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*  *  * 
 
GENERAL OVERVIEW 
 
 Since the autumn of 2017, I have been teaching in the Department of Philosophy at CUNY Hunter 
College, where I teach a range of courses, from introductory to advanced undergraduate, and on topics as 
diverse as Heidegger, animals, and games. For the previous four years, I taught in the University of Chicago’s 
Humanities Core program. I led first-year students through a seminar course entitled “Human Being and 
Citizen,” in which we closely read major works of Western philosophy and literature by Homer, Plato, 
Aristotle, St. Augustine, Dante, Shakespeare, and Kant, among others. In the spring of 2017 I also taught a 
departmental course of my own design on the philosophy of games and play. 
 In the summer of 2017, I led a seven week course at Stateville Correctional Center, a maximum 
security prison near Chicago, organized by the Prison + Neighborhood Arts Project (p-nap.org). I met for 
three hours once a week with a group of fifteen incarcerated men, where we studied the theme of freedom 
in a range of philosophical contexts, from the problematic of free will and determinism to the issue of 
political liberty. 

I have spent a number of years teaching in Oxford’s tutorial system. Tutorials involve weekly 
meetings with students during the eight-week Oxford term, usually individually or in groups of two. Each 
week, students prepare a short piece of writing on an assigned topic, and the tutorial provides an opportunity 
for critical discussion of their written work. I led a number of tutorials as a graduate student at Oxford, and 
as a Lecturer at Christ Church, I taught six hours of tutorial every week. Because I was responsible for one 
third of the college’s philosophy teaching, the topics ranged broadly, and included both introductory and 
upper-level courses. 
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 In the winter of 2012, I held a sessional teaching post in McMaster University’s Arts & Science 
Program, where I taught an interdisciplinary course on animal studies. The course met for three hours once 
a week, and so required a balance of lectures, small group discussion, and other activities. 
 At the end of this portfolio, I provide teaching evaluations from Hunter College, the University of 
Chicago and McMaster University. Because the Oxford tutorial system does not provide formal teaching 
evaluations, I am unable to provide similar data from my teaching experience at Oxford. 
  

*  *  * 
 
LIST OF COURSES TAUGHT 
 
CUNY Hunter College 
Fall 2019 Existentialism 
  Introduction to Philosophy 
Spring 2019 Aesthetics 
  Introduction to Philosophy 
Fall 2018 Games, Play, and Philosophy 
  Philosophy, Literature, and Life 
  Twentieth-Century Philosophy 
Spring 2018 Introduction to Philosophy 
  Philosophy, Literature, and Life 
  Wittgenstein 
Fall 2017 Heidegger 

Humans and Other Animals 
  Twentieth-Century Philosophy 
 
Prison + Neighborhood Arts Project 
Summer 2017 Freedom and Its Limits 
 
University of Chicago 
Spring 2017 The Philosophy of Games and Play  
2013–17 Human Being and Citizen  
 
Oxford Tutorials 
2012–13 General Philosophy  
  Early Modern Philosophy  
  Post-Kantian Philosophy  
  Later Wittgenstein 
  Aesthetics 
Spring 2010 Later Wittgenstein 
Fall 2010 Frege, Russell, Early Wittgenstein 
Fall 2009 Schopenhauer and Nietzsche 
Winter 2009  General Philosophy 

 Wittgenstein and Heidegger 
 
McMaster University 
Winter 2012 Technology & Society II (interdisciplinary animal studies) 
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TEACHING STATEMENT 
 

My experience as a teacher covers a broad range: of institutions—across three different countries, 
and from large public universities to smaller private institutions—of students—from all five continents, 
and with a very broad range of cultural and educational backgrounds—and of class formats—from the 
large lecture hall to the one-on-one exchange of the Oxford tutorial system. I have also taught far outside 
my areas of philosophical specialization, and, indeed, outside the disciplinary limits of philosophy. I have 
training as an actor and an improviser as well, which helps me communicate ideas vividly with students, 
and adapt sensitively and flexibly to the dynamics of a classroom. 

I think of philosophy primarily as an activity rather than as a body of knowledge: the subject 
matter of philosophy doesn’t emerge from laboratory experiments or field studies, or even from a canon 
of texts, but from questioning, of ourselves and of others. Consequently, I approach the teaching of 
philosophy as a training in a set of skills and habits of thought. Gaining an aptitude in this activity requires 
practice, and so I approach teaching tasks—from the construction of a syllabus as a whole to the 
preparation for an individual class or the setting of an assignment—by performing a kind of imaginative 
reverse engineering. I begin with the question of what it is I want my students to be able to do by the end 
of the activity and then reconstruct the steps that will best cultivate that ability. 

First of all, and most obviously, philosophy is conversational and I approach my teaching with a 
view to training my students in the art of philosophical conversation. Especially when I teach an 
introductory level class, I build our discussion from the initial intuitions and opinions of students, showing 
them that their own unexamined thoughts are the building blocks for the ideas we encounter in the class. 
For instance, once we’ve encountered an example of a Socratic dialogue, I propose as a class that we 
attempt a definition of our own of some virtue. Suppose we settle on honesty: a first blush definition 
might emerge that honesty means telling the truth. But quickly one student will remark that dishonest 
people might tell partial truths or that honest people sometimes tell white lies—and another student might 
insist that even white lies are dishonest—and gradually, as a group, we work toward a more refined 
definition. I’ve found that this approach can work even in a fairly large lecture hall, although I also create 
exercises that have students talking with one another in small groups. Through exercises of this kind, I 
witness in the students the dawning of two pleasures that I think are characteristic of philosophy: the 
recognition that, right from the start, philosophy is something that they can do, and that, by doing it 
diligently, they can make progress that leads them to unexpected territory. 

I select the readings for the course with a view to finding partners to enhance our conversation and 
I inculcate in my students a friendly respect for the authors we read as stimulating conversation partners. I 
also select readings with a mind to demonstrating the remarkable breadth and diversity of philosophical 
questioning. One of the assigned texts in my introductory class is on Buddhist philosophy: I want to 
ensure from the very beginning that students don’t mistakenly equate philosophy with Western 
philosophy. Where appropriate, I do likewise with upper-level classes as well. For instance, my course on 
aesthetics draws on a number of texts and exemplary artworks from non-Western aesthetic traditions. 

In addition to teaching my students to engage constructively in the back-and-forth of philosophical 
dialectic, I aim to give them a feel for the shape of arguments and to hone their ability to survey or 
construct an argument patiently and rigorously. In particular, I teach students to give their critical attention 
not simply to the conclusions of arguments but to their overall structure. For the most part, in my 
experience, students begin by assessing an argument on the basis of whether or not they approve of its 
conclusion and only gradually come to appreciate that the real philosophical work lies in the steps by 
which the philosopher works toward that conclusion. In writing assignments, I emphasize to students the 
importance of charitably spelling out the argument they want to engage with before providing their own 
assessment of it. I also assign student presentations that train them to think about the structure of 
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arguments. One form of presentation requires them to construct one-page “maps” of a given argument, 
where they have to provide a visual representation of the structure of the argument as a whole. Another 
requires them to raise a puzzle or problem related to the course material and then launch a group 
discussion by offering at least two distinct responses to the puzzle or problem. This latter exercise 
prevents them from reaching too hastily for their preferred conclusion and trains them to recognize that 
any problem worth engaging with admits of more than one reasonable response. 

I want students to be able to bring the tools of philosophical reflection into their lives more 
generally and so I’ve developed a number of exercises in different classes that encourage students to 
connect their classroom work to the rest of their lives. In a course on animals, I organized a “show and 
tell” class, where each student had to bring in some object from their daily life that contained animal 
parts—examples ranged from a violin bow to a tube of toothpaste—and present the research they’d done 
into how animals had been used in the making of that object. In my aesthetics class, I set up a series of 
“scavenger hunts,” where students were encouraged to take photos of objects they encountered in the city 
that met the criteria for a set prompt. For example, for a class on Kant’s Analytic of the Beautiful, I invited 
students to photograph artifacts that they found to be unintentionally beautiful—examples included a pile 
of cigarette butts viewed through a subway grate and a house under construction wrapped in lime green 
protective sheeting—which then fed a discussion of the distinction between the practical gaze of, e.g., a 
building construction worker and the “disinterested” gaze that finds a half-finished building beautiful. I 
was invited to write a guest post on The Philosophers’ Cocoon blog about this exercise. 

Presentations and scavenger hunts are the fun stuff, but I realize that bringing about a precise 
grasp of sometimes formidably difficult ideas also often requires a fair amount of straightforward lecturing. 
We can’t have an interesting conversation about Being and Time until the students have some grasp of 
what’s going on in that forbidding text. My approach to lecturing is informed by two major influences. The 
first is my extensive background in the theatre, as an actor, improviser, and playwright. A well structured 
lecture is a drama of sorts, in which ideas must be connected clearly and vividly and communicated with 
energy and passion. Like a playwright, I find the appropriate dramatic hooks in my lectures that will make 
the ideas come alive for my audience and shape a coherent narrative arc that will be easy to follow and 
intellectually satisfying. Through my own conduct as a lecturer, I model the curiosity, delight, and critical 
attentiveness that I want to foster in my students. 

The other major influence on my lecturing—and my teaching more generally—is my father, 
Kieran Egan. He has served as a model teacher not simply in the way that any good father might have 
done, but also because of his work on imaginative education as a professor of education at Simon Fraser 
University (details of his research are available online at ierg.ca). His work emphasizes the role of the 
imagination in cognitive development, and the importance of narrative structure in engaging the 
imagination. Drawing on his work, I approach teaching philosophy by asking myself what are the most 
powerful underlying ideas that motivate this material, what meta-narrative might best tell the story of these 
underlying ideas, and what anomalies might complicate and deepen this meta-narrative.  

I also recognize that my vocation as a teacher doesn’t end with the fulfillment of my duties in class 
and grading. Undergraduates are undergoing a profoundly important transition into the adult world and 
many turn to philosophy not just as a field of academic study but also as a source of wisdom as they work 
out what shape they want their lives to have. I make a point of presenting an open face to my students, 
emphasizing inclusivity with regard to sexual orientation, gender identity, race, and religion, and allowing 
them to speak with me about concerns that extend beyond the limits of the course syllabus. 

One lesson I draw from teaching, and one I try to impress upon my students, is that you can always 
dig deeper, push harder, no matter how familiar the material may be. That lesson reflects back on to the 
teaching process itself. Every opportunity to teach is also an opportunity to learn. This statement, then, 
doesn’t represent a settled teaching philosophy that I expect to apply unchanged throughout my career. 
Rather, it is a statement of the point I have reached so far in a constantly evolving process.  
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STATEMENT OF CONTRIBUTIONS TO DIVERSITY 
 
 I have consistently sought out opportunities to engage with and learn from people of a diverse range 
of backgrounds. I have traveled widely, from Iran to Somaliland to Myanmar. I have also sought 
opportunities to assist and learn from people in my own communities whose circumstances are considerably 
different from my own. I volunteered regularly at a homeless shelter as an undergraduate, worked as a 
befriender at the Toronto Distress Centre crisis line for over two years, and served food and engaged with 
Oxford’s homeless and poorly-housed at the Oxford Gatehouse drop-in center while studying and teaching 
there. 
 I began bringing this interest into contact with my philosophical work in the summer of 2017, when 
I taught a seven-week course called “Freedom and Its Limits” at Stateville Correctional Center, a maximum 
security prison near Chicago. Once a week, I met with a group of fifteen men for three hours to discuss the 
theme of freedom in a range of philosophical contexts, from the problematic of free will and determinism 
to the question of political liberty. One debate that ran throughout the course was the question of whether 
freedom was possible for people who were incarcerated: some students argued that freedom was a state of 
mind—if you can come to peace with your circumstances, you can be free in the most restrictive 
environments—while others argued vigorously that this point of view was complacent—the only 
appropriate response to the coercive environment of the prison was one of resistance, which in turn was 
premised on the impossibility of being free while incarcerated. The urgency of this debate helped clarify the 
underlying urgency of philosophical questions that can often become abstractions in more comfortable 
circumstances. 
 One of the things that struck me not only in Stateville, but also in my work with the mentally ill, 
homeless, and poorly-housed is that people in straitened circumstances are natural philosophers. The 
question of life and its meaning is all the more pressing when that life throws up immense challenges, and I 
have learned a great deal from talking philosophically with people on the margins of society. I consider it a 
matter of social responsibility to offer help where help is needed, but in offering this help, I find I gain at 
least as much as I give. 
 Of course, it doesn’t take a Somalilander or a person who is incarcerated to confront me with the 
rich array of difference in human experience. I encounter this difference regularly in the classroom. As a 
teacher, I try to bring my whole self into the classroom, and I do my utmost to acknowledge the full selves 
of my students, and to make those selves feel welcome. I look for subtle but effective ways of acknowledging 
the diverse backgrounds of my students, and assuring them that their difference is respected. For instance, 
on the first day of class, I invite students to get to know one another in pairs and then introduce their partner 
to the rest of the class. In my instructions, I tell students to confirm the preferred gender pronouns of their 
partner—a crucial step if my class includes gender non-conforming students, but also a clear signal regardless 
that my classroom is a queer-friendly environment. I also endeavor to reflect my students’ diversity in my 
course offerings. In my introductory philosophy class, I emphasize the global nature of philosophy and use 
texts from non-Western philosophical traditions: a book on Buddhist philosophy is one of the two assigned 
texts for the course. My course on aesthetics draws on a number of texts and exemplary artworks from non-
Western aesthetic traditions. I also take care to ensure that female philosophers are well represented on my 
syllabi. 
 I grew up in Vancouver, which is one of the most ethnically diverse cities in the world, and attended 
a school where white students constituted less than one quarter of the student body. For my own part, I am 
not only the child of immigrant parents, but both of my parents are themselves the children of immigrant 
parents. From a young age, mixing comfortably with people from a diverse range of backgrounds has been 
a matter of course for me. I look forward to working in a professional environment in which such mixing 
continues to be a matter of course. 
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SAMPLE SYLLABUSES 
 
On the pages that follow are five syllabuses that give some sense of the range of my teaching experience to 
date. In order, they are: 
 

1. A syllabus for a course I taught at Hunter on twentieth-century philosophy. This was a 300-level 
class, which combined lectures with discussion. The challenge I set myself in preparing the syllabus 
was to find a way to introduce students to both the analytic and continental traditions of twentieth-
century philosophy in a single class. 
 

2. A course on philosophy and literature at Hunter, where I taught a combination of upper-level 
undergraduates in philosophy and students for whom this was their first course in philosophy. 
 

3. The introductory course I have taught at Hunter. This course consists almost entirely of students 
encountering philosophy for the first time. 

 
4. A syllabus for the second academic quarter of the year-long Human Being and Citizen seminar that 

I taught at the University of Chicago. The students are first-year undergraduates who are 
encountering college-level writing and discussion for the first time. 
 

5. A syllabus for Technology & Society II, a course I taught in McMaster University’s Arts & Science 
Program. The students were third- and fourth-year undergraduates in a highly selective program. 
As a result, I was comfortable giving them considerable independence in their research, and 
assigning a longer research paper. 
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Twentieth-Century Philosophy 
PHILO 320 

 
Fall Semester 2017 

 
 

Professor: David Egan 
Office: 1249A West Building 
Office hours: Tuesdays/Fridays 3:45 – 5:00  

Class: 505 West Building 
Tuesdays/Fridays 2:10–3:25 

 
 
COURSE DESCRIPTION 
 
Western philosophy in the twentieth century is often perceived as developing in two distinct and antagonistic 
streams: the “continental” and “analytic” traditions. This course will examine the points of connection and 
conflict between these two traditions by considering three encounters between major figures from each 
tradition: Frege and Husserl, Carnap and Heidegger, and Austin, Derrida, and Searle. By considering how 
both traditions arrive at these moments of encounter and evolve from them, we will get an overview of 
twentieth-century philosophy as a whole, and an appreciation of the difficulties of philosophical method: all 
three of these encounters are essentially debates about how to do philosophy.  
 
REQUIRED TEXTS 
 

• Ludwig Wittgenstein, Tractatus Logico-Philosophicus, trans. Pears & McGuinness (Routledge) 
• J. L. Austin, How To Do Things With Words (Harvard) 
• Jacques Derrida, Limited Inc, trans. Samuel Weber and Jeffrey Mehlman (Northwestern) 

 
Additional texts will be made available in PDF format on the course website. 
 
A note about translations: There is more than one translation of a number of texts we’ll be reading in this 
course, most notably Wittgenstein’s Tractatus. Because we’ll be making careful reference to the texts under 
discussion it will be helpful for us all to be working with the same translation. If you can read German or 
French, you’re very welcome to follow along in the original language as well. 
 
GRADE BREAKDOWN 
 

First paper: 15% 
Second paper: 20% 
Third paper: 25% 
Class presentation: 15% 
Class participation: 25% 
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SCHEDULE OF READINGS AND ASSIGNMENTS 
 
Fri. Aug. 25 Introduction (no assigned reading)  
Tue. Aug. 29 Frege, Foundations of Arithmetic, Preface and 

chap. 1 
 

Fri. Sept. 1 Frege, Basic Laws of Arithmetic, Introduction 
Frege, Review of Husserl’s Philosophie der 
Arithmetik (extract) 

 

Tue. Sept. 5 Husserl, Logical Investigations, Introduction 
and chaps. 1–2 

 

Fri. Sept. 8 Husserl, Logical Investigations, chaps. 3–4  
Tue. Sept. 12 Husserl, Logical Investigations, chap. 11  
Fri. Sept. 15 Husserl, “Philosophy as Rigorous Science,” 

p. 249–71 
 

Tue. Sept. 19 University holiday – no class  
Fri. Sept. 22 University holiday – no class  
Tue. Sept. 26 Husserl, “Philosophy as Rigorous Science,” 

p. 271–94 
 

Fri. Sept. 29 University holiday – no class First paper: 11:59pm on Sept. 28 
Tue. Oct. 3 Russell, “Logical Atomism”  
Fri. Oct. 6 Wittgenstein, Tractatus 1–3.144  
Tue. Oct. 10 Wittgenstein, Tractatus 3.2-4.128  
Fri. Oct. 13 Wittgenstein, Tractatus 6.3–7  
Tue. Oct. 17 Carnap, “Pseudoproblems in Philosophy” I  
Fri. Oct. 20 Carnap, “Pseudoproblems in Philosophy” II  
Tue. Oct. 24 Heidegger, Basic Problems of Phenomenology, 

Introduction 
 

Fri. Oct. 27 Heidegger, “What is Metaphysics?”  
Tue. Oct. 31 Carnap, “The Elimination of Metaphysics 

through Logical Analysis of Language” 
 

Fri. Nov. 3 Ayer, Language, Truth, and Logic, chap. 1 Second paper: 11:59pm on Nov. 3 
Tue. Nov. 7 Austin, How to Do Things with Words, 1–4  
Fri. Nov. 10 Austin, How to Do Things with Words, 5–7  
Tue. Nov. 14 Austin, How to Do Things with Words, 8–12  
Fri. Nov. 17 Derrida, “The Supplement of Copula: 

Philosophy before Linguistics” 
 

Tue. Nov. 21 Derrida, “Signature Event Context”  
Fri. Nov. 24 University holiday – no class  
Tue. Nov. 28 Searle, “Reiterating the Differences”  
Fri. Dec. 1 Derrida, Limited Inc, a–k  
Tue. Dec. 5 Derrida, Limited Inc, l–s  
Fri. Dec. 8 Derrida, Limited Inc, t–z  
Tue. Dec. 12 Cavell, “What Did Derrida Want from 

Austin?” 
Third paper: 11:59pm on Dec. 15 
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COURSE COMPONENTS 
 
Paper assignments 
 
You are required to write three short papers for this course (around 1200–1500 words), one on each of the 
three philosophical encounters we treat in the course. I will aim to make paper topics available to you two 
weeks in advance of the paper deadline. I’m happy to talk to you about the paper before it’s due and I also 
encourage you to visit the Rockowitz Writing Center for help with writing assignments and other academic 
support. You can find more information about the Center at http://rwc.hunter.cuny.edu. 
 
