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David Friedell       Teaching Portfolio 

 

This document contains (i) a teaching statement, (ii) three sample syllabi, and (iii) a collection of 

evaluative data from students. 

 

 

Teaching Statement 

      

My overarching goal as a teacher is for my students to become better at thinking carefully and 

thoroughly. To this end, I take a problem-oriented approach. For example, when I teach 

epistemology, I focus on skepticism, the Gettier Problem, knowledge-how, and implicit bias. I 

present each topic as a paradox, dilemma, or clash of intuitions. When covering skepticism, for 

instance, I start by noting that, although it seems obvious that we know many facts, there are 

compelling reasons for thinking we know nothing (or almost nothing). In my experience, 

students are far more willing to engage with and able to grasp complex ideas and arguments if 

they are first presented with a problem that has no obviously plausible solution. 

 Class discussions are a crucial component of this approach. Students appreciate a 

dilemma more easily when they see that classmates have competing intuitions. I also require 

students to discuss in small groups. Afterwards, I call on representatives of each group to share 

with the entire class. I’m mindful to include those who usually are hesitant to participate, so that 

discussion does not become dominated by a few eager voices. I conduct group work even in 

large lectures. Indeed, group work provides an especially helpful change of pace in larger 

courses.  

 Another way I spark the interest of my students is to include issues of contemporary 

social and political relevance, even in classes that are not centered on normative issues. In 

metaphysics I cover the metaphysics of race and gender. In philosophy of language I ask my 

students to provide a Gricean analysis of the statement “Black Lives Matter.” My Introduction to 

philosophy course includes a unit on reparations for racial discrimination. I pair readings with a 

short documentary “The Story of The Contract Buyers League”, which details some of the 

history of redlining in Chicago. When students see real people recounting real discrimination 

they’ve faced, the question about whether reparations are justified is no longer abstract. It has 

serious consequences.   

 I show films in other contexts. Many of my students have a stronger understanding of 

skepticism after watching Abre Los Ojos (Open Your Eyes). The film The Prestige helps them to 

appreciate the puzzle of personal identity. I treat such films as vivid though experiments that can 

help students to feel a certain way about a problem and even to see that there is a problem in the 

first place. 

  I have experience working with students from diverse academic, socio-economic, and 

ethnic backgrounds. At the University of the West Indies my students were Afro-Caribbean. 

Many were from underprivileged communities within Jamaica. I developed close ties with 

students there and helped to organize an undergraduate philosophy club that is still thriving. I 

also served as a mentor for students from underrepresented groups at UCLA through MAP 

(Minorities and Philosophy). I continued my involvement with MAP at Barnard. In the 

classroom I provide a welcoming and challenging environment for all students. Students leave 

my classes with a greater appreciation for philosophy and are prepared to think 

philosophically—carefully and thoroughly—themselves.  
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Syllabus #1: Introduction to Philosophy (Barnard College, Columbia University) 

 

 

Fall 2016 

 

MW 4:10-5:25PM  

 

323 Milbank 

 

Professor  

 

David Friedell             

dfriedell@barnard.edu      

Milbank Hall 326E   

Office Hours: Tuesday 2-4, available by appointment 

 

Teaching Assistant 

 

Philip Yaure 

philip.yaure@columbia.edu 

Office Hours: Friday 12:30-2:30 Liz’s Place (Barnard Café) 

 

Course Summary 

 

This course will introduce students to philosophical inquiry. Student will learn how to think and 

write philosophically. We will consider topics from three of the main branches of philosophy: (1) 

Metaphysics, (2) Epistemology, and (3) Ethics.  

 

Metaphysics considers fundamental questions about reality. We will be focusing on the 

metaphysical question, “Does God Exist?”  

 

Epistemology is the branch of philosophy that considers fundamental questions about 

knowledge. Our main epistemological question will be “Can we really know anything?”  

 

Ethics considers fundamental questions about morality. We explore the nature of morality—what 

makes an action morally good or bad? We will also consider how ethics can be applied to 

specific contemporary issues, including abortion, racial reparations, and our moral obligation to 

give to charity. 

