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1. Teaching Awards 

 
Outstanding Graduate Student Instructor Award, University of Michigan, 2018 

Awarded annually to the twenty most outstanding graduate student instructors across Rackham Graduate 

School's 180 graduate programs. Nominations are collected by departments (1-2 per department), and 

recipients are selected based on student evaluations, letters of recommendation, and a personal statement 

of teaching philosophy.  

John Dewey Prize, University of Michigan, 2017 

Awarded annually by the philosophy department to one graduate student who has shown excellence in 

undergraduate teaching.  

Dean's Citation for Excellence in Tutorials, University of Sydney, 2012 

Awarded annually by the Dean of the Faculty of Arts and Social Sciences to teachers from the Faculty of 
Arts and Social Sciences who display excellence in tutorial teaching. The Dean's Citation for Excellence 

in Tutorials is specifically designed to encourage innovative, evidence-based, and reflective teaching. 

Recipients are selected based on student evaluations and commendations, letters of recommendation, and 

a personal statement.  

 

2. Pedagogical Scholarship, Consulting, Mentoring, & Development 

Pedagogical Scholarship 
Kearns, K., Hatcher, M., Bollard, M., DiPietro, M., Donohue-Bergeler, D., Drane, L., Luoma, E.,.  

Phuong, A., Thain, L., & Wright, M. (2018), “Once a scientist…": Disciplinary approaches and 

intellectual dexterity in educational development. To Improve the Academy: A Journal of 
Educational Development, 37: 128-141.  

 

In this essay, my co-authors and I discuss the unique disciplinary approaches we each bring to our work 

as educational developers. Further, we discuss the value of thinking inclusively about disciplinary 

approaches and bringing a multiplicity of disciplinary epistemologies to bear during classroom 

observations and consultations with clients.  

 

Instructional Consultant, University of Michigan Center for Research on Learning & Teaching, 2016 –18 

I was selected and trained by the University of Michigan’s Center for Research on Learning and Teaching 

to work as a Graduate Student Instructional Consultant. My primary role was to provide guidance and 

support for fellow graduate student instructors in departments across the university. I conducted 

classroom observations, collected feedback from students, and delivered tailored advice to help GSIs 

address any issues they faced in their teaching and improve their teaching practices. I also provided 

teaching statement and teaching evaluation consultations. Consultants met regularly at CRLT to discuss 
consulting case studies, learn new pedagogic techniques, create resources for CRLT's programming, and 

to develop inclusive teaching practices. As a consultant, I also designed and facilitated a workshop for my 

fellow consultants titled “Adapting Strategies for Different Disciplinary Contexts" (given April 2018). 
 

Graduate Student Teaching Mentor, University of Michigan, Winter 2017 and Winter 2018 

I was selected by the Philosophy Department’s Graduate Student Instructor (GSI) Training and 

Evaluation Committee to serve as a mentor for fellow GSIs in the Philosophy department. I consulted 

with GSIs about teaching issues, provided advice and feedback to GSIs based on classroom observations, 
disseminated useful teaching resources and scholarship to GSIs, and organized teaching workshops, 

including "Implementing Active Learning Strategies in the Philosophy Classroom" (given April 2018.) 
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University of Michigan Graduate Teacher Certificate, 2017 
The UM Graduate Teacher Certificate is a college-level teaching development program coordinated by 

the University’s Center for Research on Learning and Teaching (CRLT) and Rackham Graduate School. 

Besides instructional practice as an instructor, the Certificate requires:  

• Completion of at least 8 hours of campus-wide and departmental Graduate Student Instructor 

Teaching Orientation programs, including practice teaching sessions and seminars about how to 

effectively facilitate discussion sections and assess student work. 

• Exposure to new teaching strategies through attendance at seminars facilitated by CRLT, 

including:  

o “Teaching with instructional technology: next steps with IT” 

o “Backward course design and syllabus construction” 

o “Inside the inclusive teacher’s toolkit: inclusive active learning strategies” 

o “Inclusive teaching in the philosophy classroom” 

o “Modelling and teaching the skills of philosophical argumentation”  

o “Creating accessible learning environments” 

o “Understanding how stereotype threat and growth mindset affect student learning” 

o “Teaching in tumultuous times: Making choices about how to address the world beyond 

your classroom” 

• A consultation on classroom teaching from a CRLT consultant. To satisfy this requirement, a 

CRLT consultant observed one of my classes and then conducted a student feedback session that 

gathers information from students (confidentially) about a) how well and in what ways I was 

helping my students learn, and b) how I could help them learn more effectively. I now request 

these consultations for every class I teach, in addition to the regular departmental observation by 

philosophy faculty members, in order to receive as much feedback as possible on my teaching.  

• A mentorship on course design with a faculty member. I completed the mentorship with Chandra 

Sripada, who provided me with feedback on a course syllabus as well as advice about designing 

and teaching interdisciplinary cognitive science courses. 

 

American Association of Philosophy Teachers Workshops and Seminars on Teaching and Learning in 

Philosophy 

• One-day workshop at the University of Michigan, January 2017. I was the site coordinator for 

this workshop. 

• Four-day intensive seminar at Saginaw Valley State University, July 2016. This seminar ran 

concurrently with AAPT’s Biennial International Workshop-Conference on Teaching Philosophy. 

• One-day workshop at San Francisco State University, March 2015. 

 

All AAPT events train participants to design courses effectively and improve teaching practices using 

principles of integrated course design, such that learning objectives, learning activities, and assessment 

are transparently aligned. All sessions were interactive, and required concrete application of the seminar 

material to a syllabus of my own. Relevant literature on teaching and learning was assigned in advance of 

each AAPT event, and engaging with these materials has inspired me to regularly read new articles in the 

scholarship of teaching and learning and continue my own education and development as a teacher.  