Class presentations 
 
You are required to give a presentation on one day’s reading to the rest of the class. The purpose of the 
presentation is twofold: to give you greater ownership over the shape of the discussion and to encourage 
you to think more rigorously about a particular reading. I will make a sign-up sheet for presentations available 
shortly after the first class. The presentation comes in three parts: 
 

• Visual schematization of the philosopher’s argument: On a single piece of paper, construct a 
map of the overall shape of the argument in the reading you have selected. This could take the form 
of a simple handout-style list of key points and concepts but I encourage you to get creative. See if 
you can find a way of presenting visually how the argument holds together in a way that allows us to 
see the philosopher’s argument more clearly than the text you’ve read does. You’ll have to provide a 
copy of the handout for each student in the class as well as for me. If you get it to me 24 hours 
before the class, I’m happy to do the copying and/or printing. Otherwise it’s up to you. 

• Oral presentation of the philosopher’s argument: At (or near) the beginning of the class, you’ll 
give a short presentation in which you talk us through the visual schematization you’ve created. 

• Discussion question(s): After you’ve presented the philosopher’s argument, I want you to open 
things up for discussion with one or more questions. Don’t simply state the question(s) you want to 
discuss but also motivate it: identify some difficulty or problem in the text, explain why it’s difficult 
or problematic, and explain how the question you want to raise might help us to address it. 

 
Class participation 
 
You are expected to attend every meeting of the class and to come prepared to discuss the assigned readings. 
This doesn’t just mean that you’ll have read the assigned readings, it also means you’ll have thought about 
them, formulated questions about things that puzzle or intrigue you, and considered possible answers to 
those questions. In effect, before every class you should do a more low-key version of what I’m asking you 
to do in your presentation. 

 
Your grade for participation isn’t based on how brilliant you are in discussion, but on how you comport 
yourselves as citizens of the little republic of our classroom. I’m interested in the comment or question that’s 
helpful for the discussion. That might be an insight that occurred to no one else. But it might just as well be 
the really obvious question that everyone was afraid to ask for fear of looking stupid, but everyone is very 
relieved that you asked it. With regard to participation, I’m not concerned with how rich your discussion is, 
but with how rich our discussion is, and your participation grade will reflect how well I feel you’ve contributed 
to that latter concern. 
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Contributions to class discussion are most helpful when they’re concise, pertinent to the discussion, and focused on 
the text. To take each of these criteria in turn: 
 

• Concision: Resolving to make your contributions concisely not only allows more time for others to 
speak, but it also forces you to be more precise in what you mean and less liable to ramble.  

• Pertinence: Because we’re trying to have a conversation as a group, it’s important that we all remain 
on the same topic. Sometimes you’ll have something wonderful to say that’s off the topic of 
discussion and you’ll just have to let it go. Or better yet, write it down so you remember it for later.  

• Focus on the text: The discussion is most fruitful when it focuses closely on the text. Occasionally it 
can help to look at the bigger picture, but a discussion that isn’t grounded in the text usually involves 
a lot of hand waving and not a lot of traction. 

 
Especially if you’re shy, it’s a good idea to resolve beforehand to make at least one remark in every seminar, 
and it might help that along if you think about questions you’d like to ask in advance. If you’re the opposite 
of shy, it’s good to be mindful of not dominating the conversation too much. One mark of good citizenship 
is generosity toward your co-discussants: allow their voices to be heard as well, and help them develop their 
thoughts. 
 
PLAGIARISM AND ACADEMIC DISHONESTY 
 
As students in a university, you are part of a community that is founded in ideas. Because we take ideas very 
seriously, we also take academic honesty very seriously. If you express an idea in speech or writing, it is 
assumed to be your own unless you make it clear whose idea it is. We use others’ ideas all the time—this is 
part of what it means to engage in a community of ideas—but we must acknowledge the source of those 
ideas when we do. To use the ideas of others without proper acknowledgment constitutes plagiarism, and is 
one of the most serious offences a person can make against the academic community. It shows disrespect 
for the people you are addressing, disrespect for the people whose ideas you are using without 
acknowledgment, and perhaps most important, disrespect for yourself, in that you are trying to present 
yourself as someone you’re not. In brief, don’t plagiarize. 
 
Plagiarism can take many forms. It can involve copying, in whole or in part, words that someone else has 
written. It can involve using the ideas of another person without acknowledgment, even if you put them in 
your own words. And it can involve improper collaboration with your peers. Please discuss your ideas with 
your peers outside of class—this is a good thing—but don’t use someone else’s ideas without acknowledging 
their source, and don’t collaborate in actually writing your papers: that’s something you must do on your 
own. 
 
I’m aware that not all plagiarism happens through evil intent. My main recommendation for avoiding 
plagiarism is to prepare your assignments in advance. Students panicking about an unwritten paper just 
before the deadline are far more liable to succumb to the temptation to plagiarize. Staying organized will 
keep you out of trouble. And talk to me if you’re anxious about a paper. I’m here to help and I want you to 
succeed. 
 
Students caught plagiarizing material will receive a failing grade, simple as that. The college may also subject 
you to additional sanctions in accordance with the policy and procedures outlined in Section V of the 
Undergraduate Catalog. 
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STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 
 
In compliance with the ADA and with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act, Hunter College is committed 
to ensuring educational access and accommodations for all its registered students. Hunter College’s students 
with disabilities and medical conditions are encouraged to register with the Office of AccessABILITY for 
assistance and accommodation. For information and appointment contact the Office of AccessABILITY 
located in Room E1214 or call (212) 772-4857 /or VRS (646) 755-3129. 
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Philosophy, Life, and Literature 
PHILO 200.98 

 
Spring Semester 2018 

Tu/Fr 2:10–3:25 • W505 
 
 

Professor: David Egan 
E-mail: david.egan@hunter.cuny.edu 

Office: W1249A 
Office hours: Tu/Fr 3:45–5:00 

 
 
COURSE DESCRIPTION 
 
Since its beginnings, philosophy has understood itself in comparison with literature—and as often as not in 
competition with it. In Book X of Plato’s Republic, the philosopher Socrates alludes to an “ancient quarrel” 
between poetry and philosophy. Both philosophy and literature have something to teach us about life but 
they do this teaching in seemingly different ways. What can philosophy and literature teach us about life? 
Can both be equally legitimate sources of understanding? Do they provide different kinds of knowledge—
or do they provide knowledge at all? Does either have blind spots that the other reveals? We will address 
these questions by reading a number of philosophical and literary texts in tandem.  
 
REQUIRED TEXTS 
 

• Sophocles, The Three Theban Plays, trans. Robert Fagles (Penguin) 
• Leo Tolstoy, The Death of Ivan Ilyich, trans. Richard Pevear and Larissa Volokhonsky (Vintage) 
• Franz Kafka, The Metamorphosis and Other Stories, trans. Willa and Edwin Muir (Schocken) 
• J. M. Coetzee, The Lives of Animals (Princeton) 

 
Additional texts will be made available in PDF format on the course Blackboard site. 
 
A note about translations: There is more than one translation of the texts by Sophocles, Tolstoy, and Kafka. 
Because we’ll be making careful reference to the texts under discussion it will be helpful for us all to be 
working with the same translation.  
 
GRADE BREAKDOWN 
 
Three short papers: 25% each 
Attendance and participation: 25% 
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SCHEDULE OF READINGS  
 
Tue. Jan. 30 Introduction 
Fri. Feb. 2 Iris Murdoch, “Literature and Philosophy: A Conversation with Bryan Magee” 

Philosophy vs. Literature I: The Greeks 
Tue. Feb. 6 Plato, Apology 
Fri. Feb. 9 Sophocles, Oedipus the King, lines 1–706 
Tue. Feb. 13 Sophocles, Oedipus the King, lines 707–1684 
Fri. Feb. 16 Plato, Republic 376d–398b and 595a–608b 
Tue. Feb. 20 University holiday – no class 
Fri. Feb. 23 Friedrich Nietzsche, The Birth of Tragedy, §§1–7, 24–25 

Literature as a Source of Knowledge 
Tue. Feb. 27 Leo Tolstoy, The Death of Ivan Ilyich, chaps. 1–6 
Fri. Mar. 2 Leo Tolstoy, The Death of Ivan Ilyich, chaps. 7–12 
Tue. Mar. 6 Jerome Stolnitz, “On the Cognitive Triviality of Art” 
Fri. Mar. 9 Alex Burri, “Art and the View from Nowhere” 
Tue. Mar. 13 Gregory Currie, “The Moral Psychology of Fiction” 
Fri. Mar. 16 Stanley Cavell, “Knowing and Acknowledging” 

Literature as a Source of Moral Understanding 
Tue. Mar. 20 Alice Munro, “Differently” 
Fri. Mar. 23 Noël Carroll, “The Wheel of Virtue: Art, Literature, and Moral Knowledge” 
Tue. Mar. 27 Joshua Landy, “A Nation of Madame Bovarys: On the Possibility and 

Desirability of Moral Improvement through Fiction” 
 SPRING BREAK 
Tue. Apr. 10 Martha Nussbaum, “‘Finely Aware and Richly Responsible’: Literature and the 

Moral Imagination” 
Wed. Apr. 11 Cora Diamond, “Missing the Adventure: Reply to Martha Nussbaum” 

Philosophy vs. Literature II: The Lives of Animals 
Fri. Apr. 13 Franz Kafka, “The Metamorphosis,” I 
Tue. Apr. 17 Franz Kafka, “The Metamorphosis,” II–III 
Fri. Apr. 20 Thomas Nagel, “What Is It Like to Be a Bat?” 
Tue. Apr. 24 Peter Singer, “All Animals Are Equal” 
Fri. Apr. 27 Cora Diamond, “Eating Meat and Eating People” 
Tue. May 1 Franz Kafka, “Report to an Academy” 
Fri. May 4 J. M. Coetzee, The Lives of Animals, “The Philosophers and the Animals” 
Tue. May 8 J. M. Coetzee, The Lives of Animals, “The Poets and the Animals” 
Fri. May 11 Peter Singer, “Reflections” (in The Lives of Animals) 

Cora Diamond, “The Difficulty of Reality and the Difficulty of Philosophy” 
The Unsatisfactoriness of Philosophy and Literature 

Tue. May 15 Yasunari Kawabata, “The Man Who Did Not Smile” 
Friedrich Nietzsche, The Gay Science §298 and Beyond Good and Evil §296 
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COURSE COMPONENTS 
 
Paper assignments 
 
As you can see on the previous page, the course is divided into four major parts. There will be a paper 
assignment at the end of each of the four parts and you are required to write short papers (around 1200–
1500) in response to three of the four assignments. That means you can skip one of the four assignments as 
best suits your schedule, but you have to tell me in advance of the paper deadline that you don’t intend to 
submit. 
 
In addition, you have the option to make one of your three assignments a creative response. That is, instead 
of writing a standard academic paper, you can write a short piece of fiction that in some way responds to 
and addresses the issues raised in that part of the course. Your piece of fiction can be entirely original or it 
can be a work of “fan fiction,” spinning off from one of the fictional works we read in that part. Only one 
of your three papers can be a creative paper: I want you to write at least two standard academic essays. 
 
I will aim to make paper topics available to you two weeks in advance of the paper deadline. I’m happy to 
talk to you about the paper before it’s due and I also encourage you to visit the Rockowitz Writing Center 
for help with writing assignments and other academic support. You can find more information about the 
Center at http://rwc.hunter.cuny.edu. 
 
Attendance and Participation 
 
You are expected to attend every meeting of the class and to come prepared to discuss the assigned readings. 
This doesn’t just mean that you’ll have read the assigned readings, it also means you’ll have thought about 
them, formulated questions about things that puzzle or intrigue you, and considered possible answers to 
those questions. At or near the beginning of each class, I will ask each of you in turn to offer an observation 
for further discussion. These observations should come in two parts: 
 

• Identify some moment in the reading for that day that you found intriguing, puzzling, exciting, or 
stimulating. Explain what it is that interested you about this moment.  

• Raise a question about this moment that you would like to discuss further and/or make an 
observation that occurred to you in connection with this moment.  

 
I can’t guarantee that we’ll touch on everybody’s thoughts in every class, but I’ll make an effort to incorporate 
your thoughts into the discussion that follows. 

 
Your grade for participation isn’t based on how brilliant you are in discussion, but on how you comport 
yourselves as citizens of the little republic of our classroom. I’m interested in the comment or question that’s 
helpful for the discussion. That might be an insight that occurred to no one else. But it might just as well be 
the really obvious question that everyone was afraid to ask for fear of looking stupid, but everyone is very 
relieved that you asked it. With regard to participation, I’m not concerned with how rich your discussion is, 
but with how rich our discussion is, and your participation grade will reflect how well I feel you’ve contributed 
to that latter concern. 
 
Especially if you’re shy, it’s a good idea to resolve beforehand to make at least one remark in every class, and 
it might help that along if you think about questions you’d like to ask in advance. If you’re the opposite of 
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shy, it’s good to be mindful of not dominating the conversation too much. One mark of good citizenship is 
generosity toward your co-discussants: allow their voices to be heard as well, and help them develop their 
thoughts. 
 
PLAGIARISM AND ACADEMIC DISHONESTY 
 
As students in a university, you are part of a community that is founded in ideas. Because we take ideas very 
seriously, we also take academic honesty very seriously. If you express an idea in speech or writing, it is 
assumed to be your own unless you make it clear whose idea it is. We use others’ ideas all the time—this is 
part of what it means to engage in a community of ideas—but we must acknowledge the source of those 
ideas when we do. To use the ideas of others without proper acknowledgment constitutes plagiarism, and is 
one of the most serious offences a person can make against the academic community. It shows disrespect 
for the people you are addressing, disrespect for the people whose ideas you are using without 
acknowledgment, and perhaps most important, disrespect for yourself, in that you are trying to present 
yourself as someone you’re not. Don’t do it. 
 
Plagiarism can take many forms. It can involve copying, in whole or in part, words that someone else has 
written. It can involve using the ideas of another person without acknowledgment, even if you put them in 
your own words. And it can involve improper collaboration with your peers. Please discuss your ideas with 
your peers outside of class—this is a good thing—but don’t use someone else’s ideas without acknowledging 
their source, and don’t collaborate in actually writing your papers: that’s something you must do on your 
own. 
 
I’m aware that not all plagiarism happens through evil intent. My main recommendation for avoiding 
plagiarism is to prepare your assignments in advance. Students panicking about an unwritten paper just 
before the deadline are far more liable to succumb to the temptation to plagiarize. Staying organized will 
keep you out of trouble. And talk to me if you’re anxious about a paper. I’m here to help and I want you to 
succeed. 
 
Students caught plagiarizing material will receive a failing grade, simple as that. The college may also subject 
you to additional sanctions in accordance with the policy and procedures outlined in Section V of the 
Undergraduate Catalog. 
 
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 
 
In compliance with the ADA and with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act, Hunter College is committed 
to ensuring educational access and accommodations for all its registered students. Hunter College’s 
students with disabilities and medical conditions are encouraged to register with the Office of 
AccessABILITY for assistance and accommodation. For information and appointment contact the Office 
of AccessABILITY located in Room E1214 or call (212) 772-4857 /or VRS (646) 755-3129. 
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Introduction to Philosophy 
PHILO 101 

 
Spring Semester 2019 

Section 04 • Mo/Th 11:10–12:25 • W505 
Section 05 • Mo/Th 4:10–5:25 • W505 

 
Professor: David Egan 
E-mail: david.egan@hunter.cuny.edu 

Office: 1447 West Building 
Office hours: Mo/Th 12:45 – 2:30 

 
 
COURSE DESCRIPTION 
 
What is philosophy about? It wouldn’t be wrong to say “everything”: philosophy 
applies the tools of critical thinking to ask fundamental questions about the nature 
of reality and our place in it. This course offers an introduction to some of the basic 
questions and methods of philosophy. 
 
THREE GUIDING PRINCIPLES 
 
1) Philosophy is conversational: Philosophy isn’t something we do alone; we do 

it in conversation with others. I will give significant class time to discussion in 
small groups and with the class as a whole. 

2) Philosophy is global: Although the readings for the course will tilt toward the 
tradition of Western philosophy in which I was trained, we will also discuss ideas 
from Asian philosophy to get some picture of the global reach of philosophy. 

3) Philosophy is inescapable: You’ve probably never studied philosophy in a 
classroom context, but we’re all doing philosophy all the time. Philosophy is 
really just an intensification of the deeply human tendencies to think and ask 
questions. Many of the questions we will ask are very abstract, but they reflect 
concerns that touch all of us. 

 
REQUIRED TEXTS 
 

• Plato, Five Dialogues, trans. G. M. A. Grube and John Cooper (Hackett) 
• Mark Siderits, Buddhism as Philosophy (Hackett) 

 
Additional texts will be made available in PDF format on the course Blackboard site. 
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SCHEDULE OF READINGS  
 
Thu. Jan. 31 Introduction 

Virtue and the Good Life 
Mon. Feb. 4 Plato, Euthyphro 
Thu. Feb. 7 Plato, Apology 
Mon. Feb. 11 Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, Book I, chaps. 1–5, 7, and 13 
Thu. Feb. 14 Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, Book X, chaps. 6–9 
Thu. Feb. 21 Siderits, Buddhism as Philosophy, chap. 1 (optional) 

Siderits, Bhuddism as Philosophy, chap. 2 (required) 
Mon. Feb. 25 Siderits, Buddhism as Philosophy, chap. 2 

Personal Identity 
Thu. Feb. 28 Locke, “Of Identity and Diversity” 
Mon. Mar. 4 Williams, “The Self and the Future” 
Thu. Mar. 7 Parfit, “Personal Identity” 
Mon. Mar. 11 Siderits, Buddhism as Philosophy, chap. 3 
Thu. Mar. 14 Siderits, Buddhism as Philosophy, chap. 4 
Mon. Mar. 18 Catch up and review 
Thu. Mar. 21 Midterm exam 

Free Will 
Mon. Mar. 25 Sider, “Free Will and Determinism” 
Thu. Mar. 28 Strawson, “The Impossibility of Moral Responsibility” 
Mon. Apr. 1 Frankfurt, “Freedom of the Will and the Concept of a Person” (§I and §II) 
Thu. Apr. 4 Frankfurt, “Freedom of the Will and the Concept of a Person” (to the end) 

Ethics and Altruism 
Mon. Apr. 8 Singer, “Famine, Affluence, and Morality” 
Thu. Apr. 11 MacAskill, Doing Good Better, chaps. 1–2 
Mon. Apr. 15 Srinivasan, “Stop the Robot Apocalypse”  

Le Guin, “The Ones Who Walk Away From Omelas” 
Thu. Apr. 18 Wolf, “Moral Saints” 

SPRING BREAK 
Death 

Mon. Apr. 29 Nagel, “Death” 
Thu. May 2 Williams, “The Makropulos Case: Reflections on the Tedium of Mortality” 
Mon. May 6 Plato, Phaedo 57a–78b 
Thu. May 9 Plato, Phaedo 78b–100a 
Mon. May 13 Plato, Phaedo 100b–118a 
Thu. May 16 (Optional) Review 

 
GRADE BREAKDOWN 
 

• Six quizzes: 20% 
• Midterm exam: 25% 
• Final exam: 35% 
• Attendance and participation: 20% 
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COURSE COMPONENTS 
 
Quizzes 
 
Six times during the semester, I will distribute a short quiz at the beginning of class. The quizzes 
will consist of short questions to check that you’ve done the reading and are up to speed on the 
ideas we’re dealing with in class. I will not announce in advance which days the quizzes will be held 
and there will be no make-up quizzes. That said, I will only count the best five results toward your 
final grade, so if you get a zero on one of the quizzes it won’t count against you. I will distribute 
the quizzes at the beginning of class: consider that incentive to show up on time! 
 