 

In addition to learning what great thinkers have thought about these questions, we will learn how 

to think about them ourselves. Thus, students will not only learn about philosophy but also how 

to do philosophy. 
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Evaluation 

  

  in-class Midterm   20%  10/3 

  1st paper   20%  10/26  

  2nd paper    30%  11/28 

  Final Exam   30%  TBA 

  

Readings 

 

There are two required texts for this course: Meditations on First Philosophy by René Descartes, 

Cambridge University Press (1996) and Dialogues concerning natural religion, the posthumous 

essays by David Hume, Hackett (1998). All other texts will be available on courseworks. 

  

This is a tentative reading schedule. Any changes will be announced in class. 

 

Wed. 9/7    

 

Mon. 9/12  Anselm: Proslogion Preface, Chapter 2, Chapter 3  

Wed. 9/14   Gaunilo: “In Defense of the Fool” 

 

Mon. 9/19     Aquinas: Summa Theologica (selections) 

Wed. 9/21     Blaise Pascal: “The Wager” 

 

Mon. 9/26    David Hume: Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion 

Wed. 9/28    David Hume: Dialogues Concerning Natural Religion 

 

Mon. 10/3 [In Class Midterm] 

Wed. 10/5 René Descartes: Mediation 1 

 

Mon. 10/10 René Descartes: Mediation 1 

Wed. 10/12 René Descartes: Mediation 2 

 

Mon. 10/17 G.E. Moore: “Proof of an External World”  

Wed. 10/19 Edmund Gettier: “Is Knowledge Justified True Belief” 

 

Mon. 10/24 Linda Zagbeski: “The Inescapability of Gettier Problems” 

Wed. 10/26 [First Paper Due in Class], James Rachels: “Cultural Relativism” 

 

Mon. 10/31 Plato: Euthyphro 

Wed. 11/2 Immanuel Kant: Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals (selections) 

 

Mon. 11/7  No Class for Fall Holiday. Don’t forget to vote on Tuesday! 

Wed. 11/9 Immanuel Kant: Groundwork of the Metaphysics of Morals (selections) 

 

Mon. 11/14 Chrstine Korsgaard: Creating the Kingdom of Ends (selections) 

Wed. 11/9 John Stuart Mill: Utilitarianism  (selections) 
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Mon. 11/21 Judith Jarvis Thomson: “The Trolley Problem” 

Wed. 12/23 Judith Jarvis Thomson: “The Trolley Problem” 

 

Mon. 11/28 [2nd Paper Due Beginning of Class] Peter Singer: “Famine, Affluence and Morality” 

Wed. 11/30 Judith Jarvis Thomson: “A Defense of Abortion” 

 

Mon. 12/5 Ta-Nehisi Coates “The Case for Reparations” 

Wed. 12/7 Bernard Boxill “A Lockean Argument for Reparations” 

 

Mon. 12/12 Review 

 

 

Conduct Code 

 

Plagiarism and any other form of cheating will not be tolerated. A plagiarized paper will result in 

a failing grade of 0% on the assignment and such misconduct may be reported to the Dean of 

Students. I take plagiarism very seriously. If you are unsure what constitutes plagiarism, you 

should look at the following valuable resource or come talk to me: 

http://library.barnard.edu/find-books/guides/plagiarism. You are expected to abide by the 

Barnard College and Columbia Honor Codes at all times during the course. Students who violate 

the honor code will be immediately reported to the dean and risk failing the class.  

 

Disabilities 

 

If you have a disability that may have some impact on your work in this class and for which you 

may require accommodations, please meet with the Office of Disability Services 

(http://barnard.edu/disabilityservices) so that such accommodations may be arranged. I’m happy 

to assist when I can. 
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Syllabus #2: Phil 332: Environmental Ethics (University of British Columbia) 

 

 

Winter Session Term 1 2017 

 

  

Professor  

 

David Friedell             

Email: david.friedell@ubca.ca   

Office Hours: BUCH E 275, MW 2-3, available by appointment. 

 

Teaching Assistant 

 

Richard Sandlin 

Email: rsandlin@alumni.ubc.ca 

Office Hours: 158 Brock Annex, F 10-12, available by appointment. 

 

Course Summary 
 

Do animals have rights? Is it immoral to eat meat? Is nature valuable only to us? Does it have 

value that has nothing to do with us? Is the beauty of nature morally significant or a distraction? 

