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Teaching Philosophy 
Scott Lepisto 

 
My teaching prioritizes the skills of close reading, which I find indispensible in my own 

scholarship. Through attending to the details of cultural productions, my students understand 
major historical issues of identity, culture, and society in the classical world. For this reason, my 
courses feature a strong emphasis on primary texts. I provide students with opportunities to hone 
their analytical skills and favor writing as a method of evaluation.  

My courses provide guidance through the entire writing process. In Diversity and the 
Western Tradition, I surveyed my class to find out how many students had ever written a paper 
focused on literary interpretation. Only one third had ever written this kind of paper and another 
third had done so only once or twice. In light of that information, I sent them a selection from 
Bean’s Engaging Ideas (2001), which explains the writing process realistically, for instance that 
a thesis, even though it ought to come early in their paper, might well be the last thing that they 
write after writing extensively about the text as a way of thinking through it. I encourage my 
students to write essays on questions that they find of interest, which they send me throughout 
the semester, so that I can guide them away from those that are inappropriate (e.g. “How are 
women in the Odyssey represented?”) towards ones more appropriate (“What is the significance 
of Penelope’s weaving in book 2?”) through offering specific feedback (“Why don’t you focus 
on a specific female activity as it is represented in one to three passages?”). Sometimes I assign 
reaction papers, which lead to longer essays; for instance, I encouraged a student to write an 
essay based on a shorter response to Genesis, in which he questioned how Adam could have 
known that he should not eat of the tree of knowledge if he did not yet know whether doing so 
would be good or evil. As a result of this process, students with little prior experience were, by 
the end of the course, offering me fresh insights into texts that I know very well, for example that 
the omission of details and explanations by the author of Genesis has the effect of making God’s 
mind and motivations inscrutable to humankind. 

In order to help my students acquire the competency necessary to analyze texts in the 
original language, I highlight a variety of learning strategies in my Greek and Latin courses, 
especially at the beginning level. In second semester Greek, I use color-coded worksheets to 
address visually-oriented learners and outline a range of different study techniques like reciting, 
recording, and listening to verb conjugations. As a class, we often chant verb conjugations aloud 
and I send students audio recordings of the Iliad to familiarize them with the sound of the 
language. To diminish my students’ anxiety, I develop practice tests with answer keys to 
reproduce the conditions of exams. As students progress in their linguistic competence, I keep up 
their motivation by highlighting their progress and providing them with a glimpse of the benefits 
of knowing the language. For instance, at the conclusion of second semester Greek, I bring in 
some fragments of Heraclitus so that students can puzzle over his elusive logos and to show them 
that they can in fact read and appreciate real Greek. In second semester Latin, I bring in selected 
Ovidian ekphrases with vocabulary supplied in order to underscore the expressive possibilities of 
Latin syntax. While the focus of my intermediate and advanced language courses is covering as 
much Latin or Greek as possible, I occasionally pause the class to consider the kinds of literary 
details that they will analyze if they choose to continue their education in classics. For instance, 
when teaching the Phaedo in intermediate Greek, we discuss the significance of the anecdote of 
the departure of the ship from Athens to Delos in order to appreciate the richness of Plato’s 
Greek.  
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Through teaching research and language skills from the ground up, I foreground the 
fundamentals that continue to inform my own work as a literary scholar. By responding to my 
students’ individual interests and learning styles, I guide them to focus closely on primary texts 
to construct an understanding and appreciation of the classical world and its literature. Students 
walk away from my courses with ample training for the next level of their education in classics 
and as more sophisticated interpreters of cultural productions in general, especially the written 
word.  
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Courses Taught 
University of Southern California 
 Independent Instructor 
  Latin II, Wheelock’s Latin, Fall 2012 
  Greek III, Plato’s Phaedo (Cambridge Greek and Latin Classics), Spring 2012  
  Greek II, Mastronarde’s Introduction to Attic Greek (with selections from Hansen &  
   Quinn’s Greek: An Intensive Course), Fall 2011 

• Responsibilities as Independent Instructor: All aspects of the course, including 
writing the syllabus, writing and disseminating weekly micro-syllabi, developing 
exams, practice exams, and answer keys, providing all in-class instruction, 
developing, assigning, and grading homework, and holding weekly office hours. 

 
 Supporting Instructor 
  Diversity and the Western Tradition, 4 Sections, Daniel Richter, Fall 2016 
  Roman Civilization, 2 Sections, Anthony Boyle, Spring 2013 
  Diversity and the Western Tradition, 2 Sections, Daniel Richter, Spring 2011 

Greek Civilization (listed as Greeks and the West), 2 Sections, William G. Thalmann,  
 Fall 2010 

• Responsibilities as Supporting Instructor: Leading 2-4 discussion sections a week, 
giving guest lectures, leading reviews, contributing to the design of assignments, 
grading student work, and holding weekly office hours. 

