Agnel Charities’

Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

1.4.1. Structured feedback on Curriculum

Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology is affiliated to University of Mumbai. The Revised Curriculum
(REV-2016) was implemented with effect from the academic year 2016-2017. In addition to Outcome-
Based Education(OBE), Choice Based Credit and Grading system was implemented for the First Year of
Engineering from the academic year 2016-2017. Subsequently, this system is carried forward for Second
Year Engineering in the academic year 2017-2018, for Third Year Final Year Engineering in the
academic years 2018-2019, 2019-2020 respectively.

Normally the revision of the curriculum takes place every four years. Being an affiliated institute to
University of Mumbai, Institute has a limited role in the revision of the curriculum.

The institute initiated stakeholder feedback policy for REV-2016 curriculum for continuous improvement
in curriculum design. The main purpose of this policy is to collect the stakeholders’ perceptions of the
effectiveness of the curriculum. Feedback is collected from the stakeholders such as Students, Faculty,
Alumni and Parents. It is carried out in different modes like online feedback through Google forms,
Institute’s APMS portal and written feedback. The collective feedback of all the stakeholders was
analyzed and a consolidated report of the recommendations is prepared.

The recommendations are communicated to the Dean of Faculty of Science & Technology, University of
Mumbai, for consideration in the forthcoming curriculum revision.
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Agnel Charities’
Fr. C. Rodrigues I nstitute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi
STUDENTS FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

Departiment : Academic vear
Program ™ame : YearSemester ;
MName of the Stadent Baoll Number :

Please raie your voluahle feedback on the corvicalem for review of syllabus /o improve guality of
the programine.
L. Hate how ¢lidlenging wis the syllabas ofTeved by the courses,
OiExcellent Oery Good ) Good  OlAverage ) Poor
I, Rate the appropristeness of the sequeace of the courses provided in the curvicilam.
OiExcellent OWery Good ) Good  OlAverage ) Poor

1, Rate the depth af the syllabus of the courses in relation to the competencies expected by
inchstryicorment glvhal scenarins

CiExcellent OWery Good ) Good  Odverage {0 Poor

4. Rate the sequence of the nnirs'modales in the conrses.
OExcallenn OVery Good O Good OAverage O Pom

%, Rare the adequarensss of fhe textbooks apd reference bsoks mentioped for the coumses,
OExeellent OVery Goed O Good QOdversge O Pom

i, Rare the sxllabag content of the conrges i terms of bueden on the students,
OEsceflest OVery Good QO Good Oaversge O Poo

7. Rate tle deskgn of the couises in terow of oxtea learning sr self-beavuing .
OrEvceflent Oery Good O Good  Oraversge O Pom

3. BRate the Nexibility in choosing tlee electives in celation to techoology ndvancements.
OExceflent (OWery Good O Good  DOAverage O Poor

2, Rate the percentags of the courses offering LAR camponsnts.
COiExceflent OWery Goed ) Good  OiAverage (O Poor

B, Rare tlse cotposition of tee courses by terms of Basic science, Engineering schence, Humanities,
Drsciplinee core, discipling ebective, open elective, projece e ?

OExcellemt OWery Good O Good OAversge O Pooa

Ay other suggestbonis) :

Diate: Signatnre of Stwdent




Agnel Charities’
Fr. C. Rodrigues I nstitute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi
FACULTY FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

"I.Z.I.e.pam;.n-aal--.“ | Acadenle VEAL :
Program Name ; Year | Semester ;
Maimne of the Facully : Dresigmation ;

FPleasze rate vour valuable feedback on the corricubim for review of syllabus [ to improve quality of
the programime,
1. Rate the strocture of the carriculum framed for the eotive program.
OExcellent COWery Good O Good  (Olverags ) Poar
2, Rate the appropriateness of the seqguences of the conrses provibed b the carvicalum,
OBl OWery Good (O Good  Olaverses 10D Po

A Rate the depih of tee sylladves for che cowrse in relation to (e competensles expecied by
industry'current global scenmrios

OExeellent OVeary Good O Goed Oaverage O Poay

A, Hale the sequence of the wbibs modules in the course,
OExcellent OWery Good 10O Good Olaversge 1O Pom