What moral obligations do we have to preserve the environment for future generations? How is it 

possible for use to owe something to people in the future if they don’t exist yet? How should we 

deal with climate change? These are some of the questions we will explore. This course will 

introduce students to Environmental Ethics and also the broader field of Ethics. We will begin by 

thinking about different moral theories: utilitarianism, deontology, and virtue theory. Then we 

will apply these theories to questions about our environment. Special consideration will be given 

to First Nations perspectives.  

 

Note: we will have a guest speaker, Elin Sigurdson. She is an environmental lawyer who 

advocates on behalf of First Nations and aboriginal groups. I am working on having at least one 

more guest speaker.  

  

Evaluation 

  

  in-class Midterm   20%   

  1st paper   20%   

  2nd paper    30%   

  Final Exam   30%   

  

Readings 

 

There is one required text for this course: Environmental Ethics: An Anthology by Andrew Light 

and Holmes Rolston III. All other readings will be posted online. 

  

This is a tentative reading schedule. Any changes will be announced in class. 

mailto:david.friedell@ubca.ca
mailto:rsandlin@alumni.ubc.ca
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9/6: No Reading  

9/8: “The Trolley Problem” Judith Jarvis Thomson 

 

9/11:  “Euthyphro” Plato  

9/13:  “Groundwork of the Metpahysics of Morals” Immanuel Kant (Selections) 

9/15:  “Indirect Duties to Nonhumans” Immanuel Kant 

 

9/18: “Famine, Affluence, and Morality” Peter Singer 

9/20 “Not for Humans Only: The Place of Nonhumans in Environmental Issues” Peter Singer 

9/22:  

 

9/25 “Animals Rights: What’s in a Name?” (with a brief extract from The Case for Animals 

 Rights.) Tom Regan 

9/27  “Applying Virtue Ethics To Our Treatment of Other Animals” Rosalind Hursthouse 

9/29  

 

10/2 “Against The Moral Considerability of Ecosystems” Harley Cahen  

10/4 First Midterm 

10/6 “Getting Animals Into View” Christine Korsgaard 

 

10/9 No Class: Thanksgiving Day 

10/11  “The Moral Significance of Animal Pain and Animal Death” Elizabeth Harman 

10/13 “Eating Meat as a Morally Permissible Mistake” Elizabeth Harman 

 

10/16 “The Varieties of Intrinsic Value” John O’Neil 

10/18 “Value in Nature and the Nature of Value” Holmes Rolston III 

10/20    First Paper Due 

 

10/23 “The Source and Locus of Intrinsic Value: A Reexamination” Keekok Lee 

10/25 “Environmental Ethics and Weak Anthropocentrism” Bryan G. Norton. 

10/27 

 

10/30  “Discounting the Future” John Broome 

11/01 “Climate Change and Structural Emissions” Monica Aufrecht 

11/03 Guest speaker: Elin Sigurdson on Law, Environment, and First Nations 

 

11/06 “Climate Change and Individual Responsibility” Avram Hiller 

11/08 “The Structure of Intergenerational Cooperation” Joseph Heath 

11/10 

 

11/13 No Class: Remembrance Day 

11/15 “Tragedy of the Commons” Garret Hardin  

11/17 “The Real Tragedy of the Commons” Stephen Gardiner 
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11/20 Second Paper Due 

11/22 “Terrorism at Oka” Laura Westra 

11/24   

 

 

11/27 “Sustainability and Historical Injustice: Lessons from the Moose River Basin” Wesley 

 Cragg and Michael Shwartz 

11/29 “Living Well With the Earth: Indigenous Rights and the Environment” Deborah 

 McGregor 

12/01  

 

 

Plagiarism 

 

Plagiarism and any other form of cheating will not be tolerated. A plagiarized paper will result in 

a failing grade of 0% on the assignment and such misconduct may be reported to the Dean of 

Arts. I take plagiarism very seriously. If you are unsure what constitutes plagiarism, you should 

look at the following valuable resource or come talk to me: 

http://learningcommons.ubc.ca/resource-guides/avoid-plagiarism/.  

 

Disabilities 

 

If you have a disability that may have some impact on your work in this class and for which you 

may require accommodations, please meet with Access and Diversity Services 

access.diversity@ubc.ca so that such accommodations may be arranged. I’m happy to assist 

when I can. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

mailto:access.diversity@ubc.ca
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Syllabus #3: Phil 3685: Philosophy of Language 

 

MW 1:10-2:25 

Milbank Hall 307 

 

Instructor Information 

 

David Friedell             

dfriedell@barnard.edu      

Milbank Hall 326B   

Office Hours: W 10:30-12:30, available by appointment 

 

Course Summary 

 

Language is amazing—isn’t it? We use arbitrary symbols and sounds to express ourselves and 

communicate with each other. Philosophy of Language attempts to understand how this happens 

at a very general level. Philosophy of Language also attempts to understand way in which 

language connects to issues of social and political relevance, including racism, sexism, social 

activism, slurs, pornography, and sexual consent. 

