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(July 2014 — June 2015)

ﬁ CENTER FOR WATER RESOURCES

1. The gomnse objectives were clear and rellected in the syllabus.
v(ﬁ:mnul) Agree O Agree O Newsl 0 Disagree O Strongly Disagree

2. The comrse was well oeganized {e.g. seaching howrs, content haw, socess 1o materials,
notifications of chapges etc)

NEg Servegly Agree O Agree O Neweral O Disagree O Swongly Disagree
3. The sylabus was need based. Emphisis was on fundamestals as well as on modemn/advanced
e
Songly Agree O Agree O Newtral O Disagree O Strongly Disagree

4. Was there a halance between theory and peactical?
O Swrongly Agree Pagree O Newiral O Disagree O Strongly Disagree

5. Is the course well-strectured to achieve the leaming outcomes (Usage of kearming resources,
tutorials, practical etc)?

O Strvagly Apree ,0/ Agree O Newrsl O Disagree O Swongly Disagree

6. The averall eaviranment in the class was conducive to leaming,
Otroagly Agree O Agree O Newral O Disagree O Strongly Disagree

7, Are the prescribed books relevant?
Swongly Agree O Agree O Newsal O Dissgree O Stronghy Disagree

8. Were the Labs better equi ?
O Streagly Agree D Agree O Newtral O Disagree O Stroagly Disagree

9. Did the coarse contribute 10 skill enbancement and befler carcer opporunites?
Sirongly Agee O Agree O Newtral O Disagree O Stromgly Disagree

10. Wesp the assessments conducted o time with proper coverage of syllabus?
Swongly Agree O Agree O Newral O Disagree O Strongly Disagree

e
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