added.

Less time in the pre-lab lecture.

I had to learn everything on my own so I'm not sure what to say

nothing

I feel as if the on-campus format works fine since the technological mishaps are absent.
The on-campus format worked great as well!



Nothing

Nothing needs to be added.

I don't think anything needs to be added to this course. Everything works!

Nothing

On campus, face-to-face meeting will be needed, but otherwise the class is fit for on-campus.

More of a challenge and opportunity to learn and not just pass

Nothing.

nothing

The on-campus format is well done as it is, I don't think much of anything needs to be added.

Make it a middle of the day class because its a lot of information to try to understand while half asleep.

Last, if you would like to thank your instructor for their work in making your studies possible during this very trying time, please do so here.

Thank you for making chemistry lab possible during this time! All of your online classes really helped me to learn the material and successfully complete the lab reports.
Thank you for making chemistry lab easy to understand. I had fun doing lab.

Thank you for all of your help.

Thank you for being so adaptive with the times to turn things in because of internet issues. I really appreciated that.

Thank you so much for making class possible during this time! You really helped me to finish the class strong by staying so organized and consistent with class and the assignments. I
also appreciate how accommodating you were to everyone's schedules and circumstances.

Thank you Dr. Hahn for making the transition to online for your class very easy, and keeping us up to date with what was going on.
thank you for al your hard work and decation to helping us learn the best way possible through the roughest situations
Thank you for all of your hard work this semester.

Dr. Hahn, thank you so much for being a great and understanding professor. You communicate great, which is something I truly appreciate. Thank you again for making this transition
to online classes as easy as possible in this difficult time. Megan

Thank you for all of your consideration and help.

Thank you for making a course that is routine and accessible for all students.

Thank you for making this transition very smooth and easy.

Dr. Hahn, thank you for a great semester

Thank you for being available to students and helping us to learn the material even in an online format! I enjoyed this class and appreciate your effort in helping to teach us this
material in a way that is effective.

Dear Dr. Hahn, Thank you for a great semester. I sincerely appreciate all that you have done for your students, from the beginning of semester on campus, to the continuation of the
class online throughout this uncertain time. Thank you for taking the time to grade and return our homework, quizzes, and tests so that we, as students, can learn to the best of our
ability. I truly am thankful!

Thank you.

Thank you for all your hard work
Thank you for all of your hard work Juliet Hahn, Ph.D. Teaching Evaluation — Pre page #4

Thank you!!

Misuse of this system is a violation of your school's policies and subject to appropriate disciplinary action.
© IOTA 360, LLC. 1999-2020 All Rights Reserved.
By using this system, you agree to be bound by the IOTA360 MSA and terms of use.
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Chemistry

INST CLASS 11 T2 I3 14 I% I 17 I8 I9 TI10 111 112 I13

HAHN, J CH-101 -1
Mean 2.33 2.50 2.44 1.57 2.46 2.26 2.34 1.73 2.25 1.92 2.33 1.79 1.53
: N 61 58 57 56 54 57 56 45 59 53 51 56 58
Teaching Median 2.00 3.00 2.00 1.00 3.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 1.50 1.00
- . StdDev .93 1.05 .96 .78 1.00 1.08 .94 .65 .98 .90 1.13 .89 .86
Evaluations Spring Skewness .07 —.09 .12 1.17 -.13 .25 .08 .33 .27 .32 .08 .60 1.42

2014 at Francis CHo101 -2
Marion Mean 2,18 2.46 2.13 1.60 2.37 2.089 2.08 1.74 2.10 1.78 2.33 1.82 1.65
- N 56 57 53 53 52 53 50 a7 51 51 46 50 52
Median 2.00 2.00 2.00 1.00 2.50 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 1.00 2.50 1.00 1.00
CH-101-1 & CH-101- StdDev 1.08 1.15 1.13 .93 1.17 1.16 1.18 .82 1.08 1.01 1.17 1.00 .95
Skewness .35 .11 .40 1.34 .07 .42 .47 .76 .49 .82 .10 .76 1.19