 

University of Sydney Faculty of Arts and Social Sciences Teaching Development Program, 2011 

The program consisted of 5 sessions (10 hours total), including interactive sessions devoted to course 

design, student-focused teaching and learning, principles of assessment, techniques for professional 

feedback, and effective classroom practices. The program also required the submission of a reflective 

teaching statement.    
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3. Teaching Experience 

 
Sole instructor  

• Ethics (Spring 2019, Amherst College, 25 students) 

• Introduction to Philosophy: Philosophical Questions (Spring 2019 and Fall 2018, Amherst 

College, 25 students) 

• Seminar: Morality and the Emotions (Fall 2018, Amherst College, 10 students, open only to 

upper-level students) 

• Contemporary Moral Problems: Ethics, Race, and Gender (Summer 2018, University of 

Michigan, 40 students) 

• Philosophical Dimensions of Personal Decisions (Summer 2016, University of Michigan, 41 

students) 

• Philosophy of Happiness (Summer 2012, University of Sydney, 70 students) 

 
Discussion Section Leader (all at the University of Michigan unless otherwise noted) 

• Critical Reasoning (for David Manley, Fall 2017, two sections of 25 students) 

• Moral Principles and Problems (for Daniel Jacobson, Fall 2016 and Fall 2014, two sections of 25 

students) 

• Introduction to Cognitive Science (for Chandra Sripada, Fall 2015 and for Chandra Sripada and 

Rick Lewis, Winter 2015, 3 sections of 25 students) 

• Contemporary Moral Problems (for Matt Evans, Winter 2014, two sections of 26 students) 

• Introduction to Philosophy: Principles and Problems (for Louis Loeb, Fall 2013, two sections of 

27 students)  

• Philosophy of Happiness (for Caroline West, University of Sydney, 2011, two sections of 20 

students) 

• Moral Psychology (for Luke Russell, University of Sydney, 2011 and 2012, two sections of 20 

students) 

 

As discussion section leader, I planned and led discussion sections which supplemented the lectures, 

helped create exams and assignments, graded student work, and held office hours. When teaching Moral 

Principles and Problems, I was also responsible for the creation of a separate section syllabus which 

contained readings not addressed in lecture as well as assignments specific to my own sections. In Fall 

2014, my section syllabus covered topics in global and environmental ethics. In Fall 2016, my section 

syllabus focused on the ethics of online behavior.  

 

 

4. Teaching Evaluations1 
 

4.1 Quantitative Evaluations 

 
The table provided below summarizes the numerical feedback from all students who responded in all of 

the courses2 I’ve taught as sole instructor or discussion section leader at the University of Michigan: 

• Ethics, Race, and Gender (Sole Instructor, Summer 2018, 40 students) 

• Critical Reasoning (Discussion Section Leader, Fall 2017, 50 students) 

• Moral Principles and Problems (Discussion Section Leader, Fall 2016, 50 students) 

                                                 
1 Original institutional summaries of student evaluations for all courses are available upon request.  
2 For which evaluations were administered. Due to an administrative error, course evaluations were not conducted in 

Winter 2015 when I was a discussion section leader for COG 200: Introduction to Cognitive Science.   
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• Philosophical Dimensions of Personal Decisions (Sole instructor, Summer 2016, 41 students) 

• Introduction to Cognitive Science (Discussion Section Leader, Fall 2015, 75 students) 

• Moral Principles and Problems (Discussion Section Leader, Fall 2014, 50 students) 

• Contemporary Moral Problems (Discussion Section Leader, Winter 2014, 52 students) 

• Introduction to Philosophy: Principles and Problems (Discussion Section Leader, Fall 2013, 54 

students) 

 

Students were asked to quantify their agreement with the prompt by selecting a number from 1 (“strongly 

disagree”) to 5 (“strongly agree”). 

Prompt 
 

Course % 

Agree 

(4 or 5) 

My 

Mean 

Score 

Dept. 

Comparison3 

(50th Percentile) 

In Top 

25% 

(Dept.)? 

“Overall, the 

instructor was an 

excellent teacher.” 

Ethics, Race, and Gender (SU18) 

Critical Reasoning (F17) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F16)  

Personal Decisions (SU16) 

Intro to Cognitive Science (F15) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F14) 

Contemporary Moral Problems (W14) 

Intro to Philosophy (F13) 

94 

100 

97 

90 

99 

95 

100 

100 

4.80 

4.98 

4.97 

4.70 

4.88 

4.89 

4.83 

4.71 

4.54 

4.63 

4.60 

4.54 

N/A 

4.64 

4.63 

4.63 

X 

X 

X 

X 

N/A 

X 

X 

“The instructor gave 

clear explanations” 

Ethics, Race, and Gender (SU18) 

Critical Reasoning (F17) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F16)  

Personal Decisions (SU16) 

Intro to Cognitive Science (F15) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F14) 

Contemporary Moral Problems (W14) 

Intro to Philosophy (F13) 

97 

100 

97 

80 

96 

93 

98 

98 

4.90 

4.92 

4.96 

4.67 

4.85 

4.81 

4.81 

4.77 

4.44 

4.69 

4.50 

4.44 

N/A 

4.57 

4.55 

4.56 

X 

X 

X 

 

N/A 

X 

X 

X 

“The instructor 

stressed important 

points in lectures/ 

discussions.” 

Ethics, Race, and Gender (SU18) 

Critical Reasoning (F17) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F16)  

Personal Decisions (SU16) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F14) 

Contemporary Moral Problems (W14) 

Intro to Philosophy (F13) 

94 

100 

100 

90 

95 

100 

98 

4.80 

4.91 

4.91 

4.63 

4.90 

4.83 

4.77 

4.50 

4.63 

4.60 

4.50 

4.64 

4.61 

4.62 

X 

X 

X 

 

X 

X 

“The instructor put 

material across in an 

interesting way.” 