 

We will start by exploring how names and other linguistic expressions are meaningful. It’s 

surprisingly difficult to figure out how names, such as ‘Barack Obama’, and descriptive phrases, 

such as ‘the forty-fourth president of the United States’ mean anything and what they mean. Our 

focus will then shift more to complete sentences and how we use them to communicate. 

Throughout the course we will address the social and political issues mentioned above. 

 

 

Evaluation 

  

  1st 5-page Paper   20%  Oct 1 

  2nd 5-page Paper   25%  Nov 9   

  3rd 5-page Paper   25%  Dec 9 

  Final Exam   20%  Dec 21, 1:10-4:00 PM 

  Participation/Exercises 10% 

 

 

Readings 

  

The only required text is Kripke’s Naming and Necessity. (It’s available on Amazon for $5 used 

and $17 new.) 

 

All other assigned readings will be available on Courseworks. 

 

The course will be run like a seminar, with each day’s discussion informing the next. Reading 

assignments will be announced in class. Here is a tentative order of readings.  
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Gottlob Frege: “On Sense and Reference” 

Bertrand Russell: “On Denoting” 

Saul Kripke: Naming and Necessity 

Paul Grice: “Logic And Conversation” 

Taylor Jones: “The Linguistics of Black Lives Matter” 

Timothy Williamson: Knowledge and Its Limits, Chapter 7 

Jennifer Lackey: “The Norms of Assertion” 

Rachel McKinnon: Norms of Assertion, selections. 

Keith Donnellan: “Reference and Descriptions.” 

Catherine McKinnon: Feminism Unmodified, selections. 

Rae Langton: “Speech Acts and Unspeakable Acts.” 

Elizabeth Camp: “Slurring Perspectives.” 

Rebecca Kukla: “That’s What She Said: The Language of Sexual Negotiation.” 

 

Lateness 

 

Late papers will lose 1/3 of a letter grade for each 24-hour period after the time that the paper is 

due. For example, an A paper that is turned in 15 hours late will change to an A-.  A B+ paper 

that is turned in 30 hours late will change to a B-. 

 

Conduct Code 

 

Plagiarism and any other form of cheating will not be tolerated. A plagiarized paper will result in 

a failing grade of 0% on the assignment and such misconduct may be reported to the Dean of 

Students. I take plagiarism very seriously. If you are unsure what constitutes plagiarism, you 

should look at the following valuable resource or come talk to me: 

http://library.barnard.edu/find-books/guides/plagiarism. You are expected to abide by the 

Barnard College and Columbia Honor Codes at all times during the course. Students who violate 

the honor code will be immediately reported to the dean and risk failing the class. For more 

resources on academic integrity see: http://library.barnard.edu/find-books/guides/plagiarism. 

 

Disabilities 

 

If you have a disability that may have some impact on your work in this class and for which you 

may require accommodations, please meet with the Office of Disability Services 

(http://barnard.edu/disabilityservices) so that such accommodations may be arranged. I’m happy 

to assist when I can. 
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Evaluative Data 

 

I include here: 

(i) numerical data and student comments (from all students) from my course on Theory 

of Knowledge at Occidental College 

(ii) numerical data and selected comments from classes taught at Barnard  

(iii) numerical data from all other courses I have taught  

 

 

Occidental College 

 

Epistemology, Fall 2013, Eight Students 

 

Question Mean Score: 

1-7, with 7 

being highest  

The instructor organized information in a logical and cohesive fashion 6.63 

The instructor provided helpful information regarding your performance on 

assigned work 

7.00 

The instructor stimulated intellectual enthusiasm for the material presented 7.00 

The instructor encouraged questions from students 6.88 

The instructor was responsive to students’ questions about the material 6.75 

The instructor provided a classroom environment in which you could learn 

from people of all backgrounds 

6.75 

Overall, the instruction in this course was excellent 6.88 

 

 

Student comments (from all students). 