2 are General
Chemistry | Lectures CE-101L-4R

Mean 2.08 2.62 2.42 1.60 2.68 2.30 2.48 1.85 2.40 2.15 2.55 2.00 1.81
(~80 students each N 24 26 26 25 25 23 21 20 20 20 22 26 27
section) Median 2.00 3.00 3.00 1.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 2.00 3.00 2.50 3.00 2.00 1.00
Stdbev 1.06 1.10 1.06 .87 1.18 1.06 1.08 .88 1.10 1.04 1.18 .98 .98
Skewness J30 -.32 —.11 1.34 —.47 —.18 -.33 .84 —.12 -.02 -.i2 .00 .68
CH-102L are General | ~; 10170 47
Chemistry | Labs (3 Mean 2.16 2.90 2.38 1.50 2.65 1.84 2.33 1.38 2.09 1.84 2.17 1.76 1.57
. N 19 21 21 18 20 1% 18 16 2z 1% 18 21 23
sections, ~ 30 Median 2.00 3.00 3.00 1.00 3.00 2.00 2.50 1.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 1,00
; StdDev .76 1.09 .86 .86 1.0% .90 .81 .72 1.02 .96 .79 .89 .90
students each section) Skewness  ~.29 -.56 -.36 1.26 -.29 .34 —.24 1.73 .69 .77 -.32 .99 1.45
CH-101L-FW
Columns_llto 113 Mean 2.13 2.39 2.24 1.26 2.24 1.90 2.17 1.47 2.26 1.55 2.25 1.41 1.32
are question numbers N 23 23 21 23 1 20 23 19 23 22 24 22 25
. . Median 2.00 2.00 3.00 1.00 2.00 1.50 2.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 2.00 1.00 1.00
(given below) / 1is Stdbev 92 1.08 .89 .62 1.00 .97 1.0% .70 1.01 .67 1.07 .91 .69
exce”ent 4|S poor 5 Skewness .11 .07 ~,52 2.30 .14 .22 .17 1.21 .29 .86 .14 1.98 1.85
) )
IS cannot rate (see 2.21 2.54 2.31 1.54 2.46 2.13 2.26 1.68 2.21 1.85 2.33 1.78 1.58
. 183 185 178 175 172 172 168 147 175 165 161 175 185
detailed notes below), 2.00 3.00 2.00 1.00 3.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 2.00 1.00 1.00
.97 1.09 1.01 .83 1.09 1.07 1.04 .76 1.02 .93 1.10 .94 .89
.19 — 08 07 © "6 —.00 .29 .1z .80 .32 .58 .09 .71 1.25

14 is instructor’s
knowledge of subject
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Questions from the FMU Student Rating Form

Rate the Instructor:

{1-Exceilent, 2-Good, 3-Fair, 4-Poor, 5-Cannot Rate}

1. Instructor’s ability to present material in a clear and understandable manner was:
12. Instructor’s ability to stimulate interest in the subject was:

13. Instructor's ability to improve understanding of the subject was:

14. Insfructor's knowledge of the subject was:

15. Instructor’s ability to encourage critical thinking was:

16. Instructor's explanation of course assignments was:

I7: Overall, the qualify of instruction was:

Ir your ion with the availability of the instructor outside the classroom

(1-Very Satisfied, 2-Satisfled, 3-Dissatisfied, 4-Very Dissatisfied)

18. {In selecting your rating consider the instructer's availability via established office hours, appointments, and other opportunities for face-to-face interaction as well as via telephone, e-mail, fax, and
other means):

Rate the Course

(1-Excellent, 2-Good, 3-Fair, 4-FPoor, 5-Cannot Rate)

19. Overall quality of this course as a leaming experience was:

110. Relevance of assignmenits to the course description:

111. The textbook andfor other required materials used in this course were;

Rate the Grading System used in the course

{1-Excellent, 2-Good, 3-Fair, 4-Poor, 5-Cannot Rate)

112. Timeliness on returned graded maierials was:

113. Overall, the faimess of the grading policy used in this course was:
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Question Averages

MEE

M Cepartment
[ Ditvigrior

[ Scheol

Mean of Responses

Faimess in grading
Preparation for class, I8
Class presentations
Helped studerts
Purgtualty B e
Standards and
encouragament |-

Juliet Hahn Teaching Evaluation Delaware State U. Fall 06
Combined Organic | Lecture, Organic | Lab & Advanced
Knowledge of subj. metter
Eflective Communications MENER

1% line — my evaluation, 2" line — department statistics

3" line — division, 4" line - school

Organic statistics

Question Number

page 2

Juliet Hahn, PhD Teaching Evaluations

Note: For Statistics and Percentile Rank, a value of nfa means that Statistics and Percentile Rank information is not
available for this question. This is most likely because the question was of a demographic nature, and thus, numeric values
do not apply. A value of nfa* means that there was not enough data to compute Statistics and Percentile Rank information.