Exams 
 
There will be two exams in the course to assess your understanding of the material in the course. 
The mid-term exam will be in class on Thursday, March 21st, and the final exam will be at the 
assigned date and time during the exam period. For section 04, the exam is 11:30–1:30 on 
Monday, May 20th. For section 05, the exam is 3:00–5:00 on Wednesday, May 22nd. There is 
no make-up time for the exam so you must make sure you’re available to sit the exam at the 
scheduled time and date. 
 
Attendance and participation 
 
We’re a fairly large group, but I want us to pursue philosophy according to the model set by 
Socrates: in conversation. That means that I expect you not only to arrive in class on time and 
having thought carefully about the assigned readings, but also ready to talk about them. We will 
have conversations both as a whole class and in smaller groups.  
 
Your participation grade will be based on how helpful you were in contributing the class discussion. 
That might be an insight that occurred to no one else. But it might just as well be the really obvious 
question that everyone was afraid to ask for fear of looking stupid, but everyone is very relieved 
that you asked it. With regard to participation, I’m not concerned with how rich your discussion is, 
but with how rich our discussion is, and your participation grade will reflect how well I feel you’ve 
contributed to that latter concern. 
 
Some people feel very comfortable talking in front of a group. Some people feel very uncomfortable 
doing so. If you fall into that latter group, I encourage you to take more of a lead in small group 
discussions where you’ll have fewer eyes on you. And I also want to assure you that if you show 
up regularly and on time and stay alert through the class, I’ll notice this and you’ll do fine for the 
attendance and participation portion of your grade. 
 
STUDENTS WITH DISABILITIES 
 
In compliance with the ADA and with Section 504 of the Rehabilitation Act, Hunter College is 
committed to ensuring educational access and accommodations for all its registered students. 
Hunter College’s students with disabilities and medical conditions are encouraged to register with 
the Office of AccessABILITY for assistance and accommodation. For information and appointment 
contact the Office of AccessABILITY located in Room E1214 or call (212) 772-4857 /or VRS (646) 
755-3129. 
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HUMAN BEING AND CITIZEN 
HUMANITIES (HUMA) 12400 
 
Winter Quarter 2017 

 
Instructor: David Egan E-mail: degan@uchicago.edu 
Office: Gates-Blake 412 Office hours: Thursday 11–1 

or by appointment 
 

Writing intern: Kendall Sharp E-mail: krsharp@uchicago.edu 
Office: Gates-Blake 514 Office hours: by appointment 

 
OVERVIEW AND AIMS 
 
In this course, we will read some of the central texts of the Western literary and philosophical 
traditions, and examine how they address the questions of what it means to be human and what it 
means to be citizens of a community. In the process, we will grapple with these questions ourselves. 
 
This course is also an induction of sorts into college-level academic work in the Humanities. You will 
practice and refine the essential skills of close, critical reading, of clear, argumentative writing, and of 
articulate and courteous discussion. You will emerge as full-fledged citizens of the academic 
community. 
 
Both our seminar discussions and the paper assignments will focus closely on the primary texts. We 
will read these texts in their entirety, and will focus on what we can learn from them. Additional facts 
or ideas are well and good, but they can only help us if we’ve first attended closely to the primary 
texts themselves. 
 
In addition to meeting as a large group twice a week, you will have three writing seminars per 
quarter where you will meet in smaller groups with your writing intern. Writing seminars are an 
essential feature of the course, for which you receive a distinct grade. Equipping you with college-
level writing skills is one of the central aims of this course. 
 
REQUIRED TEXTS 
 
Available at Seminary Co-op 
Aristotle, Nicomachean Ethics, trans. Roger Crisp. Cambridge. 
St. Augustine, Confessions, trans. Henry Chadwick. Oxford. 
Dante Alighieri, Inferno, trans. Robert M. Durling. Oxford. 
 
Available online 
Selections from Primo Levi, If This Is A Man, available on Chalk 
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SCHEDULE 
 
Week 1 Jan. 3 Nicomachean Ethics I 
 Jan. 5 Nicomachean Ethics II, III.6–12, IV 
Week 2 Jan. 10 Nicomachean Ethics III.1–5, V.8 
 Jan. 12 Nicomachean Ethics V–VI  
Week 3 Jan. 17 Nicomachean Ethics VII.1–10 
 Jan. 19 Nicomachean Ethics VIII–IX 
Week 4 Jan. 24 Nicomachean Ethics VII.11–14, X 
 Jan. 26 Confessions I–II 
 Jan. 29 First paper (1500–2000 words) due by 11:59pm 
Week 5 Jan. 31 Confessions III–IV 
 Feb. 2 Confessions V–VII 
Week 6 Feb. 7 Confessions VIII–IX 
 Feb. 9 Confessions X–XI 

Film screening: The Tree of Life (7–10pm, location 
TBD) 

Week 7 Feb. 14 Confessions XII–XIII 
 Feb. 16 

 
Feb. 19 

Inferno 1–4 
Sequence-wide lecture (7–8pm, location TBD) 
Second paper (1500–2000 words) due by 11:59pm 

Week 8 Feb. 21 Inferno 5–11 
 Feb. 23 Inferno 12–17 
Week 9 Feb. 28 Inferno 18–26 
 Mar. 2 Inferno 27–34 
Week 10 Mar. 7 Selections from Primo Levi, If This Is A Man 
 Mar. 12 Third paper (1500–2000 words) due by 11:59pm 

 
EVALUATION 
 

First paper: 20% 
Second paper: 20% 
Third paper: 20% 

Class presentation: 
Participation: 

Progress points: 

10% 
20% 
10% 
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COURSE COMPONENTS 
 
Papers 
 
One of the central aims of this course is to introduce you to university-level writing, so the writing 
assignments are a central feature of your work. I will look for, and expect, greater sophistication in 
your writing as you progress through this quarter, and through the year. 
 
The last page of this syllabus gives a list of the criteria I will use to grade your work. I strongly 
suggest that you familiarize yourself with this list. 
 
Writing seminars 
 
There will be three writing seminars this quarter, which will be scheduled by your writing intern. 
You must attend these seminars: you cannot graduate if you don’t. Also, they’re very helpful. These 
seminars will help you develop and hone the writing skills that are essential to this course.  
 
Class presentation 
 
In pairs, all students will be responsible for launching the class discussion on one day during the 
quarter. This needn’t be an overly formal presentation (you don’t have to get up in front of the class, 
for instance), but it should have the following components: 
 

• Find one (or at most two, provided they’re related) passage in the text assigned for that day 
that you find particularly interesting, confusing, unexpected, or puzzling. Explain to the class 
why you find it particularly interesting, confusing, unexpected, or puzzling. 

• Identify a question or interpretive problem that arises from this passage in the text. You can 
raise more than one problem provided they’re related, but try to keep the discussion focused.  

• Present at least two distinct ways of working through the interpretive problem(s) you have 
found in this passage. These distinct interpretations don’t have to be opposed to one another, 
but they should show different ways of thinking about the problems you’ve raised. 

 
One of the central aims of this exercise is to get us to look closely at a particular passage in the text. 
Choose your interpretive problem(s) and interpretations carefully so that the discussion that follows 
remains focused on the passage you’ve selected. Discussions that veer into generalizing about the 
text as a whole tend to be vaguer, less precise, and so less productive. 
 
You are required to e-mail me an outline of your presentation by midnight of the day before you give the 
presentation. Both presenters will be given the same grade, and you are both expected to do the same 
amount of work. If I feel your efforts have been unevenly distributed, this will affect the grade that 
both of you receive. 
 
Class participation 
 
You are expected to attend every meeting of the class (except in some highly unusual cases—see 
course policies below), and to come prepared to discuss the assigned readings. This doesn’t just mean 
that you’ll have read the assigned readings, it also means you’ll have thought about them, formulated 
questions about things that puzzle or intrigue you, and considered possible answers to those 
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questions. (Your preparation for your class presentation is essentially the kind of preparation you 
should do before every class.) 
 
Your grade for participation isn’t based on how brilliant you are in discussion, but on how you 
comport yourselves as citizens of the little republic of our classroom. I’m interested in the comment 
or question that’s helpful for the discussion. That might be an insight that occurred to no one else. 
But it might just as well be the really obvious question that everyone was afraid to ask for fear of 
looking stupid, but everyone is very relieved that you asked it. With regard to participation, I’m not 
concerned with how rich your discussion is, but with how rich our discussion is, and your participation 
grade will reflect how well I feel you’ve contributed to that latter concern. 
 
Contributions to class discussion are most helpful when they’re concise, pertinent to the discussion, and 
focused on the text. To take each of these criteria in turn: 
 

• Concision: Resolving to make your contributions concisely not only allows more time for 
others to speak, but it also forces you to be more precise in what you mean and less liable to 
ramble.  

• Pertinence: Because we’re trying to have a conversation as a group, it’s important that we all 
remain on the same topic. Sometimes you’ll have something wonderful to say that’s off the 
topic of discussion and you’ll just have to let it go. Or better yet, write it down so you 
remember it for later.  

• Focus on the text: The discussion is most fruitful when it focuses closely on the text. 
Occasionally it can help to look at the bigger picture, but a discussion that isn’t grounded in 
the text usually involves a lot of hand waving and not a lot of traction. 

 
Especially if you’re shy, it’s a good idea to resolve beforehand to make at least one remark in every 
seminar, and it might help that along if you think about questions you’d like to ask in advance. If 
you’re the opposite of shy, it’s good to be mindful of not dominating the conversation too much. One 
mark of good citizenship is generosity toward your co-discussants: allow their voices to be heard as 
well, and help them develop their thoughts. 
 
Progress points 
 
Your course grade is generally determined on an absolute scale: for instance, I grade each paper in 
terms of how well-written I think that paper is relative to the standards I set out on the final page of 
this syllabus and without consideration of how it compares to your previous work. But this quarter, I 
will set aside 10% of your grade to reflect the progress you’ve made in your own work. I realize you 
came to this course with varying degrees of background and preparation, and I want some of your 
grade to reflect how you’ve progressed from your particular starting point. 
 
The baseline for your progress points will be your grade for the other 90% of the class: if you’re at a 
B+ for the course, the baseline for your progress points will be a B+, so that they will neither boost 
nor decrease your grade. From that baseline, I will add points if I think you’ve shown marked 
improvement in your work over the last two quarters, and (rarely, hopefully never) will deduct points 
if I think you’ve not made much of an effort. 
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Film screening 
 
On Thursday, February 9, we will have a screening of Terrence Malick’s 2011 film, The Tree of Life. 
The film can be seen as a kind of commentary on or adaptation of St. Augustine’s Confessions. 
Attendance is optional, but one of the Augustine paper topics will deal with the film. In case you need 
added incentive, there will also be pizza. I’ll let you know when I’ve got a location secured. 
 
Required lecture 
 
This quarter’s sequence-wide lecture will be given by Professor Christopher Wild, on St. Augustine’s 
Confessions. It will take place at 7pm on Thursday, February 16. Attendance is required, location to be 
decided. 
 
COURSE POLICIES 
 
Absences 
 
You are expected to attend each class, and to arrive on time. An absence will only be excused in 
exceptional circumstances, namely a family emergency that requires you to leave Chicago (or not, if 
you’re from Chicago), religious accommodation, or a serious illness. Please let me know as soon as 
you can if you expect to miss a class.  
 
An unexcused absence costs 5% of your participation grade (or 1% of your total grade for the course), 
but absences only start to count against your grade after two absences. Three late arrivals add up to 
one unexcused absence. “Late arrival” counts as arriving 5 minutes or more later than the start time 
of the class. 
 
Late work 
 
Please make every effort to submit your papers by the scheduled deadlines. Deadlines for paper 
submissions exist for a number of reasons. First, I want you thinking and writing about material that 
we’re discussing in class. Second, I want to spread out assignment due-dates so that you aren’t 
working too hard at any point in the quarter. Third, and probably most important, it’s unfair to other 
students who have worked hard to meet a deadline if you aren’t all held to the same standard. 
 
Work that’s submitted late loses one third of a letter grade (e.g. an A- paper becomes a B+, or a B+ 
paper becomes a B) for every 24-hour period that it’s late. However, students are allowed one no-
questions-asked 24-hour extension per quarter, which they must request before the paper deadline. If 
they do not request an extension in the autumn quarter, that free extension carries over into the 
winter quarter. 
 
Staying within the required word count 
 
Each of the papers comes with a specified word count. The word count includes footnotes, but doesn’t 
include the title, your name, and other bits of information that aren’t a part of your argument. 
Keeping within the word count makes sure that everyone is doing equivalent work. Work that is too 
short simply can’t cover sufficient ground to make a good argument. And work that is too long is 
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usually unnecessarily so: learning to be concise and focused in your arguments is one of the skills you 
will be developing as writers. 
 
Papers get docked one third of a letter grade for every 150 words above or below the word limit. So a 
paper that’s 1499 or 2001 words will lose one third of a letter grade, and a paper that’s 1349 or 2151 
words will lose two thirds of a letter grade. 
 
Plagiarism and academic dishonesty 
 
As students in a university, you are part of a community that is founded in ideas. Because we take 
ideas very seriously, we also take academic honesty very seriously. If you express an idea in speech or 
writing, it is assumed to be your own unless you make it clear whose idea it is. We use others’ ideas 
all the time—this is part of what it means to engage in a community of ideas—but we must 
acknowledge the source of those ideas when we do. To use the ideas of others without proper 
acknowledgment constitutes plagiarism, and is one of the most serious offences a person can make 
against the academic community. It shows disrespect for the people you are addressing, disrespect for 
the people whose ideas you are using without acknowledgment, and perhaps most important, 
disrespect for yourself, in that you are trying to present yourself as someone you’re not. In brief, 
don’t plagiarize. 
 
Plagiarism can take many forms. It can involve copying, in whole or in part, words that someone else 
has written. It can involve using the ideas of another person without acknowledgment, even if you 
put them in your own words. And it can involve improper collaboration with your peers. Please 
discuss your ideas with your peers outside of class—this is a good thing—but don’t use someone 
else’s ideas without acknowledging their source, and don’t collaborate in actually writing the paper: 
that’s something you must do on your own. 
 
I’m aware that not all plagiarism happens through evil intent. Here are two tips for avoiding it: 
 

1. Learn how to cite sources properly. You can find tips online here: 
http://guides.lib.uchicago.edu/cite 

2. Write drafts of your paper and prepare well in advance. Students panicking about an 
unwritten paper just before the deadline are far more liable to succumb to the temptation to 
plagiarize. Staying organized will keep you out of trouble. And talk to the writing intern or 
me if you’re anxious about a paper. We’re here to help and we want you to succeed. 

 
Students caught plagiarizing material will receive a zero for the course. 
 
Electronic devices in the classroom 
 
Some people find it very helpful to have laptops or other electronic devices in the classroom. These 
devices can also be very distracting: at the tip of your fingers you have the whole vast Internet with 
all its blessings and curses. I encourage you not to bring laptops or other electronic devices into the 
classroom. Even activities that you think are helpful—like double-checking some fact under 
discussion on Wikipedia—often distract you and others from the discussion at hand, which should 
always be primarily focused on the texts in front of us. 
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Students may bring electronic devices into the classroom, and may use the Internet, but laptops must 
be closed during discussion. Anyone who is caught breaking this rule will forfeit the right to bring 
electronic devices into the classroom for the rest of the quarter. 
 
Help with writing 
 
One of the aims of this course is to teach you effective college-level writing. You will get ample 
feedback on your papers, and will benefit from three writing seminars per quarter. But there are 
further resources to help you. Both the writing intern and I have office hours and e-mail addresses, 
and we’re very happy to talk with you. In addition, the Writing Program (writing-
program.uchicago.edu) has a number of helpful resources. In particular, writing tutors are available 
to assist you (writing-program.uchicago.edu/resources/tutor.htm), and you can find a handy writing 
guide here: http://writing-program.uchicago.edu/resources/collegewriting/ 
 
Accommodation for students with disabilities 
 
If you require any accommodations for this course, as soon as possible please provide me with a copy 
of your Accommodation Determination Letter (provided to you by the Student Disability Services 
office) so that you may discuss with me how your accommodations may be implemented in this 
course. 
 
The University of Chicago is committed to ensuring the full participation of all students in its 
programs. If you have a documented disability (or think you may have a disability) and, as a result, 
need a reasonable accommodation to participate in class, complete course requirements, or benefit 
from the University's programs or services, you are encouraged to contact Student Disability 
Services as soon as possible. To receive reasonable accommodation, you must be appropriately 
registered with Student Disability Services.  Please contact the office at 773-834-4469/TTY 773-
795-1186 or gmoorehead@uchicago.edu, or visit the website at disabilities.uchicago.edu.  Student 
Disability Services is located in Room 233 in the Administration Building located at 5801 S. Ellis 
Avenue. 
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CRITERIA FOR WRITING A SUCCESSFUL PAPER 
 
Below is a list of criteria that make for a successful paper. We will work toward meeting these criteria over the 
course of the year, and in writing seminars, so don’t panic if your first paper falls short of these criteria. 
Writing well is an aim of the course, not a prerequisite. 
 

• A clearly stated and contestable thesis. This is the central claim you are trying to make in your paper. 
You should be able to state your thesis in a single sentence, and indeed, this sentence should occur in 
your essay. This thesis should be contestable in the sense that not everyone should readily agree with it. 
You are staking out your own view on the question at hand, and to the extent that it’s your view 
rather than just an obvious commonplace, a skeptical reader will be able to doubt it. Although you’ll 
need to spend some time summarizing the text you’re discussing (see evidence, below), a paper that 
contains only summary lacks a thesis, and so falls below the standard that I’m looking for. 

• An introduction that clearly states and motivates your thesis and gives the reader an overview of the 
structure of your argument. Motivating your thesis means providing some reason why this thesis is 
worth arguing. What problem or difficulty are you responding to? Why should your reader find this 
interesting? A motivated thesis is closely connected to a contestable one: if your reader has some reason 
to doubt your thesis, responding to that doubt might provide sufficient motivation. 

• An argument in defense of your thesis. To the extent that your thesis is contestable, you’ll need to 
justify it to an imagined skeptical reader. If your thesis consists of a single, contestable sentence, think 
of your argument as further sentences that defend and support that thesis. Most, if not all, of these 
further sentences will also be contestable, which will require further sentences in defense of those 
sentences. It’s helpful to think of, and respond to, possible counter-arguments to your thesis: what would 
a skeptical reader say, and what can you do to allay this skepticism? 

• Evidence to support your argument. This course focuses on the close reading of primary texts. An 
argument that at no point cites the text under discussion is not focused closely enough on the text. An 
argument is not simply a summary of the text, but you must find relevant passages in the text that 
support the argument you’re making. 

