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NARASARAOPETA

NC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name : @ . PVWCM
Departmentf /T-ﬁ

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

Course : [3 TM/

Years/Semester : ,_l_l / I/

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 g

3 Depth of the course content

4 Extent of coverage of course

3 Extent of effort required by students

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report

7 Overall rating

2. The syllabus was

ﬁ)}?ﬁllenging | 2) Adequate ‘ 3) Inadequate | 4y Dull ] 5) Irrelevant | () }
-
MW background for benefiting from the course was
//f Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
/],}/!:(xcellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( )
L
dte the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
‘J/}/Excclltnt 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (.
6. Were you able to geiAhic prescribed readings?
1) Excellent dequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. Bat€ the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
Mely good ‘ 2) Good | 3) Average { 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor ‘ (. J
-
P : ’-_4"
= g
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NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnaciu (Dist 1 A




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elcctim&on to technology advancements

u) Very good | 2) Good | BAVerage | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | () |

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

ScierCes, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
raining / Internship etc.

Wi/l) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () I

%ie the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

Current global scenarios.

_Jd’) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor | ( ) _]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
Ll/y(ely good I 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor [ () —|
m&m of the course 1s appropriate to discriminate the students
MVC‘]'}" good ‘ 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor } 6 =9 J

Any other suggestion(s)

G oot

Date ¢ / Y / 2.02—3/ ame of Student Signature

f 1
g g}i{“;i Qk N 4\ Principal
- . NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING C!1""
(ALTONOMOUS)

NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnacu (Dist). * ©



MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: o2 —9%

Name: QLN SV - Mohan Course: 5 Tl
D _ . o o

epartment: ¢ \\py L Years/Semester : {a] — )

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

9 ¥ 7 6 5 4 3 2 !

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 Depth of the course content
4

5

Extent of coverage of course
Extent of effort required by students
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report

ol opolo [ DD

7 Overall rating

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

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 I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (%) J

~songsn
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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 compesition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

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

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good ‘ 2) Good t3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (%) |

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

Any other suggestion(s) Mﬂ .

TN~ Meben Ei f
Date 02 \O&\&T}Qr Name of Student S1gna U

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AJTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist). A ®
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: Qoo -sx

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report

Name : ch,c,vo n J(U”‘JG‘( Course : D'Tc_c,l’)
—
Department : C} iy I Years/Semester : ), =J)
1. Plegse give a rating of your course on the following
9" 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 I
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars ;/_ Rating
] Learning value (in terms of skills. concepts, knowledge, a?ytisal abilities, or 8
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
3 Depth of the course content 14
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 | Extent of effort required by students g
Q
9

7 Overall rating

2. The svllabus was
[ 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate 14) 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 ( | )

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 1 2) Good I 3) Average } 4) Poor } 5) Very Poor I ‘1) ]

Principé?
NARASARAOPETY ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(r&UTQNOMOUS} .

NARASAR’AOPET - 322601, Palnagy MistyAp




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 I 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 | 5) Very Poor | (1) |

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

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

Any other suggestion(s) NUH"' J’D (SCL

Date 2/2_/2025' Name of Student + 1) Jee¥en ’(Urnoﬂ/ Signature D 2’%@««—4/
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MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : _-];Jl-%&j. k. Rothth Course: B-Tech

Department : T°T Years/Semester : _ZT {1 ‘
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 ]
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars ! Rating
I Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) %
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations S
3 Depth of the course content "l
4 Extent of coverage of course &
5 Extent of effort required by students |
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report ) ‘
7 | Overall rating = |
W \
2. The syllabus was
|o«l’)/Chz1IIcnging \ 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate ‘ 4) Dull } 5) Irrelevant ] () ‘
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
/%H'@hly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (|
A Relevant Relevant lrrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
Wllcnl )}ﬁcquatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor £

-~

|

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
._,H’ﬁccllcnl 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
<47 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
" Mry good I 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor () |

4% N f’r'incipal
e{ 5 A q ] NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEqE
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mthe flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

M/l) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor J 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
_Fraining / Internship etc.
\_,[/() Very good ! 2) Good { 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l ) 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 MGood [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | ( ) T

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

12 Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
J/]')/Vcry good LZ) Good | 3) Average } 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | {0 |
2

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Y / 3 ILOLE-' Name of Student K. ‘RO Hi H\ . SigM: i

rincipal
NARASARACGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(APTONOMOUS)

NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.L AP




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name :k"hz ‘Ahx{\.k Course : [3. -r-_,géj,
Department : =T Years/Semester : - /T

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

9 3 7 6 5 4 3 2 |

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)
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

_2-Fhe syllabus was

&11) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irelevant | ()

X °vpe |7V <) o

~N | R W]

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
V,Pﬂlighly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (G
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 adeguatencess of the text bogk-and reference book mentioned for the course )
1) Excellent 2) Adequate > Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor | ( Y
) c ) Adequate | 3y Tnadeq ) ) Very | ‘,\ \/
Y

6, Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

v/ﬂ Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
7. Bate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
|Mcry good | 2) Good [ 3) Average } 4) Poor 1 5) Very Poor | (] I
i

M ﬂ’rir"‘ipa’

e B NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
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(AlJ1 PMOMOJS)
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8. Bate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
\/l/()\/ely 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
Traiping / Internship etc.

\_L%ry 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 sceraiios.

| 1) Very good \MGood | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor L (| {

11T he curriculum has focus on skill development
MVE]'Y good l 2) Good I 3) Average I 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l ) L

Mnation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
-Pl’)‘v’cry good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor l ¢ ) ‘

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student — Signature

q.—J,zch“‘

Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINE AING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARACPET - 522 504, Painadu {Dist.), AP
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: Q. VE nkal{l PmShﬂnkL

Department : I'r

Course : B—TEQ h
Years/Semester I[’r

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

9 3 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
| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities. or
broadening perspectives) C‘
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations -
3 Depth of the course content S’
4 | Extent of coverage of course %
5 Extent of effort required by students i {
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report g‘f
7 Overall rating £
2. Thc syllabus was
.J./I’{Cha]lenging | 2) Adequate \ 3) Inadequate ‘ 4) Dull | 5) Tirelevant | () |
3. Yeur background for benefiting from the course was
/lf)/Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
' Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Exccllent//.'.f')//\dcquate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
//rT Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
6. Wcre you able to get the prescribed readings?
—T) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
7. Rete the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
mery good l 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ ( ) |
e T
Principal
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
] 1) Very good ] 2) Good QMAverage \ 4) Poor ] 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

Tratring / Internship etc,

/‘Y\/ery good | 2) Good | 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I () —|

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

MVery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor | (=) I
11#fie curriculum has focus on skill development
M\fery good I 2) Good [ 3) Average ’ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | £ ) ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
l/l/)"(/ery good I 2) Good I 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ] () |
- '

Any other suggestion(s)

Date '~”B| 207y Name of Student @ W W}}Mﬂh Signature

-
- 4

-
<

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLFPT
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAGPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dis* * *




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

5

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

AP

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 l 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
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1)
Any other suggestion(s)
P Paga
Date 25, / ! / 24 Name of Student fQ ) M 59/</wm Signature

o 5

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ALUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palpart miees < =
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 9 - 2S5

Name : P /Q@jq Selehar Course: (3 7ec b
Department : C& € Years/Semester: / - in
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following q
9 8 7 6 5 B 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
o broadening perspectives) 7
' 2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 2
3 | Depth of the course content 3>
4 | Extent of coverage of course o)
5 | Extent of effort required by students Q
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report g
7 | Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] (1) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (2)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4, Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
- 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (92)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (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 | (T) |
Principal

HARASARAQPETA ENGIN
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARACPET

- 322601,

NEERING COLLEGE
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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 [ 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 —I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ () l
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good 1 3) Average J 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) I
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)
"'_qEITNW
Date 2.0 =~ Name of Student —} /Vaveen Signature

{
) 5

W
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Princi al
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z:lji’{:;u ENGINEERING COLL=nE
o SUTONOMO |
NARASARAOPET . 579 »"o? P

Dat '
r’"d:.’?am;{{_‘”,:- .




LA

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2w -24"

Name : 4 Nave N Course: (7- 7€eH
Department : $ & Years/Semester : . - jT
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following i
9 8 7 6 5 - 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 q
3 | Depth of the course content Y
4 | Extent of coverage of course 7
5 | Extent of effort required by students Q
6 | Relevance/leaming value of project/ report 3
7 | Overall rating G
2. The syllabus was
] 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant l (1) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (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 ()

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) |
Oj/— AN w?
(T A v NAﬂAsmam ?;”p“
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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 | (2)

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

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (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 I 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
[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor [S)VeryPoor | (1) ]
Any other suggestion(s)
~ \J-Satse ¥
Date 2.5 /1 / 28 Name of Student Si re

\
| =
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(AUTONOMOUS)
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2w - 25
Name: \/- Sc?b/cy o

Course : (L;) y éch

Department : C S€ 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 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 2
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 | Extent of coverage of course )
5 | Extent of effort required by students 9
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report &
7 | Overall rating G
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate l 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 ()
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 | (N ]
F’r?."!cipal
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

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

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

[ 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 | (1)

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

i

Date 2.5 - /- 25 Name of Student rQ‘ Bha'?(/ Signature
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2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 9 ¢(-25

Name : Pa Baﬁnu

Department : ¢

SE

Course : UOF Tech

Years/Semester : , 1 ~ 1/

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following 9

—

9 8 7 6 5 - 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 4
3 | Depth of the course content 1
4 | Extent of coverage of course 0
5 | Extent of effort required by students Q
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 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 ())
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 | () |
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good 1 2) Good | 3) Average T4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor [ (9) 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 | (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 | ) ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

| 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (1) 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)
Date 2?/ 1 ;i Name of Student jz/é -muneef S{gfature

< A
#v\.
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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 | 5) Very Poor | (\) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (» |
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor | (1) |
Any other s&estion(s)
0

e
Date 1}\\\\/{ ‘/( .

Name of Student Signature
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%2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2\ 25

— - e
Name: \* ¥ ‘(\D‘A\A Course : V= \QS’\
Department : C_-CDQ Years/Semester : "S-fj
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) >3
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations A
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 i
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (L) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (7)
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 (\)
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 | (9 |
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

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

()

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)
0

g G0
Dateﬂ/z\\\ < \Q

Name of Student
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: Q\ 25

Name : N~%‘\\10\
Department : C/%%

Course :r_\STL(S\

Years/Semester: "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 | 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 | Depth of the course content Q
4 | Extent of coverage of course i |
5 | Extent of effort required by students X
6 | Relevance/leamning value of project/ report 2
7 | Overall rating A
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 (%,)—
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 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 | (7.0 |
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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

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 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 | (Y |
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 | (\) |
Any other suggestion(s)

No

A\ M Rove

o
Date ?:7 Name of Student Signature
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2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2\ A5

Name : M‘?O % Course : -’%r'\”u&&

<
Department : ok Years/Semester : =\ "L\ﬂ
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following &
9 8 7 6 5 - 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 | Depth of the course content Q
4 | Extent of coverage of course E
5 | Extent of effort required by students "\
6 | Relevance/leaming value of project/ report -
7 | Overall rating %
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (\) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely Ct)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (V)
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 | (L) |
W/ LA
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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 |

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

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 T4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (1) [
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (=) [
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |
Any other suggestion(s)
osi|2s V- Hovsho V,%
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: puw-25

Name : \J ACOURD: Course : BB Tech
Department : (.5€& Years/Semester : 17 -7
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following .

9 8 7 6 5 -+ 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) 3
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations .. 8
3 | Depth of the course content 3
4 | Extent of coverage of course Q
5 | Extent of effort required by students o
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report )
7 | Overall rating %
2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging |

2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull

| 5) Irrelevant

l

(\) |

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (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 (22
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 (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 | (V) I
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
rl) 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 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 | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] () J
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 | (V) |
Any other suggestion(s)
o5l D-chandu O chofe
Date Name of Student Signature
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year; 225

Name :

D- chandu

Department : CSE

Course : B~ Teth

Years/Semester : L -1

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

/—-

9 8 7 6 5 + 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) 3
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 3
3 | Depth of the course content 3
4 | Extent of coverage of course 9
5 | Extent of effort required by students 9
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 'S
7 | Overall rating 4
2. The syllabus was
['1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irtelevant | (V)]
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 (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 1 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | (1) J
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good [3) Average | 4) Poor ['5) Very Poor | (2) |

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

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

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

current global scenarios.
IT) Very good | 2) Good ] 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (2.)

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

fl) Very 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 ['5) Very Poor | (2) |
Any other suggestion(s)
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: gu-2.5

Name: K *&U“ﬂ-o{

Department :

C5E

Course : 6 T@c'\”

Years/Semester: L — [1¢
il

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

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 S

3 | Depth of the course content 71

4 | Extent of coverage of course 1

5 | Extent of effort required by students R

6 | Relevance/leaming value of project/ report 9

7 | Overall rating I

2. The syllabus was

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

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

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

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

I 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor |

(D]

M % "‘nﬂ"/f\
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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 | () |

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

~

" V% ran
Date 26 ~/~2S Name of Student [ - [f\/C!(j“egLu'cJ?v o [fRard Sigﬁ%/
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" NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: =25

Name : / « Na%g/g welYa yao Course : [)7’ ¥ i ol I’)
Department : & € Years/Semester: 1 — I
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following q
9 8 7 6 5 - 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 9
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations g
3 | Depth of the course content %
4 | Extent of coverage of course g
5 | Extent of effort required by students 3
6 | Relevance/leaming value of project/ report )
7 | Overall rating g
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging ] 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 ()

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 | (NN |

-1
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing

of elective in relation to technology advancements

/

| 1) Very good | 2) Good

f 3) Average [ 4) Poor

[5)VeryPoor | (o)

]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanitie

Sciences, Professional Course,
Training / Internship etc.

s and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

m Very good | 2) Good

| 3) Average | 4) Poor

] 5) Very Poor | ()

]

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

current global scenarios.

the competencies expected by industry /

Ll) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I ( V) j
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3)Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (V)]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| ) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (L ]
Any other suggestion(s)
NO
e -
oNeE £ et D
Date Name of Student Signature
- Principal
NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
{(LUTONONMOUS)

NARASARAOQPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist ). A P
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 24 S

NS —_
Name: - e \gk Course : rT.S \C‘&k
Department : Q%€ Years/Semester : j "TL
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following A
9 8 7 6 5 - 3 2 |
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) 1
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
3 | Depth of the course content 1
4 | Extent of coverage of course 1
5 | Extent of effort required by students 2
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 2
7 | Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (L) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (%)
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)
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 ( \ )
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) |

"
NANASAEAGPET: i’:‘;'ru.“,-_,-‘..\

Principal

inid

ShalivicERING Fm"E
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

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

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

| 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 | (1)

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

ﬁ) 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)
n, O
- s ;{ﬁ s
Date 2§~ /2§ Name of Student /. &/ ¥ 1 Signature

Lo

NAHASF\RE T.l. .g,;\ E;".t.. COLLEGE

NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) A ©
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2¢ =25

Name : &ff? -8 fr'y ’D Course : {?r Tecd
Department : ¢S ¢ Years/Semester :  ~ o

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

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 o)

broadening perspectives)

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations <

3 | Depth of the course content 3

4 | Extent of coverage of course 2

5 | Extent of effort required by students 9

6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 2

7 | Overall rating y i

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 ()
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 (D)
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 | (h |
p -r' nei H ,...- ’
NARAG;-’FA i,"lLT* ENE GINFE "W‘M ,-.m GE
(4 f—" \;\-}fﬂ 918 ('j! .
NAQASAPA'\:"-T z

522601, Palnady: (Dist) 4 p




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

| 1) 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, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc.

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 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.

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

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

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

| 5) Very Poor | () ]

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 25-/" /25 Name of Student 0~ 10231 Mo

Principal
KARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ) A P
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2¢( - 25

)
Name : p . 0051 Hha Course :

Department : *§

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following 9

7-7€ch

~

Years/Semester : ./ - S

9 8 7 6 S 4 3 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) 7
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
3 | Depth of the course content 5
4 | Extent of coverage of course o
5 | Extent of effort required by students b4
6 | Relevance/leamning value of project/ report 2
7 | Overall rating q

2. The syllabus was

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

HAPASHQHCI’"’FY ‘.'.mx &

u(Dist) AP




MM NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 7 ¢t - 25
o -
Name : /- ashuw N Course: 13~ JCCh
Department : ¢ S& Years/Semester: _/ ~ L)

=

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following 4

9 8 7 6 2 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) i
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 q
6 | Relevance/leamning value of project/ report s
7 | Overall rating G
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 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 ( l )

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

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

NARASARAOPETA ENGIHFERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 5226

I, Palnadu (Dist) A.P

A W




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : a‘,—“{{m\—mgo\ 'De\/.\ Course : MQA
W\QA Years/Semester : {1 Y@ m_ SQ“\;:&&@

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

Department :

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 I
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) 9

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q
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 qQ
7 Overall rating Q

2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) lrrelevant | (YY) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely EX B
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (V)
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 vou 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 [ (1) _I
Frincipal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnacu (Dist), A




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

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

| 1) Very good | 2) Good \ 3) Averﬁge [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (a) [

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 | (1) ]

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

9. Ty ‘
AW
Date Name of Stumm Devi Slgnature WVQ’QQ

Princi pal

NARASARAOPETA ENGIY (EERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palgagy {Dist), AP




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : K Neelfmjas] Course : MCPf

Department :  [¥)¢ A& Years/Semester : Q:\A é@\'f r 39 Sem
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | 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)
Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

2

3

4 Extent of coverage of course

5 Extent of effort required by students

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report
7 Overall rating

0o 0oMNRO . D

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

6. Were you able to get the preseribed 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
I 1) Very good | 2) Good erage I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I () l

Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGIMEERING COLLEGE
{ALUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522801, Painadu (Dist ). AP




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

‘ 1) Very good I 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) AVEI‘;’lgC 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 L2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor ! 5) Very Poor | a3 |
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 I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (1) |
Any other suggestion(s)
i b
K. Neelimoso) k Neelmadosh
Date Name of Student Signature

NARASARAOPE

58

rincipal |

A ENRINEERING Col
(s‘-UTC‘!‘GO!‘.-’iOL.'S) UJ.EGE

NARASARAOPET . 5275

24501, Palnady (Dist) AP



MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : N I Tﬂlﬂa—s%.t. Course : MCA

| Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Lrrelevant

Department : Years/Semester : wd d
MCA 9"%eaxn 2" semesten
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor 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 Depth of the course content

4 Extent of coverage of course

5 Extent of effort required by students

) Relevance/learning value of project/ report
i Overall rating

oo olopp &L

2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging ] 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate J 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | 6N ) |

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

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 (y)

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

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) I
— M/ P Principal
A —y NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

| § € 4 . (AUTONOMOUS)
[ - & & AR NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist.), AP.




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 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 ete.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average \ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ¢t ) J

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

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

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
! 1) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average i 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | ¢ %) I

Any other suggestion(s)

N 'TQ”GSBTE . TCLV&S?‘(T
Date Name of Student Signature
r“ 4] 7" ’b N Ncipal
fi- - S “”ASAR?GZETA ENGINEERING COLLEgE
R~ 0 |
NARASARAOP:T NOMOLS)

522601, Painadu ( (Dist.), ap
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QW

NARASARAQOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: 12 T‘j;.hq,('( [ Powﬂ

Department :

Me A

Course :

Years/Semester : 02'“& ?UL'; grd, Leyryey tex

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

™M C A

9 8 1 6 5 R 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 Depth of the course content 9

4 | Extent of coverage of course g

5 Extent of effort required by students g

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
g Overall rating .

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate

I 3) Inadequate

| 4) Dull

rﬁ) Irrelevant ’

3. Your background for benefiting from the coursc 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 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 | «(H J

TNCing
NARROARADPETA ENGIREL ““'u COLLEGE
(ALFTONOMOUS)
MARASARAQPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist ). AR




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

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 I 5) Very Poor [ (1) 1

5

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.
I 1) Very good [ 2) Good I 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 l 5) Very Poor I £f ) ]

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

(") |

Any other suggestion(s)

, et 1 |
g Jomal’ o ) \W@W/

Date Name of Student Signature

| 44 i:._ | Principal

L ol NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(FITONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522501, Patnadu (Dist). A P.




NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : k. ﬁbk: ga.tfwfka

Department :

McA

Course :

Years/Semester :

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

McAh

\,M/ 3-(4 Sﬂﬁf—&f\ef

9 8 i 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) Cf
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations q9
3 Depth of the course content g
4 Extent of coverage of course =
5 Extent of effort required by students 9
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report <
7 | Overall rating 7
2. The syllabus was
I 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant 1 (4 |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ¢1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (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 (1)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
l_l) Very good { 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor } (1) J
Ak
ncipal

hAHASAHADPcTA ENGINEERING ¢t LEGF
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 527 60

1. Palnadu Mict1 4 n




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

| 5) Very Poor ]

(1) ]
9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc. \
{ 1) Very good I 2) Good ‘ 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | LR ]
10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.
I 1) Very good [ 2) Good ! 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | () |
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 I 2) Good [ 3) Average f 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (F |
Any other suggestion(s)

k‘%"k &t‘ﬂ,@kﬂ- v ik SntLv‘rka
Date Name of Student

Signature

7

Y|

n- o

wal f‘l\J

(5

rincipal
A ENGINEERING COLLEGE
Qusg)

.Painadu{Disf.l AD
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MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: CH* VeN Yaml.ﬂ‘\ p'ﬁ“dﬂ“ka Course: B.kech

Department 18 Years/Semester : e / 9
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 B 3 2 l
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)
Applicability/relevance to real life situations

ﬁ
Depth of the course content :
ﬁ‘\

3

X

Q

|

Extent of coverage of course

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

N || W o

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

3. Yowr'background for benefiting from the course was

A]())I*@h]y 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (G
wKelevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rafe the sequence of units/modules of the course
/])/Excellcnt 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( )
C
5 mequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
\_‘/l)/Eicellent 2) Adequate L%ﬂdcqumc 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate \/()Inadequute 4) Poor 5) Very poor (|
7. Rate the design of the course in ferins of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good I 2) Good -41/3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) {
S
Principal

NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLL EGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.), AP




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of Cb%ﬁl\’/t, in relation to technology advancements

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

l

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

Scien
Trathing / Internship ete.

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

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

|

() |

O

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

current global scenarios.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good _J/f) Average \ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l () ]
11.The eurriculum has focus on skill development
| D¥Ery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) }
12.Evaluation of the CM}t'opl‘iate to discriminate the students
I 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | . ) |

r 1) Very good | 2) ¢fod
P

Any other suggestion(s)

41+ V- N Yamind prigonka

Name of Student

Y-3-2028

Date

NARASARAOPE

5228

. Yowlink Prigorkes
ignature

Principa)
TR ERGINEE
(AUTONO#

NARASARAOPET .

RING £
10810Us) o
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M,

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
o
Name : G\v VrJOJdO [a.kghm.j

Department : Pﬁ,_:.’ﬁ

Course :

R-Tech
Years/Semester : @) om :I:

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

yr“rfﬁ'ladequatc

9 8 i 6 5 4 3 2 |
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 abilitics, or 61
broadening perspectives) .
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations \ c\
3 | Depth of the course content S
4 Extent of coverage of course -
5 Extent of effort required by students ct‘
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report "?‘
7 Overall rating ‘v -
2. The syllabus was /
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadedliate | 4) Dull [ 5) Irrelevant | () ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
y@ﬂy 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( )
e Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules Wourse
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor )

5. Rate the adequateness of the text bogk-and refere

nce book mentioned for the course

c’)’Q:xcellent 2) Adequate t/\a’ﬁadcquate 4) Poor 5) Very poor )
6. Were vou able to getthe prescribed readings?
1) Excellent U,&ﬁdequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor )
7. Rate the design of the course in tgm@tm learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good | 2) Good 44) Average [ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ) |

Principal
ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPETA

NARASARAQOPET - 522601, Palnaduy

{Dist). AP




]5) Very Poor | (O

8. Rate the flexibility imThoosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 3) Average | 4) Poor

| 1) Very good_ 127 Good
mposition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
es, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
{3

9. Rate the
Scie
aining / Internship etc. I L
| ¥ Very good | 2) Good | 5) Very Poor |
y 1
10.Rate the depth of the sytfabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scepafios.
| 1) Very good Mood \ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) |
11.The curriculum has foeus on skill development
| 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |
()]

[ 1) Very good | 2¥Good
12.Evaluation of the course is gpm discriminate the students
| 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor |

3) Average | 4) Poor

I 1) Very good J 2) Good 73) Average
Any other suggestion(s)
4/5)h0r§ 6 Viaya [k bef@v&-(iklw‘
Date Name of Student Signature
P—————— Principal
{: f? ¥ A ran B - nia
LAY NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
Al \{. i 8% | {(ALTONOMOUS)
-~ NARASARAQPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist) 82
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-

NARASARAQOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Course: R 'TQ Qf\

Name :

Department :M N =]

ETENTN @01/387 :

Years/Semester : J{ /
N

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | 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) C‘
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations gf
3 Depth of the course content 3
-4 Extent of coverage of course ?‘
5 Extent of effort required by students ?
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report ?‘
7 Overall rating V
2. The syllabus was
] 1) Challenging l 2) {f\d}xﬁate | 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull \ 5) Irrelevant ] (| |
3. Your background for benefiting from thc,e‘/mrse was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3HP 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the scqucnc;e‘ffnils/modules of the course
1) Excel]ean/ZfAdcquate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()

5. Rate the adequateness ofthe text book and refere

nce book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2 t 3) Inadequat 4) Poor 5) Very poor
)} Excellen L)ﬁﬂi?qua e 3) Inadequate ) ) Very | ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent unate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. Rate the design oftheTourse in terms of extra learning or self-learning
! 1) Very good dﬂ')’ Good } 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor () ]

_ Frincipal
NAKASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(:-U':'uNOWO 1S) o
NARASARAQPET - 522501, Palnaduy (Nist) A .




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

Q/[/P)'Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor |

—_
—

ces, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
aining / Internship etc.

9. Rate thecomposition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
VJ/ﬁVery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor " [ 5) VeryPoor | () |

rrent global scenarios,

IWC depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expectea by industry /
Mery good | 2) Good ] 3) Average ] 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor [ = ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Verygood | 2) Good ' 3) Average [ 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor | { m) ]

12.Evaluation of the course is appropgiat€ to discriminate the students
l 1) Very good [ 2) Good M Average { 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | D) |
€

Any other suggestion(s)

/2202 6{ S o =l

Date Name of Student Signature




M. NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : (I . G'(O Pi Cﬁ\&“d \ Course : BTQCJ\

Department AT__ -% 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
i Good Good Good Tolerable 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

G‘
q
Depth of the course content Q
k|
X
3
ﬂ
\

2

3

4 | Extent of coverage of course

5 Extent of effort required by students
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report .
7 | Overall rating K.

2. The syllabus was

1 Challenging | 2) Adequate | SUpdffequatc | 4) Dull TS} Irrelevant } ( ) I
3. Your background fopbenefiting from the course was
1) Highly ‘Z}Peﬁchant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rafe the sequence of units/modules of the course
/Excc]lcm 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()

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

)/Ex(ccllcnt 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
X~
6. Were you able to get the preseribed readings?
\_)/Eﬁellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

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

‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) ]
4 '21 B f!
VLAY |,
Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AITONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist). A ®




8. Rat€ the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Mc:y good [ 2) Good | 3) Average \ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ () |

Sciences, Professional Cofirse, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship efc.
| 1) Very good | 2)Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |
e . h

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

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

\|, JrVery good | 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | B |

11.The curriculum has+ocus on skill development
Ll) Very good L2j/Good —[ 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (| |
<«

12.Evaluation of the course is approp:—iﬂﬁo discriminate the students
| 1) Very good | 2) Good /I/f) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I () ]
4

Any other suggestion(s)

9 /8/20%5 L Gopi Cﬂomed .

Date Name of Student Signature
f %
A b A
.v":‘. 13 5\“5‘%}‘,# “»

Princi pal

NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522501 Palnady (Dist) 4

COLLEGE




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name: ™ ‘Rc\f'ﬁeﬁh ‘ Course: I3 Tech .
Department P\laj Years/Semester : :ﬂ__/ L

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

9 8 7 0 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) q
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations C\
3 Depth of the course content b
4 | Extent of coverage of course s
5 | Extent of effort required by students Qq
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
7 Overall rating 3
t

2 The syllabus was

./I/I) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant l () J
3. Your backgroundAor benefiting from the course was
1) Highly /’5) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (|
Relevant Relevant lrrelevant Irrelevant

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

5. Rate the adequatepess of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent A7) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

_H Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
/.’@the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
/r]) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) l
Principal
NARASARAGPETA Evcrnrs
AGPETA ENGINEERING 0oy, goe
(":\IJ:.')NO“qO[JS) e
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8. Rate the flexibility iachoosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good,% Good J 3) Average | 4) Poor f 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
Tyaitiing / Internship etc.

AT Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | £°y ]

current global scenarios.

yalfthe depth of the syllablgs of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
.;{/]) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor I ( ) ]

11.The curriculum,h‘a‘ﬁo_cus on skill development
| 1) Very good M Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ () |

mmation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
_/l/r) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ‘ ¢ ) 1

Any other suggestion(s)

H- Fameyin

Date Oy-08 1025 Name of Student Signature

Principal L
NARASARADPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AHTONOMOUS)
NARASARAORET - 522501, P

ainadu (Disty AP




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: D.veakot Civol Course:  R.Tech
| Department : B\ T-TT Years/Semester : 1L / |
\
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 s 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)
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

||| Lo

Overall rating

2y'Phe/syIlabus was

o0 000 of ;.

.I/]/)/Challcnging ‘ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull ] 5) Trrelevant l ( ) I
3. Yg}l’bfuckgrmmd for benefiting from the course was
1) Bighly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
+Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4.}4(& the sequence of units/modules of the course
LirExcellent | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
)J/Excel]cnt 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )

6. Were you able to g€t the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent -4{Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

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

_I/H/Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average 5) Very Poor [ () }
;l_ AW Fe NN S Principal
L X 7 - RRRASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(&UTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) A ©




{.A’)/Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average L4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I

—_
—

|
8. I}a«(&ﬂexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

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-€lc.

| 1) Very good J/Z')IGood | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] () |

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by f.ndustry /
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/Z)’Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | ( ) |

12.Evaluation of the-tourse is appropriate to discriminate the students
‘ 1) Very good MGood [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ) |

Any other suggestion(s)

LY
Date Y '$ Iaow_f Name of Student D-Yen Kat Sivo— Signature D‘___;M

%
\’.4.

| J Al
N Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINFERING COLLEGE

(ALUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnady (Miet) A o




MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : wﬂw&n\ff@“ N ./ Course: R Tew

Department : A g " Years/Semester 'l/'“

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable 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 =1
3 Depth of the course content Ct
4 Extent of coverage of course 8’
5 Extent of effort required by students A
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating ?

2. The syllabus was

‘ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull ] 5) Irrelevant \ () ‘
}./611' background for benefiting from the course was
N Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Iirelevant Irrelevant
j/lﬁlte the sequence of units/modules of the course
’/{) 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
/P)/Exccllcnt 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
=
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent L’Mdequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (|

).’@lhe design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning

F7) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average 4) Poor [S)VeryPoor [ ¢ ) |
i i f
B : Principal
WARASARADPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist), A B




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

[Mew good ] 2) Good | 3) Average [i) Poor LS) 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

Trathing / Internship etc.

M ery good

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

C )

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

current global sgefiarios.

| 1) Very good Mﬁ Good J 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor l (")
11, e curriculum has focus on skill development
IMery good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ] ( ) J
1 2£valuation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Mery good | 2) Good ' 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | G =0 l

Any other suggestion(s)

14 (gloof k. moxen g

ate Name of Student

A S & Mot | |
L-'-——_‘w—n—h-‘ o P”nCIpa!

Signature

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnady (Dist 1.




% NARASARAOQOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : G-| . Venked™ Course: 3o Tec

Department A\ "7 —T Years/Semester :
p AT-TT s ste T / T
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 3 7 6 5 - 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) w
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations c.‘
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 g
{
2, The syllabus was
\WChallcnging | 2) Adequate ) 3) Inadequate } 4) Dull | 3) hrrelevant | () |
3« Your background for benefiting from the course was
oT) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely « )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant rrelevant
II//REIC the sequence of units/modules of the course
] Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
}{}@te the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
v/l) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to/geﬁae prescribed readings?
1) Excellent t_//?_’TAdequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
T/R’ﬁthc design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
(Mmy good I 2) Good | 3) Average i 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) ]
5B
M e A 7% Principal
e AL HARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
% - ffﬁ.f.ﬁ?"QNOMOUS}
e NARA&ARAOPET-E;E'EEO?. Palnadu (Dist) A P
%— — —— —




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

Lmery 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

raining / Internship etc.

c/rl) Very good | 2) Good 13) 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 /

__enfrent global scenarios.

MVery good I 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development _
[ 1) Very good ¢ L21Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | £ |
}lﬂﬁ]uation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
,_j’) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (- ]

Any other suggestion(s)

uls 25 Groven kot

Date Name of Student

&

bt

Signature




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name: SleoeADs 200 EE R Course: ¥4 AT t/\
Department : P‘ j:',q Years/Semester : 109-{_ 02 :_ }

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

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

2. FAC syllabus was |

b0 P 0 o[ D

N § R W RO [ =N RS O

L%hallcnging ‘ 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull ‘ 5) Irrelevant { (\) J
;/ﬂl—r background for benefiting from the course was
/ﬁHighly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely P
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
ME sequence of units/modules of the course
/I/) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( ] )

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

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

1) Excellent 2) Adequate //?ﬁnadcquale 4) Poor 5) Very poor (’3)
m design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
(!A/)Very good { 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor L 5) Very Poor l { ]
- ; o .g"
=4 Principal

NARASARADPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(Alg INDO W}'}US\
NARASARAOPET - 572 <01, Palnadu (Dist) AP
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mme 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
}uﬁﬁw / Internship etc.

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

We depth of the syllabug of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

d/l) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l ( \ ) }
11<The curriculum has focus on skill development
| M’Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | o [ ‘
12 Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students R
ery good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor [ (V) |
<

N
Any other suggestion(s)

e - dadef

Date 4 \ Qg lQ 6&1‘"‘ Name of Student Cle +™M[D %‘Ltgefl Signature

s a
LI
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Tdw A4
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Mz

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2y - 26

Name 5 v (CNTEELL)

Department : .S ¢

Course : 8 - 76’(%

Years/Semester : 1 ~ L/

1. Please give a rating of your course on the following 4

—

{,—"‘5- J

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) 7
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q
3 | Depth of the course content ~
4 | Extent of coverage of course N
5 | Extent of effort required by students 9
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report R
7 | Overall rating G
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 (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 ()
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 | (/) |
Principal
NARASARAOPET! 16 COLLERE

MOUS)

NARASARAQPET - 522E11




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 3 02y-8 K
Name : K'G'l'b'a‘:Sthah\'}ql f Course: B-Tech

Department : C{y;) Years/Semester : =1
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 3 7 6 5 - 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)
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

NV AW

1010100 [ 4| ()

2. The syllabus was
I 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 (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 (1)

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

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEFRING € OLLEGE

(A1ET "r“’f\jO\!}OUQ}

NARASARACPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist) A P




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good TZ) 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 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 | (1) |

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

Any other suggestion(s) No

H Crbeeshmari & Croutphmy

Date 1§ 17‘}2'1 Name of Student Signature

b5
PR )

K%

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
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M NARASARAOPETA
NE[: ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 3 o2¢—ax«

Name : k .{\(\?‘ Babu. Course : 15 = TcoL‘ .

N
Department : £ o \ Years/Semester : ’ | l - T
v AL »
/
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 ¥ 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) 3
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
3 Depth of the course content QG
4 | Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating o;
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ‘ (y ) l
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 (1)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (\)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor ] (9 ‘
‘ Principal
3. NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
i (AUTONOMOUS)
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

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

(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 I 3) Very Poor

e |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

vy ]
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)  —
y 2g (s) ' Ao.
Date [g/ :} /ﬂl/ Name of Student Signature

k-Aﬂ",\ Bayy

1 A

::: Jf{

i

P emisd

b~

W 9 -""_’! . Principal
o NARASARAGPETA B \EERING COLLEGE

(ALTONOMOUS)
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: §o2¢—3<
Name: p §.g. 503031 kumion Course : R ~"Tedn
Department : civil Years/Semester : T0. — 1L
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities. or S
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real lifc situations q
3 Depth of the course content C]'
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 | Extent of effort required by students 2
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating 2
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 (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 (1)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
I 1) Very good [ 2) Good l 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | (1) ]

—

— Y | Principal

118\ NARASARAOPETA ENGINEFRING COLLEGE

| | N (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522 601 Fainadu izt A p




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 I 3) Average | 4) Poor I 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.

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s) ”0

S Sagpn IR A Y
Date 9_”1— ’9—0‘7-5 Name of Studen

NAHASARAOPETA

(AUTONO
NARASARAOPET. 32260

P.

Signature
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2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

| — 5 K’ S‘{‘(h Course : B TeC")
Department : l"[— Years/Semester : &0&5 ﬂ l l

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 Depth of the course content
4
5

-

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report
7 Overall rating

2. The syllabus was
J 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate ‘ 3) Inadequate J 4) Dull l 5) lrrelevant | ) }

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

P00

—_

Mghly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( )“
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

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

5. Rate the adequateness-of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course B
1) Excellent /,R’Aﬁequatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

—T) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor () ;
|
/P@iu’mn of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
41 Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ()]

E B ,/4‘%3 EE‘FN! F_’i‘incipal
ARSI NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

! (ALTONOMOUS)
— NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnady (Dist ), A P




8. Rate the flexibility inehoosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good |ja’(food | 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ‘ () |
o

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
raining / Internship etc.

Xl) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average I 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.

/1,1) Very good | 2) Good ’ 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor \ ) ‘

/H’.'ﬁac curriculum has focus on skill development
ri/l) Very good [ 2) Good ] 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor } - ) ]

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

Any other suggestion(s)

U805 5 2 Sk S,

Date Name of Student Signature

ot by 2

e

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO1* =~

(AL 1"'.“'-':"&'1?!.}8\
ARANDET Eanpn = g
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : T RD\-\" t Course : e C'h

Department : \T Years/Semester ‘E\i\ 05215
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 l
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars g Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analym_a! abilities, or
broadening perspectives) a
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 2
3 Depth of the course content {
4 Extent of coverage of course @
5 Extent of effort required by students i)
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report >
7 Overall rating )
2 The syllabus was
ﬂ Challenging | 2) Adequate l 3) Inadequate { 4) Dull ‘ 5) Irrelevant I (R ) |
X
}/ﬁhr background for benefiting from the course was .
-1 Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( x )
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course .
_,]»)’E?cellem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (’} )
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
),Exccllem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( } )
-
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
/l)/l':?cellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ‘1’ )
1
7, Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning "
MVCI){ good | 2) Good | 3) Average ! 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (\V) I
3 $ ..)-“#) ;
Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINFERING COLLEGE
(ﬁ“iﬂMOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist), A P




8. Rate the flexibility4richoosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very goodﬁ) 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

_Fraining / Internship etc. : 5
/l) Very good ‘ 2) Good ! 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ‘ ( b) _]
10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.
f’l) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (D) |
11. curriculum has focus on skill development
CLD/V{ery good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ () ]

Lkmtion of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
M Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |

Any other suggestion(s)

4813025 TRt “
Date Name of Student -
5 ,t;" "’,4;:
Yiae r?i i
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLL e
(mﬁ‘()NOMOUS) :
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: Vo Pquaw \e vaot QQA;L_% Course : B‘WCQK

Department : U T Years/Semester : 940 S I l'.L :
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 O 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) C‘
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course %
3 Extent of effort required by students %
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report '
7 | Overall rating °s
2 APhe syllabus was
MChailenging | 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate ' 4) Dull l 5) Irrelevant ‘ () I
A" Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
j/Rﬁé the sequence of units/modules of the course
//() 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
//ﬁ Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (|
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
/la/Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
P
7. Rate the design gj}rlﬁéourse in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good MGood ‘ 3) Average I 5) Very Poor I ( ) I
| S 1.,@ )
Principas
NARASARROPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
M”«f‘NOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET . 527 601 Palnadu (Dist) A p




8. Rutethe flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
M\fery 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
/]‘;ﬂing / Internship etc. ,
./[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | ( ) ‘

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

-M) Very good ] 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor J 5) Very Poor | t ) ]
11- hé curriculum has focus on skill development
MVBW good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) ]

uﬁv/a[uution of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
M\/cry good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () ]

Any other suggestion(s)

o4 !0% [2025 V- Fauooun Kuwes Qgi&\a M’ —

Date Name of Student Signature

P 3
b: i‘

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COL! "~
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnady (Dist 1 4 »




MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: CH+ Syfnfuay Course: 3. Tech D't g , 0% ‘ 107’6
Department : IT Years/Semester : E / -

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) c\

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations A

3 Depth of the course content q

4 | Extent of coverage of course Q

3 Extent of effort required by students 3

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q

7 Overall rating q‘

¢ syllabus was

Mhallcnunﬂ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull [ 5) Irrelevant [ () |
3 Your background for benefiting from the course was
) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
/S./Rutc the sequence of units/modules of the course
‘/]) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
ﬂatc the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
//t) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed xeddings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate u/JYInadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (S
7 B,a-re/he design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning '
Mly good ] 2) Good | 3) Average i 4) Poor { 5) Very Poor [ () |
-4
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAQPET - 522 601, Palnady (Disl.), AP

|




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
L’J/P)/Venj good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |

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

MVery good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 3) Very Poor I () |

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

J/l) Very good ] 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (=) |

X The curriculum has focus on skill development
,I/l’) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average ’ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | L - l

12 EValuation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
I,l’ﬁ/ely good | 2) Good J 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | () |
4 p

Any other suggestion(s)

Y \‘3’;5’ CH . Synivar A
Date Name of Student cH ‘S ﬁ

Signature

] 2
:

- | ;i
) Y B :
o g . R
7 & : % i i
i w\q:_ Vil N Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CO1' ™"
(MITONOMOUS)
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

a o
Name: £ . Sx¥mVYasa Yoo Course : G.TQQ\\

Department : T " Years/Semester ‘j i /éf

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

9 8 7 6 5 -+ 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) C‘
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations ?
3 Depth of the course content C‘
4 | Extent of coverage of course | )
5 | Extent of effort required by students b
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating . I

-

_~2. The syllabus was

‘/[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate

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

3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ‘ () ‘

4.)?@?([1@ sequence of units/modules of the course
)f)/Exccllcm 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()

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

m\o
~

()

o
2
S

6. Were you able to gerthe prescribed readings?

1) Excellent \Mdequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
Ate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
“’T 1) Very good I 2) Good l 3) Average } 4) Poor { 5) Very Poor | () J
%3 r

o — >rincipal

~ NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
; (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist). AP




8. &a&e/the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
M 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 / Internsh‘ipeﬁ.