 
Evaluation Averages    

 Out of 5 
1. Overall, how would you rate this instructor?      4.44 
2. Overall, how would you rate this course/discussion section?   4.18  
3. Clearly related the purpose and material in the discussion section to  
 the lecture component of the course.       4.39 
4. Was consistently punctual.         4.61 
5. Articulated the goals of the discussion section clearly.     4.34 
6. Organized the discussion section to achieve those goals.     4.30 
7. Presented material in clear, understandable language.     4.36 
8. Used chalkboard/whiteboard and other visual aids effectively.    4.21 
9. Was knowledgeable about the subject matter of the course.    4.47 
10. Carefully explained difficult concepts, methods, and subject matter.   4.33 
11. Provided useful insights into the way research is done in this field.   4.16 
12. Was enthusiastic about communicating the subject matter.    4.45 
13. Encouraged students to participate in their learning (e.g., through  
 discussion, projects, study groups and other appropriate activities).   4.39 
14. Was accessible to students (e.g., during office hours, before and after  
 class, etc.).          4.53 
15. Evaluated student work in fair and appropriate ways (if applicable).   4.34 
16. Gave helpful feedback on assignments.       4.32 
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Greek and Roman Mythology (CLAS 101) 
Meeting Tues./Thurs. 10:30am-12pm in Taper Hall 200 

 
 

 
John William Waterhouse, “Echo and Narcissus,” 1903 

 
Scott Lepisto 
Office Hours: Taper Hall 256, Monday 12-2 and by appointment 
Email: lepisto@usc.edu 
 
Overview 
Few bodies of literature in the history of the world have exerted as much influence as classical 
mythology. Greek and Roman myths have inspired and provoked a wide range of authors, artists, 
and intellectuals over many centuries. But what exactly is mythology? Are myths gateways into 
universal truths about human nature or windows into specific societies at particular moments in 
history? Do they provide us with lenses through which to make sense of our lives or are they 
simply popular, entertaining stories? What are myths and what can they tell us? 
 
We will consider these questions through reading a wide variety of ancient Greek and Latin texts 
(translated into English) by different authors in different genres written over the span of several 
centuries (from the 7th century BCE to the 4th century CE). We will also view some ancient 
visual representations of myth in ancient art and architecture. We will read Greek and Roman 
tragedies, epic poems, and religious hymns, but we will also read less well-known sources like 
ancient encyclopedias and ancient philosophers’ rationalizing interpretations of these stories. We 
will attempt to discover why different authors present myths in the way that they do and how 
different representations of myth inform one another. In the first two weeks, students will receive 
a quick overview of the major theoretical models through which scholars have interpreted Greek 
and Roman myths for the last century (give or take). 
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By the end of the course, students will have a good grasp of the outlines ancient Greek and 
Roman mythology, the sources through which it is preserved, and a set of mental models through 
which they can understand mythology more generally.  
 
Prerequisites 
This course requires no knowledge of Greek or Latin and is suitable for students of all levels. 
 
Disability Services and Programs 
“Disability Services and Programs provides support services necessary to enable students with 
disabilities to develop their maximum academic potential while having the dignity to work 
independently.”  Please tell me of any prior arranged circumstances that are registered with DSP.  
Please see http://sait.usc.edu/academicsupport/centerprograms/dsp/home_index.html or call 213-
740-0776. 
 
Honor Code 
We will of course follow the honor code provided here for your reference: 
http://www.usc.edu/student-affairs/student-conduct/ug_plag.htm 
 
 
Required Books (Please buy these particular translations) 
Aeschylus. The Oresteia. Trans. Robert Fagles. 
Apollonius Rhodios. The Argonautika. Trans. Peter Green. 
Course Reader (available at Magic Machine). 
Ovid. Metamorphoses. Trans. Rolfe Humphries. 
Segal, R. Myth: A Very Short Introduction. 
Seneca. Six Tragedies. Trans. Emily Wilson. 
Sophocles. Three Theban Plays. Trans. Robert Fagles. 
Trzaskom, S. M., Smith, R. S., & Brunet, S. eds. 2004. Anthology of Classical Myth: Primary  

Sources in Translation. 
 
Evaluation 
Students will be evaluated along these four criteria, which are explained more fully below: 
20% Participation and weekly writing assignments  
25% Paper 1  
25% Paper 2 
30% Paper 3 
 
Paper Format  
At least 7 full pages of continuous writing (not including your name, the course number, the date, 
your astrological sign, the name of your cat, etc. or works cited page), 12 point Times New 
Roman font, 1 inch margins on each side. Please cite all sources and ask me if you are in doubt 
about whether or not a source is suitable for an academic paper. 
 
Class Protocol 
Students are expected to have read the assigned texts before coming to class and be ready to 
discuss. Each week I will provide you with an assignment intended to help you develop your 
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papers, prepare for in-class discussions, or reflect on past discussions. In some classes, I will 
give a lecture that sketches out the historical, cultural, and political context of a work under 
discussion and/or its scholarly reception. Other classes will be run like a lab in order to help you 
develop your papers. You are required to submit two drafts of each paper. I will offer you ample 
constructive feedback on the first draft in order to help you improve your performance; on your 
final draft, I will offer you a brief justification of your grade. If you are happy with your grade on 
the first draft, no further action is required. This system is designed so that you will factor in my 
comments and improve as a writer and make sure that you understand why you received the 
grade that you did.  
 
Schedule of Readings:  
Please do the reading before the date of the class for which it is assigned and do pay attention to 
the page numbers listed in the Anthology. Often you are asked to read only a small section of an 
author’s work. 
 