• A logical structure to your argument. A structured argument in defense of a thesis isn’t simply a 
laundry list of points that support your thesis (the five paragraph essay is so high school). Rather, these 
points are generally connected to one another, and to your thesis, in a certain way (“A and B together 
imply C; and if C is true then D is true too; and if my thesis were false, D would be false; so if D is true, 
then so is my thesis”). Often, the paragraphs of a paper will each make a point that builds toward your 
thesis, where the paragraph not only asserts the point, but works to justify it. A good paper will have a 
logic to its structure, and it will wear this logic on its sleeve: that is, you will make it easy for your 
reader to understand the structure of your argument, and why it’s structured in this way. 

• Every sentence in the paper should be relevant to your thesis, and the thesis itself should respond to 
the stated question. If you’ve thought about these texts, you’ll have far more to say about them than 
can fit into a short paper, and not all of your thoughts will be relevant to the particular thesis you’re 
arguing for. Sometimes you have to learn to let go. A brilliant insight that has nothing to do with your 
thesis is a distraction rather than an asset. And a brilliantly argued thesis that doesn’t answer one of 
the assigned essay questions is exciting but ultimately beside the point of the writing exercise. 

• Clear and competent (and, ideally, elegant) use of the English language. Typos and mistakes in 
spelling and grammar matter. So does improper citation. But even an error-free paper can be a mess if 
you use convoluted or confusing language. Don’t try to cram too many thoughts into a single sentence 
or paragraph, and make sure your argument flows smoothly from one sentence to the next, and from 
one paragraph to the next. If I have to read a sentence more than once to understand what you’re 
trying to say, something’s gone wrong. 
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ARTS & SCIENCE 3BB3 • TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY II  • Term 2, 2011-2012 
HUMANS AND OTHER ANIMALS 

 
Non-human animals occupy a perplexing variety of 
roles in contemporary society: they’re food, they’re 
pets, they’re pests, they’re sources of clothing and 
other products, they’re experimental subjects, and 
so on. Depending on their role, we treat them with 
affection, indifference, cruelty, or sentimentality. 
They’re different from us, but also a lot like us in 
many ways. One premise of this course is that our 
conflicting attitude toward animals reflects a 
conflicting attitude toward ourselves. Thinking 
carefully about how we regard animals—and asking how we should regard them—will 
also cast some light on how we regard ourselves. 
 
We’ll begin by looking at some of the ethical perspectives we might take toward animals 
before considering more concretely the place of animals in contemporary society, 
starting with their use as and by technology. In the final weeks, we’ll consider more 
broadly how we should think about our relationship with other animals. 
 
By the end of this course, students should be better informed about the various ways in 
which animals feature in and are used in contemporary society, as well as having 
acquired a familiarity with a number of the central ethical questions surrounding 
animals, and some of the main lines of response. In addition, this work will help them 
reflect more broadly on human nature and its relation to animality. Through class 
assignments, students will hone their critical thinking, reading, and writing skills, while 
also developing their oral communication skills through discussions and presentations. 
 
 

COURSE EVALUATION 

Attendance/participation: 15% 
Discussion boards: 15% 
Animal presentation: 20% 
Conference presentation: 15% 
Final paper: 35% 

 
 

Instructor: David Egan 
E-mail: degan@mcmaster.ca 
Office hours: Mon, 15:00 – 16:00, or by 

appointment, C105 
Lecture: Mon, 19:00-21:00, ABB/136 
Tutorial: Mon, 21:00-22:00, ABB/136 & 

ABB/162 
Teaching Assistant: Maryann Ashley 
E-mail: ashleymp@mcmaster.ca 
Office hours: Wed, 10:30 – 11:30, C105 
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ASSIGNMENTS AND WHAT THEY MEAN 
 
Attendance and participation 
Weekly • See description 
 
At least half of the class time each week will be given over to discussion, whether it be 
in small groups, a seminar setting, or a discussion involving the whole class. We will also 
occasionally use more structured forms of discussion, such as a debate format. You are 
expected to be present at every class (though see the note below about requesting relief 
for missed academic term work), and to be an active participant in these discussions. I 
measure “active participation” not in terms of how much you talk, but rather how much 
your contributions add to the overall discussion. In this respect, asking the question that 
everyone else is afraid to ask can be as helpful as making the remark that no one else 
thought to make. Obviously, adequate preparation (i.e. reading the assigned material) 
will significantly enhance the quality of your contributions. 
 
Discussion boards 
Weekly • See description 
 
You are expected to make a regular 
contribution to the discussion boards for the 
course set up on Avenue to Learn. There is 
no particular length requirement, but I 
would like to see you make at least four 
longer contributions (over 500 words) over 
the course of the term, and at least one 
shorter contribution each week. Your 
contributions can take the form of opening 
a new discussion, adding to a discussion 
that’s already underway, or making a shorter 
comment on what someone else has written. 
 
Think of the discussion boards as a way to 
continue the conversation outside the 
timeframe of the class, and outside the 
tighter restrictions of what we have time to 
discuss in the class: you can ask questions 
about things that puzzle you, explore 
remarks or thoughts that struck you, bring 
in ideas and material that weren’t assigned, 
or start brainstorming and trying out ideas 
for your final paper. Any contribution that 
has some pertinence to the general theme of 
the course is welcome, even (especially) if 

McMaster Policy on Academic Integrity 
 
You are expected to exhibit honesty and use 
ethical behaviour in all aspects of the learning 
process. Academic credentials you earn are 
rooted in principles of honesty and academic 
integrity. Academic dishonesty is to knowingly act 
or fail to act in a way that results or could result 
in unearned academic credit or advantage. This 
behaviour can result in serious consequences—
e.g., the grade of zero on an assignment, loss of 
credit with a notation on the transcript (notation 
reads: “Grade of F assigned for academic 
dishonesty”), and/or suspension or expulsion from 
the university. It is your responsibility to 
understand what constitutes academic dishonesty. 
For information on the various types of academic 
dishonesty, please refer to the Academic Integrity 
Policy, located at 
www.mcmaster.ca/academicintegrity  
 
The following illustrates only three forms of 
academic dishonesty:  
 
1) Plagiarism—e.g., the submission of work that is 
not one’s own or for which other credit has been 
obtained.  
 
2) Improper collaboration in group work.  
 
3) Copying or using unauthorized aids in tests and 
examinations. 
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it’s on a topic that isn’t assigned in the weekly schedule (e.g. pets, wild animals, the 
environmental impact of agriculture, etc.). You will be evaluated on the basis of how you 
contribute to and spark interesting discussion, not on how brilliant your individual 
contribution is, so don’t feel pressured to “be good”: I’d prefer to see you try out ideas 
that you worry are harebrained than write only when you can rigorously back up every 
claim you make. This is your chance to experiment. 
 
Animal presentation 
One week during term • 10–20 minutes 
 
Every week (after the first three) we will begin the class with one or two animal presenta-
tions. In groups of two to four, choose an animal, and put together a presentation on the 
animal and how it features in human society. The presentation should cover as many 
bases as you can reasonably cover within the time constraints. For instance, a 
presentation on pigs would give a brief overview of their physiology and behaviour, and 
then might consider the history of their domestication, the various ways they are used 
in food and other products (not just ham and bacon, but gelatin, leather, etc.), their 
central role in so many children’s stories, their appropriations in pop culture, the way 
they feature in idioms and insults, and so on. (Hint: Reaktion Books has published an 
excellent series of books on individual animals that provide these sorts of introductions.) 
Because this is a group presentation, you will be graded on the quality of the overall 
presentation, not your individual contribution: every member of each group will receive 
the same grade. 
 
Conference presentation 
March 31–April 1 • 10 minutes + 5 minutes Q&A 
 
Rather than keep all the great ideas in your final 
paper to yourself, you’re going to share them with 
the rest of the class. On the weekend of March 31 – 
April 1, we’ll hold a mini-conference (location TBA), 
where each student will give a 10-minute 
presentation on the topic of his or her final paper, 
followed by five minutes of Q&A. The presentation 
gives you an opportunity to try out some of the 
ideas you’re working on for your final paper, and get 
some feedback before you have to hand it in. Ten 
minutes isn’t very long (roughly 1200 – 1500 words 
of typed text, but try timing yourself first) so you 
need to find an engaging way of boiling down the 
core of your argument, and make it accessible to 
people who will have taken the same course as you, 
but not pursued the same research project. Some people prefer to read presentations 
from prepared texts, and some people prefer to speak extemporaneously. The latter is 

Please Note: 
 
a) The instructor and university 
reserve the right to modify elements 
of the course during the term. The 
university may change the dates and 
deadlines for any or all courses in 
extreme circum-stances. If either 
type of modi-fication becomes 
necessary, reason-able notice and 
communication with the students 
will be given with explanation and 
the opportunity to comment on 
changes. It is the responsibility of 
students to check their McMaster 
email and course websites weekly 
during the term and to note any 
changes. 
 
b) I will make announcements in 
class and by using the course e-mail 
distribution list. 
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more interesting, but the former tends to give you greater precision and control in what 
you say. Feel free to choose the style of presentation that best suits you. 
 
Take-home final 
Due April 6 • 5000 +/- 500 words + up to 1000 “extra” words 
 
Write a research paper that explores some aspect of the course in more depth and detail. 
Because the emphasis for the paper is on independent research, I leave the topic and the 
preparation open to you. That said, I strongly encourage you to begin working on the 
paper before classes end, and I also encourage you to discuss possible paper topics with 
me, during office hours or over e-mail (or both). The final paper is longer than usual for 
a half-year course, but it comes in place of a final exam. 
 
Ideally, you will submit your final paper to me electronically in .docx, .doc, or .rtf format. 
It saves paper, and makes comments and feedback tidier. If you prefer to submit a hard 
copy, that’s acceptable as well. 
 
In addition to the body of the paper, you’re invited to write up to 1000 “extra” words, 
which will not be graded (and so there’s no penalty if you don’t write any extra words). 
The purpose of these extra words is to give you a chance to try out some ideas without 
risking a bad grade. It’s of the nature of research projects to be always unfinished: 
wherever you reach in your research, there will always be further thoughts and ideas that 
you haven’t yet quite got a firm grasp on. I encourage you to sketch out some of these 
ideas if you’d like: I want you to feel free to try out some further thoughts—and get some 
feedback on them from me—without worrying about how they’ll be assessed. I will settle 
on a grade for your final paper before even reading your extra words, so that there’s no 
chance that what you write there will influence your grade in any way. 
 
Late papers will be docked 10% if they are up to 24 hours late, and then an additional 5% 
for every further day, up to a total of 40%. Papers that are over a week late will not be 
accepted. 
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Requesting Relief for Missed Academic Term Work 
 
1. Students may request relief from a regularly scheduled midterm, test, assignment, or other 
course component as follows: a) For absences from classes lasting up to five days, students must 
use the McMaster Student Absence Form (MSAF), an on-line, self-reporting tool, for which 
submission of medical or other types of supporting documentation is normally not required. 
Students may use this tool to submit a maximum of one request for relief of missed academic 
work per term. Students must follow up with their course instructors regarding the nature of the 
relief within two days of submitting the form. Failure to do so may negate the opportunity for 
relief. It is the prerogative of the instructor of the course to determine the appropriate relief for 
missed term work in his/her course. b) For absences from classes lasting more than five days, 
students cannot use the MSAF. They MUST report to Diane Crnac in the Arts & Science Program 
Office to discuss their situation and will be required to provide appropriate supporting 
documentation. 
 
 2. Students who wish to submit more than one request for relief of missed academic work per 
term cannot use the MSAF without first reporting to Diane to discuss their situation. They will be 
required to provide supporting documentation and meet with Dr. Wilson, Director of the Arts 
& Science Program. 
 
3. The MSAF cannot be used during any final examination period. 
  
4. Students who require accommodation to meet a religious obligation or to celebrate an 
important religious holiday must make their request to Diane within three weeks of the start of 
term. 
  
5. Students seeking relief due to their representation of the university at an academic or varsity 
athletic event and/or conflicts between two or more overlapping scheduled midterm exams have 
the option of applying for special exam arrangements. Such requests must be supported by 
documentation and made to Diane at least ten working days before the scheduled exam. 
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WEEK-BY-WEEK BREAKDOWN 
 
AER = Armstrong and Botzler, eds., The Animal Ethics Reader, 2nd edition 
G = Albee, The Goat, or Who Is Sylvia? 
LA = Coetzee, The Lives of Animals 
OR = Online readings: links available on course website 
OCP = Online coursepack 
CP = Print coursepack 
 

Week 1: Introduction No assigned readings 
Week 2: Animal ethics Peter Singer, “All Animals are Equal” (OR) 

Christine M. Korsgaard, “Fellow Creatures: Kantian 
Ethics and our Duties to Animals” (OCP) 

Cora Diamond, “Eating Meat and Eating People” 
(OCP) 

Week 3: Animal rights Tom Regan, “The Case for Animal Rights” (AER) 
R. G. Frey, “Rights, Interests, Desires and Beliefs” 

(AER) 
Mary Midgley, Animals and Why They Matter, chs. 5 – 

6 (CP) 
Week 4: Animals as 
food sources 

David DeGrazia, “Meat-Eating” (AER) 
Animal Agricultural Alliance, “Animal Agriculture: 

Myths and Facts” (AER) 
David Foster Wallace, “Consider the Lobster” (OR) 

Week 5: Animals as 
sources of commercial 
products 

No assigned readings. Instead, bring to class some 
common commercial product, having researched 
and prepared to discuss in detail how animals were 
used in its production. If it includes animal parts, 
find out which animals and which parts, how those 
animals are raised, whether and how they’re killed 
to make the product, etc. And consider other ways 
in which animals are involved: as test subjects, as 
labour, etc. 

Week 6: Animals as 
experimental subjects 

Selections from the Canadian Council on Animal 
Care’s Guide to the Care and Use of Experimental 
Animals (OCP) 

Tom Regan, “The Case for Animal Rights” (AER) 
David DeGrazia, “The Ethics of Animal Research: 

What are the Prospects for Agreement?” (AER) 
Baruch A. Brody, “Defending Animal Research: An 

International Perspective” (AER) 
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Week 7: Animals in 
biotechnology 

Jason Scott Robert and Françoise Baylis, “Crossing 
Species Boundaries” (AER) 

Robert Streiffer, “In Defense of the Moral Relevance 
of Species Boundaries” (AER) 

Oliver A. Ryder, “Cloning Advances and Challenges 
for Conservation” (AER) 

Adam Shriver, “Knocking Out Pain in Livestock: 
Can Technology Succeed where Morality has 
Stalled?" (OCP) 

Week 8: Animals in zoos Dale Jamieson, “Against Zoos” (AER) 
Michael Hutchins, Brandle Smith, and Ruth Allard, 
“In Defense of Zoos and Aquariums: The Ethical 
Basis for Keeping Wild Animals in Captivity” 
(AER) 

Kathryn Denning, “Regarding the Zoo: On the 
Deployment of a Metaphor” (OCP) 

Week 9: Animals and 
children’s imagination 

Kieran Egan, “Mythic Understanding” (CP) 
Carolyn L. Burke and Joby G. Copenhaver, “Animals 
as People in Children’s Literature” (OCP) 

Bruno Bettelheim, “The Struggle for Meaning” and 
“The Animal-Groom Cycle of Fairy Tales” (CP) 

Also be prepared to discuss (ideally bring in) a book 
from your childhood (from infancy to pre-
adolescence) that featured animals or imaginary 
creatures. 

Week 10: Animal nature and 
human nature 

Edward Albee, The Goat, or Who Is Sylvia? (G) 
Mary Midgley, “The Concept of Beastliness: 
Philosophy, Ethics, and Animal Behavior” (OR) 

Week 11: Lives of Animals I J. M. Coetzee, “The Philosophers and the Animals” 
(LA) 

Franz Kafka, “Report to an Academy” (CP) 
Thomas Nagel, “What is it Like to be a Bat?” (OR) 
Wolfgang Köhler, “A New Method for the 
Psychological Study of Apes” (CP) 

Week 12: Lives of Animals II J. M. Coetzee, “The Poets and the Animals” (LA) 
Jonathan Swift, “A Voyage to the Country of the 
Houyhnhmns” (CP) 

Jonathan Swift, “A Modest Proposal” (CP) 
Peter Singer, “Reflections” (LA) 
Cora Diamond, “The Difficulty of Reality and the 
Difficulty of Philosophy” (OCP) 
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TEACHING EVALUATIONS 
 
PHILO 228 – EXISTENTIALISM 
 
FALL 2019 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 7 0 0 1 0 1 1 4 6 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 7 0 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.71 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 7 0 0 0 1 1 3 2 5.86 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

7 0 0 0 0 1 2 4 6.43 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 7 0 0 0 0 2 1 4 6.29 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

7 0 0 0 0 0 3 4 6.57 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 7 0 0 0 0 1 1 5 6.57 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 7 0 0 1 1 1 0 4 5.71 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 7 0 0 0 0 2 1 4 6.29 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor provide 
individual attention? 7 0 2 3 2 2.6 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 7 0 1 6 0 2.86 

As much as possible, did the instructor provide 
constructive feedback on work submitted? 7 0 1 6 0 2.86 

How helpful to you were instructor's responses 
to questions that you asked? 7 0 0 5 2 3 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

7 2 0 1 4 1.67 

  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 7 0 7 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 7 0 7 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 7 0 4 3 
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Student comments 
 

• Great Professor. Only thing I wish is that he would provide example of short paper assignments to help guide 
students on what he expects from them specifically pertaining to the textual exegesis.	

• Professor Egan taught one of the most enjoyable classes I have ever taken. The way he prioritizes inclusivity, and 
will never explicitly refute a student's question or response is unique to him, and does a lot to increase class 
participation. He is able to simultaneously allow students to have difficulty with the subject to understand the often 
convoluted concepts, and intellectually challenges the more philosophically proficient, and for this, I can 
recommend his class to anyone.	

• What was different about professor Egan was that he gave us a survey about how the class was going mid 
semester so we had the chance to voice our opinions if we didn't like or liked the way he was teaching, and I 
thought that was helpful, more professors should do it. His class was interesting and the exercises/papers gave the 
students a chance to think deeper and different. He wouldn't pressure students who were shy to talk in class but he 
gave everyone a chance to speak when they had a question/comment. I would take this professor again.	

• This class was one of the best educational experiences I've had so far at Hunter! You're an asset to the Philosophy 
department, and an excellent educator. Thank you for a great semester.	
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PHILO 101 – INTRODUCTION TO PHILOSOPHY (HUNTER) 
 
FALL 2019 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 20 1 0 0 1 3 9 6 5.8 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 20 1 0 0 0 1 6 12 6.3 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 20 1 0 0 0 4 7 8 6 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

20 1 0 0 1 2 7 9 6 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 20 1 0 0 2 2 6 9 5.9 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

20 1 0 0 2 1 5 11 6.1 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 20 1 0 1 0 2 7 9 6 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 20 1 1 3 0 3 4 8 5.4 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 20 1 0 0 1 1 7 10 6.1 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor provide 
individual attention? 20 1 4 15 0 2.7 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 20 0 3 17 0 2.9 

As much as possible, did the instructor provide 
constructive feedback on work submitted? 20 1 3 16 0 2.8 

How helpful to you were instructor's responses 
to questions that you asked? 20 0 3 16 1 2.8 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

20 0 4 16 0 2.8 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 20 0 20 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 20 0 20 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 20 0 20 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 20 0 20 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 20 0 19 1 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 20 0 17 3 
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Student comments 
 

• An amazing teacher!	
• He was the best professor I have ever had. I loved his teaching methods and the way he taught his course. I loved 

how he reviewed the material before every class. He allowed lots of class participation but some of the students 
went off topic and took a lot of class time up.	

