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: COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING GUINDY, CHENNAI 600 025

Feedback on Syllabus/Curriculum
(Julv 2014 — June 2015)
MName of the Teacher: . 3. Lakahmt
Degrec: M. - Tﬁm%\gﬂﬁctﬂ:?w Eﬂacd_ .

I'he course objectives were clear and reflected in the syllabus.

{‘Fﬂmnglg Agree  OAgree  ONeutral Obisagree  OStrangly Disagree

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

OStrongly Agree @{j\;:n:-: ONeutral ODisagree DS[mng]:r-Dis:lgr:c

The svllabus was need based. Emphasis was on fundementals as well as
enmodem/advancediopics.

OStrongly Agree Agree  ONeutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

Was there a balance between theory and practical?
Dﬂlrc-ngly Agree Agree (ONeutral ODisagree  OStron glyDisagree

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

Ostrongly Agree ®Agree  ONeuwtral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

I'he averall ¢r:1'_';u.1rng.[/in the ¢lass was conducive to leam ing.
U?{-rmn_-;l_x Aprees Agree ONeutral DDi-mgrEc DSTr-:::-ngI}rDimgr-::

Are the prescribed books relevant?
UrStrongly Agree Qﬂrz: ONeutral Obisagree  OStrongl vDisagree

Were the Labs better w::d?
CStrongly Agree Agree  ONeutral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree

Did the course contribute to skill enhancement and better career apportunities?
Ostrongly Agree wee OMeurral ODisagree OSstronglyDisagree

Were the assessments ;?chu:d on time with proper coverage of syllabus?
Ostrongly Agree  Mgree  ONewtral ODisagree OStronglyDisagree
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Signature of the Teacher
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