Ethics, Race, and Gender (SU18) 

Critical Reasoning (F17) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F16)  

Personal Decisions (SU16) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F14) 

Contemporary Moral Problems (W14) 

Intro to Philosophy (F13) 

94 

95 

95 

83 

93 

98 

98 

4.80 

4.84 

4.93 

4.70 

4.78 

4.81 

4.54 

4.50 

4.54 

4.54 

4.50 

4.57 

4.55 

4.56 

X 

X 

X 

 

X 

X 

“The instructor 

appeared to have a 

thorough knowledge 

of the subject.” 

Ethics, Race, and Gender (SU18) 

Critical Reasoning (F17) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F16)  

Personal Decisions (SU16) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F14) 

Contemporary Moral Problems (W14) 

Intro to Philosophy (F13) 

97 

100 

100 

93 

95 

100 

100 

4.90 

4.92 

4.97 

4.81 

4.92 

4.92 

4.85 

4.80 

4.79 

4.80 

4.80 

4.79 

4.79 

4.80 

X 

X 

X 

 

X 

X 

“The instructor was 

willing to meet and 

help students outside 

class” 

Ethics, Race, and Gender (SU18) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F16)  

Personal Decisions (SU16) 

Moral Principles and Problems (F14) 

Contemporary Moral Problems (W14) 

Intro to Philosophy (F13) 

97 

100 

92 

98 

100 

98 

4.90 

4.97 

4.77 

4.88 

4.84 

4.87 

4.70 

4.75 

4.70 

4.77 

4.75 

4.77 

X 

X 

 

X 

X 

 

                                                 
3 Based on aggregate scores of similar (as defined by the Department) philosophy courses taught at the University of 

Michigan between 2008-2017, excluding the semester in which the course being compared was taught. 
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4.2 Qualitative Evaluations 
 

In end-of-term course evaluations, students are asked to respond to two open-ended questions: 

1. “Comment on the quality of instruction in this course” 

2. “How would you change this course?” / “How can the instructor improve the teaching of 

this course?”  

 

Below are complete and unedited qualitative student evaluations for the following courses: 

• Introduction to Philosophy: Philosophical Questions (Sole instructor, Fall 2018, Amherst 

College4) 

• Contemporary Moral Problems: Ethics, Race, and Gender (Sole instructor, Summer 2018) 

• Critical Reasoning (Discussion Section Leader, Fall 2017) 

• Moral Principles and Problems (Discussion Section Leader, Fall 2016) 

• Philosophical Dimensions of Personal Decisions (Sole instructor, Summer 2016) 
 

Qualitative evaluations for all courses taught are available upon request. 

 

 
Introduction to Philosophy: Philosophical Questions 

Sole Instructor, Fall 2018, Amherst College (25 students) 
 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

The discussions were thorough and I always left class with burning questions. Breaking up into 

small groups and then having a class-wide discussion was effective 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

I felt comfortable participating in class discussions. The discussions ranged from clarifying to 

questioning, and they were effective. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

Yes they did. Having to write what I thought about a reading helped me to understand the 

reading itself 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

It has changed the way I think about thinking about the world, and I am grateful to my professor 

for that 

                                                 
4 Amherst College uses qualitative evaluations only.  
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Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

I felt challenged to consider, evaluate, disprove, and sometimes accept arguments I previously 

disagreed with. Professor Bollard encouraged discussion and was a great mediator which helped 

me to learn to formulate an argument. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

The classroom environment was great because although not all students participated in the class 

discussions, we split into smaller groups almost every class. In the smaller groups, everyone 

participated in clarifying and evaluating the readings, mostly. We also discussed our personal 

views on the topic at hand. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

We had many reading responses, but I felt in class discussion was more beneficial to my 

understanding the material. The reading responses helped me to learn to be more precise and 

concise in an argumentative paper, especially because there was a word limit. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

Overall, it was positive. I feel like I have become a better writer and have gained a very strong, 

base understanding of a variety of philosophical topics. I think it was an excellent introduction. 

Date: 11/30/2018 16:26 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Visiting Professor Bollard’s use of a concepts sheet to induce thought/discussion and small 

group discussions allowed for blossoming discussions of philosophical topics. The small group 

discussions were especially intellectually stimulating, and at times challenging, because on 

almost every occasion did groups fail to reach a consensus on a particular viewpoint of a 

philosophical question — this is a good thing! 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

The class size was both intimate and stimulating and lent itself to meaningful discussion. The 
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discussions were used to both concretize concepts and argue in favor or against specific viewpoints. 

Class was definitely comfortable. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

Dr. Mara’s short-answer style questions required a concise and concerted effort to flesh out, 

internalize, and added certain philosophical questions. Arguably, the majority of my 

understanding came from having spent time on these assignments which guide themselves and 

allow one to fully understand philosophical concepts. Feedback came in the form on in-text 

corrections. I did not pay attention to corrections often. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

Aside from finding new things to talk about at the dinner-table, the one skill I developed because 

of Dr. Mara’s course that translates very will towards several other humanities fields is the 

ability to utilize and recognize different methods of argumentation and marshaling evidence. 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Professor Bollard's teaching methods significantly improved my understanding and interest in 

philosophy. Classes were well designed to incorporate both group discussion as well as lecture style-

explanations of the course topics. I felt challenged intellectually almost every class as a 

result of both the selection of course topics and Professor Bollard's teaching style, and I also feel 

that my understanding of philosophy has improved tremendously as a result. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