• I love the way you discuss philosophy, your lecture is great but the readings is too hard and confusing to read. 
Maybe that's because my English is not good.	

• I feel like for this class, essay prompts are hard to complete as our exams. they couldve been counted as extra 
credit or something that can increase or decrease our grades with little impact. for a class this big, i wouldve 
suggested a multiple choice and short response exams because i know i would have done better on those exams. it 
was a good class, hearing what a lot of other students think and what other philosophers think as well.	

• Professor Egan was most impressive to me in his respect and consideration for his students. He takes the time to 
learn every individual name (of 73 students in the lecture) and truly thinks over every response or question from the 
class. He makes the classroom environment very conducive to asking questions and explains difficult concepts with 
clarity unlike I have heard before. He really is happy to meet one on one to review anything and is there to help you 
understand philosophy. I learned a lot about philosophy, thinking critically and respect for all people.	

• Philosophy consists of quite abstract ideas, it will be better if explanation was more clear and when speaking or 
discussing of certain things, the idea is narrowed down or limited. Less discussion overall as a class because this 
makes less time for you to teach us.	

• Taught to me this out the box and examine different Perspectives. I personally think philosophy is a whole load of 
BS but I enjoyed learning it.	

• Hi	
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PHILO 101-04 – INTRODUCTION TO PHILOSOPHY (HUNTER) 
 
SPRING 2019 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 7 0 1 0 0 0 1 5 6.14 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 7 0 0 0 1 1 1 4 6.14 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 7 0 0 0 0 2 2 3 6.14 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

7 0 0 0 1 2 1 3 5.86 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 7 0 0 0 1 0 2 4 6.29 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

7 0 0 0 1 1 2 3 6 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 7 0 0 1 0 0 1 5 6.29 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 7 0 1 0 0 2 2 2 5.43 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 7 0 0 0 1 1 1 4 6.14 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 7 0 2 5 0 2.71 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 7 0 0 7 0 3 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

7 0 0 6 1 3 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 7 0 1 6 0 2.86 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

7 0 2 3 2 2.6 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 7 0 7 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 7 0 7 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 7 0 5 2 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 7 0 7 0 
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Student comments 
 

• Great teacher! Made the information very interesting even though some of the readings were tough. Really wants 
students to succeed and this is evident in the fact that he always gives handouts so the students don't even need to 
take notes and makes his quizzes very simple as long as you pay attention and gives out the exam questions 
before the exams and offers to discuss them with students. Very kind and very interesting. Made philosophy easy to 
be understood no matter the crowd which is great. Would love to take another class taught by him if he still teaches 
in hunter. Great class!	

• Overall I feel like I learned a bunch about different philosophical concepts. I feel like the structure of the course was 
a bit difficult though given the size of the class. In concept, the idea of philosophy being a conversational and 
interactive discipline is something I think I agree with, however in a medium-to-large class at the introductory level, 
it felt like what that ended up leading to is a small number of students talking (including me), and a larger number of 
students mostly observing in silence. I'm not sure how to crack that nut of encouraging participation without 
sidelining people who didn't feel comfortable doing that, but I do feel like that format might work much better with a 
small class of 10-15ish instead of 25-30. I did appreciate how you went out of your way to learn everyone's name in 
class - I can imagine for a lot of people that helped to bring them into the discussions and make them feel included - 
most professors are not nearly as good about that as you are. Also, this might not be a generalizable feeling, but I 
think that philosophy can feel very abstract, given that it seems to be mostly focused around rational and intellectual 
debating and arguments, and I think it can be more difficult to feel the practical applications of it in our day to day 
lives. I know the discussions and engagements were one way to help personalize the concepts we discussed, but 
personally, more time talking about "why philosophy" and more discussions of how we could apply it in our lives or 
why it's important for society would have been very welcome for me in a Philosophy 100 class. Even though a lot of 
the concepts felt very important to me, sometimes they still felt extremely theoretical instead of applicable and vital. 
Maybe some personalization would have helped, like "here are some ways philosophy has affected my life 
concretely, and the lives of others" - Singer was definitely the best example of that, but I feel like there could have 
been others. Finally, I think having some writing samples available prior to the midterm would have been ideal, 
considering how heavily weighted the midterm and the final essays are towards the final overall grade. By the time 
the midterm rolled around we had read a lot of different philosophers, but hadn't seen any examples or specific 
guidelines for student writing as it applies to philosophy. Not that this class needed to become a writing seminar at 
all (that's a very different class), but it did feel to me (and I know to others), like we were going in really blind to the 
midterms for something that would end up being a really big part of our grade.	

• A thought-provoking class. The professor is very educated in his material.	
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PHILO 101-05 – INTRODUCTION TO PHILOSOPHY (HUNTER) 
 
SPRING 2019 
 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 17 0 0 0 1 0 8 8 6.35 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 17 0 0 0 0 1 4 12 6.65 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 17 0 0 0 1 0 7 9 6.41 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

17 0 0 0 1 0 7 9 6.41 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 17 0 0 1 0 0 6 10 6.41 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

17 0 0 0 1 0 5 11 6.53 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 17 0 0 0 1 1 5 10 6.41 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 17 1 0 2 0 0 4 10 5.94 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 17 0 0 0 1 0 5 11 6.53 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the 
instructor provide individual 
attention? 

17 1 0 15 1 2.88 

As much as possible, did the 
instructor encourage student 
participation? 

17 0 2 15 0 2.88 

As much as possible, did the 
instructor provide constructive 
feedback on work submitted? 

17 1 1 14 1 2.81 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you 
asked? 

17 0 1 16 0 2.94 

Did supplemental materials (for 
example, website, audio/visual aids, 
etc.) enhance course content? 

17 2 2 10 3 2.57 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 17 0 17 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 17 1 16 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 17 0 17 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 17 0 17 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 17 2 14 1 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 17 0 13 4 
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Student comments 
 

• I am very glad I got all the help I needed in this class. This class is the most that keeps challenging on what I think 
or how am I to think. For though I have been more focus on trying to get a good grade in this course, I have learn 
some ideas that I would agree with, and some I would disagree with. It was a great challenge though! I hope I pass 
this course with a good grade! Thanks for the help!	

• Great class, challenged me intellectually. Only problem were grades were a little harsh so unsure of final grades/ 
percentages and how they count. Otherwise no problems and always looked forward to class.	

• Very knowledgeable about subject; fun class and a pleasure to learn the material	
• Excellent professor	
• Thank you so much for this fascinating semester, you have increased my interest in philosophy by 100%. I'll 

definitely continue to take courses in this subject thanks to you. Your lectures and interpretations were wonderful, 
and your paragraph-long written response to my midterm essays (we didn't take the final yet as of this time) was the 
FIRST TIME EVER in 3+ years of being in the american college system that a professor has given me back a 
feedback longer than "very good". It was very refreshing and made me feel like my writing and effort was being 
acknowledged. So thank you for taking the time to do that. Enjoy your summer!	

• Thank you so much Professor Egan for being so kind to us. And really appreciate for your last lesson that taught us 
nothing is free, don’t let the free thing lead your thought to a wrong way. Thank you	

• Everything was very eye opening. Your honest desire to be a better professor was very appreciated. My only wish 
was that the second and third units include a further simplification of the more complex ideas. However, I still 
learned and understood a lot.	
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PHILO 258 – AESTHETICS (HUNTER) 
 
SPRING 2019 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 9 0 0 0 0 0 3 6 6.67 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 9 0 0 0 0 1 0 8 6.78 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 9 0 0 0 1 0 3 5 6.33 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

9 0 0 0 0 0 3 6 6.67 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 9 0 0 0 0 0 2 7 6.78 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

9 0 0 0 0 1 2 6 6.56 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 9 0 0 0 0 0 1 8 6.89 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 9 0 0 0 1 1 0 7 6.44 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 9 0 0 0 0 0 2 7 6.78 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 9 0 1 8 0 2.89 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 9 0 0 9 0 3 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

9 0 0 9 0 3 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 9 0 1 7 1 2.88 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

9 0 0 8 1 3 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 9 0 9 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 9 0 9 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 9 0 9 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 9 0 8 1 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 9 0 8 1 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 9 0 8 1 
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Student comments 
 

• I feel that you might grade papers a bit too harshly. However, I thoroughly enjoyed the material you covered in this 
class. An hour and fifteen minutes is really hard to get all of your point across. But I think you did a great job of 
imparting your knowledge unto us	

• Professor Egan's Aesthetics course far surpassed my expectations. He made a complex subject extremely 
accessible by presenting the contents of a well thought-out syllabus that focused on perspectives from different 
eras and areas of the world, choosing a diverse spectrum of readings and involving students in the classes by 
assigning brief presentations, as well as devising a very innovative photographic scavenger hunt, tailored to 
concepts that were being addressed. Subjects for discussion were always thought-provoking, and posted before 
each class, and he held the students' attention masterfully, respecting all contributions to the discourse at hand. My 
only criticism is that Aesthetics is a subject that merits more than an hour and fifteen minutes, once a week, and I 
look forward to taking other classes from Professor Egan!	

• You are a wonderful human professor! Keep rocking.	
• Yup. What can I say? This was an awesome class. A couple of the readings were a little too long to be tackled in a 

few days, but, what can you do? That would be my only criticism. I really hope you stay at Hunter. If not, well, I'm 
glad that some other students will get to experience your class.	
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PHILO 320 – TWENTIETH-CENTURY PHILOSOPHY (HUNTER) 
 
FALL 2018 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 8 0 0 0 0 1 2 5 6.5 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 8 0 0 0 0 0 1 7 6.88 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 8 0 0 0 0 1 1 6 6.63 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

8 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 7 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 8 0 0 0 0 0 1 7 6.88 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

8 0 0 0 0 0 1 7 6.88 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 7 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 8 0 0 0 0 0 1 7 6.88 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 8 0 0 0 0 0 1 7 6.88 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 8 0 1 6 1 2.86 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 8 1 0 7 0 2.75 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

8 0 0 7 1 3 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 8 0 1 6 1 2.86 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

8 0 2 5 1 2.71 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 8 1 7 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 8 0 8 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 8 0 8 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 8 1 6 1 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 8 1 6 1 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 8 0 6 2 
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Student comments 
 

• The instructor made various efforts to ensure that the material he presented was available to the students by putting 
the assigned readings on Blackboard, and also sharing his notes with the students. At the beginning of each class 
he reviewed what had been covered in the previous class, and encouraged questions to make sure that material 
was clear before proceeding to new material.	

• Keep doing what you do. Best professor I've had in undergrad.	
• Professor Egan might be among the best, if not the best, professors I have had. He is remarkably gifted at making 

enormously difficult concepts and arguments cogent, accessible, and exciting. Even in this class, where he went 
outside of his his philosophical "comfort zone," every lecture contributed substantially to the given material. I have 
made a point of taking his class every chance I get, and for this my education and my own philosophy has grown 
enormously -- in terms of my understanding, my ability to think about a possible career in philosophy, and my 
general dedication to this field. For, in addition to this academic boon, he is incredibly kind, making time for each 
student with great respect and patience. I hope to be able to look forward to taking his classes even beyond this 
spring semester -- he is truly one of the best professors I can imagine in this field.	

• This class was one of the best classes of philosophy that I have taken at Hunter college. Through the professors 
feedback I was able to constantly improve my writing and I definitely saw a big change in my critical thinking and 
writing ability as the semester went on. This is the last philosophy class I’ll be taking at Hunter and I’m so happy I 
chose this class to end my undergraduate career with. Thank you for a wonderful semester.	

• Dr. Egan is one of the best professors I have had and will ever have. His expert way of synthesizing complex ideas 
with his own twist benefitted the entire class. I feel lucky to have taken his course when offered and hope to 
someday conduct research under his mentor ship.	
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PHILO 200.99 – GAMES, PLAY, AND PHILOSOPHY (HUNTER) 
 
FALL 2018 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 7 0 0 0 1 2 2 2 5.71 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 7 0 0 0 0 0 2 5 6.71 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 7 0 0 0 1 2 2 2 5.71 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

7 0 0 0 1 2 3 1 5.57 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 7 0 0 0 0 4 2 1 5.57 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

7 0 0 0 1 3 0 3 5.71 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 7 0 0 0 0 3 2 2 5.86 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 7 0 0 0 0 3 2 2 5.86 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 7 0 0 0 0 1 3 3 6.29 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 7 0 0 7 0 3 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 7 0 0 7 0 3 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

7 0 1 6 0 2.86 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 7 0 0 7 0 3 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

7 1 0 6 0 2.71 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 7 0 7 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 7 1 6 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 7 0 6 1 
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Student comments 
 

• Very good teacher and taught the class well. Some topics like narratives got too abstract and became boring and 
hard to follow.	
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PHILO 200.98 – PHILOSOPHY, LIFE, AND LITERATURE (HUNTER) 
 
FALL 2018 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 7 0 0 1 0 0 2 4 6.14 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 7 0 0 0 0 0 2 5 6.71 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 7 0 0 1 0 0 3 3 6 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

7 0 0 1 0 0 2 4 6.14 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 7 0 0 1 0 0 3 3 6 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

7 0 0 0 0 0 4 3 6.43 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 7 0 0 1 0 0 2 4 6.14 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 7 1 0 0 0 0 2 4 5.86 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 7 0 0 0 0 0 3 4 6.57 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 7 0 0 6 1 3 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 7 0 0 7 0 3 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

7 0 1 6 0 2.86 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 7 0 0 7 0 3 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

7 1 0 4 2 2.6 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 7 0 7 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 7 0 7 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 7 0 7 0 
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Student comments 
 

• I appreciated the breadth of the topics covered in each unit, I found the selected readings to be engaging, and I 
greatly appreciated your feedback on my papers. Overall, I found the course to be interesting and I'm glad I 
enrolled!	

• This was an extremely interesting class which surprised me with its intricacies. I did not have much of a clue what to 
expect, but I was engaged with the content and enjoyed the discussion in the class very much. I really liked the 
structure of the class where we all put our ideas on the board and then worked our way through them. I appreciate 
your efforts to link them all together as it drew connections I would not have made without your help. My only 
criticism was that there were prompts given which included material we had not yet read at the time the assignment 
was given. This made it difficult to prepare for the paper. I felt better about the prompts when they were presented 
after engaging with all the works in the assignment.	

• A truly wonderful course and exceptional professor! I would recommend more focused class discussions to ensure 
that readings are fully explored.	

• Professor Egan is by far the best Professor I have ever taken at Hunter College; he is a gift to this institution. There 
is a common experience at Hunter in which students and Professors feel alienated from one another, but Professor 
Egan refuses to be complicit in this effect. By this I mean that he structures his course in such a way as to engage 
students but also patiently inform them of the ethical relationship they enter into when they take his class. This is a 
relationship of mutual respect and admiration between teacher and student. This relationship is materialized 
through the participant structure of the classroom, wherein students are called upon to contribute one point of 
reflection from the text, and this is projected in real-time by his hands onto the white board—a material-visual 
instantiation of his recognition of the student’s voice. He also gives deeply informative feedback to students’ 
papers—certainly a level of engagement that I have never experienced in any other class throughout my 
undergraduate career (aside from independent studies). What this feedback compels from the student is a desire to 
improve, not simply for a letter grade, but by virtue of the fact that the Professor behind this feedback recognizes 
and is confident that they can improve. I feel deeply inspired, and moved, to have been a part of this process and to 
have witnessed my other classmates—many of them in their first or second year-- profoundly inspired and excited 
by this course and thus intent to pursue a major in Philosophy. Certainly, I might have considered majoring in 
Philosophy had I taken this course earlier in my intellectual trajectory at Hunter.	
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PHILO 101 – INTRODUCTION TO PHILOSOPHY (HUNTER) 
 
SPRING 2018 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 13 0 0 0 0 2 3 8 6.46 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 13 0 0 0 0 0 1 12 6.92 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 13 0 0 0 1 0 3 9 6.54 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

13 0 0 0 0 1 3 9 6.62 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 13 0 0 0 0 0 4 9 6.69 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

13 0 0 0 0 0 5 8 6.62 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 13 0 0 0 0 1 2 10 6.69 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 13 0 0 0 0 3 2 8 6.38 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 13 0 0 0 0 0 4 9 6.69 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 13 1 2 9 1 2.67 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 13 0 2 11 0 2.85 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

13 0 1 12 0 2.92 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 13 0 1 12 0 2.92 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

13 1 3 4 5 2.38 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 13 0 13 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 13 1 12 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 13 0 13 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 13 0 13 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 13 0 13 0 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 13 0 11 2 
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Student comments 
 

• The instructor shows a true passion for the course material which translates into a very engaging class. He is open 
to listening to student ideas and answers, while also keeping the class on track in terms of the scope of the 
readings, etc. The quizzes are at times a little tricky but very fair. Most of the assigned readings are enjoyable, and 
overall the course itself is enjoyable.	

• I enjoyed this class and truly appreciated the handouts and activities. They made a difficult or hard to follow text 
easier to understand and going over them in class discussions were very helpful. Also, not code calling was another 
thing I appreciated because being put on the spot in a course where it is hard to formulate your thoughts quickly is 
challenging however the occasional code calling pushed me to participate so there was a balance. Professor 
Egan's teaching personality shows how much he enjoys and understands the content he is teaching and I always 
had a positive attitude in this class because of that.	

• Professor Egan made the course challenging while creating a friendly and fun environment. It was the perfect 
balance of lecture and discussion, as well as the most enjoyable group work I've experienced at Hunter.	

• David Egan is one of the best professors I've had at Hunter College. I took this class as an elective and although I 
can't say that I love philosophy, Professor Egan made each lecture enjoyable and enhanced my understanding of 
the subject. He provided the class with excellent explanations of difficult concepts, encouraged discussion and 
participation and never shamed his students for asking questions. Professor Egan is a fair grader, provided 
excellent feedback on the in class exams and has a great sense of humor which kept each lecture light-hearted!	

• I really enjoyed the class!	
• One of my favorite professors to date. Kept the class intriguing and always encouraged students to give their own 

feedback before he gave his opinions. Some of the readings were too complex for an introduction level class in my 
opinion, which made the pop quizzes a big stressor for me on a few occasions. Otherwise, great class.	

