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%= NARASARAOPETA
NE: ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acaderﬁic Year: 9 01§ -QLo\A.
Name : S\,(T’lof)\:a.ﬁ uag ’ Course: W3-Tech .

Department : ¢, us\ ’ Years/Semester : 2 =% .

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

(

9 8 7 6 5 4 3

1

Extremely Very Good Moderately Some how

Very
Poor

Extremely

Poor

Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable 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~ |WN

Overall rating

-00000_050_’_[ o ¥

2. The syllabus was W

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

1

Q) |

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

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

(M)

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

1) Excellent 1°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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

&l Maskan val: Sk -ted

Date 4 Name of Student Signature

NARASARAOPETA ENGRIEERINGCTLIEGE ()
I Q A C (AUTONOMOUS)

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

NNEC ENGINEERING COLILEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curric_ulum

g

Name : ). g naa& -re/&Aé.

Academic Year: 9018 Q01 9 -

Course : W Teeh -

Department : aar 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 | Y°°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

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

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 [rrelevant 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'thé‘iﬁdéghéit‘e:ri@é of the text book and reference book mentioned for‘.the c—‘oufse-‘»
1) Excellent °| 2) Ade’q"ué‘te’ '| 3) Inadequate 4) Poor -5)- Very poor (72-)

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 l 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 I (2 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 l 3) Average I 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. )
U) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (\) ’

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
mVery good I 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 | (1) }

Any other suggestion(s)

b Qe nagy YC&@ b S@

Date Name of Student Signature

% Prin
NARASARAOPETA EflGHI
I AC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

/

Academic Year: 2018 - 2019
Name : A_Mcmoj S8 |4uma)/ Course: [3 Oech
Department : Cﬂ\v"«] 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 | Fo°r 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

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

Overall rating

N[N~ WwW N

2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant [ (92) —I

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 ,-adequaterfess,'of .thel text book and reference book mentionedf‘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 | 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.

Ll) Very good

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

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

(2) |

Date

4 Ma YZDJ Sa' KuwaaY

Name of Student

TQAC

& Hovih Sui Acwmarv

Signature

NARASARAOPETA ENGI
(AUTONOMOUS)

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

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : j) ,A'v\/\amocﬁ/\

1

Academit Year: 20!8-2019

Course: R Tech

Department : (" ¢\/ | ) Years/Semester : "] — |
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 | 00T Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or ved
broadening perspectives) doo
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
3 Depth of the course content 9
4 Extent of coverage of course ‘ S
5 Extent of effort required by students [
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report T
7 Overall rating <
2. The syllabus was
| D) 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 Cl 3

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

1) Excellent. | 2) Adequ_ate_ | 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 (92)
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

| 1) 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 | (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.

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

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 | 4)‘Poor , 5) Very Poor l (Q) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development ,

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

Any other suggestion(s)

3 ~QW\O\MOCH/W &EW

Date Name of Student Signature

Prineipal

NARASARAOPETA EXJGIHEERING COLLECE o
I A C (AUT@NOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLILEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

. B
Academic Year: 2018 — % ICI
Name:A. SR pcYasa Qéc’éj' Course: [3 ~ e ch
Department : (', (YCCS T Years/Semester : 7{ / T
awi | Egineesing Iy
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 | 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 B W N

Overall rating

2. The syllabus was

u) Challenging ] 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant I (1) T
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 ad‘eQLla't“e'rié“‘sé of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor £ T
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 | 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

(3) |




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 | () ]

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 [ 5) Very Poor ] (9} '

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students ,
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average r4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] ( ] ) ] A

Any other suggestion(s)

0. SPITh Visa Ileclglj f. Svip VRS PG?/L”

Date Name of Student Signature
@( M,
Princ
I A C NARASARAOPETA EHGINEERING COLLEGE o
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



S NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

'

Acadexﬁiﬁ Year: Qo\8 - Qo0 \q

Name: ). 75%7 Mfﬁl Course : ({’)TQU\
Department : wa,Q @y,é);,n QQ/Q(L'@ Years/Semester : E/_I'I

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
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 AW

| olil|oo| O H|-D s

2. The syllabus was
U) Challenging ’ 2) Adequate l 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] (t) ]

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 ; ()

. -
x4

P £ § P >

5. Rate fhe adequf;_télgllesjs‘ 0f the text book and reference book mentioned for thé cours;e
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
m Very good I 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ’ ( 9/) |




N

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 (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.

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

( 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 I 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (Y |
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students ‘

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature

H4,

,/ ’/

" Pprincipal
NARASARAOPETA ENGI EERING COLLEGE |
‘ AC (AUTONOMOUS) W
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NEC

NARASARAOPETA
ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

'

Name : g TGJ'Q\ \/;vanh’a/‘(z(-’j/\

Acaderhic Year: 20018~ O

Course : ]?‘ '7“@[ L

Department: (C/V\/ /)| é/\/ AN £ L LRIN f; Years/Semester : @ /47)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 | P0Or 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 R
3 Depth of the course content -
4 | Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students R
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 3
7 | Overall rating =

2. The syllabus was

u) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull

I 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 ()
S. Rate th}, .a{aéqi;atehés_s of the text book and reference book mentioned for the cdﬂrsé
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
mVery 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 l 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.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 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.

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | S5) Very Poor | (V) j

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students )
| 1) Very good L2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (%) l

Any other suggestion(s)

S Tejon \lewxatel), S Teje vbnt

Date Name of Student Signature

ﬁ7(/ | M, _—
Principal
NARASABAGPETAENG! EERINGCOLLECE O
I QAC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET -522 601

Guntur (Dist.), A.Px




itz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

J

Acaderﬁic Year: Ro)3— 019

- N —
Name:A-Cﬁ@F_L kRI&H A Course : E*)CC)’)
Department : CT vI L EN CﬂI NE E R':LN(") Years/Semester : 1} / B
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 | 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 3
3 | Depth of the course content 3
4 Extent of coverage of course ¢
5 Extent of effort required by students 4
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Vi
7 Overall rating q
\
2. The syllabus was
Ll) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] (} ) T
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 . L
1) ‘Excellent . | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor " [8) \{gry qur % K (3)
5. Rate the adeqﬁ‘a‘teri_esrs of tfile‘text book and reference book mentionéd for th.e-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 (y )

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 | (1) ’




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

| 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.
Ll) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor | (2-) [

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

A-Gropi Kaishna ALt

Date Name of Student Signature

C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
(AUTONOMOUS)

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




Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

;

Academnic Year: 2018 —1 ()

Name: £} . ¢ |1 DA RAD Course: R—teCh
Department : Cf\\/;\ ﬁn@{agcviq&- Years/Semester : ﬂ\\ / 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 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 9
3 | Depth of the course content 3
4 | Extent of coverage of course 2
5 Extent of effort required by students a2
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report é
7 | Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
| ) 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 (\)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
e o) vExc‘ellerit"." | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (")
Wi Réte fhe .é.ld“é':éuaie;nes‘s- of the text book and referencé book mientioned for the c-.oufl'fse.
1) Excelfent " | 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 l 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 J 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I (%) —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.

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

- <A10H RAo A 04\ 0A RAD
Date Name of Student Signature
//‘y
Prin

NARASARAGPETA ENGIREERING COLLECE ()

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

Acaderﬁié Year: Jol&Q-19

Q
Name : k ' Ancl VO‘ &l\/ Course: B Tech
[” » ;

Department : C£v vl 6\8? nees "13 Years/Semester :E /HI

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 | F°r 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 2

3 | Depth of the course content %

4 | Extent of coverage of course 2

5 Extent of effort required by students )

6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 7

7 | Overall rating =

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 (?7)
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 .. (1)
LD Rate zhe‘z.l.giitaduaieness 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 (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 | () |




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

L 1) Very good | 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 | (%) j

Any other suggestion(s)

k. At Yadv k- Ae?l Yady
Date Name of Student Signature
)i |
Pri al
I AC NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COUFCE <
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.R.



itz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

'

Academic Year: Qo1 8— 19

Name: ) . ’(‘ZM/\) Course:(B\'Tec[r\

Department : C il Years/Semester " ITT /__TI
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 | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 1’
broadening perspectives) '
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations g
3 | Depth of the course content *
4 Extent of coverage of course -
S Extent of effort required by students +
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report +
7 | Overall rating |
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irelevant | 1) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (a)
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 ad@uat‘éneéé of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Exc‘e{llgnt .| 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
u) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average I 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 [ K ~|

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 ‘ (‘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) ]

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

Any other suggestion(s)

L Kinan [m.w./

Date Name of Student Signature

, >
Princigal W

- NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO! IFRE
IQ AC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




SN
Toms

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name @ Pf)“*‘"\hﬁ')\ kuw

Department :

1. Please give

\
Wi \

a rating of your course on the following

Acaderﬁié Year: Q@ (¢ - 0 t9
Course : ff} . Tth\
Years/Semester : @/ __(1\

9

8

6

5

4 3

2

1

Extremely
Good

Very
Good

Good

Moderately
Good

Moderate

Some how
Tolerable

Poor

Very
Poor

Extremely
Poor

S.No. | Particulai

IS

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 B W

Overall r

ating

B RLLope| =

2. The syllabus was

I 1) Challenging |

2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate

| 4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

(2) I

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 seq

uence of units/modules of the course

1)- Excellent

2) Adequate

3) Inadequate

4) Poor -

5) Very Poor.