Professor Bollard fostered a very inclusive and welcoming classroom environment, which I 

found beneficial for improving both my own learning as well as my classmates. Classroom 

discussions felt well balanced in terms of clarifying readings and discussing the philosophical 

concepts that extended beyond the readings. I felt very comfortable participating in class 

discussions. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

I found that papers and response advanced my understanding of the course material, specifically 

by asking us to think about concepts with depth in mind as opposed to breadth. We discussed 

numerous topics over the course of the semester, and I enjoyed the fact that we were encouraged 

to go think about ideas in greater depth in writing assignments. I received written feedback in the 

form of comments on most of my reflections and all of my papers and found it helpful in terms 



Bollard | Teaching Portfolio | 8 

  

of developing my thoughts/improving my ability to write philosophically. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

This course has made a major impact on my enthusiasm for philosophy as a subject, so much so 

that I am currently considering pursuing a philosophy major in the future as a result of taking 

Philosophical Questions with Professor Bollard. I enjoyed the fact that it helped develop my 

ability to think dialectically, and it made me want to explore many of the topics we talked about 

in greater depth in the future. 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Professor Bollard's teaching was very helpful to me. She always began class by reviewing and 

summarizing the reading so that we all reached a clearer understanding of some of the key terms 

and ideas. Then we broke into smaller groups and answered more specific readings. Finally, we 

regrouped as an entire class for a larger discussion. 

I was almost always interested in the assigned readings even when the texts were dense. She 

posed challenging questions but always made herself available for questions. Overall her 

teaching methods greatly enhanced my understanding of the content. 

I was definitely challenged intellectually with the readings and many of the discussions. I found 

it challenging to keep up with the rapid points sometimes that were presented by some of my 

peers. Some clarification would have helped. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

Most of the same people participated in class. I rarely felt totally comfortable participating in the 

classwide discussions. I felt that to do so, I had to have completely thought-out ideas. However, 

whenever someone who didn't talk as much raised their hand, Prof. Bollard made an effort to call 

on them (myself included). The discussions first clarified the readings, then evaluated them (not 

quite as often), and finally discussed ideas that went beyond them. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

The weekly writing assignments generally helped me understand the texts better. I received 

comments but not regarding what I could do better to get the highest grades. The comments were 

very specific and not about the broader ideas or about my philosophical writing. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

I became a better reader of dense, philosophical texts and became a bit more confident to 

participate in bigger class discussions. 
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Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Yes I was challenged intellectually. I really enjoyed Professor Bollard's approach to the course 

material and found her methods engaged me in the material much more so than other courses I've 

taken at Amherst. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

Loved the classroom environment that Professor Bollard fostered. Essentially everyone 

participated every class and I felt very comfortable engaging the professor and my peers in 

discussion regarding the central ideas of the course. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

I think it did, written feedback was helpful as I've never taken a philosophy course, however 

being a senior I did not need the same feedback that the majority of the first years in the course 

likely did. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

Definitely altered my perspective in how I think through issues. Also found learning about how 

philosophical arguments are made to be very interesting and likely made the arguments I made in 

other classes more logically structured. Overall I loved the course with Professor Bollard and it 

left a positive impact on my view of philosophy as a senior non-major. Also I cannot thank 

Professor Bollard enough for how understanding she was and the support she gave me after I 

went through some extremely difficult personal events at the beginning of the semester. 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Professor Bollard's response papers helped me understand the reading materials by engaging me 

with the central topics of readings. Her class group exercises challenged me intellectually by 

giving me responsibilities to explain certain questions to other group members. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

The classroom environment is engaging. and comfortable. All students participated in class 

discussions. 
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Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

Written assignments advanced my understandings of the course materials because I had to 

understand the course materials to go beyond them. One criteria of the written assignments is 

"charitably and accurately represent the writers' ideas and reasoning." Extensive written feedback 

is given to my papers. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

It has made me take the Ethics, even though I am a CS major! It has made me to start thinking 

about philosophical questions. 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Dr Bollard was very engaging in her lectures and discussions. Her in-class worksheets and 

lectures really spelled out a lot of theories and helped me to digest a lot of difficult material. She 

made me like philosophy more and understand it in somewhat more concrete terms. At the same 

time I was very much challenged by the course and Dr Bollard offered a lot of new topics to 

think about or new perspectives for us. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

Environment was one of the best. The students were all very nice and had a lot of great points to 

add insight to the class. There was a good mix of lecture and discussion on the readings, as well 

as new arguments outside of the class material. I felt very comfortable in class (more in small 

groups but there was a good mix of partner, small group, and large group discussion) 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

Yes. With the reading responses, they helped guide me through the reading and helped me to 

write clearly and concisely. She gave a lot of thoughtful feedback as well, which helps when it 

comes time to write the paper. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

As someone who does not normally need to engage in philosophical texts/discussions, this class 

was very refreshing and reminded me of the art of logical debate/argument. I was reinforced in 

my critical reading and thinking skills, which is always helpful. Dr. Bollard's teaching will have 

a big impact on me as I hope to emulate her skill in explaining things in a clear and concise 

manner. 
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Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

I really loved Professor Bollard's teaching method of trying to solve the problems in small 

groups and then discussing with the whole class. The small group discussions ensured that I 

understood more from the text than reading alone and everyone got a chance to share their 

opinions and ideas with others. Often these discussions led to more questions and revelations, 

which would then be discussed with the whole class. This course definitely piqued my interest in 

Philosophy. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

The class was very interactive. Most of the students often had things to say about the reading 

texts and the questions being discussed, and Professor Bollard ensured everyone got their 

chance. The discussions started with clarifying the readings and would shift to sharing opinions 

on the big questions discussed in those readings. The problems and ideas raised in small group 

discussions would often lead me to participate more actively in the discussion with the whole 

class. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

The papers surely helped me understand the course materials better. They also helped in reading 

the texts more actively and gaining the most out of it. Sometimes it felt like the assignments 

could be given after class discussions so that I could include the ideas I learnt during the class. 