• Very intresting class, kinda inspired me to consider philosophy as a major.	
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PHILO 200.98 – PHILOSOPHY, LIFE, AND LITERATURE (HUNTER) 
 
SPRING 2018 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 6 0 0 0 1 2 0 3 5.83 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 6 0 0 0 1 1 0 4 6.17 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 6 0 0 0 1 1 1 3 6 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

6 0 1 0 1 0 1 3 5.5 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 6 0 1 0 1 0 0 4 5.67 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

6 0 1 0 0 1 0 4 5.83 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 6 1 0 0 0 1 0 4 5.67 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 6 1 0 0 1 0 0 4 5.5 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 6 0 1 0 0 1 0 4 5.83 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 6 0 1 4 1 2.8 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 6 0 1 5 0 2.83 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

6 0 0 5 1 3 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 6 1 1 4 0 2.5 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

6 0 2 2 2 2.5 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 6 0 6 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 6 0 6 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 6 0 6 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 6 0 5 1 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 6 0 5 1 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 6 0 5 1 
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Student comments 
 

• One of the best instructors I’ve had in my college career. Truly inspiring.	
• David Egan is a wonderful instructor. He deftly and patiently broke down dense and difficult concepts. He is quite 

generous with his time and experience, grades fairly and gives excellent feedback. He has a solid understanding of 
his subject and a genuine interest in having it taught well. It was a pleasure to be in his class. I think that Professor 
Egan’s class was my favourite this semester. Each class session, we engaged in some rigorous mental “work,” 
actively delving into some stimulating, complex concepts which I continued to ponder well after class had ended. I 
was quite happy with the pace of the class and the quality of the materials. Egan structured the semester so that 
the texts explored worked in concert to examine a particular topic or section, with each section working to inform the 
next. Egan instigated very interesting discussions, and conducted them well. However, and this not a complaint per 
se, one thing I think I (perhaps only me) I would have enjoyed more – in the sense that it would have enhanced my 
experience, is if there had been more interaction between the students during these discussions. This is not an 
easy dynamic to manage, I am aware, but I feel quite positively that this is something Egan could do and do very 
well, had he the mind to do so. As well - again not a complaint and likely just me – I think I would have liked some 
sort of cumulative end project to synthesise the concepts and materials we had covered during the semester. I 
apologise to my Hunter brethren should someone decide to do this next semester. I was very fortunate to have had 
Professor Egan. I learned a great deal from him and hope that he enjoyed being our instructor as much as I enjoyed 
being his student.	

• The structure of the course is brilliant. The subject matter of the course is brilliant. In my complete academic 
experience, Professor Egan is, in all exhibited professorial capacities, simply nonpareil. The only grievance I can 
muster is that the class time is insufficient, but such, I reason, must likely always be the case with philosophical 
discourse, when conducted properly, as it was here. The very nature of the domain is timeless, and therefore, so it 
must be of its truest, most comprehensive treatments. I should note here that this is not a reflection of poor 
execution on the part of Professor Egan, but rather evidence of well-measured, prime conduct, in accord with the 
nature of the discipline. As for particular metrics (because we do need some objectivity, after all), I instantiate his 
availability and aptness (if not alacrity) to engage with the student/auditor body and their work. The reviews and 
discussions proved particularly helpful in my experience, and facilitated my comprehension of the work studied, and 
by extension, my comprehension (as in metacognition/metacogitation). For these reasons, I believe them to be a 
crucial element of the course and student-professor dynamic. In the way of suggestions for improvement, I humbly 
admit that I have little to offer. I do see some potential for pedagogical enhancement in implementation of a sort of 
debate structure. In short (as if I could be concise), what I propound is this: after the gathering of talking points from 
the students, and the insightful synopsis of the work studied that Professor Egan provides....hmmmm... What if the 
talking points were used to fashion thrusts, which the student to whom they belong would bear the onus of 
defending. In the absence of contrast, Professor Egan could surely function as a devil's advocate, and draw others 
into the fray thereby. I am not suggesting some unregulated debate, of course, but a different approach to 
exposition--exposition by way of argumentation, so to speak. This may elicit increased participation, as students 
see their interests transmuted into arguments, and thereby, launch-pads for further exploration of the nuances and 
themes of the work. Of course, this has its drawbacks, being, I could imagine, very difficult to execute in a real 
classroom with its innumerable variables (and requirement that students conduct an especially close reading of the 
text): And yet, I must also admit that this potential tedium is but a reflection of the strength of the proposition, for as 
students critically engage with the material according to their judgments, both as individuals, and as a class, they 
create intrapersonal and interpersonal forums for crucial comprehensions of the larger issues that may otherwise be 
unobserved. In fact, this internal and external clash should, in theory, produce an especially fertile, maieutic ground 
on which the students may discern the seeds of their arguments, map out the logical root systems which sprout 
therefrom (and are liable to intertwine on some level), and ultimately see their comprehensive powers and 
comprehensions alike, germinate, in what could (would->will) be a blossoming and flourish of enlightenment and 
discovery (pardon the flowery language, but I am serious here). And what role does Professor Egan play herein, 
you ask? If we are to continue with the garden metaphor, then allow me the term 'archibotanist' or better yet, 'arch-
horticulturalist'. I realize that at this point, I have either lost both myself, and my reader, in the dense outgrowth of 
my explication, or have planted a meaningful germ for thought (and hopefully, execution). I will end here; for my 
preferences and opinions on the class, refer back to the top of this response. Thank you for your time.	
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PHILO 380.80 – WITTGENSTEIN (HUNTER) 
 
SPRING 2018 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 7 0 0 0 0 1 1 5 6.57 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 7 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 7 0 0 0 1 0 1 5 6.43 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

7 0 0 0 0 0 0 7 7 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 7 0 0 0 1 0 0 6 6.57 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

7 0 0 0 0 1 0 6 6.71 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 7 0 0 0 1 0 0 6 6.57 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 7 0 0 0 0 0 3 4 6.57 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 7 0 0 0 1 0 2 4 6.29 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 7 0 2 5 0 2.71 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 7 0 2 5 0 2.71 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

7 0 0 7 0 3 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 7 0 0 7 0 3 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

7 0 0 5 2 3 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 7 0 7 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 7 0 7 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 7 0 7 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 7 1 6 0 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 7 0 7 0 
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Student comments 
 

• Knows a lot about Wittgenstein and helps us to unpack the dense material. Clarifies it a lot through great examples 
and even provides outlines.	

• This philosophy class (Wittgenstein), is possibly the most challenging class I have ever taken, and Professor Egan 
was able to clarify concepts that were quite subtle and difficult to put into words. He was always able to discern the 
direction of my questioning, and skillfully guided me towards the meaning Wittgenstein intended. Professor Egan 
showed exceptional mastery of the subject matter, and his corrections of my misinterpretations of Wittgenstein's 
ideas always came with gentle guidance. I attended office hours with him several times, which was very helpful to 
me in the formulation of a theme for my mid term paper assignment. The respect that I now have for Wittgenstein's 
ideas, I owe entirely to Professor Egan. I was thrilled to find similarities between Wittgenstein's concepts and other 
philosophical systems I have been studying for decades, yet Professor Egan was quick to check my enthusiasm, 
and clarifyed for me instances of "seeming similarity", where I thought I saw similarity. I will continue to study 
Wittgenstein long after this class is over, and my gratefulness to Professor Egan for introducing me to these 
concepts cannot be overstated. I was just recently accepted to the Silberman School of Social Work, where I will 
begin my studies this Fall in what I see as "applied philosophy". In the future however, I can see myself returning to 
formal philosophical study as a graduate student. Professor Egan has served as a model for what is best in the 
teaching profession.	
.	
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PHILO 380.83 – HEIDEGGER (HUNTER) 
 
FALL 2017 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 6.33 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 7 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 5.67 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

3 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 6 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 3 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 6 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

3 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 6 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 3 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 6 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 6.33 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 1 6.33 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 3 0 0 3 0 3 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 3 0 1 2 0 2.67 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

3 0 0 3 0 3 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 3 0 1 2 0 2.67 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

3 1 0 2 0 2.33 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 3 0 3 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 3 0 3 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 3 0 3 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 3 0 3 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 3 0 3 0 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 3 0 3 0 
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Student comments 
 

• This class was particularly challenging for me because, there was not enough time in the class to go over the 
assigned readings. There was barely enough time to ask questions about the material, so luckily Professor Egan 
was always available during his office hours to talk about some of the concepts that I couldn't really grasp all too 
well. Honestly, I don't blame Professor Egan for that, Heiddeger is a difficult read and thre is a lot of material to talk 
about. However, I do feel like some some secondary articles could have been put on the syllabus to help us get a 
better understanding of Heiddeger and to avoid purchasing another book about his works. I think secondary 
sources also give us a different perspective on what other philosophers thought about Heiddeger. I understand that 
it is easy to get lost in the material but 2 or 3 short articles wouldn't hurt and would would make the lectures seem 
less bias. I also think that the readings could've been broken down to smaller sections so we could focus more on 
major topics and discuss it with the class. Granted, everything in the book is important, but for the sake of time, we 
could have had a few major topic to discuss all together for each class. Again, the issue here was mainly that time 
wasn't on our side, unfortunately. If the class was longer, our schedule would have been a bit smoother. Overall this 
course was interesting but we need more time.	

• Most outstanding lecturer I've ever encountered.	
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PHILO 320 – TWENTIETH-CENTURY PHILOSOPHY (HUNTER) 
 
FALL 2017 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 4 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 5.75 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 4 0 0 0 1 0 0 3 6.25 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 4 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 5.25 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

4 0 0 0 1 0 2 1 5.75 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 4 0 0 0 2 0 1 1 5.25 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

4 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 5.5 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 4 0 0 0 1 0 1 2 6 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 4 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 5.5 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 4 0 0 0 1 1 1 1 5.5 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 4 0 1 3 0 2.75 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 4 0 0 4 0 3 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

4 0 0 3 1 3 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 4 0 2 2 0 2.5 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

4 0 1 3 0 2.75 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 4 0 4 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 4 0 4 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 4 0 4 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 4 0 3 1 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 4 0 3 1 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 4 0 3 1 
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Student comments 
 

• For the most part instructor did a good job of explicating course material and readings, which were consistently 
difficult and highly abstract. Instructor always took care to address student concerns, confusions and questions re 
material. He was patient as we worked our way through the syllabus, preferring mostly to make sure that point A 
was generally clear (as much as possible given the difficult material) before moving on to point B. He was well 
prepared and active in the classroom, never sitting and always making generous use of the blackboard. Always 
encouraged student participation. Always available to students right before and after class.	
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PHILO 200.96 – HUMANS AND OTHER ANIMALS (HUNTER) 
 
FALL 2017 
 

Question (Scale 1 to 7) Number of 
Responses 

Poor 
(1) 

Fair 
(2) 

Satisfactory 
(3) 

Good 
(4) 

Very Good 
(5) 

Excellent 
(6) 

Outstanding 
(7) Average 

Provides clearly defined 
objectives for students. 3 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 6 

Treats all students in a 
respectful manner. 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 7 

Presents course content in 
an organized manner. 3 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 6 

Makes good use of 
examples and illustrations 
to clarify concepts. 

3 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 5.67 

Interprets difficult and 
abstract ideas. 3 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 6 

Effectively communicates 
his/her knowledge of the 
subject to students. 

3 0 0 0 0 1 1 1 6 

Challenges me 
intellectually. 3 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 3.67 

Has increased my interest 
in the subject. 3 1 0 0 0 1 0 1 4.33 

My overall evaluation of this 
instructor's teaching. 3 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 5.67 

  

 

 

 

Question (Scale 1 to 3) Number of 
Responses 

Very Little 
(1) 

Moderate 
(2) 

Very Much 
(3) Did Not Answer Average 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide individual attention? 3 0 2 1 0 2.33 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
encourage student participation? 3 0 0 3 0 3 

As much as possible, did the instructor 
provide constructive feedback on work 
submitted? 

3 0 0 3 0 3 

How helpful to you were instructor's 
responses to questions that you asked? 3 0 1 2 0 2.67 

Did supplemental materials (for example, 
website, audio/visual aids, etc.) enhance 
course content? 

3 0 0 2 1 3 
  

 

 

 

Question Number of 
Responses No Yes Did Not Answer 

Did exams and assignments reflect materials emphasized in course? 3 0 3 0 
Did the syllabus or other documents accurately reflect course content and grading? 3 0 3 0 
Did the instructor begin and end class on time? 3 0 3 0 
Was your work graded fairly? 3 0 3 0 
Did the instructor return graded material in a timely manner? 3 0 3 0 
Did the instructor keep his or her office hours? 3 0 3 0 
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Student comments 
 

• This instructor clearly enjoys the subjects discussed in class. He definitely encourages students to participate and 
has numerous class discussions where everyone's voice is as important as the next. However, my biggest issue is 
that this professor expects too much work out of the students in too short of a time period. I would say this professor 
needs to assign big assignments much further in advance.	

• Professor Egan is a wonderful professor, very informative and helpful. He is always available during his office hours 
to discuss inquiries on the material given. It's unfortunate that the class was a tough crowd, and not many 
participated except for me and 2-3 others, but assigning presentations helped the students to open up so that was 
great! Overall lecture/ group chat was my favorite part, it creates an excellent atmosphere for critical thinking. I 
really see the intention behind teaching the material in this class, its life changing. This class is so important. 
Thanks for this.	
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THE PHILOSOPHY OF PLAY AND GAMES (CHICAGO) 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 8% 0% 17% 75% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 8% 0% 0% 17% 75% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 8% 0% 0% 25% 67% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 8% 0% 0% 8% 83% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Was available outside of class. 17% 0% 0% 0% 0% 83% 
Was helpful during office hours. 25% 0% 0% 0% 0% 75% 
Motivated independent thinking. 8% 0% 0% 0% 8% 83% 
 
The Readings 
 

  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 8% 0% 0% 17% 75% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 8% 0% 0% 0% 92% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 8% 0% 0% 0% 92% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 8% 0% 8% 8% 75% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 8% 0% 0% 8% 83% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 8% 0% 0% 0% 92% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 0% 17% 83% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 0% 8% 92% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 8% 0% 0% 8% 83% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 8% 0% 0% 8% 83% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 8% 0% 0% 8% 83% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 8% 0% 0% 0% 92% 

I put my best effort into this course. 8% 8% 0% 0% 17% 67% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 8% 0% 0% 8% 83% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• David is a fantastic lecturer that offers a lot of concise insight into the texts. Great person, too! 
• Prof. Egan is a truly stellar teacher, invested in students, gives their insights full weight, and cares 

about our learning. Responds well to our needs, desires, etc, just all around great class. 
• David Egan is a great guy. He presents an overview of the reading at the start of class which is 

really helpful. He always asks students if they have questions. He tries to call on students who 
haven't participated as much so that the class isn't too dominated by a couple that kids. 

• David does a good job balancing the natural flow of discussion and bringing in his 'expert' point of 
view. He also just made the material very interesting and clearly put a lot of work outside of class 
to structure lectures/discussion which came across. 

• David Egan was wonderful! Interesting lecturer, very personable, overall great guy.  
• David was great at thoroughly informing us on the topics we tackled in each class while still 

allowing a large amount of class discussion and a way to explore our ideas about the concepts we 
tackled. 

• David is the most interesting and engaging professor I've taken a class with in philosophy. Great 
guy, genuinely amazing class. 

• Seemingly no desire to direct discussion. Would summarize all the readings at the beginning so we 
didn't have to do them, and then would let kids just talk about anythibg they wanted afterwards. 
We never actually stayed on topic for more than a minute, and no one ever referenced any of the 
readings. No one in the class ever directed everyone to a particular page of a book to look at part 
of an author's argument. Rather, we spent most of the time just talking about, well, I guess how we 
felt about the question at hand. But this would always devolve into insane tangents (I won't even 
dare to say ehat they were about because it's embarrassing at a cringeworthy level). Even though 
this always happened though, prof Egan just let kids do this for a while. He said it was because he 
wanted kids to figure things out for themselves sometimes/allow kids to resolve debated between 
themselves. But that argument doesn't make sense if fwo kids are debating a tangent of a tangent, 
and don't care about making progress so much as not being wrong. And allowing kids to do this 
seriously discourages anyone who wants to make some serious progress and participation. If you 
want the blowoffest class ever, then this was great, and undoubtedly some other reviewers will say 
it rocked for these reasons. But if you paid serious money for tuition and are serious about the idea 
that college discussion classes are a truly special privelege and really a once in a lifetime 
opportunity, then I can't recommend the experience I had. 

• Kind of rambled easily got off topic 
• David was phenomenal. He is relatable and a delight to listen to. He doesn't bs us at all. He is 

excited about the material and it shows. He made class fun every single day and at the end I 
learned a ton. 
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HUMAN BEING AND CITIZEN (CHICAGO) 
 
SPRING 2017 – SECTION 12 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 80% 
Presented clear lectures. 7% 0% 0% 0% 20% 73% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 7% 27% 67% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Was available outside of class. 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 80% 
Was helpful during office hours. 7% 0% 0% 0% 27% 67% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 7% 20% 73% 
 
The Readings 
 

  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 7% 0% 7% 27% 60% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 7% 20% 73% 
 
The Assignments 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 7% 0% 0% 7% 33% 53% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 7% 33% 60% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 7% 47% 47% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 7% 40% 53% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 7% 33% 60% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 7% 27% 67% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 7% 0% 47% 47% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 7% 60% 33% 



David Egan • Teaching Portfolio 

 65	

 

What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Professor Egan knows the material very well and works hard to make sure to create an inviting and 
engaging classroom environment. 

• David was incredibly intelligent, well-spoken, interesting, and truly made the class. He was always 
very well-learned on the subject, came to class prepared, and welcomed students' thoughts. I would 
highly recommend him as a professor, and the course made me want to read more of David's 
work. 

• Professor Egan was an absolutely stellar professor. He possesses in spades every quality one would 
hope for in a professor: he's brilliant, knowledgeable about the texts, facilitates engaging 
discussions, provides helpful feedback on papers, and is totally approachable and kind. No 
weaknesses!  

• Professor Egan is very nice and encouraging of people's opinions. He is very knowledgeable about 
the course materials, and presented very clear lectures. Sometimes I wish he could leave more time 
for student discussions--his lectures were great and very informative, but I think the class would 
become more interesting and lively if we had more discussions. Egan's paper comments were 
detailed and pushed me to do better.  

• Very approachable and dedicated.  
• Very nice and reasonable, tried to encourage discussion from everyone and often brought up 

interesting topics to discuss.  
• Professor Egan has been the best professor I've met at the university so far. He is very efficient 

with how he uses class time and I feel like we covered a lot of ground while still working closely 
with each text. During discussions, he challenged the class to think about the text in unfamiliar 
ways by asking careful questions. He also distilled the ideas that students raised and tied together 
the ideas that were related. Throughout the quarter, Professor Egan found ways to make HBC 
both fun and relevant to his students--an especially amazing feat during the classes when we were 
struggling to understand Kant. 

• PROFESSOR EGAN WAS FANTASTIC!! There are literally no weaknesses I can think of. He 
always came in ready to get us to think about the text without steering us on a set path- he let us 
decide what we thought was worth discussing. He managed to find something positive and 
meaningful from every comment made in discussion, and was always kind and encouraging. I 
enjoyed the few times he intervened in the discussion to share his insight (especially with Kafka 
and the "modern bureaucracy") 

• Prof. Egan was excellent. He is masterful at guiding productive class discussions, and his 
knowledge of the subject matter is infinite. 

• He did a great job of facilitating the class discussions and avoiding silent space during class. 
• Professor Egan seemed easygoing and engaging, and even a little funny. Hard to think of a 

weakness. 
• A lot of the texts we read were really difficult, and he struck a really good balance between 

providing possible interpretations and motivating independent thinking.  
• Professor Egan was very knowledgable and skilled at explaining confusing philosophical concepts. 

The class environment was pretty chill, so you never have to worry about saying something 
"stupid" when participating in class. Also, if you had nothing to say that was fine because he cared 
more about quality comments than the quantity of them. Professor Egan was always available by 
email or in office hours, and he was always very kind and humble when I went to ask for help. 
Definitely one of the most approachable and down-to-earth teachers I have had at this university. 
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WINTER 2017 – SECTION 5 
 
The Instructor 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 13% 80% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 7% 0% 87% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 7% 7% 7% 73% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 7% 0% 87% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 7% 0% 0% 87% 
Was available outside of class. 13% 0% 0% 7% 7% 67% 
Was helpful during office hours. 27% 0% 7% 0% 0% 60% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 13% 13% 67% 
 
The Readings 
 

  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 73% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 13% 27% 53% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 7% 33% 53% 
 
The Assignments 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 7% 0% 7% 7% 13% 60% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 7% 0% 20% 67% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 7% 0% 20% 67% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 7% 0% 27% 60% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 13% 7% 7% 67% 
 
Overall 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 7% 0% 20% 67% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 7% 0% 7% 80% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 7% 0% 13% 73% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 7% 0% 13% 73% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 13% 0% 7% 73% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 7% 7% 13% 67% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Professor Egan is incredibly knowledgable and passionate about the subject matter. He does a 
great job at facilitating discussions in that he knows when to start or inspire discussion and he 
knows when to take a step back and let the students contribute actively. I think he does a swell job 
at striking that delicate balance.  

