The following student appraisals and quantitative evaluations are of my teaching at the
University of Cambridge during my PhD from 2020-24.

Student Appraisals

Below are unedited undergraduate student appraisals for one-on-one supervisions I held. For
each student, I designed a four-week syllabus for a paper (e.g. Aesthetics, Ethics and Political
Philosophy, or Philosophy of Mind), comprising an essay question with suggested readings on
a different topic each week. I then met the student for four 1-hour supervisions, in which we
discussed their essay and the topic more generally. Some students decided to instead write a
coursework essay, which we met to discuss drafts of throughout the year.

You supervised me this year on my extended essays (Part II, Philosophy of Mind) and I really
only have positive things to say! From choosing my subjects, to pointing me in the right
directions while navigating some quite complex literature, to the drafting and writing process
I felt really well supported and guided through the whole process.

I really appreciated receiving comments on my drafts prior to our meetings so that I could come
to the supervisions prepared to discuss your suggestions properly. I understand this is time-
consuming on your end and requires a lot of extra work outside the allocated supervision time
but I think with the limited sessions that are allocated to work on extended essays, I found this
was really crucial to be able to make the best use of the time.

Your comments were always hugely useful, both practical and thought provoking and I
appreciated that your suggestions often encouraged me to push my argument further or explore
something completely different to the path I had been going down. It felt pretty stretched in
my ability with these extended essays! I found them pretty hard but by the end I was really
pleased to have produced two essays that I felt had challenged me. I also must the right balance
was struck in really helping to shape my arguments while also allowing the thoughts to remain
my own. A massive thank you for your help and guidance in writing them and best of luck with
future supervising!

Third year coursework student — Philosophy of Mind

I was supervised for my Aesthetics extended essay in Second Year, [title redacted]. Given the
essay's unique scope, Our supervisions were so helpful in formulating the analytic ontological
conditions for sampling that I later utilised in the essay. They were also fantastic at giving me
the requisite room to develop and cultivate this idea into something completely my own; even
with our joint lack of background in the philosophy of music, Alex still trusted me to spearhead
the essay's conceptual and analytic scope. Our supervisions provided me with careful critique
throughout the whole process, critique that always made logical sense and never felt out of
place. They were certainly a significant contributing factor in me achieving a first on that essay.
Second year coursework student — Aesthetics

I really appreciated your balance between addressing big questions and structural issues with
my essay vs. focusing on each step of every argument. Your feedback was always clear and
constructive, and I appreciated how your role could shift between teacher (telling me what the



problem was) and interlocutor as appropriate. Thanks also for being flexible and working with
my (self-caused) time crunch to get things done!!
Second year student

Really helpful, answered all my questions and gave useful comments on my essay.
First year student

I'm happy with the supervisions I had with Alex, they were interesting and helped me to better
explore the subject. The supervisions could have been improved by having a faster pace.
Anonymous student

Alex was critical with my work in a genuine way, which resulted in great improvement.
Anonymous student

I have to say Alex, you were the best supervisor that I've had both in first and second year. I
was very very hesitant both about the Meaning and Knowledge, Language, and World courses
especially because both are compulsory, but I genuinely enjoyed studying both a lot more than
I thought I would and a lot of that comes down to you. You explained the course very well and
picked topics both that I enjoyed and were relevant for the exam, so the supervisions felt very
collaborative and productive. A lot of the skills I learnt and developed from writing the KLW
essays I could apply to my other options which all around made me a better philosopher. My
mental health during when we had our supervisions wasn't the best so I couldn't apply myself
as much as I wanted to, but your offer to help me in the easter holidays and read any essays
that I completed was very kind and appreciated. All around I have no negative thing to say at
all and I wish you all the best in your future endeavours.

Second year student

I generally find your structural and framing advice to be helpful. There is also normally a good
balance between explanation (which is often clear) and discussion in our supervisions, which
I prefer to a mini-lecture-style of supervision. There were one or two times where you couldn’t
answer a question [ had on a sub-topic and it would’ve be helpful if after the supervision you
could’ve tried to give an answer via email.

I found our supervisions very helpful. In particular, the feedback on my essays was always
thorough and clear, making corrections significantly easier. You deliver criticism well and
always suggested alternative ways of thinking about problems.

One thing i particularly enjoyed about these supervisions was that i felt a very nice amount of
freedom whilst planning/writing my extended essays. I could always ask for more advice and
help with my ideas and arguments but i really felt that it was 'my work'. Alex let me explore
these topics with guidance and did not impose any direction. Always coming back with big
solid points of advice, i felt that with every supervision my essays/ideas had seriously
progressed.