5. Rate the a'd&quatenes’s'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 ( 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




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 | (z2) |

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 I 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.

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

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

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 ] (L |

Any other suggestion(s)

(/P S xmod fumed QMW

Date Name of Student Signature

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




NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
Academic Year: /?@ L N, /9

Name : g - /{ya,a’)(dll ff 74/{)/&0 Course : 2 Tk
Department : ('74/ ;4 Years/Semester : ’_ﬁ/ / Q

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 | FOr 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 F

S Extent of effort required by students +

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9

7 Overall rating <

2. The syllabus was

mChallenging l 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 (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 (22)

i & Feill Y Arise i ‘, ‘,l' ‘, ‘E W \‘

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

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—leaming
u) Very good I 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l { 22 |




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) 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 I 3) Average | 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.

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

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good T3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ] (9) 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) l

Any other suggestion(s)

: km/ﬁk 16(2?@& % [{/MLA_'

Date ame of Student Signature

M/ Principal] W
NARASARAGPETA ENGINE RING COLLEGE
I AC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), AR




Sz NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : CH+* AN

Department : 84T€C s CC M1 ‘7)

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

Academic Year: 201¥-92019

Course : B‘._’\_ec}n

Years/Semester : T ( P

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

broadening perspectives)

o 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

~N N B W N

Overall rating

PP

2. The syllabus was

Ii) 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 sequence of units/modules of the course
m 1) Excellent - | 2).Adequate. . | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor ~| 5) Very Poor (R)
5. Rate the adegﬁateﬁés_s 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 I 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor } (29 ’




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 ] 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 | (9) W
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
Ll) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (R) T
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)
CHe AN Cunadis
Date Name of Student Signature
ey, -

Princ

NARASARAOPETA EIGI

I (AUTONOMOUS)
' NARASARAOPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), A.R

L4



J Y/
N,
= -=

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

7

Academic Year: do18-19

Name: T. 6611%?
Department : ¢SS énﬁ‘?n@drﬁ

Course : B}Ted,,

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

Years/Semester : E/ /‘I

9 8 7 6 ] 4 3 2

1

Extremely Very Moderately | Some how Very
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | F0Or 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 BN

Overall rating

Qo HtoR|H

2. The syllabus was

w 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

(3)

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

1) Excellent - .. |:2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor

|'5) Very Poor

(1)

S
kg

Fhate st 3

5.'.Rété.‘thé"%{déa,;lé,’tériess of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent - 12 Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor (7))
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

m\/ery good ] 2) Good ’ 3) Average | 4) Poor I 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.)

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 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.

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

J

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

T. syuth? ToSicths -

Date Name of Student Signature

Prin 3

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

4
I AC NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.



N
D EE =

NAE
NEC ENGI

RASARAOPETA
NEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name fk /\//42/'//70pp¢{€/ﬂ/

!

Acaderuic Year: 2] -/ ?

Course : f&T e /é

Department : /¢ V/'[ Years/Semester W / .Z
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
P oot | Gooa | Good | M | Moderat | Some T | poor | Yo | ey
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~ W

Overall rating

1Oleqg o Ol O

2. The syllabus was

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

5) Very Poor.

“
i 4
-

5, Rate the”ddéquét’éﬁe"s’s‘ of the text book and reference book mentioued for the course

ki3

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 f

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

Any other suggestion(s)

k- NG 2imdrzérm g pABILS,

Date Name of Student Signature

NARASARAOPETA EfIGINEERING COLLEGE &

I A‘ (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.R.




L

M=

NARASARAOPETA
NEC

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

| Acaderﬁié Year: L0 1 :(Z — ?C”/ g
Course : E .L-QQL .
Years/Semester : i / Z

Name : [ Ancr)i bvm‘m/

Department : CEV[( émﬁ;W@W’ WJ

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
broadening perspectives) g
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations |
3 | Depth of the course content 9
4 Extent of coverage of course 2
5 | Extent of effort required by students 3
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report |
7 Overall rating 9
2. The syllabus was
I 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull ] 5) Irrelevant l () —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 (1)
5. Rate the é"ﬂe‘quaiéﬁeSs‘"bf‘fhé text book and reference book mentioned for -t'he 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 (1)

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

|

(1) |




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 | (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.

m\/ery good | 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (3)

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

[ 1) Very good [2) Good j 3) Average ] 4) Poor l S) Very Poor | (1)

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)

R ol Lot I

Date Name of Student Signature

Prineipal
% NARASARAOPETA ENGIREERING COLLEGE ()

I A( (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academic Year: Q0\8- 2019

Name : \/. Samba Siva Roce Course : R.Tecln
Ropl NO- 18U FIA0LBT
Department : &= EE Years/Semester : \_ / w
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

N[N~ W N

Lololopopot? 9

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 (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 |, " (i )

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioneéd 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
Ll) Very good ‘ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (0 ]




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 [S)VeryPoor [ (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 I 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4)fPoor | 5) Very Poor I (1) j

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

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) l

Any other suggestion(s)

V. Somba Swa Ca
Date Name of Student Signatu re

C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
I (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 60%
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

Academic Year: 20|y —20)9

Name : 1P~ ToHNLUKE Course : B-—\'t,d\
Roll-N"f'?'u'}IAolO‘—- 7—[
Department : L 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 Moderdte 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 Y
3 Depth of the course content 3
4 Extent of coverage of course IJ-
5 Extent of effort required by students «
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Y
7 | Overall rating 9
i
2. The syllabus was
u) 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 Qf_units(modules of the course
1) Ex'cellgn_f - 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate 4) Poor . 5)-Very Poor ey (29
5. Ratethe adequéfenes§ 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 (V)

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

—_
L
~




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

m\/ery good l 2) Good , 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor

RGN

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 I 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.

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

| (L]

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)

V-3 HoN Luke.

Date Name of Student

| " Princlpal

M NARASARAOPETA ENGIRE
(AUTONOMOUS)

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

VD

Signature

ERING COLLEGE
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M

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : m-quhQVi
Roli-No: 18y35RpoR0l

i

Academic Year: Q0|8-20l19

Course : @5’?3 B-TGC‘)

Department : € €c 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 Modezdte Tolerable | PO 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 I
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course Jg
5 Extent of effort required by students =
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report ‘:'l
7 Overall rating q
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) Excellent -

*12) Adequate

--5) Very Poor

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
3) Inadequate 4) Poor ( Q)

S. Rate the ad.e,quéteness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the Course

= W

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 l

3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

|




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

m\/ery 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 I 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor

1

(VO]

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) I

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

(1) |

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

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

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

(Z) |

Any other suggestion(s)

M- madhavi

Date Name of Student

Princ

Sign:tk@(/

£

I NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
' (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

A4



Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

7

Acaderﬂic Year: 20(8 - 9—0( Y

I;zme : GTM Ma fqgwa‘ha Na o Course : [R. (~¢c Lq
II-NO: 18
Department : g 'IE?O 205 Years/Semester : ~ ] / Jil
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 3 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) 1
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations g
3 | Depth of the course content Y
4 Extent of coverage of course <
5 Extent of effort required by students 8
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 8
7 | Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull 1 5) Irrelevant | (1) —I
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2.)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant [rrelevant
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 adéquéteh‘és'sb of the text book and reference book méntiohed 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
I 1) Very good I 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (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 I (v —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 ] 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 l 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor l (2) W
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

C’Z M Mo [,\ﬂwoj@?’kao Gy W‘*@—,

Date Name of Student Signature

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE ()

I (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), A.R




Sitze NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

/

Acaderﬁic Year: X0l&— 2019
Al 1) antk kvfsfaf\m

Name : Q ¥
Roll-NO: YT A 023
Department: E EE

Course: ,'de‘\
Years/Semester : 2 /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 Modevite Tolerable | FO°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 || B WN

10 g oo R

2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate L3) Inadequate | 4) Dull ] 5) Irrelevant | (1) —I
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 . (1)

i

5. R.atjc; thbe‘ adéquatenéss of the text book and reference book mentioned for the‘course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Vefy 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 l 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ [ 4 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

|

(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.