Jan. 14: Introduction 
Jan. 16 : Myth: A Very Short Introduction: Chapters 1-4 
 
Jan. 21: Myth: A Very Short Introduction: Chapters 5-conclusion 
Jan. 23: Hesiod Theogony (Anthology: 129-160) 

Apollodorus Library (Anthology: 17-33) 
Diodorus of Sicily Historical Library (Anthology: 96-102) 

 
Jan. 28: Homeric Hymns (Anthology: 168-210) 

Callimachus Hymns (Anthology: 76-83) 
Cleanthes Hymn to Zeus (Anthology: 84-86) 
Lucretius De Rerum Natura (Invocation of Venus Anthology: 298-301) 

Jan. 30: Aeschylus Prometheus Bound (Course Reader) 
Aeschylus Prometheus Freed (Anthology: 6-7) 
Lucian Dialogues of the Gods (Prometheus and Zeus Anthology: 280-281) and Dialogues 
of the Sea Gods (Io Anthology: 286-7)  
Palaephatus On Unbelievable Things (Io Anthology: 338) 

 
Feb. 4: First Draft of First Paper Due Sophocles Oedipus the King 
Feb. 6: Sophocles Oedipus at Colonus 

Apollodorus Library (M. Cadmos and Thebes Anthology: 46-54) 
 
Feb. 11: Final Draft of First Paper Due Seneca’s Oedipus Rex 

Pausanias Description of Greece (Did Oidipous Have Children By His Mother? and 
Sphinx: Anthology: 352-3) 

Feb. 13: Aeschylus Agamemnon  
  
Feb. 18: Aeschylus The Libation Bearers  
Feb. 20: Aeschylus The Eumenides 

 
Feb. 25: Euripides Orestes (Course Reader) 
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Feb. 27: Seneca Agamemnon 
 
Mar. 4: First Draft of Second Paper Due Euripides Medea (Course Reader) 
Mar. 6: Seneca Medea  

Aelian Historical Miscellany (Medeia’s Children Anthology: 2) 
Ovid Heroides (Medea to Jason Anthology: 322-328) 
Palaephatus On Unbelievable Things (Medeia Anthology: 338-339),  
Pausanias Description of Greece (The Tomb of Medeia’s Children in Corinth Anthology:  

345) 
 
Mar. 11: Final Draft of Second Paper Due Apollonius Argonautika Books 1-2 
Mar. 13: Apollonius Argonautika Books 3-4 
 
Mar. 18 & 20: Spring Break 
 
Mar. 25: Selections from: Cornutus (Anthology: 89-92) 

Heraclitus (Anthology: 116-121) 
Herodorus (Anthology: 121-122)  
Lucretius (Anthology: 301-306) 
Palaephatus: Prologue (Anthology: 329-330) 
Plato (Anthology: 363-373) 
Sallustius (Anthology: 383-384) 
Theophrastus (Anthology: 402-403) 
Xenophanes (Anthology: 433-435) 

Mar. 27: Ovid Metamorphoses Books 1-2 
 
April 1: Ovid Metamorphoses Books 3-4 
April 3: Ovid Metamorphoses Books 5-6 
 
April 8: Ovid Metamorphoses Books 7-8 
April 10: Ovid Metamorphoses Books 9-10 
 
April 15: Ovid Metamorphoses Books 11-12 
April 17: First Draft of Third Paper Due Ovid Metamorphoses Books 13-15 
 
April 27: Final Draft of Third Paper Due 
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Cicero’s De Oratore (LAT 301) 
Meeting Mon./Wed 10:30-12 in Taper Hall 122 

 

 
 

Scott Lepisto 
Office Hours: Taper Hall 256, Monday 12-2 and by appointment 
Email: lepisto@usc.edu 
 
Overview 
Cicero is arguably the most influential author to write in Latin and De Oratore is considered by 
many to be among his greatest accomplishments. The primary aims of the course are to provide 
students with an opportunity to improve their Latin, read a substantial portion of the work in the 
original language, increase their reading speed, and introduce them to the burgeoning field of 
scholarship reevaluating ancient rhetoric, Cicero’s corpus, and De Oratore specifically. While 
scholars in the past had read the work primarily as a valuable historical document, many now 
regard it as a significant literary achievement. We will analyze De Oratore in relation to earlier 
rhetoric, late Republican politics and history, Cicero’s biography, Greek philosophy, Roman 
society and culture, as well as some of Cicero’s other works, including some of his letters, which 
we will also translate. A primary question of the course will be, “Why did Cicero choose to 
present rhetorical theory in dialogue?” 
 
Prerequisites 
Students must have taken at least two years of Latin to participate in this course.  
 
Disability Services and Programs 
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“Disability Services and Programs provides support services necessary to enable students with 
disabilities to develop their maximum academic potential while having the dignity to work 
independently.”  Please tell me of any prior arranged circumstances that are registered with DSP.  
Please see http://sait.usc.edu/academicsupport/centerprograms/dsp/home_index.html or call 213-
740-0776. 
 
Honor Code 
We will of course follow the honor code provided here for your reference: 
http://www.usc.edu/student-affairs/student-conduct/ug_plag.htm 
 
Required Books 

• The Coursepack available at Magic Machine 
• Kumanieki’s Teubner edition of De Oratore  
• Oxford Latin Dictionary or the Oxford Latin Desk Dictionary.  

o N.B. No other dictionary is comparable to Oxford’s and one of these dictionaries 
is an absolute necessity for this course. Beware: other dictionaries will lead you 
astray! Please do not use Cassell’s or William and Short, since you will at some 
point have to relearn Latin vocabulary, an experience I do not recommend! 