J 1) Very good MGood | 3) Average [ 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 /
;«%ﬂ global scenarios.

| & ery good | 2) Good [ 3) Average r4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | (- ) |
11, Ffie curriculum has focus on skill development

Mery good LZ) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor L ( ) 4]
12.Exaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

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

e

Any other suggestion(s)

T gvinivaefe o T otk

Date “ I% [ 01y Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLE™*
(AFTONOMOUS)
NARASARAORET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) AP




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : B- Bhaﬂu P)/aKaSh Course : B‘Tech
Department : I T . 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 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)
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[ AW b

Overall rating

2. The syllabus wals/

2910 000 g

[ 1) Challenging Mdequale ‘ 3) lnadequatej 4) Dull | 5) hrrelevant | ( ) '
3. Yog;bﬁkground for benefiting from the course was
Wy 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence ofurits/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2rAdequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 3) Very Poor ( )
4 Pt

5. Madequatencss of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
‘Hfﬁxccllcm 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (.

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

7. M design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
Mcry good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor i 5) Very Poor \ () J

| . | NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
ARG LR (AUTONOMOUS)

g m 4 ’ﬁ;:;—' Principal

— NARASARACPET - 522 €01, Painadu (Dist.), A.P.




MC flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
/rl)Very good | 2) Good I 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

__“Praining / Internship etc.

/]’])Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor LS) Very Poor I () ] )

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

)«}.’lﬁ curriculum has focus on skill development
glfr)Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | t ) ‘

IZWH of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
|M,61y good | 2) Good | 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | { ) ]
P 5

Any other suggestion(s)

u/s/2q & Bhanl Pakath B Bhanu Pokalh

Date Name of Student Signature

Principal »
!
NARASARADPETA ENGINEERING COLY™
(ALTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist} * .




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : j 5Ta L}N Ba b U Course : B'T€Ch
I T Years/Semester : ﬂ/I

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

Department :

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 q
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations %
3 Depth of the course content Q
4 | Extent of coverage of course Q
5 Extent of effort required by students "
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report i )
7 Overall rating q
\
2. The syllabus was
Mmllenging I 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () |
}(ﬁn’ background for benefiting from the course was
=f 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 _‘Mdequalc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor )
j/Rfe/the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
-/’T) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
//i')/Excellem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
Me design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
J/l’r‘v’ery good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ ) I
Principah

NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE-

{ALTONOMOUS)

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




MB flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Af/l) 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
_Lraining / Internship ete.
J/()me good l 2) Good ] 3) Average l 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 scerrarios.

\ 1) Very good /l/f) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) |
Mriculum has focus on skill development
¢ | 1) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I {, &) I

12,E<aluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
UXVcry good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | ¢ ) \
/

Any other suggestion(s)

u/sjzs 3. 5tuliy BabY 5- s40in ba bV

Date Name of Student Signature

Principal "
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COUPZE
(;%.JJ‘E'DNOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.). A B




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : '/4 H&“:S Je | Course : %-(‘f\f—ctk

Department : g(}'- Years/Semester : {1 [fl:
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 3 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
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)
Applicability/relevance to real life situations
Depth ot the course content

Extent of coverage of course

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

,Zﬁsyllabus was

900909 9

~N ||| W|N

/ﬂ) Challenging | 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull I 5) Irrelevant | () |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
/H/High]y 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the coursc
/l’r 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
A7 Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )

6, Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
/YfExcellent 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) ¥ery good 1 2) Good | 3) Average 4) Poor 1 5) Very Poor ] () J
o
A
N :
i‘f‘r;"nc:'pa! :
g ] NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
. (ATONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist.), A.P




~ 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 / Inter! etc

| 1) Very good /1’2) 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.

/|J) Very good \ 2) Good ‘ 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ‘ ()
MHCUIum has focus on skill development
[)Wery good ] 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] ¢

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

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

ny other suggestion(s)

L/og/ﬂf A- Nessk

Date Name of Student Signature

s saf

J %,f..a#’ 5

_’_""E?

Principal

NARASARAQPETA ENGIIEERING COLLEGE

: (AUTONOMOUS)
P W, NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu Dist). A

-

S
;.’ﬁ..i-?.'f




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : €~ DN oy Course : v&f\-\EQ\n
Department :ET Years/Semester ji\ o
A
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

| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilitics, or

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

ﬂ
Extent of coyerage of course K
Q
q
q
I
)

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

~ | h B w o

;/T'gsyllabus was

MCha[[enging [ 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate [ 4 Dull \ 5) Irrelevant | ( |
3. Your backgrmuw benefiting from the course was
1) Highly V/ZTRclevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (.
Relevant Relevant lrrelevant Irrelevant

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

.:/H/Excallenl 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( )
5. Ratc the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
/la/fxcellcnt 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (.
-~

6. Werc y’ou able to get the prescribed readings?
4-/1)/E(xcellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ) J

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

14,
B CAAN
@AY A Principal

< B NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLFAF

3 g

- (ALTDNOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Palnacu (Dist) A~




8. Rate the flexibility ipefioosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good |27 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
Teaining / Internship etc.

M\/ery good l 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. s
| W]’y good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | C ) }
-

11, PHe curriculum has focus on skill development
Dﬂ’f/ery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | C ) }

12, Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| Xery good | 2) Good [ 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | { ) |
/ Iz

Any other suggestion(s)

Q. e Rgway -

Dateohu- 02— 202QF5 Name of Student Signature
11 '1{& ,Ag'.‘\"(
el i e ‘

Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AITHONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu {Dist). A ™




Nz,
NE%

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Course : %T e\

Name: €« Rowt TERQ -

Department : {7\

=
Years/Semester : @. _U__ / j‘_

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

9_ 3 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
c},&émely 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 A
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.}11(5)/]1;11)115 was
J}thallcnging | 2) Adequate l 3) Inadeguate I 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant [ ) |
3 4 our background for benefiting from the course was
/{’inghly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
< Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
}(@e the sequence of units/modules of the course
/() Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (O
5. Rate the adcq%uf[hc text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent "/ZfAdequu[e 3) nadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescrﬂxﬂﬁcadh’.gs?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
7. RaA€ the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
I ]V(cry good } 2) Good LE) Average ‘ 4) Poor } 5) Very Poor | (| I
: {1 . "!El'- s.-r A 1 : -
| & E ! i .
L & W | Principal
o ’
g e NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COL! 7!
(ATONOMOUS)

MARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist .~ 7




8. &;K(cﬂcxibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

/W‘Vely good | 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | C ) ]
&

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 / Internslp etc.

| 1) Very good -‘1/2) 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,

/l/l,) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | () |
11,Fhe curriculum has focus on skill development
[)Wery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) ]
llfmion of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| Mcry good _LZ) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ o I
b

Any other suggestion(s)

2. Qoo "\ -

Date ©W ~©% -2 3 Name of Student Signature

Principai
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOM ous)
NARASARAOPET - 322401, Palnadu (Dist ) A ®




\\\ “lﬂ

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Name: A\ .Shaymulc g

Department :

LT.

(AUTONOMOUS)

Course: B. Féech
Years/Semester : H/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 | 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 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
yﬁl_t. syllabus was
//r) Challenging [ 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate { 4) Dull I 5) Irrelevant l () ‘
/34’ our background for benefiting from the course was
r/l) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely [
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4, Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
//ﬁ 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 ()
6. Wetc you able to get the prescribed readings?
Ly TExcellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
L)/E’ ) Adeq ) Inadéq ) yp
7. Rate the design of tl)/l.ﬁmse in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good } p(d | 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | () ‘
&’4'” i.‘:f:, .t. ,,‘ e
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERS
(ARTONOMOUS)

NARASARAORET - 522601, Palnadu (Qist), A ©




8. Ratethe flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
]/lfﬁ/ery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | () ]
o

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

| 1) Very good %Good l 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 /
surTent global scenarios.
[&rVery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |

11.The curriculm%ns on skill development
[ 1) Very good MGood | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | C_ ) [

lmmn of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| rVery good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | oy
'd

Any other suggestion(s)

, /- Shanmyfea
Date bf/ g/ 2028 Name of Student Signature
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
Bos | (AUTONOMOUS)
*'-" —— NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist), A P




= NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name: €. Ymglhan Say Cowse: 3. bech

Department PI:D’/ Years/Semester : 2./'

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

9 8 7 6 ) 4 3 2 I
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) ﬁ
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations R
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 q
7 Overall rating q
A}
2. The syllabus was -
[ 1) Challenging ]AAdcquzllc Mmdequate ] 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () ]
3. Your background for be)‘r(.‘ﬁting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relgxant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant

4. Raf€ the sequence of units/modules of the course
c)z)/Exccllcnl 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( )

5. Rate the adequateness of the text bpeK and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate ,_/’{) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

6. Vgprc’yb\u able to get the prescribed readings?

_D/Egcellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
Mewm of the course in terms of extra leamning or self-learning
l ﬂery good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () I
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINFERING £OLL
(AIITONOMOUS)

o NAF{QSARAOPET-522601.Falnadu{Dist.).A.L‘




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elec}i)@n relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good | 2) Good Mverage | 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 / Internshipete.

| 1) Very good_,{d’) Good l 3) Average I 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 LZfGood | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ¢ |

11.The-curriculum has focus on skill development
IM eood ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | { ) |

12, Bvaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
J/l'j’vcry good | 2) Good LB) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | . |

Any other suggestion(s)

)e. mehansa
Date ‘4/?/2023“' Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASARAOPCTA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AETONOMQUS)
NARASARADPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist.), AP




. '.“ P
2
SHS

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: T maday naik

Course: B .Tech

Depar[meu’:‘ 7 Years/Semester : YT /I
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
Y 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 ]
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor |  Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating

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

C‘

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

q
q

Extent of coverage of course

v

2
3 Depth of the course content
4
5

Extent of effort required by students

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report

q
q
§

7 Overall rating

Ci

2. The syllabus was /

\

J

[ 1) Challenging | 2) Ad€quate | 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull [ 5) Irrelevant | () |
[
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
ighly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (|
*“T Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
Mw sequence of units/modules of the course
‘_,/l’{ Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (|
5. Rate the adequatencsgof the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent }Aﬂiequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
6)&@1} able to get the prescribed readings?
b Excellent l 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )

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

{ 1) Very good

| 2}@60(3

\ 3) Average

| 4) Poor

] 5) Very Poor

[ ) |

P

pers

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERF
(LUTONOMOUS)

HARASARAOPET

- ST2601, Palnadu (Dist) A R




8. Rate the flexibility ip,cﬁmsing of elective in relation to technology advancements

| 1) Very good L—,’@(}ood LB) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor

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

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

Tradfiing / Internship etc.

- Mew good | 2) Good 1 3) Average | 4) Poor TS) Very Poor

()

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

current global scemdrios.

[ 1) Very good 21 Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ¢ .0 J
11A e curriculum has focus on skill development
WVery good { 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | () J
Cd
12.Evaluation of tl)%rse is appropriate to discriminate the students
I 1) Very good MGood | 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor l (™) |
Any other suggestion(s)
T vaday nark
Date y / o 8/ 2928 Name of Student Signature

14

@
-

Frincipal

NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(ALTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist), AP.

ak'



NARASARAOPETA

NC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : M) A’VMJ/L(/

Course :

B.Tech

Department 4\ I Years/Semester : ﬂ/I
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or ct
broadening perspectives) _
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations ‘1
3 | Depth of the course content K
4 Extent of coverage of course Y
5 Extent of effort required by students =
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 5
7 Overall rating b |
2. The syllabus was e
I 1) Challenging { Mﬂ:‘gﬁte |Madcquatc | 4) Dull T5) Irrelevant | ( ) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly ’MVant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (|
Relevant Relevant lrrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the se ucnc;ofﬁlits/mndulcs of the course

1) Excellent

-2‘)’ Adequate

3) Inadequate

4) Poor

5) Very Poor ()

5. Ragethe adequateness of the text book and refere

nece book mentioned for the course

y&ﬁellem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. )k{you able to get the prescribed readings?
che]lent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )

7. Rate the design oflly@e in terms of extra learning or self-learning

[ 1) Very good

[ 2.660d

| 3) Average

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor | () J

14

Principal
NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 322 601, Palnadu (Dist). AP




[«

8. Rate the flexibility in Mng of elective in relation to technology advancements
[ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor

| 3) Average

| 1) Very good | 2)8God
9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences; Professional Course, Protessional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
[ ()

| 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor

Tyathing / Internship etc.
| 2) Good | 3) Average
he depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
.

Mery good
10.Ra
rrent global scenarios.
M ery good l 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor
ll.jlh{curriculum has focus on skill development
[ l)}ﬂ:ry good ] 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ] ) —l
-
lmn of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| J—)’Very good | 2) Good ‘ 3) Average i 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] = ]
Any other suggestion(s)
M .Atond
Date Iosfgoz_s‘ Name of Student Signature

!,.

Principal

NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AITONOMOUS)

=_d.,:;4
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnaciy (Dist) A ®




M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: TV ‘\/\ouﬂ:‘ Ka Course : B 'TG_CLL
Department :-P\ I_ﬂ- Years/Semester - 3L l s 1
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) ﬁ

Applicability/relevance to real life situations i
Depth of the course content ﬁ
Extent of coverage of course b |
Extent of effort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Overall rating

N V||| W o

2. The syllabus was /
| 1) Challenging 2L$rd€quate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull I 5) lirelevant { (

— .-QL_D .
.<7

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

4. mm sequence of units/modules of the course
(_L)/Excellem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()

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

6. Were you able to gep#re prescribed readings?

1) Excellent Mequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. RateThe design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
va'c/ry good l 2) Good I 3) Average l 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | () J

Principal

NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ATDNOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522501, Palnaduy (Dist.). A.°




8. Rate the flexibility in ;h-u/osing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good | 2),960d | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () J
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 e}e)

| 1) Very good | Z)ICﬁ)d ' | 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 /
rrent global scenarios.

J/P)/Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average [ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | () ]
11.Thecurriculum has focus on skill development
l | }kl/'y good I 2) Good J 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ] (. ) J
<~
Ilmon of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Ll/}/me good | 2) Good ] 3) Average { 4) Poor TS) Very Poor | () |

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 4 -0F-2085 A S Sl
W R -551
Y eg® ;
Principal
NARASARAOPFTA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMO us)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Palnadu {

Dist) AP




NARASARAQOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name :

Department : #‘1 ‘J

CH Rownon éh&ﬂ*\o\

Course :

R.Tech

Years/Semester : jI / I

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

9 8 7 6 5 B 3 2 |
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) O‘
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations ﬁ
3 Depth of the course content 9
4 Extent of coverage of course b )
5 | Extent of effort required by students 'S
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 3 2
7 | Overall rating |
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging ] 3)‘In9,dt-ﬁuarc | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
ighly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (.
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence Mts/modules of the course
1) Excellent dequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( )
~
S.MC adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
/l,)/ﬁxcellem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
6. Were you able to g;‘,tfﬂ{prcscribed readings?
1) Excellent })’Xdequale 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. RmeWgn of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
[ I}V}py/good l 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |
.2
Principal

NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGF
(AUTIONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522641, Falnadu (Dist) A P




8. Rate the flexibility in,eh@g of elective in relation to technology advancements

{ 1) Very good_[“z)zGBod j 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 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
catning / Internship etc.

T
]mery good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor i | 5) Very Poor | ¢ )
o

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

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

11.The curriculum hgs-focus on skill development

[ 1) Very good LMood I 3) Average \ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor I ¢ 1

12.13@ of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

| 1))’4}/ good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (0

Any other suggestion(s)

/8l ?—07—9 ¢ H Bamaq kvishng

Date Name of Student Signature

%
i




N9z,
Sz

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : G.? . SUQ‘-;( om . Course :
~

Ds—:partmem ; A 'E-"\) Years/Semester :

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

9 3 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

| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 8’_

broadening perspectives)

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations o |

3 Depth of the course content b |

4 | Extent of coverage of course B ‘

5 Extent of effort required by students c‘

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report ﬁ

7 Overall rating ?

2. The syllabus was e

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate ..I/}Ylnadequatc J 4y Dull \ 5) hrrelevant \ () 1

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

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

_iﬁxcel]em

2) Adequate

3) Inadequate

4) Poor

5) Very Poor ( )

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and refere

nce book mentioned for the course

-

<_ﬁ,&ﬁ:llem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to gst»dfprcscribed readings”?
1) Excellent '%dequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )

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

I‘T‘]’Vuy good

\ 2) Good

l 3) Average

I 4) Poor

J 5) Very Poor ‘ ( ) |

Princinal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEG
(AUITOINOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.) AR




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

| 1) Very good d/lf Good \ 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 3) Very Poor |

~
St

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
}éﬁgg / Internship etc.
\‘i/l) Very good { 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor I 3) Very Poor | o) ]

10.Ratg the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
}tém global scenarios.

J/P)’Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (A ]
-—

11.The curriculum ha,yf’(?cus on skill development
| 1) Very good | 2¥Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ) I

12 Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Mely good l 2) Good 3) Average | 4) Poor { 5) Very Poor l ) |

Any other suggestion(s)

Lg/@/zoLS_ & SUTyam

Name of Student Signature

3 o
ﬁ af ?

Y ¥R Principal
i NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ZUTDONOMQUS)

NARASARAOPET - 322 66 I.Palnadu (Dist) A P




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name : G . emklﬂ avy - Course : BL@ CL’
D
Department : A"El_ Years/Semester : [| 2 /;

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very 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 ﬂ

broadening perspectives)

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations &
3 Depth of the course content Q
L Extent of coverage of course C’1
5 Extent of effort required by students c[\
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report ‘ﬁ
7 Overall rating b | )
A
2. The syllabus was /
| 1) Challenging ]ﬂo)/Adequatc | 3) Inadequate J 4) Dull l 5) Irrelevant | ( ) |
3. Youybﬁ:kground for benefiting from the course was
Wy 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
evant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence pfunits/modules of the course
1) Excellent ._)')(ﬁ\dt‘qualtc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( )
5. Ratc the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
)/E;(cellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (.
<
6. Were you able tpﬁlhc prescribed readings?
1) Excellent _//2’) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor )
7. R 1e design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
l I_My good ‘ 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ () J
-
.
3 ‘ "__
Principal
d Filshd
RARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(.’f‘-'UTGNDMOUS)

NARASARACPET - 522601, Pzlnady {Dist), AP




8. Rate the flexibility in,oh@lg of elective in relation to technology advancements

—_
P

] 1) Very good |Mod [ 3) Average ]71) Poor | 5) Very Poor [

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

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

|4‘]’Vc1y 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 /
uwrent global scenarios.

