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Teaching Philosophy 

 

Nathan Fiala 

 

 

It is my view that effective teaching must strike a balance between requiring students to 

independently pursue knowledge in order to gain the skills necessary to learn on their own and 

providing students with all of the resources and assistance necessary to guide them in learning. In 

my experience as a teaching assistant at UC Irvine, I have always made an effort to provide clear 

explanations. Since students often come with different skill sets and experience levels, I find that 

starting with basic concepts and successively building upon them provides students with a strong 

foundation to then understand more complex concepts and problems. 

 

It is important to me to be friendly and approachable with students so that they can feel comfortable 

coming to me with questions. I make myself available to students to meet and discuss any questions 

and concerns they have. In addition to teaching students the material for the course, I believe it is 

important to be clear on exactly what I require of students. I try to always provide students with 

clear guidelines of what I expect from them and what aspects I will focus on when evaluating their 

work. I believe that when I make my expectations clear and provide students with all of the 

resources necessary to meet those expectations then I put my students in a position to succeed. On 

the other hand, I have a tough stance on academic dishonestly. I always make an effort to grade 

consistently and fairly. 

 

Students can easily become entirely focused on their grades and loose track of the ultimate goal of 

mastering material and understanding its relevance and application to real-life scenarios. Whenever 

I teach, I have two main goals in mind. First, I want students to understand the main body of 

knowledge and master the fundamental skills and tools for economic analysis. Second, I want 

students to be able to apply tools and concepts to real-life scenarios. To achieve these goals, I try to 

assign students work that consists of problem sets on standard material as well as questions or 

projects that make students aware of the applications of economics.  

 

I am always excited to have students who are interested in the theoretical application and broader 

views of economics, though in my experience few students will pursue higher levels of economic 

training. I therefore teach to the application of economics, while offering many opportunities to 

develop a deeper theoretical understanding of the material. When teaching a class, I believe it is 

important to provide opportunities for motivated students to pursue their interests further.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Teaching Interests and Experience 

 

Nathan Fiala 

 

 

I was a teaching assistant at the University of California, Irvine for the following courses: 

• Basic Economics II (Winter 2005, Spring 2005) 

• Game Theory 

• Business Decisions 

• International Money 

• Business and Government 

 

I am most interested in developing and teaching the following courses: 

• Basic Economics (undergraduate) 

• Game Theory (undergraduate, graduate) 

• Intermediate Microeconomics (undergraduate, graduate) 

• Development Economics (undergraduate, graduate) 

• Political Economy (undergraduate, graduate) 

• Applied Econometrics (undergraduate, graduate) 

 

In addition to the courses listed above, I am interested in teaching a variety of courses at the 

undergraduate and/or the graduate level, including special topics courses within development 

economics, political economy and applied microeconomics. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Summary of Teaching Evaluations 

 

Nathan Fiala 

 

 

Before working with the World Bank as a consultant (Summer 2007 to present), I was fortunate 

enough to serve as a teaching assistant for five courses from Winter 2005 through Spring 2007. I 

was responsible for teaching multiple sections per week, being available to students through email 

and office hours, grading assignments and exams, proctoring midterms and finals and providing 

additional review materials and review sessions outside of regular class time. 

 

Teaching evaluations are based upon a 7-point scale, where 7 is the highest possible. The numbers 

is parenthesis indicate average scores for all other social science courses that quarter. 

 

Evaluation measures  Basic Economics II Game Theory 

  Winter 2005, n=13 Fall 2005, n=38 

General teaching effectiveness 5.67 (5.51) 5.53 (5.39) 

Competence in course material 5.75 (5.68) 5.66 (5.59) 

Able to make presentations clearly 5.77 (5.50) 5.47 (5.34) 

Was responsive to students 6.62 (5.84) 5.61 (5.76) 

  Business Decisions International Money 

  Winter 2006, n=40 Spring 2006, n=11 

General teaching effectiveness 4.47 (5.41) 5.18 (5.43) 

Competence in course material 4.53 (5.61) 5.27 (5.61) 

Able to make presentations clearly 5.03 (5.36) 5.00 (5.45) 

Was responsive to students 5.00 (5.77) 5.18 (5.78) 

 

In addition to these four courses, I also served as a teaching assistant for the business school for the 

class Business and Government, which did not ask the students for a teaching evaluation. 

 

The extent to which teaching assistants are free to design the structure and material covered in 

sections is determined by the professor in charge of the course. In Winter and Fall 2005, I was given 

more freedom in how I chose to teach my sections. For example, in Basic Economics II, Winter 

2005, I was given the responsibility of leading students in an economic analysis paper of their 

choosing and could decide how I wanted to guide students on this project and set guidelines for 

grading. Likewise, in Game Theory I was given the opportunity to work with students on 

developing knowledge of more complicated games than were presented in class. I believe that the 

higher scores that I received in these two courses more accurately illustrate my personal teaching 

abilities. 

 

The full summaries for each course (compiled by UC Irvine) are shown below. The full enrollment 

numbers and the evaluation responses differ because the former refers to all students enrolled in the 

course and the latter refers to the number of students who chose to fill out an evaluation among 

those that attended the sections that I specifically taught. 

These evaluations were filled out in class, so these numbers may also differ by attendance 

requirements. 



 



 



 



 