5. Buwir the distribmiton of cyedits o the comrse.
(OiExcelleni Oy Good O Good  Olaverage ) Poar

6.  Rate the adequateness of texthooks and reference books mentioned for the comrses,
OExcellent OWery Good 10 Good  {Cliverage 1O Poor

T Rate the potential of the stuibenis o amderstanding the couse abjectives,
OExcdlent OWery Good O Good  Olaverage 10D Po

8. Rate the ssllabus contemt for the sourses in tevins of barden os studests
(OEscellent OWery Good (O Good Oraverage 1) Poor

9. Huwbe the experiment 1ist in stimalating the derest of stndents i the sabject.
OExeedlent OVery Good O Gowd Qaveage QO Pom

1, Rate the conrribrion of the courss in terms of Professional core ares .
O Excellesr OWeary Good O Good  Olaverage 1) Poor

Aury other suggestion{s)

Diade: Sigonature of Teacher




@ Agnél Charities’

(= Fr. C. Rodrigues I nstitute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi

ALUMNI FEEDBACK ON CURRICULTM

Mamse of the Alumni -

Father's Mame

DB (DMRATYY Y :

Year of Passing : | [epariiment -

Permapenr Address

F-mail 1D : | Mohile ¥o. -

Prosstil Tvpe: [ |Seltemploved || Private Sector [ | Public Sector [ |Academies || Other

Crgnaization | e -

Diesignation : | Present Location :

Field of werldng : | |Core [ |Intor-disciplinary [ | IT Industry [ | Administeation [ Other
| CiMaster*s Degree [ PhD. [ Not Applicabile [ Other

Year of sdmission : MName of the Programme ;

Higher Eclneatian

| Name of the Tnstirate :

Flease rate your valuable feedback en ilie curriculum for review of syHabas ¢ fe inprove guallty of
the programme,

iI. Rate the adequateness of the contses offered in the program,
OExcellenn OVery Good O Good  Oraverape O Poor

1. Rate the sufficiency of syllabus content to bridge the Eetween ncadomia and isduasty.
CiExcelbey Cvery Good O Good  OrAveage Poxx

A Rate the curvicalom in eelatbon fo your covvenn profssonal srandands,
OExcellent OVery Good O Goed Ordverage (O Poor

4. Eate the skills acquired from the curricalhom do fce O ipdestry challenges reqairements.
OiExcellent OWery Good O} Good  OrAverage O Poor

5 Rate ihe imstivace’s laboratory sl equlpment adeqguanewess for practical exposure.
OExcellent {Wery Good {:I Good (O lAverags Poor

. Kare the affering of ebectives im relavion o fechuology sdvapcemenss,
OExcalbent OViry Good O Good  OAverape O Poor

7. Rate il deskzn of the coarses Lo terims of extca learsng or self-learning .
GE*:..::'II.ﬂu OVey Good O Good  OlAverage Poor

& Raste the traiming and placement o2l in getting smple placement opportmitas.
OExcellen OVary Good O Good Oaverage O Por

B Rate the comgeetenes and support offered by the teachers,
OiExcelleny COVery Good Sﬁmd rAverage ) Poor

1. Rate the institate’s suppert and contributioa for the overall development of students.
OExcellent OVery Geod O Good O Average O Poar

Any other suggestion{s) :

Dhte: Signature of Alwmni




Agnel Charities’
Fr. C. Rodrigues I nstitute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi
PARENTS FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

Mame & Ocoupation of Parents

Father : Decnpation
Mother: Ocipation
Addlress

Muobile Nowo

Mamne of the Stadent :
Department - Year

Please rate your valuable feedback on the curricalmm for veview of svllabus / fo improve guality of
the programine,

1. Rate the program that yomr ward is nndergoing in terme of the workioad of the conrses in differeni
B s

O¥Exceflent CWery Good O Good Oraverage ) Pon

X, Enate the guality and relevapce of the coarees incleded in the semester.
OiExcellent CWery Good O Good  Oraverage {0 Poor

X Rate the guality of veaching a1 the iesioute.
OiExcellent OVery Good O Good  Oraverape O Pon