MVEI'y good J 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I ()
11.T+€ curriculum has focus on skill development
dlll)ﬁfery good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 3) Very Poor [ ()

IZMH of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

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

v
Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature
43 a "

. _J' 7
[ . Pr' .
i ¢ ] rincipal
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MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : B PQ'I\T{“ Course ‘.B T’.L\r\
Departmentb'\:_a Yeurs/Scmcster:E -7

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

9 3 7 6 5 B 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)

CT

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Depth of the course content

Extent of coverage of course

(1
q
|

Extent of effort required by students

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

N ||| W

Overall rating

2. The syllabus was /

[ 1) Challenging | Zlﬁrﬁ'equate | 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant I () |
174
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant -?ﬁly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant elevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
mucnce of units/modules of the course
C)XExce]]em 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
mqmtmcsa of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
b/H/Exccllent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
G.Wable to get the prescribed readings?
/l)’ﬁxcellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. Rate the design of the course in th learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good | 2) Good ng) Average [ 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor I () |
l 7

(ALTO

Principal

NARASARADPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

NOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.), AP




8. Rdte the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
J/l’) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor I 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
;Dra{iclv:/ Internship etc. \

(/I/[j\/ery 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 /
_gairent global scenarios.

Mery good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor I () |
Mﬁi*riculum has focus on skill development
MVery good | 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () 1

12.Evaluation of the gefirse is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good ‘L})'G(ood | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | Al ]

Any other suggestion(s)

oufog/10)& B-Rab T =ARun

Date Name of Student Signature

3
¢ 3
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-

a -~
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: B« TEEVRAN Course : B Tech
LA
Department : Mf W\ Years/Semester : QLY
C—
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 -+ 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)
Applicability/relevance to real life situations
Depth of the course content

q
C"
C“
Extent of coverage of course Vs
¥
=1
&

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

2. The syﬂﬁ@ was

~N oy Bfwro

| 1) Chg}l’ﬁging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull \ 5) Irrelevant | ( ) |
-
3. Youpbackground for benefiting from the course was
y}gh’ly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
e Rtlevant Relevant Irrelevant lrrelevant

4. Rate the sequenm{s/modulcs of the course
1) Exce!lcnt\/df,l\dequatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()

5. Rate theadequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
}Eﬁllem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

Mou able to get the prescribed readings?

/l'f Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of gwd)/mse in terms of extra learning or self-learning
\ 1) Very good » [M@d [ 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor T

—_—
—

AR, 7

@/ Principal

! TThROA Y NARASARAGPETA €1 lthtBtMG COLLEGE
5 ; (ALTONOMOUS)

1 '\

. —_— NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadi (Dist 1. AP




8. Rate the flexibility yxﬁsing of elective in relation to technology advancements
] 1) Very good |})/Goocl ] 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | () J
(g

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 | () ]

IE.(R%I:Mhe depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

rrent global scenarios.

\/W\/ery good | 2) Good | 3) Average \ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ¢ ) }
11.The cun‘iculum)x&us on skill development
| 1) Very good MGood | 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ ( ) ]

12.Evghiation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) V}‘a{good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor FS) Very Poor [ i) ]
N

Any other suggestion(s)

'-[«)(3}@0@5 8. Teevdn Tesvan

ate Name of Student Signature

i
‘ ) 3 WATE | ]
A 4 Y Erclialodege 4
. . .

Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ALTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu {Dist). A ©



Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : Course :
| Department : P{E "ﬂ Years/Semester :
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | 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 C\
4 Extent of coverage of course =
5 Extent of effort required by students (:1 k
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report %‘
7 Overall rating S’
2. The a)mq was
| 1) Chz%u;ing L2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate ‘ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () J

p——
3. Your background for bepefiting from the course was

1) Highly ‘Mnt 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (|

Relevant Relevant lrrelevant Lirelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules ojth—c course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate e/,é‘)’ﬁadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
5. Rmequutencss of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

tI}Eﬁ:e]lcm 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
%you able to get the prescribed readings?
_/]’T Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7}@ design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
Mcry good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l () |

Principal

NARASARACPETA ENGH INEERING COLLEGE
ALTONOMOUS)

NARASARAGP!:T-’:Z:LULP;)\ acu (Dist) AP




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of ele% relation to technology advancements
I 1) Very good [ 2) Good MAverage | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor [ () ]
=

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engineering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professipnal Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc. /0"

| 1) Very good | 2) Good __/T/3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] ( ) ]

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

| 1) Very good ¢ 21 Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | { |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill devefopment

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good l%verage E) Poor ] 5) Very Poor J £ ) ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

L 1) V;v.(good I 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l 6 ) ]

—

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature

oy

EG

i Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ) A &

prorine oy




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: K- mﬂQS\"’\ Course : &* ‘TeCh

Department A{_T_ «-’DV Years/Semester : m/'I_

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

9 8 7 6 5 A 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 c\

broadening perspectives)

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

2 1

3 %

4 Extent of coverage of course K[

5 qQ
xQ

Extent of effort required by students

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report i
7 | Overall rating 'S’/
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging [ 2) A}kﬁuatc [ 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant } () ‘
h
| 3. )‘ﬁ background for benefiting from the course was
Tighly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
“Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of unaifs/modules of the course
1) Excellent }M-(iequutc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( )
o
3. Madcquutencss of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
)/Iﬁccllcnt 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
\ %
6. Were you able to,g(eprescribcd readings?
1) Excellent ..MAdequale 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
/(Lelhc design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
O/rl) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ‘ () J
_"’;‘
principal

pETA ENGINEERING COLUE
AMSP«RP\([Z il o

NARASARJ\OHJ

.577 604, Palnacu (Oist.‘,.A.P‘




8. % flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
\LM/Vm'y 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 / Internshipetc.

| 1) Very goodd/ZYGood } 3) Average [ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor I ( ) |

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

| 1) Verygood | 2)Good LAJAverage | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | e ) |
11.The cun’icu[mp,lfm:us on skill development

[ 1) Very good/I/Z) Good | 3) Average ’ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ ( ) l
I}M}f the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

WVer‘y good l 2) Good l 3) Average ’ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | L ) I

Any other suggestion(s)

L\\3\Qg k- Naga ot K:Naga g\

Date Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASARACRET ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Patnagy (Dist). A




M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : ¥, G,oy\)'ﬁ-]gmi Course : @—Eecb

Department§y ik Years/Semester : [ l T

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) _ﬁ

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations G‘

3 Depth of the course content

4 | Extent of coverage of course I

5 Extent of effort required by students ‘Q[

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report e )

7 | Overall rating eI Cl‘

et

2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Ipafequate | 4) Dull [ 5) Irelevant | () |
3. Your backgrotgd/t’or/beneﬁting from the course was
1) Highly .(/f) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (B
Relevant Relevant lrrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rat¢the sequence of units/modules of the course
Exeellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
s |
5. w‘- adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
/lyﬁmcllcm 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
A
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate viﬁnadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
J/Rﬁthe design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
é/l;()\/ery good | 2) Good | 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor I ( ) |

T a 1 princips! COLLEGE
AN ] NARASHRAOPETAE BUGNEERNG
(AUTON OMOUS

NARASARAOPET -

.522604, Pa*nadu (Dist). A AP




ate the ﬂf:x1b111ty n choosing of elective in relation to technoloszy advancements

[ 3) Average

| 5) Very Poor } () |

/r) Very good | 2) Good

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

Dﬂﬁing / Internship etc.

Very good 2) Good
\(|,l'f y g |

‘ 3) Average

]5)\/0:)' Poor ‘ £ l

10.Rate the depth ot;:?d‘lfbus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scepafios.

| 3) Average

I 5) Very Poor [ ") |

[ 1) Very good | 2¥Good

11.The curriculum Mn skill development

[ 1) Very good | 2 Good

| 3) Average

[ 5) Very Poor r ) |

IZ.E\mf the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

l 3) Average

|5)Vely Poor I ¢ I

| ) Xery good | 2) Good
<

Any other suggestion(s)

h\ glas

Date

K-GiowTHHM|

Name of Student

K- Fowtham.

Signature

:.’,Q;A

(Y

v? & \.

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENG GINEERING COLLERE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522 501 Palnadu (Dist), A p




\

M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for t}he Academic Year:

Name: K.,\/.¢ RQm(dOL Course’” B-4tech
Department A—:]:—'I[ Years/Semester : 7] I T

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

9 8 7 6 5 - 3 2 |

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 Ci

broadening perspectives)

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 3

3 Depth of the course content Q

4 Extent of coverage of course C‘\

5 Extent of effort required by students S'(

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report c] il

7 Overall rating V

2. The s¥llabus was

L]) Q]}?ﬂ’enging [ 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate J[ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant } ) |
3. Your background fo}/m“g from the course was
1) Highly ‘yﬂcvant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant lrrelevant Irrelevant

4, Rat@ the sequence of units/modules of the course
/I'fExcellcm 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor { )

5. Rate the adcquu/tpn‘\:/ssm“thc text book and reference book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent ) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. you able to get the preseribed readings?
\)«Yﬁxcellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. Rate the designpﬁhe/cmu'se in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good _J/f)Good | 3) Average ! 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | () ]
O N
Principal

HARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAGPET - 522501, Palnadu {Dist), A P




8. Mﬂumbﬂny in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

MVe:y 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
Sciem , Professional Course, Professmnal Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
ing / Internship ete.

\L/))(my good 1 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor J 5) Very Poor [ () |

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

M\fery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor } () |

11.The curriculum }m on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2rGood | 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] ( ) [

12.Evaluation of the ;,em/sc is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good I ;)'G’ood | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (! |

Any other suggestion(s)

ylglas KV.M Ramya EQJY\U(L

Date Name of Studen Signatwve

’ rincipal
ARASARAOP.&;A ENGINEERING COLLERF

(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET . 522601, Painady (Dist.), AP




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: V. 23 W@;\,\j Course: 2 TQ%«Q1

Q D)
Department : ] e Ly Years/Semester : 1) , 7
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | 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) 3
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations -
3 Depth of the course content e
4 Extent of coverage of course ]
5 Extent of effort required by students 9
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report <
7 Overall rating g"
2. The syllabus was
‘ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate 1 3) Inadequate 1 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (\) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (21
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 ( ‘ )
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 | 3) Average [ 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | () __ l
¥

ﬁ/ Principal

! e NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
; (AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadiu (Jist) A 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 | (m— |

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 ete.

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor ‘ ' 't |

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

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 23 ' ()’LH Nam’e\éfasgw S%M\

Principal
T

NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEgE

(AUTONOMOUS
NARASARACPET . 322501, F‘afnadi}:

(Bist), AP




MMz NARASARAOQOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

- 'Pf_od E)CdoL{ Course : ‘E"G\\'—L’Ql
Years/Semester : \Q \1

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

Department :

9 3 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
| 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 ot coverage of course =
5 Extent of effort required by students 4'7\"
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report T
] Overall rating Gl |
2. The syllabus was
Ll) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull l 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 ()
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 I 2) Good I 3) Average l 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | (2)— ‘
Afs anf
IS qﬂ/ ] Principal y
i ‘ | P B G
4T NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
o (ALTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist), AR




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

rl) Very good | 2) Good { 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor l PRE ‘

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 | (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 | 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)

Date \)91 ‘r) ’7/(/ Name ftStudent\)Ug%‘ grtathfe

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING copLr>

(AUTONOMOUS
NARASARAOPET - 527 601, Pafnadzl

Y

(Dist), AP




NNz,
W

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: Ju-25

Name: pn~, kqv*(;fa &7

Department : cSé

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

Course : A Tee b~

Years/Semester : | ~~_

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

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

broadening perspectives) !
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations i
3 | Depth of the course content 2
4 | Extent of coverage of course 2
5 | Extent of effort required by students P.
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report -
7 | Overall rating [

2. The syllabus was

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

j 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 (29
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 ()
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 | 3) Average | 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor




QN YD
2
SES

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: . \Je. nuy &OL‘L’L\
Department : MQI_QMC\'Q ET@«

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

Course : 23 TQ»EQ1

Years/Semester : \“ /T

9 8 7 6 5 - 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) A
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations R
3 Depth of the course content 7
4 Extent of coverage of course B i
5 Extent of effort required by students 1
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 1
7 Overall rating g
2. The syllabus was
] 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant } (\) l

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely Em )
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 adequatencss of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( I )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
I 1) Very good ‘ 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor —[ 5) Very Poor i () J

1/
;. L B ‘ f

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnacu {Disty A9




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 | (YH) |

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. :

Ii) Very good | 2) Good ' 3) Average ’ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor l (29 ‘
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 | ey |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor | (29 ]

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)

ey Raly
Date ’Lﬂ\ ?’,Q,lf Name o:;tudent t QSi.W




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : Q‘Uo_f&t\n av l’

MOA Years/Semester 2'\0‘ \f’eav? S‘d Seppegtey

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

Course : H CA

Department :

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
| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) ﬁ
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations <
3 | Depth of the course content 9
4 | Extent of coverage of course |
5 | Extent of effort required by students 9
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating C}
. L
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull \ 5) Irrelevant I (1) l
3. Your backgreund for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 3) 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 (.)—)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( \ )
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
m Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average \ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ‘ (D J
W : p
. S AAN
[ e “:’\,‘:f‘}"{::{";‘#) 4
| ; 3
!: R Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING £01L 71
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Patnadu (Dist, -




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
|_1) Very good ’ 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (y ) _l

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

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

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

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

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

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
[_I)Ve'ry good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (t) l

Any other suggestion(s)

Q. Y, °&}TOU[’ .é?‘VOJEﬁM

Date Name of Student Signature
VR
\ual.
= 8 " A

Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522501, Painady (Dist) A D




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name : Course :
Department : 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)

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[ BlwW]o

2. The syllabus was

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

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

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

\Dal

\:éfv G
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARACPET - 522601, Painadu (st} 4 %,




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

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

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature

il
\Upte

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) A 7




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2024 ~ 25

Name: £ hai k- JCU mio- Course : tjf%dc h ]
Department : £ & Years/Semester : K’!ﬂ ‘l‘l—/ At

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
SNo. | Particulars Rating

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

broadening perspectives)

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations o

3 Depth of the course content q

4 Extent of coverage of course q

5 Extent of effort required by students q

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q

7 Overall rating C'[

2. The syllabus was

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

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

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 vou 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 I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor \ (b) |

Principal

(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (& 2

i

NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLIZ™2

ki




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

(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 |

(s |

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

current global scenarios.

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

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

IL)Very good l 2) Good J 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ‘ ( L) |

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 573/ 5

Name of Student _ShalK § aniie -

Signature Sk !ﬂﬂdmfﬂ et

4 R g

\WAAN ¢
5 WiV r

Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMQUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.) AP




&% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 4092k -2 4
Name : “0 GCUJ\P Course : B&’l’eﬂ/{q

Department : E C e Years/Semester : ﬂ'l S
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 Depth of the course content Q
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating q
T
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant l (h |
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 (92)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (r)
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 | (y) |
{4 -
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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 I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor

E 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 I (1) ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 5-/ 2) 125 Name of Student ? IB&UL_LGL

Signature P ReoOon

SC—

Principal

NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE

(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist), AP




M= NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: ‘QOO?L{ -1

-—
Name: |42 Prw\ﬁ“ ne Course : 3hec h
o
Department : E Ct Years/Semester : 4} ﬁT
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)

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

S| B W
0 o020

2. The syllabus was

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

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 ()
[

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

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

Principal
NARASARAOPETA FNGINEERING COLLEGE
(ALTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 322801, Painadu (Dist.), AP




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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

K bosamaa,

Date 5b l J—“/ Name of Student V\’FPYMC“" no- Signature

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLF"E

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522801, Patnady (Dist ) * =




MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 24 -3 5
Name : KanChel;L SIV &HOLX.ShlnI Course : ’\7) e Ch
Department : EC E Years/Semester : Tr / I_T

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

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

1 [carning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilitics, or

broadening perspectives) O[
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations Gy
3 Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course Q
5 | Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating 4]

2. The syllabus was

\ 1) Challenging | 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 Irrelevant lrrelevant

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

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (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 B) Average | 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor ‘ (%) J

£

* Prncipal )
VARSARAGPETR EXIVEERIG COLLE3E
(ALTONOMOUS)

NARASARAO"EF -522601, Palnady (i =t), A "L




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

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

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
I 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 | (%) |

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 5 }3\ 95 Name of Student kanchel‘l‘- ‘SEVQHOKENN* Séﬂ&ﬁ—

Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) AP
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M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 20211—-'202 S
Name : m @'\-LL \UMQJ“"DM“ Br'Ted-\
ECE Years/Semester I/_ﬂ:

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

Course :

Department :

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 3 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) O’
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
3 Depth of the course content 4
-4 Extent of coverage of course 9
5 Extent of effort required by students 9
O Relevance/learning value of project/ report 5]
7 Overall rating ﬂf
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 Lirelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 3) 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 (i)
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 l 3) Average \ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (\) }
LT
“Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COILETE
(ALTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist ), &3,




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

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.

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 5§ 13 ! ng Name of Student TQNQKIQAYU.L tdaﬁﬁ.gm‘: nf Signatlidﬁ’ZAw

"\l

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Fainady (Diet ) 4 »




MM NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: (gozq - §D‘S>
Name: P. |<TisthL R&VQU k(l Course : B-T&Ch

Department : e C € Years/Semester : "T[ / -,-r
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)

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

—QP\Q—D-D,_D_D i

NN

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

3) Inadequate J 4) Dull ‘ 5) Irrelevant l (1) \

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

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

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

ARy oo
LA
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING CALLEE
(ALITONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnady "+ 4P.
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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

|

(1) 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

[

TV

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

current global scenarios.

IL)Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (V) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
I 1) Very good \ 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | (4 ) |
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)
1 12
T)o R&VO {[ ‘ O
Date & Isla 5 Name of Student fP' k‘({SI'\hQ Roove l]kQ Signature
Principal

NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAQPET - 522 604, Palnadu {Dist.).

AP




MM NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2024 - - 1.7
Name: K Q(ljt"fh(l Bou Course : B=Tech

Department : ECE Years/Semester : I[f‘ﬂ:
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 e
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations g
3 | Depth of the course content q
1 Extent of coverage of course &
3 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
7 | Overall rating Q
2. The syllabus was
I 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate \ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant I (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 (r)

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 CED

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 1 5) Very Poor | (1) }

Principal L
NARASARADPETA ERGINEERING OO 7%
(£ TONOMOUS)

aixa

NARASARACPET - 522801, Painadu

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

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

mVely good | 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor l 3) Very Poor l (A7) ]

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 | (ey |

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 I 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor | ( ¥) I

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 5_/3 19_09_6_ Name of Student K ¢ QCLli'HqQ Bad Signature%g

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnaduy (Cist). AP




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:(j_o 1Yy _J_Bj

Name : M L \Jeﬂl(ﬁf‘ﬁ B\'\QUOJ'\; Course : % TQQ‘\
Department : E: CE‘ Years/Semester : j /ﬂ

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

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

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

Q

q
Extent of coverage of course 9

q

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

NI =KV N RN

Overall rating

2. The syllabus was
[I—)Challenging [ 2) Adequate

3) Inadequate | 4) Dull ] 5) Irrelevant } (ig ) |

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 (Q’)

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 l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) ]

A i 2 B
el
Principal =
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING GALEGE
(AL TONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnady o

_— ——————— m— ——



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

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

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scenarios.
I 1) Very good [ 2) Good J 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 { (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 (] ) J

Any other suggestion(s)

. Bhovan;
Date g\ 3 ‘ag Name of Student M‘ \J@ﬂkﬂﬁf&Bl\awﬂ! Signature ]

o N
\ 4 Q5 4L = e \ Principal _
e SR NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(ALJTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnzdu (Dist). AP
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NARASARAQOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

l\f iv’cdﬁ! Ir\a/r\

Name :

Departiment :

cC&

A

Course :

Years/Semester :

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

R 0LN —20y—

~Tecl

ulp

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) q
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q
3 Depth of the course content 0;
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 | Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report )
7 Overall rating a

2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull I 5) Irrelevant I () J
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 ( L )
6. Were vou 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

O |

I 5) Very Poor |

A 52___ f
Prl r:zipa\ .
NARASARAOPETA FNGINEERING GO '™ E
(z&UTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadute, *

-




1

8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Ll) Very good I 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 I 3) Average I 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 | (4) |

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

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

2

Any other suggestion(s)

ﬂs[kf’ NO(,JJ(S(/M &Ws

Name of Student Signature

/ ,-\ p) e Principal
[ 4 S / NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
! (AUTONOCKMOUS) i

NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.). A &
5




MM NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: & o& L{ . L
Name : L , MO\WJ'(AO\ VM%Y FGJ%'?JMSC d @ . TCLL\

Department : rE CE Years/Semester : 'ﬂ / I]:
,— 1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
N 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) 61
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations a
3 Depth of the course content q’
4 Extent of coverage of course 'q
5 Extent of etfort required by students q(
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
L7 Overall rating qv

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

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

-

] { e Principal -
ANF £ % ‘{, NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnady

\ I

\ i .> ASN
u“-;‘_’! .'.:L.:..-d’

i_""""" AP




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 | (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

I 3) Average I 4) Poor

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

Date g < {zg

Name of Student Signature
L Mavwindha, fumar tedl —u=

..-v—""'“\
g \
\
i
'l
By L',
e |
1
.4

Principal
18 s \ NARASARAQOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
: G - (AUTONOMOUS)
L/‘ ) NARASARACPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist). AP




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2091 — 90525
Name :%n Fsub Course : B\xkzlh
Department : ECE Years/Semester m

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) Q
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations @]
3 | Depth of the course content a
4 Extent of coverage of course t]
5 | Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q :
7 Overall rating g
2. The syllabus was
rl) Challenging | 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate { 4) Dull ‘ 5) Irrelevant ‘ (4) l
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 4y 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 ( _'l)

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (22

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) |

r £
Y. i
VAR
WY L

Principal -
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS}
NARASARAOPET - 322 £01, Painady (Dist), AP.
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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 | 1 ) I

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

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

10.Rate the depth of the syllz{bﬁs 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
I]_)Veny good | 2) Good i 3) Average J 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)

T\ st

Date 5 13 ]25 Name of Student/?afhan gub ¢ Signature

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ) A ©




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2o7h - s
Name;Y-\\)&%Qﬂ\Qﬁ({)\\‘\Qﬂ\\:ﬂ. RATIW Course: &~ SeCH

Department: ©C © Years/Semester : TL / T&
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 Q
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations Q
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 Q
7 Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was _
| 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 (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 { X)
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 Al
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 l 5) Very Poor [ (\) ‘
K
.me
Principal

NAHASAHAOFETA ENGINEERING ¢t g

{(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu ™




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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
I 1) Very good | 2) Good l 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 ‘ (v)

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student0 Siﬁture
S{3 faons - eeRMeN KON Ras

Principal

NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ALTONOMOUS)

B

NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) A.P.
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% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: OAY < po 2 S

N NN T“"‘C:IW@V Course: [3-TEC h
EC E Years/Semester :ﬂ_‘f I[%-é-?’)