Ll) Very good l 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.

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

Any other suggestion(s)

%7 ZM ' kn’l/{«
Date ame of Student

@ﬁ/ 7 Principal”
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOQUS)
I Q A C NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

C¥azs

L
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Name :

RO”%MO:

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Department: FE

1. Please give a rating of

J. fatdha RRv
':W'%’Sﬂom%

1

your course on the following

Course: (3- Tech -

Years/Semester _ﬂ / T

Acaderrﬁé Year: 2 0|8 19

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | G00d Good Moderdte Tolerable | PO 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~ |W N

Overall rating

Lo0Q [0 Q|-0pq | o

2. The syllabus was

| D) 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
D lE)gceller"i_t e ) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (] )
‘5. Rate the adeqliateness ofithe text book and reference book mentioned for thie coﬁrs_é
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 I 5) Very Poor f (2 ‘




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 ) 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 I 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (\) 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 I 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 Y

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature

. b o
@A/ Prineipal o
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
IQAC NARASARAOPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NEC

Al

Name : K.
Roll-No AUt

NARASARAOPETA
ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Ry kumadt

1A0201

Department : R (AN

1. Please give a rating of

i

your course on the following

Academiﬁ Year: &)’018 -9019
Course : 3 Tech

Years/Semester : f_r\ / I

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate Tolerable | FPoOr 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 AW N

Overall rating

c?OaQ_Q oo Mr‘D

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging |

2) Adequate

l 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 ( 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 ( ﬂ\)

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 (h)
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 l

2) Good

{ 3) Average

I 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 I (Q) }

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 [ £d) ’

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) 1
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] () ’
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students L4
| 1) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] ( 9 ) |
l-\

Any other suggestion(s)

K.\ By kumon K505 kamas

Date Name of Student Signature

Pri al
NARASARAOPETAENG NEERING COLLECE

I AC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 60%

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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C

NARASARAOPETA
ENGINEERING COLILEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: SYed  kamoluddin
Roll-no: VUG Ho P!

1

Acadérﬁiﬁ Year: QO\R— Js\q
Course : %- kﬁ(}\
—

—
Department : Cet Years/Semester : U_\ —al
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) Q
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 8
3 Depth of the course content ]
4 Extent of coverage of course A
5 | Extent of effort required by students A
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report £
7 Overall rating a
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (V) T
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 - (2)
5. Rate the. adéquéﬁeness 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 ( Z)

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

mVery 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 | 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.

| 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 LB) Average l 4) Poor | S) Very Poor ] €YD
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)

Date Name of Student

%,

Signature

N~

NARASARAOPETA ENGl ERING COLLESE
I A C (AUTONO Ous)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.

v



Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

| Acaderﬁic Year: 2018~ 2019

i5 : a
Name : P Sax Kuma- Course: [2* Te el
Roll.n0: 1HUTS ADte -
Department : ££0— Years/Semester : Tﬁd -1
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 3 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 R
broadening perspectives) ‘

Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
Depth of the course content 9
Extent of coverage of course 9q
Extent of effort required by students <
q
C{

Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

NN | R W N

2. The syllabus was

‘ | 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (1) I
| 3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

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

\ Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the'SeqqehEe of units/modules of the course L oXE :
| ® [ Excellent * -1 2) Ade_qug,tq 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor . S VeryPoor | ([)

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%)

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 | (]

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

Any other suggestion(s)

P 532 Ko P bt

Date Name of Student Signature :

I NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CC!F ~2€
(AUT®@NONMOUS)

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

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acadsinic Year: Qo1k-2019

Name : V. RQMU
Rollwe: ASUHSHO 219

Department : €

EE

Course: R, ’(qh

Years/Semester : TV .—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 | YOO 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 e
3 | Depth of the course content e
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 g
2. The syllabus was
Ll) 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 (v)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant [rrelevant
4. Rate thc‘seqﬁéncél of units/modules of the course A »
1) Excellent. ., 4 _2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor +| 5) Very Poor. (\)
5. Rate the adequaféness 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 |

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 l 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 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 [ 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.

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

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

V.. Ramu
Date Name of Student .
‘L/p /
Print
M/ NARASARAOPETAEN {NEERING COLLEGE
NO

( : AUTONOMOUS)
I Q A NARPSSARAOPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), AP



Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

j

Acadeisic Yexr Q0(8-019

Name : Sd - Ka [&S;“«mn'lsa“ Course: 3 "TC,CP)
Rool NO: 1547 |AD23 _
Department : EEE 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)

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~ |WIN

0210/ o0 oy 0p D

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 Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent . | 2) Adequate. 3) Inadequate 4) Poor ~15) Ve;y'Popr' Ty (2

¥

5. Rateﬁth@.'adéqi,la'ténéhss of the text book and reference book mentioried 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
l 1) Very good ] 2) Good ' 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 l 3) Average ’ 4) Poor I 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.

L 1) Very good l 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] (9) 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 l 2) Good [ 3) Average , 4)‘Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (9) l

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

54 kakeshunnisa A boled

Date Name of Student * Signature <~
e W
Princ
(ARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE W
IQ AC (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

g
L
:.‘.“é;

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
Acaderﬁic Year: zpl38-2019

Wi s SO "/Oj“ Qe\/a ZA, B- foc A

Roll.no: 154 F! Ac%? 5

Course :

Department : EF EE Years/Semester : E il
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 q
3 | Depth of the course content 9
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students 3
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating q
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 (Z)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course |
1) Excellent ‘| 2)Adequate | 3)Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Pobr T ¥ )
5. Rate the adequaiéneSs'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

|




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

@ 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.

u) 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.

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

Any other suggestion(s)

- Vaga (/M/A"

Date Name of Student

o
1QAC

@va# /

Signature

Mg,
. Principal -
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COUFRE |
(AUTONOMOUS) @
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

1

Acadexﬁiﬁ Year: 0183019
Course : 73 T&C;)

s
Years/Semester: |\ / U

Name: T. Rom a —ASLCH:\OSk

Rool NO: 1641 5Ap 21T
Department : EEE

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
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

N[N n| B~ WN

OQ‘Q.-D&JOQ‘D

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
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant

5) Completely ( \)
Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent *.|. 3) Inadequate

4) Poor

-|'2) Adequate

5) Very Poor. L)

: aa
&

5. Raté’the adequateness, of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

WIsRE A

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

| 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.

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

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 | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ] «V 1
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

T Rarna-Asucthosh Tomandl

Date Name of Student Signature ~ '

| /% .
- Prin

[UARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING O FRRE

' (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 801.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

i

Academic Year: 2. 18— 20 Iq

Name: S klfon lturmay Course : B-t+cch

Department : Mechonical Years/Semester :  18% — 18+
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 9
3 Depth of the course content Q
4 Extent of coverage of course ‘ 9
5 Extent of effort required by students 2
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7 Overall rating 8
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (n |
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 |+ (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 (q)

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




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

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

l 1) 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 I 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 I (1)

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

< KIRAN LUMAR Q,\Q\‘ow
Date 1912+ 1€ Name of Student Signature
VR
Princin
I AC NARASARAOPETA ENG EERING COILEGE
(AUTONOMQUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), AP,
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Name :

Department :

1. Please give a rating of

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

&Pkl

r ec N cal

'

your course on the following

Academic Year: Q0t€ -9

Course :

QR Seah

Years/Semester : 3 / f\c_

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
_Good Good Gios Good Bodorate 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 q
3 | Depth of the course content 2
4 | Extent of coverage of course X
5 Extent of effort required by students 9Q
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
7 Overall rating q
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 A
1) Excellent: 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5)‘}Yem’Podf ¥ (%)
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 ( 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

l 1) Very good

| 2) Good

l 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

|

(8) |

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) |

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 l 4)'Poor | 5) Very Poor

I

(1) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

|

(1]

mVery good | 2) Good [ 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

(nH ] @

Any other suggestion(s)

Daten‘/ ,w[\ﬁ Name of Student (%, \%0(0’5:

[

A C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COILFCE
(AUTGNOMOUS)

NARASARAGPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: Sk« Edhalood Bonhos
Department : M e ¢ haunt ol EV\ﬁ{'\QLJ'Hryj

1. Please give a rating of

/

your course on the following

Acaderriié Year: 261 %- 19
R Tech

Course :

Years/Semester : | — |

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |

Pen” | oy | Goot | VoG | Modeate | Jome et | Poor| e | Bpench
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 S
3 | Depth of the course content <
4 | Extent of coverage of course ?
5 Extent of effort required by students a
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report <
7 Overall rating 9

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 ()

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 . 2L
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

| 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 [ 3) Average | 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor ’ (GAD) 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.

u) 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.