4. Eate il treatment of the stwdents by the Bacolty irrespective of the backgrouml of the sindent that
i bndes Ciemnder, cast, comumunlty cveed efe, in teaching and evaluation,

OiExcellent CWery Good O Good Ordversge D) Poxx

5. Rate the tramsparency of the evaluation system follovwed by the institute.
OrExcellent COWery Good O Good  Oraverage O Poor

G, Rafe tle curcomes that vour ward has achisved From thie eomres,
O¥Excellent OWery Good O Good OrAversge O Pox

7. Rate tlw comrves b tenmn of thelr pelevance to fhe Latest fechmodoghes or fiimie tec hnebagies?
OrEscellens OWery Good O Good Oraverage O Pon

8. Rate the cverall fecilities avaitable st the institute contributing towards yvour ward"s self-gronih
OiExcellost OWVery Good O Good Ordversge D Pon

0. Rate the institute’s support and contribation for your ward in getting jobs and placoments.
DExcallent OWery Good O Good  OrAverage O Pon

10 Rate the transformmtion of your ward alter the completion of the comrse.
Obxcellent OVeary Good O Good Oavenage O Po

Ay oTher suggestioms):

Diate ¢ Shguature of Parent
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Agnél Charities’
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Students Feedback




Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi

STUDENTS FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

Depart ment : E.E-,\i‘ TE .f'}cad emic year : f—; H 2 E'.":&
Program Name : E{ -EXTL Year'Semester ; 2ofq __'-'::"*_’.l"' 5
Name of the Student : 1T VEEMA | Roll Number : 20TEZ

Please rate your valuable feedback on the curriculum for review of syllabus / to improve quality of
the programme.

L. Rate how challenging was the syllabus offered by the courses,
-
Oexcellent (¥ery Good Q Good QaAverage O Poor
L. Rate the appropriateness of the sequence of the courses provided in the curricalom.

O Fxcellent (D‘ﬁt_‘r'ﬁnﬂr[ QO Good QaAvernge O Poor

3. Rate the depth of the syllabus of the conrses in relation (o the competencies expected by
industry/current global scenarios.

OExcellent Er{ery Good O Good QOaAverage O Poor

4. Rate the sequence of the units/modules in the courses,

OExcellent @";-/I_-r_',- Good O Good QAverage O Poor

Rate the adequateness of the textbooks and reference books mentioned for the courses,

OExcellent OVery Good Mmd Qaverage O Poar

6. Rate the syllabus content of the courses in terms of burden on the students.
@Ff{:allem OWery Good Q) Good  OAverage ) Poor

7. Hate the design of the courses in terms of extra lea roing or self-learning .
OExcellent @Very Good O Good OAverage € Poar

8. Rate the flexibility in choosing the electives in relation to technoelogy advancements,
OExceilent OWery Good Q) Good Mragc O Poor

9. Rate the percentage of the courses offering LAR components.
@Frcellent OWVery Good O Good OAversge O Poor

10. Rate the composition of the courses in terms of Rasic seience, Engineering science, Humanities,
Discipline core, discipline elective, open elective, project ete.? '

O Excellent Qﬁy Good Q Good OAverage O Poor
Any other suggestion(s) ;

L

Eﬂmﬁ_m._;mLMum fer he SuBiPCt, NOT £0€ £XAMINATION
B8 RATHER  FOR CONSTANT UPDATION f5P SruDENTS! Khow

Date: {H - % —2_01 2 Signfjun: of étndent

Kindly wnelude pime  inkest tedhmlegicgl oleve fop-




{

,-'""‘l
@
hoe=

Ny [r. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi
Y STUDENTS FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

mpﬂ”mtl’lt! T H" A i ea | [ Academic Yedr 23 | .;'_ - 1g
Program Name : BL —Flet | ¥ asivCamenter = ond (14
Name of the Student : Makhes)  Polda, | Roll Number : b p |11

Please rate your valuable feedback on the curriculum for review of svlabus / to improve quality of

the programme.