This is most likely because the question had fewer than six respondants, or was used in fewer than six classes.
School, Division, and Department Averages:

These are the average score for the question over all classes with at least six respondents. wo* if there were four only

hitps://www.onlinecourseevaluations.com/(S{zmi3z52ws02wz44Sipolce35) Vreporting/DistributionNEW .aspx2c=499731 61 &ct=R &t 17277007




Juliet Hahn Teaching Evaluation Delaware State U. Fall 06

OCE: Comments | Toyt Responses  Advanced Organic Pagelof1

DELAWARE STATE UNIVERSITY

2 Text Responses for Juliet Hahn teaching 24 520 Graduate ADVANCED ORGANIC
i CHEMISTRY A none sec: 60 2006 Fall

IAvg Eval
| Seore Text Responses

Question: What, if anything, went well in this course?
It will just be a relection of the expectation
1 The lecturers mode of teaching was fantastic as she demonstrated vast
i > 75% knowledge in the course, The lecture materials are also good as they
g compliment what she teaches in class.

Question: What, if anything, did not go well in the course?
NOt expected In anyway
&€ Question: How might the instructor improve the course?
1 >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
> 75% In terms of reactiop mechanismsf I was able to uqderstand more
extensively and that is really worthwhiie.
Question: Please provide other comments, opinions, and
suggestions (e.g. "gives praise," "avoids sarcasm," "maintains
impartiality,” and etc.)
i The Jecturer is really good. She knows organic chemistry inside out I will
io> 75%
give her a perfect evaluation, ;
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Juliet Hahn Teaching Evaluation Arkansas State U.
Spring 04 Sophomore Organic Chemistry Lecture,
5 is highest rating, 1 is lowest rating (column)

Arkansas State Univetsity Chemistry Depariment Faculty Evaluations - Spting 2004
Subsaraple Description 310300215 - J. Haln
Organic Chemistry I fecture MWF 10-40-10:50am (of 28 registered students)

Raw
Wegattive Y A c D . E  mmmemmma—ameeeee oo
. Scala | 5. L I N 1 . Oomit Fesp Mean 5.0
Queskion bl HE La [ ]

Current grads in this course A ] T Y o ] a 13- 4.1 0.8
39% 0% 303 ak 0%

- ) ‘Hitat 13 pour elagaificarisn A . 2 9 7 S o o 41, 31.¥ 4.3
o : i 3 3p% 10% 23% oy

- Ingtruczear iz srgapized and wall B 13 E 1 % 4 [ 23 £.5 0.B
- 5T 3% . 4% 0% 0%

Brading Fysten iz a fair measuce of A 11 11 1 1 a a 3 £.3 u:a
' i Lt §3F 4F 4% a%

Exans are patevant to the courss A 1 -8 ] L it B23 iz 4.9
’ A3¥ 9% 13% 1% 0%

Instrueker iz belpful when stidenis. A § e i - 3 .8 om0 317 1.
¥ 35% 8% I 1%

Instrctar explains Jifficult A ? B K P LI} ¢.0 I.3
: 9% IEF, 17 % oy

Couzras sompares faverably with A 3 ) 5 1 ¢ 0 7T 29 0.3

i 13T k13 | 2% 4% &% ’

Instrucget otmpares favarable wick A .83 B 4 2z 3 17 22 .2 1.4

5% 5% 18% 9% %

(Questionnaire; Student-Raxing of Teaching

1.
2.

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

N e

o

The instiuctor is organized and well prepared for lass,

The instructor's grading systern is a fair measure of iéaming.

Examinations are relevant to the course activities.

The instrictor is hetpful when students have difficulty.

The instructor explains difficult material cleaily.

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

This instructor compares favorably with other instructors I have had at this university.