• David Egan is the Platonic Form of a professor -- the ideal from which all other professors 
emanate, and can only hope to emulate. He's brilliant and approachable, and was a great asset.  

• Prof Egan is excellent. He does a great job of balancing class discussion with his own "lecture-y" 
stuff to keep everyone engaged. His paper feedback is also consistently excellent.  

• Egan was a great lecturer and made the class enriching and encouraged discussion. He also had a 
good sense of humor. However, I learned from other HBC sections that his grading was MUCH 
harder on essays. If the TA was grading our essay, the grades would be up to three levels higher, 
which is a huge difference. 

• Very eager to help. Created a great class environment. Overall a really strong professor -- mainly 
taking third quarter to have same professor. 

• Strengths: clear and organized, passionate, accessible after class No weaknesses 
• His greatest strength by far is that he truly cares about his students and their experience in the 

class. He always strives to create an engaged and inspiring atmosphere in the class. Sometimes this 
can also be his weakness in the sense that we get really wrapped up talking about one chapter or 
section and never get to the others.  

• Prof. Egan was great at stimulating conversation and giving us the necessary insight to understand 
the readings - he made class fun as well! 

• Prof Egan is amazing. He's incredibly engaging, very thoroughly analyzes into the material at hand, 
and is very receptive towards students. He's one of the best teachers I've had at this school so far. 

• Great discussions. Very helpful outside of class. Somewhat of a hard grader though. 
• Egan is an amazing professor. When he took the lead in discussions or presented a sort of mini-

lecture at the start of class, the material he talked about was always super helpful. He usually 
facilitated discussions where almost all of the class participated and did a great job moderating; he 
responded to everyone's comments but made sure that we didn't get sidetracked. 
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WINTER 2017 – SECTION 12 
 
The Instructor 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 14% 86% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 7% 14% 79% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 7% 29% 64% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 7% 29% 64% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 7% 93% 
Was available outside of class. 0% 0% 0% 0% 7% 93% 
Was helpful during office hours. 21% 0% 0% 0% 14% 64% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 7% 93% 
 
The Readings 
 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 7% 0% 7% 86% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 14% 0% 36% 50% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 14% 86% 
 
The Assignments 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 7% 0% 0% 7% 36% 50% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 7% 21% 71% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 0% 29% 71% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 0% 21% 79% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 14% 21% 14% 50% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 7% 14% 79% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 7% 14% 79% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 7% 14% 21% 57% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 7% 21% 71% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 7% 14% 14% 64% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 7% 21% 29% 43% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• "Degan" was an incredible speaker and teacher. He is incredibly well-read and knowledgeable 
about pretty much everything. Regardless of whether students enjoyed the subject material, he was 
nearly unanimously loved by all students in the class. 

• Professor Egan is very enthusiastic about the content of this class, but sometimes his enthusiasm 
feels to disseminate into the rest of the classroom. He is also very knowledgeable about the texts 
and can offer insights you would not have thought of. It appeared though that this quarter his 
organization/planning dipped a bit. 

• David is a genius. He is one of the most insightful people I have ever met in my entire life. Truly 
cares about students and the humanities. Sometimes discussion stalled because he likes to stick to a 
relatively rigid plan for each class, which limits the things that students can talk about. But overall, 
an amazing professor, one of the best I have ever had.  

• Extremely good at engaging the class, keeping a good discussion, and lectures. No clear 
weaknesses 

• An amazing person, knew what he was talking about, eager to help and quick to reply to emails. 
Only concern is that essays mostly graded on the basis of "you should've said x" rather than 
assessing what was written based on its content/value as written. Hard to know what was missing 
prior to feedback 

• Egan was great at facilitating discussion, whether that meant providing new questions, lecturing, 
bouncing ideas off students, or just letting students talk things out. 

• David Egan is an amazing professor, he is extremely knowledgable on the topics and is clearly very 
passionate about them. He structures the class in a very organized way, facilitating discussions by 
directing students to the important aspects of the readings, but also encouraging the students to 
raise their own questions and discussions. He is just GREAT person and has no weaknesses.  

• He's a smart guy. That's the easy part to say; he's so clearly passionate about the topics of this 
course, and everybody in the room can tell. This enthusiasm doesn't always translate into student 
involvement and participation. 

• Very responsive to students, good essay prompts, super nice, had great discussions in class 
• Egan has a lot of strengths. I liked how he slowed down to explain difficult concepts, like 

philosophical arguments when we were reading Aristotle. In general, his lectures were really 
interesting and he often connected them to ways we think and act in our daily lives, which I 
thought was really cool. He always responded to students' comments with encouragement, often 
restating what they said in a more eloquent way, which I thought was helpful. Overall, he struck a 
good balance between giving his own insights and helping students come up with their own. 

• Professor is intimidatingly intelligent and he knows how to teach a class. I wouldn't say he has any 
weaknesses since he definitely knows what he's doing.  
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AUTUMN 2016 – SECTION 5 
 
The Instructor 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 80% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 0% 13% 87% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 27% 73% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 27% 73% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 13% 87% 
Was available outside of class. 7% 0% 0% 7% 20% 67% 
Was helpful during office hours. 27% 0% 0% 7% 27% 40% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 60% 
 
The Readings 
 

  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 7% 33% 60% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 60% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
 
The Assignments 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 13% 47% 40% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 7% 27% 67% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 60% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 60% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 7% 47% 47% 
 
Overall 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 7% 33% 60% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 60% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 27% 73% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 7% 0% 33% 60% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 60% 



David Egan • Teaching Portfolio 

 71	

 
What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Prof. Egan was very good at engaging class discussion and was able to keep our discussions on 
track, while also contributing information that is helpful for understanding the text. 

• Very thoughtful, intelligent guy. Skilled at facilitating discussions. I can't think of any real 
weaknesses. 

• Professor Egan is a very dedicated professor with a vested interest in student growth. I particularly 
admire his interest in our lives outside of class and concern for our overall well-being. While I 
initially found his grading to be fairly harsh, I think this pushed me to become a better writer, and 
my grade on my most recent paper was significantly higher than that of the first. He is very friendly 
and approachable, and clearly has a very expansive knowledge of the topics.  

• Strengths: had very good lectures, was very respectful of student comments while still allowing for 
deeper conversation. Weaknesses: sometimes discussions would become lengthy and it was hard to 
maintain attention, sometimes students need to be told when to stay on topic. 

• Professor Egan is an amazing instructor who takes the time to listen and discuss ideas and 
thoughts with his students in a meaningful and constructive way. He shows a strong desire to make 
sure his students not only succeed but grow and love the material. Perhaps, ironically, his only 
weakness is that he got just as engaged as we were in the material so we didn't always make it 
through all the discussion topics we had planned to cover. But this never negatively impacted our 
experience in the course.  

• Very engaging and receptive to all answers from students. Prof. Egan is awesome. 
• Egan is great. He let us lead much of the discussion but didn't let us go off track, and the few times 

that he lectured were fascinating. 
• He is really smart and teaches in a way that makes the students be interested in the topic. He is also 

good at facilitating class discussions. He was always helpful during his office hours, and he always 
seemed very enthusiastic about his students and his class. The background information he gave us 
about the books we were reading was also really helpful. I don't think he has any weaknesses as a 
professor.  

• Very nice, helpful 
• Amazing professor, very very smart and also truly caring. Can be a pretty hard grader though. 
• Professor Egan always responds thoughtfully to student comments and creates an environment 

that encourages everyone to speak. He engages with new ideas while bringing his own lectures, 
with consistently detailed insights, to every class. Fantastic instructor. 
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AUTUMN 2016 – SECTION 12 
 
The Instructor 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 8% 92% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 0% 8% 92% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 17% 0% 83% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 8% 17% 75% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 8% 92% 
Was available outside of class. 25% 0% 0% 0% 0% 75% 
Was helpful during office hours. 50% 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
 
The Readings 
 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 8% 92% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 17% 83% 
 
The Assignments 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 8% 0% 42% 50% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 8% 33% 58% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 8% 0% 33% 58% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 0% 17% 83% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 33% 25% 42% 
 
Overall 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 8% 92% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 8% 17% 75% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 8% 0% 50% 42% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 17% 0% 50% 33% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Receptive to students' comments but also raised counterexamples and challenged inconsistencies, 
which I thought was helpful. Always made an effort to address topics students wanted to cover, 
and was good at connecting different points to form a cohesive picture. 

• Opens up very good discussions, very encouraging, doesn't go off topic, relates every discussion to 
each other so nothing is left in air, makes the class flow very coherently, just a great person 

• High enthusiasm and skillful directing of the discussion. 
• The instructor's strengths were that he always had something insightful to say. I would not say 

there are any weaknesses. Professor Egan is a phenomenal teacher.  
• David is one of the nicest and most intelligent guys I have ever met. He always made me feel 

comfortable enough to participate in the discussion and never failed to find something good to 
extract out of what someone says. One weakness may be that he might be too easygoing and open 
to whatever people's opinions/interpretations are. However, he will call you out if you actually say 
something wrong. His voice is also silky smooth and very nice to listen to during lectures.  

• He was very skilled at analyzing the text and asking thought-provoking questions, but he was less 
capable of fostering student participation and invigorating discussion. 

• Egan is very good at pushing students to analyze further in discussions. Egan is okay with long 
pauses to let students think which was sometimes awkward.  

• Professor Egan has a clear passion for the subject. 
• Professor Egan has so much to say about the texts, and this is both his strength and his weakness. 

He led some truly fascinating discussions on the texts, but he often ran out of time before we were 
able to discuss everything we should have. This is a minor problem however, and overall I loved 
the discussions he led.  

• Good at leading discussions and prompting the class with discussion questions. Very nice and 
open to comments and suggestions. Also, I really liked the oral exam at the end of the quarter. In 
terms of weaknesses, sometimes he would talk more than necessary and class would get boring. 
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WINTER 2016 – SECTION 10 
 
The Instructor 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 14% 0% 14% 71% 
Presented clear lectures. 14% 0% 0% 0% 14% 71% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 14% 14% 29% 43% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 14% 0% 0% 14% 71% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Was available outside of class. 0% 0% 0% 0% 14% 86% 
Was helpful during office hours. 14% 0% 0% 0% 0% 86% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 14% 0% 71% 
 
The Readings 
 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 29% 0% 57% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 14% 0% 0% 29% 43% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 29% 0% 57% 
 
The Assignments 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 29% 14% 43% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 14% 0% 71% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 14% 14% 43% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 14% 14% 29% 29% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 14% 0% 14% 57% 
 
Overall 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 14% 14% 29% 43% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 29% 71% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 0% 57% 43% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 57% 43% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 29% 71% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 14% 29% 57% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Strong lecturer but it becomes a bit drab at times. Strengths included brilliant at discussion 
facilitation and encouraging participation 

• David is great! His lectures were incredibly helpful in understanding the context and important 
themes of the books. Also, he made the class atmosphere fun and relaxed. 

• Prof. Egan was very good at facilitating discussion and finding interesting things in the texts. One 
thing I did not like was that the readings for each book were really back-heavy. 
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WINTER 2016 – SECTION 11 
 
The Instructor 
 
  N/A Strongly 

Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 
Agree 

Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 10% 50% 40% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 20% 50% 30% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 10% 20% 70% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 10% 30% 60% 
Was available outside of class. 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 80% 
Was helpful during office hours. 10% 0% 10% 0% 30% 50% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 10% 30% 60% 
 
The Readings 
 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 60% 40% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 10% 40% 50% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 60% 40% 
 
The Assignments 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 20% 70% 10% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 20% 50% 30% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 20% 40% 40% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 10% 10% 30% 50% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 10% 0% 50% 40% 
 
Overall 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 10% 10% 30% 50% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 10% 40% 50% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 20% 30% 50% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 20% 30% 50% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 10% 30% 60% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 20% 70% 10% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Good lecturer. Could be a bit slow at the time. He was evidently interested in what he was talking 
about. 

• David led discussions well and welcomed differing opinions. He always assigned interesting and 
varied essay topics. 

• Professor Egan is really interesting and insightful! He also provides really great background 
knowledge and appropriate supplemental information about the texts that we read, which gives us 
a really good framework for thinking about the texts.  

• Strengths- good at providing lectures that are interesting and that lead to productive discussion, 
good at facilitating discussion, was very flexible in terms of paper feedback and other class policies  

• Stimulated discussion but discussion was not structured 
• Genuine, interesting, helpful, inclusive, and vested in our education - a great person all around.  
• It is clear the instructor shows a great passion for the subject and approaches it with great 

enthusiasm. His lectures were stimulating and clearly presented. I will say that his feedback during 
office hours is quite vague. Students tend to agree he is an unreasonable grader.  
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AUTUMN 2015 – SECTION 10 
 
The Instructor 
 
  N/A Strongly 

Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 
Agree 

Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 17% 17% 67% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 17% 17% 67% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 17% 83% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Was available outside of class. 33% 0% 0% 17% 17% 33% 
Was helpful during office hours. 33% 0% 0% 17% 17% 33% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
 
The Readings 
 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 67% 33% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 17% 33% 50% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
 
The Assignments 
 
 
  N/A Strongly 

Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 
Agree 

How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 17% 33% 33% 17% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 17% 50% 33% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 17% 67% 17% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 17% 50% 33% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 17% 33% 50% 
 
Overall 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 17% 17% 33% 33% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 17% 50% 33% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
 



David Egan • Teaching Portfolio 

 79	

What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Prof. Egan had a lot of insightful comments on the texts that we read, and I thought he was always 
able to give good topics and ideas on what we should write about. Sometimes I felt that classes 
would get off to a slow start, which lost my attention a bit. 

• Professor Egan did a great job encouraging and guiding discussion without ever seeming heavy-
handed. No real weaknesses. 

• Strong grasp of material, competent and confident as instructor 
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AUTUMN 2015 – SECTION 10 
 
The Instructor 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 50% 
Presented clear lectures. 10% 0% 0% 10% 10% 60% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 10% 80% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 10% 10% 70% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 10% 30% 50% 
Was available outside of class. 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 70% 
Was helpful during office hours. 20% 0% 0% 0% 0% 70% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 50% 
 
The Readings 
 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 10% 0% 0% 0% 10% 70% 
Were reasonable in number. 10% 0% 0% 0% 10% 70% 
Were appropriately difficult. 10% 0% 0% 0% 10% 70% 
 
The Assignments 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 50% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 10% 0% 0% 0% 30% 50% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 50% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 10% 0% 10% 20% 0% 50% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 50% 
 
Overall 
 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 0% 30% 60% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 10% 80% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 50% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 30% 60% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 10% 80% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 70% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Strengths- lectures were very interesting and class discussion very well facilitated Weaknesses- not 
always clear how lectures/discussion related to text or course as a whole, less structured  

• David was good at keeping the discussion open and encouraging students to share their thoughts 
without fear of ridicule. Occasionally I wished he would have guided the discussion a bit more to 
keep us from going off-topic. 

• Dr. David Egan is a bright, articulate instructor. He knows what he's talking about - the only sad 
thing is, he doesn't talk enough!  

• David is so great! His lectures are always so helpful to my understanding of the readings, especially 
putting them in the broader context of history. He shows an enthusiasm for the texts we read and 
pays attention to all comments made in class. 

• David is just great. He never discourages anyone from making their point, focuses the discussions 
really well. He seemed competent in whatever he showed us and he made me look forward to 
going to class. He would never impose his own ideas to us, which I heard from other HBC 
students that their teacher used to do very much. 
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SPRING 2015 – SECTION 7 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 15% 62% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 0% 8% 69% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 23% 54% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 15% 62% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 15% 62% 
Was available outside of class. 0% 0% 0% 0% 23% 54% 
Was helpful during office hours. 31% 0% 0% 0% 8% 39% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 31% 46% 
 
The Readings 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 8% 8% 62% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 15% 0% 62% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 8% 8% 62% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 15% 0% 0% 8% 8% 46% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 8% 8% 62% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 0% 15% 62% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 8% 0% 31% 39% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 8% 8% 62% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 8% 15% 54% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 23% 54% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 15% 31% 31% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 15% 62% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 23% 15% 39% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 15% 23% 31% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Professor Egan was and has been engaging for all three quarters of this course. He is a strong 
lecturer who generally knows what he's talking about. That said, I lost interest in the class by the 
4th or 5th week. 

• David Egan was amazing. He is a very nice guy and an even better professor. The times when he 
lectured on difficult material made it very easy to understand and he did a great job of facilitating 
class discussion. I like how he didn't cold call people who were less eager to participate, but he 
made sure that people who wanted to participate got to participate equally and he did a good job 
of making people feel comfortable talking in class. I really hope that I can take another class with 
him and I'm a science major.  

• David was a great teacher, in all. I definitely recommend him as a professor because he really cares 
about the students. Every now and then the lectures were a bit dry, though. I'd suggest linking the 
texts and ideas to examples and putting them in perspective with the real world more often. 

• David is great at providing plaintalk explanations of complex ideas. He is also made efforts to 
bring in student questions into his lesson plans. The background knowledge he gave to us during 
the mini-lectures that started most classes was incredibly helpful. 

• Strengths: Ability to lead in-class discussion, encouraging students to talk. Weaknesses: None come 
to mind.  

• David was always very enthusiastic (plus he brought us food) 
• Strengths: Very accepting of people's views, and helped me understand the text a lot better. 

Weaknesses: Nothing really. 
• Strengths: really enthusiastic about the material and that spilled over onto us students too; is 

extremely well-acquainted with philosophy and brought his great insight to the texts; explained the 
dense/hard-to-understand sections very well. Weaknesses: perhaps went on a bit too long in his 
lectures, but that's a minor quibble. 

• Great discussion, very warm and approachable, the class is structured very well. 
• David is great. He's smart and has so many interesting idea. Very helpful and inspiring 
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SPRING 2015 – SECTION 12 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 25% 13% 63% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 13% 50% 38% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 13% 13% 13% 50% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 25% 13% 0% 63% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 13% 0% 25% 25% 38% 
Was available outside of class. 13% 13% 0% 25% 0% 50% 
Was helpful during office hours. 13% 13% 13% 13% 0% 50% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 13% 13% 25% 0% 50% 
 
The Readings 

  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 63% 38% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 38% 63% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 13% 0% 25% 25% 38% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 13% 13% 38% 38% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 13% 13% 25% 50% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 13% 0% 13% 25% 50% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 38% 25% 38% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 25% 38% 38% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 38% 25% 38% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 13% 13% 50% 25% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 13% 50% 38% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 25% 50% 13% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 38% 38% 25% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• David is an extremely knowledgable and capable teacher, but is sometimes clumsy at incorporating 
that into us as the students. He is helpful at getting us motivated to try to understand, but honestly 
most of that is up to us. 

• Presumably, this is a discussion-based course. The professor spent far too much time lecturing and 
seemed to like to hear himself talk. He obviously knew his stuff, but it made what should have 
been a stimulating class quite boring. 