L. Rate how challenging was the syllabus offered by the courses,
OEscellent ©Very Good (O Good OAverage O Poor

2. Rate the appropristeness of the sequence of the courses provided in the curriculum,
OExeellent @Very Good Q Good QAvernge ) Poor

A Rate the depth of the syllabus of the courses in relation (o the competencies expected by
indistry/current global scenarios,

OFcellent OVery Good O Good QOAverage O Poor
4. Rate the sequence of the units/modules in the courses,
OExcellent OVery Good Good QaAverage O Poor
5. Rate the adequateness of the textbooks and reference books mentioned for the courses,
Ofcetlent OVery Good O Good Overage O Foor
B Rate the syllabsus content of ihe courses in terms of burden of ihe students,
NOExcelient OVery Good Q) Good OAverage (O Poor
7. Rate the design of the courses in terms of extra learning or sel-learning ,
OExcellent COWery Good ) Good OAverage O Poor
8. Rate the flexibility in choosing the clectives in relation to technology advancements.
Obucellent ©¥ery Good O Good QAverage (O Poor
9. Rate the percentage of the courses offering LAR components.
WOcellent OVery Good O Good OAverage O Poor
10, Rate the composition of the courses in terms of Basic science, Engincering science, Humanitics,
Discipline core, discipline clective, open elective, project ete,?
OFscellent OVery Good (O Good Onverage O Poor
Any other suggestion(s) :
Meve advanfe le Chngl o9y  Sheould intiuded
In sSyllabys -

Date: |7-12-18¢ Sig:nat;::uf Student




“\ Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi
@)

STUDENTS FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

[ S

[D“E‘H”“‘r'-’““ ComPuled Entte|mablf nits |“"F“d“m"-'!f'l’"” Seif -2ay
| . ’ r . &
Lpn]gmm hﬂ“l? P LE Cor- PAlCE Foifs (REEf (N L Year/Semester : dol f'_l'll':l:' e
Name of the Student YR E S aggate Bl Roll Number : LalGs™ |

Please rate your valuable feedback on the curriculum for review of syllabus / to improve quality of
the programme,

1. Rate how challenging was the svllabus offered by the conrses.
OExcellent _,.E}""rtr_'!" Good ) Good G‘:‘W-Erﬂgr_' ) Poor
2. Rate the appropriateness of the sequence of the courses provided in the curricolam,

i:]E.u:l:Iln:nt/c:l".'my Good Q Good QAverage O Poar

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

OExcellent OWery Good O Good QAverage O Poor

4. Rate the sequence of the units/modules in ihe COUFSEs,
OExcellent OVery Good ﬁii:m Qaverage  Q Poor

5. Rate the adequateness of the textbooks and reference books mentioned for the courses.
DExc:e[h:nLﬂ"@’m' Good QO Good QAverage O Poor

6. Rate the syllabus content of the courses in terms of burden on the students,
OExcellent OVery Good _,G Good Odverage O Poor

7. Rate the design of the courses in terms of extra learning or self-learning .
OeExcellent OWVery Good /@/ Good QAverage O Poor

8. Hate the Mexibility in choosing the clectives in relation to technology sdvancements,
OQexcellent OWery Good ﬂf Good QOAverage O Poor

9. Rate the percentage of the conrses offering LAB components.,
OExcellent L,QI"I’.74:1'1.-' Good Q Good QAverage O Poor

10. Rate the composition of the courses in terms of Basic science, Enginceri ng science, Humanitjes,
Discipline core, discipline elective, open elective, project ete.?

/@Exmjm: OWery Good O Good  OAverage O Poor
Any other suggestion(s) :

gk

Signature of Student
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Faculty Feedback




Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi

FACULTY FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

@)
L

% >
Department : T Academic year:  “lm|p_ |19
Program Name : B.E. P Year / Semester ;
Name of the Faculty : P&}ﬂﬂm ;'3' Pari Designation : A Lad. F},ﬂ-}t ; |

Please rate your valuable feedback on the curriculum for review of syllabus / to im prove gquality of
the programme,

L Rate the structure of the curriculum framed for the entire program.
OExcellen \Qﬁr}r Good O Good Oaverage O Poar

2. Rate the appropriateness of the sequences of the courses provided in the curricolum,
OExcellent 53‘64:11.-' Good ) Good Oaversee O Poor

