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Course Administration

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

Options Count Percentage

Yes 9 100.00%

No 0 0.00%

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

Options Count Percentage

Yes 9 100.00%

No 0 0.00%

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

Options Count Percentage

Yes 9 100.00%

No 0 0.00%

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.

6.89 7.00 9 0.33

The course matched the course catalog description. 6.88 7.00 8 0.35

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

2. The course matched the course catalog description.

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

Statistics Value

Response Count 9

Mean 7.00

Median 7.00

Standard Deviation 0.00

Where relevant, please give specific examples to explain your answer above.

Comments

Dr. Wendl did not show any favoritism towards specific students but treated everyone quite respectfully.

He is well educated in this field and very well versed in teaching.
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Instructor Evaluation

Overall rating for teaching quality of Michael Wendl.

Statistics Value

Response Count 9

Mean 6.89

Median 7.00

Standard Deviation 0.33

Rating Scale Responses for Michael Wendl

Question
Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

The instructor made the course interesting. 6.67 7.00 9 0.50

The instructor was enthusiastic about the course. 6.89 7.00 9 0.33

The material was covered at a reasonable pace. 6.67 7.00 9 0.71

The instructor was available to answer questions (through office hours, email, etc.). 6.56 7.00 9 0.88

The instructor was well-organized and prepared for class. 6.89 7.00 9 0.33

The instructor explained the course material so that you could understand it. 6.67 7.00 9 0.71
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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.
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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.
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Please elaborate if you felt the material was not covered at a reasonable pace.

Comments

The pace was fast but due to the amount of material the course involved, this was understandable and comparable to other
engineering courses.

The material was covered at a reasonable pace, but I may suggest that he covers more problems that yield a quantifiable answer
rather than strictly theory.

There was a lot of material to cover in this course, and Professor Wendl covered everything by the last lecture.

Course Materials and Assignments

Overall rating of course content.

Statistics Value

Response Count 9

Mean 6.56

Median 7.00

Standard Deviation 0.73

Rating Scale Responses

Question
Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

Textbooks/readings complemented the lectures. 6.67 7.00 9 0.71

Textbooks/readings were useful. 6.56 7.00 9 1.01

Assigned homeworks were helpful and relevant to the course. 6.78 7.00 9 0.44

There was reasonable time to complete assignments. 6.89 7.00 9 0.33

Assignments were returned within a reasonable period of time. 6.67 7.00 9 0.71

Comments on graded work were helpful. 5.50 7.00 8 2.33

Labs were an effective supplement to the course. 6.00 7.00 3 1.73

The course material drew upon real world applications. 6.50 7.00 8 0.76
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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.
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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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7. Labs were an effective supplement to the course.

8. The course material drew upon real world applications.

Please elaborate if you felt the textbooks/readings were not useful.

Comments

The textbook was used for example problems to elucidate the material taught during the course however, the book could be used
as a reference for data in the form of graphs and tables when solving homework problems. In the study of Heat exchangers this
made the problems easier to solve. On tests the book was not allowed and it was somewhat confusing whether graphs for NTU
and E would or would not be provided . Since only a 3x5 card was allowed for formulae for reference during the test, it was difficult to
know what formulae would be extraneous. There could have been more supplemental material included during the test or more of
an idea what would be provided i.e. constants, etc.

TA and Recitation

Rating Scale Responses

Question
Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

The assistant to the instructor was effective. 6.33 6.50 6 0.82

The assistant to the instructor was available and responsive to questions. 6.50 7.00 6 0.84

Recitation section served to enhance your understanding of the course material. 6.50 6.50 2 0.71
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1. The assistant to the instructor was effective. 2. The assistant to the instructor was available and responsive to
questions.

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

1. The assistant to the instructor was effective.

2. The assistant to the instructor was available and responsive to questions.

3. Recitation section served to enhance your understanding of the course material.
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Please comment on the effectiveness of the TA.

Comments

The TA did a wonderful job on grading the homework quickly. I never reached out to her for help so I can't say on whether she was
helpful in that regard.

Exams and Grade

Expected grade for this course.

