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SHORT BIO

I’m a doctoral candidate in Public and Urban Policy at The New School, in New York. In my dissertation 
I research inequality of access to public transport in Mexico City and its socioeconomic implications. 
I have been a Teaching Fellow and a Teaching Assistant in the Parsons School of Design, the Lang 
College of Liberal Arts, and the Milano School of Policy, Management, and Environment, all at The New 
School. I am also an adjunct professor at the University of Guadalajara.

Teaching philosophy
It is said that an epoch is not defined by what we discuss, but by what we take for granted. What I value the 
most about education is the opportunity to assist students to think of issues that are usually taken for granted 
but are critical to understanding the social order in which we are embedded. My teaching philosophy is helping 
students to think critically about the urban experience and its policy implications. I believe that only through 
the understanding of the social, political, and economic forces that explain the city as it is today, that we can 
envision and work towards the city that we ought to have tomorrow.

advising approach
What I enjoy the most of teaching is the opportunity to work with students in their final papers for courses and 
thesis projects. Both at the University of Guadalajara and at The New School, I have had the opportunity to 
advise students on their final projects. My approach to advising is fourfold. First, helping students to identity new 
viewpoints of analysis that they have not yet thought of. Second, encouraging students to identify the unstated 
assumptions in their claims and to put them into question. Third, pointing students in the direction of useful 
literature that they can bring into their discussions. Finally, guiding students in the research methods design and 
providing feedback during the process of the research. 

Appendix A of this portfolio shows an undergraduate student’s final paper that conveys my approach to 
advising. Appendix B is a summary of the Parson’s master student thesis that I have helped to develop. 
Appendix C is the student evaluation for the course Liquid Cities thought at the Lan College of Liberal Arts.



Courses taught

Spring 2019  Teaching Assistant
   The New School
   Course: Economics for Management and Public Policy

Spring 2018  Teaching Fellow
   The New School
   Course: Liquid Cities at the Lang College of Liberal Arts; 
   Course: Thesis Workshop at Parsons School of Design

Fall 2017  Teaching Assistant
   The New School
   Course: Advanced Quantitative Methods at the Milano school.
   Course: GPIA practicum.

Since 01/16  Adjunct Professor
   University of Guadalajara
   Course: Institutional Design for Government Accountability
   Program: Master in Transparency

Thesis advising

Committee Chair Análisis Conceptual de la Transparencia y su Implementación: El Caso del Instituto   
   Nacional de Lenguas Indígenas [Transparency and its Implementation Analysis: The Case  
   of the Indigenous Languages National Institute]
   - Thesis presented by Manuel Bazán Cruz to the University of Guadalajara to obtain the   
   Master in Transparency and Personal Information Protection.

Committee Chair La Interacción entre Sociedad y Gobierno en la Negociación del Desarrollo Urbano: El  
   Caso de San Miguel de Allende, Guanajuato. [Society and Government Interaction in the  
   Negotiation of Urban Development: The Case of San Miguel de Allende, Guanajuato]
   - Thesis in progress by Jaime Gómez to obtain the Master in Transparency and Personal  
   Information Protection by the University of Guadalajara

Committee Chair Rendición de cuentas a nivel local: Una exploración de los determinantes de la
   reelección en México, 2014-2018 [Local accountability: An exploration to the 
   determinants of reelection in Mexico, 2014-2018]. 
   - Thesis in progress by María Luiza Lazo to obtain the Master in Transparency and 
   Personal Information Protection by the University of Guadalajara.

Secondary Advisor Eleven master theses in the Master of Design and Urban Ecologies at the Parsons School  
   of Design. Spring of 2018 (See Appendix B for a summary of the theses).



APPENDIX A        
An undergraduate student’s final paper 

Author: Samuel Godin
Liquid Cities Final Paper: Water vs. Commute

 New York City is fortunate to have one of the better public water supply systems in the United States, 
and maybe even the world. Our water comes from reservoirs and aqueducts in Upstate New York. The water 
leaves from a reservoir and travels through an intricate system of tunnels and pipes before eventually ending 
up in the city, distributed to millions. One of the most interesting aspects of the system is that the water is 
transported almost entirely by gravity. This system began construction in 1905 and was finished in approximately 
1928, although there was frequent addition to the number of water sources until 1964. 19 different reservoirs and 
three controlled lakes carry around 580 billion gallons of water.  These reservoirs and lakes combine into three 
main systems. 

 Nearly 85% of people who work in the United States drive to and from their jobs. In New York City 
however, approximately 80% of residents’ commute using public transportation (MTA). The NYC subway system 
is one of the most used public rail systems in the entire world. With over 1.75 billion rides a year, this system 
finds itself ranked at number seven. There are 22 different lettered/numbered subway trains running specific 
routs. The subway system first opened in 1904 with only one route, spanning most of manhattans length. There 
has been continuous addition to the system since then. 