But I understand that the purpose of the papers was to give personal responses to the readings. 

The feedbacks on the papers were really helpful, especially the feedbacks on the paper outline. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

This course definitely made me want to take more Philosophy courses. I feel like now I have the 

tools to try to answer big questions and problems. The topics we discussed on are common in 

conversations outside of class as well and this course helped me form a convincing argument or 

an argument to side with during these conversations. 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

She always interacted with the material with an upbeat attitude and was very confident and clear. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 
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participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

I thought it was well structured and gave everyone confidence to learn. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

Yes, her feedback was great and helped with real time learning 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

Opened my mind to abstract thought 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Dr. Mara used a nice mixture of class discussion and group work to cultivate meaningful 

discourse which helped make the class engaging. I was intellectually challenged by the handouts 

that we discussed as a group. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

A lot of different students usually participated. For the majority, about the same 6 or so kids 

would talk the most. The discussion first started out as a whole class where we cleared up any 

questions we had and to get the general gist of what the article we read for the class was saying. 

We also used different thought experiments and novel examples to elaborate on the material 

which was helpful. I generally felt comfortable talking in the class when i had a solid grasp of 

what we were talking about, but most of the time i didnt want to say something stupid and make 

a fool of myself infront of the whole class. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

Yes. The papers/ reading responses had us critically engage with the passages we read. The 

weekly reading responses allowed us to critically engage with the articles before we discussed 

them in class. The feedback was also very constructive and it always seemed that she put a lot of 

time in trying to give good feedback, which showed. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

I am not used to thinking about such abstract concepts that we talked about in this class. I am 

used to classes, such as the sciences, where there is a clear answer, a right and a wrong. 
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However, in this class, we faced ambiguity and debate which I wasn't accustomed to. This made 

me appreciate the process of arguing and thinking about things in a novel way. 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Professor Bollard did a great job motivating all topics covered in this course and presented it 

effectively. She made the class very interesting and very enjoyable. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

Professor Bollard created a great classroom environment. Most people in the class participated 

every class session as well as working in groups for part of every class to encourage smaller 

discussions. She created a very comfortable environment. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

Yes, written assignments advanced my understanding the material. We were assigned one or two 

reading responses per week (about 300 words in length). Professor Bollard gave us very helpful 

feedback regarding how to write in a Philosophy class. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

This is a course that I have been interested in taking for 3 years and am very glad to have been 

able to expand my knowledge outside of STEM. 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Overall, I felt I sufficiently understood and was very interested in the material this semester. I 

feel Prof. Bollard's lectures were very engaging because as a student, I could tell that she really 

seemed to care about the material she was presenting to us. Another point about the lectures is 

that she kept them short and simple. There was no extraneous information, which I think is 

important because it is easy to get confused with some of the difficult concepts and she did a 

wonderful job going into detail about structure of the argument and how, exactly, the conclusion 

was reached. Secondly, I want to point out that she was excellent at leading class discussions. I 

felt her method of cueing students to talk was fair and she was very good at taking in a student's 

idea (even if it was very off topic), considering it, responding to it, and moving us back on track 

with the course material. 

 

I do feel that I was intellectually challenged. Many of the readings I had to read twice or once 

painfully slow. Most of the time, I feel that I have mastered the concepts, but certainly have a 
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good understanding of them, which is exactly where I wanted to be in a philosophy class. I was 

even able to explain some of the readings to my classmates in conversation. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

The classroom environment was interesting and certainly new to me. There were a few students 

who would share all time and were not afraid to make an out of the box claim that I never would 

have thought of. I was definitely comfortable with sharing, but it was hard for me to share 

obscure ideas of my own for fear that it would not compare to the other students. On the other 

end of the spectrum, I felt that it seemed like a cop-out to just summerize points or give simple 

answers. so I was felt like I was stuck in the middle some of the time. 

 

Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

I personally LOVED the reading responses. Most of the time I would finish reading and feel like 

I had a good understanding of the concepts and then I would try to respond to the reading 

response and realized that was not necessarily the case. I'm not sure that her responses helped me 

as much as simply writing them did, especially since I would revise my ideas in class discussions 

later. She made little comments on our responses that would add on to our ideas to make them 

more complete. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

I feel that this course helped me to think more critically about everyday situations. I would listen 

to conversations and wonder about the normative questions that one could pose about the topic. 

Sometimes those questions lead to new ideas about the discussion. 

 

Question 1 

How did Visiting Professor Bollard’s teaching methods—lectures, discussion leadership, 

group exercises—affect your understanding of, and interest in the course material? Were 

you challenged intellectually? If so, how? 

Visiting Professor Bollard's teaching methods were interesting and engaging. Her strategy of 

assigning reading, discussing the reading as a full class, splitting into smaller groups to give 

students time to air their thoughts in a less-hectic setting, and then reconvening, was perfect for a 

philosophy class and helped interest me even more in the course material. I was highly engaged 

intellectually. 

 

Question 2 

What did you think of the classroom environment? (For example, how many students 

participated in class discussion? Was the discussion devoted to clarifying the readings, 

evaluating them, discussing ideas that went beyond the readings, or other matters? Did you 

feel comfortable participating in class discussion?) 

