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S NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: ch Pujitha

Department : ¢y en‘ame er'ma

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Acaderﬁic Year: 3019-2020

Course: Q- Tech

Years/Semester : 0 [I

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | FoOr Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating

broadening perspectives)

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

NN R~ W

Overall rating

B0 Niox 00| "H

2. The syllabus was

Ii) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) |

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (D)

Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course

1) Excellent - |2y Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (1)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (9)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor

] 5) Very Poor

|

(1) |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) \

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ] (3) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1 |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
L 1) Very good [ 2) Good {3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ () i

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (]) |

Any other suggestion(s)

ch Pitha chtyibre.

Date Name 8f Student Signature

r

~ Princ '
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



T
a5,
= O ==
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NAE
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RASARAOPETA
NEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : \(\ Sive
Department :  CI\) l Ev?: negy 1 n (j

1. Please give a rating of

)

your course on the following

Academic Year: 10\Q ~ Y020

Course :

V. Tedn

Years/Semester : 2 N t l I

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | PoOr Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

®

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

NN B~ |WNo

Overall rating

q

9

®
q
q
q

2. The syllabus was

U) Challenging , 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] (yv) j
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course WA
1) Excellent . 2) f’gdequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor  © | 5) Very"Poér . (%)

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and referencé book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

U) Very good

I 2) Good

[ 3) Average

l 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|

(1) |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

| (1)

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic

Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

| ()

Ll) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1)
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

| 1) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1)
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

I 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor J ())

Any other suggestion(s)

k* Siva

Date Name of Student

e

i % Principal

. NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE

I AC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 622 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

k’&?dcx .

Signature

L



iz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

J

Academic Year: Q019 - 2020

o "

Name : k(and int kot g Course : 'B»lé(h
o )

Department : ¢ § v/ i enﬁ nee hﬂg Years/Semester : | / 2

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Y°°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

Overall rating

N[N W

1O [~PtOR060 | )

2. The syllabus was
u) Challenging | 2) Adequate

| 4) Dull

(V)]

] 3) Inadequate | 5) Irrelevant ]

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (yv)

Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the seqﬁ;:nce of units/modules _of the course ¥ ; s

1) Excellent .. |-2) Adequate. 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor ' 4 5) Very Poor : ( \ )
5. Rate the a{dequétenesé'of the text book and referencé book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (VL)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

| 1) Very good |

2) Good ‘

3) Average

] 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

u) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

(\) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

| 1) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor

(L) |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

L 1) Very good { 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

| 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

o
[\[ar\d?nn L
Date Name of Student

% Princip

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
IQAC (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOQOPET - 522 601«
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

Kandfd ).+

Signature



Sie NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

'

Acadenﬁc Year: 015 ~2020

>
Name : H(Avwf)aa &” bUM&Q Course : @:—'—ref&.
(] (2 1
Department : (% g ny ”@Q' bt Years/Semester : 71 - i1
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) 9
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations B
3 Depth of the course content Q
4 Extent of coverage of course 3
5 | Extent of effort required by students S
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report e
7 | Overall rating J
2. The syllabus was
] 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull [ 5) Irrelevant | (2) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (9)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent . 2) ‘Adgquapg ~_|.3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5). Very Poor « il )
S'f’lRa"te" the édéﬁuétéﬁéss’ of the text book and referencé book mentioned for th_e coﬁrse;
1) Excellent “* | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor (Q)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
u) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (9) ‘




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (9) ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (9 ) }

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

I 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average l 4)lPoor | 5) Very Poor I () I
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good TB) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (3) |
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students v

| 1) Very good l 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] {8 ) j

Any other suggestion(s)

I I 653 (Evad

Date Name of Student Signature

o~

Prin : o
[JARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

I A (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : /ﬁ GOP"

Department : ¢iy/y ) €MHM ¢ ﬂfng

1. Please give

'

a rating of your course on the following

Academic Year: 20/ q— 2010

Course : {}- T@(‘,h
Years/Semester :“I[‘ — :E‘

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | F°°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) o
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations %
3 | Depth of the course content e
4 | Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students 7
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report &
7 Overall rating 77
2. The syllabus was
| ) Challenging [ 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irelevant | (2) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the seqilehcé of units/modules.of the course £ & b X i
1) Excellent. .| 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor . ())
5. Rate the z“idequateness. of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (92)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (3)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

[ 1) Very good ’ 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

[

() |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

L 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(1) |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good [3)Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
mVery good ! 2) Good [3) Average | 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor | () ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

] 1) Very good I 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

T+ Gop

Date Name of Student

I AC NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO" "%
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601

T i —

Signature

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: Hd.Toked
Department : C\uiL  ENG nECRTNG

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Acaderﬁic Year: 30\ -2030

Course : 3. TFeoul,

Years/Semester : T}, T

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Modgrdre Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) 1
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations “r
3 Depth of the course content qQ
4 | Extent of coverage of course 8
5 Extent of effort required by students 7
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating )
2. The syllabus was
I 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] () \
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequenge of units/modules of the course s
1) Excellent.. | 2)Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor - ()
5. Rate the adeduéfenésé“ of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

Ll) Very good | 2) Good ‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor

| S) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(1) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

L 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor

|

(o) ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

l

(9) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

f 1) Very good [ 2) Good ’ 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

] 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

M Tahead

Date Name of Student

wd ol ..

Signature

[ —

. Prin ‘
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

I AC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

L
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : P M ?(gu/\f
Department : CF@’? { évgi\,“ 3 w y

1. Please give a rating of

7

your course on the following

Acaderﬁic Year: Y, zﬁ? _ QOo’LU
Course : 3#[6&\

Years/Semester : ﬂ‘ [ L-L

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
ont” | ooy | Good | MOGER | Moderate | SoERON | poor | Very | Exemey
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or Cytavmely
broadening perspectives) @ Qoed
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations qQ
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 | Extent of coverage of course 9
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report @
7 | Overall rating =1

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (2) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2.)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4.Rate the' seq‘ueﬁge of Lu;jts/modules of the course
1) Excellent: :*: ‘2)}A§lequa;e"__ | 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very-Poor..... (2)
5. Rate the aci‘ec‘]u‘éltériéés of the text book and reference book ment»ioned for the course :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (L)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

} 1) Very good ’

2) Good

] 3) Average

| 4) Poor

[ 5) Very Poor

(v) |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] (1) ‘]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (2) [
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students A
| 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (2) |
Any other suggestion(s)
- & i —
2 Tilami V. ‘:Sa(aw“ |
Date Name of Student Signature ;‘
P EAGEERNGCOLLECE
NARASARAQPETA ENG EERINGCOLL ®
(AUTONOMOUS)

AC NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), AP
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : G\ S T&.{Q

Department : (Vv L V\S\N:cw\j

1. Please give

1

a rating of your course on the following

Acaderﬂié Year: 2019 =20 R0

Course : \2 ~Te M

Years/Semester : 11\ / T

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) =+
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 3
3 | Depth of the course content @m{&-
4 | Extent of coverage of course g
S Extent of effort required by students <
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
7 | Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (V) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (3)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course . w N
1) Excell'e_nt%; iy 2)-Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ()
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (Y )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (\)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

[ 1) Very good

| 2) Good |

3) Average

[ 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

l

(V)]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

L 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

|

V)]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

1

() |

11. The curriculum has focus on skill development

{ 1) Very good [2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

l 1) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

(ne el (\\L‘\c\

Date Name of Student

(,»Sui'cﬂ’u\

Signature

HARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
IQAC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

v
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: (q.Px% Yanka .

Department : Q?\/CE’C €n 3;“(;@& z;{‘nj .

1. Please give

!

a rating of your course on the following

Academic Year: Q0|9 o0

Course : B -'Tech
Years/Semester : 7| (_‘I

9 8 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderite Tolerable Foor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or q
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations ¢4
3 Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course ~:),
5 Extent of effort required by students =4
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating :)_
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) [
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
‘ '4.. Rétc, thg séqu;:héé of units/modules of the course : : :
1) Excellent -« 1:2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor '5) Very Poor (1)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

I 1) Very good

] 2) Good

| 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good ’ 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (i) j

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

L 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (=Z ) ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good ! 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (2.) {

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
( 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ () 7

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
] 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (1) '

Any other suggestion(s)

G . P¥Nenko . P Yanke -

Date Name of Student Signature

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
IQAC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601. &
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Site NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acadeinic Year: O\ - D

Name: . (53 Course: R —eck

Department : <€ 0 \\_ | Years/Semester : T /
.
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | F°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or '
broadening perspectives) 6
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q
3 | Depth of the course content S
4 Extent of coverage of course T
5 | Extent of effort required by students s
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report y
7 | Overall rating 1
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (L) —[
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (r)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
__4. Rate the seq{ler'lce of units/modules of the course ‘ ~ N——
1) Excellent | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor * 5) Very Poor (2)
5. Rate the adedﬁaténess of the text book and referencé book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (3)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
I 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (2) f




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(\) ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

] 1) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

() |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good I 3) Average I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

|

() |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

L]) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

I 1) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

~5.Gop

Date Name of Student

[IARASARAOPETA ENGIN

I A( ‘ (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

P ouwy

Signature

RINGCOLLEGE )



Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acadenllli-c Year: &8 017 _ MQ
Name : <_A, ) ,_Caaicbp | Course : 2 ~</—\€£/L./

Department : ter :
epartmen cw Years/Semester !z Z [Q

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderdts Tolerable | 0T Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or Q
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations Qq
3 | Depth of the course content Q
4 Extent of coverage of course =2
5 Extent of effort required by students 9
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 2
7 Overall rating Q
T
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] (y) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1 1) Excellent . |2) fﬂequa’ce 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor .. 5) Very Poor ()
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent '2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (v)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (9)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
l 1) Very good | 2) Good ‘ 3) Average I 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ‘ (2.) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2 ) )

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I ()) ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

[ 1) Very good , 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor [ (1) ‘

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor | (9) l

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
] 1) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ () T

Any other suggestion(s)

A jandxzzp TA'AA“I’

Date Name of Student Signature
%
Principal v
GIEERING COLLECE
IQAC] =i,
sARAOPET % il
| NARzuntur (Dist.), A-



" 1) 'Excellent | 2) Adequate” | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor ﬁ 5) Very Pgor |1 (1)

Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
| Acaderﬁié Year: 2019~ Lo20
Name: M- s vo PBaSed Course: R--tech
Department : C.l\/‘b ) $n9)rECTBIN Years/Semester : TV /I

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |

Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Maderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) &
Applicability/relevance to real life situations i
Depth of the course content 7
Extent of coverage of course q
Extent of effort required by students L
8
‘.:F

Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

N AN ||| W N

2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (") |

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course

Pk (0T B ”.._‘_‘..

