CENTER FOR WATER RESOURCES
COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING GUINDY, CHENNAI 600 025

Nusse of the Stedent: MASTEE  OF EHNGtNEE NG
Inpree: MYEBROLOGY AND WATEE  ELeouRCES  ENGCG

1. 'The cunirve objoctives were chear amd rellectad i the syllabus,
Strongly Agree O Agree () Nowtral O Disugree O Strangly Disagree

2 The course was well crganized {e.p. teaching hours, content Bow, secess 1 materials,
;;}&uli- s ol champes ¢lc)
Strongly Agree O Agree O Nestral O Disagrer () Stoagly Disagree
3. The syllabus wins need buased, Emphasis was on fumbamentads us well as on modern/advanced
lopjes.
./g;mngly Agree O Agree O Newal O Dissgree O Strongly Disagree

4. Was there a balance betwoen theory and practical”?
O Sirongly Agree D agnee O Newral O Disagree O Swongly Disagree

S, Is the course wellstructured to achieve the learming outcomes (Usage of keaming resources,
tutorials, practical ele)?
O strongly Agree \ﬂ/&yuc O Neuat O Disagree O Stroagly Disagree

6. The overall eaviromment in the class was conducive to karming.
Wl Stongly Agree O Agree O Newmal O Disagree O Stroagly Disagree

A ¢ prescribad books relevant?
Strongly Agree O Agree O Newral O Disagree O Strongly Disagree

8. Were the Labs better equipped?
O Stmegly Agres M\gm O Newral O Disagree O Strongly Disagree

9, Did the course cantribege to skill enhancement and betler career apportunities?
Stoagly Agree O Agree O Newrsl O Disagree O Strongly Disagree

loyg assessments condacted on tme with proper coverage of syllabus?
Swoagly Agree O Agnee O Newnl O Dissgree O Strongly Disagree

Signature of the Student