 
Recommended Books 

• Cicero: De Oratore I-III by A. S. Wilkins. 
• Allen and Greenough’s New Latin Grammar  
• A New Latin Syntax by E. C. Woodcock.  

o Allen and Greenough is more systematic, though I find A New Latin Syntax a little 
clearer. 

 
Evaluation 
Students will be evaluated along these four criteria, which are explained more fully below: 
20% Attendance, participation, and translation, including presentation of secondary readings 
30% Midterm translation exam 
30% Final translation exam (cumulative) 
20% Final paper 
 
Class Protocol 
After the first week, in which we will read some background literature, we will begin reading 
substantial portions of De Oratore in Latin. Our goal will be to cover roughly 4 pages of Latin a 
week by the end of the course. I will assign the readings for the week in class and via email. As 
we go, we will also translate some of the letters in which Cicero refers to his composition of De 
Oratore. We will review Latin grammar as necessary.  
 
Students’ ability to translate the Latin will be assessed through their in-class participation and 
through two major exams. In-class translation will occupy the majority of our time. Students can 
bring vocabulary notes to class, but in order to prepare for exams, they should plan on translating 
from a plain text with as few markings as possible. However, I encourage students to mark up a 
text before class in order to prepare to translate from a blank text in class. If you would like to 
make sure you are dividing sentences up correctly, you may hand in or email me copies of 
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marked up texts. These will of course not be graded, but the practice might help you improve 
your reading comprehension. 
 
We will also read approximately one piece of secondary scholarship a week and each student 
will offer a response to an article. These readings are intended to offer students a range of 
contemporary scholars’ perspectives on the work and to introduce students to the scholarly 
dialogue surrounding this work specifically, Ciceronian rhetoric, and ancient rhetoric more 
generally. Each student’s response ought to be roughly 10-15 minutes and should include a 
paraphrase of the article in their own words, an assessment of its merits, and at least two 
questions for the class to discuss, ideally relating it to material that we have read.  
 
Midterm and Final Exams 
The exams will feature portions of the plain Latin text of De Oratore and potentially some of 
Cicero’s letters, which we will have already read. Students will be asked simply to translate 
clearly and accurately.   
 
Paper 
Students will have the opportunity to write a paper pursuing a question of their choosing (~8 
pages), which they will develop in communication with me through email and office hours. 
Students will need to do some secondary research beyond the assigned readings. We will have a 
chance in the later class sessions for students to present their research questions and comment on 
one another’s.  
 
Schedule of Readings  
The Latin to be read will be announced in-class and via email. All secondary readings can be 
found in your coursepack. 
 
Jan. 16 : De Oratore in Context 

Fantham, E. 2007. The World of Cicero’s “De Oratore.” Ch. 1-4. 
Dugan, J. 2013. “Cicero’s Rhetorical Theory,” in The Cambridge Companion to Cicero.  

 
Jan. 23: Ciceronian Rhetoric 

Wisse, J. 2002. “The Intellectual Background of Cicero’s Rhetorical Works” in Brill’s 
Companion to Cicero: Oratory and Rhetoric.  

 
Jan. 30: Plato I 

Schütrumpf, E. 1988. “Platonic Elements in the Structure of Cicero De Oratore Book 1.” 
Rhetorica: 6: 237-258 

 
Feb. 6: Plato II 

Stull, W. 2011. “Deus ille noster: Platonic Precedent and the Construction of the 
Interlocutors in Cicero's ‘De Oratore.’” Transactions of the American Philological 
Association 141: 247-63. 

 
Feb. 13: Gender 
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Connolly, J.  2007. “Virile Tongues: Rhetoric and Masculinity,” in A Companion to 
Roman Rhetoric. 

  
Feb. 20: Theatricality I 

Dugan, J. 2005. “Fashioning the Ideal Orator: Theatricality and Transgressive 
Aesthetics,” in Making a New Man: Ciceronian Self-Fashioning in the Rhetorical Works. 
 

Feb. 27: Midterm  
 
Mar. 6: Theatricality II 

Zebra, M. 2002. “Love, Envy, and Pantomimic Morality in Cicero’s ‘De oratore.’” 
Classical Philology 97: 299-321. 

 
Mar. 13: Spring Break 
 
March 20: Cicero on Historiography I 
 Woodman, A. J. 1988. “Theory: Cicero,” in Rhetoric in Classical Historiography 70-116. 
 
March 27: Cicero on Historiography II 

Northwood, S. J. “Cicero ‘de Oratore’ 2.51-64 and Rhetoric in Historiography.” 
Mnemosyne 61: 228-244. 

 
April 3: Roman Society 

Hall, J. 1996. “Social Evasion and Aristocratic Manners in Cicero’s ‘de Oratore.’” The 
American Journal of Philology 117: 95-120. 

 
April 10: Performance 

Fjelstad, P. 2003. “Restraint and Emotion in Cicero’s ‘De Oratore.’” Philosophy & 
Rhetoric 36: 39-47. 

 
April 17: Paper Workshop and Final Review 
 
April 27 2pm Final Exam 
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Greek II: Second Semester Greek (GREEK 150) 
Meetings: MTWTh 1-1:50 PM in Taper Hall 112 

 

 
A Fragment of Homer’s Iliad 

 
Scott Lepisto 
Office Hours: Taper Hall 256, Monday 11-1 and by appointment 
E-mail: lepisto@usc.edu 
 
Overview  
This course is a continuation of Greek I (first semester Greek). We will finish Hansen & Quinn’s 
Greek: An Intensive Course. By the end of the course, students will be able to read texts in the 
original language.  
 