3. Rate the depth of the syllabus for the course in relation to (he competencies expected by
mdustry/current plohal scenarios.
OExcelient 96?;1-_1' Good Q) Good l.':}.-"w:rﬂ.ge O Poar

4. Rate the sequence of the ubits/modules in the course,
OExcellent OVery Good Q’Guﬂd OAverage O Poor

3. Rate the distribution of credits to the course,
OExcellent OWery Good pﬁmd OAverage O Poor

6. Rate the adequateness of textbooks and reference books mentioned for the Courses,
OExcellent OVery Good ﬁ%uud Oaverage O Poor

7. Rate the potential of the students in understanding the course abjectives,
OEsxcellent OVery Good Qﬁund Oaverage O Poor

8. Rate the syllabus content for the courses in terms of burden on studenis,
QExeellent OVery Good Q/E:uud OAverage O Poor

5. Rate the experiment list in stimulating the interest of students in the subjcet,
OExcellent _Q("EI}" Good ) Good Oaverage O Poor

1ik. Rate the contribution of the courses in terms of Professional COTE fArea .,

OExcellent ﬁﬁmﬁum O Good Oaverage (O Poor

oth tion(s) :
Any other suggestion(s) One Couvse showld be {]F_lrfrﬁd by

_j‘msiru'lh};.-; c\epends upor tHoe Clhgice g'{'gﬁdeﬂl—f.ﬁ. lexilal
chowld be odded s Hae Ly llabus ipﬁ..ﬂ Raig J'.'—.jd'
elechve

Date:

igndlure of Teacher

Scanned by CamScanner



Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi
FACULTY FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

Department :  [=x7(_ Academic year: (8 -9
Program Name: 2 . Fx7C Year / Semester @
Name of the Faculty : . Tadhay | Designation : ..-'{'q.f:} . pr-u)‘r' :

Please rate your valuable feedback on the curriculum for review of s¥llabus / to improve quality of
the programme.

L. Hate the structure of the curriculum framed for the entire program,
Excellent OVery Good O Good Qhverage O Poor

2. Rate the appropriateness of the sequences of the courses provided in the curriculom.
OFxcellent OWery Good O Good Oaverage O Poor

3. Rate the depth of the syllabus for the course in relation to the competencies expected by
industry/current global scenarins.

O xcellent OWVery Good Q) Good OAverage O Poor
4. Rate the sequence of the ubits/modules in the course.

OExcellemt ©¥ery Good ) Good Qhverage O Poor
5. Rate the distribution of credits to the course,

O ucellent OVery Good O Goad Oiverage QO Poor

6. Rate the adequateness of textbooks and reference bogks mentioned for the courses.

SEscellent OVery Good Q) Good Odversge O Poor

7. Rate the potential of the students jn understanding the course objectives,
OExcellent &Wery Good O Good OAverage O Poor

9. Rate the experiment list in stim ulating the interest of students in e subject,
OExcellens wr.r}' Good O Good OAverage QO Poar

10, Rate the contribution of (he COUrses in terms of Professiona] COre areg

Excellent OVery Goog Q Goog Overage Q Poor

Any other Sllggf'.sﬂl}llfs} Loy

Date: S( “J"r@‘!i

fiire of Tﬂather

Scanned by CamScanner



Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi
FACULTY FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

| Department 1 " snpodpa Eraq . Amdeniic_@-'tﬂr: 10| 8194

Program Name : : - Year ! Semester :

Name of the Faculty : [e . Em”, te, Dnee | Designation : A e o). Prolessin-
d )

Flease rate your valuable feedback on the curriculum for review of syllabus / to improve quality of
the programme.

1. Rate the structure of the curriculum framed for the entire PrOgram.
OExcellent &Very Good O Good OAversge O Poor

L. Rate the appropriateness of the sequences of the courses provided in the curriculum,
OEscellent Qﬁery Good O Good QAverage O Poor

3. Rate the depth of the syllabus for the course in relation to the competencies expected by
industry/eurrent global seenarios.