5. Rate the adé'quatehess‘ of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
mVery good 1 2) Good ‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ‘ (1) ]




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Ll) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ’ (2) ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good ’ 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (v) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

[ 1) Very good , 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor [ () —}
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
u) Very good [ 2) Good [3) Average | 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor [ (v) j
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students W
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) |
Any other suggestion(s)
M soePrased m.s\.\/al’ZSQSa:L
Date Name of Student Signature
/
' Prin 1
[ARASARAOPETA ENlGIIEERING COLLERE
L

I A‘ (AUTONOMOUS)
\ NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

P

Academic Year: 90194 - 20

Name: (. Khagim 3. Tech

Course :
Department : Civi\ Years/Semester : \:\7/ )

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Extremely Very Moderately | Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)
Applicability/relevance to real life situations
Depth of the course content
Extent of coverage of course
Extent of effort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

Rating

NN | n| B |W N

bl M oloey |HH| oo

2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (Q) j

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant

5) Completely (V)
Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course

| D), Excellent ”

2) Adequate

3) Inadequate

4) Poor

5) Very Poor

P

''5. Rate the aa‘eqli‘aiéhess of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

FOTh 8

1) Excellent ~ *| 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor S) Very poor (1)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ‘
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( Q )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

l 1) Very good

| 2) Good |

3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
LI) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I (1) ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Q\/ery good [ 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I ()) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ’ (&) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
u) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) T

12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students L
Ll) Very good , 2) Good l 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] () j

Any other suggestion(s)

G Kwasiwm G- Khoyina

Date Name of Student Signature

@/ / Princig
(JARASARAOPETA ENG

al
EERINGCOI'FCE &

I (AUTONOM®US)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: ¢ tl+ ASHOK QEDD\/

Department :

1. Please give a rating of

(L. VA & T

your course on the following

Acaderﬁic Year: 9p10-20

Course : 3 ~TecL,

Years/Semester : l/{) / __(71

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | PO°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) g
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations D
3 Depth of the course content Q
4 Extent of coverage of course A 1B
5 Extent of effort required by students -
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 4
7 | Overall rating L
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate \ 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull ] 5) Irrelevant ‘ (2 I
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent ™™ | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (M)
5. Rate'the:adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned fo’r”the coursieA ]
1)" Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor S) Very poor (L)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ("

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

’ 1) Very good ]

2) Good |

3) Average

| 4) Poor

l 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
w Very good l 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ (v j

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

w Very good ’ 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor [ () T

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (v |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
w Very good [ 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor [ (\) ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students L 4
u) Very good [ 2) Good , 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor [ () j

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student © C H- ASYIOK RED D\[ Signature

i

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLESY

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 622 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Aeadeiits Year 920\9-2020
Name : )\} . Ha‘h g(rx(k\/a‘ﬂé han ?Q(_HJ Course: S-4cec

Department :  C 3 il €6n3inee ‘7\1‘(\3 | Years/Semester : &% ’ i i
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
o 1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
‘ broadening perspectives) q
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q
3 | Depth of the course content o]
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students q‘
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
7 | Overall rating Q
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull ] 5) Irrelevant 1 (\ ) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (%)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
e 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (V)
5. Rate 'the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned'for the qoursé{-
1) Excellent’ * |'2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5)-Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (\ )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
rl) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor | S) Very Poor l (\) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Ll) Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ] (1) j

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

mVery good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l (v) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
Ll) Very good [ 2) Good ’ 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (1) j

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
u) Very good [ 2) Good l 3) Average I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ () j

Any other suggestion(s)

N tHamehavomdhan Keddy A M%

Date Name of Student Signature

NARASARAOPETA ENGHIEERING COLLERE
I Q A ‘ (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : Amcoudho vt Podmed Petyanka

Rollno %2~ 1q411A020!
EEE

1. Please give a rating of

Department :

your course on the following

Academic Year: 9 0|Q — 2020

Course: B-Tet h

Years/Semester : T ) i

9 8 7 6 5 + 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Modsrate Tolerable Font Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) q
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 8
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course /%
5 Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
7 | Overall rating 9
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging ] 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (4) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (9)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course v
1) Excellept : Z)Adeqpa’ge .3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor-, (4)
S. Rate vthve ‘adequéteness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (4)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor S) Very poor (9.)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

’ 1) Very good

| 2) Good

} 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

w Very good ’ 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

|

(2) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

U) Very good [ 2) Good ’ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(1) ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(o) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

L 1) Very good [ 2) Good ’ 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

u) Very good [ 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

A+ Perd ma Pn"uanka .

Ae P«‘(”(c/anhx :

Date Name of Student Signatie
Princl
C NARASARAOPETA ENGIEERING COLLECE
IQ (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601,

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

v



Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
Academic Year: 20\ - 2020

.M, Stepkeno  Lidiyol QA
Nq;cr;mgq.'\{\g: %ée&)"(l AGDI 5‘ | Course : E)TG,C[A

&/ \‘“

Department : E EE Years/Semester : 1 L 1\

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives) 3

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations R

3 | Depth of the course content Q

4 Extent of coverage of course q

5 Extent of effort required by students Q

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 1

7 Overall rating 2

2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (V) |

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (9)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course : -
1) Excellent 2) Adequate - | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor . |15) Very Poor (V)

5. Rate the gdequatenéss of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor S) Very poor (V)

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? 4
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (92 )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
\ 1) Very good [ 2) Good } 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ‘ (v) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
m\/ery good ] 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor } () :]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ! (2) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.
U) Very good ] 2) Good l 3) Average l 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ] (y ) 1

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
mVery good ] 2) Good ' 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (v) T

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
mVery good l 2) Good , 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ] (\v) 7

Any other suggestion(s)

Mactepheno Lidiya msﬁgé;f;?{"‘f“

Date Name of Student

%_. vPrin 2
I A NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601,
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

v
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : RPNIKU MHQT’?&M%

Rollng' (AU

JIA02 2l

Department : EEE

1. Please give

a rating of your course on the following

Acadérﬁi;: Year: 20(9-2020
Course : B ‘kec h

Years/Semester : | — a\/

9 8 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | P°° |  Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or R
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q
3 | Depth of the course content 9
4 | Extent of coverage of course 74
5 Extent of effort required by students R
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9Q
7 Overall rating Q
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (2 ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (9.
Relevant v ik Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course @ F T 3 4
1) Excellent - | 2) Adequate -~ | 3)Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (V)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

| 1) Very good I

2) Good

I 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

(2) |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[i) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (2) T

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc. ? ’

mVery good , 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I (1) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| D) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (9) ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Ll) Very good ] 2) Good l 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (1) T

Any other suggestion(s)

K. Romﬁ%e}l t L Q@@

Date Name of Signature

4,
M/ Prlnolp’ﬁl/
. NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
I Q AC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.R.




itz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academic Year: ol q— 2020

Name : D CSjva K.Urv\o(\ Course : 3 Teeln
Roll:NO: V3| A0220 , =
Department : EEE= Years/Semester : |1\ /I
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 z ° 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor | poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) Q
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations <
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report CL
7 Overall rating X
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate l 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull ‘ 5) Irrelevant \ (1) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant ) Relevant [rrelevant [rrelevant
4. Réte the se‘quence.c')f ilnité/mo:dﬁles of the course s A 8 % OF
1) Excellent ~'|2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor - .| 5) VeryPoor.+ |- (1)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor S) Very poor (20)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor 1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
\ l) Very good l 2) Good \ 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ‘ (1) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
U) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (1) T

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good } 2) Good l 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor f (\) :J

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.
mVery good l 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor f (2) T

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
w Very good l 2) Good l 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (]) j

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
U) Very good , 2) Good l 3) Average , 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (\) j

Any other suggestion(s)

wa , S
Date m"ego‘fv gtudte?l(t\'\qtq %iglwgt'ﬁﬁgﬂ
( j NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
I A (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 60h

Guntur (Dist.), A.R
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Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

}

Acadeiic Year: Keq - 2020
Course : B\Twl\
Years/Semester : Jﬂ /I

Name: S k. /\I wl‘ﬂk
Roll no: 186p35°A0 214
Department : ELT

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Modsrate Tolerable Foor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) Or
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations &
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course G
S Extent of effort required by students
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report
7 | Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (h |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (D
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence Qf urrl‘ité/mod;ule}svof the course | _ o u
1) Excellent = 2) Adequate” | 3) [nadequate | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poer - (1)
5. Rate the adeqhateness of the téxt book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor S) Very poor (2)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ] )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

‘ 1) Very good

| 2) Good

] 3) Average

l 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|

(1) |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average J 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor | () j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

m Very good [ 2) Good l 3) Average , 4)lPoor , 5) Very Poor ’ (L) 1

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
l 1) Very good [ 2) Good ] 3) Average l 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ] (]) —!

12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students <
u) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (1) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

Sk Nagwr G b~ Rl

Date Name of Student Signattdre

% | 4,
Princ ;
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE P
IQ A (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

7

Acaderuic Year: S0\ - 2020

Name: J°. HARTI TETA:

Rool NO: |34 AD209
Department : EEE

Course : 3 ~TECH

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Years/Semester : \\) / il

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | F°° |  poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 9
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations =2
3 | Depth of the course content I
4 Extent of coverage of course %
5 Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report =
7 | Overall rating b3
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (29
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course ey
1) Excellent™ .| 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor . 2| $8) Very Pgor () )
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor £ )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

‘ 1) Very good

| 2) Good

|

3) Average

‘ 4) Poor

] S) Very Poor

|

(1 ]




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
wVery good l 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (%) j

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good I 2) Good ] 3) Average , 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (2) —!