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

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

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students ‘
| 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average I 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor I (1) ] L4

Any other suggestion(s)

e -t

Signature

ow
Date 1711 2612 Name of Student S I - (M B

: Princinal
IQ A NARASARAOPETA EXGINEERING COLLERE
( ‘ W

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

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

/

Acadeﬁic Year: Qo(£&—\]
B. vVenu

Name : Course: B Tech

Department : fM Echanical Years/Semester : ﬁyr._ ﬁ}k-

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 q
broadening perspectives)
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
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull I 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 Wb
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 (3 )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? :
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (V)

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

|




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

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

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 , 5) Very Poor [ (b W
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

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

Any other suggestion(s)

2/ e Ve
~ Date Name of Student

A~
M Prin

‘ ! NARASARASPETA ENGI EERINGCOLLERE
I A C (AUTONQMOUS)

1.
NARASARAOPET - 522 60 o
Guntur (Dist.), A.P. v

TSV

Signature



) ¥
Mz

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : ngo""‘“ \ enlcoeslc

Department : Y @ th. 8,,%

1. Please give

a rating of your course on the following

Academic Year: 20/ £-19

Course : B K;QbL\
Years/Semester : an yeo 2h(f Som
o

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 \
3 | Depth of the course content 2
4 Extent of coverage of course q
S Extent of effort required by students 7
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7 Overall rating 2
2. The syllabus was
] 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant [ (X ) |
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 s_equenée of units/modules of the course ‘ . .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor ) _\l_ic;'ry '{{)orﬁ, 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 (2
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (v )

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 [

(V) ]




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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

16-2-2019 TR —— ¢ Norloter—

Date Name of Student Signature

Pri

‘ !‘w NARASARAOPETA ENGINEEMING COLLECE
I A(;J (AUTO@NOMOUS)

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

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : @U . @/od( WU

Department : V) 0,(14 %JM

1. Please give a rating of

!

your course on the following

Acaderﬁic Year: 9 of §-1 57

Course : + ¢ o) ane B e,
Years/Semester : fj \/an\ %m

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
broadening perspectives)

9

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 B~ W N

Overall rating

T2 opetd| oee

2. The syllabus was

U) Challenging I 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull I 5) Irrelevant | (y) ]
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 (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? .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor 4 )

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 l 2) Good l 3) Average l 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.

u) Very good I 2) Good ] 3) Average I 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.

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

KQMM
\s,g,lol? &MW (v /ij/’

Date Name of Student Signature

Pri
l Q A C NARASARAOPETA ERGINEERING CLLECE

(AUTON@MOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Bist.), A.P.




e NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : %;!VQ’{N &A‘r‘qw Course : E)T@LL\

] Acadeﬁic Year: ¢ 0/9-| <)

.\ o
Department : M oUn. %v,% Years/Semester : ‘.,) y o6y ) fem
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
m 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

= ol i ah e

| » 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 i)
i 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 l (Y }




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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

V\o,a/lo\ﬂ B@wr) Qo @&V«%

Date Name of Student

¥ % Princ —_—
q b ‘ | NARASARAGPETA FIGINEERING COLLECE
i /_/\ C (AUTONOM@US)
= NARASARAOPET - 522 601
Guniur (Dist.), A.P.

o
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

Name : CJ{AD.’UM % \/ lalb=— MOVW/Q’\ mav

Department :

1. Please give a rating of

HQU’\ %/v\?()

your course on the following

Acaderuic Year: 206/9 - ’ ?

Course : HUA &“74
Years/Semester : ﬁ \/’V f/)g,(m

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
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 NN W

Overall rating

492 010 n_)o -9

2. The syllabus was

I 1) 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 (D
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequénce of units/modules of the course g -
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 S) Very poor ( l )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? A .
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( {V)

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
| 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 | 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 I 5) Very Poor I %) —‘
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
L 1) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average [ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | £ j
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students \-4
w Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ ( ( ) j L

Any other suggestion(s)

\O""? CL,\J'HO\/W(L\MJ C/L\J-mwtmmf

Date Name of Student Signature

I A C NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLFGE
(AUTONO®MOUS) o
: NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Name : \/

Department :

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

B o

Med Engy

1. Please give a rating of

!

your course on the following

Acadeﬁic Year: 2 0) §-\9

Course: (3 .7 el

= 3
Years/Semester : ])/ \/Z Gy LHm

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 o]

3 | Depth of the course content q

4 | Extent of coverage of course 3

5 Extent of effort required by students c(

6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report C(‘

7 Overall rating 8‘

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull l 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 Irrelevant Irrelevant

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

S. Rate the adequateﬁess 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

|

(V) |




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

U) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average I 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
Training / Internship etc.

(PW) & Practical

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

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

[ () ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

m\/ery good ’ 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor

TR

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)

lo- 11- 201§ Y. S~ikomi

Date Name of Student

M/ #rl:j 7

NARASARAOPET
Guntur (List.

7 s o

Signature

ERING COIIERE

' NARASARAOPETA EXGIN
l Q A C (AUTON.MOUS)
~ : -52260%

), AF.

)

L)



Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acaderﬁic Year: 20) 8~ | 7
Name : Q % K-U’mod\ Course : B O e

Department : H QU«OW\Q wJ g"\% nAIr Years/Semester : ’3; =

SN

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)

Applicability/relevance to real life situations Fo)

Depth of the course content 8

Extent of coverage of course : X

Extent of effort required by students S
[
N

Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

NN B (W

2. The syllabus was
U) 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 \‘ ; ()
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 l 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor J (\) J




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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

'2//1 I-20/8 A-Sa Kumox ﬁfoxﬂb’

Date Name of Student Signature

) .
% © Prin .
A ‘ I nees
SPETAENGI EERING O i
I NAMSARQAUTCNOMQUS) \’)
NARASARAOPET -522 601

Guntur (Bist.), A-F:
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: J - PY a““‘\")WV\j%ﬁ?ujU

Academic Year: 20) 8-19

Course :

B-5ed

Department : H 7 Years/Semester : R) - 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 | 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 X
3 | Depth of the course content S
4 Extent of coverage of course %
5 | Extent of effort required by students °}
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report =
7 Overall rating &
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull I 5) Irrelevant I () ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (U
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course by
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 ( 2 )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ;
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (v )

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 1) 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 I 5) Very Poor [ (1) —l

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 | 4)‘Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (y) ]

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

- , /\ﬂ’
95-10-201§ J‘P‘(O‘AM"%M&‘TM«A j o

Date Name of Student Signature

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
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 : BMOU Yde kondo-b“

Academié Year: 20 18- 9

Course :

R el

-~
)

Department : 4 2\, @mcy Years/Semester: [V ~ 1 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 Moderate Tolerable | F°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 al
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 %
7 | Overall rating A

2. The syllabus was

I 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 [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of qnits/modules of the course . X |

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

Ll) Very good

| 2) Good

] 3) Average

] 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

(H




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

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good l 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 | (1))

] -

Any other suggestion(s)

lo-1-2018 > \/chk'mclabv /5 WIA

Date Name of Student Signature

/=)
Princi
NARASARAOPETA ENGI EERING COLLECE

I A‘ ' (AUTGNOM®US) -
NARASARAOPET - 522 601 At

Guntur (Dist.), AR
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : g\)\‘/@’\" MV‘(’PG'U)/

Department :

1. Please give a rating of

M e N

1

your course on the following

Academic Year: .0

BTed

Years/Semester : 1/,\ ooy §

Course :

-1

'

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable | FPo°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 9
3 | Depth of the course content 9
4 Extent of coverage of course 8
5 Extent of effort required by students )%
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report =5
7 | Overall rating '9
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] () I
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 ) ‘ P
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor = (1)
Ny $ jy N % .
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 | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ‘ (7 J




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
u) Very good ] 2) Good l 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.