OExcellent @Very Good O Good OAverage () Poor

4. Rate the sequence of the ubits/modules in the course,
Cfcellent OVery Good Q Good QAverage O Poor

3. Rate the distribution of eredits to the course.
@'-Emeuent OVery Good Q Good QAhverage O Poor

6. Rate the adequateness of textbooks and reference books mentioned for the courses.
Eﬁﬁxc:l[{tnt OWery Good Q Good Qahverage O Poor

7. Rate the potential of the students in understanding the course objectives.
OExcellent Q“:*n:r_v Good Q Good QaAverage O Poor

8. Rate the syllabus content for the courses in terms of burden on students,
Efﬁxceitem OVery Good Q) Good QAverage O Poor

2. Rate the experiment list in stimulating the interest of students in the subject.

OExcellent &Very Good (O Good Qaverage O Poor

10. Rate the contribution of the courses in terms of Professional core area .

{OExcellent @ﬁr}'{'}md QO Good QAverage O Poor

Any other suggestion(s) :

Move. pwyect bowed |earning will

'l«aELl{:r Hie chudendts to @Mw AOVE, M«}fe"_cﬂ_ﬁ:,

Date: Signature of Teacher

Scanned by CamScanner
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Alumni Feedback




Fr. Conceicao Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi

ALUMNI FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

Name *

Manish Manepalli

Father's Name *

MSK Sarma

Date of Birth *

MM DD  YYYY

02 /26 /1995

Year of Passing *

2018

Department *

Computer Engineering

Permanent Address *

E-1402 Patel Heritage Sec-7, Kharghar 410210.

Email *

mmanish9876@gmail.com



Mobile No. *

9619528330

Please Give details about your current organisation

Type of Organisation *

Self Employed

Private Sector

Public Sector
® Acdemics

Other

Name of Current Organisation *

TIFR

Designation *

Junior Research Fellow

Current Location *

Colaba, Mumbai



Field of Working *

Core
@ Inter Disciplinary
IT Industry

Administration

Other:

4

Please Give Details about your higher education

Degree *

Master's Degree
PhD
@ Not Applicable

Other:

Date of Admission *

Name of the Program *

Name of the Institute *



Please rate your valuable feedback on the curriculum for review of syllabus / to improve quality of the programme.
1. Rate the adequateness of the courses offered in the program. *

Excellent
Very Good
Good

@ Average

Poor

2. Rate the sufficiency of syllabus content to bridge the gap between academia and industry. *

Excellent
Very Good
Good

Average

C) Poor

3. Rate the curriculum in relation to your current professional standards. *

Excellent
Very Good
Good

@ Average

Poor



4. Rate the skills acquired from the curriculum to face the industry challenges/requirements. *

Excellent

Very Good
® Good

Average

Poor

5. Rate the institute’s laboratory and equipment adequateness for practical exposure. *

Excellent
® Very Good
Good

Average

Poor

6. Rate the offering of electives in relation to technology advancements. *

Excellent
Very Good
Good

Average

C) Poor

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

Excellent
Very Good
Good

@ Average

Poor



8. Rate the training and placement cell in getting ample placement opportunities. *

Excellent
Very Good
Good

Average

@ Poor

9. Rate the competence and support offered by the teachers. *

Excellent
Very Good
Good

@ Average

Poor

10. Rate the institute’s support and contribution for the overall development of students. *

Excellent
Very Good

Good

@ Average

Poor

Any other suggestion(s) : *

More robust focus on Computer science foundations, beyond university prescribed format, on Data structures and
Algorithms. Useful for both academia and employment.

Students should be actively encouraged to seek internships outside. The student should be made aware that the
department will be flexible and cooperative, if they can bag good opportunities.

