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Welcome to your Instructor Report for WashU Course Evaluations. Below you will find response data from the
specified course section. Responses to personalized questions appear at the bottom of the report.

The intention of this report is to provide feedback, and also to prompt improvement in areas that may be lacking. This
report is accessible to appropriate department level and school level users, as determined by your school. We
appreciate your dedication to our learning community at Washington University.

If you have questions or concerns about your report, please contact evals@wustl.edu

Please Note: In order to protect student anonymity, fall and spring reports are not generated for sections with fewer
than 4 respondents.
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Options Count Percentage

Yes 9 100.00%

No 0 0.00%

Options Count Percentage

Yes 8 88.89%

No 1 11.11%

Options Count Percentage

Yes 9 100.00%

No 0 0.00%

1. In retrospect, the syllabus was an accurate
reflection of how the course was actually taught.

2. The course matched the course catalog
description.

Course Administration

Was a course syllabus or a course information sheet distributed or available online?

Did the syllabus explain the content and administration of the course (e.g., office hours,
grading)?

Early in the semester, did your professor explain the expectations for academic
integrity?

Rating Scale Responses

Question

Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

In retrospect, the syllabus was an accurate reflection of how the course was
actually taught.

6.22 7.00 9 1.09

The course matched the course catalog description. 6.11 7.00 9 1.36

Rating Scale Responses - Breakdown by Frequency
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Rating Scale Responses - Comparison Detail

Learning Environment

Please rate how well the instructor promoted an inclusive learning environment with regard to the diversity
of student personal backgrounds and identities.

Question

Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

Please rate how well Michael Wendl promoted an inclusive learning
environment with regard to the diversity of student personal backgrounds and
identities.

6.11 7.00 9 1.69

Learning Environment - Breakdown by Frequency

Learning Environment - Comparison Detail

1. In retrospect, the syllabus was an accurate reflection of how the course was actually taught.

2. The course matched the course catalog description.
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Where relevant, please give specific examples to explain your answer above.

Comments

The professor encourages questions and is always willing to explain a concept if necessary.

He answered a lot of questions
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Instructor Evaluation

Overall rating for teaching quality of Michael Wendl.

Question

Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

Overall rating for teaching quality of Michael Wendl. 6.00 7.00 9 1.50

Teaching Quality - Breakdown by Frequency

Teaching Quality - Comparison Detail

Rating Scale Responses for Michael Wendl

Question

Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

The instructor made the course interesting. 5.33 5.00 9 2.00

The instructor was enthusiastic about the course. 5.89 7.00 9 1.96

The material was covered at a reasonable pace. 5.33 6.00 9 2.00

The instructor was available to answer questions (through office hours, email,
etc.).

5.89 6.00 9 1.17

The instructor was well-organized and prepared for class. 6.75 7.00 8 0.46

The instructor explained the course material so that you could understand it. 5.44 6.00 9 2.01
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1. The instructor made the course interesting. 2. The instructor was enthusiastic about the
course.

3. The material was covered at a reasonable pace. 4. The instructor was available to answer questions
(through office hours, email, etc.).

5. The instructor was well-organized and prepared
for class.

6. The instructor explained the course material so
that you could understand it.

Rating Scale Responses for Michael Wendl - Breakdown by Frequency
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Rating Scale Responses for Michael Wendl - Comparison Detail

1. The instructor made the course interesting.

2. The instructor was enthusiastic about the course.

3. The material was covered at a reasonable pace.

4. The instructor was available to answer questions (through office hours, email, etc.).

5. The instructor was well-organized and prepared for class.

6. The instructor explained the course material so that you could understand it.
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Please elaborate if you felt the material was not covered at a reasonable pace.

Comments

I felt that some of the topics were rushed and not as clear as other areas, but the overall pace was consistent.
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Course Materials and Assignments

Overall rating of course content.

Question

Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

Overall rating of course content. 5.38 5.00 8 1.51

Overall Rating - Breakdown by Frequency

Overall Rating - Comparison Detail

Rating Scale Responses

Question

Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

Textbooks/readings complemented the lectures. 5.44 6.00 9 1.67

Textbooks/readings were useful. 5.56 6.00 9 1.67

Assigned homeworks were helpful and relevant to the course. 5.78 7.00 9 1.72

There was reasonable time to complete assignments. 6.22 7.00 9 0.97

Assignments were returned within a reasonable period of time. 5.44 6.00 9 1.74

Comments on graded work were helpful. 5.50 6.50 8 1.93

Labs were an effective supplement to the course. 5.67 6.00 3 1.53

The course material drew upon real world applications. 5.78 5.00 9 0.97
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1. Textbooks/readings complemented the lectures. 2. Textbooks/readings were useful.

3. Assigned homeworks were helpful and relevant
to the course.

4. There was reasonable time to complete
assignments.

5. Assignments were returned within a reasonable
period of time.

6. Comments on graded work were helpful.

7. Labs were an effective supplement to the
course.

8. The course material drew upon real world
applications.

Rating Scale Responses - Breakdown by Frequency

Rating Scale Responses - Comparison Detail
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1. Textbooks/readings complemented the lectures.