• Good Knowledge of texts. Knew how to move discussions along. But, sometimes our discussions 
diverged from the main point (in my view) 

• David was very nice. He seemed relatively knowledgeable about the texts we were reading, and 
tried to facilitate discussion about them. He had a tendency to stare at students blankly while they 
were participating in discussion, nod and say "uh huh" and then move on to the next student, 
without addressing what was just said. He also asked for feedback in the middle of the quarter and 
then got very defensive about a lot of what was said.  

• Professor Egan was a fantastic professor to work with. You could tell that he really put a great deal 
of effort into the class. From providing supplementary articles and poems, to bringing in theater 
directors to speak to us, to bringing in cake for Kant's birthday, you could tell that he really cared 
about his students taking away something from the course. His teaching was the primary reason 
why I stayed on for a third quarter of hum. 

• Professor Egan is a brilliant person. He definitely rocks the role of professor well. His expectations 
for the course and of students hit the sweet spot. It was clear that he was invested in the course 
and expected you to do the same, but without any negative pressure in that regard. 
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WINTER 2015 – SECTION 7 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 14% 79% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 7% 0% 7% 79% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 7% 0% 0% 21% 64% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 7% 0% 21% 64% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 7% 0% 7% 79% 
Was available outside of class. 7% 0% 0% 0% 7% 79% 
Was helpful during office hours. 29% 0% 0% 0% 7% 57% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 14% 79% 
 
The Readings 

  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 7% 0% 0% 14% 71% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 7% 0% 7% 29% 50% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 7% 7% 14% 7% 57% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 7% 0% 7% 29% 50% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 7% 0% 0% 21% 64% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 7% 0% 14% 7% 64% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 7% 50% 36% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 7% 36% 50% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 7% 0% 0% 21% 64% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 7% 0% 0% 14% 71% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 7% 0% 7% 21% 57% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 7% 0% 0% 21% 64% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 7% 0% 0% 36% 50% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 7% 0% 7% 21% 57% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• No weaknesses. Very good teacher and discussion leader, always had insightful comments and 
helpful suggestions. Also the quite possibly the most interesting person I've met at UChicago. 

• David is a great guy. His lectures are always very interesting and he definitely knows a lot about the 
texts we read. He was good at facilitating discussion and made us all feel comfortable in the space. 
10/10 Would get a beer with. 

• Egan is fantastic at elucidating the intricacies of a text, and guiding discussion so that we discover 
the insights a text can provide 

• DAVID WAS AMAZING. Great instructor. He was very good at facilitating discussions but also 
he knew when it would be helpful for him to lecture for a few minutes so we could understand a 
tough concept. He did a great job of connecting with us and making people feel included in the 
discussions. His paper assignments were interesting and he gave enough options so we could pick 
something that interested us. He could have gotten papers back to us a little sooner, but it wasn't 
really an issue. I would really like to be able to take more classes that David was running and I'm 
not even a humanities major. I really hope that I can find another course that he's teaching. 

• He was very good at facilitating discussion and very open to students' thoughts. He rarely never 
shot down answers and never talked down to students. His mini-monologues were very insightful 
and usually very interesting. His lecture about Adjunct Teaching was also really interesting. He was 
friendly and funny. During office hours, it was very interesting having a discussion one-on-one 
with him, though it usually meanders to many other topics! As a philosophy teacher, he is 
"brilliant."  

• He had very interesting lectures. He really cared about the humanities, and that passion came 
through in his teaching which was nice. He also embraced what we were learning about in his 
everyday life, which also added punch to the class.  

• I really like David, but the course is just awful. Awful. HBC readings are boring, dry: they seem to 
stretch forever into the distance when you sit down and read them, 10 pages of reading takes an 
hour.  

• David was great during discussions. He always gave us background information about the author 
or text that was helpful when looking at the content. He never pushed too hard on a question, and 
allowed us time to thoroughly think through what he was asking.  

• David poses really great discussion questions and helps us connect the texts to our own lives and 
philosophies. This is the only course for which I have never missed a meeting, and the reason I 
make the effort to go is because I feel like I've grown in some way after almost every class.  

• Discussions were always interesting. He never pressured students into talking, he always let people 
participate at their own pace. Always polite and respectful. No weaknesses come to mind.  

• Professor Egan was great at facilitating discussion. He easily followed up on student's responses 
even if they were not clear. His feedback on papers was really useful.  

• David is incredibly smart and leads discussions very well. The only downside to that is that at times 
he seemed to be striving for something more. The discussion topics were both interesting and 
applicable to the essay topics which was helpful.  
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WINTER 2015 – SECTION 12 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 25% 25% 50% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 25% 25% 50% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 
Was available outside of class. 25% 0% 0% 0% 25% 50% 
Was helpful during office hours. 50% 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
 
The Readings 

  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 25% 0% 0% 0% 0% 75% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 25% 0% 0% 0% 25% 50% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 25% 0% 0% 0% 25% 50% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 25% 0% 75% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 25% 50% 25% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
 
  



David Egan • Teaching Portfolio 

 89	

What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• David is a fantastic professor -- he is good at facilitating intriguing, fluid discussions. His open-
mindedness creates a comfortable class atmosphere. His comments on essays are very thorough 
and helpful. I definitely feel like this class improved my critical thinking and writing skills. I'm 
disappointed that I won't be able to continue the sequence into spring quarter! 

• Professor Eagan is a really nice guy who always poses interesting questions for discussion and 
engages well with the class. He definitely is good at calling out students for not referencing the text 
enough in their points of discussion, which is useful. I think he could have incentivized 
participation a little better, as lots of smart students sort of got away with not really paying 
attention or contributing to discussion well leaving only a few people to talk. 

• David is one of the best instructors I have ever had. He is engaging, constructive, and very 
conducive to productive discussion. I see absolutely no weaknesses.  

• David is an amazing instructor who is obviously very passionate about the topics presented. He is 
sure to go above and beyond the requirements of the course and let you in on various relevant bits 
of information that are not needed for your writing assignments, but are still useful and interesting 
and enlarged my understanding of the material. 
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AUTUMN 2014 – SECTION 7 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 80% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 0% 10% 90% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 10% 90% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 60% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 30% 70% 
Was available outside of class. 20% 0% 0% 0% 20% 60% 
Was helpful during office hours. 50% 0% 0% 0% 20% 30% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 10% 90% 
 
The Readings 

  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 30% 70% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 10% 20% 70% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 60% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 10% 0% 0% 10% 20% 60% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 10% 50% 40% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 0% 40% 60% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 30% 70% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 20% 80% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 10% 40% 50% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 20% 30% 50% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• He is a very enthusiastic teacher who stimulates great discussion 
• The instructor was very enthusiastic about the course material and most of the time provided great 

classes. He lead the class into good, rich discussions and had a very good understanding of the 
texts we read. He gave good feedback on papers and was available outside of class, whether via 
office hours or email. I defiantly want to take another quarter with him as an instructor. 

• Very jolly fellow, and also very enthusiastic about the material. Brings a lot of interesting points to 
the discussion, but is still very focused on the texts. He did go on a free range Turkey tangent 
before though. Another important thing is that he does not talk down to students.  

• David is brilliant, great at leading discussions and lecturing, and much more approachable than I 
would expect someone with a PhD from Oxford to be. No weaknesses whatsoever, one of the 
best teachers I've ever had. 

• Professor Egan is very good at balancing information through lecture with fruitful discussion that 
allows us to find the answers ourselves, provided with the right questions. 

• Professor Egan was and is fantastic. He was very clear at explaining anything that may have been 
unclear during discussions as well as providing feedback on papers so that I could improve. He 
also held my attention consistently, which can be difficult. 

• Strengths: Ability to lead in-class discussion.  
• He was really good at starting interesting discussions on the text beyond a surface level reading, as 

well as in a way which tied it back to the point of the course in a very interesting way. I also really 
liked his manner of teaching in that it was a very relaxed environment in which people aren't 
pressured to talk, but want to.  

• David is extremely knowledgable and extremely passionate about the texts we read, and that made 
a huge difference in his ability to lead an exciting class. 

• Strengths: Very interesting, very excited about subject, good feedback, fair grader (and gives 
explanations for grades) Weaknesses: Could have led class discussions a little better (I find raising 
hands to be tedious) 
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AUTUMN 2014 – SECTION 12 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

Responded well to student questions. 50% 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 
Was available outside of class. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Was helpful during office hours. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
 
The Readings 

  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• David was great for everything, I had absolutely no complaints. 
• Professor is Egan is so awesome that you sometimes wish he talked more. He is very good at 

facilitating discussion and his presence in the class was downright unnoticeable at times; sometimes 
that meant the students got to develop their own ideas, sometimes the discussion ended up being 
general and superficial instead. David's mini-lectures and interjections were always insightful and 
his comments on papers were great. 
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SPRING 2014 – SECTION 14 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Was available outside of class. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Was helpful during office hours. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
 
The Readings 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Well organized, incredibly knowledgeable on a wide range of topics, interested in college student's 
opinions, open to others interpretations. Really all around the best professor I have come across in 
my first year of college. 

• David was fantastic at facilitating dialogue between students on the text, no matter how difficult 
that text was. The only downside is that we often ran out of time in these discussion, which isn't to 
say that David tried to fit too much in, the conversation was just extremely fruitful. 

• I really liked the way that discussions struck a balance between structure and free-flowing 
conversation. Also, the ideas that we talked about in discussion almost always helped me write 
papers.  
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SPRING 2014 – SECTION 15 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Was available outside of class. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Was helpful during office hours. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
 
The Readings 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 0% 0% 67% 33% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 100% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 33% 33% 33% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 33% 0% 67% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Professor Egan was great, he made the hard concepts interesting. Sometimes he rambled a bit, but 
that was a minor issue. 

• Not only is Professor Egan easy on the eyes, but he is also well versed in philosophical works we 
read this quarter. He began discussion with an informative lecture, and then opened the floor for 
discussion. Whenever students made irrelevant comments, he always found a way to tie them back 
into the works we were reading and helped us stay on track. He's also a decent grader. This man 
doesn't have a weakness I can think of. 

• All around awesome professor (Kind, understanding, and knowledgable). 
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WINTER 2014 – SECTION 14 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 17% 0% 83% 0% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 17% 83% 0% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 0% 33% 33% 33% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 0% 0% 67% 33% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 17% 33% 50% 
Was available outside of class. 17% 0% 17% 0% 33% 33% 
Was helpful during office hours. 33% 0% 0% 17% 33% 17% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 33% 33% 33% 
 
The Readings 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 17% 0% 0% 50% 33% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 33% 67% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 17% 0% 33% 50% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 0% 83% 17% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 17% 0% 50% 33% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 17% 0% 0% 50% 33% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 17% 17% 17% 50% 0% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 17% 33% 50% 0% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 17% 0% 33% 50% 0% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 17% 0% 0% 33% 50% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 17% 0% 0% 67% 17% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 17% 0% 0% 50% 33% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 67% 33% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 17% 0% 33% 17% 33% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• Professor Egan is very engaged in the subject material and seems genuinely interested in everyone's 
insight. Sometimes discussions/lectures are not as stimulating as they could be, but he makes a 
good effort to keep discussion flowing and provide interesting comments/questions.  

• Very knowledgeable on the topics Not afraid to respectfully challenge a student's a viewpoints 
Almost never covered all of the readings Allowed class to go on tangents that may not have been 
useful to understanding the text 

• David was a very engaging lecturer. 
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WINTER 2014 – SECTION 15 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 25% 25% 50% 0% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 75% 25% 0% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 25% 50% 25% 0% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 25% 25% 50% 0% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 0% 25% 50% 25% 
Was available outside of class. 25% 0% 0% 0% 25% 50% 
Was helpful during office hours. 50% 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 25% 25% 25% 25% 
 
The Readings 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 25% 0% 25% 50% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 25% 0% 0% 75% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 25% 25% 50% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 25% 50% 25% 0% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 50% 25% 25% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 50% 25% 25% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 25% 50% 25% 0% 0% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 25% 50% 25% 0% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 50% 25% 25% 0% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 25% 25% 50% 0% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 25% 50% 25% 0% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 25% 25% 25% 25% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 25% 50% 25% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 25% 25% 50% 0% 
 
  



David Egan • Teaching Portfolio 

 101	

What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• David was way better this quarter than last quarter. He is very insightful and the few times he 
lectured was very helpful in understanding texts and think about it in a different way. Weakness 
class has little structure. But some people like that.  

• David knows a lot about the subjects he taught. He facilitated class discussion well. However, the 
discussions were not structured well in that the plan that he wanted to use during class was never 
used because discussions would overtake the class. 

• More knowledgable about philosophy than literature. Decent at facilitating class discussion, but did 
not have clear goals for lessons and was not able to compellingly connect the material to a broader 
theme or objective. Incredibly smart individual, but still figuring stuff out as a professor. Despite 
his best intentions, people often fell asleep in class and didn't feel the need to do much of the 
reading. Also, took a very long time to return papers.  
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AUTUMN 2013 – SECTION 14 
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 0% 13% 38% 50% 
Presented clear lectures. 0% 0% 0% 13% 25% 63% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 25% 0% 38% 38% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 13% 13% 13% 63% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 13% 13% 38% 38% 
Was available outside of class. 25% 0% 0% 0% 25% 50% 
Was helpful during office hours. 63% 0% 0% 13% 0% 25% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 0% 13% 25% 63% 
 
The Readings 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 0% 25% 75% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 0% 38% 63% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 0% 0% 38% 63% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 0% 13% 63% 25% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 50% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 13% 13% 25% 50% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 13% 0% 38% 50% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 13% 25% 25% 38% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 0% 0% 38% 63% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 25% 25% 50% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 0% 0% 13% 25% 63% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• David was an engaging speaker, and did a great job articulating points and fostering deeper 
discussion. One weakness was that he didn't allow a socratic seminar type environment to develop 
but instead controlled the flow of conversation. 

• Sometimes went on long rants about philosophy in class, that were semi relatable 
• Professor Egan facilitated discussions fairly well, yet oftentimes would allow discussion to stray in 

many different directions without a set focus. This open discussion was still effective and 
interesting yet may have benefited from a little more structure.  

• Strengths: seemed to care about the class kind of and knew a lot about Greek culture and history 
and literature Weaknesses: not particularly inspiring or good at facilitating discussion, discussion 
felt like it was a lot of spewing thoughts at the teacher and not real discourse; also was obsessed 
with breaking up into small groups and chalk posts, both of which felt juvenile and forced. When 
the students were inspired to talk a lot (ie the Iliad discussions), student driven discussion often felt 
stifled because the instructor wanted to move on. Perhaps there could be a better balance between 
what the instructor wants to talk about and where the students take the discussion, but for the 
most part it felt like the instructor's lecture. 

• I thought that the instructor was very good at eliciting different comments from people and at 
helping people clarify their opinions. 

• Professor Egan did a good job of keeping class discussions interesting and focused, and of 
bringing up topics and then allowing us to discuss them without interrupting our discussion 
unnecessarily. Although this was almost always a good thing, sometimes the class felt a little bit too 
structured - more because the professor was participating in the conversation a lot (i.e., showing a 
lot of interest, which isn't entirely bad) than because he was actually dominating the conversation. 
Unrelated, Professor Egan's feedback on assignments was detailed and helpful. 
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AUTUMN 2013 – SECTION 15  
 
The Instructor 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
Organized the course clearly. 0% 0% 14% 14% 29% 43% 
Presented clear lectures. 14% 0% 14% 14% 14% 43% 
Held my attention and made this course interesting. 0% 0% 14% 14% 43% 29% 
Stimulated and facilitated questions and 
discussions. 0% 0% 14% 14% 0% 71% 

Responded well to student questions. 0% 0% 14% 0% 29% 57% 
Was available outside of class. 29% 0% 0% 0% 29% 43% 
Was helpful during office hours. 57% 0% 0% 14% 0% 29% 
Motivated independent thinking. 0% 0% 29% 0% 14% 57% 
 
The Readings 
  N/A Strongly Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly Agree 
Fulfilled the objective of the course. 0% 0% 0% 14% 29% 57% 
Were reasonable in number. 0% 0% 14% 0% 14% 71% 
Were appropriately difficult. 0% 0% 0% 14% 0% 86% 
 
The Assignments 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
How helpful were the lectures and discussions in preparing 
for exams and completing assignments? 0% 0% 0% 29% 43% 29% 

How appropriately were the requirements of the course 
proportioned to course goals? 0% 0% 14% 0% 29% 43% 

How well did the requirements contribute to the goals of 
the course? 0% 0% 14% 0% 43% 29% 

How timely and useful was feedback on assignments and 
exams? 0% 0% 14% 43% 14% 14% 

How fairly were the assignments graded? 0% 0% 0% 14% 43% 29% 
 
Overall 

  N/A Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree 
This course met my expectations. 0% 0% 29% 0% 29% 43% 
This course provided me with new insight and 
knowledge. 0% 0% 0% 43% 0% 57% 

This course provided me with useful skills. 0% 0% 14% 29% 14% 43% 
The content of this course was presented at an 
appropriate level. 0% 0% 14% 14% 14% 57% 

I put my best effort into this course. 0% 0% 0% 0% 14% 86% 
The class had a high level of morale/enthusiasm. 0% 14% 0% 14% 14% 57% 
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What were the instructor's strengths? Weaknesses? 

• David was very engaging. He provided indepth analysis of the books and interesting viewpoints of 
the concepts 

• David was well-versed in the course material and had a lot of great things to say/insight into the 
texts. He asked questions that facilitated discussions, although these discussions oftentimes went 
on tangents and didn't allow him to finish addressing everything he wanted to address. 

• He is a nice guy, but his class was too open and as a result was way too disorganized. Pretty much 
which ever student talks first, their point will be what the class discuss for a good part of the class. 
I wish it was more clear what we were suppose to get out of the readings. Also, we never really tied 
up the theme of the class, Human Being and Citizen. 

• Professor Egan facilitated discussion well. I always felt he interjected his own points at appropriate 
times, while still letting the students develop their own ideas for the most part. As for weaknesses, 
I felt that the lectures were nearly all irrelevant to the themes or motifs of the course, and mostly 
just gave us background information on the texts that was not helpful in analyzing them at all. 

• This is his first time teaching in this format, which may have gotten the course off to a rocky start. 
I'm happy to say it has been steadily improving. He presents the material adequately, but seldom 
shares any momentous insight. This may be because he wants the students to generate ideas, but it 
generally results in the course operating a fairly basic level. All in all, I think he could present the 
material in a more exciting, dynamic way, at a deeper level, that would keep students from falling 
asleep in class. His teaching style aside, David is a kind and intelligent individual. 

• I thought Professor Egan was amazing. He was great at directing discussion. He knew how to get a 
conversation started and keep it going, how to balance deep exploration of a particular question 
with the necessity to discuss a broad portion of the material, and how to make sure everyone felt 
heard. When he took a few minutes to give us a mini-lecture on something we were discussing, it 
was always engrossing. The class was fascinating and fast-paced in his hands, and he was definitely 
approachable - I felt comfortable going to his office hours to talk. And I do think my ability to 
construct a well-supported argument has grown in his class, partly because of his comments on my 
first paper. However, I did not feel encouraged to come to him with a draft of a paper or to 
discuss ideas for a paper, mostly because he never mentioned it - I never thought of that as 
something I could potentially do until I heard friends in another Hum class discuss doing that with 
their professor. Also, while most of his paper topics were interesting, others I found somewhat 
boring or not particularly useful.  
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TECHNOLOGY AND SOCIETY II – TEACHING EVALUATIONS 
 

 


