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Course Evaluation Summary for Graduate Lecturer:  Willem van Vliet 
 
Quarter: Spring 2016 
Course: Econ 20210: Elements of Economic Analysis III: Honors 
 
Students Enrolled: 26 
Student Evaluations: 17 
 

Rating: 1=not at all, 5=a great deal  NA 1 2 3 4 5 

Organized the course clearly  0% 0% 0% 6% 24% 71% 

Presented clear lectures  0% 0% 0% 0% 18% 82% 

Held my attention and made course interesting  0% 0% 0% 6% 24% 71% 

Stimulated and facilitated questions and discussions  0% 0% 0% 0% 18% 82% 

Responded well to student questions  0% 0% 0% 0% 6% 94% 

Available outside of class  6% 0% 0% 0% 6% 88% 

Helpful during office hours  12% 0% 0% 0% 0% 88% 

Motivated independent thinking  0% 0% 0% 0% 29% 71% 

 
  
Selected Comments: 

1. Willem was fantastic - he was incredibly responsive to student questions and is intelligent enough to 
answer some pretty complicated questions right off the bat. He's also a fantastic lecturer. He walks you 
through the algebra, which, by nature, is boring and tedious - but really helpful. Very intelligent, so 
friendly and helpful at office hours. Have you ever seen a man smile for an entire 80-minute lecture? He's 
great.  

2. Willem is super knowledgeable about all the things. Really great at Econ and breaking down the 
complicated/boring aspects of macro. Responded super quickly to student email and questions. Only 
weakness is that he was too good. 

3. Willem covered a large breadth and depth of topics this quarter, yet Willem was able to do this without 
making the pace seem too fast. No apparent weaknesses come to mind 

4. Willem clearly has an incredible grasp on the topics he was teaching (especially the growth models). He 
was regularly willing to go above and beyond to try to help us understand the concepts. It's the first time 
he's ever taught the class, and that showed at times, but the level of effort he was willing to put in and the 
knowledge he had was impressive. 

5. He was very good at explaining the intuition behind what he was doing, and what steps he was taking; 
good at using the boards effectively; and willing to entertain all sorts of questions beyond the scope of the 
course on his own time. 

6. Willem was a great lecturer as a grad student. He clearly has a strong grasp of the material and is able to 
explain the math very well. However, he sometimes had trouble motivating the results or explicitly 
explaining why we were looking at certain models. 

7. Willem was a star. He basically created the course from scratch and made it accessible, fun and nuanced 
(he forgot his notes that one time and proceeded to give a perfect lecture? We don't really know how he 
does that.) 



8. Willem is amazing. Even though it was his first time teaching an undergrad class, he clearly knew a lot 
about the material. He also was really funny, chill and approachable. He was incredibly helpful during 
office hours. Many times, I would just need to go through the entire lecture again to understand the 
material well enough to even begin the problem set. Each time, Willem was incredibly patient and 
generous with his time to help me, often going through the entire lecture again and stopping to let me ask 
questions and obtain the clarification I needed. He was always available to meet outside of class. Willem 
could just work on being more confident with his lectures. 

9. Willem is remarkably good at explaining complex concepts and has a particular knack for finding multiple 
ways to intuit problems as well as explaining things multiple times along the course of covering a problem 
in class. This was highly effective at reinforcing the intuition for many of the models we covered in class 
when there was also a deluge of math taking place as well. The only teaching-related weakness is his 
handwriting, which was often difficult to read. 

10. Willem is the most knowledgable grad student I've ever had as a professor. He was always cheerful and 
answered every single question presented to him whether they were advanced beyond the material or basic 
questions on multiplication. His homeworks were difficult but difficult in a way that made us think about 
the problems. They were also easier than Honors 200 and 201 homeworks. Occasionally I would email 
him late with homework questions and he would respond within half an hour. His responses were clear, 
explanatory and he LaTexed a lot of them. He was an amazing professor even with the incredibly boring 
topic of first quarter macro. 

11. Willem was very knowledgeable about the material, and also presented it in a very engaging and 
understandable fashion. He also was helpful during office hours for learning about the material. Further, 
he seemed to display an understanding of the time consumed by each assignment and took them into 
account in working on the course. 

12. Willem presented the material very clearly. We worked through a vast number of calculations with great 
accuracy and made quite apparent how he got all the results. He could stand to cover intuition slower, he 
usually just says very important points regarding intuition instead of writing it, making it seem like he just 
glosses over them. 

13. Willem is a great instructor, his lectures are clear and interesting. No weakness 

 ----- 
Prepared by: Julie Wong, October 18, 2018 
juliew@uchicago.edu 
tel. 773.834.6672 

mailto:juliew@uchicago.edu

