
Fordham University Faculty of Arts and Sciences
Classroom observation form

Instructor: FIDN:

Course number and title :

Date, time, and location :

Semester and year :

Observer: Observer's Title:

Observer's department/program:

Part 1: Rate the following items on the following scale. E = Exceeds expectations, M = Meets 

expectations, NI = Needs Improvement, U=Unacceptable, NA = Not applicable

Organization and Methodology E M NI U NA

The instructor clearly communicated the learning goals of the class

meeting to students.

The learning goals of the class meeting were appropriate for this course.

The methods of instruction were appropriate for these learning goals.

The instructor managed the class meeting time effectively.

Content

The instructor exhibited mastery of the course content.

Clarity

The instructor explained the subject matter clearly.

Presentation Skills

The instructor’s presentation skills were effective.

Student engagement

The instructor created opportunities for all students to participate.

The students were actively engaged throughout the class meeting.

The level of intellectual engagement was appropriate for this course.



FAS Classroom Observation Form
Part 1b: To be filled out by the observer.

What were the learning goals of the class meeting?

What methods did the instructor use to achieve or advance these goals (e.g. lecture, discussion, other
activities, etc.)?

Comments from the observer. Please write detailed comments, especially for any items that received a
low rating.  Discuss the students' response to the lesson, what went well, and also offer suggestions to
help the instructor improve his or her teaching.  If your discipline has specific pedagogical challenges,
comment on them here as well.  If you marked an item “NA” above, explain why it was not applicable.

(continued on next page)
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FAS Classroom Observation Form

(observer comments, continued)

Observer Signature Date

To the observer: please submit copies of this form to the instructor you observed and to the Department
Chair or Program Director who requested the observation within 72 hours of the observation.
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FAS Classroom Observation Form
Part 2: Comments from the observed instructor. If you would like to record any comments in response to
the classroom observation report you received, please type them below.

Instructor’s Signature Date

To the instructor: please submit a copy of this form to the Department Chair or Program Director who
requested the observation within 72 hours of receiving Part 1 of this report.

To the department/program: please file a copy of the completed report and submit a copy to
fas@fordham.edu within 72 hours of receiving Part 2 from the observed instructor.
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	Text208: - appreciate & understand the argument at stake in the Euthyphro- help students think through different moral positions and their implications (moral realism vs. divine command theory) 
	Text209: The instructor taught Socratically with students actively engaged throughout the session. The first part of class consisted in making sense of the argument in the text, the second part of class was an open discussion about the implications of the resulting positions.
	Text210: The instructor began class on time, beginning with an announcement about a movie night with pizza for which he had received funding, encouraging students to pick their preferred date & time (and preferred pizza and soda). He then showed them an image of Raphael's School of Athens painting, encouraging them to identify Plato and Aristotle, which also resulted in a discussion about the other characters in the painting with one student giving a very competent and enthusiastic summary of Cynicism and the character of Diogenes. (This student clearly had the potential of dominating the class. Gio handled this extremely well, containing the student without making him feel shut down or his insight unappreciated.) The instructor used many references to pop culture throughout the session (including language like "fan fiction," "intellectual roasting," and other colloquial/contemporary terminology), making the debate in the classic texts seem very down to earth and contemporary. The instructor then proceeded to a discussion of central sections of Plato's Euthyphro, which the students had also read in preparation for the session. He had two students read out a passage (one reading Socrates and one Euthyphro with the text displayed on screen), then discussed it with the class, repeating this twice more for other passages (with new student readers). Gio knew all the students' names comfortably (in the fourth week of classes) and used them repeatedly throughout the session, not only to call on them but also to thank them by name for a contribution (saying things like: "Thank you, Tracy, for this insight.") or to refer back to what a previous student had said. In general, the instructor was extremely affirmative of the students and their contributions. They are very comfortable with him.
	Text211: After the reading of a passage, the instructor asked the students to state the arguments made in their own words. He guided them through a clear explication of the main issues at stake in the dialogue, outlining the argument on the board by summarizing (and sometimes slightly rephrasing) the student contributions. Whenever Gio asked a question, hands always went up immediately. At least two thirds of the students (perhaps more) contributed actively to the session at one point or another and participation was well distributed with no one dominating, not even the over-eager student (who clearly had a lot of background and interest in the topic). The entire session developed mostly as a dialogue between instructor and students. (Gio often encouraged them to say more, for example, by asking after a contribution: "Good, can you explain this to me?") Even the few students who did not speak seemed engaged and interested. The instructor then stated what the students had explicated from the dialogue as the "Euthyphro dilemma" that "either something is pious because the god(s) love(s) it" or "the god(s) love(s) something because it is pious," rephrasing it as "moral realism" ("an act is right if and only if it satisfies an objective criterion") versus "divine command theory" ("an act is right if God chooses it"). He then invited the students to think through these positions and to consider the stakes and/or the issues the position might raise. The students responded readily and came up with most of the important philosophical objections to each of these theories/positions. Gio often engaged them in further conversation, pushing back on a contribution, asking the student to clarify or say more, give an example, etc., but always in a very affirmative and encouraging fashion (by nodding, frequent eye contact, and saying "yes," "exactly," "precisely," etc.). He put all of their contributions on the board, ensuring that he had understood them correctly. The students were clearly thinking philosophically (as freshmen in week 4 of their college experience). He also previewed that one issue they raised (theodicy) would be discussed in more detail later in the semester. Even as the class was nearing its end, no student packed up, but they were listening and engaged to the final moment.
	Text212: Christina M. Gschwandtner
	Text213: September 26, 2024
	Text214: This was a fun class to teach! I was happy that the personalities of so many of my students were displayed and that conversation flowed comfortably. 
	Text215: William Giovanni Jimenez Senzano
	Text216: Sep 26, 2024