I
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Juliet Hahn Teaching Evaluation SUNY, Cortland Spring 2000
Sophomore Organic Lecture, 5 is highest rating, 1 is lowest rating

IAETERNENRARE R Id TR e b b kb b b b b b s b o b & L

bbb AL A E R L LR LT T E PRI R R RO R o LAt d LI TI T

%oz&% E%iﬁ‘?} . Organ E{ %amia&roy éz | ‘ Spring Semaster 2000
{ vt LR nd - '
r*'H'i***'H'ii*t***i*****t*****!ﬂtiH‘***H*i*H‘ *****it*ﬂ'*‘ﬂ*ii**'H***it*i*Mtit*lidi'gﬁ'Mt*#ti}I;EgEE**ii***i*i*i****'Ht*t***

Clats YRUT mmmmwws Freshman .0 ' I ; |
i 5 2 ggmpl;omoh e %E Jualor B| Senior 7| Graduate 0} Other

Expected Grade ews||A/Pass 11| B '
Coursg Requived a»||Yes 14| Ha lg ¢ 6 P ¢ E/ngl ’
Divigion wnmwpamny | APEE Scl 36 Irof 'std i} '
L . 8 A li§ i) 80 o
Hymmm °3§“‘=§‘m — - : : {51 @B @ U Medlan
ctor displaye a clear understanding of course t . ' A S R )
ﬁfgatmctor is abls to simplif di:ﬁaultgmateriala. opics 1§ } %: % : ; e
cult topica arg structured in easily understood ways. .1 3 $ : b
:ngwtnmm:a:u%ﬁl?y;a enﬁgsiasmfghenitaacm:tg. ' y 1 4 i | g | ii
e e vith an effactive range of challanges, | 1
gglinsmctur mtkes good vge of examples andmgllustratimm?“ - 13 %g g 1 0 0
%::omhips among| course topics are clearly explaingd, 8 13 '] ; : e
My instructor evalustes often and provides help whete needed, - Fo i 3 : : 0
My instructer ig careful angd Ereaiaa when ansvering questioms, - Sl 10 7 : : 3y
My instrustor is raﬂdil-y available for consultation, ' S T8 2 : : )
¥y instructor suggests specific vays I can Impzova. 5 gy z R
m ound 12 sufficlent to enable me to uge course matertal. . 15 2 ; g i
en I hava a guestion or comment I know it will be respacted, 3 8 3 3 : '
My instrugtor deals falrly and jupartially vith me. o § 13 2 4 : a
%imtmtor peadily maintaing rapport: with this olase, 3 g 5 6 : -
& courga has clearly stated chiectives, ' - 81§ 3 0 g A
The objectives of this course wers clearly explained to ma, - T W 3 0 0 H
The stated goals of lthis course are consigtently pursued, § 18 4 0 ] .
The amount of materlal covered was reasomable. . - 6 14 1 § 0 0
B a2 falr. | i | oW v 1 3 4
grading gystem wag clearly enplainad. 14 '
Msalguments ave related to goale of this course. ‘ 1%' ig 2 g g ' H
Diregtlons for course assignuents are clear and specific. 7 W 6 9 0 40
The mumber of course agsignments is reasonsble, . | 715 4 1 0 a1
Courae teplos are dealt with in sufficlent depth. g - 15 .4 0 0 . 41
Assistance is alvays availabla throughout lab sessions. 3B 4 3 4 37
The content of the lab 16 4 vorthwhils part of this course, T8 3 & 3 37
Lab absignmants are reasonable in 1 and complexity. 6 12 5. ¢ 0 9
Leb asgigmments have instructional value. R 7010 & 5 1 3%
My instyuctor's explanations and comments ave helpful. : -1 1 .5 1 1 4.0
Wy instructor helps me idantify my strengths and weaknesses: 2 B 9 4 3 3.2
1 wouild take anothar course from this instructor. ' 4 W 4 3 4 3.8
Wy instructor motivates me to do my hest work, - ' i1 6 3 3 3.6
Wy instructor explalng difficult material clearly, 8 12 § - 1 1 4.0
Course ageiguments are intevesting and stimulating, B T 1 4 5 1 1.8
Overall, this course ig among the best I have evay taken, . 7 § i
Qverall, this Instructor is among the bast teAchers I have kmown, 200 4 b~ 5 3,1
I bave put much effort into this course. : : & 17 3 1 N %%
Ovezall, this course has been worthwhile. g 1 ] 2 70 4.9
13 5 { L8 4.0

Overall, this instructor has been effective.

of
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Cortland

State University of New York College at Cortland

B Department of Biologica! Sciences

Juliet Hahn Teaching Evaluation
To: Dr. Juliet Hahy _ SUNY, Cortland Fall 2000
- Sophomore Organic Lecture,