Second year student



Quantitative Evaluations of Group Teaching

Lecture Series (4 lectures) — Imagination — 3"9 year Philosophy of Mind

Overall, how would you rate
Clarity of presentation Interest in course content this course? Comments

Excellent Very interested Excellent

Good Very interested Excellent

Excellent Very interested Excellent
Really engaging and funny!
Good at answering questions
properly and giving good
examples, and really good
lecture handouts

Excellent Very interested Excellent

Excellent Very interested Excellent

Seminar Series — 2" year Aesthetics

Prior Amount of Degree of How did the Encourage Encourage Ensure that the  Overall,

knowledge material difficulty sessions open-minded participation by material how

assumed covered measure up to exploration of all members of  assigned for would
the Faculty's ideas, without the group? each session is you rate
stated aim: to losing focus on ELEL TR Y these
enable students key issues? covered? sessions?

to discuss some
topics in the
syllabus, thus
complementing
one-to-one
supervisions.

About right ~ About right  About right Reasonably well  Reasonably well Reasonably well  Reasonably well  Excellent

About right  About right  About right Extremely well Extremely well Extremely well Extremely well Excellent

Comments:

The sessions definitely consolidated what had been taught in the lectures and reviewed in
supervisions. It was an invaluable opportunity to discuss the key debates in aesthetics with
other students, and Alex really helped guide and stimulate the discussion.



Seminar Series — 2™ year Knowledge, Language, and the World [Online — Group 1]

n=6, individual evaluations averaged. Ratings from 1-5.

Prior Amount of Degree of Foster a co- Encourage Encourage Ensure that the  Overall,
knowledge material difficulty operative open-minded participation by material how
assumed covered rather than exploration of all members of  assigned for would

competitive ideas, without the group? each session is you rate
environment losing focus on ELELTE LY these
for discussion? key issues? covered? sessions?

About right ~ About right  About right 4.6 4.8 4.6 4.8 4.8

Comments:

Very good!

Seminar Series — 2™ year Knowledge, Language, and the World [Online — Group 2]

n=5, individual evaluations averaged. Ratings from 1-5.

Prior Amount of Degree of Foster a co- Encourage Encourage Ensure that the  Overall,
knowledge material difficulty operative open-minded participation by material how
assumed covered rather than exploration of all members of  assigned for would

competitive ideas, without the group? each session is you rate
environment losing focus on adequately these
for discussion? key issues? covered? sessions?

About right ~ About right  About right 4.5 45 43 3.7 43

Comments:

Alex is a great group leader and definitely did all he could. Only reason not all are excellent
(5/5) is that there’s only a certain amount a group leader can do when there are big personalities
and people have read and want to talk about different things. Alex was especially good at
fostering discussion on weeks where no one really wanted to say anything.

Discussion Group — 1% Year Metaphysics 2020-21 [Online]

n=6, individual evaluations averaged. Ratings from 1-5.

Prior Amount of Degree of Foster a co- Encourage Encourage Ensure that the  Overall,
knowledge material difficulty operative open-minded participation by material how
assumed covered rather than exploration of all members of  assigned for would

competitive ideas, without the group? each session is you rate
environment losing focus on adequately these
for discussion? key issues? covered? sessions?

About right ~ Aboutright  Aboutright 5 4.7 4.7 4.3 4.5




Discussion Group — 1% Year Ethics and Political Philosophy 2020-21 [Online]

n=4, individual evaluations averaged. Ratings from 1-5.

Encourage
open-minded
exploration of
ideas, without
losing focus on
key issues?

Foster a co-
operative
rather than
competitive
environment
for discussion?

Degree of
difficulty

Amount of
material
covered

Prior
knowledge
assumed

Encourage
participation by
all members of
the group?

Ensure that the
material
assigned for
each session is
ELELTE LY
covered?

Overall,
how
would
you rate
these
sessions?

About right  About right ~ Aboutright 5 4.8

Discussion Group — 1% Year Metaphysics 2021-22

n=3, individual evaluations averaged. Ratings from 1-5.

Foster a co-
operative
rather than

Amount of
material
covered

Prior
knowledge
assumed

Encourage
open-minded
exploration of
ideas, without
losing focus on
key issues?

Degree of
difficulty

competitive
environment
for discussion?

Encourage
participation by
all members of
the group?

Ensure that the
material
assigned for
each session is
ELEL TR Y
covered?

Overall,
how
would
you rate
these
sessions?

About right ~ About right  About right 4.7 5




FACULTY OF PHILOSOPHY Michaelmas 2021

LOGIC CLASSES, Part IA — EVALUATION SHEET

Tutor: Alex Fisher
Marker: Emma Bird Number of questionnaires returned: 5
SCALE FOR EACH EVALUATION 5 4 3 2 1
WORKSHEETS Averag
e
1 Prior knowledge assumed: Too little 3.2 Too much
2 Degree of difficulty: Too easy 3.4 Too difficult
MARKING
3 Did the marker mark your work? Yes, always 5 No, seldom
4 How helpful did you find 4.8
the marker's comments? Very helpful Of very little
use
CLASSES
5 Did the classes cover the material
in the worksheets? Yes, always 5 No, seldom
6 Were the tutor's oral Yes, always 5 No, seldom
explanations clear and helpful?
LINKS TO WORKSHEETS
7 How useful were the logic lectures for
completing the worksheets? Very useful 4.2 Of very little
use
8  How useful was Forallx & other 5
recommended readings? Very useful Of very little
use
GENERAL
4.4
9 Did the classes increase your interest Significantly Significantly
in logic? increased decreased
10  Overall, how would you rate the 4.8
logic classes? Very good Very poor

[11. Good features of the logic class:



- Discussion taking place and individual approaches to the questions — tackling
common errors that occurred.

