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Teaching Experience 
 

PRIMARY INSTRUCTOR 
• Consciousness and Value [Spring 2020, Rice University] 
• Life & Death [Summer 2016, NYU] 
• Philosophy of Mind [Summer 2015, NYU] 

 
TEACHING ASSISTANT 

• Existentialism & Phenomenology [Fall 2017, NYU] 
• Metaphysics [Fall 2016, NYU] 
• Minds & Machines [Spring 2016, NYU] 
• Central Problems of Philosophy [Fall 2015, NYU] 
• Perception, Illusion, & the Visual Arts [Spring 2013, Brown University] 

 
OTHER 

• Logic tutor [Fall 2010–Spring 2012, Brown University] 
• Philosophy Teacher [Summer 2009, Breakthrough Collaborative] 

 

 
Teaching Interests 

I am interested in teaching courses in any of my areas of specialty or 
competence: philosophy of mind, ethics, metaethics, epistemology, metaphysics, 
philosophy of science, and cognitive science. I would also be comfortable teaching 
courses in philosophy of language, philosophy of technology, and logic. 
 

  



 
 

 

Teaching Statement 

 
I plan a good deal of my teaching around the following question: what 

should students have learned by the end of the course? My answer breaks down 
into two components. The first component is knowledge: which concepts, theories, 
terms, and texts should students know? The second component is skills: which 
analytical skills—in reading, writing, or thinking—should students strengthen? 

In introductory classes, my main focus is on teaching core analytical skills: 
how to structure an argument, how to identify points of disagreement, how to 
criticize a view while remaining charitable, and so forth. In these classes, I often use 
thought-experiments and provocative ideas as vehicles for teaching these skills. A 
key point I emphasize is that the skills needed to do well in philosophy can be 
improved with deliberate practice. Too often students have the misconception that 
philosophical ability is an innate trait that one either has or not, rather than a learned 
skill where one can make incremental progress. 

In advanced classes, I envision my role less as an instructor imparting 
knowledge and more as a colleague leading a venture into underexplored 
philosophical territory. I focus especially on carving out the theoretical landscape: 
what are the principal issues at stake, what are the key texts, and where is there 
room for further exploration? My goal is for students to walk away both with 
knowledge of the core issues and with the conceptual tools to examine those issues 
on their own. In a graduate class, my goal would be for those who take the seminar 
to be well-positioned to investigate granular issues within a debate and to contribute 
to philosophical progress. 

There are a variety of teaching tools I regularly use: low-stakes 1-page 
response papers, in-class “demonstrations” (such as with Newcomb’s Problem), 
online discussion forum posts, and so forth. But my favorite teaching tool is an 
educational app—aptly called “Socrative”—that enables me to create polls that 
students answer on the spot. By seeing how a poll carves up a philosophical debate, 
students internalize the poll’s way of structuring the subject matter. And when 
students have a stake in the philosophical debate, it becomes easy to produce the 
initial momentum needed to foster a lively discussion. 



 
 

 

During these discussions, I frame the activity as a collaborative effort to 
tackle a challenging issue. I invite arguments from all sides while framing 
disagreements as opportunities for clarification rather than conflict. By showing 
students that I respect their views and take them seriously, I encourage them to 
reason through the issues themselves. The best moments occur when we as a class 
make philosophical progress. These moments are empowering for students—they 
become a voice in the philosophical debate. Philosophy then becomes a living 
activity, rather than a dry discipline. 

Of course, good teaching also requires adapting to unexpected situations. I 
recognize that each course has a unique set of students and circumstances and that 
the character of each class changes as the semester progresses. In light of this, I aim 
to stay flexible in response to the character of the course. For example, I give students 
anonymous surveys about a month into the semester asking for input on how the 
course is going. This enables me to get honest feedback on how students are finding 
the course and to adjust if necessary. 

This flexibility is also a tool for advising students individually. In one-on-
one conversations, I envision my role as an ally of the student, supporting their 
intellectual endeavors with charitable but honest remarks. To facilitate this, I stay 
sensitive to individual differences between students: which students are outspoken 
and which are shy, which have great ideas one-on-one but stay silent during class? 
I recognize that good advising requires adapting to the individual, since there is a 
diversity of learning styles, educational backgrounds, and personalities. 

The vast and abstract landscape of academic philosophy can be intimidating 
for many students: it is hard to make progress if one does not even know which 
direction to move towards. In many situations, I see myself as not only there to guide 
students towards answers, but also to help them identify the questions they care 
about in the first place. From my own experience, once students acquire a sense of 
orientation, once they see that they have the necessary tools at their disposal, and 
once they feel that they have backup if they need it, they are keen to explore.  