 

1. I’m not a philosophy major, but this class made me feel like I should switch to 

philosophy. Professor Friedell knows how to encourage students to discuss, can explain 

difficult ideas clearly, and sparked in me a desire to keep studying philosophy. I talked 

with friends about the ideas in this class on a regular basis. I feel very equipped to think 

in the Analytic style, at least at a beginner’s level. Prof. Friedell did very well. 

2. Prof. Friedell ran an amazing class. It was challenging, fun, and interesting. He taught me 

how to write a philosophy paper better than any other. Wherever he lands will have 

gained a great professor. 
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3. I learned a lot about the theory of knowledge and discussed topics outside of class in a 

way I had not ever done before. 

4. Prof. Friedell is a very good professor (and this comes from a very picky student!) 

5. I really enjoyed this course. Prof. Friedell is an excellent professor, explained things 

really well, assigned interesting reading & essay topics, & was really engaging  & I was 

always really excited to think and talk about the subject even after class got out. Learned 

a lot, super interesting. Would love for Prof. Friedell to be rehired please! Bravo – loved 

the class ☺ 

6. Wish he was teaching another class here. I would take it. 

7. Enthusiasm, knowledge of the material, ability to explain concepts, challenge students 

effectively.  

      8.   Acknowledged when he was unsure about interpretation & analysis if they were unclear, 

 he would pause or delay the subject until clarification was available. Willing to revisit 

 topics for more clarification. Content was dense, less content & more time spent on each 

 subject would be a possibility. Incredibly beneficial to developing how I see events and 

 analyze information. Helped develop more concise clear writing.  

 

 

Barnard College 

 

Introduction to Philosophy, Spring 2016, Barnard College, 63 Respondents 

 

Question Interpolated 

Median: 1-5, 

5 highest 

The overall quality of the course 4.38 

The overall quality of the instructor’s teaching 4.45 

The instructor’s effectiveness in communication the subject matter 4.55 

The instructor’s ability to stimulate student participation in class 4.52 

The instructor’s effectiveness in answering questions 4.28 

 

 

Introduction to Philosophy, Spring 2016, 34 Respondents     

 

Question Interpolated 

Median: 1-5, 

5 highest 

The overall quality of the course 4.10 

The overall quality of the instructor’s teaching 4.25 

The instructor’s effectiveness in communication the subject matter 4.19 

The instructor’s ability to stimulate student participation in class 3.88 

The instructor’s effectiveness in answering questions 4.05 
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Epistemology, Fall 2016, Barnard College, 9 Respondents 

 

Question Interpolated 

Median: 1-5, 

5 highest 

The overall quality of the course 3.90 

The overall quality of the instructor’s teaching 3.67 

The instructor’s ability to stimulate your intellectual curiosity 4.00 

The instructor’s ability to stimulate student participation in class 4.25 

The instructor’s effectiveness in answering questions 4.00 

 

Introduction to Philosophy, Fall 2016, Barnard College, 44 Respondents 

 

 

Question Interpolated 

Median: 1-5, 

5 highest 

The overall quality of the course 4.67 

The overall quality of the instructor’s teaching 4.33 

The instructor’s effectiveness in communication the subject matter 4.40 

The instructor’s ability to stimulate student participation in class 4.22 

The instructor’s effectiveness in answering questions 4.40 

 

 

Epistemology, Spring 2017, Barnard College, 31 Respondents 

 

Question Interpolated 

Median: 1-5, 

5 highest 

The overall quality of the course 4.25 

The overall quality of the instructor’s teaching 4.25 

The instructor’s effectiveness in communication the subject matter 4.00 

The instructor’s ability to stimulate student participation in class 4.57 

The instructor’s effectiveness in answering questions 4.00 
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Selected Comments from Introduction To Philosophy, Barnard Spring 2016  

 

(1) I would recommend this course to anyone who is interested in the profound questions 

concerning life. Our broad scope involving politics, religion, social justice, and metaphysics 

secured my decision to switch my major to philosophy. 

 

(2) I liked that we weren't all pressured to speak in front of the class. Instead, Professor Friedell 

would have us discuss the course content in small groups which I liked. Also, he was very 

friendly and approachable. I felt like he was really engaged and thought deeply about our 

comments and contributions to the discussion. Our discussions were not inhibited by some weird 

power dynamic between teacher and student, but it felt like we were just having a normal 

conversation. 