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

Name :

Department :

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
SNo. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or le
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations A
3 | Depth of the course content “
4 | Extent of coverage of course 9
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report %
7 Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
l/ﬁ Challenging ] 2) Adequate 1 3) Inadequate I 4y Dull | 3) lrrelevant I () _|
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
yHighly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent ZfAdcquate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (]
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
/]) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (.
6, Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
%Exce]lem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
7% Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
VVE!}" good | 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor \ ( ) |
£
gV \Ia
L ™ ) ~ "_,":" ¥4 )L
ﬁ i;:» Eﬁ ,’% Principal
A NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - £22601, Palnagh (Dist). * =




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

MVexy good ‘ 2) Good | 3) Average J 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.

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

| "

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

current global scenarios.

[ 1) Very good [%/Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | () ]
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
|/1’)/Ve1y good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ t . ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
I LyVery good I 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor f (o) |
e
Any other suggestion(s)
Date Name of Student Signature

‘Sl 3[25_ NN\JTC,CQC(}MW

o R )
P \’7~,)¢,ﬁ

Principal

NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARACPET - 522501, Palnaduy (Dist.), A Py




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 3029-2S
Name : ) \-3&3@0“% Course : B.TCO'\
Department : EC_E’ Years/Semester ; T /ﬁ

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

9 8 d 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
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations Qq
3 Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course Q
5 | Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating A

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 (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 (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 (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 (2) |

Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEC®
(£TONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu {Dist.). A ™




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)VeryPoor | (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)VeryPoor | (2 |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student TJ.N-J O-SC-ﬁC‘n.TH

5135

e

1 f A A ;f a

U

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONCMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) AP




M= NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2024 ~— 2025
Name IPQYMC}'\C\N\A“‘QPU\ Laxa Course : B.TECH

Department : E C E Years/Semester : J1 / "
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

| 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 9
4 | Extent of coverage of course Q
5 | Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report |
7 Overall rating Q

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

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (b
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 (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
W_) Very good [ 2) Good 1 3) Average | 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor ] (1) ]

¢

F’rmcnpal

HARASARAQPETA ENGINFERINE COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522684, Parns fu (Dist), AP.
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
\ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor i (L)

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

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

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 05/05, 20925 Name of Student ? La'fq Signature (Q . "(AM

‘e 0 'a!
\ % AN

Principal
NARASARADPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
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" NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: QoK -~ o0& S
Nae: MY . Naa& POVO\“ Coniiee - B.'TE’C \'\

Department : Years/Semester : -ﬂ / II

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | 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) qQ
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
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 =
7 | Overall rating 8

2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate T 4) Dull \ 5) Trrelevant J (V) J

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

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

5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( 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
l 1) Very good | 2) Good 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () _J

|

Principal
NARASARACPETA ENGINFERING COLLEGE
(AUTONQOMOULT)
NARASARAODPET - 52280%. P [Dist) AP




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

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
U) Very good I 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor ] Guihl ) ]

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)

5/3 /2S M Naga pavan M,@

Date Name of Student Signature

-

Ul

Principal
/?\ NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
S ;».,-/

e d A (AUTONOMOUS)
e ag / NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist). AP
\

"




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2.02Y-9 5
Name : G ) DA\HDRMU Course : BT&L\

Department ;[ LE Years/Semester j{xﬂ .

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor 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) o
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course 9
S Extent of effort required by students 9
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7 | Overall rating g

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

ate I 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant 1 (1) }

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

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

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 | (\) ]

\ Y /Y

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLI """

(ALTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Diet* * ~




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 ete. .

I 1) Very good ‘ 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | 0= ) |

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 | (2) |

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

Any other suggestion(s)

G .DQU'u:lRCQj'U

Date 5, % ’ 25 Name of Student Signature
ARa caf
} ‘i'- \'E‘i‘” .
PR &
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
et | (ALTONOMOUS)
I A A 4 NARASARAQPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist.). A.P
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M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 72 U/ - g
Name : G’l: GﬂP;ChQ ndu Course : BTECA
Department : [ [ f Years/Semester : ﬂ / g

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

9 8 7 0 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating

I 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 Q
B Extent of coverage of course C?
5 Extent of effort required by students O
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report f?
L Overall rating Q

2. The syllabus was

|T)Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 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 ( ] )

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 (0

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 | ( [ ) }

Principal

NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERIHG CORES a8
(AUTONOMOUS)

k NARASARAQPET - 522‘.:01,Pa!n,«f£umw!‘ AL




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
IL)V@W 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.

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

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

G GoP chordy 6 oI

Date &\3 h-*{ Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist.). A F




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: Qo4 -2025
Name : Y+ \N Kﬂ{' L[CU?\ Course : B'TEC;\

Department : £ CE Years/Semester _(I_Tl T
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 O 5 4 3 2 1
Ex(t}rzg?ﬁf Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or o

broadening perspectives)

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

q

Extent of coverage of course dq
a
g

q

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

NS ||| Lo

Overall rating

2. The syllabus was
| 1) Cha“epg—h‘lg/‘ 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate ‘ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant I (1) }

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

4. Rate the sequence of umits/modules of the course
1) EW 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) E)?c«l-h’m 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 i

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
[ 1) Very/go/od ‘ 2) Ggod | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (e ]

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING 03R35%
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Palnadis(Dist) * ™




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

Any other suggestion(s)

s13lg -Vendody hik; vagabek

Date Name of Student Signature
o - Principal
| A d NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
j’ S L2 S (i-’=UT€)NOMOUS)
E B NARASARAOPET - 522604, Palnadu (Dist) A P
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2034-025 -
Name : MuJAVAR - MUHQMMAD ANQS

Department: £ ¢

Course . R-Tech .

Years/Semester : 'ﬂ' / T

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

—

9 8 7 6 5 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 9
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
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 8
7 Overall rating 9
2. The syllabus was .
] 1) Challenging ‘ 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull l 5) Irrelevant l (1) J
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
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 (%)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
’T)Very good Ll) Good | 3) Average } 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | (V) J
Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING £OL! ="
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnady (-~ ;




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

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

Training / Internship etc, : ;
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average [ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor ‘ (2) —f

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 | (@59 |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor 1 5) Very Poor } {.%) 1

Any other suggestion(s)

Signature 2 -

Date Name of Student

5[3 |05 - M- Mubammad Anas -

4

I

ITaWWal Ve
F c () A a7 NARASRBAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
AL\ ! (AUTONOMOUS) |

NARASARAOPST . 533 501, Palnady (Dist) 4 2




% NARASARAOPETA
NE[: ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 9,0‘2,L1. - 15
Name: T -TEJA Course: D TECH

Department : EC E Years/Semester : 11 / n
1. Please give a rating of vour 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)

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 | W

9/ 0l 90N 9

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

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (V)
Relevant Relevant lrrelevant 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
I 1) Very good [ 2) Good } 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor ]

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING caLLres
(AUTONOMOUS!
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu /= - = ¥




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 l (V) 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.

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

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

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
I 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 J 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (%) I

Any other suggestion(s)

sl2l2s T-TEJA T Tefa

Date Name of Student Signature

ﬁﬁ §

] 4

- n’ncipal
AHA..ARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLrer
us)

AUTONG
NARAS, K
ARACPET. 322601, Falnagy Dist) Ap




MM NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2067 — 200L¢

Name :S: \/anam Sai Course: 3. Te C h
Department : E C 13 Years/Semester : T /_II

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

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

| 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

2000009

7 Overall rating

2. The syllabus was
F} Challenging l 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 Irrelevant Irrelevant

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

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

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

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 I () |

--_,_.—ﬂ{ | . v A jii,..f

! Y oY é_‘ ':f’ i T
! /R N 1 D
| b ek N Principal

T ST— NARASARAUPETA ENGINEERIAS CIELEEE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist.). + =




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

=4

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’ T (9L) |

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 r3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ()) ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
I 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I ¢ g) _]

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

Any other suggestion(s)

S[3 28 J.venkode. gai
lDate\ Name of Studetf = U-’éﬂ%

Signature

cipal
JG!N"ER!NG COLLEGE

NA
RASARAOPET 542 801 Pamadu (Cist) Ap
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

yprU— 2025

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : l{ -%

Department : é o E ‘é

Course == 15 — 28 L
Years/Semester : _T1 /JI_

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 l
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 q
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
3 Depth of the course content o
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 q
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull T:S) 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 .
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 ( ) )
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 i (29 ‘
Bd &.}/
A ; _—
h 'ﬁ_} 1’/'%& ﬁj\‘ Principal
Al e rng
: NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING SBLLTTS
(#.UTDNOMOU Sy

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnady ™"




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 [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (Y9 ]

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 [ 5) Very Poor [ L) |

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

szl ey il

Date Name of Student Signature

\A AN

EA

&
-

Principal

NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ATONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522501, Palnadu (Dist.), A P
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NEC

NARASARAOPETA
ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name :

Department : ECE

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

g\{*mm”"‘%

Course :

B-TeCh

Years/Semester : JI /j,l'_

QO —2RS

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
| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or q
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations C'
3 Depth of the course content 2
4 Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students 14
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report g
7 Overall rating
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadeguate | 4) Dull [ 3) hrrelevant [ (4 I

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly
Relevant

2) Relevant

3) Partly
Relevant

4) Mostly
Irrelevant

5) Completely
Irrelevant

(9

4. Rate the seq

uence 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 refere

nce book mentioned for the course

1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( ﬂ )
6. Were vou 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

fi) Very good |

2) Good

‘ 3) Average

| 4) Poor

[ 5) Very Poor

|

(h ]

t ",

?faij

WARASARACPETA ENGINEERIMNG:ER ™72
(AUTONOMOUSF
NARASARAOPET - 522604, Palnadu /™

1 A
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| 4) Poor

8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 5) Very Poor !

T U

J 2) Good

] 3) Average

I 1) Very good

! 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
3) ]

Training / Internship etc.
| 2) Good

I 3) Average

[

{ 1) Very good
10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /

current global scenarios.

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor

| 1) Very good | 2) Good

[ 3) Average

[ &30 |

| 5) Very Poor

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 4) Poor

| 2) Good

| 3) Average

[ 1) Very good

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 4) Poor

| 3) Average

[ 5) Very Poor

-

| 2) Good

[ 1) Very good

Any other suggestion(s)

SBRS

Date

SKovatkerny |

Name of Student

SK e

Signature

1

A
4

Principat
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
(AUTDNOMOUS)
NARASARAOPE:’-SZZ 601, Palnady (Dist) 2 »




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: QDWPQO&E

Name a%layqs(ﬁf Course : B‘TEC[‘

Department : ECE Years/Semester :j I j_[

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) q

2 Applicability/relevance to real life smmtmm q

3 Depth of the course content | 4‘}

4 | Extent of coverage of course ) 9

5 Extent of effort required by students g

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9

7 | Overall rating 9

2. The syllabus was

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

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 3) 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 [ ( l ) ]

14
1

1{_1/\ A

¥
"‘-——v?

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERIMG COLL™""

" (AUTGNOMOU‘*
NARASAPRBET - 527804, Palnadu (Dist * -




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

L]) Very good [ 2) Good

l 3) Average L4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor | v ) |

Training / Internship etc.

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

‘ 1) Very good I 2) Good

I 3) Average | 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor | (V) |

current global scenarios.

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

LI) Very good [ 2) Good

‘ 3) Average I 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor | ) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

L]) Very good | 2) Good

| 3) Average l 4) Poor

——
S

| 5) Very Poor | (

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

J 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor [ ( ] ) |
Any other suggestion(s)
0
57325 . quav‘gw —
Date Name of Student Signature
{ g
f ,‘P"fﬁff v
Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) A ©
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Course : B -‘r@

Name : \ﬁv:m d

Department :

kCE

Years/Semester ? |l rﬂ

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

9 8 7 6 5 - 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) Cf
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations gq
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 | Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report
7 | Overall rating 4
i -
2. The syllabus was
\ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate l 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull l 5) Irrelevant | () J

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ¢k
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 ( , )
{
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 I 4) Poor 1 5) Very Poor ‘ () |
Principal
NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COL!™
(NJTDNOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 322601, Palnadu {Dist } £°
- ——— P — ——




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 (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 ’ ' ( ] ) l

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

I 1) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor | (B, J

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Datcdgf/ls Name of Student V. vl\wa Signature \/Vl‘ﬂ(/

rincipal

ENGINEEHING COLLERE
NARAS SARAOPET. 522 601, Pafna?u (Dist.). A
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M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 20 M -5
Name : (t)l. 60}6,) l{um Y Course : 8 TJecH
Department : E { E Years/Semester : j/fﬁ

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

9 8 7 6 3 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)
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

SO Q

G| B w|

2. The syllabus was
| 4 Challenging | 2) Adequate

\ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant I (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 Y Adequale 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( Q)

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

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
N4 Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (X}

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

l\lXVeW good ‘ 2) Good \ 3) Average , 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor I () —]
e
- Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERMIESSL! "77s
(AUTONOMOUS )

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu Dic* =




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

| 1) Very good |\2/)’Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () 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 ete.

| 1) Very good | 29 Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | o N

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

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good I 2) Good ' 3) Average I_4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor | (t) j

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
|\M'/Vely good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (k) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

5[3[95 G202 komory %ﬁ%
Date Name of Student ignature

\al-

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ALUTONOMOUS)

i S : NARASARAQOPET - 522801, Palnadu (Dist.), AP




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 9_D2q o 202§

Name : é\ﬂaﬂ Jew ent Course: (. CE&

s

Department : o Years/S ter

epartmen & et ears/Semester E/T_I

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

9 8 7 6 3 B 3 2 1

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

Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poar
S.No. | Particulars Rating

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

breadening perspectives) a
Applicability/relevance to real life situations il
Depth of the course content 9

q

q

>3

q

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of etfort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Qverall rating

o AW N

2. The syllabus was
J 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate l 4y 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 (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 (y )

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
’_)me good } 2) Good { 3) Average | 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor l () ]

- w/ - \pul-

r”*“ ‘? %k@v Principal

oo

r*r

L.—:Q—:""‘ NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLTS
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dis* )./ ™




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 j 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor I (%) |

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

[ 1) Very good [ 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 | 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 ) I

Any other suggestion(s)

Shhs - S oy Moo Cg/ lzevd

Date Name of Student Signature

%

] ?{
AN
3 h

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AL TONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu Dist.), A.P




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 9p2U -25

Name : kv':rol‘\f\ WL\ Course : (‘B‘TEL(J\
Department : ECE Years/Semester : ‘[Inl b’d

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | 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) Cr
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 e 1
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7 | Overall rating a

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

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

W

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 () |

bl

Principal

NARASARADPETA ENGINEERING COLLFGE
(ALUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ) 4 P




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

l 1) Very good | 2) Good [ 3) Average { 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (F) ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
|i)Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (}) |
Any other suggestion(s)

k-Tobn Faesth ,’\'@IW\M

Date 5 I 3’ 26 Name of Student Signature

\M-’a

Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist), A.P.




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2021 2025

Name : ‘( AN holk Natk Course : B~ \ech
Department : ECE Years/Semester : 1] ‘ js

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

g9 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) Q

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9

3 Depth of the course content 9

4 Extent of coverage of course 9

5 Extent of effort required by students 3

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report &

7 Overall rating 9

2. The syllabus was

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

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
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 (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 | vy |

N\l

™

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ), AP




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

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

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

I 1) Very good | 2) Good J 3) Average l 4) Poor J 5) Very Poor | 10 ]

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 | 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 J (N ) I

Any other suggestion(s)

K. Feho l N I ﬂ,;j
Date 53 [ 15 Name of Student Signatu

,,“
B — Principal
V3 ,%\ = ﬂ NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
ﬁ ¢ JA N ) {A.UTONOMOUS)
_ an W W NARASARAOPET-522501.Palnadu(Dis£.,ﬁ.A.i




MM NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2024' — 22
Name : A - Mlaulc Q*W Course : E 2 fcf’Céf ;
Department : QC é Years/Semester :  * 7T/£ ;

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

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

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

broadening perspectives) 67
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations g
3 Depth of the course content 9’
4 Extent of coverage of course '4
5 Extent of effort required by students “7
) Relevance/learning value of project/ report ?
7 Overall rating 7

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

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

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 (D

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 7 ] 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I ) ]
Principal
NARASARADPETA ENGINEZRING COLLEGE
(ﬂUTONOMDUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522501, Palnadu (Dist). AP




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
LI) 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 l 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | k) ]

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 I 5) Very Poor | (=) |

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

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

L§

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 9’/3/2_5— Name of Student 'A ’/7@!& Q,{M S@n!l?uﬂr‘?w'

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLFGE
{AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522501 Palnadu (Dist), A P




\\‘ “"l

Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 903U~ 9097
D- Sarvdey 0. Teth
EQE— Years/Semester 1 1L / T

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

Name : Course :

Department :

9 8 7 6 5 - 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) q
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
3 | Depth of the course content 7
4 | Extent of coverage of course 9
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull [ 5) Irrelevant | (1) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (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 (L)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor C1)
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 lear ning or self-learning
l 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | (h J
\pwl
Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
MUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist). AP




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 | (1) ‘

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

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

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

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

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 L2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (L) |

Any other suggestion(s)

0
Date SI%[&S‘ Name of Student Dsm'_gg}\j Signggfgo‘ 3

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) A P

o b




M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2 024 - 2 5
Name : /C MYMJ Course : @Ee,t\,\(\

Department : £ CE Years/Semester : 1 [._T_f_
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 3 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)
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

oV B (W N

o4+0.0| ol0oeq <2

Overall rating

2. The syllabus was

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

4. Rate the scqhence 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
I 1) Very good ALZ) Good ‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | G ) _l
Principal |
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
{(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dis*)- &




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Iﬁ\/’ery good I 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor l 3) 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 | (3) |

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.) ]

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good J 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 ] (e ’

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Sl 2 [ QA( Name of Student K %W Signature

\L‘m’ij \

ey Principal
= A '\ NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
| Q fs&k (AUTONOMOUS}

t:_____/" NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnad (Dist.), AP




MM NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 207 Y -25

Name : 5/‘ 5@77/ ﬁga\f(ef Course : Bz{C‘L

artment : L e E ars ester 7
Departmen f Years/Semester ﬂ 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 | 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 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 { 3) Irrelevant { (1) |

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Parlly | 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 « )

5. Rate the adequateness of the text boek 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 1) Very good I 2) Good 1 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (M J

..... A
1
K ﬁ A
Prineipal

WARASARADPETA E1GINEERING oLy o

(AUTONOMOUS
NARASARAQPET. 322601, Pa!nadl): (Oist.), AP




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 | (7) ]

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

| 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,

L]) Very good | 2) Good ‘ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor J (2) —|

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

6[ d}/ﬂ/ﬁﬁ‘/‘"’/ﬁ

g )

e ==

Principal

(AUTONOMOUS)

_—
Date f/j’/g L Name of Studer Signattie ~

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu (Nist) A P



M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 20215 -2 5~
Name: ~J- RO\V; PY:M‘ML'? Course : G”Tebp)
Department : £ E Years/Semester : ﬁ/ ﬁ,

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) c’
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 g
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate 1 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant [ (V) ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant lrrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (¢ 99
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 «h
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 P
F) Very good l 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I (1) ]
\
A
7
: Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAQPET - 5225801, Palnady (Dist).ap




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

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

L]) 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 | (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 5

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date § , 3’ 35 Name of Student 7 RA\H' P(a\[cﬂxh Signature  Paust

' Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 922601, Palnady (Dist). AP




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 202>y — 24

Name : D. GOPi Course: B.Tech
Department : ECE Years/Semester : T *72 o IL*

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |

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

Good Good Good Tolerable 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 i

3 Depth of the course content a

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 qQ

2. The syllabus was

rl) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull [ 5) hrrelevant ! (V) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (v
Relevant Relevant lrrelevant 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 l 2) Good | 3) Average 1 4) Poor 1 5) Very Poor l (1) J
' /- "
L § = 3 Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.), A2




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
L)Very good ' 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (r) —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 | 2) Good J 3) Average | 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor [ (2-) |

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

D. Gopi D Ll
Date X { 2 /’ 25 Name of Student 73 Signature
rincipal
NARASABADPETA u‘uINEEHJNG COLLEgE
/ oMoys

NA l
i RASARADPET - 522 801, Palnady {Dist) A.pe




MM NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2024 - 25
Name : Ke ﬂd?{lﬂ:’ O 'HQT&(AQU:\N f’\m“ Course : 6 C e C &‘_\'Q'Qh)
Department : E C,E Years/Semester : "‘j / ﬂ

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

9 3 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
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) q
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
3 Depth of the course content %
+ Extent of coverage of course o
5 | Extent of effort required by students vl
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report vl
7 Overall rating Q-
2. The syllabus was
|7l) Challenging 1 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull cvant 1 (1) j
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 scquence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate . 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (\ )
5. Rate the adequatencss 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 IAZ.) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor } 5) Very Poor [ () 4'
N
\!Qz&l#
Principal
NARASARAOPE?A ENGINEERING COLLEGE
fNJTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist ), 4 p




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

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 J 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (1) —l

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

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

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] (93 ]

Any other suggestion(s)

5[3)as k- A g Hovgha vard han K- Adithya

Date Name of Student Signature

.