The classroom environment was good. Students seemed to participate equally in class discussion, 

and the discussion was usually devoted to first evaluating the readings and then discussing their 

implications. I felt comfortable participating in class discussion. 
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Question 3 

Did written assignments—for example, papers, responses and/or examinations—advance 

your understanding of the course material? What form of feedback did you get on your 

written work? Was this helpful to your understanding of the issues, or your development as 

a writer? Please elaborate. 

Written assignments -- mainly the roughly-weekly reading responses -- substantially helped 

advance and clarify my understanding of the course material and readings. I received good 

feedback on my written work, especially my first paper. The feedback on the paper especially 

helped advance my understanding of philosophical writing. 

 

Question 4 

What intellectual impact did the course have on you? 

Well, for one, it made me consider picking up a major in philosophy. Honestly, though, it made 

me *interested* in and intellectually engaged with philosophy, enough to take another course 

with the Professor next semester, and enough to be somewhat considering a double-major. More 

generally, I feel the course helped introduce me to some major concepts in philosophical thought, 

and provided a thorough grounding in philosophy which will be useful for future philosophical 

exploration, both academically and through my own personal readings. I enjoyed the course and 

the overall experience very much. 
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Contemporary Moral Problems: Ethics, Race, and Gender 

Sole Instructor, Summer 2018, University of Michigan (40 students) 
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Please note that there was an additional, customized written question that students could answer for 

“Ethics, Race, and Gender” that was not available on any other qualitative course evaluations. Complete 

and unedited student answers to that question are included on the following page.  



Bollard | Teaching Portfolio | 18 

  

 

  



Bollard | Teaching Portfolio | 19 

  

Critical Reasoning   

Discussion Section Leader, Fall 2017, University of Michigan (50 students) 

 

“Comment on the quality of instruction in this course” 

• Mara was great. She often explained the concepts of the course much better than the professor. 

 

• Great enthusiasm. 

 

• I can honestly say that I would not have passed this course without Mara. Anytime I had any sort 

of confusion or question, Mara knew how to explain it in a variety of different ways so that I 

always felt much more comfortable walking out of discussion than I did walking in. It is because 

of her that I vastly improved between my two midterm grades and that I have an increased 

interest in the field of Philosophy. 

 

• Mara did a fine job of getting further in depth on lecture topics and explaining confusing areas. 

 

• My section instructor was excellent. She clearly had a passion for teaching and helping her 

students in any way possible. She often made herself available beyond discussion and office 

hours to help students succeed in the course. 

 

• Mara = beast. 

 

• Such a great GSI! Super passionate and helpful! 

 

• Mara was very informative and helpful providing help when we needed it. 

 

• I think the GSI in this discussion was by far the best GSI I have had this semester. She was 

extremely helpful and was able to simplify the content to a degree of which I finally understood 

the content. 

 

• Mara was amazing! One of the best GSIs I have had. She would make these note pages with 

example questions on there which was super helpful. Her positive attitude was so refreshing and 

helped motivate students. She is a great teacher. 

 

• I loved this one! Mara was so knowledgeable and sweet. She could answer anything, explained it 

so well, and was very patient. 

 

• Great. I felt comfortable asking all the questions I wanted to because Mara was so friendly and 

kind, leagues ahead of my other GSIs. 

 

• This was by far one of my favorite discussion sections this semester. Mara is an amazing GSI, 

who knows the subject matter well and is extremely willing to help her students. I found that 

discussion was more helpful than lecture in explaining and applying what we learned that week, 

as Mara always had worksheets and examples prepared. 

 

• Mara was one of the best discussion leaders I have ever had. She was always willing to help 

students and you can tell she has experience and a talent for teaching. 

 

 

 



Bollard | Teaching Portfolio | 20 

  

“How would you change this course?” 

• The only thing I would have changed in this discussion section was to have maybe made it 

longer. I feel as though we were pressed for time on many cases and never fully talked though our 

example questions.  

 

• Nothing. 

 

• Clear enough, more worksheets. 

 

• I wouldn’t. 

 

• I would make it go a little faster. Sometimes it felt like we didn’t fully cover the weeks’ lectures 

and there was a bit of downtime in it. 

 

• Go over the concepts a little more. 

 

• More examples of questions that we could see on the exam --- like same format. 

 

• I wish we could do more problems all together, but I understood the time constraint. 

 

• The one issue I had was time – we were typically not able to go over all the answers. However, 

this was not due to poor time management, but rather the time allotted for the discussion as a 

whole – I’m sure if we had an additional 10-20 minutes, we’d go over everything in time. 

 

 

 

Moral Principles and Problems  

Discussion Section Leader, Fall 2016, University of Michigan (50 students) 

 

“Comment on the quality of instruction in this course” 

• Mara was an amazing instructor who provided the resources and means for me to fully 

understand and comprehend the concepts and principles we were being taught in this philosophy 

course. She was clear and made it easy for me to understand. 

 

• Mara is by far the best GSI I have ever had. She portrayed the information in an interesting way 

that clarified all of the questions I still had after doing readings and going to lecture. Her 

worksheets were creative and helped me understand both big picture and small details of each 

philosopher. 

 

• The issues were explained fully and discussion was encouraged. If there was a disagreement 
Mara did a good job of accepting while challenging all views and was open to accepting 

disagreement. Most of us left discussion with a much better understanding of the content than we 

had coming into class. 

 

• It was great 

 

• Amazingly done. Wouldn’t change a thing. 

 

• Mara is amazing!! She really makes sure you understand the information, and she very attentive 

to each of her students. She gives study guides and Awesome lesson recaps. 
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• Mara was such a joy to have as an instructor. 

 

• Mara was a great GSI! She was really fun, engaged, and sweet. She really cares about us students 

and wanted the best for us and was more than willing to help us. 