Prerequisite 
This course requires one semester of Greek (Greek I) or its equivalent. If you are unsure if you 
are suitably prepared, please email or talk to me as soon as possible. 
 
Disability Services and Programs 
“Disability Services and Programs provides support services necessary to enable students with 
disabilities to develop their maximum academic potential while having the dignity to work 
independently.”  Please tell me of any prior arranged circumstances that are registered with DSP.  
Please see http://sait.usc.edu/academicsupport/centerprograms/dsp/home_index.html or call 213-
740-0776. 
 



 14 

Honor Code 
We will of course follow the honor code provided here for your reference: 
http://www.usc.edu/student-affairs/student-conduct/ug_plag.htm 
Be forewarned: copying from an answer key counts as plagiarism! 
 
Required Books 
Greek: An Intensive Course by Hardy Hansen and Gerald M. Quinn 
Liddell & Scott’s Greek-English Lexicon by Henry George Liddell and Robert Scott 
 
Recommended Books 
Greek Grammar by Herbert Weir Smyth 
 
Class Protocol 
Each week, I will email you a micro-syllabus detailing the topics to be discussed in class, the 
assigned readings, the assigned homework, and the material featured on the Monday quiz.  
 
Evaluation 
24% Monday quizzes 
25% Homework/Participation/Attendance (2 excused absences: please notify me ahead of time) 
25% Midterm 
26% Final: December 14th 11-1 pm 
Note: Regardless of your point total, you must pass the final to pass the class! 
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Individual Report for Instructor Lepisto 19815-20163 : CLAS-320 Diversity
and the Classical Western Tradition (19815)

USC Student Course Evaluations - Fall 2016
Project Audience 24
Responses Received 22
Response Ratio 91.67%

Subject Details

Name CLAS-320 Diversity and the Classical Western Tradition (19815)

Section 19815-20163

Course_ID CLAS-320

Course
Type

Discussion

Course
Department

CLAS

School LAS

Session 001

First Name Scott

Last Name Lepisto

Email lepisto@usc.edu

    
Creation Date    Tue, Dec 13, 2016



1. Clearly related the purpose and material in the
discussion section to the lecture component of the
course.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.82

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.50

2. Was consistently punctual.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.95

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.21

3. Articulated the goals of the discussion section
clearly.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.82

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.39

4. Organized the discussion section to achieve
those goals.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.82

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.39

5. Presented material in clear, understandable
language.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.82

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.39

6. Used chalkboard/whiteboard and other visual
aids effectively.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.36

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.79

7. Was knowledgeable about the subject matter of
the course.

8. Carefully explained difficult concepts, methods,
and subject matter.

How would you rate the teaching assistant's effectiveness on the following items?

   Individual Report for Instructor Lepisto 19815-20163 : CLAS-320 Diversity and the Classical Western Tradition
(19815)
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Statistics Value

Mean 4.91

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.29

Statistics Value

Mean 4.86

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.35
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9. Provided useful insights into the the way
research is done in this field.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.73

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.55

10. Was enthusiastic about communicating the
subject matter.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.95

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.21

11. Encouraged students to participate in their
learning (e.g., through discussion, projects, study
groups and other appropriate activities).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.82

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.39

12. Was accessible to students (e.g., during office
hours, before and after class, etc.).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.95

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.21

13. Evaluated student work in fair and appropriate
ways (if applicable).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.82

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.39

14. Gave helpful feedback on assignments.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.77

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.53

How would you rate the teaching assistant's effectiveness on the following items?
(continued)

Overall, how would you rate this teaching assistant?
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Statistics Value

Mean 4.86

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.35

Statistics Value

Mean 4.86

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.36

Overall, how would you rate this discussion section?

What were this teaching assistant's main strengths?

Comment

He did a phenomenal job reminding the section of key points Professor Richter made.

Made discussion section crucial and extremely helpful for understanding lecture content, kept the class interesting, and
was great in answering questions

wanting to endlessly help us understand material; witty and not strict

explaining concepts. Very clear assainment analysis. clear and helpful instructions in meetings.

Scott is incredibly kind, articulate, and hardworking. He offers consistent support and provides students with every
resource needed to succeed. Beyond this, he's clearly so passionate about the subject that you can't help be
passionate about the class as well (despite the fact that I don't truly care for the Classics typically). Thoroughly grateful
to have Scott as a section leader this semester, wish I could take a class with him!

Approachability, intelligence, expansive knowledge of the subject material, dedication to instruction, dedication to giving
his students very helpful and insightful feedback. He goes the extra mile for his students and sincerely cares. He is the
best TA I have ever had and likely may ever have.

clarity!!!!!!! Some of the readings were incredibly difficult to understand and even after the lecture the information was
foggy, but after every single discussion class I felt like I had a better understanding of the material.

Scott is always available and willing to help, also praises students whether they get something right or wrong which
creates a really open atmosphere for our discussions

helping understand information from lecture, giving feedback on writing, introducing new ideas

did a great job highlighting most important concepts and points. Always made himself available for office hours and
extra help outside of class. Open to questions and feedback from students.