From: ~ Pete Ducey, Professor of Biological Sciences evaluation by colleague

Re: Classroom observation of Organic Chemistry class -

These comments were made based on an observation of the CHE301 cless on 22
Sep%e,nber,!ﬂﬂﬂatthemqueatufbr.!—hhn. This class consists of about 45 biology and -
chemistry students in their sophomore through senior years, potentially encompassing a
tair range of student sbilities. Dr. Hahn arrived about ten minutes before class agd gpread.
out graded quizzes on & front desk for return to the studeats. The quizzes had bezn taken
only two days earlier; this prompt grading and return should be helpfil for students
preparing for the upcoming major exam. When picking up their exams, students recsived
a detailed answer key to allow them to understand the correct answers and grading. The
mean on the quiz was dbout 86%. Dr. Hahn encouraged the students to check themn over
to be sure they were graded correctly and told the stedents that re-grading of incorrectly
scored quizzes was only possible if the students turned in g written request for re-grading
by the snd of this class period, ' ' . _ .

The students were a bit noisy, talking, looking st quizzes, and shufffing papers for
theﬁmimlﬂmimn&qofth@lecturg,hnthmthcymﬂeddummdseundqlﬁta
aitentive during most of the lecture. Dr. Habn used the overhead projector as her .
blackboard and spoke to the class in a clear and loud voice, She quickly reviewed where
they left off last time and began lecturing about the nomenclature rules for a classof -
' ic molecules (the alkanes). She proceeded through the nules deliberately and with
been acoessible t0 even the least prepared siudents in the class; some students appeared to
are oot 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 tliese nles might have helped
to challenge the better students and clarify things for the less prepared students.

students during the lecture were aoswered politely end diroctly, The majority of the
students were atientive and taking notes most of the class period. .

A

P, O, Box 2000 Cortland, New York
. €607) 753-2715 M FAX: (607) TS32927

?
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St. John's University
St. Johin's College of Liberal Arts and Sciences
Graduate School of Liberal Arts and Sciences

valuation of Facal room Performance
Name: Juliet Hahn. . '
Action sought: reappointment _ This isfaculty members 2nd yearof full-time teaching at SJUJ.
Depantment/Division: Chemistry :  Covrse: Chem 2R -
Date/Time of Evaluation: 230 pra 1017196 * Evaluator; Dean W, (Gingerich

¥ 0 MR

APPEARANCE: well-groomed, neat
ATTITUDETOWARD CLASS: positive

YOICE: cleardistinet

COURTESYMANNER: encouraging

POISE: Composed o

INSTRUCTIONAL TECHNIQUES: lecture, chalkboard , =

PRESENTATION: arficulate, well-structared, conveys ideas well, presents sessions obiectives cleariy,
conceraed about stedent's understanding of material, interesting : _
KNOWLEDGE OF SUBJECT: displays mastery of pertinent skills, dernonstrates broad understanding of

. material

HANDLING QUESTIONS: Poses questions relevant to discussion/subject matter. al.tows_smdent
adequate response time, discourages student questions - :
USE OF CLASS TIME: effective S

. CLASS CONTROL: reasonable. godd balance '

TEACHER/STUDENT RAPPORT: teacher appears eager to help, approachable, seasitive to mood of
classs. sensitive to physical énvironment ' '

STUDENT INTEREST: interested, attentive

OVERALL RATING: very sood

Juliet Hahn Teaching Evaluation St. thn’s U, Fall 96
General Chemistry Recitation evaluation by Dean

Evainator ~

z’U/a"?/%,é Dute e D,,,
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" St. John's University

- : New York - _
Evaluation of Facolty Classreom Performance
Name of Instructor:  Juliet Hahn  Depantment/Division: Chemistry S
Schocl/College: St. John's College Evaiuator: Assoc. Dean S. Spizziri for Dean D. O'Connell
Class Visited: Chem 23 Sufljvag B-14 Time: 1:25 Date 10/30/96 o . X
Course Title:  Organic Chemistry <" This s faculty members 2nd year of filll time teaching at STU,

APPEARANCE: well groomed .
ATTITUDETOWARD CLASS: friendly and warm, positive

- YOICE: clearand distinet ]
COURTESY/MANNER: courtequs, considerate
POISE: composed ; C . . :
[INSTRUCTIONAE YECHNIQUES: lecture, lecture/discussion, other{uses overhead projector and 2+3
dimensional molecuiar models. ) )
PRESENTATION: articulate. well-structired, conveys ideas wel] ' _
KNO;‘}’LEDGE OF SUBJECT: displays mastery of pertinent skills, demonsirates broad understanding of
tnaten . ’

3. HANDLING QUESTIONS: Poses questions relevant to discussion/subject matter, allows students

adequate respense time, fields stadent tesponses positively, encotrages student questions :

0.  USEOQFCLASS TIME: very effective - o

Il. . CLASS CONTROL: reascnable. in charge, good balanee o :

12.  TEACHER/STUDENT RAPPORT: teacher appears ¢ager (o help, approachable, sensitive 1o mood of

WM oS W

- class - _ .
}i: %vﬁﬂ%ﬁ%ﬁﬂfﬁ’fs"“ - ' Juliet Hahn Teaching Evaluation St.