2. Textbooks/readings were useful.

3. Assigned homeworks were helpful and relevant to the course.

4. There was reasonable time to complete assignments.

5. Assignments were returned within a reasonable period of time.

6. Comments on graded work were helpful.
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Please elaborate if you felt the textbooks/readings were not useful.

Comments

Homework problems were independent of textbook and notes so it was very difficult to complete homework. Not
enough resources to learn and solve homework problems.

7. Labs were an effective supplement to the course.

8. The course material drew upon real world applications.
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1. The TA was effective. 2. The TA was available and responsive to
questions.

3. Recitation section served to enhance your
understanding of the course material.

TA and Recitation

Rating Scale Responses

Question

Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

The TA was effective. 5.00 5.00 6 1.55

The TA was available and responsive to questions. 5.67 6.00 6 1.37

Recitation section served to enhance your understanding of the course
material.

6.25 6.00 4 0.50

Rating Scale Responses - Breakdown by Frequency
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Rating Scale Responses - Comparison Detail

Please comment on the effectiveness of the TA.

Comments

TA's grading technic was terrible

His grading was whack but I mean he was nice when I stayed after for help.

1. The TA was effective.

2. The TA was available and responsive to questions.

3. Recitation section served to enhance your understanding of the course material.
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Options Count Percentage

A 1 12.50%

B 5 62.50%

C 2 25.00%

D 0 0.00%

F 0 0.00%

P 0 0.00%

1. Exams reflected material taught. 2. Adequate time was given to complete exams.

3. Your grades to this point accurately reflect your
understanding of the material.

4. The grading system was consistent and
equitable.

Exams and Grade

Expected grade for this course.

Rating Scale Responses

Question

Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

Exams reflected material taught. 5.56 6.00 9 1.33

Adequate time was given to complete exams. 6.00 6.00 9 1.12

Your grades to this point accurately reflect your understanding of the material. 5.44 6.00 9 1.24

The grading system was consistent and equitable. 4.78 5.00 9 2.05

Rating Scale Responses - Breakdown by Frequency
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Rating Scale Responses - Comparison Detail

Please elaborate if you felt the grading system was not consistent and equitable.

Comments

Well there was a problem with the midterm. I feel like Mr. Wendl should have just taken all the exams back and
regraded them himself. Instead we gave our problems to this girl and I felt like even if I didn't have too much of a
problem with my exam I needed to make a problem because otherwise I wouldn't get any points back. Just thought that
process was not thought out right.

1. Exams reflected material taught.

2. Adequate time was given to complete exams.

3. Your grades to this point accurately reflect your understanding of the material.

4. The grading system was consistent and equitable.
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Overall

About how many hours per week did you spend on this course outside of class?

What percentage of the lectures did you attend?

Would you recommend this course to others?

Any comments on why you did or did not attend lecture?

Comments

Interesting material presented in a way that makes sense.

nah son i was there all the time

hospital stay
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Comments

What did you like most about this course?

Comments

The approach to explaining concepts in general terms, rather than an emphasis on "plug and chug" type problems. The
derivations really helped me understand what was happening and made the content a lot less intimidating.

Mr. Wendl was very smart

Teacher,

Professor's deep knowledge of subject and ability to answer questions on the fly.

How could this course improve?

Comments

N/A

The homework was very hard and I thought that the grading on the homework was kind of harsh for how hard it was.

more tests than a midterm and final. maybe quizzes to test material knowledge before an exam worth 30%

More resources for completing homework. More homework help.

What did you like the most about Instructor Michael Wendl?

Comments

Enthusiastic, extremely knowledgeable.

He was probably the smartest teacher I ever had.

energetic, enthusiastic, and very knowledgeable

He is very knowledgeable in his field and is passionate about what he teaches.

Encouraging, friendly, professional. Ran a tight ship!

How could Instructor Michael Wendl improve?

Comments

N/A

Just the midterm business.

actually teach. he is so smart but has a difficult time teaching rather than just rattling whats in the book and actually
relate it to us

More example problems in class that reflected homework assignment.

What would you tell another student who asked you to describe this course?

Comments

Challenging but well worth it. Fluids is unlike anything we've done up to this point.

It was hard but it was pretty cool

be prepared for a different approach to things. he does a lot in the theoretical or unit approach instead of using real
numbers. this helped me greatly in understanding what we had and what we were trying to find.
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Have you observed any violations of academic integrity (e.g., cheating) in this course?

Comments

No.

No but dude in the front row who talked and perpetually cleared his throat was annoying as hell. I'm sorry that was rude
but Mr. Wendl knows who I'm talking about LMAO

no

Any additional comments?

Comments

The professor's own textbook hits the right balance of in-depth analysis while still being approachable. Very much
appreciated!

no but I wish Mr. Wendl the best of luck he was really nice
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