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average , 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l () ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
m Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (1) T
12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students A 4
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (YH

Any other suggestion(s)

]
HART TETA Howt :ri#'gh
Date Name of Student ignature

' NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
I AC (AUTONOMOUS) '
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




iz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

’

Acaderﬁic Year: 2014 - 2020

Name : M : E“(W Course: [3. TCC A

Roil.no: 18¢15A 0226

Department : &£ ¢ | Years/Semester :ﬂ / T
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Biodeniie Tolerable Feot Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) q

Applicability/relevance to real life situations
Depth of the course content Q
Extent of coverage of course q
Extent of effort required by students g
8
1

Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

NN~ W

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) 1
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( ] )
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant

4.'_’-Rat_¢athe_sequt:;nce ‘of unit§/modules of the course : e 4 & w2
1) Excellent .. | 2)Adequate:. | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor , ‘5)'V¢f'y der Mg C(2)

Yo

5. Rate thé adeduateﬁess -of~thé text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( \ )

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (92)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
wVery good [ 2) Good ‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (2) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) 1
7

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good ’ 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ () }

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios. )
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
u) Very good I 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor l () 1
T

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ()) |

Any other suggestion(s)

M. Rafegh M @W

Date Name of Student Signature

% Princ
MARASARAQGPETA ENGINEERING COLLFGE
I Q A C (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOQPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

v
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NECZ ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

i

Acaderﬁic Year: &o\q ~20%20

Name: _SivAa PYQ.CCL& Me kala Course: R.Te Ol
RollNO: \FKASAD20S
Department: £ e Years/Semester : |4} / T
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 > 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) 4
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations %4
3 Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course 9
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating g
2. The syllabus was
I 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (]
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
-4. Rate the Sequence of unifs/modules of the course FEE W E
1) Excellent.:{2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor - ['S) Very Poor# | ()
5. Rate th‘e adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor { 2=)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ;
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
‘ 1) Very good [ 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor f (1) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good ] 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (1) }

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l (1) i

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
I 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor I (V) 1

Any other suggestion(s)

SVA posad meleaka M. AP

Date Name of Student Signathires

% Princip;
I C NARASARAGPETA ENGI EERING COLLFGE
A (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601,
Guntur (Dist.), A.P,




Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

Acaderﬁic Year: 961Q - 9»20

Name : K Sogs { Sallajo- Course : B TCC}\
Roll.no: 1 3ux5A0205

Department : e £ c Years/Semester : 'W/I
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Modgrate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 9
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations ?
3 Depth of the course content q
4 | Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students ¥
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Y
7 Overall rating q.
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (V) I
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence-of uhits/modules of the course
1) Excellent. " | 2):Adequate '~ | 3)Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (V)
5. Rate the adequaténesé of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course ¥
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Ver poor £
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ;
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (\)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (\) ]




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

m Very good l 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(\H) ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

mVery good l 2) Good ’ 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

T

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

U) Very good ] 2) Good I 3) Average | 4)‘Poor l 5) Very Poor

(\) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

(%) |

Ll) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

(v

Any other suggestion(s)

KK+ Gl S@ilojo.,

Date Name of Student

Pri

Sl S

Signature

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLFRE
: (AUTONOMOUS)

- NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

IQ AC Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

o



itz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

1

Acaderﬁié Year: §0]9 -0 30 .

v
Name: P Sa.t Icumdt?k Course: B TGCH
Roll-No: 13yssA02] 2 |
Department : BER Years/Semester : 1Y /_'D’_
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderase Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) g

Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
Depth of the course content =3
Extent of coverage of course ' ; Q
Q

9

£

Extent of effort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

N AN B W]

2. The syllabus was
Ll)Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull ] 5) Irrelevant | (1) 1

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( 2)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

e

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course » R
1) Excellent | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor [ 5)VeryPoor | © ( { )
fhs & FRIARREANA g &8 B

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( 2)

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good ] 2) Good { 3) Average I 4) Poor [5) Very Poor ] (1) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

(b l

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

|

(Z) |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4)Poor | 5) Very Poor

(hH

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

L 1) Very good , 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

] 1) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

P. S lewros.

Date Name of Student

M

P
y

P B byn

Signature

Princi 7
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLFRE

(AUTONOMOUS)
I A‘ NARASARAOPET - 522 601:
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acaderﬁic Year: Qe)q - 2¢+©

Name : D- &;,(, Kured - Course : B ~'T€C)'L
Roll-no: 164TIA 0>
Department : Eee Years/Semester :W'/ pi? |

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) 1
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations )
3 | Depth of the course content g
4 | Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students ¥
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating q.
2. The syllabus was
Ll) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull I 5) Irrelevant | (\) 1
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
010 4:Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 1-5) Very Pogr... (\)
. TSNS S A5 1 ':ﬁ: o .
5. Rate the adequafeness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ' (2-)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ;
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1))

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
‘ 1) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (V) ‘




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

mVery good l 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

(v) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

U) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average I 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor

(%) |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(V) ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

(\) ]

{ 1) Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

| 1) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

0. Sal Kuma -

Date Name of Student

fi g

Signature

. NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS) W
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
IQ C Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : SK. '-ALLOJYOJW\

Rollwo: 12 T5A0 Q0

Department : =

1. Please give

EEe

!

a rating of your course on the following

Academic Year: D020~ 9 |

Course : B Tech

Years/Semester : E - (W

——

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Mosgeate Tolerable | FO°r Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives) q

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations g

3 | Depth of the course content =

4 | Extent of coverage of course X

5 | Extent of effort required by students q

6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q

7 Overall rating g

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | T

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (9)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant [rrelevant

g

.- 4. Rate the sequence.of units/modules of the course
l)A'Excel'leIi't.; = 2) Aqéqueite 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( \ )

5. Rate the adequateriess of the text book and reference book mentioried for the courde :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 1'5) Very poor ( ‘ )

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (9)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

| 1) Very good I

2) Good

( 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
‘ 1) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor [ (Y) }

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good I 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (1) —I

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

L 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (2) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

L]) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (\) }
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students W/

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (9) |

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 5 / 7 / 2\ Name of Student Signature

/ F
Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO!ECGE
(AUTONOMOUS) O

| | NARASARA®PET - 522 60
IQ A Guntur (Dist.), A.R




Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academic Year: 2619 =20

Name : A- Fadma P&"l’gomka- Course: B+ Tech -
ROI[-NO: QU6 20 "
Department : to{yfead and €lechonics C‘”Sfﬂ@@ ‘T'B' Years/Semester :  {- L
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
~ 1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or .
broadening perspectives) ks

Applicability/relevance to real life situations R
Depth of the course content q
Extent of coverage of course q
Extent of effort required by students F
g
£

Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

NN | R W

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (V)]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (L)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

e ok R,é;te_thc sequence: of units/modules of the course ,
@& 1) Excellent . - | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor = * |:5) Very Poor ()

5. Rate fhé adequaténess of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
[ 1) Very good ' 2) Good ‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ‘ (1) |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
I 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor l (2 ) ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ’ (v) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

U) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4)‘Poor ] 5) Very Poor | (y)) —I
11. The curriculum has focus on skill development
L 1) Very good J 2) Good , 3) Average ’ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (1) T
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students v
Ll) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I (L) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

A PQL(\D'\O\ R‘.’Bom‘pa : A“P\’fg :

Date Name of Student Signature

, Pri al
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE.

(AUTONOMOUS) A4
I NARASARAOPET - 522 601,

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Name : Hevnanst) teumas epndan

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Roll-no: AUF 1402006

uiohf

H

Acaderﬁic Year: 90l ~ 2020

Course : Q4 . Tecln

. = " . 98t
Department : Electrica) and P lokocied 12 Dcdvf)éﬁ\tf‘? Years/Semester : 3 / ¥ ¢em .
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) &
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations &
3 | Depth of the course content =
4 Extent of coverage of course Q
5 Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report pu !
7 Overall rating Z
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (2 |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (y)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
) 4. Rate the sequénce of units/modules of the course
| 1)Bxcellent -~ {/2) Adequate = | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor ' 5) Very Poor. (1)
5.-Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the coursé ‘
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (\)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

| 1) Very good

| 2) Good

] 3) Average

l 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|

¥




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Ll) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ t1) —[

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

u) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] () ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | Ny
11. The curriculum has focus on skill development
m Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (1 1
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students v
l 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (\) 1

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature

Pri |
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE W

I A (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.F.