 
 

 

————————————————— 

Summary of Teaching Evaluations 

————————————————— 
 

The following ten pages include complete teaching evaluations for four 
courses I have taught. The first two evaluations (PHILOSOPHY OF MIND and LIFE & 

DEATH) are for the courses I taught as primary instructor, and the second two 
evaluations (MINDS & MACHINES and METAPHYSICS) are for two courses I taught as a 
teaching assistant. In order to limit the teaching evaluations to ten pages, I included 
only (and all) the evaluations for the four courses that most aligned with my areas 
of teaching interest. I am happy to send other course evaluations if requested, and 
the quantitative summary below includes the data from all teaching evaluations I 
have ever received. All teaching evaluations are unedited and include all student 
comments. 
 

——————————— 
Quantitative Summary 

——————————— 
 

Evaluation Prompt Average Score

Overall, the course was effective at helping me learn. 4.60

The objectives of the course were achieved. 4.18

The classes were well organized. 4.65

The classes were informative. 4.40

The course was intellectually challenging. 4.50

The course increased my knowledge of the subject. 4.60

The course stimulated my interest in this subject. 4.50

Instructor created an environment that promoted the success of students with diverse backgrounds. 4.10

Overall, Andrew Y Lee was effective at helping me learn. 4.25

Andrew Y Lee created a supportive learning environment. 4.50

Andrew Y Lee encouraged student participation. 4.50

Andrew Y Lee was effective at facilitating class discussion. 4.25

Andrew Y Lee was open to students' questions and points of view. 4.60

Andrew Y Lee provided helpful feedback on assignments (e.g., exams, papers, homework). 4.12

Andrew Y Lee was accessible to students (e.g., via e-mail and office hours). 4.45



Philosophy of Mind 

PHIL-UA 80 001 

Andrew Y Lee 

Summer 2015 

The scale is from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). 

Responses: 6 

Enrollment: 12 

Overall, the course was effective at helping me learn. 

4.7 

The objectives of the course were achieved. 

4.7 

The classes were well organized. 

4.3 

The classes were informative. 

4.3 

The course was intellectually challenging. 

4.5 

The course increased my knowledge of the subject. 

4.7 

The course stimulated my interest in this subject. 

4.0 

Andrew Y Lee 

Download to Excel 

Overall, Andrew Y Lee was effective at helping me learn. 

4.3 

Andrew Y Lee created a supportive learning environment. 

4.5 

Andrew Y Lee encouraged student participation. 

4.5 

https://www.nyu.edu/as/ces/survey/nyu/index.php/results/index?acad_group=UA&strm=1156&class_nbr=2738&survey=153276&eid=12842863&group=I1&download=true


Andrew Y Lee was effective at facilitating class discussion. 

4.0 

Andrew Y Lee was open to students' questions and points of view. 

4.7 

Andrew Y Lee provided helpful feedback on assignments (e.g., exams, papers, homework). 

4.7 

Andrew Y Lee was accessible to students (e.g., via e-mail and office hours). 

4.8 

Feedback and suggestions for Andrew Y Lee  

Describe the one best thing about the course or Andrew Y Lee that was effective in helping you learn. If 
you could suggest one thing to improve the course, what would it be? 

x Andrew's feedback for every short response was very helpful. The short responses for the 
readings in general helped me formulate my thoughts on each reading, and he made sure to 
answer any questions or concerns that were brought up in the short response, within a day. The 
one thing I would improve upon is class discussions; perhaps during the first two classes it'd be 
good to get an idea of everyone's thoughts on the subject of consciousness and see how they 
would define it. Then during the last week of classes, see how it has changed for each person. 
This may help facilitate discussions throughout the semester. Thank you for a great class! 

x Andrew did a really good job of explaining the reading and making it understandable to a lot of 
people who have never taken philosophy. He also had a good collection of readings that gave an 
overview of the subject. To improve the course he could've broken up the class in some way 
(maybe some videos of philosophers/brought in other information than the readings in class). A 
lecture every night about something we've already read gets really repetitive and hard to listen 
to if you already understand the concepts. 

x Andrew is very approachable, unassuming, always takes the most charitable version of students' 
comments, generally respects his students, and offers precise and helpful feedback when asked 
to do so. He could improve his ability to engage and interest students, as well as his ability to 
explain technical arguments in understandable ways. Throughout the course, he improved in 
both these things, and I assume that improvement will continue. 

 

 

 

 

 



Life and Death 

PHIL-UA 4 001 

Andrew Y Lee 

Summer 2016 

The scale is from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree). 

Responses: 2 

Enrollment: 10 

Overall, the course was effective at helping me learn. 

4.5 

The objectives of the course were achieved. 

4.5 

The classes were well organized. 

5.0 

The classes were informative. 

4.5 

The course was intellectually challenging. 

4.5 

The course increased my knowledge of the subject. 

4.5 

The course stimulated my interest in this subject. 

5.0 

Andrew Y Lee 

Download to Excel 

Overall, Andrew Y Lee was effective at helping me learn. 