John’s U Fall 96 Sopho_more
Organic Lecture evaluation by Dean

 EVALUATOR'S COMMENTS AND/OR RECOMMENDATIONS:

. ﬁr Sabp presented the new material on iscmers bell, and relared che

—
+

- gmevork. The defingricns were

—&lege, znd redpforced by the use of the overbead projector and molecular zodels.
~—he.class yan arrentive in a tuq&ﬂthuﬁur é;cnu:tins and background podse from

Signature of Faculty Membar
mammmmw
fmvﬂmhassmarudiﬂm

thaermnw'mmammmm o

/7(:" /mL - ?.—_.,-a/};, P

Signat/e of Evaluator . T Datef

;L;Lzat /h/@/\ L | /.0/2./%’4' |
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i i i i luation U. of Toledo
Chemistry  340:2 Juliet Hahn Teaching Eva _
?atﬁnqni:cnrigr 15-9? | Fall 94 Text Responses Sophomore Organic
Hahn Lecture, student evaluations

MW 330 - 650 pm

Dr, Hahn is 2 wonderful teacher. 1 was petrified to ke organic but | am currently getting an
A miner in the class. She is 2 good igstructor, 1 have heard horror stories of the other teachers.
She is & caring woman, who js truly concerned about her students. | oaly wish more teachers
were this way. She is not wo easy, she s dedicated and an excallent teacher.

- Enthusjastic, cared about students understnding material. Moved 2 linle tod slow at beginning,
fast at end, but good pace overall. Very helpful during office hours. L '

Dr. Hahny was fain in her grading procedures. She acted 1ike a real person; how refreshing! She

seemed concerned with the general welfare of the class.

Generally adequats instouctor.  However, oo much time spent on Gen. chem review and
incidentals oot consistent with exams, quizzes, Rather odd rapport with students in lecture (is

. this first time lecturing?)

I cnjnyed-this class. I felt that the exams were very fairly graded and were reflective of the
lectures. [ also felt that Dr. Hahn made it clear what we needed to know. I thigk she did an
excellemt job! [ am looking forward to taking her class next quanes! '

Dr. Hahn did aa excellent job explaining the ‘material covered in Chapzéfs 1-8. Her grading
wa very fair and her tests coversd all the material we went over in class. She koew what she

was talking about and cammunicated this very well, '

Dr. Hahn is an excellent teacher who really cares about us. She is very patient and an excsllent
and fair teacher, She listened 10 our concerns and ook our input into consideration many times!

I fesl that I learned a lot this quarter. The lectures were quite clear and thoroughly explaiped .
the material. I enjoyed this ¢lass., _ : :

Dr Hahn was an excellem professor who geouinely cared about her studemts and thair
coraprehension of the material, '

Dr. Hzho was a great profsssor - the best one ["ve had in Chemistry thus far. She madé the
material seem easy to learn and her axams and grading were very fair.

Dr. Hzhn is an excellent professor. While I'm having trouble v-?ith some of the material, it is
through no fault of hers.” She’s wonderful, she’s z fair grader, she’s concerned about her
students, and she teaches as if we are stupid, It makes the material muck easier to upderstand,
I'd definitely take her as 3 téacher 22ain® ' '

Dr. Hahn brought enthusiasm and spirit to the lecture each night. That was very. welcome
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espacially sines the class wasqfin evening class. Dr. Hahn shewed gcnﬁiﬁe_mnc:m for the
students in her class and tried to facilitate Isaming. '

I just wast to teil Dr, Hahn that 1 enjoyed her class. She is 2 great teacher. She cares about her
students and made sure that we understood the subject we were going over, I wish all my

teachers wege like that. She did a temific job.