 

(3) I valued the instructor's clear and highly engaging lectures. I always felt comfortable and 

compelled to participate during class. The instructor's ability to incorporate class discussion into 

the lectures was incredibly valuable. 

 

(4) He made philosophy FUN & really wanted us to understand concepts through everyday 

examples. 

 

(5) I like how he did his best to keep from allowing overly-ambitious students to always answer 

questions. 

 

(6) Professor Friedell managed to make a lecture feel like a small round-table discussion, he was 

super encouraging of student input, and he chose readings that were interesting and thought-

provoking. I wish he were staying next semester. Everyone I've talked to has really enjoyed his 

class and would want to take another course with him. 

 

(7) I am glad I got to study philosophy with Professor Friedell, and this intro class made me want 

to study it even further although I am an economics major. 

 

 (8) I valued the class atmosphere the most, as I was able to discuss with the instructor and the 

class during lectures. I didn't expect to be able to have such interesting arguments in an large 

introductory course. I also valued the broad range of material covered. I would highy recommend 

this course, even for those who aren't interested in pursuing philosophy later on. 

 

(9) The professor was incredible. He knew what he was talking about, and explained difficult 

philosophical problems/arguments through entertaining everyday situations. I would definitely 

recommend this course with Professor Friedell because he’s just honestly the best. I would feel 

bad if I missed a class because time flew by just listening to his lectures. 
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(10) This was my favorite course of the semester! Both the readings and the lecture were always 

interesting and thought-provoking. 

 

 

 

 

University of British Columbia 

 

 

Environmental Ethics, Fall 2017, 33 respondents 

 

Question Mean: 1-5, 5 

highest 

Overall, the instructor was an effective teacher 3.9 

The instructor showed concern for student learning 4.2 

Overall, evaluation of student learning was fair 4.2 

Student participation encouraged by instructor 4.6 

The instructor treated students with respect 4.3 

 

  

Philosophy of Art, Winter 2018, 14 respondents 

 

Question Mean: 1-5, 5 

highest 

Overall, the instructor was an effective teacher 3.4 

The instructor showed concern for student learning 3.9 

Overall, evaluation of student learning was fair 3.6 

Student participation encouraged by instructor 4.3 

The instructor treated students with respect 3.7 
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UCLA 

 

This chart summarizes numerical student evaluation data from all courses at UCLA for which I 

was the lead instructor. All ratings are means from 1-9 with 9 being the highest. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 Theory of 

Knowledge 

 

2011 

 

7 students 

Aesthetics 

 

 

2012 

 

9 students 

Philosophy  

of Language 

 

2015 

 

25 students 

Metaphysics 

 

 

2015 

 

22 students 

Film and  

Philosophy 

 

2015 

 

20 students 

Overall rating  

of instructor 

9.00/9 8.11/9 7.79/9 8.40/9 7.60/9 

Overall rating of  

course 

9.00 

 

8.00 

 

7.75 8.18 

 

7.21 

 

The instructor had  

good 

communication 

skills 

9.00 8.11 7.67 8.00 7.45 

Tbe instructor was 

concerned about  

student learning 

9.00 8.32 8.38 8.36 7.50 

You have learned 

something you  

consider valuable 

9.00 8.05 7.83 8.32 7.40 

Students felt  

welcome in  

seeking help 

9.00 8.63 8.33 7.91 7.50 
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University of the West Indies, Mona 

 

 

This chart summarizes numerical student evaluation data from all courses at the University of the 

West Indies, Mona for which I was the lead instructor. All ratings are means from 1 to 5 with 5 

being the highest.  

 

 

 

 Theory of 

Knowledge 

 

 2011 

Philosophy of 

Law 

 

 2011 

 

Philosophy of 

Religion 

 

 2012 

Graduate Seminar: 

Metaphysics 2012 

 

Overall the 

lecturer’s 

performance was 

satisfactory 

4.5/5 4.5/5 4.5/5 5.0/5 

Overall the course 

was satisfactory 

4.5 

 

4.2 4.4 5.0 

Explained the 

material 

adequately 

4.2 4.1 4.6 4.4 

Was approachable 

outside of lecture 

hours 

4.8 4.5 4.1 4.8 

Inspired interest in 

the subject matter 

4.4 4.3 4.2 4.7 
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