5.0 

Andrew Y Lee created a supportive learning environment. 

4.5 

Andrew Y Lee encouraged student participation. 

4.5 

https://www.nyu.edu/as/ces/survey/nyu/index.php/results/index?acad_group=UA&strm=1166&class_nbr=2801&survey=632482&eid=12842863&group=I1&download=true


Andrew Y Lee was effective at facilitating class discussion. 

4.5 

Andrew Y Lee was open to students' questions and points of view. 

4.5 

Andrew Y Lee provided helpful feedback on assignments (e.g., exams, papers, homework). 

4.0 

Andrew Y Lee was accessible to students (e.g., via e-mail and office hours). 

4.5 

Feedback and suggestions for Andrew Y Lee  

Describe the one best thing about the course or Andrew Y Lee that was effective in helping you learn. If 
you could suggest one thing to improve the course, what would it be? 

x I really liked how Andrew was really organized. Before each class, he wrote on the board the 
ideas we would be discussing, and I found this very helpful. If I had to suggest something to 
improve, I would encourage him to maybe pose more creative discussion questions. However, 
our musings where never dull. 

 

 

 

 



Minds and Machines 

PHIL-UA 5 002,003 

Andrew Y Lee 

Spring 2016 

Responses: 27 

Enrollment: 38 

Overall, the recitation / lab was useful for achieving the goals of the course. 

4.2 

Andrew Y Lee was effective at helping me learn. 

4.2 

Andrew Y Lee provided helpful feedback on assignments (e.g., exams, papers, homework, lab reports, 
etc.). 

4.3 

Andrew Y Lee was accessible to students (e.g., via e-mail and office hours). 

4.4 

Feedback and suggestions for Andrew Y Lee  

Describe the one best thing about the recitation / lab or Andrew Y Lee that was effective in helping you 
learn. If you could suggest one thing to improve the section, what would it be? 

x I liked recitation because it was more discussion-based and Andrew was helpful in reviewing the 
content we learned in lecture. He encouraged participation and wanted us to explore different 
viewpoints in an argument. 

x Andrew was really good at explaining abstract topics. Improvement would be to have more 
assignments/feedback so we can test our understanding of the material. 

x Make the recitation a bit more engaging. Seemed a bit bored while lecturing. 

x The best thing about recitation is Andrew's patience in letting people become comfortable 
discussing the topic at hand. One thing to improve the section would be to have a little more 
structure/segmentation of the recitation. 

x Positive Feedback- Andrew was well informed about the topic; Improvement- Andrew needs to 
do a better job of hearing out and exploring student view points. 

x Andrew is a great speaker and led very interesting and productive conversations, especially for a 
9:30 AM class. He gave very intensive and helpful feedback on papers, which was excellent. I 
don't have anything to suggest because, again, Andrew was great about seeking out and 
applying feedback and structuring section to a reasonable extent around what we wanted to 



talk about within the course material. The first few sections felt redundant with the lecture, but 
Andrew quickly began to ask us which of the relevant topics and problems we were most 
interested in talking about, which has made a great contribution to the section. 

x Andrew was very good at facilitating a discussion. The smaller classes size allowed discussion to 
take place more easily than in lecture. This may be the most appropriate place to reference the 
readings more. 

x Andrew was clearly interested and passionate about philosophy, and shared that with us in the 
ways he organized sections about a topic or puzzling thought experiment. He was very helpful to 
my overall understanding and provided useful comments on my papers. 

x Rehashing topics from lecture was helpful and interesting. Nothing to really improve on. 

x Andrew was a good TA, no complaints. 

x Lee is a boss. Perhaps a tad unenthusiastic, but nontheless very wise, helpful towards students, 
and well organized. Great TA 

x He is passionate about what he does, and he respects the students and its alway willing to help. 

x N/A 

x The grading criteria is not entirely clear. Hard to improve when we don't know how to and 
where is improvement needed. 

x He often presented material that supplemented the lecture portion and stimulated discussion 
on the topics at hand. A good teaching assistant. No suggestions for improvement except to 
perhaps advertise office hours more often! 

x Recitation made certain aspects of lecture material much more clear to me and was very 
valuable. One improvement to recitation would be to go over some of the lecture material from 
the lecture slides themselves to make it easier for students to understand the connections. 
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Instructor Name: Term: Evaluation 
Type:

Class Description of Enrolled Component:

Andrew Y Lee Fall 2016 Final PHIL-UA   78-001  (17022) - Metaphysics (Lecture)

 

21 out of 38 students eligible to evaluate completed the survey.