mVery good l 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 | ([ |

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

V'O(S‘W Stk Hufpaﬂ»— W

Date . Name of Student Signature
Princ
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO1I FRE
I A‘ ' (AUT@NOMOUS) \)
NARASARA@PET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



S NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum
Academic Year: 20/ -1 ?
i oo
Name : Sl,,o\,“,\( Mk (M\Y‘"

Course: (A 5Q Uh
Department : ‘A (1 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 | Fo°r 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 2
4 | Extent of coverage of course 5‘?
5 | Extent of effort required by students 2;’
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 3
7 Overall rating ,?
2. The syllabus was
u) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant l () \
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 ’ 4 e 4 | &
1) Excellent 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate 4) Poor " '5) Veery Poor 3{; j g (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 (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

| 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 ] 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 I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ] (l) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

| IS(S’M f—#w%(ﬁa{pk mymw

Name of Student

Prin

/

Signature

NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING CO! I FRE

I (AUTGNOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



S NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

'

Acaderﬂié Year: 20 § -1 )’

Name: {Doaw oo Ceop! Course : @ 02
Department : ok % | Years/Semester : 3 _ 9 _

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

9 8 7 6 D 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

broadening perspectives)

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q

3 | Depth of the course content q

4 Extent of coverage of course q

5 Extent of effort required by students i

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report §

7 Overall rating 2

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 (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
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 (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 | { I




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

|

(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 I 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 [ (Y5 |
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

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

Any other suggestion(s)

/7/3’) 9 D owon J’a&np'

Date Name of Student

QA/

b0

Signature

_ l IARASARAOPETA ETIGINEERING COLLECE
l Q AC (AUTON@MOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601,
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

i

Acadéruiu Year: 9 0/ § — | ?

Name : 5 0. W"PO-’C’ Na no tW” Course : G q%
&

Department : H 6 Years/Semester : @ #Yul

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 | P0Or 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 g

4 | Extent of coverage of course 8

5 Extent of effort required by students 4

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report C’)

7 | Overall rating X

2. The syllabus was

U) 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 ( vy
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course & B8
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poot"__ ¥ 0)

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 | 2) Good | 3) Average | 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.

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

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 | 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 | () 1

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students 24
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average Df) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (D —‘ -

Any other suggestion(s)

(),r)_ -9 () Ma/{a_ HOo ' ko J~e— j(W
Date Name of Student Signature
M _
- Principat
l' Q AC MARASARAOPETA ERGIREERING CQLI CCE
(AUTONONOUS) <
NARASARASPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



L
o=

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

7

Academic Year:

2018—)9

Name: K. Taye sy Course: B eth
Department: C SE Years/Semester : 9: |
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 | FOr Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or q
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations el
3 Depth of the course content 9
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 | (2) —’
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 5) Very Poor ¢3.)
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 (4)
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
Ll) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (A1) |

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 | (2) 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 l 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 | (4) |

Any other suggestion(s)

w“(odui& NN ‘*‘Cquo't\yyqa N Q,(YY; i .

o B
Date y [ 10 [[ g Name of Student ignature

Princlaal
I A C NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLFRE @
(AUTONCMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.P. 4




Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

b

Acaderﬁic Year: 2018 -(9

Name : /\/7 BLW/&‘V‘“ Course: [5. Tecl

Department : ¢ [ = Years/Semester : [ 1/ / I
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 + 3 2 |
P ons” | ey | Good | Mg [ ot | SRV | poor | pery | Eenely
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 DB W N
ORI | 39| 09| 50 (<0 o

2. The syllabus was
Ll)Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | € 22 |

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
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 l 5) Very Poor ‘ ( 2 |




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

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

U) Very good I 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 | ()) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

[ 1) Very good [2) Good I 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 [ (2) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

ntnediice lw{wq/—x?j orippled Sc}};,]€0£§ -

M- ngJ/MW\

Date th l(’O\g Name of Student

IS

~

o~

/V-E//wm

Signature

Pﬂhc
ALIECT
Qf k SARAOPETA ENGIMEERING CCLLECE
I C N (AUTONOMOUS}

NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Bist.), AP



itz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

4

Acaderﬁic Year: 2018 - 9
Name : N -7ASLoA s Course : 8 Tech

Department : € S€ Years/Semester : Ly —\

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) q

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations +

3 Depth of the course content R

4 Extent of coverage of course 9

5 Extent of effort required by students ?

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9

7 Overall rating Q

2. The syllabus was

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

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 (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 (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 I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ’ ( &) J




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

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

L]) 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 | (&) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

i

A ASwAT

Date \0 {l 0 ! ( % Name of Student

i
1IQAC

Signature

[ARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COU FCE
(AUTONONMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601,
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Name :

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

KsSHTSRT

Department : (_S T

1. Please give a rating of

2

your course on the following

Academic Year: Qo\@-\9

Course: @ TEUN

Years/Semester : a -

9 8 7 6 5 + 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 8
3 Depth of the course content q
4 | Extent of coverage of course o
5 Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7 | Overall rating 9
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 (\)
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 £2)
5. Rate the ade;]uateness 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 Poor

|




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 f (&) 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.

u) 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 [S)VeryPoor | (3) |

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

12. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students L4
w Very good , 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor [ (V) 7

Any other suggestion(s) \y é’\\"n_e o vont Q&\\j ot kQL—\‘\hO\O 33} O e (S ons

Date g l(‘(),\ 3 Name of Student ‘-( S TSR “STgn ture

W Ny
( ! Prin W
I AC [JARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONGMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : P‘Aﬂ;/ *um%

Department :

CS€

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

Acaderﬁic Year: 015 1 Cs

Course : g Tech
Years/Semester : 3 / }

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

R[N ||~ W N

Overall rating

0 oo Y PolD

2. The syllabus was

|T)Challenging | 2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

l

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly
Relevant

2) Relevant

3) Partly
Relevant

4) Mostly
I[rrelevant

5) Completely
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 ( ' )
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

ﬁ) Very good

‘ 2) Good

l 3) Average

\ 4) Poor

l S) 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 ] (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 I 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 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 | ) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
wVery good l 2) Good ! 3) Average l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] (a) j
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students | 4
u) Very good l 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ’ %) j
Any other suggestion(s) Q)¢ oA ;b\h(cdi“]bﬂ! Wil otlur 0N Sovye Coulsv.
Suhefie «
P e ‘ & unmol
Date @ , (% l 1% Name of Student Signature
4@( Princ f :
! [ARASARAOPETA EiiGiisEERING COLLEGE o
] Q A (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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(AUTONOMOUS)
Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year '-Q:Q--'-?-):D\Q(
Name: . AN NS\ Course: B \@ck
Department: C ¢ & 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 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 D
4 Extent of coverage of course g
5__ | Extent of effort required by students Ve
6 | Relevance/leaming value of project/ report ol
7__| Overall rating F
2. The syllabus was o ‘
[ 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 (2)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant -
4. Rate the se uence of units/modules of the course
I 1) Excellent [ 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (2)

. € text book and reference book mentioned for the course -

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

t} Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor () 7

7. Rate the design of the ¢

1) Very good 2) Good

3) Average ] 4) Poor

by
IQA

ourse in terms of extra learning or self-learning
5) Very Poor

AEERING £OLLFoE

(AUTONQMOUS)
NARASARAOPET -522 601.
Guntur (Dist) A D

QL RO R



8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
ﬁ)\’cry good | 2) Good l 3) Average 1 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.

[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor 15) Very Poor ] (1) |

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 14) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor | (R) ]
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
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (|
Any other suggestion(s)
9. \\\\'L\ N, Jvh&\m&‘\?\ i\ N}Hm
Date Name of Student Signature

il

(AUTONOMOUS)

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

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -

Name : &.{Eﬁb \\‘{U(WU$
cck

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

3 Tealh 1 Ec

Course :

4
Department : Years/Semester :

e

1 6 5 4 3 2

9 8 1
Extremely Vety~| Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely .
Good Good Good P Tolerable Poor Poor
. !
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or a
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations X
3 | Depth of the course content K
4 | Extent of coverage of course Q
5 | Extent of effort required by students 9.
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report N
7 | Overall rating K
2. The syllabus was .
| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (9 ) ]
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 (2
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 (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 | S ]

i
1QAC

-
Prinrc':/%é!
MARASARAGPETA ENGINEER!G COLLEGE

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

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

lT)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.