Scott was very approachable, nice and knowledgable. He was very enthusiastic which created a very nice learning
atmosphere. Scott was always willing to help more and really helped us understand better the lectures of this class.
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Mr. Lepisto's discussion is possibly the reason I was able to pass this class. He is an incredibly clear and concise
speaker. He always offers incredible insight. His class discussion was always engaging and he managed to cover
everything we learned in the lecture

He was available

He understood the students very well and made sure we knew what the professor was talking about. He was always
telling us that he is available any time and during office hours. He was a great help preparing for the midterm and
essays. Great TA all around.

He presented the information in a very learnable way and cleared up any questions I had from lecture. He also held
helpful office hours in which I received a lot of feedback.

Scott strikes that perfect balance between knowledgable and approachable to the layman. His work helped us
understand some truly difficult topics and ideas, and he did so all while caring about his students to the highest level
possible.

His passion for the subject matter, his ability to relate the material back to us, and summarize the lectures.

Organized
Approachable and easy to talk to
Encourages and empowers us
Clearly explains concepts

Thoroughly explaining difficult concepts from lecture and encouraging students to come up with their own
conclusions/theses from the course material.

presented the material in a way that could be understood by all

Discussions basically saved me. Concepts were clearly explained and Scott was very helpful.

He is incredible

How might this teaching assistant improve their teaching effectiveness?

Comment

Emphasizing the essay expectations from the get go.

Make sure student notes are close to his own

not be too difficult on grading if the answer to a question is not too far off; offer other opportunities of improving grade, if
student is doing the required work but just having a rough time

use whiteboard more often when you talk about names and places

Already great.

It is difficult to think of areas of improvement. Perhaps he could try to communicate with Professor Richter more clearly
as to key concepts of the course; occasionally he would be confused as to what the professor meant in lecture.
However, I must stress that overwhelmingly Dr. Lepisto was an EXCELLENT teaching assistant.

no improvement necessary! Great teacher! uber helpful and funny!

Thought he did a great job!

He could improve a little by being more clear when answering quiestions

I don't think he needs to improve upon any aspect of his teaching

Be more clear when students are asking for critique. I asked for critique, and he told me what my grade would be, but
when I improved it and submitted it, my grade was actually lower..

Make more group discussions like he did when we brainstormed about possible test questions

I think that he did a near perfect job for this course.

Can one improve from perfection? I don't think so.

Nothing that I can think of

I think Scott has a great amount of experience under his belt that has served to his advantage. He is by far the best TA I
have ever had. He has a great balance of not being to easy but not too strict. You can tell he's really passionate about
what he's teaching. As a transfer student, TAs in the past have had the greatest power in determining your over all
grade and really put her students down and Scott really encouraged, challenged and motivated us to reach our
potential. It made a huge difference in my academic experience and is why I really enjoy it here at USC. USC did well in
choosing him as a section leader.
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Nothing

Additional comments?

Students

One of the best TA's I've ever had

thanks Scott!

Thanks for the semester! You have been really helpful!

Thank you for a WONDERFUL semester!

Thank you, very much. I was incredibly lucky to have you as a resource and mentor this semester.

thank you!!!!!! even though i was late pretty much every week you made the class super interesting and understandable!
I loved the material!

thanks for a great semester!

Thanks for a great semester!

His discussion class had a very nice atmosphere, he was very helpful and a great TA

Thank you! Made course more interesting and fun.

I don't know if I have a reason to get up on Fridays anymore.

No

Thank you Scott!

There was reluctance to answer the questions posed because students were afraid of answering incorrectly. It is great
to know how incredibly qualified you are for this field, but perhaps that intimidated students as well.
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1. Clearly related the purpose and material in the
discussion section to the lecture component of the
course.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.62

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.50

2. Was consistently punctual.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.71

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.46

3. Articulated the goals of the discussion section
clearly.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.57

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.51

4. Organized the discussion section to achieve
those goals.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.43

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.68

5. Presented material in clear, understandable
language.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.57

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.60

6. Used chalkboard/whiteboard and other visual
aids effectively.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.14

Median 4.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.85

7. Was knowledgeable about the subject matter of
the course.

8. Carefully explained difficult concepts, methods,
and subject matter.

How would you rate the teaching assistant's effectiveness on the following items?
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Statistics Value

Mean 4.52

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.60

Statistics Value

Mean 4.52

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.68
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9. Provided useful insights into the the way
research is done in this field.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.29

Median 4.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.78

10. Was enthusiastic about communicating the
subject matter.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.57

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.60

11. Encouraged students to participate in their
learning (e.g., through discussion, projects, study
groups and other appropriate activities).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.52

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.68

12. Was accessible to students (e.g., during office
hours, before and after class, etc.).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.62

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.59

13. Evaluated student work in fair and appropriate
ways (if applicable).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.48

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.68

14. Gave helpful feedback on assignments.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.52

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.60

How would you rate the teaching assistant's effectiveness on the following items?
(continued)

Overall, how would you rate this teaching assistant?
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Statistics Value

Mean 4.71

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.46

Statistics Value

Mean 4.52

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.60

Overall, how would you rate this discussion section?

What were this teaching assistant's main strengths?

Comment

Dr. Lepisto knew a lot from memory, but he also was able to directly relate to the texts and help us to understand them
on a deeper level, as well as being able to relate concepts. He had great clarity.