-

-~

N Y P
=

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : M- Steplens L Cligq

i

Academic Year: 20(9- 2024

Course: 14 Tec N

Roll-No: 19 O21\5
Department : (é.a(é Years/Semester : T -ﬂ
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | YO Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) C‘
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations Qq
3 | Depth of the course content C?
4 Extent of coverage of course g‘
5 Extent of effort required by students ¢
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Gf
7 | Overall rating L

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (9)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate'the sequence of units/modules of the course
1"1)"Excellent - | 2) Adequate - | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor |'5) Very Poor (1)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (9)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good l 2) Good ‘ 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I (V) ]




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
u) Very good | 2) Good ’ 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (1) T

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

u) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | () ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

u) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ (2) j
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

u) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ’ (1) |
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students <

Ll) Very good I 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor l (\) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

M - Skepheno Udiya, M6 S iy

Date Name of Student Signatu

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE ()

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), AP




Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
Acaderrﬁc Year: DO|9 -2 O
Course : B'QCCH

Years/Semester : T~

Name Q&Vikuﬂm (Rﬁmya

Rell.No:[QUIRO 22-)
Department : F

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | PO Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) —1
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 3
3 Depth of the course content 9
4 Extent of coverage of course 7
5 Extent of effort required by students 8
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 3
7 | Overall rating X
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) |
‘3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (9)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
« s seilbe Ra,té th'¢ sequence of units/modules of the course . g -
1) Excellent | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) VeryPoor | (1)
5. Rate the 'a’dequ'atenéss of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2-)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
\ 1) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (2) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Ll) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ ( [ ) —[

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (2) ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

Ll) Very good ’ 2) Good ] 3) Average l 4)‘Poor I 5) Very Poor ] (1) 7
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

w Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (X)) 1
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students <

[ 1) Very good I 2) Good ] 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (1) T

Any other suggestion(s)

Rbomga R g

Date Name of Signature

® a3

Prineipal

NARASARAOPETA EGINEERING EOLF™°E
I QA C (AUTONOMOUS) <
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

Acaderﬁic Year: Dpl9-20

Name : Q . Pyem canwo Course: . Tech
Department: M ¢ ¢ hountCal QV‘ﬂ“"‘Q/U’Q o Years/Semester 17— !
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Po°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) %
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 | Extent of coverage of course &
5 Extent of effort required by students <
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report c‘;
7 Overall rating qQ
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2-)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good ! 2) Good ‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (1) l




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good ’ 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (™) ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

mVery good [ 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] (2 —]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good I 3) Average l 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ’ (1) ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good l 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (> 1

Any other suggestion(s)

=

Date (gl {?/] 19 Name of Student C;K Frenn Fumen Signature

(u/ Priﬁ I
I AC NARASARAQPETAENGI EERINGCOL!FRE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARA®PET - 522 ] kS
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

}
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : é/a'\ﬁﬂ - &Oﬂ) I‘
Department : T_/lxz_o-/i«\ovvw évvy‘

1. Please give a rating of

7

your course on the following

Acadelﬁic Year: £ 6H([(9 — 22

Course : T/(.of/f« Sisenl.

Years/Semester : 7)) ./

—

éo‘”//ﬁc@w

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

3

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

OO

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

N[N AW N

Overall rating

\_W\._\D‘Jb <

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull

5) Irrelevant

|

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly
Relevant

2) Relevant

3) Partly
Relevant

4) Mostly
Irrelevant

5) Completely
Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course

1) Excellent

2) Adequate

3) Inadequate

4) Poor

5) Very Poor

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ] )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

’ 1) Very good

| 2) Good |

3) Average

| 4) Poor

5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Ll) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ ()) 1

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ] () —l

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4);Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (L) |
1

11. The curriculum has focus on skill development
u) Very good ' 2) Good ’ 3) Average | 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor ] (1) |

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

Ll) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (\) j L4

Any other suggestion(s)

12-8- 2009 Shoe Bogy ﬁ@ad)é

Date Name of Student Signature

¥ Princi
l Q A C NARASARAOPETA ERIGINEERING €O FCE

(AUTONOM@US)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601s
Guntur (Dist.), AP




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
Acaderﬂic Year: £0 19 ~20
Name : G . 0[@'(0\01« Course: [ 0y eds
Department : e thoww @) &n Years/Semester : {) 9) ¢ m
epartment: M QUh Y ears/Semester Q Yy g

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Extremely Very Moderately | Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Po°r Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

Overall rating

NN |~ WN

‘JWJ .o_pbo —

2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (h l

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adeqqate . .| 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor L)

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) L




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Ll) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (1) T

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ] (9 ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
Ll) Very good l 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor l (1) j

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
[ 1) Very good , 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor ] (1) 7 \ 4

Any other suggestion(s)

10-10-(9 G- facast s

Date Name of Student Signature ‘

M Princigal
A C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING C0!T™RE v
l Q (AUTONONOUS)

NARASARAOQOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.r.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : \}\/WMQ Slwamm wicl.
e 8wy

Department :

1. Please give a rating of

7

your course on the following

Acaderﬁic Year: 2 0Y9—20

Course: (3 - e

Years/Semester : 2\’6’ yiay 2 e Jem

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations {
3 | Depth of the course content 9
4 | Extent of coverage of course &
5 Extent of effort required by students b
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report ttag
7 Overall rating g’
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) |

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (v)

Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant -
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course ;

1) Excellent | 2) Adequate: 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (V)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (y)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

‘ 1) Very good

| 2) Good

|

3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|

(v |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (v ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

w\/ery good ] 2) Good l 3) Average l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (V) —l

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (1) ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
Ll) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor l (l ) |

12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
l 1) Very good I 2) Good [ 3) Average , 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | () 7 L 4

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature
. /

@47/ Princ
C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLERE <
| q (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET -522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.p.




st NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
: .

Academic Year: 9 O “7 ~ 90

Name: (Do Fv C)'\OL "U/Wﬁ e Course: (A - 7 eu.
I G
Department : \‘/‘ 3 Years/Semester: 11} — A Sem
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Modetate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) %
Applicability/relevance to real life situations 5(

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

Dq

N[N B W N

0P L olen

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant l (1) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( { )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()

5. Rate the adequatehess of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course’.
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? 4
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor t )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
‘ 1) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor \ (\ ) J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor [ (1) —I

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good I 2) Good l 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ (V) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios. )
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
u) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ' (1) l

12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Iﬁ Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ’ (1) j

Any other suggestion(s)

Jo-hh.20I18 BWU (,La:}-mum %W‘”
~ Date Name of Student Signature
g
Annsnmpewmc{ EERING €O FEE
. (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601,
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




At
LY
e - =

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Cq.
Name: ¢ HAN A SeKAa Y
Department : /1y ECH A TcA L

1. Please give a rating of

7

your course on the following

Acaderuic Year: 9 (4 ~20 Z{D
Course : B-TCCH

Years/Semester : | -

9

8

7

6

5

4 3

1

Extremely
Good

Very
Good

Good

Moderately
Good

Moderate

Some how
Tolerable

Poor

Very
Poor

Extremely
Poor

S.No.

Particulars

Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

q

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

NN W N

Overall rating

g
g
e
q
g
)

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate

| 4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

|

(O]

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly
Relevant

2) Relevant

3) Partly
Relevant

4) Mostly
Irrelevant

5) Completely
Irrelevant

(1)

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course

1) Excellent

2) Adequate

3) Inadequate

4) Poor

5) Very Poor

(9)

5. Rate the adequateuess of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

)

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( P )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

| 1) Very good

| 2) Good

] 3) Average

l 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

Ll) Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor

J

C0)

-

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

l

()

&Very good ] 2) Good ’ 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

Ll) Very good , 2) Good | 3) Average l 4)1Poor [ 5) Very Poor

l

(1)

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

Ll) Very good ' 2) Good , 3) Average ’ 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor ] (/) j
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (/)
Any other suggestion(s)

_5/!/% C Bhomdns s

Date Name of Student

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

Signature

l AC NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 60



Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

/

Acaderfllilc: Year: 2 O ’ Q — 20

Name : /- 'L/r'mvy Kynar Course: /5 Tprl
Department : Af¢¢ /o ,'( o/ Years/Semester : /.— ¥
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good biodetare Tolerable Foor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or q
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations ' a9
3 Depth of the course content g
4 Extent of coverage of course §
5 Extent of effort required by students 9
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report [
7 Overall rating {
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | ) l
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course ;
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( { )
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( 2)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ‘
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ( )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
\ 1) Very good [ 2) Good { 3) Average \ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor4| (D l




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
mVery good l 2) Good , 3) Average ] 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor [ Q) T

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

mVery good ] 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (0 j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

L 1) Very good I 2) Good , 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (1) —]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
m\/ery good l 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] (1) T

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
u) Very good ’ 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ] (%3 ]

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature

07(0z2 [z 0 7 VfM;j Comar . 7 L/’;“V

~

Pri ‘ \l -
Q ASARAOPETA ENGINEERING colirRe
l A C - (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601
Guntur (Dist.), A.F.




Site NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

i

Academié Year: 2 O 7— 2020
Name: VEYARLA AVINASH Course : [3-v€CA

Department : M e¢ Agni Ca | Years/Semester : I @

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | PO Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) q
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations .
3 Depth of the course content 2
4 Extent of coverage of course |
5 Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
7 Overall rating 1
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (V) ‘
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely Y
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant [rrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5).VeryPoor | . (1)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (\ )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (\)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
rl) Very good [ 2) Good ‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor { 5) Very Poor | (%) ]




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
w Very good [ 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I () j

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good ‘ 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (V) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios. )
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (\) ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
u) Very good | 2) Good ’ 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ (\) W

12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Ll) Very good l 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (\) T 4

Any other suggestion(s)

V-AVinas A Avivadf

Date 5 /2 / 0210 Name of Student Signature

e e
i n
NARASARAOPETAENCIUEERMACHIIPE o
I Q A C (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARACPET - 624 6o
Gumhis (Disk), A#€: A




St NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academic Year: Q ol A~<O

Name: {2'Rase Course : R\Tech
LS
Department : pA el armico Years/Semester : Q S — A
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | PO Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) %
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations =
3 | Depth of the course content &
4 Extent of coverage of course s
5 Extent of effort required by students Q
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 1S3
7 Overall rating Q
2. The syllabus was
u) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull ] 5) Irrelevant | () —\
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4)Mostly | 5) Completely (y)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (VO
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
L 1) Very good [ 2) Good W 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor } A |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

[ 1) Very good I 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

l

(1)

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic

Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(1)

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (V)
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (y )
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I ()
Any other suggestion(s)

_ \DS/«‘L/\G; R-clondva Rose

ate Name of Student

()ﬂ/ Pﬂnw
‘ ! C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
l ‘ ' (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

12(Rse

Signature

L 4



Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

Academic Year: 20— 2020

Name : Sri Sa i Course : B‘ Tec h
Department :  Mcecho nical Years/Semester : rel _ et
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor | poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 0
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
3 | Depth of the course content g
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students £
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7 | Overall rating X
2. The syllabus was
l 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (") \
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequehce of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent = | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (M)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course _
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (= )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good ‘ 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (L) |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

u) Very good [ 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

!