 

• I wasn’t sure why some assignments were graded the way they were, though I appreciated the 

work that went into the worksheets handed out that explained concepts. I really appreciated her 

flexibility with when assignments were due and her willingness to extend deadlines or give extra 

points in other things for extra work. 

 

• The GSI was very nice and knew the material very well. She helped the students work through 

tough concepts and was truly important in helping students succeed. Very happy with her 

instruction of the course. 

 

• For discussion, Mara is the BEST GSI I’ve ever had in any course at U-M. She is so fun, 

enthusiastic, and expertly skilled in making the information interesting and clear for students. She 

is so willing to meet with students in and out of class and she truly wants everyone to do well. 

Her ability to succinctly explain material makes me wish she was our lecturer as well. She also 

brings in awesome readings to make the course seem more contemporary and intriguing. Mara 

truly made this course for me. 

 

• Mara Bollard was a great GSI for this course. She was always prepared, used class time 

efficiently, and incorporated both lecture review and new material (which was often more 

exciting and interesting) into the discussions. I would not have been able to get through this 

course without her. 

 

• Honestly, one of the best instructors I have encountered at university. Mara was consistently 

active and motivated. She made understanding concepts not only easy, but also quite entertaining. 

I did not have any particular interest towards philosophy, however, Mara made this class 

extremely enjoyable. 

 

• Great! My instructor was the best part: Mara Bollard. There isn’t a comment box below to 

comment about her, so I wanted to add here that she was an amazing discussion section leader. 

She really made sure we were ready for the exam by giving us example exam questions, 

reviewing lecture material, and by being totally open to questions and suggestions. Absolutely 

fantastic teacher material! 

 

• This discussion section was helpful in reinforcing most lecture topics. The worksheets that 

outlined the material were extremely helpful. 

 

• Very good 

 

• Mara was awesome 

 

• Amazing instruction. Mara was an excellent GSI who always did an excellent job reviewing the 

lecture material and preparing us for the exams. She was extremely approachable, and was more 

than willing to help. Would not hesitate to recommend her to a peer. She is great! 
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• Mara as a GSI was excellent throughout the entirety of the course. I’ve had many GSI’s, and she 

is by far the best one that I have had at the University of Michigan! 

 

• Great explanation of course topics 

 

• I loved Mara! She was by far one of the best GSI’s I’ve had. She always thoroughly explained 

relevant information from lecture in a way that everyone could understand. We did a lot of 

different activities that helped us understand challenging material more. She opened up the 

discussion to intellectual debate and was always willing to meet with students. She was very 

understanding and always had the best interest of her students in mind. We also did section only 

reading that was applied philosophy, philosophical debates with applicable topics that I enjoyed. 

 

• This discussion section was really well controlled and well directed. Mara was an amazing GSI 

and she was such a please [note: pleasure] to be around. I’m extremely happy to have had her as 

my GSI. 

 

• Had a great time! 

 

• The instruction was great, the lecture material was reinforced and the section specific topics 

helped apply philosophy principles. Class discussions were interesting and educational. 

 

• I very much enjoyed the discussion sections of this class. I found the worksheets handed out 

every section extremely useful. The GSI was great at engaging the students in conversation and 

did a great job helping engage by asking leading questions that helped the students answer 

without handing them the answer. The GSI was very clear in explanations and was great at 

explaining multiple ways if something wasn’t clear. Also she was very approachable, 

understanding, and available for her students. Loved the class, thank you for teaching. 

 

• very good instructor. 

 

• Loved the instruction of this course!! Would recommend to anyone! 

 

• Discussion clarified what we learned in lecture extremely effectively, and added to my interest in 

philosophy. I enjoyed the assignments we did that didn’t pertain to lecture as well; they showed 

me what philosophy is like in the present and demonstrated good philosophical writing. This was 

definitely the best discussion section I’ve had! 

 

“How would you change this course?” 

• Make lectures less boring, make Mara lecturer 

 

• I would maybe make the main learning goals of the semester more centralized. I liked the way 

this course flowed, but felt like we weren’t working toward a big-picture goal. 

 

• I would spend more time on independent topics. I really enjoyed being able to apply the theories 

we had learned in lecture to different topics where we didn’t have a lecture on what was right 

about it. 

 

• I wouldn’t, I like the format. 

 



Bollard | Teaching Portfolio | 23 

  

• rubrics on assignments – they seemed clearly explained but then I would lose points and I wasn’t 

sure why 

 

• I thought it wast aight [note: was taught] very well and there isn’t anything I would change 

 

• I wouldn’t change anything about discussion 

 

• I would change the course by using more real-life situations to help illustrate the theories we were 

studying. Often I felt as though I did not know how to apply the theories to anything relevant, but 

just felt like I was memorizing the lecture material. Mara definitely applied the information to 

real life with the material she chose to bring in, but not so much with the lecture material. I think 

that would have been helpful in getting a deeper understanding of Philosophy. 

 

• Wouldn’t change course. 

 

• I would either shorten the midterm exam or give more time for it. I knew the information to 

answer every question on the test, but did not have sufficient time to convey my knowledge. 

 

• do nothing different 

 

• I wouldn’t 

 

• Would not change a thing. 

 

• I liked nearly all aspects of the course 

 

• We did debate in section over certain ideologies, I think more of that would be interesting. 

 

• Sometimes the time allotted to individual group discussions was just a tad bit too long and things 

would get off topic, really that’s the only thing 

 

• I don’t have any recommendations, I thought it was great! 

 

• If there’s time, add in more assignments that are independent of the lecture material – they’re 

very interesting. 

 

 

Philosophical Dimensions of Personal Decisions  

Sole instructor, Summer 2016 (41 students) 

 

“Comment on the quality of instruction in this course” 

• Excellent! I really enjoyed Mara and the class. 

