STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING DIVISION

DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL ENGINEERING
COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING GUINDY, ANNA UNIVERSITY, CHENNAI 600 025

Feedback on Syllabus/Curriculum
(July 2018 — June 2019)
Name of the Student: N 1 7AY P
Degree: M'E., Sbuckaed Eﬂaineev?r\g)

The course objectives were clear and reflected in the syllabus.

Ostrongly Agree OAgree ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. The course was well organized (e.g. teaching hours, content flow, access to materials,notifications
of changes etc)

Ostrongly Agree OAgree @Neutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. The syllabus was need based. Emphasis was on fundamentals as well as
onmodem/advancedtopics.

Ostrongly Agree  OAgree @Neutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

. Was there a balance between theory and practical?
OStrongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral @Disagree OStronegDisagree

. Is the course well-structured to achieve the learning outcomes (Usage of learning
resources,tutorials, practicaletc)?

Ostrongly Agree  OAgree @ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. The overall environment in the class was conducive to learning.
Ostrongly Agree  @Agree  ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Are the prescribed books relevant?
Ostrongly Agree  @Agree ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Were the Labs better equipped?
OStrongly Agree  OAgree @Neutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. Did the course contribute to skill enhancement and better career opportunities?
Ostrongly Agree OAgree ~ @Neutral ODisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Were the assessments conducted on time with proper coverage of syllabus?
Ostrongly Agree @ Agree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

Signature of the Student



STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING DIVISION

DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL ENGINEERING
COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING GUINDY, ANNA UNIVERSITY, CHENNAI 600 025

Feedback on Syllabus/Curriculum
(July 2018 — June 2019)

Name of the Student: Indhweprosath
Degree: M€ -Shyuckuare| Eﬂ«j-y\b()‘r\(\lj

The course objectives were clear and reflected in the syllabus.
@Strongly Agree OAgree ONeutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

. The course was well organized (e.g. teaching hours, content flow, access to materials,notifications
of changes etc)

\0§trongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

. The syllabus was need based. Emphasis was on fundamentals as well as
onmodem/advancedtopics.

OStrongly Agree \OAgree ONeutral ODisagree OStronegDisagrec

. Was there a balance between theory and practical?
OStrongly Agree  OAgree \ONeutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

. Is the course well-structured to achieve the learning outcomes (Usage of learning
resources,tutorials, practicaletc)?

OStrongly Agree \Q\Agree ONeutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

. The overall environment in the class was conducive to learning.
OStrongly Agree @/Agree ONeutral ObDisagree OStronglyDisagree

. Are the prescribed books relevant?
mtrongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

. Were the Labs better equipped?
OStrongly Agree mgree ONeutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

- Did the course contribute to skill enhancement and better career opportunities?
‘\6§trongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral ObDisagree OStronglyDisagree

- Were the assessments conducted on time with proper coverage of syllabus?
O¥trongly Agree  OAgree  ONeutral Obisagree ~ OStronglyDisagree

Do dhepontle

Signature of the Student



STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING DIVISION

DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL ENGINEERING
COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING GUINDY, ANNA UNIVERSITY, CHENNAI 600 025

Feedback on Syllabus/Curriculum

(July 2018 — June 2019)

Name of the Student: @.vi ANESW

Degree: tvh.& (st CTIRA™ EEB3)

The course objectives were clear and reflected in the syllabus.

OStrongly Agree éA/gree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. The course was well organized (e.g. teaching hours, content flow, access to materials,noti fications
of changes etc)

Ostrongly Agree %ee ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. The syllabus was need based. Emphasis was on fundamentals as well as
onmodem/advancedtopics.

OsStrongly Agree Agree  ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Was there a balance between theory and practical?
Ostrongly Agree OAgree Oq‘(eutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. Is the course well-structured to achieve the learning outcomes (Usage of learning
resources,tutorials, practicaletc)?

Ostrongly Agree %ee ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. The overall environment in the class was conducive to learning.
OsStrongly Agree gree ONeutral ObDisagree ~ OStronglyDisagree

. Are the prescribed books relevant?
OsStrongly Agree gree ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Were the Labs better equipped?
Qsfrongly Agree OAgree  ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Did the course contribute to skill enhancement and better career opportunities?
OsStrongly Agree &(g)ree ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Were the assessments conducted on time with proper coverage of syllabus? ;
OStrongly Agree Oﬁ\gree OnNeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

Vogred B

Signature of the Student



STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING DIVISION
DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL ENGINEERING
COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING GUINDY, ANNA UNIVERSITY, CHENNAI 600 025

Feedback on Syllabus/Curriculum

(July 2018 — June 2019)

Name of the Student: \< S\yaneshan

Degree: ‘ e SrecNoxes

The course objectives were clear and reflected in the syllabus.

Ostrongly Agree  OAgree @T/\Jeutrul ODisagree OStronglyDisagrcc

. The course was well organized (e.g. teaching hours, content flow, access to materials,noti fications
of changes etc)

OsStrongly Agree @/Agree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. The syllabus was need based. Emphasis was on fundamentals as well as
onmodem/advancedtopics.

OStroﬁgly Agree  OAgree Q/Neulral ObDisagree OSlronglyDisagrcc

Was there a balance between theory and practical?
OSlrongly Agree  OAgree L@{\Icutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

Is the course well-structured to achieve the learning outcomes (Usage of learning
resources,tutorials, practicaletc)?

OStrongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. The overall environment in the class was conducive to learning.
Q/Strongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral Obisagree ~ OStronglyDisagree

. Are the prescribed books relevant?
v@/Strongly Agree  OAgree OnNeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. Were the Labs better equipped?
OStrongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral. %isagree OsStronglyDisagree

. Did the course contribute to skill enhancement and better career opportunities?
OsStrongly Agree ‘@(’-\gree ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Were the assessments conducted on time with proper coverage of syllabus?
Qétrongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

Signature of the Student



STRUCTURAL ENGINEERING DIVISION

DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL ENGINEERING
= EBLLEGE OF ENGINEERING GUINDY, ANNA UNIVERSITY, CHENNAI 600 025

Feedback on Syllabus/Curriculum
(July 2018 — June 2019)
Name of the Student: SVED Z AHEER U K HADAT

Degree: M+ £ ¥ ruchod Q@(Nz;w'ae

The course objectives were clear and reflected in the syllabus.

Ostrongly Agree  OAgree Qﬁlrul Obisagree ~ OStronglyDisagree

. The course was well organized (e.g. teaching hours, content flow, access to materials,notifications
of changes etc)

Ostrongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral %gree OstronglyDisagree

. The syllabus was need based. Emphasis was on fundamentals as well as
onmodem/advancedtopics,

Ostrongly Agree SA/gree ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Was there a balance between theory and practical?
Ostrongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral @ﬁgree OstronglyDisagree

. Is the course well-structured to achieve the learning outcomes (Usage of learning
resources,tutorials, practicaletc)?

%ngly Agree  OAgree ONeutral Opbisagree ~ OStronglyDisagree

. The overall environment in the class was conducive to learning.
%ongly Agree  OAgree ONeutral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Are the prescribed bogk}oelevant?
Ostrongly Agree Agree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

. Were the Labs better equipped?
Ostrongly Agree Q{:rpee ONeutral. Obisagree ~ OStronglyDisagree

. Did the course contribute to skill enhancement and better career opportunities?
Ostrongly Agree  OAgree  ONeutral isagree  OStronglyDisagree

. Were the assessments 9c@mted on time with proper coverage of syllabus?
OStrongly Agree Agree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

—_—

Signature of the Student