(») T

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

|

() |

Ll) Very good ] 2) Good I 3) Average I 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

U) Very good ’ 2) Good l 3) Average l 4);Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(')

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

U) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

LI) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

|

(v) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

arised
Date - (%+* 9 - Name of Student

Pri

ke

Signature

NARASAHAGPETABI“:’NCiI.EER!NG COUEEE

| A C (AUTONOM®US)
- NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



=\ Y
=

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLILEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: J . L‘okéq)’\ M(QP/

Department : {~le ¢ bevs co\l

1. Please give a rating of

i

your course on the following

Academic Year: 200G — 20

Course: (3-Tec L)

Years/Semester : TI, — T,

9

8

7

6

5

4 3

2

1

Extremely
Good

Very
Good

Good

Moderately
Good

Moderate

Some how
Tolerable

Poor

Very
Poor

Extremely
Poor

S.No.

Particulars

Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

NN B |W N

Overall rating

NI b4 |0 Q10| D

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate

| 4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

l

(2> ]

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly
Relevant

2) Relevant

3) Partly
Relevant

4) Mostly
Irrelevant

5) Completely
Irrelevant

18

4. Rate the.sequence of units/modules of the course

1) Excellent

2) Adequate

3) Inadequate

4) Poor

S) Very Poor

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( l )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( Z)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

‘ 1) Very good

| 2) Good

$ 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| D) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(2 |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

|

(\) |

mVery good ] 2) Good , 3) Average I 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

mVery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

1

() ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

L 1) Very good [ 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

Ll) Very good [ 2) Good , 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

16/ 12 (2009 S - leleesh Deou)/

Date Name of Student

cIMA

Signature

NARASARAOPETA ERGIMEERING CO! I FRE

A‘ (AUTONOMOUS)
- NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Disi.), A.P.



Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

'

Acaderuic Year: 9.0 ( 7 —~ W

N O v
Name: §A O\dd** Nove) o-lac Course : 6700\
)
Department : | £th 0w ¢ Years/Semester : [\ 1
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) )
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations g
3 Depth of the course content g
4 Extent of coverage of course ';\'
5 Extent of effort required by students “N
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report é
7 Overall rating ZH
2. The syllabus was
] 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor b
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ) )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ) )
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
Ll) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor } (v J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(V]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

l

(1) |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

|

(L]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

(1) |

w Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

T

Ll) Very good l 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

|

W

Any other suggestion(s)

2-1-19 Madkdur Nosannhe e

Date Name of Student

B -
’ Princk -
l A C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CoHEee W
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAGPET - 5?}2 601,
Guiitur (Dist.); ~.1%

/

Signature



Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acaderﬁic Year: 9.0 | 9-12°
Name: [Yoly o Vima Course: T» ) e,

Department : M Q th owy ¢ Years/Semester : |S/ -

=

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

| Extremely Very Moderately | Some how Very Extremely
} Good Good | Good Good Madetate Tolerable | P°°" |  poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars Rating

| 1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
O broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations
Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report.
Overall rating

NN R |WIN

-?’) D@N‘mm—b Q =0

2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | ([ |

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4)Mostly | 5) Completely (Y
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant

! 4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
| Y ' 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (L)

5. Rate the adequateness of the texf book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ‘ )

| ‘ 6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ‘ )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
m Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] ( Ly ’




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (] )

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

LI) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (Y

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

U) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (])

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | | 5) Very Poor | ( ()

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

9
[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ! { =y j

Any other suggestion(s)

“-8-19 (Boria Vo~ [Z}J\/\%

- Date Name of Student Signature

: ’ NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO'! FRE
lQ (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 €61,
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Y ¥
Sm=

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : C\Dﬁ)\,. ﬂO-QU'\O(U“—/ ‘C(/‘JLN/

Departmen£ : H 0 KJ'\OW\- A

1. Please give a rating of

!

your course on the following

Academic Year:

20(9-

Course: (} 77 ek

Years/Semester : Ji\/ — (L’

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) i
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 8
3 | Depth of the course content 4
4 Extent of coverage of course 1 9
5 Extent of effort required by students g
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating é
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ([) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( ’ )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (L)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (V)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ‘ L
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor /)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

| 1) Very good

| 2) Good [

3) Average

] 4) Poor

[ 5) Very Poor




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

u) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ] (G ) —f
T

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

u) Very good I 2) Good { 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (1)) j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

‘ 1) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | { ) ’

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
! 1) Very good [ 2) Good , 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (\) ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (Y ]

Any other suggestion(s)

_ 20 Cl:fu Hoddoura o 1, CW‘O/

'3
Ko Date Name of Student Signature

@A/ Princip:
l AC NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING €01 1 FRE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 6041.
Guntur (Dist.), A.F.




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acaderfiic Year: ¢ 0 [ ?v- 10
Name : S,‘f\ ?)PLV O"P; ﬂn’]\q Course : g T e
Department : v\ \140\/’\/"6" Years/Semester:  {y -7

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Extremely Very Good | Moderately Some how Very Extremely

Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars Rating |
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

Overall rating

NN n|[hA~ W

PO 1D [N g PP O

2. The syllabus was
Ll)Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (2) ]

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( ‘ )
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course : ;
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) VeryPoor . |  “( 1)

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and referencé book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate { 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (L)

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? A
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (/)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (V) j




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

I 1) Very good | 2) Good

] 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (n-) \

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

’ 1) Very good l 2) Good

| 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good

| 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( () |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

l 1) Very good , 2) Good

] 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l ()) ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

| 1) Very good | 2) Good

| 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | s | 9

Any other suggestion(s)

5 -]

GAC

w rolsCiap. €54 Slsplo

Name of Student Signature
(
Pri
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLECE
(AUTONOMOUS) )

NARASARACQOPET - 522 681.
Guntur (Dist.), A.F.
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Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : @1/0\/
Department : ME¢ 1’[&77; Cal

1. Please give a rating of

1

your course on the following

Acaderﬁic Year: 20(9-2020

Course : B:TecA

Years/Semester : |~ 7

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |

el el e A R
S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or q

broadening perspectives)

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations g

3 | Depth of the course content g

4 | Extent of coverage of course 9

5 Extent of effort required by students q

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report g

7 | Overall rating S

2. The syllabus was

mChallenging | 2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

|

()

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant: - 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (-9..)
Relevant . Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules.of the course
1) Excellent | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (2)

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (0

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

Ll) Very good

I 2) Good

' 3) Average

| 4) Poor

[ 5) Very Poor




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
‘ 1) Very good ’ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (L) \

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

l 1) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor l () ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good T 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (1) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
I 1) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2 ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students W
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ()) |

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 6610 Z’ 2620 Name of Student 5}{M g,‘ﬁa% y Signature B@

¥ /
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Principal — i
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l (AUTONOMOUS)
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year '-&D’”é e

(AUTONOMOUS)

Name : 5052(2&) MW\QMU“ ' Course: R Tecin
Department : ECE Years//Semester :
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
) Extremely Very Good Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor Very Extremely .
____ Good Good Good .. Tolerable Poor Poor
. ]
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning valye (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or '
broadening perspectives) &
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations [n
3 | Depth of the course content ' &
4 | Extent of coverage of course 9
5 | Extent of effort required by students 3.
6 - Relevance/learning value of project/ report &
7 | Overall rating I

2. The syllabus was

1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate

| 3) Iﬁadequate [ 4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

INCO
3. Your background for beneﬁting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant -
4. Rate the Sequence of units/modules of the course
( 1) Excellent | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (~) ’
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course :
' 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2) 1
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
t) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)

7. Rate the design of the ¢
1) Very good F 3) Average

ourse in terms of extra learning or self-learning

[
IQAC

MARASARAOPETA ENGINCERING COLIERE

(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 €01,

5T Very Poor ( 7 )

(< Vo gneeidly .




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
E)Very good I 2) Good ] 3) Average j 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (2 j

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | (&) ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development '
| 1) Very good J 2) Good ' | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (Y ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (25 |
Any other suggestion(s)

B Qeud Faryie, .

Date 9\ —15_ 202 Name of Student £ o, ) %W Signature
: avie e |

Princi
I QA : NARASARAOPETAENG NEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -—2-9'16"-'“ 2020

Name : T gm e Course: Hlec b,
Department : "‘E‘C& Years//Semester :
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
R 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
| A Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate Some how Poor | Very Extremely
| (@  Good | Good Good .. Tolerable Poor | Poor
!
S.No. Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or ’
broadening perspecnves) 9
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations €
3__| Depth of the course content &
4 | Extent of coverage of course <
! 5__| Extent of effort required by students —+_
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report . €
7__| Overall rating Q
2. The syllabus was . '
[ 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant [ L) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (L)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant ¥
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
I 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (1)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
Ll) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( , )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self- -learning

g LI)_Very good , 2) Good ] 3) Average l 4) Poor. ] 5) Verym
| ' Princigal .
‘ EQT/)%%(: ARASARAOPETA ETIGUIEERING COLLEGE T il o)

(AUTONOMOUS)
ANARASARAOCPET - 522 601,

B RO VRN | e W W W . )




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

ﬁ) Very good ‘ 2) Good ‘ 3) Average } 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

|

Ay ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project W ork (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor

(S)

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

I 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | (5) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development ‘
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
[ 1) Very good J 2) Good ] 3) Average J 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | (L) '
Any other suggestion(s)

920 /h/'ul BE QA.‘%mm_

Date Name of Student

Y
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NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERITG COLLEGE
: (AUTONOM_OUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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f 1) Very good

5) Very poor
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Yea\]-q—“'-q\-g-f-‘q
Name : \Cg(&\ﬁﬂ\ﬁ Course : @ C 1@
Department: [= CE Years//Semester -
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
[ 9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
,'\ Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate Some how Poor | Very Extremely
! Good Good Good . Tolerable Poor Poor
f o ]
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or '
broadening perspectives) q
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations &
3 | Depth of the course content @
4 __| Extent of coverage of course -
5 | Extent of effort required by students =
6 _| Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
7 | Overall rating Q
2. The syllabus was o '
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant [ (D ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
M | 1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (9
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant £
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
’ 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (1)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
I 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor () !
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor

(1) W

7. Rate the design of the course in

terms of extra learnin

g or self-learning

| 2) Good [3

) Average

[3) VeryPoor T

15
1QAC
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NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

| 4) Pooy
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(AUTONONMOUS)
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8. Rate the {flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
r])\/ery good [ 2) Good j 3) Average J 4) Poor { 5) Very Poor [ (t) ‘

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (\) |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

\ 1) Very good L 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (3) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development '
o | 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (L) ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
[ 1) Verygood | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (2) |
Any other suggestion(s)

AR k S\atha «.0e\ itha

Date Name of Student Signature

N
m @ﬁ/ Principal
| EERING E01LERE

T NARASARADPETA EAlGH f
I A C (AUTONOMOUS)
' NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Fi

:_;L._;'

. A
2 Yy Yy
R ]
i =,
] Lxl N

v
Cg

AV AN Ty A Wa'k ] L Bty
GINEERING COL I EGE

(AUTONQ MOUS)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic YearQQ B ’2@1(/7

Name : S( . ’S\”QLLL\/

Department : G_ e

L Please give a rating of your course op the following

Course : 8 J‘ﬁe/l"\

Years/Semester :

[ 9 8 7 6 5 “ 3 2] 1
Extremely Very Good Moderately | Moderate Some how Poor Very Extremely
L Good Good Good . Tolerable Poor I Poor I
. ]
S.No. | Particulars Rating ]
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) g
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 5
3__| Depth of the course content e
4 | Extent of coverage of course 74
5 Extent of effort required by students P
6 Relevanée/leaming value of project/ report Y
7__| Overall rating -
2. The syllabus was o ' .
[ 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevang [ 3) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely l (2 ,
&) { Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant -
4. Rate the Sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (V) l

tioned for the course :

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor ! 5) Very poor ’ ( 2) 7
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

{ 1) Excellent ’ 2) Adequate ’ 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ' L) ’

—

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
1) Very good m 3) Average 4) Poor 5) Very Poor I : ‘

MARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING
(AUTONOMOUS)

cmuﬂM\

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

e Runéuw (NicéY A D



8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

I 1) Very good { 2) Good 3) Average 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor (1)

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities
Sciences, Professional C ourse, Professional Electiv
Training / Internship etc.

u) Very good ( 2) Good I 3) Average ] 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ] ())

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relatio
current global scenarios.

and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
e, Open Elective, Project W ork (PW) & Practical

n to the competencies expected by industry /

| 1) Verygood | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (3) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development ' i
| 1) Verygood | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (9
|
|
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students |
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (L] |
Any other suggestion(s)

2a/ lf:zog} g‘b‘é"\ﬂ Ll)u/ g)( |

Date " . Name of Student

U inct ”
I A€ NARASARADOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONONOUS)

NARASARAOQOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -22)8 = 1019

Name ; Q - SQ WA Course : D N PN VN
4 s —
Department : £C € Years/Semester ™ \¥_ } JT
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
» Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor [ Very Extremely
. Good | Good Good . Tolerable Poor | Poor
. L]
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 | Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) T
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations &
3 Depth of the course content 4
4 Extent of coverage of course Y
5__| Extent of effort required by students <
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report a-
7 | Overall rating C.
2. The syllabus was S '
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (9 |
3. Your background for beneﬁtmg from the course was
™ | 1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (71
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant .
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (GRD)
3. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course.
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( \ )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self- learning
Ll) Very good ’ 2) Good ’ 3) Average l 4)Poor ] 5) Very Poor ’ () —)

Al
Prinrﬁ}éﬁ(
r NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
IQA€ (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Cuntur (Dist.), A.P.
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

u) Very good . 2) Good ] 3) Average { 4) Poor ( 5) Very Poor [ (2

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

u) Very good ’ 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor ] () ‘I

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Verygood | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) VeryPoor | (Y

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development ‘
Ll) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average , 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ’ ( 2l T

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Verygood [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 2.6 ’ ULI WL@\ Name of Student AT U T » S TR Sujfgi“g:}s}ﬁrg’) ‘

Vs |
Princi
I Q AC NARASARADPETAEN \IFERING COLLECGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

e _____



NEC ENGINEERING COT LEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -—ég-l-é--’_%'z@
Name: \{.Naween) Come: BLE
Department : LE Years/Semester -

[ 6 5 4
Xtremely Moderately | Moderate Some how
Good ) Good T Tolerable
o

. 4

| S-No. [ Particulars

1 Learning valye (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening Derspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations
Depth of the course content

.
Extent of coverage of course _ Y

g

T

S

Relevan(:e/learm'ng value of project/ report

2
3

4

5 Extent of effort required by students
6 .

7 | Overall rating

2. The syllabus was

\ . '
[ D) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dul | 5) Irrelevant | ( ) ’

3. Your background for,b@ting from the course was _
1) Highly / 2) Rel&vant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely l ( ) ,

Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the Sequence of unjts/modules of the course
1) Excellent l 2) Ade te—l 3) Inadequate

4) Poor I 5) Very Poor I () ‘I

S. Rate the adequateness offhe text book and reference book mentioned for the course

! 1) Excellent I 2) Ad;qﬁate I 3) Inadequate [ 4) Poor IT)Very poor ’ () {
6. Were you able to get the pfescribed readings?
w 2) Adegtiate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor n

7. Rate the design of the
1) Very good

durse in terms of extra learning or self-learning
3) Average

ey,

KM/ Princigal
MIARASARAOPETA ENGINEERIG COINFEF

EQAC (AUTONOMOUS)

— NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.R.
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8. Rate the flexibility in choeSing of elective in relation to technology advancements
l 1) Very good ] 2) Getd [ 3) Average , 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor ()

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc

| 1) Very good | 2) Gedd | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] ( )

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarigs:”

u) Very good ‘ 2) Gebd ] 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l () _]

11.The curriculum has foetis on skill development
~ | 1) Very good | 2) Gedd | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] () ]

12.Evaluation of the cour;ei/s appropriate to discriminate the students
,ﬁ Very good ] 2) Goed [ 3) Average l 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor l () T

Any other suggestion(s)

- Agvees
Date 020 — l } ,7.20 %‘)j Name of Student \,,l{ )\)WW Signature

) L@kq Princiial G[‘,(}HFGE
M ' Q NARASAR!\OFETA EHGIEERING LULAEY
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IEERING CULLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS )

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year ‘2-_@[@_*9&20

Name: M .y M % Course : R (ec(l,\

Department :

Ec Years/Semester :
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following ‘
9 8 7] 6 5 4 3 [ 2
Extremely Very Good ] Moderately | Moderate Some how Poor I
Good ~ | Good Good . Tolerable |
. !
| S.No. [ Particulars
1 Learning valye (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening Perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations

3 | Depth of the course content
f_4 Extent of coverage of course
L5 | Extentor effort required by students
[ 6 Relevance/learnin
|7 | Overall rating

g value of project/ report

2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate

[ 3) Iﬁadequate | 4) Dull [ 5) Irrelevant

)

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly I 2) Relevant 3) Partly

4) Mostly 5) Completely ( » '
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant -

4. Rate the Séquence of units/modules of the course
, 5) Very Poor f ( QJ !

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
2) Adequate 3) Inadequate

gn of the course in terms of extra learning or self.]
3) Average 4) Poor

d ? Zg NG COUIERE
ASARAOPETA ENGIREERING COLLER
I C e (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 5?.3 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technolog

gy advancements
1) Very good | 2) Good 4) Poor 5) Very Poor

3) Average

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering
Sciences, Professional Course, Pr

Training / Internship etc.

U) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor f 5) Very Poor ( Z )

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course
current global scenarios.

l
U) Very good ‘ 2) Good J 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor , (! ) 7

Sciences, Basic
ofessional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
() u) Very good ] 2) Good ’ 3) Average , 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l ( ] ) j

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
m Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor l ( [ ) j

Any other suggestion(s) }\-/0

(|| hoo M-V ot falin MO

Date Name of Student Signature

) ) _
. . | Pringipal "
IQ NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
I C | (AUTONOI‘;%)US’)Z 601.
ASARACPEL -2+
HAR Guniur (Dist.), Bl




Sife NARASARAOPETA
NEC EN GIN EERIN G COLLEGE

(AUTON, OIVIOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
; 12t

' Académi"c Year: 20\G — 2090

Name : P ASYod evwa Course : B .Te ch
Department: ¢S g ' ’ Years/Semester: JIL ~T_
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9. 8 7 1.6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely - [~ Very " Moderately . Some how [ Very Extremely
Good Good G°°4d Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor | Poor
S.No. Particulars A . Rating
1| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical ab111t1es or ‘
| broadening perspectives) q
.2 | Applicability/relevance to real life 51tuat10ns Y
3 | Dépthi of the course content <
4 | Extent of coverage of course ' %
5 | Extent of effort required by students 3
6 Relevance/learmng value of proj ject/ report F—
7 Overall rating N
. 2. Thessyllabus was . . N , i
| 1) Challenging [ 2 Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4)Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () ]
3. Your background for beneﬁting_ﬁ*orn the course was . A -
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4)Mostly - | 5) Completely (R)
Relevarit Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant f '
£ '-\, » t“‘ e ,.»..-:uu T AT dpei A
4. Rate the sequence‘ Of mits/modules: .of the.course PO s EPE I
1) Excellent 2) Adéquate’, 7+ 3) Inadequate ™| 4) Poor 15 Very P‘oor‘ i 8 \j%,)
e PR ECs e . e . 4 TR “i:
- . o ~ "~ e "‘I“’.‘L‘: .. t‘:.»w“"" SR LTINS At f" s N TN
'_’ Se E ( LI H AT 3 ; .
S. Rate the adequateness of the text book and referencé book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)
=
__6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate '3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor (3)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very'good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | S)VeryPoor [ () |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

()

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good l 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor

|

() ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor

3 ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development ‘
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | | 5) Very Poor | (=) |
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () | &
Any other suggestion(s)
Pyovize v Giovie SWefd |
(RERANSETANN P IS Sew
Date 28 -10 - | q Name of Student Signature
ﬂ ! MUY
Principal”
< LECE
- [IARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLL
I A C (AUTONOMOUS), 01
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
Acadeﬁic Year: 20| C{ o 2020

