
1 - 1. I have found the course challenging and stimulating.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 6 46.15%

Agree (4) 5 38.46%

Neutral (3) 2 15.38%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.31 4.08

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.31 0.75 4.00 980 4.08 0.99 4.00

2 - 2. I have learned something which I consider valuable.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 10 76.92%

Agree (4) 2 15.38%

Neutral (3) 1 7.69%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.69 4.44

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.69 0.63 5.00 981 4.44 0.84 5.00

3 - 3. My interest in the subject has increased as a consequence of this course.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 9 69.23%

Agree (4) 3 23.08%

Neutral (3) 1 7.69%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.62 4.24

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.62 0.65 5.00 975 4.24 1.00 5.00

4 - 4. I have learned and understood the subject matter in this course.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 9 69.23%

Agree (4) 4 30.77%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.69 4.42

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.69 0.48 5.00 973 4.42 0.76 5.00

Instructor: Joshua Davis * 

CJ4331.252: SERIAL MURDERCourse:

Spring 2024 - Criminal JusƟce
Texas State University

13/61 (21.31 %)Response Rate:
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5 - 5. Instructor’s style of presentation held my interest during most of the class time.

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 7 53.85%

Agree (4) 6 46.15%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.54 4.18

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.54 0.52 5.00 974 4.18 1.05 5.00

6 - 6. Instructor seemed interested in teaching the course.

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 9 69.23%

Agree (4) 4 30.77%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.69 4.53

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.69 0.48 5.00 976 4.53 0.81 5.00

7 - 7. Instructor’s explanations were clear.

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 7 53.85%

Agree (4) 5 38.46%

Neutral (3) 1 7.69%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.46 4.42

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.46 0.66 5.00 977 4.42 0.88 5.00

8 - 8. The assignments were clearly explained.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 9 69.23%

Agree (4) 4 30.77%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.69 4.48

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.69 0.48 5.00 972 4.48 0.85 5.00

Instructor: Joshua Davis * 

CJ4331.252: SERIAL MURDERCourse:
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9 - 9. Instructor spoke clearly.

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 7 53.85%

Agree (4) 6 46.15%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.54 4.51

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.54 0.52 5.00 976 4.51 0.77 5.00

10 - 10. Instructor spoke at a comfortable speed.

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 8 61.54%

Agree (4) 5 38.46%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.62 4.41

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.62 0.51 5.00 975 4.41 0.84 5.00

11 - 11. Instructor made me feel welcome in seeking help/advice in or outside of class.

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 10 76.92%

Agree (4) 3 23.08%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.77 4.46

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.77 0.44 5.00 977 4.46 0.82 5.00

12 - 12. Instructor was adequately accessible to me during office hours or after class.

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 9 69.23%

Agree (4) 4 30.77%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.69 4.35

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.69 0.48 5.00 973 4.35 0.86 5.00

Instructor: Joshua Davis * 

CJ4331.252: SERIAL MURDERCourse:

Spring 2024 - Criminal JusƟce
Texas State University

13/61 (21.31 %)Response Rate:
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13 - 13. Instructor was helpful when I contacted him/her outside of class.

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 11 84.62%

Agree (4) 2 15.38%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.85 4.32

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.85 0.38 5.00 971 4.32 0.90 5.00

14 - 14. Feedback on examinations was useful to me.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 7 53.85%

Agree (4) 5 38.46%

Neutral (3) 1 7.69%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.46 4.26

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.46 0.66 5.00 971 4.26 0.93 5.00

15 - 15. Feedback on graded materials was useful to me.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 8 61.54%

Agree (4) 5 38.46%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.62 4.31

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.62 0.51 5.00 972 4.31 0.91 5.00

16 - 16. Methods on evaluating student work were fair.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 8 61.54%

Agree (4) 4 30.77%

Neutral (3) 1 7.69%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.54 4.46

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.54 0.66 5.00 973 4.46 0.80 5.00

Instructor: Joshua Davis * 

CJ4331.252: SERIAL MURDERCourse:

Spring 2024 - Criminal JusƟce
Texas State University

13/61 (21.31 %)Response Rate:

Page 4 of 9



17 - 17. Examinations tested course content as emphasized by the instructor.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 9 69.23%

Agree (4) 2 15.38%

Neutral (3) 1 7.69%

Disagree (2) 1 7.69%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.46 4.46

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.46 0.97 5.00 973 4.46 0.81 5.00

18 - 18. Examinations reflected course content covered.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 11 84.62%

Agree (4) 1 7.69%

Neutral (3) 1 7.69%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.77 4.48

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.77 0.60 5.00 971 4.48 0.79 5.00

19 - 19. Required readings were useful to me.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 7 53.85%

Agree (4) 6 46.15%

Neutral (3) 0 0.00%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.54 4.28

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.54 0.52 5.00 971 4.28 0.89 5.00

20 - 20. Required texts were useful to me.

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Strongly Agree (5) 7 53.85%

Agree (4) 5 38.46%

Neutral (3) 1 7.69%

Disagree (2) 0 0.00%

Strongly Disagree (1) 0 0.00%

4.46 4.30

 0           25           50           100 Question Group Mean

Response Rate Mean STD Median Group Mean Mean STD Median
13/61 (21.31%) 4.46 0.66 5.00 969 4.30 0.89 5.00

Instructor: Joshua Davis * 

CJ4331.252: SERIAL MURDERCourse:

Spring 2024 - Criminal JusƟce
Texas State University

13/61 (21.31 %)Response Rate:
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21 - 21. What grade in the course did you expect when you enrolled in the class?