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

D Hahn is an excellent professor. Her enﬁ:ﬁ.ﬁas:n"‘ an::l pcrsunaiitjr kept the lectures interesting.
More importantly, she showed a deep concern for the success of all her students, which is
appreciated. . ’ '

She is a grear professor. She was excellent in answering questions. I would take her again, and
tell my friends to do so alsa, She seemed to actually care if we learnt the matarial, Probably
the best professor [*ve ever had, and I've been here 4 years,

Dr. Hahn, thank you. You are one of the best prof I've had at UT! Thanks for having so much
¢nergy and s¢ much patience and for z2lways smiling. Thanks for actually caring what w think!
I leamed a [ot in this course and am looking forward to taking your class aext quarter! Keep vp

the oraat work!

I thought that the class was taught well. I did not think that as much time as was used in class
to answer questions was needed. It is good to be abie 1o ask questions but within reason. - These
questions could have been discussed after class. The questions and delays kept us from covering
completely aii the chapters we peeded. '

* 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 [ got confused. She’s very
approachable, _ :

Very good lectarer and veary fair and concise with erading.
Very good instructer. No complaints, [ expect to take her course next quarter!

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

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

Instruetor was very knowledgeable of course material and presented it in 2 manner that was oo
my level. Exceilent job. R
2
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I really enjoyed having Dr. Hahn as a professor. 1 thought organic chemistry was gni'ng to be
- impossible but she made it possible. She was always concerned about how we were doing in the
~ tlass and how well we understood things. I really enjoyed having her as a professor. '

Dr. Hahn is the best chemistry tca_::ﬁél: I've had at UT. I believe she is excellent at
comsmupicating, does 2 very good job explaining. 1 hope I can be in her class again,

Course could have been paced better so less was crammed fnto the last 2 weeks. (of course,
every instructor in every course suffers from that disorder!?) ' -

1 enjoyed this class and was tzught well. Try oot to erase 50 ﬁuch, it tzkes 2 ot of time up.
I hope Strebnik isn't 100 much of a change. S _ o

She is a good teacher who it seems lets the students get by with too much. Doa’t make it 50
easy, try 1o challenge us some students are taking advantage of her niceness. :

Owerall, a good job. ngev.er, she. might have siowed down a little.

I was really scared coming into organic this year with my history of not doing so well in
chemistry but Dr. Hahn, I think, is a really pood teacher and jests on what she has taught us and
1 am doing very welt in her cliss. ' : .

Dr. Hahn has a great deal of knowled ge in the area of Organic Chemistry. she tanght the course
we.., at although zt times, she did not have enough time 1o finish the topic. She was also very
concerped about the students's well being. She is an excellent teacher overall and | would take

her class again next guanes! -

Good instructor, | thoﬁgh't the class would be impossible. She was very professional and 1
epjoyed the class, ' ' i

She is an excellent professor- intelligent, available, concerned, and intcrcsting.. I_ dreaded the
class but thanks to her, once I was earolled in her class, became ipterested. 1 had 3 professor
before her and wansferred into her class after the first week of attending each professor’s class.

I feel professor Hahn did 2 wonderful job teaching this course. ‘She wan not nn])r- interested in
teaching it, but interssted in whether or not studenis were understanding the material. She

presented the material in a way that made it enjoyable 2nd interesting.

Dr. Hahn was an excellent instuctor: | learned more from her in this class than 1 have ever
Jearned from another instructor in apy other class at UT. She explained things 5o that students
"who have never ssen the material before would understand it clearly. She was very concemned
about her stedents doing well and comprehending the material overall, she’s the best professor

{ have had at UT.
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Very gnb;i cx-plains accurately infnrmatinn -

. Dr, Hahn is a very good instructor and a falr grad:r. Her nnlr.s couid be mors nrgama:d, thuugh.
so it would be easier to read them over and understand them better.

1 c:n_]c}r:ﬁ your class. You are opné my bes: professors, gocd explanations and [ots ut‘ ex:ampies
are good. .

She Is very fair and vndersmading,
She was really mtﬁt:siastic, and really wanted us ail 1o keara the material,

I think the only thing she did was go fast when !t:t:r!.mng Review what jrou wrote after
everybody was done taking notes.

Dr. Hahn was an :x-::aI!cn: professor. She was 3 fair grader and made sure we £0! & lest Or quiz
back the very pext class. [ enjoved har class and would tzke her for all the rest af my chemistry

COUTSES if she teaches them,
- Inswuctor wa.s suppeniw: and sezmed mnc:fn:d abnut our comprehension level and opinions.