ﬁ) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | S) Very Poor | (1) |

‘ 11.The curriculum has focus on skill development '
N ) ﬁ) Very good \ 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (%) 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)

S

Date Name of Student L{U(\ s g\.1 Qd Signature
15TA Pee 2021

n | | | |
Principa
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE

‘HA A (AUTONON\OUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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EN G“’NLLRENJ co LLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year --4oLt— 20l
Name : f\) ACNS (o) Course : ¢ Ntk

/
Department : 6—( “ 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 .
N___Good 1 Good Good —_ Tolerable Poor Poor
]
S.No. Particulars Rating
1 | Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or '
broadening perspectlves) g
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life sxtuatlons o
3 Depth of the course content g
4 | Extent of coverage of course 5
5| Extent of effort requ required by students g .
6 - Relevance/learmng value of project/ report g
7__| Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was S ) ~
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate _ | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] () ]
3. Your background for beneﬁtmg from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (L)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant .
4. Rate the se uence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (o)
S. 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
[I‘)Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor PW\ | 5) Very Poor v)
ﬁ Z _ Prin

4 NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE W
(AUTONOMOUS) (Q 9’&&
IQ NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guniur (Dist ) A D
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

ﬁ) Very good

‘ 2) Good l 3) Average

[ 4) Poor

[5)VeyPoor | (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

I 2) Good I 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor | (1) J

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 | (1)) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development '
f 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor l 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 | (1) |
Any other suggestion(s)
"
TN
Date Name of Student Pﬂ’ﬂ’}ﬂl\] M% [QHM Siénature

1QAC

M

Principal -
ARASARAOPETA ENG NEERING COLLECE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOQOPET - 522 601.
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Name; (J\ @m LUAIM,

Department : EC/F_

Course : 5. (J\&Cl/)

/
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
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 smlatlons o
3 | Depth of the course content 7
4 | Extent of coverage of course 8
5__| Extent of effort required by students Q.
6 - Relevance/learmng value of project/ report 7
7 _| Overall rating &
2. The syllabus was o :
1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate [3) Inadequate _ | 4) Dull | 5) Imelevant | () ]
3. Your background for beneﬁtmg 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 (9)
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 (9)
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

k 1) Very good L

2) Good

f 3) Average

} 4) Poor

HQAC

a

NARASAHAUPETA FNBINEERING COLLE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 52? 601,
Aoaecne (Disy Y AR

l/“ 5) Very Poor [ () ]

C LRl




AR RN

B 1
¥
soei 3
[E A
&
4
LR
P
4
N
y
1 4
k)
- wand
o
<
s
o
o
.
<
.
# dar -~ L4
- -ro- -
- . g
-
s
pos
¢
.




1NS]

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 W ork (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 | (9) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development '
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (o) ]
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)

3 )72 )zm\ Q'Ramma Y13 Q%W’\“&eof——

Date Name of Student Signature

fo/ , Prin 1
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

y (AUTONOMOUS)
i QA NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic YearZelY-201 ¢+
Course : BTU/{} \

/
Years/Semester :

Name: ¢|,. N=-2ps Lo

Department :

o G«

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

Nsisgicsicnts

T

4 i_-"'fq" ~ 2
j

[T

[ 9 8 | 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Good Moderately | Moderate Some how Poor Very Extremely
Good Good Good L Tolerable Poor Poor
e . '
| S.No. [ Particulars Rating |
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or ‘
broadening Perspectives)

Applicabﬂity/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevanée/leaming value of project/ report

Niajwninlw]o

Overall rating

2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate [3) Iﬁadequate |

4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant l 3) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2)
m | Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant -
4. Rate the se, uence of units/modules of the course
( 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate [ 4) Poor 5) Very Poor

(2) I

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate

5) Very poor

|

(2.) 7

4) Poor

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
{ 1) Excellent ’ 2) Adequate r 3) Inadequate

7. Rate the design of the
1) Very good

course in terms of extra learnin
4) Poor

8 or self-learning

5) Very Poor

‘ w 4,
Pringfpal’
ﬁ% NIARASARAOPETA ENIGINEERING COLLEGE
) (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARACPET - 522 601.
caniur (Oist). AP,

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

! 1) Very good LZ) Good ' 3) Average } 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor t (1)

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 f 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 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 | 3 ) j
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)

29— clﬂ\w~gql&uNM”V' CA\&w;kgef

Date Name of Student Signature

e I{EERING COLLERE
SARAQPETAENG! o
/@J/ A (AUTONOMOU 2)2 601

T-5
NARASARAOPE
E Q A€ | NAR Guntur (Dist): A-P:




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

e NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

1

Academic Year: Q018-19
Name: [R. SAL Kf\)lSHI\/A Course : 3 ec h

Department: C S E Years/Semester : ]_T_X =X

-—

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) i

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 ||| W

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

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

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

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

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 (V)

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 LS) Very Poor | (2) J




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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

.SAT kpTsHNVA
Date 6([0\‘% QNameofStge,n/t)(r\SzL &%/'

% Princip: |
‘ !ﬁt NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE <
I A C (AUTONOMOUS)

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

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

h;

Academic Year: 2018 - 201 9

Name : K . ’L/,Y(thu,a Course : B//Eth
Department : CSE Years/Semester : E - 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 Moderate Tolerable | Fo°r 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 =
3 Depth of the course content -1
4 | Extent of coverage of course 9
5 Extent of effort required by students 8
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

(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 (%)
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

I 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor I

N




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

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

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.

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

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

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) ] nhodute e Hfication coour ey

k.- Mrodhula My odho la:
Date &] 10 \ \?3 Name of Student Signature

My, -

. Princ

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING Clll‘?ﬁ!;
I QAC (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 60%
Guntur (Rist.), A.P.




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acaderuiu Year: 20| — 1q

Name: ® o N o 6', 2t }/"a&l/l Course: B, 726[\
Department: <~ % = Years/Semester :J{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 Modsrate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) cr
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations Te
3 | Depth of the course content b
4 Extent of coverage of course 53
5 Extent of effort required by students o
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report T
7 Overall rating 154
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (2) T
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 (3)
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 [ (2) ]

N
NN



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) 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 I (R) —!

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

Any other suggestion(s)

@944.4/1/99 Uneg 7(—0////144,1’}4// Js)lﬂg;m ﬁo/[

i
Date 6[ | 0)[‘ ?> Name of Student Signature

P@Vuao[j’ }Wr"wqp{b o @OhUﬁOH QY}VIGIJL,

e .
NARASARAOPETA ENlG {EERING CRLLEGE

I A C (AUTONOMOUS) ‘

NARASARAOPET - 522 ¢01. ‘

Guntur (Dist.), A.P. ;




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academi?: Year: Q01 8 -Q0 19

Name : m'KUKMiﬂi ‘Pﬁi‘jaﬂKa Course:  Riech
Department: ¢ S | 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 | O°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 2
3 | Depth of the course content "
4 Extent of coverage of course o)
5 | Extent of effort required by students 9
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 3
7 Overall rating o)
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate I 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. 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 (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) ]




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

Any other suggestion(s)
Intyoduce move labs

Date 8[[0[[% Name of Student m‘buKm{mpaiyanka Signature @/

M RASARROPETAE!!
I A C W (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA
ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : M, gf?p,ksl‘m?

Department : "S-

1. Please give

a rating of your course on the following

Acaderﬁi§ Year: 9 o)g - 2017
Course : g Tecﬂ

Years/Semester : 77/ ~7

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
oot | Gomn | Good | M | Moderae | oV | poor | Yoy | Evgemel
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or o
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations &
3 | Depth of the course content 9
4 Extent of coverage of course 4
5 Extent of effort required by students &
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7 Overall rating 7

2. The syllabus was

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

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

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

Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant A
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course ]

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (1)
S.\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 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 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 | (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 | (r) }

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 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 ] (o) ] <

Any other suggestion(s) :
QM&LVZZL% ,Dm'ﬂzmwe
SAUbLR
g F Sﬂ?pozpsl« ~t M,

Date %\ [0‘( & Name of Student Signature

% Pringi
1 Sp R non n BRETA CRICIK I “TNIR Y78 f\*;
UARASARANPETA EfIGRZERTIG E0ILEEE
AUTONOWOUS)
' NARASARAOPET - 522 60

Suntur (Dist.), AP v




Sz N ARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acaderﬁic Year: 20! 8- 4

Name : M STounN Q@C)dy Course : fg.TeCh
Department : (.5 € Years/Semester : TI] -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 | P°°" | 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 9
3 Depth of the course content 9
4 | Extent of coverage of course ' q
5 Extent of effort required by students |
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report £
7 Overall rating g
T
- 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 (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 (2)
5. Rate the adequateniess of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor b
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 l 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ’ o)) ]




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

U) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ ( Q) 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]) Very good l 2) Good l 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (9) ]
|

\

|

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

Any other suggestion(s)

(hxyiculum €S V(»Jbr dood bt thae % need fo foad mowe _on fehliql

Nl
M- Tayun I?ec\dg ME”?@L :
Date %{ [O‘I% Name of Student Signdture
‘M: | Principat
L o~ —l [ARASARAOPETA EIlGI ERINGCOLLECE
fLsA T (AUTONOMOUS) W)
EAV I L N NARASARAQPET - 522 601.

- Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acaderﬁié Year: 9 0] §-20 ’Cf
Name : T ‘ @a’ma \[( T‘ZOS ﬁm Course : BJTBCh

Department : (C SF | Years/Semester : L{ -]
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
en” | Gemy | Good | MG | Moderte |SORY | poor | yery | Eemey
S.No. | Particulars Rating

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
 broadening perspectives) =
Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
Depth of the course content g
Extent of coverage of course ' : ,,7
%
9
3

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

N[N~ W N

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant { (92) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (4 )
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 ( 2 )

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

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

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 [ ( 7) ) 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 [S)VeryPoor | (2) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
w Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average ] 4) Poor I S) 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 J (] ) ]

Any other suggestion(s) j\)@ epC tO Yo ﬂZPL‘E More Wo 'Yk 560705

Date \O ~ (0 /\% Name of Student Signature

T.Ramakrishn o ) Rama frighna

l ) (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guntur (Dist.), A.F.
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NEC ENGINEERING COLILE

NARASARA OPE'lé%

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: N. vVenygle, Reday
Department: ¢ <¢

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

Acaderﬁic Year: 2018~ ) q
Course: [ Tech

Years/Semester : {V — |

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1

oot | Gemn | Good | ML [ voderae | SRV | ooy | Yoy | Evemet
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 e
3 | Depth of the course content 2
4 | Extent of coverage of course §
5 Extent of effort required by students o
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 0
7 Overall rating +

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




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.

\ 1) Very good J 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (2) 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 [ (3) ‘
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 W
I 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor [ (3) |

Any other suggestion(s)
PYoUlAe flac@  Yelevent  espwtiel  in Cognt el

Nventodel Reddy NVReddy
Date \@ -0~ | % Name of Student Signature

A " Pripci
I A C NARASARAOPETAEN MEERING COLIEGE
(AUTONOMOUS) o
NARASARAOPET -522 601
Guniur (Disi.), AR




Stz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

1

Academic Year: 90/g - 2019
Course: {4 ~ieaﬂ1.

Years/Semester : TV - |

Name: K. Vasavi
Department : (. v&.é

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

9 8 7 6 3 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Moderate | Tojerable | FPOOT Poor Poor

S.No. | Particulars

1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) a
Applicability/relevance to real life situations o
Depth of the course content 7
Extent of coverage of course ' : g

9

1
9

Rating

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

N[N B |WN

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 ()

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




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

m\/ery good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor l 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
Ll) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average ’ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (3) j

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

Any other suggestion(s)
COBLCULAM  Aroed)

k“'\/O\.So\\/: *\/é/\(v‘ﬂ

Date J D-LD- 1% Name of Student Signature

s
‘ ! Prin \
A C NARASARAOPETA ERGINEERING CALLEGE

(AUTONOROUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601.
Guniur (Dist.), AR




itz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academic Year: 20\3 —\q

Name : D' M\Y\\ Course : % . TQQ\(\
Department : C. S [ Years/Semester : ‘A« \
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Moderate Tolerable Poor Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or q
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q
3 Depth of the course content Q
4 Extent of coverage of course %
5 Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 2
7 | Overall rating 9q
2. The syllabus was
Ll) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (\) I
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 (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 ( \ )
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
m\/ery good ] 2) Good I 3) Average | 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 I 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 I 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 | (2)
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development '
I 1) Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (9)
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
L 1) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor J (2)
Any other suggestion(s)
CUC)'\ZS\‘\CQ\Q'W\ NS Koo d
0 Vo, O Wty
Date {’0( (d[ o) Name of Student Signature
[ i
] A Principg)
l Q A ( NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
. (AUT.NOMOUS)

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

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : VY- Ponan St

Department : C8E&

1. Please give a rating of

i

your course on the following

Academic Year: 20\g— 2019

Course : BTech

Years/Semester : 4+ \

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good Good Good Modsrate Tolerable | PO 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 A
3 Depth of the course content 1
4 Extent of coverage of course &
5 | Extent of effort required by students 2
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report A
7 Overall rating A
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 [rrelevant 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
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 (D)

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

|

(Y




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

U) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average

[4) Poor [S)VeryPoor | () |

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

Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, O

Training / Internship etc.

pen Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

LI) 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.

u) 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 l 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor ] () ]

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) 1 g

Any other suggestion(s)

T bvod ey Ct)ﬂdJuU\)(YU\,

MU Pavouns [J=X)
Date [0 / K2 [ ( g Name of Student

Lk
1QAC

Yelalzd @ QU e

M- Faven Cax

Signature

Pringipal
MUARASARAOPETA ENGIIIEERING COLLEEE
(AUTONONIOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 604,
Cuntuyr (DISt.j, ALK



St NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academic Year: 90[‘2 Qoﬁ

Name : G‘l ’ Qa J‘QS@}J\QX Course : @ - 71‘67 4 h

Department : C S C” Years/Semester : A - |
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 + 3 2 |
Extremely Very Moderately Some how Very Extremely
Good Good | Good Good Modezate Tolerable | P27 | 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 Q
3 | Depth of the course content 3
4 Extent of coverage of course ‘ Q
5 | Extent of effort required by students S
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report @(
7 Overall rating Q

2. The syllabus was

l 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull l 5) Irrelevant ‘ (9) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was )
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely d
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 (3)

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 -
‘ 1) Very good ] 2) Good I 3) Average (4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ (@7 ‘




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 | (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 | (/) |

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

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 ( .%)

Any other suggestion(s) '
ConSidlay _pes /,faaam‘/}a poethad

(9035 She ko %
Date [o A0 A C{y Name of Student “Sjgnature

-

' | Pri
[ A NARASARAOPETA ENG EERINGCOLLRCE
. (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522 0% W
Guntur (Dist.), A.F




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acaderﬁic Year: Q0\8- 2019

Name : P- SYLGCU\O\ Course : 3. Tech

Department : CSE . Years/Semester : Y —)

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) i
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations S
3 | Depth of the course content : 3
4 | Extent of coverage of course ' i 4
5 Extent of effort required by students 9
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating ?
2. The syllabus was
] 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate l 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 (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 (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 (B

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 | (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.

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s) TYL’f\’YCﬂLXQ ;Y\dug-ky\?} relaked  couwees

P- xdjana W

Date PO /w ./[ & Name of Student Signature

‘% ' | Prin ol
NARASARAOPETA EHGIMEERING COLIFAE
IQAC (AUTONOMOUS)

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




S NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

i

Acaderﬁié Year: JO|8 - 19

Name : B i LaﬂaDQw Course : & —-\'&/\’\

Department : ¢ ST Years/Semester : Ly - |

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) 9

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations ;|

3 Depth of the course content al

4 Extent of coverage of course |

5 Extent of effort required by students %

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report %

7 Overall rating 9

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 (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 (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 (2)

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 l (92) J




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 [ (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. '

&Very good ’ 2) Good ‘ 3) Average I 4) Poor l 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 | (]

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

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)
dntyoduce some cevhficotion couvees

Date 'ohc { | ¢ Name of Student Signature

M Principal —
NARASARAQOPETAE ERINGCOLLECE
I A C (AUTONOTIAOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 60+

Guntur (Dist.), A.P.




iz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

1

Acaderﬁié Year: Q018 ~ ol9

Name : er\a?tk SQ\Q MW\ Course 1(B~T€C}’\

Department : C S € Years/Semester : 4 - |
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) q
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
3 | Depth of the course content <
4 | Extent of coverage of course ;Q
5 Extent of effort required by students Lq/t
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report -
7 | Overall rating 9
- 2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (B ‘
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 S 0)
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 I 5) Very Poor | (2) ]




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, Projeqt Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

i
Sal
Date IO} W’ l?D ame ’:)(f Studeqt\aﬂ Sg

1gnature
. 7
@k Prin
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
IQAC (AUTONONOUS)