He is very intelligent, great at explaining the course material, and a fair grader.

Scott really makes an effort to be clear about course topics. He is very clear and helpful when questions are asked, and
we can tell he wants to help us succeed. Also just a nice guy in general.

Lepisto is very knowledgable about the class material, takes great notes during lectures, and comes prepared to go
over (mostly) everything covered in both lectures from the week. He is very approachable and always available during
office hours for his students. Lepisto wants his students to succeed and encourages them to come to him for help.

Scott was very articulate in his lectures and very helpful in his review of our work and his feedback.

Staying on topic in discussion, clarifying lecture material, focusing discussion towards students' needs and questions,
patience and helpfulness with students

Very thoughtfully distilled the concepts of the course and communicated them. Gave very detailed and personalized
feedback which made improvement possible.

He was very clear in his explanations and was excellent at facilitating a healthy discourse during class.

Clearly explained what we went over in lecture and made sure we understood it. Was always available to answer
questions and give feedback on our papers.

Really clear in communication, able to clarify anything that we had questions on in the lecture, made the lecture info a
lot more organized

He was very knowledgable and coherent when he explained the main ideas of the texts.

-very enthusiastic about material
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-helpful in explaining and reinforcing important points from lecture
-extremely helpful in explaining the essay writing process and giving feedback

Scott was really helpful in just getting the main details discussed during classtime. If anyone had any questions on
clarification he could give it quite well and helped in formulating a concise thesis for my paper.

Very knowledgeable, accessible to students

Accessible and knowledgeable

How might this teaching assistant improve their teaching effectiveness?

Comment

Perhaps with having more open discussions in the section, so we are more engaged.

He could work on his delivery a bit

N/A! 10/10 :)

Could be a little more strict with policies (not having laptops) and making each student participate (possible in such a
small class).

Nothing I can think of.

Reminder that it's a GE. Not my major, not used to this. I tried really hard but it's not my 'thing.' Harsh grading that
brought down my GPA.

No.

-continue having time in discussion to think about possible final questions - I find this really helpful

Outlines of the lecture perhaps? Just main points, not necessarily handed out on a piece of paper or sent in an email.
Just available on the whiteboard for people who show up to class

Keep in mind that most students of this course are not Classics majors and thus needs to level with those students
way more.

Additional comments?

Students

You look good in olive green! Goes well with your skin tone. You have that one olive green colored collared shirt you
wear haha. My friend and I are always like "he's wearing the shirt!!" Scott Aran Lepisto is a cool dude. Scott if you're
reading this, you rock!

Thanks for an incredible semester! I wish you the best of luck in the advancement of your teaching career :) I'm so
happy I had you as my TA - I think you were definitely the best out of the three (in my unbiased opinion, of course).

Lepisto is a great TA. I find Classics to be very boring and dense; however, Lepisto somehow was able to simplify the
material so that even I could understand it and surprisingly he was able to make the material interesting.

Thanks for a great semester. I enjoyed learning from and talking to you very much.

Really enjoyed the discussion. Thank you!
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1. Clearly related the purpose and material in the
discussion section to the lecture component of the
course.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.68

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.58

2. Was consistently punctual.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.84

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.37

3. Articulated the goals of the discussion section
clearly.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.68

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.48

4. Organized the discussion section to achieve
those goals.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.68

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.48

5. Presented material in clear, understandable
language.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.68

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.58

6. Used chalkboard/whiteboard and other visual
aids effectively.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.32

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-1.06

7. Was knowledgeable about the subject matter of
the course.

8. Carefully explained difficult concepts, methods,
and subject matter.

How would you rate the teaching assistant's effectiveness on the following items?
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Statistics Value

Mean 4.84

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.50

Statistics Value

Mean 4.74

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.65
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9. Provided useful insights into the the way
research is done in this field.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.68

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.67

10. Was enthusiastic about communicating the
subject matter.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.74

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.45

11. Encouraged students to participate in their
learning (e.g., through discussion, projects, study
groups and other appropriate activities).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.63

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.68

12. Was accessible to students (e.g., during office
hours, before and after class, etc.).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.74

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.65

13. Evaluated student work in fair and appropriate
ways (if applicable).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.42

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.84

14. Gave helpful feedback on assignments.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.58

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.77

How would you rate the teaching assistant's effectiveness on the following items?
(continued)

Overall, how would you rate this teaching assistant?
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Statistics Value

Mean 4.74

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.56

Statistics Value

Mean 4.42

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.90

Overall, how would you rate this discussion section?

What were this teaching assistant's main strengths?

Comment

very passionate and knowledgable. He took the time to explain concepts and made sure there were any unanswered
questions

I loved how open he was to each person's questions, and really tried to hit the main points on all of the readings we
had. He also condensed the pertinent information, and made it easier to understand. I loved how he would be available
to meet with students.

Organized, clearly taught important points of lectures

Pinpointing confusing or vague parts of lecture and clarifying them as well as focusing all of the information we got and
relating it to other things that we learned.

He adjusted his plan to the needs of his class

He went through all the material fairly quickly.

Was really good at filling in holes/giving recaps of lecture.

He is very through and has a clear style of explanation. Is always ready to learn with the students

Incredibly dedicated to his students and goes above and beyond expected. Very articulate

His main strengths include carefully explaining the lecture material in way that all students could understand.
Additionally, he put in extra effort to help us prepare for exams and papers by providing feedback early on and making
more time to see students.