She did a very good job of preparing us for tests. She explained things so they wers zasily
understﬂud

Chemistry is not a good subject for me and Dr hahn explained and tavght the material so that
I acally understood what was going ox.

Dr. Hahn was excallant. She was able to teach a1 2 level 21! students can understand. She was
vary well prcparcd for class.

Cave:r material more guickly. #}so, do not do too many examiples. Do not. feei sympath;.r for
students. Make exams harder with more tr:cls.

This is the 2nd time I have taken this course and I must say that Dr. Hahn simplistic methods
of relaving thf: information greatly enhanced my undcrstandmg -::rf the material.

Lecture was organized and very easy to understznd. the profassor dld an excellent job of
explaining the material and answering questions. : :

. She is by far the best teacher I've had at UT. She truly cares about the student, |

I feel the insttuctor was a great help in teaching the material. She made it fun t0 come to ¢lass
and put excitement inie leaming. She always had 2 smile and cared zbout we felt

I think you did a great job. You cared that we were learning the material. Exams ware fair.
Material was ught clearly,
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She was very fzir - she didn’ :u]r o trick or chczt anyone like 2 lot of other professors try 10 dﬂ.
I reaily liked hcr She made urgamc chcm:stry no so scaryl :

-

I teally think that Ms. Hahn is a good instnictor. This has been ray best quarter in Chemrsu?
0 far, and she presented the material in a way that [ could learn, understand, and communicats

~it. 1 aiso lke the fact that she grades her own quizzes and exams not a TA or computer.

Need 16 be moere organized and show more confidence in self.

- IF the guestions asked by students in ciass they shﬂuld be done afier class, and if the teacher
thinks it as 2 good question she/he m1ght explain itin the oext class, to avoid wasting valuable

time.
[ think she nesds 2 llttle more practice & little more expmence.

'Dr. Hahn is an exr:ellem‘u;stmcmr. I’m rewaking this class and the amount oE material 1
understand js like night and day. 'm doing so much better this time gnd I give a ot of credit
to Dr. Hahn's lecture style. She's very fair and about tasting on appropriate material and grading
fairly. She makes organic chem not such a scary subject. The text is awf{ul though. I only usea
it for homework because it's way over my head.

Homework helged, | liked that shie told us where the answers would come fom, homework and
guizzes. .

The instructor is by far one of the best teachers [*ve had in my 3 years here lecturé was well
organized and interesting and quizzes and exams were fair. The grading scale scemed a litle
tough given this is a chemisiry class with generaily Jower grades but | think she really carsd
about each and every swdent. she made it casier to come o class especially in the evening.

! thoueht the class was taught well. At times I felt rushed becaunse of time but during that time
the miaterial was taught well. towards the end of the quarner the class was rushed to get the
material covered and sometmes the class would stant 15 or 20 minutes later than when it was
supposed 0. Overali | liked the course, I Teamned a lot and I'm locking forward 1o winter quarter
with her as the instrucior, '

This is one of the best classes I've ever taken in college. As a resuls, I love studying Organic
Chemistry and it is one of my favorite subjects. Dr. Haha ravght our class extremely well, was
very responsive to 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 cin’tsay enough good
things about this class and irs professor. [ understand organic 100% because of her excellent

teaching.

5—' .
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- Dr. Hahn is an excellent insrrm:tnr, and an asset to her Department. -She communicated very well
with the students, and after asked for feedback in her atternpts {0 aid our understudy azd discuss
our misusderstanding and problem. She was more than fair with her pﬁimirs and attempts to
help us leam in a good environment. Oné of the top 5 teachers ['ve ever had in the past 2 ysars
T*ve been to school here. She is fair, down to earth and totally concerned sbout her stidents,
tn:a:ed us 25 individuals in a hugs class. Tolede pesds more [ike her. Open up more spaces for
her in sueceeding quarters. Do not give her meager reoms with Jow seating capacitics. She gets
2 thumbs up for her excellence. A true asset and medel for others to fﬂl!nw

Resily cares about studeqts. Puts forth a lot of effort and prepamtion. Apprcc:am hr:r efﬁ:.rts.
.muldbcahﬂ]thardcranusanﬁh:lpuslaammm _

Dxt. hahn is a wooderful addition to your Chemist:}r deparmment. We peed more professors fike
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 {zlthough to my experience she is ope of a kind) really make an impact
on my college experience, [ am enjoying Organic chemistry which I never thought was pessible.
. What 1 opce feared terribly in now a great class. Thank you Dr. Hahn.
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