
Downing, Glenn P 
C S378 (92130) 
Summer 2006 
Survey: Expanded 
 
Number of Surveys Submitted: 13 
Course Enrollment: 16 
 

# Survey Question  Strongly 
Disagree Disagree Neutral Agree Strongly 

Agree Total Avg 

1 The course was well organized. 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 6 ( 
46.2%) 

7 ( 
53.8%) 13 4.5  

2 The instructor communicated 
information effectively. 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 1 ( 7.7%) 4 ( 

30.8%) 
8 ( 

61.5%) 13 4.5  

3 The instructor showed interest 
in the progress of students. 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 1 ( 7.7%) 6 ( 

46.2%) 
6 ( 

46.2%) 13 4.4  

4 The tests/assignments were 
usually graded and returned 
promptly. 

0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 2 ( 
15.4%) 

11 ( 
84.6%) 13 4.8  

5 The instructor made me feel 
free to ask questions, disagree, 
and express my ideas. 

0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 1 ( 7.7%) 3 ( 
23.1%) 

9 ( 
69.2%) 13 4.6  

6 Course objectives and 
assignments were clearly stated. 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 4 ( 

30.8%) 1 ( 7.7%) 8 ( 
61.5%) 13 4.3  

7 The instructor seemed well 
prepared for class. 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 13 

(100.0%) 13 5.0  

8 The instructor showed a 
thorough knowledge of the 
course material. 

0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 1 ( 7.7%) 12 ( 
92.3%) 13 4.9  

9 The instructor seemed 
genuinely interested in teaching 
the course. 

0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 2 ( 
15.4%) 

11 ( 
84.6%) 13 4.8  

10 The instructor was generally 
accessible to students outside of 
class. 

0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 5 ( 
38.5%) 

6 ( 
46.2%) 

2 ( 
15.4%) 13 3.8  

11 My performance in this course 
has been evaluated fairly. 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 3 ( 

23.1%) 
5 ( 

38.5%) 
5 ( 

38.5%) 13 4.2  

12 The instructor gave adequate 
instructions concerning 
assignments. 

0 ( 0.0%) 1 ( 7.7%) 4 ( 
30.8%) 

3 ( 
23.1%) 

5 ( 
38.5%) 13 3.9  

13 The instructor has tried to make 
the course material 
educationally valuable to me. 

0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 5 ( 
38.5%) 

8 ( 
61.5%) 13 4.6  

14 The instructor has increased my 
knowledge and competence in 
the subject of this course. 

0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 2 ( 
15.4%) 

11 ( 
84.6%) 13 4.8  

15 The instructor has inspired me 
to think more about the content 
of the course than what was 

0 ( 0.0%) 1 ( 7.7%) 1 ( 7.7%) 6 ( 
46.2%) 

5 ( 
38.5%) 13 4.2  



required. 
16 In my opinion, the assignments, 

presentations, projects or papers 
required in the course were 
worthwhile learning 
experiences. 

0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 7 ( 
53.8%) 

6 ( 
46.2%) 13 4.5  

17 At this point in time, I feel that 
this course will be (or has 
already been) of value to me. 

0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 2 ( 
15.4%) 

11 ( 
84.6%) 13 4.8  

 

#    Very 
Unsatisfactory Unsatisfactory Satisfactory Very 

Good Excellent Total Avg 

18 Overall, this instructor 
was 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 3 ( 

23.1%) 
10 ( 

76.9%) 13 4.8  

19 Overall, this course was 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 7 ( 
53.8%) 

6 ( 
46.2%) 13 4.5  

 

#    Excessive High Average Light Insufficient Total Avg 
20 In my opinion, the workload in 

this course was 0 ( 0.0%) 10 ( 
76.9%) 

3 ( 
23.1%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 13 N/A  

 

#    Less than 
2.00 2.00-2.49 2.50-2.99 3.00-3.49 3.50-4.00 Total Avg 

21 My overall G.P.A. to date at UT 
is 0 ( 0.0%) 2 ( 

15.4%) 
4 ( 

30.8%) 
5 ( 

38.5%) 
2 ( 

15.4%) 13 N/A  

 