Very knowledgeable, very succinct, very approachable. He's a good guy.

Good communicator. Very knowledgeable about the subject.

Clarity, encouraging smile, open for questions, offers to proof read papers, attends our classes along with us to be
able to clear up things we didn't get in lecture when in discussion, and has a calming aura.

   Individual Report for Instructor Lepisto 19817-20163 : CLAS-320 Diversity and the Classical Western Tradition
(19817)

5/6



He knew the lecture material very well and made sure we understood the main points that we could be tested on in
exams.

How might this teaching assistant improve their teaching effectiveness?

Comment

his grading seemed very arbitrary, especially on the paper. He was a really hard grader for a GE course compared to
the other TA's.

I feel it would help if he replied to emails more often.

Encourage more class discussion through group activities

I don't know

Maybe don't just reiterate the lectures. It only encourages people to skip either the lecture or the discussion.

Not sure

Can't be better. one of my best tas

Honestly nothing. Sometimes he should take time for himself to relax. He showed to class on 30 mins of sleep and still
did an amazing job

To improve, he should go about giving certain critical comments on papers and exams more carefully without
accidentally making an assumption that could be seen as offensive to a student.

Keep it up, not much to improve on.

More activities. Study sessions/outside of class final reviews. (?)

Have a little handout we can look at on blackboard or a main points to understand from each reading on the board for a
mixture of visual as well as audio learning.

Could be more lenient in grading. It is a GE after all...

Additional comments?

Students

Hands down the best TA I've ever had

N/A

Less coffee, more sleep, healthy and happy Scott. Take care of yourself child. Thank you.
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1. Clearly related the purpose and material in the
discussion section to the lecture component of the
course.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.72

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.46

2. Was consistently punctual.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.78

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.43

3. Articulated the goals of the discussion section
clearly.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.67

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.59

4. Organized the discussion section to achieve
those goals.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.56

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.62

5. Presented material in clear, understandable
language.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.61

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.50

6. Used chalkboard/whiteboard and other visual
aids effectively.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.22

Median 4.50

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.94

7. Was knowledgeable about the subject matter of
the course.

8. Carefully explained difficult concepts, methods,
and subject matter.

How would you rate the teaching assistant's effectiveness on the following items?
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Statistics Value

Mean 4.72

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.46

Statistics Value

Mean 4.72

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.57
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9. Provided useful insights into the the way
research is done in this field.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.56

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.62

10. Was enthusiastic about communicating the
subject matter.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.61

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.61

11. Encouraged students to participate in their
learning (e.g., through discussion, projects, study
groups and other appropriate activities).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.56

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.70

12. Was accessible to students (e.g., during office
hours, before and after class, etc.).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.61

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.61

13. Evaluated student work in fair and appropriate
ways (if applicable).

Statistics Value

Mean 4.61

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.61

14. Gave helpful feedback on assignments.

Statistics Value

Mean 4.61

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.61

How would you rate the teaching assistant's effectiveness on the following items?
(continued)

Overall, how would you rate this teaching assistant?
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Statistics Value

Mean 4.78

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.55

Statistics Value

Mean 4.44

Median 5.00

Mode 5

Standard Deviation +/-0.70

Overall, how would you rate this discussion section?

What were this teaching assistant's main strengths?

Comment

He was great at analyzing the texts and encouraging critical thinking. He cleared confusion on the texts and gave good
advice on writing assignments.

He is very engaged and helpful.

He is very clear and thorough with his explanations. Knows the material well.

He clearly explained the main points of the readings and what we would need to know for the test

Scott is a straightforward guy, I liked his focus toward teaching students difficult topics. He always is looking to answer
students' questions.

Engaging and willing to help

Scott has a wealth of expertise on the classics, and a natural knack for teaching that he's clearly honed. He runs the
discussion section skillfully, and caters to the weakest link in a supportive way that raises everyone up. There have
been so many times that I was totally lost on a subject matter from the lecture, but I knew I could rely on Scott to help me
out. He's also very quick in responding to emails.

Passion and Organization

He is quite helpful for me to understand the course material.

He explained the hard concepts and made sure we knew what was relevant

The explanations are really clear and solved a lot of my confusions.

He made sure everything was comprehensible. Explained as many times as we needed it. Was always there to help if
we needed it, even last minute. Overall the best discussion TA I've had.

Very clear, very knowledgeable
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Oraganization, clarity, and fairness

How might this teaching assistant improve their teaching effectiveness?

Comment

Maybe provide a study guide?

He could encourage more group work

Scott could benefit from speeding up his discussion to cover more ground effectively. He could also shorten some of
his answers to student questions.

Honestly, I think he's good. He should really be made a professor already.

have more hard copy teaching material to use during the discussion sessions

Make the class go a tad faster with class particpation

Could be even better if use powerpoints and lecture notes.

Maybe slow down a little bit. It's sometimes hard to keep up writing and listening.

I would say more games or something to keep us more involved, but his method covers more topics more extensively,
so I'd argue that it's better the way it is.

Additional comments?

Students

Thank you for all the help you gave me in office hours. I really appreciate it.

I freaking love Scott. He's one of the best TAs I've ever had at this university. He should be made a professor as soon as
possible.

thank you!

Great TA, really appreciated his help.

The best TA!!!!! Made me actually interested in a topic I normally find very boring
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