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AIITONOMOUS) \
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M. NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 202l _ Q&
Name : '\[ CL\M&U Course : B.Tech
Department : E' C E Years/Semester : ']I , I[

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

9 8 7 6 5 - 3 2 ]
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) q
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations R
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report l
7 Owerall rating q
2. The syllabus was
iT}Challcnging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull | 5) lrrelevant , ()) |
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 séquchcerf 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 ( ] )

L—

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

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

-—
\a

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.). AR,




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

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

| 1) Very good | 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 l 5) Very Poor | (1) T

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

Any other suggestion(s)

3les V- chandy V- C/IQMJLSJ

e Name of Student Signature

Nncipal

NAHASAHAUPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTO OMous
NARASARAOPET 522 601, Pafnadu (Dist) A p
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M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : (l:)« ?T UA‘\V; Y‘C{, Course : B *ﬂﬁh

&k
Department : = Years/Semester : (
partmer ECQ cars/Semester l‘ 1%
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
| 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

BE~YR-BE-J R e B

2. The syllabus was

|_H‘Ciwllcnging ! 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadeguate [ 4) Dull 1 5) Irrelevant | (1) I
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
AHighly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the scquence of units/modules of the course
la/Exccllcm 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 Mdcquatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( Z )

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
B/E?cellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
4) Poor l 5) Very Poor \ (1) ]

Principal
HARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(ALITONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 5226804, Palnady (Mist) 4 P

3) Average

[ Very good } 2) Good




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

| 1) Very good | 2yGood | 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 [ Mverage ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] (X) ]

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

’ B Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (% ) ]

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date S_{ 3‘ ZY- Name of Studentrp,@‘\@}\v} ‘85 Signature OSQW—‘QL"‘“ o

\bay

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEqE

fAUTONDMOUS}
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnady (Dist). AP




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: &O&U\‘-&E
Name: "1 -£% dd-V\Q.RCU'\Q Course: {2 7T ek,

Department : t CE Years/Semester : I!ﬁ[

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

9 8 7 6 5 - 3 2 1
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
] 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
- Extent of coverage of course Q
5 Extent of effort required by students 2
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report =
7 Overall rating 2
2. The syllabus was
rhfl1ellle:1gi11g | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull } 5) Irrelevant X (1) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
ighly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 3) Completely ( \ )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of unmits/modules of the course
1) Excellent Mdequalc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (%)

"5, Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
Ly Excellent -2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( \ )

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
/l)/Excellenl 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 | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor } (3) ]

~»

-

-

, Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

{(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Diet ). AP




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
u) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average { 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (V) J

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

I 1) Very good l 2) Good | 3) Average I 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 | (Y) |

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

<}

LY

g3f&5 *kiéa&k\

ate Name of Student 5 7j. (S:dd—"k‘l}dko\ Signature

I

Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTCNOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu (Mist) A P




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2024 - 25
Name: ™ | ° _§amLo_SH Course: B teeh

Department : E CE Years/Semester : T /E'_[L_

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

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations

3 Depth of the course content %

4 Extent of coverage of course Q

5 | Extent of effort required by students g

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report =

7 Overall rating q

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

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

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

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

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

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMCUS)
NARASARAMBET . 522 601, Palnzdu (Dist) 4P




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.

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

10.Rate the depth of the sylla.bus 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
I 1) Very good ’ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | 4 j

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

Any other suggestion(s)

5/3’25 T Santath T Sotah

Date Name of Student Signature

-

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AITONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.). A.P.




M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: LY STV o

Name : \/A JIA: C‘,DPQ-I&kYiyl_'na MU«YMJCOHTSC : B ~Tec !‘!

Department :  CH/IL 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
| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilitics, or
broadening perspectives) q
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations R
3 Depth of the course content Q
4 Extent of coverage of course 5
5 | Extent of effort required by students Q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report Q
7 | Overall rating wq
2. The syllabus was
‘ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate ‘ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] (L) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely e )
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 (45
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 l 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor (4) j

[ Principal
L L&@ ‘ NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
u

(AUTONOMOUS
N&RASARADPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) 4 ©




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

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

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good ] 2) Good l 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 [ (s 2 ]

Any other suggestion(s) N }@ }{

\ Gl
Date | ¥ [‘:H?_O 2(__’ Name o’r’SIudem\l‘qt)Pﬁ-\a k“ 5\1n&MU\'\“'Lj Si\g{mt?n*el:( HUJY'“"'j

Principal
Erayyya NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
|2 ¢ 5 2\ @ (AUTONOMOUS)
i“ & L AN i NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ), A P




NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: %224 - 225

Name GS Lo LDL‘FGYA‘\Q W&Wmuse -\ B 'T&J-/e’)
Department : M Ycam/bcmum?’éﬁeon/ 'rd‘

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | 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)
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 B Wk

o P(oe A -9

2. The syllabus was

| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate ] 3) Inadequate } 4) Dull I 3) lrrelevant ] (M) ]
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 (%)
i

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

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

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

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist.), A P




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

J 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.

I 1) Very good | 2) Good

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

[ 1) Very good J 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 [S)VeryPoor |  (Y) |

Any other suggestion(s) ’G\«-Dd &\_{nm

Dute | & [g| 262

Name of Student Signature

G 58 Nagendys Vo Dresal  Gsaw Prsal

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ). 4 0,




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: o> —>%

Name:  Mechacl Course : Ciwnl
Department :  Ci¥ | Years/Semester : 3 [T
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, analy_tical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) q
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations [
3 Depth of the course content q
4 | Extent of coverage of course q
5 Extent of effort required by students 4
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report T
7 Overall rating 9
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate t 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull | 5) lrrelevant ‘ () |
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)
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 (F)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
|T)Vcly good I 2) Good I 3) Average ] 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | () J
AR,
i
Principal
ki : \ el
18 [%& { NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
. Sl A= A et ] (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPRT . 822601, Palnadu (Dist.), AP




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

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

]

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

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | C 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)Ve:y good ’ 2) Good I 3) Average I 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] Cal)

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

le—T-24 S, Mechaal. Mycbatf .

Date Name of Student Signature

11‘7&?.[!

e pr inci
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M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2024~ 20%5

Name : L- Qﬁl"‘. Course : C"VQ‘I - 2-1
Department : Cavt“ Years/Semester ; ]”d Ya b Aol

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) 9

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9

3 Depth of the course content ]

4 | Extent of coverage of course q

5 Extent of effort required by students 2

6 Relevance/lecarning value of project/ report q

7 | Overall rating q

2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 3) Irrelevant | (v ) I
3. Your background for bencfiting from the course was
1) Highly I 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 8 )

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

]T)Very good | 2) Good \ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor { (2) J
!
ii- ﬁ..g,
E‘; ]

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLECE
(AUTONOMOUS) o
NARASARAQPET . 527 601, Palnady (Cist ), A.P.




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

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 I 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | (1) j

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

| 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (35 j

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

18 [ (2824 L. Rawi Pos

Date Name of Student Signature
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M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 20q24- 2025

Name: [ -ﬁg&dm&?ﬂ Course:  J-f R TJecks
Department : ¢~ f Uf [ Years/Semester : ’?ﬂd }/fac)' !5 -
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
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations =F
3 Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course 2
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 3
7 Overall rating =2
2. The syllabus was
‘ 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate ‘ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (2-) J
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (j)
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 (23
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 CiE D
6. Were vou 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 ] 5) Very Poor I (2) |

F’f"ar i
NARASARACPETA ENGI
(43 S""'fi".'f_) ;.JUH)
NARASARAOPET - 522604 ,Palnadu (Dist), AP




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 ] Gl 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 ete.

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature
1817 [ 2024 EJgg adeesanasan E 0700’@{“
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o J-“:_ _____‘[ - Principal
g‘f :} A4 NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
} QWP 0 % ’z (AUTONOMOUS)
R NARASARAOPET - 572 601, Palnadu (Dist ), 4 »




M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: g0a¢—5<

Name : J. m\IQﬂﬂ\ Course : 5. Tee
Department : ¢ {4\ Years/Semester : & =\

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

9 8 7 6 5 1 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, analvtical abilities, or

broadening perspectives) =
Applicability/relevance to real life situations =
Depth of the course content b |
Extent of coverage of course 2
)
Q
QA

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

~N ||| BLao

2. The syllabus was
‘ 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate I 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 (g )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

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

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 I 3) Average 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor \ (7)) ]

o NAHR\P\FM""?Q Eii {EERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522801, Painadu (Digt) AP




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

l

(v) |

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

Training / Internship etc.

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

|

Wl

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 | (7)) ]
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 J 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | Ce) ‘

Any other suggestion(s)
WO

Date - \8-0O\=20Z\M  Name of Student J - ‘I“‘Gﬂ?

Signature J- ‘\.O\J(}fﬂ




i NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 02 -3X
Name : QW Wﬁ Course : Ba'TecJ«,
Department : CLMJ—’ Years/Semester :_ﬁz-—z

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

F
-+
7
Extent of coverage of course “2
7
Z
7

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

=TI ES IS

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

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

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 (L1 )

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
r) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 5) Very Poor

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGIHEERING COLLEGE

(ALUTONCMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, 1,Palnadu (Dist) AP




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

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

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

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 ] (2) |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good ] 2) Good l 3) Average \ 4) Poor ’ 5) Very Poor | (2) ;
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students =,
I 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l ( S ) ]
Any other suggestion(s)
Mo
R Afey Kuma 12
- *t
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 203> —%

Name : P.Lole Sh Course : [3 - TU."\
Department : 2 WL Years/Semester : :E_n vd Yrary — lhi Soon

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

9 8 7 6 3 4 3 2 I

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) 9

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 3

3 Depth of the course content qQ

4 Extent of coverage of course 2

5 Extent of effort required by students B

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q

7 Overall rating ?

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

| 3) Inadequate I 4) Dull ‘ 5) Irrelevant ‘

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (4
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant lrrelevant
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 ( 7))
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- Iemmng,
Ii_Vexy good l 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor J)Vely Poor ] (1) ‘
——
Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINETRING COLLEGE
(AUTD NOT\AGLS)
NARASARAOPET - 322604, Palnaduy (Dist

AP




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

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

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 | 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 I 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor } (1) l

Any other suggestion(s)

P Lokl

Date ,1 I‘)_O'L(.( Name of Student P, Lakvfl\ Signature

Principal
NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu {Dist). AP




M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: Ro2¢—3%x
Name : S HUSQQIH\UH Course ; B(R?,O/h
Department : Q{"\[fL Years/Semester : ﬁ - Ewn

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

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

| 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

OO0, 00| 00

||| AW

2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging l 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 ()

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

Principal

(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING GOLLEGE

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu iDist) AP,




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 | (\) |

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

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)
[)

S ttupsain Vel Stiuia)
Date DQ l 0 &I QDQF), Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASAHAUPETA ENGINEERING

ih
(AUTONOMO
NARASARAOPET e

COLLEGE

-522601, Palnady (Dist). AP




S NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: ao0xq -3¢

Name : T, Yohany Course: Bech
Department : (¢ l"\,fl Years/Semester : T_E_ ( n

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

9 5 8 7 6 5 + 3 2 !

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 abilitics, 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

PR [ Ao Lo 3

G|k B u| o

Overall rating

2. The syllabus was
rl) Challenging | 2) Adequate ’ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull I 5) Irrelevant | (2-) J

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) Adequatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (h

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 o

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

Prin
NARASARACPETA Ef:'u‘ (NEERING COLLEGE
’NMJMU‘;;OJ‘\)

NARASARAQPET - 522601 Palnadu (Dist) AP

_




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

ll_)Ve:y good | 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor LS) Very Poor ‘ (\H ]

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engincering 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 ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | (2 |

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s) oeewzluf) @‘{.) c?mmﬁ’de 8361‘6—'“-6 "hD the Sm&ﬂv&ﬂ

the lkﬂaﬂgmfsu

Date Name of Student Signature

oz}n’aoas T- Yohany "P~3{cmnu v

f

! ’ k I‘-:‘ :
Principal
M NARASARADPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
; (NJ?'ONOMOUS)
P : NARASARAOPET-522601.Pa!nadu (Dist) AP,




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: oaq—3<

Name : K\]QnROJi&h Course : % .Tef‘;\'\

Department : C W\ Years/Semester : [T1—I1
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 -+ 3 2 ]
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)
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

P o o o8

N || AW

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

3. Your background for benefiting from the coursc 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 (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 (o)

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
’T)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 14) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (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.

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor | {N) —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
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | KE |

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

Any other suggestion(s)

very 9eod  Noed 4o Provide  Ond deveupte do imgra- Tndewrex conag e dedbe CADI:

Date Name of Student Signature

o fo_leovs K-verkategh K.venkedesh.

Principal

A ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOM ous)
NARASARAOPET . 522601, Painadu
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B s e o st s i

Dist). AP




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 202y - R025

Name : ™M+ WiTan Course B- ngk
Department : €4 V# \ Years/Semester : 1] ~ 3

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

9
Extent of coverage of course 9
&
9

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

Nlov | Blw o

Overall rating

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

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 \ ( 1) ]

Principal

NARASARAORET F”"'”" AlNG ColLEse
OF

(AT ;\{,“"l‘fﬁ
NARASARAGRET . 53001 pore)

U1, Painady (Pist) AP




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 I 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor I_S) Very Poor | (%) J

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s) ND

W)z [ozy M - Wivan 2 Dhirvy
Date Name of Student Signature

Ncipal

NARASAHAOPETA Bl
BINE
el EHING COLLERE




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : T\* \\l@o‘/‘\'\g"”‘“ Course: B’ NN

Department : V\e Years/Semester (jﬁ,\ i
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following l
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)
Applicability/relevance to real life situations

e
I
Depth of the course content %
=)
%
(a.
<

Extent of coverage of course
Extent of effort required by students
Relevance/learning value of project/ report

N |W

Overall rating

2. The syllabus was
|T] Challenging I 2) Adequate l 3) Inadequate 1 4) Dull ] 5 Trrelevant | (q) |

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 ( \ )

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

Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist.), AP




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 | 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.

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

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

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

12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
m\/ery good 12) Good J 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (q) ]

Any other suggestion(s)

B NG TN Ay N

Date \\\2/\‘[,6 Name of Student Signature
fias f i
o Princi;:;al
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
f:-"-*’J?i"?NO!\'?OUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522801, Patnagy re -+




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name : A \} 'e?j‘r/rnjﬁ'\’\ %)ﬁh\ Clotis : % .veon
Department : A & Years/Semester : (\j, \'L

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

9 N 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

| [earning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives) 5
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations A
3 Depth of the course content Qs
4 | Extent of coverage of course =
5 Extent of effort required by students A
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report +
7 | Overall rating “*

2. The syllabus was

[ 1) Challenging I 2) Adequate l 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 (T
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 3) 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 (9.

6. Were you able to get the preseribed 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 l 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor \ (L |

{A& i
{4 e . R

E@A B | Principal
) NARASARAQPETA ENGINEFRING COLLERE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 322601, Palnady {Dist! 4P
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
u) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ (2 |

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

| 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.

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[L)Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average f 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)

A- \]e@w&‘ngdu ANQ_;T__

Date \\\Q%\LL( Name of Student Signature

Principgl
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnady (Miet *




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: \) -LOhE,ge‘\ Cowrse: B Vet
Department: Me o Vears/Semester: AV ['\“
epartment : Mg, cars/Semester : AV [ 1

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)
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

- T EN )

M0
#DWJ@

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 (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 (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

r)\fery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (9= J
% 2 'k Principal
r§ W A . ]i NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
i {AI\-s)?\:(\In\JlJS)

B e | NARASARAOPET - 522601, patnadu (Dist) AP




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

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

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

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

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

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

[ 1) Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | S) Very Poor ] (9-)

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

IﬁVery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I 64D

Any other suggestion(s)

Ny ko\ug(q ¢ 0.

Date \\ \-—\ ]')—L’ Name of Student Signa
A
%ﬁ’?,«ﬁ: if i
I




W, NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

—_—— (AUTONOMOUS)
NEC Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.0), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.

Sponsored by Gayatri Educstional Development Society, Narasarnopet.

Approved by AICTE & Permanently Affiliated to Jawaharlal Nehrne Technological University. Code : 47
Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Accredited by NAAC “A" Grade
Ph: 08647-239003 & 0B647-2390802 (Fax) Visit us atl : www.nrtec.in E-mail : principal@nrec.in

Department of ELECTRONICS AND COMMUNICATION ENGINEERING
Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the A.Y: 2024-25

Name: Ch« Lokshmit Thriven: Course: B G

Department: £ \e c tronics & COMrounic ation Years/Semester : T "ﬂ

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

9 v 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 I
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Zood Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) L{
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations &
3 | Depth of the course content € |
4 Extent of coverage of course Y |
5 Extent of effort required by students < |
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report &3
7 Overall rating e
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 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 (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 (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 ¢t )
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
[l) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (\) ‘
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SN NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

=l - (AUTONOMOUS)
NEC Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.0), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.

Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Society, Narasaraopel.
Approved by AICTE & Permanently Affiliated to Jawaharlal Nehru Technological University. Code : 47
Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Accredited by NAAC “A™ Grade
Ph: 08647-239803 & 08647-239002 (Fax) Visit us at : www.nrtec.in E-mall : principai@nriec.in

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 | (3) J

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

Chﬁmi

Date @2 \v\2s Name of Student C . LA ShMT Thyluen: Signature

NARASARAOPETA ENGINZFRING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 66 '

£7601, Palnadu (Dist). AP
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&% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: ¢ o U - Q5™
Name : %,\/en/llq,fa tg,og'f %‘U&'R&idg . Course: 3 -TEC‘”\

Department : | () Years/Semester : 1 /.E
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | 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) q
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 &
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging ‘ 2) Adequate \ 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull LS) Irrelevant | (1) I
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 3) 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 (\) J
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
E\/cry good | 2) Good I 3) Average % 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor |

gL .
\LAAN

vl 0 I B

Principal

(ALTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 501, Painadu (Dist), 6 2
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

Ii) Very good } 2) Good | 3) Average f 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 ’ ¢ A=)

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)Ve|y 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 I 3) Average ] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (3)

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 5’/3 /2 g Name of Student 3. V@H"\C\.lck ‘303; 5?\10( P\eédj Signature <. V. ﬂ’%i\ﬂ

Principal

IALTONOMOU

NARASARAGPET - $22601, Pain

5}
adu {Dist), AR

} NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
J




i\.".r- NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

NEC

Ph: D8647-239003 & 08647-238802 (Fax)

Approve

(AUTONOMOUS)

Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Accredited by NAAC

Visit us at : www.nrtec.in

Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.O), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.
Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Society, Narasaraopet.
ed by AICTE & Permancntly AfTiliated to Jawaharlal Nehru Technologicnl Uni

versity. Code : 47
“*A” Grade
E-mall : principal@nrtec.in

Department of ELECTRONICS AND COMMUNICATION ENGINEERING
Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the A.Y: 2024-25

B"tccl\

Name : d"\@uf)mj'{*l\q RQC\/JJ Course :
Department : Er E Years/Semester : 3 -1
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 i
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations il
3 | Depth of the course content 2
4 Extent of coverage of course v
5 Extent of effort required by students i W
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 3
7 Overall rating T

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 ( l )
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)
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
i 1) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor | ( ]\)
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W%, NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

—_ (AUTONOMOUS)
NEC Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.0), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.
Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Society, Narasaraopet.
Approved by AICTE & Permanently Affiliated to Jawaharlal Nehru Technological University. Code : 47
Thrice Aceredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Accredited by NAAC “A™ Grade
Ph: 08647-239003 & 08647-239002 (Fax) Visit us at : www.nriec.in E-mall : principal@nrtec.in

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 (5) |

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 | (3) 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 | (2) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

, : ch“?‘) ,|% R ' 1 ’
Date 1(}/\7/\{ Name O?Srt;)dentq 6% & S?'ginliu‘:g'%q Rc%

Vil n b R
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5?1‘3% NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

-e.__ 3l S . (AUTONOMOUS)
NEC Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.0), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.

Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Society, Narasaraopet

Approved by AICTE & Permanently Afliliated to Jawabarlal Nohru Technological University Code : 47
Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Accredited by NAAC “A™ Grade
Ph: 08647-239803 & 08647-230902 (Fax) Visit us at : www.nriec.in E-mall : principal@nnec.in

Department of ELECTRONICS AND COMMUNICATION ENGINEERING
Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the A.Y: 2024-25

Name: (M .Chinn: Course: £+ CE
Department: (€« C°C YVears/Seinester : 24~2§ J3+1
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 6—'
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations o
3 Depth of the course content -
4 | Extent of coverage of course 5
5 Extent of effort required by students y
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report =32
7 | Overall rating A
2. The syllabus was
(1) Challenging [ 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (3) }
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 (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 (9)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (H)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good | 2) Good 1 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (1) l
Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist). & B




5?34'- NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
=l - (AUTONOMOUS)
NEC

Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.O), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.
Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Society, Narasaraopel.
Approved by AICTE & Permanently Affiliated to Jawaharlal Nehru Technological University. Code : 47
Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Aceredited by NAAC “A™ Grade
Ph: 08647-239003 & 08647-238002 (Fax)

Visit us at : www.nriec.in

E-mall : principal@nrtec.in
8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
\ 1) Very goodj 2) Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor | (2)

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

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good

[ 3) Average I 4) Poor

I 5) Very Poor | (3)

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 l 3) Average

] 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2 |
11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2.) [
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2) |
Any other suggestion(s)
?/V\i/\/ ™M Chinri W C&*’m?
Date Name of Student ignature
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Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Saciety, Narasaraopet.

[N, NARA SARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
Approved by AICTE & Permanently Affiliated to Jawaharlal Nechru Technologicnl University. Code : 47

(AUTONOMOUS)
NEC Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda {(P.0), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.
Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Accredited by NAAC “A™ Grade
Ph: DB847-239003 & 0B64T7-239002 (Fax)

Visit us at : www.nrtec.in E-mail : principal@nnec.in

Department of ELECTRONICS AND COMMUNICATION ENGINEERING
Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the A.Y: 2024-25

Name: § ko Rediho. Jeyal
Department : ECE;

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

Course : B—(jzci-)

Years/Semester : @ 23—

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)

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

7 Overall rating

||

P (b o o 0|4

2. The syllabus was
L 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate

| 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull —I 5) Irrelevant I

(5 |

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 (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 (,2)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (3)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average } 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor | (2 ) I
. - Pr]nf‘ipa!
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N NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.O), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist, A.P.

"
Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Society, Narasaraopet

A" Grade

Approved by AICTE & Permanently Affiliated to Jawaharlal Nehru Technological University, Code : 47

Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Accredited by NAAC
Visit us at : www.nrtec.in

Ph: 0B847-239003 & 08647-239802 (Fax)

E-mall : principal@@nrtec.in

8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 5) Very Poor |

(5]

| 2) Good

| 3) Average

l 1) Very good

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.

| 5) Very Poor I

(3)

| 3) Average

| 1) Very good | 2) Good

current global scenarios.

| 3) Average

(=)

10.Rate the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
| 5) Very Poor |

| 2) Good

| 1) Very good

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

| 5) Very Poor |

(

s

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

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | | 5) Very Poor | (H) |

Any other suggestion(s)

P Grdne R

Date

tBhoL ;raa.ﬂ

e of Student
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Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.O), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.
Ph: OBE47-230003 & D8647-239002 (Fax) E-mall : principal@nriec.in

wt\"‘" NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Society, Narasaraopet.
Approved by AICTE & Permanontly Affiliated to Jawaharlal Nehru Technological University. Code : 47
Department of ELECTRONICS AND COMMUNICATION ENGINEERING
Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the A.Y: 2024-25

(AUTONOMOUS)
Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Accredited by NAAC “A™ Grade
Name : (5. MﬂQ\Q(\Q\ Course : § . ic,Llﬁ

Visit us at : www.nritec.in

Department : CE 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 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)

o
Applicability/relevance to real life situations 9
Depth of the course content }
%
b
|
Y

Extent of coverage of course

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

B E=aN O R VRN I oS

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

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

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( (,{)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4, Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ( 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 (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 [ ( ] ) |
—~ LV A A
.??j ﬁ % .‘J:%; g‘f “’%* i"l
b " Principal
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%, NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

— A (AUTONOMOUS)
NEC Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.0), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.
Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Society, Narasaraopet.
Approved by AICTE & Permanently Affiliated to Jawsharlal Nehru Technological University, Code 1 47
Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Accredited by NAAC “A™ Grade
Ph: 0B647-239803 & 08647-238802 (Fax) Visit us at : www.nriec.in E-mall : principalf@nrec.in

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 I (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.

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

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

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

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

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)

23-3-28 GJ-I‘M&WL %QQ\
Date Name of Student igrature

SUE, Palnady (Dicty 4 n




2N, NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

NEC

Approved by AICTE & Permanently Affiliated to Jawanharlal Nehru Technological University. Code
P b L ¥ 3

(AUTONOMOUS)
Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.O), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.

Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Society, Narasaraopert.

: 47

Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & FCE) & Accredited by NAAC “A™ Grade

Ph: 0B847-230003 & 0B647-238002 (Fax)

Visit us at : www.nrtec.in

E-mail : principal@@nrtec.in

Department of ELECTRONICS AND COMMUNICATION ENGINEERING
Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the A.Y: 2024-25

Name : D . F@SV\JD.VI'H"

Course :

BTech

Department: [~ ¢ [ Years/Semester : w -1
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 7
3 Depth of the course content 2
4 | Extent of coverage of course Q
5 Extent of effort required by students =N
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 Overall rating A
2. The syllabus was
| 1) 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 (L)
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.)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |
Afs anf
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W%, NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NEC Kotappakonda Road, Yellamanda (P.0), NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Guntur Dist. A.P.
Sponsored by Gayatri Educational Development Sociely, Narasaraopet.
Approved by AICTE & Permancently Affiliated to Jawaharlal Nehru Technological University. Code : 47
Thrice Accredited by NBA (CSE & ECE) & Aceredited by NAAC “A”™ Grade
Ph: 08647-238003 & 08647-239802 (Fax) Visit us at : www.nrtec.in E-mall : principal@nnec.in

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 }he 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) |

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 | ( 7_) |

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor [ (V) |
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
I 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | () |
Any other suggestion(s)
o-'—/'—'—_‘
22/97'/25 D.ga.imfant‘ﬁ }/#‘
Date Name of Student Signature
8 R U




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name : SK I—S\\Qﬁ\c\‘&@\ course : (M~ C- A
Department : M\« A Years/Semester : Z'A Hf'm I fil Cern

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

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

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

L9 o o alo.y®

ES || o ¥ LU SN RS )

2. The syllabus was
‘ 1) Challenging l 2) Adequate 1 3) Inadequate l 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 (%)

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
r) Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l (V) |

‘B -

“'!»
?;\‘v‘
",4"\4.",

gt ittt
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NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ! 2.P




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

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

| 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.

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

11.The curriculum has focus on skill development
[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good J 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)

o :Cglr\m cﬁa % ?(Z;?ﬁg

Date Name of Student Signature
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name : P‘ PQmQ Sugfjfga
Department : M ChH

Course : N Cﬂ
rd
Years/Semester : Q " J y‘-‘ ar 3 J em

1. Pleasc 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) C’f
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
3 | Depth of the course content a
4 Extent of coverage of course 3
5 Extent of effort required by students q
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating 9
2. The syllabus was
Tl) Challenging I 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 (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 ( I )
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
[ 1) Very good | 2) Good ‘ 3) Average I 4) Poor & 5) Very Poor | ( 1) |
W o Q\V A
LR
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(AUTONOMOUS)
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8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| 1) Very good J 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 l 5) Very Poor | (2) J

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

P. Ramaefupa[yp& P. Suj)tﬁa

Date Name of Student Signature
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

' @
Name : k , PQV’T “\‘T\Q. P&V&hl Course : Meh
nd iar 7,
Department : MC & Years/Semester: 9’ )’QGU‘ Se.m
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | 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) Q
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 q
7 Overall rating q
2. The syllabus was
| 3) Inadequate l 4) Dull I 5) Irrelevant ‘ (\) J
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 3) Completely (t)
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 £ j
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
D\’ery good } 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor { (v) J
-
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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 | (1) |

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

\( - Pq V:’(S\T}q(‘)ﬂ'\lm? kf PRV’: p"‘"'“‘- Pavcf " ?

Date Name of Student Signature
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% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : C. Bindu \):.jghhﬂ\l‘ Course: DMAC A
Department : NACHEH Years/Semester : '_'_[[’r'd \jco\’ l [ it L em

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

9 8 Fi 6 5 &) 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) b |

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations q
3 Depth of the course content g
4 Extent of coverage of course >
5 Extent of effort required by students <
Q
9

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 (1)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant lIrrelevant

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 (Y

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

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ﬁ'.f-i.j?ONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnady (Dist). AP




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

Any other suggestion(s)

e \S B du ch nawt  Boode .

Date Name of Student ignature

\\Efﬁ M
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NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : Tel\[.Saao kumO\'{

Department : J_T

Course : 0. VECH

Years/Semester : j:l \,QO&"( O/‘

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) 0(
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations 1
3 | Depth of the course content q
4 Extent of coverage of course i
5 Extent of effort required by students x>
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 1
7 | Overall rating *\
2 Piic syllabus was
O{/],) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate ] 4) Dull | 5) Trrelevant | () ]
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly | D RGlevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequen;mﬁﬁlilsfmodules of the course
1) Excellent /4/) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor )
5, Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
//ﬁ Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were-you able to get the prescribed readings?
))/E/xcellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
-
'])/Rﬁ the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
-Jrf')’\feiy good 1 2) Good | 3) Average 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () 4]
i i Principa!

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist* * =




8, Rdie the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements

/I)Vew 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.

| DAvery 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 /
urfent global scenarios.

&Mery good I 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor J () |
11. curriculum has focus on skill development
J Mery good | 2) Good [ 3) Average J 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ( ) I
-

12,ECaluation of the course is approp);if:@ to discriminate the students
| Wew good | 2) Good ,MAverage | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ) }

Any other suggestion(s)

Oybgl2029 76V Sk oo TG Y St fumay

Date Name of Student Signature
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M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

u[2| 20245
Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : D.SQS?‘ kl_,\“‘(lx Couwrse: 2. Telh

Department : 1—\— Years/Semester : ﬂ:[

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

9 8 7 6 5 -4 3 2 |
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
I Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives) C‘
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations i |
3 Depth of the course content >
4 | Extent of coverage of course s |
5 | Extent of effort required by students “
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report s
7 Overall rating |
2-The syllabus was
%Challcnging | 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate \ 4y Dull [ 5) Irrelevant I ( ) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
})»Hi(ghly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

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

1) Excellent ﬁ_‘rAdcqua[e 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ¢ )
5, Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
//ﬁ Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

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

Z/R‘MW design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
/Pll)\/e:‘y good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | () l

[QAC

Principal
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8. RaMﬁbility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
M}' good I 2) Good J 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor ‘ ( ) J

9. Rate the composition of course in terms Humanities and Social Sciences, Engincering Sciences, Basic
Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc. _ ;
-tfj Very good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor ] ( ) |
| e
10.Rate the depth of the syl.‘-lab‘u!s_of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
current global scepafios.
[ 1) Very good MGOOd | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ] ( ) I

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

12£Valuation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
d/l’)/ Very good ’ 2) Good [ 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | C 3 I

Any other suggestion(s)

D.%u/g. D.

Date b\\% \ 202§ Name of Student Signature

\,_QMQ(}

Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
{" i.é'f'{‘.\.'f'-?-‘_'f‘}f_lsfi
NARASARAQOPET - 5z wut, Palnadu {Dist). AP
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SES

NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Course : Biﬁc I

Name :

A Owesh oMoy

Department : t‘j '@

Years/Semester : ﬁ/ﬁ
¥

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

NARASARADPETA ENGINEERING C

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
| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilitics, or (1
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations c‘
3 Depth of the course content =
4 | Extent of coverage of course &
3 Extent of effort required by students A
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report |
7 Overall rating T
N
2. The syllabus was
Mlallenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate i 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant } ) I
3. Your background forbenefiting from the course was
1) Highly " clevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
)/Ex/cc]lent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor )
e
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
ﬁxce[lent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor )
6. Were you able lo/gcﬂhc prescribed readings”?
1) Excellent /%Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7.Milc‘_ design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
MCI’Y good ‘ 2) Good \ 3) Average 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor I ) |
.if.,l |
{?‘L"‘““’ Principal

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ), AP,

1LE
e e

GE




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of electwélation to technology advancements
[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good Mverage | 4) Poor

I 5) Very Poor \ « ) |

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

| 1) Very good ‘ 2) Good %verage

| 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor 1 () J

10.Rate’the depth of the syllabus of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
Current global scenarios.
D Very good | 2) Good

| 3) Average | 4) Poor

|5) Very Poor [ (R ]

e curriculum has focus on skill development
I/PJ/Vely good I 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor

I 5) Very Poor ' () I
)(Emmn of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
MVery good [ 2) Good l 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (D |
Any other suggestion(s)
Date l Name of Student 4_ D\ aZSA /{ur{o{ Signature
T .
ul8|z01¢ 1
4
4
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name : @ pode Lol Course : 8 Tec h
Department : ti‘ T Years/Semester : ﬁ / 7

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

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

| Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilitics, 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. e syllabus was
Mhallcnging

3. Your backgroundfor benefiting from the course was

I 3) Inadequate \ 4) Dull ‘ 5) Trrelevant | () |

1) Highly ) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Ra€ the sequence of units/modules of the course
))/Exccllem 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor )
]
ate Il'll. adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
/(Fxc:.l]ult 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed ;@aﬂ,ings'?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate )’ﬁnadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
~1
ate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
M\/my good ] 2) Good l 3) Average ! 4) Poor 1 5) Very Poor | (. ‘,

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGIHEERING CGLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist ), A.P.




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
d/]') 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 / Internshjp-etc.

| 1) Very good__}7y 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 /
rrent global scenarios.

1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ¢ -} |
11.The curriculum«l‘(ﬁ:cus on skill development
| 1) Very good _1?2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ‘ t o —|
12,Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
|)¢)’Very good I 2) Good | 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor i 5) Very Poor f () l
P

Any other suggestion(s)

Date Name of Student Signature

ou loglgo26 R pede og

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
(AUTDNOMOUS) '
NARASARACPET - 524601, Palnadu (Dist) A &




% NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: M - Ka&{'h 14 Course: B - Tech

Department : IT Years/Semester : 11 / T
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 - 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 q
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations G\
3 Depth of the course content X
4 | Extent of coverage of course A
5 | Extent of effort required by students 9
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report |
=9 Overall rating g
2,Fhe syllabus was
ﬂ(‘hallcnging l 2) Adequate I 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | ( ) |
3. Your backgro for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly —12) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
Excellernt 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
7
5. Rate the adequatgness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Exccllcnt//f)Adequatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings”?
//P(Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. Rate the designMn'se in terms of extra learning or self-learning
| 1) Very good ,L/ZYGood l 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () J

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painady

(Dist), AP




8. Rate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
{ 1) Very good I 2) Good MAverage | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ! () |
[ =

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

/'Hﬁn'ng / Internship ete.

/Ijl) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Pbor I () |

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

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

11.The curriculyprhas focus on skill development
[ 1) Very g00M2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor I { . ]

)Zglluatlon of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
%Vury good I 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor ' ) I

Any other suggestion(s)

H Yeaxthik .

Date OY~0g - ?_OLS- Name of Student Signature
4
%.;f' AW .
o _ - i
o h !nc
3 b ?3 . Y {\{ NA r\'
‘E,‘_wlﬁ%;— AR HASARAGPETi ENG MEEPING CoLizpe
NARASARACE: NOMOUS’

PET - 322601, Painady; (Dictr 4 =




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 902 ~-aC
Name : P As?SL Ly Course: R- Tecl

Department : Crvll. Years/Semester :  TU — I

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

|

9 8 i 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 9

broadening perspectives)

2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations
3 Depth of the course content
4

5

Extent of coverage of course

Extent of effort required by students

6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report
7 Overall rating

0|2 |- oo —°

2. The syllabus was

\ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate ‘ 3) Inadequate } 4) Dull | 5) lrrelevant | (1) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely (t)
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 ()

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

— S

o/

: rincipai
Y A NARASARAOPETA ENCINEERING COLLESE
H \mi‘-' . 1 (ALUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ), AP




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

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

] 1) Very good J 2) Good | 3) Average ‘ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (2 i

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

Any other suggestion(s) M it

0o
Date 02-[0&!9_025 Name of Student P;A&?Sl«komm\{ Slgnarme A‘;Ml ""dk

(A

Vi,

Neipal
NAHASARAUPET?_‘ EhuMEERlNG COLLERE
NOMOus)
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A‘?ASARAOPET 522601, F’a!r‘*du{ﬂls? \AD




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 02¢-2<

Name : SL\W{y, "j_al/)-w BWSL\W Course : .B.'TM

Department : ﬂ,v.L Years/Semester: 1] -7
— —
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | 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 R
3 | Depth of the course content 9
4 Extent of coverage of course Q
5 Extent of effort required by students 9
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 ] () ]
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 (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 I 3) Average | 4) Poor ‘ 5) Very Poor [ (1) |
4 ' g Principal

i

{

_
S— | (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist). AP




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 | (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

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

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

| I)Véry good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor | 1) |

Any other suggestion(s)

shatk. Jobn Gasha

Name of Student

Date ¥ 14 [ [24

/2

Signature

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist.) A P




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : (P= @a—gac[ Course : B [L
Department : :[-(1- Years/Semester : W (;f—-

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 ]
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | 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)

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 v AW

Overall rating

1090609 o) o

/ﬁhe syllabus was

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

3. Yeur background for benefiting from the course was

/‘j/Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4. Rate the sequence ofunits/modules of the course

1) Excellent A‘ﬁ%dequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (

5 Rite the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course

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

6, Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

/FY Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
]/Rﬁt. design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
I/l’) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () J

F
et e
%

Principal

(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ) 4 @




8. Bate the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
e AT 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
_Araining / Internship etc.
_/rl)Vely good ] 2) Good l 3) Average I 4) Poor ' 5) Very Poor l ) l

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

|"1’)’Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average J 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | ( ) ‘
11.THe curriculum has focus on skill development
Mery good | 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | ( ) |
Df{luation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
‘-‘MVery good ] 2) Good T 3) Average ] 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | (G |
Any other suggestion(s)
“lé: Qj%'— M éh‘{ .
at Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINZERING COLLEGE
(AITONOMOUS)
NARASARACRET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist.), AP,




M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : " J NOWA 81w o Stasa o Course : &.% «c\n

Department : T Years/Semester : ‘%éj

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 q
broadening perspectives)
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations X(
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 %
7 | Overall rating 9
2 Ahe syllabus was
MChallenging I 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate 1 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant I () 1
3. Your backgrougd/fo/r benefiting from the course was
1) Highly /4'5 Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4/1?((@ the sequence of units/modules of the course
,P(Exccllant 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (.