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

A (1) 10 76.92%

B (2) 2 15.38%

C (3) 1 7.69%

D (4) 0 0.00%

F (5) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

22 - 22. Course difficulty, relative to other courses was:

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

very easy (1) 1 7.69%

easy (2) 6 46.15%

medium (3) 6 46.15%

hard (4) 0 0.00%

very hard (5) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

23 - 23. Course workload, relative to other courses was:

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

very light (1) 1 7.69%

light (2) 5 38.46%

medium (3) 7 53.85%

heavy (4) 0 0.00%

very heavy (5) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

24 - 24. Course pace was:

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

too slow (1) 0 0.00%

about right (2) 13 100.00%

too fast (3) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

25 - 25. Hours per week required outside of class:

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

0-2 (1) 4 30.77%

3-4 (2) 8 61.54%

5-7 (3) 0 0.00%

8-12 (4) 1 7.69%

over 12 (5) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

Instructor: Joshua Davis * 

CJ4331.252: SERIAL MURDERCourse:
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13/61 (21.31 %)Response Rate:
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26 - 26. Level of interest in the subject prior to this course:

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

very low (1) 0 0.00%

low (2) 0 0.00%

medium (3) 0 0.00%

high (4) 4 30.77%

very high (5) 9 69.23%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

27 - 27. Level of interest in the subject at this time:

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

very low (1) 0 0.00%

low (2) 0 0.00%

medium (3) 0 0.00%

high (4) 2 15.38%

very high (5) 11 84.62%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

28 - 28. Overall Grade Point Average at Texas State

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

below 2.5 (1) 1 7.69%

2.5-2.9 (2) 1 7.69%

3.0-3.4 (3) 5 38.46%

3.5-3.7 (4) 1 7.69%

above 3.7 (5) 4 30.77%

not yet established at Texas State (6) 1 7.69%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

29 - 29. Expected final grade in this class:

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

A (1) 8 61.54%

B (2) 4 30.77%

C (3) 1 7.69%

D (4) 0 0.00%

F (5) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

Instructor: Joshua Davis * 

CJ4331.252: SERIAL MURDERCourse:

Spring 2024 - Criminal JusƟce
Texas State University

13/61 (21.31 %)Response Rate:
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30 - 30. Reason for taking this course:

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

major required (1) 2 15.38%

major elective (2) 7 53.85%

general studies (3) 0 0.00%

minor / related field (4) 4 30.77%

general interest only (5) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

31 - 31. Classification:

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

Freshman (1) 0 0.00%

Sophomore (2) 1 7.69%

Junior (3) 4 30.77%

Senior (4) 8 61.54%

Graduate Student (5) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

32 - 32. The instructor’s knowledge of subject matter was:

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

outstanding (1) 9 69.23%

above average (2) 4 30.77%

average (3) 0 0.00%

below average (4) 0 0.00%

poor (5) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

33 - 33. Compared to other instructors at this University, how would you rate this instructor?

Joshua Davis

Response Option Weight Frequency Percent Percent Responses Means

outstanding (1) 11 84.62%

above average (2) 2 15.38%

average (3) 0 0.00%

below average (4) 0 0.00%

poor (5) 0 0.00%
 0           25           50           100 

Response Rate
13/61 (21.31%)

Instructor: Joshua Davis * 

CJ4331.252: SERIAL MURDERCourse:
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34 - 34. What are the strengths and weaknesses of this course?
Response Rate 5/61 (8.2%)

• The course provided an in-depth examination of serial killers and the crime of serial murder, it did a great job of debunking myths, and demonstrating modern investigation and forensic work. the
only weakness is you have to drudge through the darkest material you can imagine to do just that.

• Strength: provide interesting and informative content, overall fun class. Weakness: I wish we talked about more cases and talked about women in the field.

• The course is relatively easy if you read the textbook and understand the material.

• very entertaining and fun

• n/a

35 - 35. What are the strengths and weaknesses of this instructor?

Joshua Davis
Response Rate 5/61 (8.2%)

• Mr. Davis's expertise and passion for the subject have truly made this course a standout. His ability to break down investigation techniques and understandings were incredible helpful in grasping
the material. He brought a vast depth of knowledge to each lecture, use of real-world case studies has provided us with valuable insights into the mind of a serial killer, and the methods used to track
and apprehend them. His commitment to debunking myths and stereotypes about serial murder has fostered a learning environment that encourages critical thinking and objective analysis.
Moreover, his openness to discussion and a willingness to answer any questions have greatly enriched my understanding of the subject matter. This course has not only broadened my knowledge of
criminal justice but also sparked a deeper interest in the field.

• Great instructor, I know with more practice future student will enjoy the class more than I did.

• Joshua was very helpful in the classroom and outside of it. He always made sure that students understood what he was talking about as he was lecturing.

• he was AWESOME. He knew what he was talking about and was super funny and entertaining. He did a great job at teaching this class

• some things on the test weren't mentioned in class or when reviewing the course material for the test, the instructor confused himself which made things confusing there was a guest speaker for
cults and didn't mention things that would be on the test sometimes the instructor would say that "this won't be on the exam" and then during the review talk about it and it was on the exam

36 - 36. General comments:
Response Rate 0/61 (0%)

Mean of Means Calculations Mean Group Mean

1 - Learning 4.58 4.29

2 - Enthusiasm 4.62 4.36

3 - Organization 4.58 4.46

4 - Individual Rapport 4.77 4.38

5 - Examinations 4.57 4.39

6 - Assignments 4.50 4.29

Overall 4.60 4.37

Instructor: Joshua Davis * 

CJ4331.252: SERIAL MURDERCourse:

Spring 2024 - Criminal JusƟce
Texas State University

13/61 (21.31 %)Response Rate:
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