Name : A ‘(]?(JVGS}\ KUMO.X @@ddy Course :

Department : CGF | Years/Semester : 9 = )
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 g 2 1
PGses” | doon | oot | Vg | voderae | SRV | poor | Very | Eemel
S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
| broadening perspectives)
Applicability/relevance to real life situations
Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

NN wlN

QLT P2 1QF R

2. The syllabus was

u) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irelevant | ) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( 3)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate | | 3).Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor F 3 )

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
L 1) Excellent 2) Adequate - 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( 1)

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? = ©
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ‘ )

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
Ll) Very good I 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] ( ’))_ ’




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor I ( ()) ]

A —

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

f 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ ( 2) l
-~/

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios. ‘

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good [3)Average | 4) Poor | | 5) Very Poor | (D) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
I 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (D I

Any other suggestion(s) N QGQ 'tO d CVeE )O P e yé C%f)pﬁ)lg)ﬁ? Ca'): I‘Oﬂ

Date '2% - \D- \C] Name of Student Signature

ARakesh kumay Keddy — AfRoesy

NARASA-RAQPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P,

TQAC o
. (AUTONOMOUS)



Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
4 '

Acaden;ié Year: 22017~ 2 D21 0
P1 Mostoka
Name: k .47 ) Neo(>g: Course : Bj}a/ﬂ

Department: ¢ $ & Years/Semester : 7~ _ T
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 I |
Extremely - Very " Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | FoOr Poor [ Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
| broadening perspectives) . 7
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations &'
3 | Depth of the course content =)
4 Extent of coverage of course ' g
5 | Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 57
7 | Overall rating 7
_ 2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull l 5) Irrelevant | (L) T
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly - | 5) Completely ( I )
Relevarit Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor : ()
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and referencé book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (o)
=
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? : :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
U) Very good I 2) Good ‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor { () ’




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good ’ 3) Average [ 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor l (r) —l

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4)Poor | 5) Very Poor [ () T

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor [ (1) —l

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students )
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |

Any other sug estion(}L
&,ﬂ‘? e lRem 0 é:?O‘/

k.P ) Mo@sl-ha 7. p/f/%lf’l‘/

Date 9¢-(0 - \9) Name of Student Signature

M/ B 7 - |
ENG! FERING O T .
! ' : NARASARAOPETA s

AUTONO
NARP(«SARAQPET . 822 601
‘ Guniur (Dist.); A
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o -

NE

C ENGINEERI

RAOPETA
NG COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : PZW MML

Department : (. !@

1. Please give

J

a rating of your course on the following

Academic Year: 019 - 0 20

Course : g %QQA,
Years/Semester : ('/I / Z

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
| broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Sy c aniald

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

SIR-N T FN EY I

Overall rating

2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irelevant | (2 ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (3 )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course \ ’
1) Excellent 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (Z)

2) Adequate

S. Rate the ade

quateness of the text book and refere

nce book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( Z)
=
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (29
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
mVery good ] 2) Good I 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (29 l

9 8 6 5 4 3 2 I |
Extremely - Very Moderately : Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars Rating



8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

[ 1) Very good { 2) Good

| 3) Average

| 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

’ 1) Very good | 2) Good

] 3) Average

| 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2 |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4)Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[l) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor , S) Very Poor [ (¢) ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good

| 3) Average

| 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | /) | L

Any ofher suggestion(s)

(<)
dd covp

F. TAhforn khom

Date H/(p{(ﬁ/

it
IQAC

Subsecly move n the Supdlosbiy.

Name of Student

@cf%vmkfwm

Signature
o
Princi
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO! I FRE
(AUTONQMOUS) W/

'NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
- Guntur (list.), A



St NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(A U'I‘O.N'OlMO'U'S)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

v Acaderﬁic Year: 20]9 -2 o

Name : H /Pﬁé‘“&“g)é\ B"/‘/gj% Course: R fec .
Department : C-CfE : Years/Semester - Ir /Z

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
Extremely Very Moderately Moderate | Some how Po Very Extremely |
- Good Good Good Tolerable or Poor Poor -

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to rea] life situations
Depth of the course content

3 A
3 | g ]
Extent of coverage of course ' n
5 | Extent of effort required by students n
6 Relevance/leaming value of project/ report “
7 g ]
- 2. The syllabus was
[ D) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4)Dull

Overall rating
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
5) Completely
Irrelevant

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the Sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate

5. Rate the adequéteness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ‘ :
!T) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate F) Poor 5) Very poor (2)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
evgeod [29Good  T3)Aversge [#oor |5 Vay Poor T35




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor , (2 ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc. . . '

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l a) |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.
rl) Very good I 2) Good ] 3) Average \ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2.) J

11. The curriculum has focus on skill development _
[T)Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (29 J

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students /
fl) Very good I 2) Good I 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor \ (2 _J L4

Any other suggestion(s)

a prokesloba A prelesh Bt

Date MI (@ l lC,  Name of Student Signature

- o
Princi o
l AC NARASARAUPETAENG\N RINGCOMITCE @
' (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET -522 601.
Guntur (Dist.): AP




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

J

Acadérﬂi;: Year: CZO\Q -0

Name : S-MOﬂO&SSU\Y\C\ Re AC&A Course: (. Tech
Department: (¢ S € | Years/Semester: ¢ -
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely - Very " Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Y0Or Poor | Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or q
| broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 2
3 | Depth of the course content Q
4 | Extent of coverage of course ‘ R |
5 Extent of effort required by students = |
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report X} 1
7 | Overall rating q 1
2. The syllabus was v
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irelevant | (@) ]
‘3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly - | 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the, sequehce of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
L 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (L)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ’ }
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| D) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) VeryPoor | (\) |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average ’ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor I (L) ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (\) )

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (3) (
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good I 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor l () ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | {f) ]
Any other suggestion(s)

Need o focuens  en AL doveloY mont

2 Naeas luna. ReddH S o 2

Date |4 } [0 )[ al Name of Student Signature

- Princi
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COU FCE

‘ ( ! (AUTONOMOUS)
] ~ NARASARAOQPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGEH

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

}

Acaderﬁic Year: 209 - 20
, - Q
Name : l[( /L%r Uighmun <o Course : ’E./IéC'H

Department : ¢s¢& | Years/Semester: 9\

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 S 4 3 2 1

Extremely - Very " Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor

Poor

S.No. | Particulars

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) .
Applicability/relevance to real life situations
Depth of the course content
Extent of coverage of course
Extent of effort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

Rating

A

o oy |0 D

NN~ lwlN

2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (4) ]

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
Ll) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (%)

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ! .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
mVery good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average J 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ () [




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

(%)

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

] 1) Very good ] 2) Good J 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

(2)

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor (1)
11. The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ()

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

ko dage Uishuogdl
Date \u[/(,O)l’] Name of Student

kQAl—

Signature

% W / “
|
l\?EENNG cOUFRE

 NARASARA

- Guntur (Bist.), AP

Pri
NARASARAOPETA EN
oOMOUS)
IQAC | (AT PET - 522 601,



S

NA

RASARA

OPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

aAuT ON OIVIOUS)

Name

Department :

Student Feedback Form on Cﬁrrigulum

CJ\ HQ‘E\ AL
CSe

Pl

1. Please give a raﬁng of your course on the following

Acaden;ié Year: Lq *&O
Course ¢ B TECP’\ .

Years/Semester : & =)

9. 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely ~ Very’ Moderately ‘ Some how | Very Extremel
Good Good G°9d Good Modcrate 'Tole;able Poor Poor | Poor Y

S.No. | Particulars Rating

1| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical ablhtxes or
| broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life s1tuat10ns

Deépth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

| Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/leammg value of prolect/ report

<Qlalun|alwlivo

.Overall rating’

o OO oY _©

2 The: syllabus was

Ll) Challengmg | 2) Adequate

13) In'adeql.late‘

| 4)Dull

‘ l 5) Irrelevant l (t)

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly
Relevarit

2) Relevant

3) Partly
Relevant

4) Mostly
Irrelevant

5) Completely
Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence” of ‘umts/’fnodules of the course

¥

U Stk save S

1) Excellent ~FEDy

o S35 e
ﬂ\ﬂzv'%a- ..}~;£"Z - f

afeht 3% 13)‘Ifiadequate

2
32
'Aqﬁ

4) Poor |

15 Verszoor

0
Ko

[

v‘: |
e K8
4

S

..‘

'53 rnm-

PR sn x’ f';}"e

Vs
» 75
OEX 4’.‘.(

5. Rate the adéquateness of thestext: book and refere

3 . ‘:‘ik!'hu“"’h -t e .
nce book mentioned for the course

i “rert
3

L 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
._6. Were you able to get the prescribed reéadings? .
I) Excellent 2) Adequate '3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor \)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self- learmng

| 1) Very good

| 2) Good

| 3) Average

| 4) Poor

I' 5) Very Poor _ | NES |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

LI) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [

(1

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

| 1)» Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average J 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor

Q) ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

mVery good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | S) Very Poor ]

4O ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

[ 1) Very good , 2) Good I 3) Average ] 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

aesend cuassculum % (ijod.-

C I Hoegsun

Date [y I ko I(o) Name of Student

Princi

o bodiui

Signature

NARASARAOPETAENGI |EERING COUIFRE
I AC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



32 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
J

Acadérﬁié Year: 2019-2020

Name :.S K * Ma.k-am mad . \S ha(q I(‘) Course . 3 .TCCL’
Department: ¢ SE | Years/Semester : T -
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2] I
Extremely Very - Moderately . Some how Very Extremely
- Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars | Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or q
| broadening perspectives) :
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations ?
3 Depth of the course content <]
4 | Extent of coverage of course 5 T
5__ | Extent of effort required by students g
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7 | Overall rating |
2. The syllabus was :
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4)Mostly - | 5) Completely (2)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor , Gl )
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
l.l) Excellent | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2:)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? i .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor .

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
L]) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l (2) ,




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

l 1) Very good | 2) Good

| 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good

[ 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (1) !