—

fe the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
/H/Exccllcnt 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

ere you able to get the prescribed readings?

))/Excel!ent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (|
'?/Iélhe design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
|/}{me good 1 2) Good | 3) Average } 4) Poor 1 5) Very Poor 1 () _|

Vi

| -F—;rincipai
NARASARAQOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ALTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.). AR




S.th flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
MVery good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 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
_Praining / Internship etc.
,,Pl’)Vexy 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.
/]'l) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor J 3) Very Poor [ ( ) |

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

P
/}Maluaﬁon of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
ﬁ) Very good } 2) Good [ 3) Average l 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | 1 |

Any other suggestion(s)

a—. N oo S kb & SLoowA,| H Mwas.-'m\\a g \
Date €4 /3 / . Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
{(AUTONOMGOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Painadu {Dist). AP




3 Wl;.

NARASARAQOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : Pm M\)

Department :

E i Y

Course : m@}\

Years/Semester

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

: QA

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 24 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 S’
broadening perspectives)
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations c:‘
3 Depth of the course content S
4 Extent of coverage of course =
5 Extent of effort required by students o
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
7., Overall rating Lad 2 ?
2 The syllabus was
.—{’]’)Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull [ 5) lrrelevant ‘ ) |
Wur background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ()
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequencg-of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent _,Z_fYAdequatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 3) Very Poor ¢ )
S.Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
+T) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
U/H/EXCE”CHI 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
/R@ design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
|)(Vc1y good ‘ 2) Good I 3) Average | 4) Poor \ 5) Very Poor ] (| |

-

ﬂ“"‘\;;q ) g \
L ﬁzﬁg

HE £
LISt ""v
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Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AYTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ). A R




8. R;k.% flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
C/Wely 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 / Internshi ete. 3

I 1) Very good_/iﬂ) Good 1 3) Avérage | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I

g

AR

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

1LFHE curriculum has focus on skill development
R Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | T

12<Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
H’fVery good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I i ) I

Any other suggestion(s)

OUD -1 P-Sanndg. Rk - faniniy Bk

Date Name of Student Signature

3

\:.J / :

4

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ALTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist.), A P.




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : é’} /‘Wﬂ/‘ Course : B-'//G(/A

Department : jT Years/Semester : j?}
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 -+ 3 2 1
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor |  Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
| 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
Mhallcnging W 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull ‘ 5) Irrelevant | ( ) 1
Wm' background for benefiting from the course was
/() Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

MC 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 ( )

6. Were you ﬂb]e,@lhc prescribed readings?
1) Excellent -’/2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (|

MG design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
\/ercry good | 2) Good \ 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor I ( ) |

& Qir B Principal
AL NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE

(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) & R




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

Q&Very good | 2) Good \ 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |

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

,{/l) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average I 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.

A 1) Very good ’ 2) Good J 3) Average r4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | ( ) ]

11.The curriculynﬂﬁ focus on skill development
| 1) Very good=—T 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () |

-Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
A1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | ¢ 3

Any other suggestion(s)

o) -0§-2024 G- Hertnth G trtunlf

Date Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.} A.P




MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name : T= v -I’n Course : B‘Tech

Department : 7 . T Years/Semester : ﬁﬁ

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

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

| 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

D 0090 o0

N[ AW N

Overall rating

2« The syllabus was '
-4 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate D) Inadequate l 4) Dull | 35) Irrelevant \

() |
_3<Your background for benefiting from the course was
,/l) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely « )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
mc the sequence of units/modules of the course
A) Excellent 2) Adequatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
5, Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
,/l’f Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6, Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
//I’f Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
7. Rate the desip»o/[he course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
rl) Very good -/1,2) Good | 3) Average JI 4) Poor } 5) Very Poor | _( iz ) ]
ft
! i § f
A R

¥ 3.
g i " ’Lj-_.‘-:f.
W’ P{'-l'i"‘."}.'jl

4 | NARASARACPETA ENGINEERING CGLLEGE
'u‘ (ALUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist.), AP.




8. Ratt the flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
Q,{/I/) 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 / Internsh#petc.

| 1) Very good -/]/2} Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor { 5) Very Poor l () |
\ ~

AL
10.Ratethe depth of the syllahﬁ‘s of the course in relation to the competencies expected by industry /
Mﬁ global scenarios.
/{4’) Very good | 2) Good

] 3) Average | 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor | () |

11.Theturriculum has focus on skill development
[Mery good ] 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | ( ) I
12.Evaluation of ;be’l(xrse is appropriate to discriminate the students
| 1) Very good/{’f) Good [ 3) Average { 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor I ( ) |
Any other suggestion(s)

J- T
Date L' /g /’_o)_s Name of gﬁi\:ﬁ %—;n;dfl

<r

4

i B eag®
Sy

e oY

Principal

NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(ALTONOMOUS)

NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist). A ®




MMz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: M\. Pavan komay - Course: R -Tel L\ .
Department : T Years/Semester : ﬂ) __TI/,

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

9 8 7 6 5 - 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 ﬂ

broadening perspectives)

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

q
Extent of coverage of course s

q

]

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

ZyT*hfsyllabus was

N | AW

MChallc:nging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull [ 5) Irrelevant \ () ‘
3. Your backgrognd%r 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
//l‘rExcellcm 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 })/Aﬁequatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()

-

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings”?

/H/Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
-
/@c design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
qu) Very good [2) Good } 3) Average \ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | () J

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINFERING COLLEC:
(ALTONOMQUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palna du (Dist), AP




8. Rgtethe flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
J/P)/Very good \ 2) Good I 3) Average \ 4) Poor | 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
/Téi:ing / Internship etc.
11) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | rUy

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

114 he curriculum has focus on skill development
M\/ery good ] 2) Good ] 3) Average | 4) Poor J 5) Very Poor ] ( ) ]

/{Evaluation of the course 1s appropriate to discriminate the students
’rl) Very good [ 2) Good [ 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | ( ) |

Any other suggestion(s)

u/efas M. Pave- Ko may
ate Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ALTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist.), AP




AL
n‘b\

M NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:
Name: P. A¥TuN course: RB.4ceh
Department : | {: U M'Pﬂ\’wﬂ; g{’ W”ﬂﬂ;ﬂ Years/Semester : o4 (l

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

9 8 7 6 " 5 - 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)

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

0L 0\ep. O]9 |9 =

NS B W

Overall rating

/f’fhc syllabus was

/r]) Challenging I 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull I 5) Irrelevant | ( ) |
3 Your background for benefiting from the course was
/Z) 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 adequatepess of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent ,Z’(Adcquzl[c 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ( )
q
/mere you able to get the prescribed readings?
1 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (.
ME design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l ( ) |

./‘/5\/61')/ good I 2) Good

' Erincipa]
NARASAHAOPETA ENGINEERING CELLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (st ), AP,




8. Ratc)h(frexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
| ]))v’é'y 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, Profe;::?Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical

Training / Internship etc. .
[ 1) Very goodﬂ'Z) Good | 3) Average l 4) Poor f 5) Very Poor | { ) ]

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

M\’ery good | 2) Good | 3) Average ] 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | ¢ ‘

11. Thecurriculum has focus on skill development
J/P)’Very good \ 2) Good \ 3) Average I 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor [ ( ) ]

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

Any other suggestion(s)

M-Qbelr ]\E‘:&y{@— fW

Date me of Student Signature

.' . "Q 1

E{g ‘Eé /& Q’\( Principal

I A Ve o NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOPET - 522 801, Palnadu (Dist ). A o,




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: T 120 'A] +h Course : m @ B 'Tc-ch

Department : _e?_‘{— Years/Semester: ) [ | n am’\/

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

9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 |

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

Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating

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

broadening perspectives)

2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations b

3 Depth of the course content X

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 C]‘

_2-TThe syllabus was

dr/l) Challenging [ 2) Adequate ‘ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | () |
3 \le/'hack ground for benefiting from the course was
\-Mgh{_\’ 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( )
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the scqucnce/a'l’fnilshnodules of the course
1) Exccllcul\/ﬁ')/}\dcquatc 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor ()
}/m the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
...//]') Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor ()
6. Were you able to getthe prescribed readings?
1) Excellent /J{Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (|
}R(lh: design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
/I/J/) Very good I 2) Good [ 3) Average —[ 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor l () |
2 A
Principal
NARASARAGPETA EYGINEERING CBLLEGE
(ALTONOMOUS)

Q c 27 04 0 .
NARASARANPET - 522 201, Falnadu Disty a2




8. th flexibility in choosing of elective in relation to technology advancements
c,{/]')\/ery good i 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 / Internshipetc.

‘ 1) Very good "I/Z) 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 ms.
[ 1) Very good 4/2‘) Good l 3) Average I 4) Poor | 3) Very Poor | ¢ D |

MCurﬁculum has focus on skill development
__+T) Verygood | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor | () }

lZ.Eva’lﬁtiou of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Mry good I 2) Good i3) Average i 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | t B ]

Any other suggestion(s)

Lf -03 — 1005 TT. Ronith T RoWith

yatis Name of Student Signature
;, #‘ “f
Ylooe |
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
{P»-.UTONOMOUS)

NARASARAQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist) A P



Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 207 y©

=l O) &
Name: M ‘QC:jL\U CL\QGQQ Course : Q“ TQCL'\

Department: (* § [ Years/Semester : | ~ 7
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following Q
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) O\
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations
3 | Depth of the course content Q
4 | Extent of coverage of course Q
5 | Extent of effort required by students a
6 | Relevance/leamning value of project/ report &
7 | Overall rating Q
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate [ 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (D |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely ( 'L)
Relevant Relevant Irrelevant Irrelevant

4, Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
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 (L)

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

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

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average [ 4) Poor ] 5) Very Poor | () 4|
W Principal
| 1 NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE

(A -ﬁ”,‘“d\romoua)
NARASARA CPET - 522801 Pal

............




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

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

(1)

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

Training / Internship etc.

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

Any other suggestion(s)

Date 25 /O ] / 2¢ Name of Student [, EC{UEW dsca Signature
A
Principal
NARASARAOPETA EHGINEERING COLLEGE
w/ (ALUTONOMOUS)

D~ Row'¢

NARASARAQPET - 522601, palnadu (Dist.), AP

T




MN%

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: o2y - 2028

Name: D. Ravin d o Course: B.TTech
Department : st 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) q
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 Q
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report q
7 | Overall rating 3
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant ] (L) |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 2) Relevant 3) Partly 4) Mostly 5) Completely {Z)
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 )
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 (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 | (2) |
:'w:
Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ATONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist). A.P




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEZC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 20 246 -202%

Name : Uﬂ.[apu.(ou PC[L[’ ’Abhu hcz' Course : E,' T E C H
Department : ¢ ¢ Years/Semester: | —1
1. Pleasc give a rating of your course on the following 9
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Goad Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars : Rating

l 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

6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report

Overall rating

W Bl w o

'D‘Q_b..Q.Q.D -0

~

2. The syllabus was :
Iﬁ(ﬁ.hallenging 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 (92)
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 (hH

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

Principal
NARASARAQPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist). AP




o

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

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good

I 3) Average I 4) Poor

| 5) Very Poor | (1) I

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

Training / Internship etc.

| 1) Very good | 2) Good

| 3) Average ] 4) Poor

[ 5) Very Poor | (2) |

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

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good

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

Any other suggestion(s)

251128

Date

J. Nitesh kumax

Name of Student

TJS\,/iicsk Kournax

1gnature

Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(f‘-U';‘”ONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522 601, Palnadu (Dist) AP




N9z,
Mz

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

28 - 28

Nme: T Nitesh kumay  Cwme B Tech
Department:  ( SF Years/Semester: | — 3
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 - 3 # 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) a
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations “
3 Depth of the course content 9
4 | Extent of coverage of course oy
5 | Extent of effort required by students %]
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 9
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 (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 (h)
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 (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 | (%) [
Princi
5\ 4;\ rincipal
1“?& - NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
M__ (AUTONOMOUS)

NARASAR

OPET -

WEE) -522

2601, Palnadu m'f' AR




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

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

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (27 |

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

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

Date ¢ j t / 21 Name of Student M \€e n:nc{ ra %&i

B

Principal
NARASARAGRETA ENGINEERING CCLLEGE
@/ (ALTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ) A ©
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2094 ~9088

Name: M Ueuﬂﬂdra Course: C=€ [R.Teeh,
Department : €S Years/Semester : |~ 2
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following F-

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) 9
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations £
3 | Depth of the course content 9
4 | Extent of coverage of course £
5 | Extent of effort required by students o d
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report P
7 | Overall rating 7,

2. The syllabus was

[1) Challenging | 2) Adequate | 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull [S)lelevant | (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 (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 (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 | () ]
Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE

NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist ). A ©

(ALUTONOMOUS)




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 | () |

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

I 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average I 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 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 ] (32 . ]
Any other suggestion(s)
: M.Ned ARy
~ ! !
Date 2 D \l \2 5 Name of Student [ AO%‘&?@:_)K ' Signature W
\ ¥
Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)

NARASARAOQPET - 522601, Palnadu (Dist.). AP




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2o024.20>5 .

Name : ﬂ.ﬂcgo, Pc\_; VI Course : (L Tec h ;
Department : (" S ¢ Years/Semester: \ ~2
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following —:}‘ '
9 8 7 6 5 - 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 4
3 | Depth of the course content e ]
4 Extent of coverage of course B
5 | Extent of effort required by students £
6 | Relevance/learing value of project/ report '
7 | Overall rating g,
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 ( | )
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (2.)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor {2)
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
[ 1) Very good [ 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (1) |
\
Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLERE
(ALITRNOMOUS)
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'\-Q@:ﬂpf("!"fl _j.fj:;';l_.J.']ul.'-. E\D’_.”!
MR HE IR L




g

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

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

Sciences, Professional Course, Professional Elective, Open Elective, Project Work (PW) & Practical
Training / Internship etc.

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

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

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

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

Any other suggestion(s)

%\1 )QS ) Kanena % “:A/‘N

Date Name of Student Signature

Principal
NARASARAGPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ALHTONOMOUS)
NARASARAOPET - 522601, Palnadu {Dist ). A P
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NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: QU-2 S

Name : N ANDAM. K IEANMAL Course : C SE
Department : B¢ E}H Years/Semester: 1 — !
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 - 3 |
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) 8
2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations b
3 | Depth of the course content 7
4 | Extent of coverage of course 8
5 | Extent of effort required by students o
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 | (2) |
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 b i
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 | S)VeryPoor | (1) |
\ g ,\ P ' '.‘ Ly a '
FOAM i
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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.

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

?g/ f/QS_ M\&c\vt‘fa%'a: M‘Léawjm’trv;

Date Name of Student Signature

Principal

NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERJNS COLLECE

(RUTONOMOUS;
NARASARACPET - 522601, Palnaduy (Disf 1 A »




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 | (

T—
S

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) |
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
PN | 1) Very good | 2) Good I 3) Average I 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | ( 2) ]
Any other suggestion(s)

Do b

25 /; % &1
Date Name of St Signature

P

Principal
NARASARAOPETA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(ATONOMOUS)

W/ NARASARAQPET - 522601, Painadu (Dist). AP




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:

Name: B MO&L\&%&) Course : 2 fTC,LQ‘\

Department : Muﬂ,\g,u.:(;q Years/Semester : \V T
-_—
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

| 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 T
6 Relevance/learning value of project/ report 5
7 Overall rating 'f‘
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging l 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 (>

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 (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 1 2) Good 3) Average l 4) Poor I 5) Very Poor | _ (=)= _I

Pri
¢ apey
NARAJHAUPE iA

Incipal

Ph s

CMGINERD A
LFQINCEAING COLLEr
(AL
LHLINOMOU )

NARASARAGPET. o

Za
249 X
v UU;.PS!n;’dl, Y




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 I 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor I 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

| 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average f 4) Poor | 5) Very Poor | (3 ]
12.Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students
Ll) Very good | 2) Good l 3) Average | 4) Poor [ 5) Very Poor I (2) [
Any other suggestion(s)
ashilas cb Bhavanr?! (B haraiech. )
Date Name of Student Signature 20
a— ‘l b
b il F _f.,.--—-\{ L
b
L Principal
NARASARAGPCTA ENGINEERING COLLEGE
(AldT )

NARASARAQPET - 512601, Painadu (Dist.), A.
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M2 NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: QU35

Name: Ch- Bhavanf Course: B Tech
Department: CSE Years/Semester : T - [1
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following
9 8 7 6 5 - 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) T
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 6
3 Depth of the course content Q
4 | Extent of coverage of course 5
5 | Extent of effort required by students Q
6 | Relevance/learing value of project/ report T
7 | Overall rating o]
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 (92)
Relevant Relevant [rrelevant Irrelevant
4. Rate the sequence of units/modules of the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (2)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate | 4) Poor 5) Very poor (9)
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (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 [S)VeryPoor | (1) |

"Ll - udd bl ;‘Fafnadu {DIS”,A 2




Sz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: j\/\/@ S
Name: [N. W\d{s\’\t

Course : B-—Te_dr\

Department : ( G£- Years/Semester: |\ \aqgs\ @ %QMQ_%J(QEB‘
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following Q
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
. ) 1
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 Q
4 | Extent of coverage of course =
5 | Extent of effort required by students A
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report R
7 | Overall rating Q
2. The syllabus was
| 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull | 5) Irrelevant | (% |
3. Your background for benefiting from the course was
1) Highly 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 (92)
5. Rate the adequateness of the text book and reference book mentioned for the course
1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very poor (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 | () |

i I

:

| S ——————

v

g ]

NARASARAGPE




U
e

NARASARAOPETA

NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year:9wi- 2§

Name : SE* Mun ec"f'

Course : 8 - T@CA

—

Department : ¢.5 ¢ Years/Semester: 5 - [/
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following q
9 8 7 6 3 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 Q9
3 | Depth of the course content )
4 | Extent of coverage of course D)
5 | Extent of effort required by students Q
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 2
7 | Overall rating a
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 5) Very Poor (72)
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 | (/) |
‘A
r S Princi pa ]

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

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

[ 1) Very good | 2) Good | 3) Average | 4) Poor | 5) very Poor | () ]
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 | (]) |
Any other suggestion(s)

Date 2.5, / ! / 5 Name of Student ‘/ v oSerd - Signature

al®

Principal
BAQRADANGTT Sl
NARASARAOFETA ENGINEERING COLLr™=
(AUTONOMOUS)
NARASARAQPET . 522 804, PxInady (Diet) * -




Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2c( - 2 £

Name : 1/ Fb)?_gc*yé Course : 5 ~)Ech

Department : ¢ S Years/Semester : j & j
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following G
9 8 7 6 5 - 3 2 1
Extremely Very Good | Moderately | Moderate | Some how Poor | Very Extremely
Good Good Good Tolerable Poor Poor
S.No. | Particulars Rating
] | 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 5
4 | Extent of coverage of course o)
5 | Extent of effort required by students Q
6 | Relevance/leaming value of project/ report g
7 | Overall rating (&
2. The syllabus was
[ 1) 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 (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 (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 ( ] )
7. Rate the design of the course in terms of extra learning or self-learning
rl) Very good l 2} Good l 3) Average ] 4) Poor l 5) Very Poor [ (D J
Principal

DAr -y e
NARRSARADPETA ENGINEERING DOLLEGE
(AUTONOMOUS)
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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 l (L) 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 | (1) ]

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

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

] o -
Date 2.0-1-25 Name of Student C}" H ij‘ g S/iLgnature

o

L“ 3 £ X% J Principal
NARASARADPETA ENGINEERING COLL™™"
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Mz NARASARAOPETA
NEC ENGINEERING COLLEGE

(AUTONOMOUS)

Student Feedback Form on curriculum for the Academic Year: 2t~ 25

Name : (A }’/CL/'"MG( Course:g"fffh
Department : .5 ¢ Years/Semester : .7 - [
1. Please give a rating of your course on the following 9
9 8 7 6 5 4 3 - 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) 7
2 | Applicability/relevance to real life situations 2
3 | Depth of the course content 3
4 | Extent of coverage of course D
5 | Extent of effort required by students 9
6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report 7
7 | Overall rating <
‘ 2. The syllabus was
| [ 1) Challenging | 2) Adequate [ 3) Inadequate | 4) Dull [ 5) Trrelevant | (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
o 1) Excellent 2) Adequate 3) Inadequate 4) Poor 5) Very Poor (L)

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

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 | (hH |

P rmr‘maf
NAHASARAO"M ENGINEERING COLLFGE
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