Survey Response Rate: 55.3%

Question Average Standard 
Deviation

Response 
% of 2 

Highest 
Ratings

# of 
Students 

Who 
Answered 

the Question

Question 
Response 

Rate
Answer

# of 
Responses 

to the 
Answer

Answer
%

Overall, the recitation instructor was effective
at helping me learn. 4.5 0.5 100.0% 21 100.0%

Strongly 
Disagree 0 0.0%

Disagree 0 0.0%
Neutral 0 0.0%
Agree 10 47.6%
Strongly Agree 11 52.4%

The recitation was useful for achieving the 
goals of the course. 4.5 0.7 95.2% 21 100.0%

Strongly 
Disagree 0 0.0%

Disagree 1 4.8%
Neutral 0 0.0%
Agree 8 38.1%
Strongly Agree 12 57.1%

The recitation instructor provided helpful 
feedback on assignments. 4.4 0.7 85.7% 21 100.0%

Strongly 
Disagree 0 0.0%

Disagree 0 0.0%
Neutral 3 14.3%
Agree 7 33.3%
Strongly Agree 11 52.4%

The recitation instructor was accessible to 
students (e.g., via e-mail and office hours). 4.7 0.6 95.2% 21 100.0%

Strongly 
Disagree 0 0.0%

Disagree 0 0.0%
Neutral 1 4.8%
Agree 4 19.0%
Strongly Agree 16 76.2%
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Question Average Standard 
Deviation

Response 
% of 2 

Highest 
Ratings

# of 
Students 

Who 
Answered 

the Question

Question 
Response 

Rate
Answer

# of 
Responses 

to the 
Answer

Answer
%

Instructor created an environment that 
promoted the success of students with 
diverse backgrounds.

4.5 0.8 90.5% 21 100.0%

Strongly 
Disagree 0 0.0%

Disagree 1 4.8%
Neutral 1 4.8%
Agree 6 28.6%
Strongly Agree 13 61.9%

Instructor Comments

Describe the best thing about the section/instructor that was effective in helping you learn.

• The recitation was useful for going over material further and especially for facilitating interesting discussions about the topics. Andrew was great at starting
these discussions and for making clear/succinctly expressing someone's idea/argument to the rest of the class, after we said something. He's also just a 
smart, cool guy and very accessible to students.

• The recitation instructor proved to be capable of managing discussions, vetting the statements of students so that a certain quality of debate could be 
maintained; however, one wishes that the recitation sections contained more of such discussions. 

• I enjoyed the format of the recitation (lecture first and then discussion after). One thing that would improve the recitation is to pass out a handout 
summarizing the material or highlighting important questions to discuss. 

• I enjoyed the amount of participation and discussion involved. I think in-recitation assignments may have helped. 

• I enjoyed the last minutes of class dedicated to discussng the topic amongst ourselves. One improvement could be making the students use less technical
language so everyone can understand what they are saying. Not everyone has taken a physics course or knows complicated math topics. 

• Going over the reading questions was helpful. 

• Essays were graded way too hard. 

• Andrew is very good at synthesizing  all the important parts of lecture and reading, and presents this information in a very clear and focused manner. Its 
seems that being a TA for a class like this isn't always easy (just because most students have never come across most of the material, and the TA is also 
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doing the readings as we do them), so overall I think Andrew did a good job and was successful in helping students get a solid grasp on the material.

• Andrew's calm, patient and kind approach made difficult material enjoyable and accessible

• Andrew is very good at balancing his recitations with part-lecture part-discussion. Andrew uses the Socrative app to poll the class. This is a nice addition to
the class and a nice transition from the lecture part to the discussion part of the section. One recitation section he allotted time for us to grapple with a logic
puzzle. I found the logic puzzle discussing very fun; this was my favorite recitation section. I think adding more logic puzzles would be great as they are a 
great way to engage us with slightly new material. 

• Andrew is a nice TA. He is cute.

• Andrew was great! He always helped me in office hours when I needed it. I felt like the discussions in section were helpful. I would change: more 
discussion. less lecture. 

• Friendlier interaction 

• Great at explaining ambiguous concepts. Maybe give more feedback when returning essays/other works.

• Very organized and clear-spoken. One potential area of inprovement: work on facitating dialogue/discussion (foster class participation). Though, I 
recognize that this is just as much to do with the students themselves as it is with the TA. 

• Very easy to get in touch with and helpful with essays. 

• The recitations were well structured and clear and interesting. The random puzzles we discussed were really interesting and stimulating and cool. Andrew 
knows how to keep discussions moving. 

• Reviewing the reading questions each week was particularly helpful to help solidify my knowledge of the topics we were talking about.

As a suggestion, the discussion portions of recitation could have more structure or directed questions to guide discussion.

• Andrew is really good at summarising complex subjects and making them easier to understand. He is also always willing to help students with their papers
and questions outside of class time.
More philosophy puzzles in recitation would have been fun!
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• All of lecture was covered in 20 min by Andrew. Very effective.

• I could not think of anything right now because my computer's about to restart. Sorry.