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good

| 3) Average | 4)Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |

11. The curriculum has focus on skill development

ﬁ) Very good l 2) Good

| 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

| 1) Very good | 2) Good

| 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) | @

Any other suggestion(s)

cud¥iculum S good

Date [qj(ol[b}

s

1QAC

Name of Student S K - M ha Mmmad: Shqau kh Signature &0\0}1&_

}

YV

Princéipal :
NARASARAUPETA ENGINEERING CONERE ®
' (AUTONON\OUS)G 1
NARASARAOPET - £22 607
Guntur (Bist). s



Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

i

Academic Year: Q019-Q0

Name: A HARS HITHA Course : %T‘\ech
Department: << g | Years/Semester : T\ — |
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | POr Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) q
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations R}
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course Q
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating Q
2. The syllabus was
Ll) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) 1
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1))
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (o)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? 4
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
w\/ery good I 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] (1) l




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | S) Very Poor

(L) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

’ 1) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

() ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor (1) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

| 1) Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average i4) Poor I 5) Very Poor (\) I
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor (2.) J

Any other suggestion(s)

A HPRSHITHA

Date [ b [[0) 70’0) Name of Student

0 Ay, -
: Princip

ERING LM TR

I A | NARASARAOPETA ENGIN
| (AUTONOMOUS)

e

NARASARACFET - & v
Cuniur (Dict.); -« .

:
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NEC

NARASARAOPETA
ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curric_ulum

7

Academic Year: 2 09-20

Name : ‘B o % mnj &\f? Course:  H\CA
Department: M A Years/Semester : i[ﬁ,
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 > 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | FoOr Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) q
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations K
3 | Depth of the course content .
4 Extent of coverage of course S
5 Extent of effort required by students 3
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report <X
7 Overall rating 1
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | ( O ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (3R)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( <Q

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

w Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ]




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good | 2) Good —[ 3) Average r4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (\) [

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good l 2) Good I 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (n) ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

L 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (3R l
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | ( ( ) [
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students <
l 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average . | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( 2’1 |

Any other suggestion(s)

" \
. cNar eon

Date Name of Student ignature

i:('fi’?;g';t _; _ 1R
I UARASARAQPETA ENCIHFERING £O1ITEE

AUTONORIOUS)

NARASARADP

7 _~

>

-

Guinteg (LIS L)y L
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

1

Academic Year: 210)9-20

Name : k. Saf Cravaitihe Course : MCA
Department : MC A Years/Semester : 1\ \f\l
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or Q
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations T
3 | Depth of the course content 4
4 | Extent of coverage of course 7
5 | Extent of effort required by students |
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 2
7 | Overall rating 8
2. The syllabus was
] 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant [ 1) —\
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent ' | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (2.)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (9)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

Ll) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor

l 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

| 1) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (9) l

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average J 4)‘Poor | 5) Very Poor I (2) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
‘ 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (1) }
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students '
| 1) Very good I 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | (2) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

K. Cal Gnonsucth s %ure

Date ame of Student

)
I A C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO! I FRE .
(AUTQNOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.F.




NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academié Year: 20/9- )0
Name : &< ‘ Qu\ti’aﬂa Course : HMCA

<)

Department : MC A Years/Semester : 7 |

e

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

Extremely Very Moderately | Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | FO°r Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars Rating
P 1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course ' > \:
Extent of effort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

~N| N[~ |WIN

_{J&O(‘DO\ —~

2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] (<0.) —\

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (3)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course :
o 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ¢ L)
|
|
:
|

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (%)

i 6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
_ 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (&)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning .
‘ 1) Very good ‘ 2) Good ‘ 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] () |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (3) |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (‘Q) }

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

U) Very good I 2) Good I 3) Average I 4);Poor I 5) Very Poor | (R) j

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
Ll) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (L) ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l (&) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

Ko - Cultbang

Date Name of Student nature

IQ AC NARASARAOPETA mcmfnmecmwas

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), 4.~
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academic Year: Y0[9-20

Name: ¥, N aga Man< Course : N\CA
Department : pM e A

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

0N
Years/Semester : [/ ) B

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | FO°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or -
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 6
3 | Depth of the course content —+
4 Extent of coverage of course F
3 Extent of effort required by students =
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report -3
7 Overall rating 6
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (=) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (2)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2.)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
’ 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (29~ ]




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| ) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (25 |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good l 2) Good , 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (2) l

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

U) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4)"Poor | 5) Very Poor l (2) j
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
u) Very good [ 2) Good I 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I (2 T
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students O
m Very good l 2) Good l 3) Average f 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (2 j

Any other suggestion(s)

R ¢l
V. N?EBO\'Y[QVW %/N

Date Name of Student Signature

|
Princi

I AC | NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
’ (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 661.
Guntur (Dist.), AP
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: M. Pavown \Ca,\gaV)

7

Academic Year: 20/9 -0

Course :

M A

Department :  M.C A Years/Semester : E/T ]@
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | Y°°T | Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) 5
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations ]
3 Depth of the course content &
4 Extent of coverage of course T
5 Extent of effort required by students 6
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7 Overall rating =
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () *‘
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (9)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (92.)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (AL

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

| 1) Very good

| 2) Good |

3) Average

[ 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|

(2 ]




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Ll) Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (Y —l

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

u) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (9.9 j

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (L) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on'skill development
u) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ () I
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students o
| 1) Very good ] 2) Good l 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (¢ j

Any other suggestion(s)

™ Pavnmleabpy oA Senedd

Date Name of Student Signature

NARASARAGPETA EIIGINEERING CC!! FRE @
I (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 5272 601.
Gunuut (Dist.]; ~as
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: ) , \Q&be‘

7

Acadeniic Year: 20/ 9- 20

Course: M A

Department: M ¢ A Years/Semester : j_UI\_L
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Modgrate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) -+
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations b
3 | Depth of the course content g
4 | Extent of coverage of course R
5 Extent of effort required by students b
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 7
7 Overall rating o
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant I (9) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course -
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (9)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor () )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (9)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

\ 1) Very good

| 2) Good

[ 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|

(9) |




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
U) Very good I 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (-2 j

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

Ll) Very good [ 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ’ (9) —l

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (8) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
Ll) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ’ (1) j

12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1)

Any other suggestion(s)

m Rowmu -

Date ame of Student Signature

@J/ ﬁ /// '
‘ ? Principal
I AC NARASARAOPETA ENGI EERINGCO! R
(AUTONQMQUS)

NARASARAOPET - 5222 601.
Guniur (Dist.), AP
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: M. Rowwegh
Department : M\C. A

1. Please give a rating of

1

your course on the following

Academic Year: 9olG-Lo

Course: CA

Years/Semester : _(llf W
s S

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | PO Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) L
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations o
3 | Depth of the course content S
4 Extent of coverage of course N
5 Extent of effort required by students A
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report é
7 Overall rating ;
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (2) [
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (y)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (Y
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

\ 1) Very good

| 2) Good

] 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
w Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average ’ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor [ € )~ *[

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

U) Very good ] 2) Good ! 3) Average l 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor I (%) W

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4)Poor | 5) Very Poor | (3) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average ’ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ ()) j
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students W
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1 |

Any other suggestion(s)

B lemsh Honi
Date ame of Student ren

M M@]/&
I Principal
C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COUI FCE ®

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601,
Guntur (Disi.); ~.i%
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academic Year: 20(9~20

Name: P Syam Lyva Qul&y Course : M LA
Department : M C,pr Years/Semester : W LE

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 8

broadening perspectives)

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 7]

3 Depth of the course content @

4 Extent of coverage of course -7

5 Extent of effort required by students |

6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 1

7 | Overall rating ]

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate l 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant l (8) \

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (3)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( q')/)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (3)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

‘ 1) Very good

} 2) Good

) 3) Average

[ 4) Poor

[ 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] (2) j

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

mVery good ] 2) Good , 3) Average I 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor { 2 ) 1

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

Ll) Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ () j

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
Ll) Very good l 2) Good l 3) Average [ 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor [ (9) 1

12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Ll) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (L) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature
' A ‘ NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING £t RRE:
l (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.
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NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

1. Please give a rating of

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : P \/o.‘}"‘;alz,k

Department : -~ A

your course on the following

Academic Year: 20/9-L0

Course: M- - A

Years/Semester : I/ E

9

8 7

6

5

4 3

1

Extremely
Good

Very
Good Good

Moderately
Good

Moderate

Some how
Tolerable

Poor

Very
Poor

Extremely

Poor

S.No. | Particulars

Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

N[N Wi

Overall rating

SN RO W3 o) Q

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate |

3) Inadequate

| 4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly
Relevant

2) Relevant

3) Partly
Relevant

4) Mostly
Irrelevant

5) Completely
Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course

1) Excellent

2) Adequate

3) Inadequate

4) Poor

5) Very Poor

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (1)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor «(])

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

| 1) Very good

I 2) Good !

3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good [ 2)Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

! () |

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good l 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

[ @ ]

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

u) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

L]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

| (]

u) Very good [ 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor

12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

w Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

Any other suggestion(s)

0 wolrn o

Date Name of Student

1%
| Princi

’ RASARACPETA ENGI

l Q A C = (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601

Signature

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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RASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Name: ¢ 4, St Pawya

Department : ~ w( A

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

1

Academic Year: %g /9-20

Course :

MCA

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Years/Semester : il_;lT, l T

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () ]

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (Q )

Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor-‘ (1) 1
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (V) l
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (9.) ,

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

m Very good

’ 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 |
"Gt | oo | oot | VG5 | osee | Jome BV [ poor| Ve | Fgomery |
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) i
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 6
3 | Depth of the course content E
4 Extent of coverage of course -
5 | Extent of effort required by students /4
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report i
7 | Overall rating &



8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
m Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | (2) J

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

] 1) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor I (1) f

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.

rl) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4)?Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (2) }

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good T 3) Average l 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ’ (2) ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) ’

Any other suggestion(s)

& P, Sei Rownsar t

Date Name of Student Signature

J_ML/_———— Principal—
C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLIFEE
IQ (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (uUist.), A.P.
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