- Alex and Emma’s combined warmth pull off the impressive feat of making Logic
personable.

Their patience and good humour mean that every question is worked through until
every student understands it, and this, coupled with their tactic of asking each
individual to come up and have a go, makes for a very holistic and inclusive class.
Since | was unable to make one of the Logic lectures, Alex was very obliging to my
request for a one-on-one session, and taught me the material more comprehensively
than the lectures did.

- Had a clear structure and worked very well with the worksheet and forallx

12. Areas for the logic classes be improved?

- Could maybe offer even further challenge questions outside of the worksheet in the
class? | found that if | had completed the worksheet to a confident standard and did
well in the sheet, the class usually passed slowly without me feeling like | could
engage much as | already understood the questions and answers. Some challenge
questions at the end of the class might be engaging for students who got past the
work sheet of that week more smoothly.

- Genuinely none.

Tutor's comments

Tutor's Signature: s Date: ---------




FACULTY OF PHILOSOPHY Lent 2020-21

LOGIC CLASSES, Part IA — EVALUATION SHEET

Tutor: Alex Fisher

Marker: Emma Apthorp Number of questionnaires returned: 1

SCALE FOR EACH EVALUATION 3
WORKSHEETS Averag
e
1 Prior knowledge assumed: Too little 3 Too much
2 Degree of difficulty: Too easy 3 Too difficult
MARKING
3 Did the marker mark your work? Yes, always 4 No, seldom
4 How helpful did you find 4
the marker's comments? Very helpful Of very little
use
CLASSES
5 Did the classes cover the material
in the worksheets? Yes, always 5 No, seldom
6 Were the tutor's oral Yes, always 5 No, seldom
explanations clear and helpful?
LINKS TO WORKSHEETS
7 How useful were the logic lectures for
completing the worksheets? Very useful 4 Of very little
use
8  How useful was Forallx & other 2
recommended readings? Very useful Of very little
use
GENERAL
4
9 Did the classes increase your interest Significantly Significantly
in logic? increased decreased
10  Overall, how would you rate the 4
logic classes? Very good Very poor




[11. Good features of the logic class:

explaining and going through hard questions
answering questions

[12. Areas for the logic classes be improved?

have the marked worksheet back before so can be more prepared for the class

Tutor's comments

Tutor's Signature: s Date: ---------




FACULTY OF PHILOSOPHY Michaelmas 2020

LOGIC CLASSES, Part IA — EVALUATION SHEET

Tutor: Alex Fisher
Marker: Emma Apthorp Number of questionnaires returned: 3
SCALE FOR EACH EVALUATION 3 2 1
WORKSHEETS Averag
e
1 Prior knowledge assumed: Too little 3 Too much
2 Degree of difficulty: Too easy 23 Too difficult
MARKING
3 Did the marker mark your work? Yes, always 3.7 No, seldom
4 How helpful did you find 3.3
the marker's comments? Very helpful Of very little
use
CLASSES
5 Did the classes cover the material
in the worksheets? Yes, always 4.7 No, seldom
6 Were the tutor's oral Yes, always 4.4 No, seldom
explanations clear and helpful?
LINKS TO WORKSHEETS
7 How useful were the logic lectures for
completing the worksheets? Very useful 4 Of very little
use
8  How useful was Forallx & other 4.3
recommended readings? Very useful Of very little
use
GENERAL
3
9 Did the classes increase your interest Significantly Significantly
in logic? increased decreased
10  Overall, how would you rate the 3.7
logic classes? Very good Very poor

[11. Good features of the logic class:



1. Covered everything that we needed to cover.
2. Good overall structure, doing the worksheet then going through the worksheet
after the fact. Good amount of time between each. Not high pressure.

12. Areas for the logic classes be improved?

1. The writing was not always clear to see on my computer screen. In person on a
whiteboard I'm sure this issue doesn’t occur but when over zoom the writing would
be too small for me to read/too untidy.

2. Maybe go for fewer but more complicated questions. We seemed to spend a lot of
time covering simpler shorter questions that most people would have gotten right.
Overall though | think they have been the best part of the course in terms of how
helpful and productive they are.

Tutor's comments

Tutor's Signature: s Date: ---------