 

• The teacher made the class highly relevant to our lives and this made the class more interesting 

than it would have been otherwise. 

 

• Mara is an amazing teacher! I felt like I learned a lot from her. Her teaching style is very 

understandable, and the readings/listenings she assigned were very relatable to our lives. That 

made everything in this course very interesting. 
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• Mara was an excellent teacher, I simply was not enthralled by the class. I imagine that it could 

have been boring if someone else had taught with less enthusiasm and less vigor. 

 

• She is enthusiastic, but the course is not interesting. 

 

• I very much enjoyed the content and the route the instructor developed in this course; the topics 

flowed and complicated each other. My instructor spoke well in class and facilitated discussion 

well. 

 

• I really liked the format of this course, and how we took philosophical topics and discussed them 

in modern and relevant contexts. 

 

• Mara was 10/10 awesome! Totally unbiased, fair, and pretty witty(: Really enjoyed her as a 

teacher and would recommend to any Phil student! 

 

• Great teaching! Mara engaged with the class and always kept it interesting. She was genuine, 

honest, funny, and intelligent 

 

• The course was very well instructed alongside carefully picked out reading materials for 

discussion. This is no typical class and I liked the change from all of the normal set up teachers 

have. 

 

• The workload is more than 2 credits. Too much workload for 2 credit class. 

 

• Excellent course overall. Mara was wonderful in actively engaging the class in discussion. There 

was never a dull moment. 

 

• This course was one of the most interesting courses that I have taken at UofM. The course topic 

was so specific and I enjoyed that we could focus on something this narrow. 

 

• This course was taught generally well, but the professor's political leanings and more casual than 

rigorous approach to the subject matter detracted from students' ability to take the course 

seriously. 

 

• Very interactive, I liked how this course was set up. 

 

• Instructions were very clear, and I felt that the curriculum was well organized. I was able to 

understand most, if not all, concepts accurately with deeply. 

 

• Interesting course! 

 

• I loved the teacher:) She was very encouraging and stimulated a lot of deep interesting 

discussions. 

 

• good 

 

• I thought the quality of instruction was really quite good. The professor was engaging and 

knowledgable as well as supportive in recognizing the needs and preferences of different students 

particularly in discussions. Personally, I am not one to talk in front of such a big class so I really 
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liked having smaller groups to break down into and discuss things. I was more willing and able to 

make contributions and engage in the smaller group discussions. 

 

• motherchuckin A+. I genuinely looked foreword to coming into class every week and engaging 

with both the professor, and classmates on the subject matter 

 

“How can the instructor improve the teaching of this course?”  

• She was amazing! I have never enjoyed a class so much solely because of the teacher. 

 

• This course could be improved by tying its lectures more closely to rigorously examined and well 

understood introductory level philosophical questions such as the prisoner's dilemma, Heracles's 

arrow, The trolley question, etc. rather than the contemporary blogs, podcasts, and huffpost type 

content which did not befit scholarly discussion. 

 

• I have no suggestions for improvement because Mara was such a fantastic teacher. She made an 

effort to help me and was always quick to respond to my emails or help when I needed it. I can't 

say enough positive things about her. One of my favorite teachers in my four years here. 

 

• This course has a way heavier workload than a regular 2 -credit course. 

 

• My main desire in this course would be more time for group discussions. I also did not love the 

high reliance on powerpoint presentations, though I understand their heavy text use, as the 

instructor posted them online for reference. I also would have enjoyed an extended length on the 

writing assignments, though I understand the instructor's desire for succinctness in writing. 

 

• I think the best aspect of this course was Mara's teaching style. She really made each class a great 

experience by encouraging discussions that were both exciting and engaging. She made this class 

one of my favorite's that I have taken yet at this school. 

 

• N/A Keep doing you! 

 

• I think there was the perfect amount of guidance, feedback, and effort shown by Mara. The use of 

powerpoint got a little old, but I enjoyed the videos that were presented during class and I enjoyed 

the article readings. Some were a little long for a 2-credit class. 

 

• I really wanted to sign up for the class because the description said we would be learning about 

reasons. We did learn about reasons, but I wish we would have focused more on them because 

sometimes I feel like we discussed social issues as a class. Maybe its hard to only talk about 

reasons; overall we did good work with the philosophy of questions I had not considered and that 

is great. 

 

• Perhaps better management of group presentations. Three presentations a day really took it out of 

me sometimes. 

 

• Mara taught very well throughout the entire semester. She tried very hard to have us participate in 

activities that we would enjoy. 

 

• I personally believe that Mara went above and beyond my expectations as a course instructor. Her 

preparedness and clear delivery of course material were above satisfactory, and in addition, I was 

able to feel her passion in the subject. Whenever she tried something new, she would explain to 
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us why she is doing it this way, facilitating a mutual understanding. The only improvement I 

could think of is to rigourously quantize participation grade (such as granting points for being in 

class or turning in class work; or at least make more explicit of how participation points can be 

earned). However, overall, Mara was an exceptional instructor who deeply cared about 

her students, and I think she deserves distinguished recognition for her efforts. 

 

• Less focus on student-driven presentations. 

 

• Honestly I don't have much advise I thought she did a great job. If anything, maybe have a little 

more guidelines on the group presentations, I was kind of lost for a bit. 

 

• The only element of the instruction that I can think of that could be nice to improve is the time 

spent covering topics. I felt like we talked about certain topics at such lengths that it became 

repetitive. It's nice to review and not to go over things just once but sometimes it just seemed that 

the pace was too slow that it was hard to stay engaged with material we had already heard a few 

times. 

 

• make it 3 credits, go for an extra hour per class and get a little deeper into the material. other than 

that? nada. she was fantastic 
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