Options Count Percentage

A 3 33.33%

B 6 66.67%

C 0 0.00%

D 0 0.00%

F 0 0.00%

P 0 0.00%

Rating Scale Responses

Question
Score

Mean Median
Response
Count

Standard
Deviation

Exams reflected material taught. 6.78 7.00 9 0.44

Adequate time was given to complete exams. 6.89 7.00 9 0.33

Your grades to this point accurately reflect your understanding of the material. 6.56 7.00 9 0.88

The grading system was consistent and equitable. 6.67 7.00 9 0.71

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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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.

Overall

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

Options Count Percentage

0 0 0.00%

1-3 1 11.11%

4-6 5 55.56%

7-9 3 33.33%

10-12 0 0.00%

13-15 0 0.00%

Over 15 0 0.00%
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What percentage of the lectures did you attend?

Options Count Percentage

0% 0 0.00%

10% 0 0.00%

20% 0 0.00%

30% 0 0.00%

40% 0 0.00%

50% 0 0.00%

60% 0 0.00%

70% 1 11.11%

80% 0 0.00%

90% 5 55.56%

100% 3 33.33%

Would you recommend this course to others?

Statistics Value

Response Count 9

Mean 6.78

Median 7.00

Standard Deviation 0.44

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

Comments

I attended class consistently with the exception of a few lectures due to being sick.

Circuits Lab for Mechanical Engineers occupied a large majority of my time, so I would sometimes skip class to do the work for this
1 credit–hour lab.

Work on other classes.

I was sick.

missed one due to schedule conflict with another school event
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Comments

What did you like most about this course?

Comments

I found the material interesting and the professor's enthusiasm was often contagious. Class discussion was engaging and fun. Dr.
Wendl definitely has a talent for inspiring confidence in his students and this was most evident when students would ask
questions. He always answered them and never acted as if any aspect of inquiry was trivial.

Wendl is an absolutely brilliant man. If you had any sort of question pertaining to heat transfer, he would be able to give you a
relatively thorough answer.

Wendl is easily my favorite teacher in this entire program.

Professor Wendl is an excellent teacher who explained everything very well. The homework and exams were on the material that
was covered in class. So there weren't any curve balls on the exams. Another very good thing about the class was that the
homework was due in packets. Usually it would be in packets of 4. This is nice because it allows more freedom for the students, so
if a student is very busy one week they can put the homework off for a week and do double on a less busy week.

Wendl's teaching style. He is very organized and goes through the material in a methodical manner, which makes understanding it
much easier.

How could this course improve?

Comments

The homework problems sometimes were difficult to decipher. More specifically, sometimes the objective of the problem was
somewhat cryptic.

More problems involving numbers to supplement the theory of heat transfer

It literally couldn't.

I can't think of any ways that the course could improve.

What did you like the most about Instructor Michael Wendl?

Comments

I think he is an excellent teacher and one of the best I have had. He is a great lecturer and has a passion for education. I'm sure he
will inspire many students to come.

Incredibly intelligent, knowledgeable of material, enthusiastic about material

He is so well versed in this subject that teaching seems like a natural extension for him. He doesn't stutter over the material, and
can always think of different ways to explain a concept that everyone can understand the material.

Professor Wendl enplanes the material extremely well. He also has very good notes online that are available.

Professor Wendl is extremely knowledgeable on the material and explains the material well.

His teaching style– he gives a general overview, how what we are about to learn relates to where we came from, and where we will
be going next. Often he supplements the course with real world application.

How could Instructor Michael Wendl improve?

Comments

See "How could this course improve?"

I can't think of any way that Professor Wendl can improve.

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

Comments

Do not wait until the last minute to do homework, ask lots of questions if you are confused

I would say that it is a very good course and that you will get the grade that you deserve.

Heat Transfer is where thermodynamics and fluid mechanics meet. This course covers convection, conduction, heat exchangers,
and radiation.
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Have you observed any violations of academic integrity (e.g., cheating) in this course?

Comments

No

No.

No.

no

Any additional comments?

Comments

I feel extremely fortunate to have had Professor Wendl, he is one of the best instructors within the program.
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