#    A B C D F Total Avg 
22 My probable grade to date in 

this course is 
4 ( 

30.8%) 
5 ( 

38.5%) 
4 ( 

30.8%) 0 ( 0.0%) 0 ( 0.0%) 13 N/A  

 

#    Text Total 
23 Comments • Excellent course, excellent lectures. Only 

negative is that project specs are often 
inadequately stated and too many changes 
are made to the project assignments way 
too close to the deadline for turning the 
project in. 

• I really like being asked to answer a 
question once in awhile because it helps 
keep me focus on the lecture and the 
problem at hand. 

• It would help if the skeleton code came 
with comments that would explain what 

6 



each function expected to happen in terms 
of given input and output. Also, maybe the 
online project discription could be more 
helpful. They never really made sense to 
me. Dr. Downing could help by teaching 
us the concepts used in our project prior to 
the week that the project is due for those 
students who try to get a head start. 
Overall, I enjoyed lecture and have always 
liked Dr. Downing's teaching style. I wish 
there was more time to play around with 
the lecture code and programs he wrote to 
get a better understanding of what each 
item did and how it was used. 

• Excellent course that explained the ins and 
outs of the stl, and the concepts behind 
generic programming. 

• Overall, I feel like this course was valuable 
and very informative. Dr. Downing is very 
dedicated to the success and understanding 
of his students, and this shows in his 
approach and attitude in the lectures. I 
would have liked to have had some of the 
lectures relating to the projects and 
puzzlers when they are assigned so that we 
could begin working on the projects with 
the information in mind. Also, some of the 
written problems on the test seemed a lot 
more difficult than the material in lecture. I 
feel like I might have learned more if there 
would have been some example problems 
(even general ones) to help guide my 
personal exploration of the topics. 

• I felt that this course was extremely 
valuable to me in that it taught me how to 
better understand the C++ STL, and I feel 
that I have a much more thorough 
knowledge than I previously had. Professor 
Downing had a thorough knowledge and 
interest in the course material, and 
communicated that information effectively. 
I wish more classes were like this one. 

 
 
Guide to the Interpretation of the Course-Instructor Surveys at UT Austin  

The Basic Form items are used in almost all UT Austin colleges and schools. These items provide general 
information about the course and instructor. The three sets of scales used and the associated weights are:  

 
      Strongly Disagree...........1 
      Disagree....................2 
      Neutral.....................3 
      Agree.......................4 



      Strongly Agree..............5 
    
 
      Excessive 
      High 
      Average 
      Light 
      Insufficient 
    
 
      Very Unsatisfactory.........1 
      Unsatisfactory..............2 
      Satisfactory................3 
      Very Good...................4 
      Excellent...................5 
    

The Average (AVG) is calculated by adding all of the weights for a single question and dividing by the 
number of respondents. The course workload question is not averaged.  

The number of students marking each option is reported for each of the items. These frequency 
distributions provide information about the level of student ratings and the spread and shape of the class 
distribution of responses. The distributions thus provide a general picture of how the class is viewed by 
students; e.g., Are student ratings toward the top of the scale? Is there a relatively large proportion of 
unsatisfactory ratings? Students will find that there are definite differences in the rating patterns of various 
courses.  

Course-Instructor Surveys have been shown to be a valid indicator of teaching effectiveness. However, 
most experts on teaching evaluation advise that no one method gives the complete picture of an instructor's 
teaching ability; multiple measures, on multiple occasions, are advised to give a full picture of the teaching 
effectiveness of a particular instructor. Moreover, other factors, such as size of class, level of the class, and 
content of the course, can cause small variations in the ratings. Thus while the results reported for the Basic 
Form items can be useful in selecting courses, the results for a particular instructor should not be 
interpreted as providing complete information on the teaching effectiveness of that instructor.  