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

olaman



Sie NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

i

Acaderﬁic Year: 90\ - 2019

Name: MK+ TNDTRA Course : E,TQQ\\
Department: (¢ ..£ Years/Semester : U]~
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 q
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations +
3 | Depth of the course content %
4 Extent of coverage of course D
S Extent of effort required by students I
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating R
2. The syllabus was '
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant I (2) |
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 W ()
5. Rate the adequateness 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 (V)

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 (V) l




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

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.

m\/ery 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

B3 ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

w Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (L) T
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Ll) Very good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (\) j
Any other suggestion(s) '
Mmese  labe  comPaxe to  cladSe
K. TNOTRA b TNOTRA
Date 10 [ [0 )[ % Name of Student Signature
> o
M Principal
NARASARAOPETAENGINEERING COLLECE

I A‘ (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 604

Guntur (bist.),

AR
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : A . K&Vf TQJC\
Department : ng e

1. Please give a rating of

}

your course on the following

Acaderﬁié Year: Q0] 3 — 20’ 9
Course : 6. (/-Q(Jy
Years/Semester : L} / |

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
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

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

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging ] 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull [ 5) Irrelevant | () |
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 sequeﬁce 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
I 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor ' (29 J




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

Ll) Very good [ 2) Good I 3) Average , 4) Poor , 5) Very Poor l (3 ) ] ‘
|
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
lﬁ Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average I 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 | (1) |
Any, other suggestion(s)

N &ailgl,u; ty(jf to _odd meve technicly volnfed Subjecty

A-Kavi Tejo A . Yo Tefs

Date tvo [U) ’ { @ Name of Student Signature

;% Princigal— =
( ! g  NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
| C (AUTONOROUS)
l NARASARAOPET - 522 601

Guntur (Dist.), A.P. o




S NARASARAOPETA
NE[: ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

Acaderﬁié Year: 2018 ~ 19

Name : R. ¢{\@onguralu . Course : M TR A
Department : M RA 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 Foor 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 Q
3 Depth of the course content <
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students 9
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report <
7 Overall rating %
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 (v)
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 (V)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings? ,
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (V)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ (2 }




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 ] (y) j
ences, Engineering Sciences, Basic

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sci
pen Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
(L) |

Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, O

, 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I

Training / Internship etc.
w Very good , 2) Good ' 3) Average

petencies expected by industry /

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the com
current global scenarios.
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l (b W
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development |
, 3) Average ] 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | (1) —l 5

| 2) Good

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

() |

| 1) Very good

Any other suggestion(s)

Lol ’\2 S u
: ?Z[g/ 1 Name of Sctlz’(;zet;lrt-“c‘U A s

- i
Signature ! =S
~ |
~

P'rinc‘ i
NARASARAOPETA ENIGINEERING CO!! CRE o

:‘} ; y -—-..___’

! 3 A C i (AUTONOMOUS)

E—— NARASARAQPET - 522 60
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name: [R- wﬂVC}?d(l

Department :

1. Please give a rating of

r18H

i

your course on the following

Acadeimic Year: 20/8—)9
Course : NMRA

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)

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 || R W

Overall rating

1D Dpe 0|

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

|

(P |

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 Podr

L

it
I

p ()

= e

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 ( 57 )
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

I 5) Very Poor

|

(1) ]




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
m\/ery good ] 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor f (<) —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 l 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ’ (8) —]

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
w Very good ] 2) Good [ 3) Average ’ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (= 1
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 I (9) *' bd

Any other suggestion(s)

-y (lovanya, - A lova
1%2 L, £ N(:}me of Studgxt Si gnature%
Principal” )
I A NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO!15RE
: (AUTONOMNMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 681.

Guntur (Rist.), A.P.
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Name : f\ o _4,RA\/A/\‘§
Department : r" ® A

1. Please give a rating of

!

your course on the following

Academic Year: 2.0 19-2019

Course : P\ R H

Years/Semester : S - i

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 by
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 ,8
7 | Overall rating q
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 (])
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 2)
5. Rate the adequateness df 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 1 3) Average l 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 [

(1) ]

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

Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, O

Training / Internship etc.

pen Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

w Very good [ 2) Good

l 3) Average

‘ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ’

(2) |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the com

current global scenarios.

petencies expected by industry /

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

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 I
Any other suggestion(s)
A- 5RAV HAIT A
Date 09-0y-2019 Name of Student Signature
@/ Princifal
( j NARASARAQPETA EGINEERING COLLREE
l QA (AUTONON®US)
NARASARAOPET - 522 60t

Guntur (Bist.), AR



#

itz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acadérﬁiﬁ Year: QO\@ -0 lq

Name : h' MoL ['\ ESh Course : M8 A
Department : ‘VBA’ Years/Semester : T T
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
BRIy | ey | Good | Mool | Moderat | Some e | Poor| Yooy | Prpereh
S.No. | Particulars Rating

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

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

NN | B WN

q

Depth of the course content G
' 9

B

<z

(24

s

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 ( 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 ‘j_)

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 | (D |




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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

[ 1) Very good I 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 | (9) | e
N

Any other suggestion(s)

08 —aY —0Iq A+ Morhe S

Date Name of Student = A » Mo heS Signature

~ Mf Princ d
" ’ A C NARASARA®PETA ENGINEERING COLLreE
| (AUTONONMOUS)

NARASARAQPET - 522 6o
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.
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ShE

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

!

Name: & [A. T Vivem?

Acaderhic Year: 20/¢ - 19

Course : MR A .
Department : M@ A Years/Semester : 2. / E 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 | 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 .
3 | Depth of the course content g
4 | Extent of coverage of course &
5 Extent of effort required by students i
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report )
7 Overall rating Q

2. The syllabus was

w Challenging | 2) Adequate

[ 3) Inadequate L4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

(D]

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant

5) Completely
Irrelevant

(P

4. Rate thev'sequer._lce'of units/modules of the course

1) Excellent .| 2) Adequate “| 3) Inadequate 4) Poor

5) Vet Por Wlt

(~3)

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 ( ‘ZH)
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

|

(D) |




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) 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

[

(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

!

(|

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

() ]

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

I 5) Very Poor }

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

Any other suggestion(s)

-

Date -4 -19 Name of Student  J.. Tvi veml

@i}/
IQAC

~

~

KA

Signature

Principal™ .
NARASARAGPETA ENGIN ERING COLLECE
(AUTCNOM.US)
NARASARAQPET - 522 (12N
Guntur (Dist.), A.P.



Site NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Academic Year: 2o(8 —(9

Name: AO. [shit bkurar Course : mG{ ) *
Department : MR q - 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 | G0od Good Moderate Tolerable | P0°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) 8
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations e |
3 Depth of the course content Q
4 Extent of coverage of course 9
3 Extent of effort required by students e &
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report A
7 Overall rating £
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | [ 9 |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly --. | 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (n)
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 (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? ,
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 ] (¢) ‘




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

(1) |

{ 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 I 3) Average ] 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 I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor l (9 ) j
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good l 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (R) l
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) ]
Any other suggestion(s)
9 /q /(ol - AOACA;{ Euma [;ﬂ«’*/(u/\/vk,\
Date Name of Student Signature
IS 4y
Prin !

l AC NARASARASPETA ENGINEERING £O!1 FE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAQFET - £22 601.
Guntur (Uist.), A.F.



Site NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

Acadeﬁic Year: Qd B8 19

Name : ‘F SIVA Course : M@ A
Department : V‘/\‘ZVA Years/Semester : 2~ nd — 2 o 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 | 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 A
3 | Depth of the course content Y
4 | Extent of coverage of course o
5 Extent of effort required by students e
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 7
7 Overall rating R
2. The syllabus was
| ) 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 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 (&}

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




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good I 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.

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

I y- 2019 Pé/\)ﬁ 2 S|V

Date Name of Student Signature

' HARASARAOPETA ENIGHIEERING €O ERE
l QAC (AUTONQMOUS)
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Student Feedback Form on Curriculum

1

Academic Year: Lol ¢ /(?

Name: &y ()Q).L\U;av\,o\ Course: McA
Department : [¥|c A Years/Semester : 7 |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 Modérate Tolerable | Fo°r Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) ; 6

Applicability/relevance to real life situations é
Depth of the course content 3
Extent of coverage of course ' 3 o 8
=
=y
=z

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

NN B W

2. The syllabus was

m 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 v
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 (2)

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
mVery good ’ 2) Good ! 3) Average I 4) Poor | 