 Imagine it’s a Monday morning and you are waking up to go to school or work; before you leave the 
house, you turn on the water to brush your teeth.  How is the commute that you will soon embark on similar to 
the commute made by the water, to your faucet?  In this paper, I am looking at similarities between the flow of 
water and the flow of people in New York City. There are both figurative and literal similarities between NYCs 
transit system and water supply system. With both of these systems being so highly regarded, what do these 
similarities mean, and what differences between the systems can be used to inform one another?

 This is not a paper looking to conclude this matter, rather a paper opening up a discussion for further 
investigation.
 
 The systems themselves have a similar purpose: to get something from one place to another. The general 
similarities are fascinating to think about. Both water and people, from different origins, travel through tunnels 
like the subway system or different filtration and titration systems. Once they’ve arrived in their intended part of 
NYC, they both scale buildings whether through pipes or an elevator, to finally reach the destination. The first 
specific similarity that I encountered during my research may or may not have any real relevance to my research 
question, but it is interesting nonetheless. NYCs Subway system has 22 different named routes and there are 22 
different water sources for NYC comprised of 19 reservoirs and 3 controlled lakes. I have found that there are 
many similarities of this vain.

 The first connection of substance is the similarity between the three reservoir systems and express/
local trains. The advantage of having three main reservoir systems is the flexibility that it provides for water to 
flow from one to another. This flexibility is important for a number of reasons; for one, it mitigates local drought. 
It also allows for reservoirs with high levels of water to distribute water to other reservoirs. These systems are 



interconnected at many different points for even distribution. This is extremely similar to parts of the subway 
system. The 1, 2 and 3 trains for instance, run along similar routes and have connections along the routes for 
people to move between trains.  

 
 The 2 and 3 run express while the 1 runs local to mitigate traffic. In this connection, the subway system 
has the added benefit of differentiating between local and express. I’m not sure though, how the water supply 
system would utilize this, or if it even could at all. Another connection between this aspect of the water supply 
system and our transit system has to do with delays in transit.  There are ridiculously unpredictable delays and 
disruptions in service on a regular basis that drastically effect daily commute. The interconnectedness of the 
MTAs transit system allows for multiple different paths to a single destination. On top of different options within 
the subway system, there are also often other forms of transportation such as busses that are provided as 
alternatives.

 The existence of an above ground bus system, takes a lot of pressure off of the underground (mostly) 
subway system. Although this aspect of the NYC transit system shares similarities with the water supply system, 
there are fundamental differences as well that hold just as much if not more significance.  If the largest of the 
three water systems were to cease function due to a collapsed pipe (or something similar), there would still be 
a flow through the other two systems, however the source of more than 50% of NYCs water would halt.  This 
would result in a huge decrease in water pressure, causing water pumps to compensate, and even with this 
compensation we do not currently have the infrastructure to support this.  

 Disastrous occurrences comparable to the scenario described above are looking more and more like 
a potential reality.  In an article by Aaron Ernst and Christof Putzel, this scenario was discussed, as well as 
possible fixes and alternative water transportation routes. Bypass tunnels are currently being constructed and 
will eventually surround the reservoirs, but it is uncertain how much this will compensate in the case of one of 
the systems halting. It would require an extreme budget and probably take substantial time to construct, but if 
the infrastructure were reworked to have an above ground water transportation as supplement, it would take 
pressure off of the main underground tunnel system, similar to NYCs busses and trains. I can even see the 
potential for the upper system to be powered by water energy generated by the main system below.

 Briefly, as a tangent off of the thought above, it would be interesting to look into power sources for our 
public transportation system created as byproduct from one of the system’s necessary functions. Our water 
system is almost entirely operational from upstate to the city with only the force of gravity.  Could pressure from 
a body of water’s directional movement be directly transformed into energy from force made on underwater 
subway tunnels?

 There is so much subway tunnel that is not occupied by regular subway service, is it possible for this 
underground space to be combined in some way with our water infrastructure? Imagine that in the case of 
extreme precipitation instead of our run off water flowing directly into the sewer system, it was rerouted first 
into unused subway systems and distributed steadily into the sewer system. This would mitigate some of the 
negative effects of our combined sewage system such as combined sewage overflow.



APPENDIX B
A summary of the Parson’s master thesis I have worked with.

http://sds.parsons.edu/urban/portfolio/due-tup-thesis-booklet-2018/


APPENDIX c
Student evaluations 




