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Feedback on Svillabus/Curriculum

{(July 2014 — June 2015)
Mame of the Teacher: :«; KAETHIG A

Degree: ™M-E TRANSFORTATION ERGIMEERING

[he course objectives were clear and retlected in the syllabus.
'-- - - -
OStrongly Agree GFAgree ONeutral ODisagree  OStrongly Disagree
The course was well organized (e.g. teaching hours, content flow, access to materials,notifications
of changes etc)
@'Slr{mgly Agree O pree OMeutral ODisagree  OStronglyDisagres

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

E}‘ﬁrongly Agree Oa gree Oeutral Oinisa gree Ostron glyDisagree

Was there a balance between theory and practical?
Dhtrnnglj.' Apree O aree ONeutral D]Jlsagree Ghtmngl}']}mgrﬂe

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

OsSirongly Agree {_H-.Er-:t (Neutral ODisagree Uﬂlmng]}'nibugr:c

['he overall environment in the class was conducive to leaming.
-
G':'.n'-.:nngj} Agree Dﬁg:ee Oweutral DL‘:isagree DSnnngJy'DJSﬂgree

Are the prescribed books relevant?
OStrongly Agree {}.“-ﬂ;rcl; ONeutral ODisagree  OStronglvDisagree

Were the Labs better equipped?
OStrongly Agree ﬁ-ﬁ:gree Oneutral {]Disa; ree  (JStro nglvDisagres

L¥id the course contribute to skill enhancement and better career opportunities?
OSteongly Agree  Ofgree  ONeurral Obisagree  OStronglyDisagree

Were the assessments conducted on time with proper coverage of syllabus?
O%rongly Agree  OQAagree  ONeutral ODisagree  OStronglyDisagree

O\ —

Signature of the Teacher
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