Date *
MM DD YYYY

10 /22 /2019



Digital Signature *

Manish M

This content is neither created nor endorsed by Google.


https://www.google.com/forms/about/?utm_source=product&utm_medium=forms_logo&utm_campaign=forms

Fr. Conceicao Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi

ALUMNI FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

Name *

Anishaa Reddy

Father's Name *

J R Reddy

Date of Birth *

MM DD  YYYY

05/06 /1997

Year of Passing *

2019

Department *

Extc

Permanent Address *

602, Rajashree Tower, Behind Mhaskar Hospital, Near Sai Baba Mandir, Rambaug lane 6, Kalyan West

Email *

anishaareddy@yahoo.co.in



Mobile No. *

9930713236

Please Give details about your current organisation

Type of Organisation *

Self Employed
@ Private Sector

Public Sector

Acdemics

Other

Name of Current Organisation *

Maxval Technologies

Designation *

Software developer

Current Location *

Navi Mumbai



Field of Working *

Core
Inter Disciplinary
® T Industry

Administration

Other:

4

Please Give Details about your higher education
Degree *

Master's Degree

PhD
@ Not Applicable

Other:

Date of Admission *

NA

Name of the Program *

NA

Name of the Institute *

NA




Please rate your valuable feedback on the curriculum for review of syllabus / to improve quality of the programme.
1. Rate the adequateness of the courses offered in the program. *

Excellent

Very Good
@ Good

Average

Poor

2. Rate the sufficiency of syllabus content to bridge the gap between academia and industry. *

Excellent

Very Good
® Good

Average

Poor

3. Rate the curriculum in relation to your current professional standards. *

Excellent
Very Good
Good

@ Average

Poor



4. Rate the skills acquired from the curriculum to face the industry challenges/requirements. *

Excellent
® Very Good
Good

Average

Poor

5. Rate the institute’s laboratory and equipment adequateness for practical exposure. *

Excellent

Very Good
® Good

Average

Poor

6. Rate the offering of electives in relation to technology advancements. *

Excellent
@® Very Good

Good

Average

Poor

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

Excellent

Very Good
® Good

Average

Poor



8. Rate the training and placement cell in getting ample placement opportunities. *

Excellent
Very Good
Good

@ Average

Poor

9. Rate the competence and support offered by the teachers. *

@® Excellent
Very Good
Good
Average

Poor

10. Rate the institute’s support and contribution for the overall development of students. *

Excellent
@® Very Good

Good

Average

Poor

Any other suggestion(s) : *

Since IT is a major sector and offers many job opportunities it would be better to include some basic programming
languages in curriculum such as java, c# etc.

And syllabus of some subjects such as EIM, TVE, WTP can be reduced.

Also giving more importance to practicals compared to theory lectures would help further in industry.

Date *
MM DD YYYY

10 /23 /2019



Digital Signature *

Anishaa

This content is neither created nor endorsed by Google.
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Fr. Conceicao Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi

ALUMNI FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

Name *

Shashank

Father's Name *

Surendra

Date of Birth *

MM DD  YYYY

09 /03 /1993

Year of Passing *

2018

Department *

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

Permanent Address *

T RAJMAHAL CHS, TALWALKAR GYM BUILDING, MADANLAL DHINGRA ROAD, PACHPAKHADI THANE WEST

Email *

ssd3993@gmail.com



Mobile No. *

9860017213

Please Give details about your current organisation
Type of Organisation *

Self Employed
@ Private Sector

Public Sector

Acdemics

Other

Name of Current Organisation *

Energus Pty Ltd

Designation *

Project Coordinator

Current Location *

Sydney



Field of Working *
@ Core

Inter Disciplinary
IT Industry

Administration

Other:

4

Please Give Details about your higher education
Degree *
(® Master's Degree

PhD

Not Applicable

Other:
Date of Admission *

18/02/2019

Name of the Program *

Renewable Energy Engineering

Name of the Institute *

University of New South Wales



Please rate your valuable feedback on the curriculum for review of syllabus / to improve quality of the programme.

1. Rate the adequateness of the courses offered in the program. *

Excellent

Very Good
@ Good

Average

Poor

2. Rate the sufficiency of syllabus content to bridge the gap between academia and industry. *

Excellent

Very Good
® Good

Average

Poor

3. Rate the curriculum in relation to your current professional standards. *

Excellent
® Very Good
Good

Average

Poor



4. Rate the skills acquired from the curriculum to face the industry challenges/requirements. *

Excellent
® Very Good
Good

Average

Poor

5. Rate the institute’s laboratory and equipment adequateness for practical exposure. *

Excellent
® Very Good
Good

Average

Poor

6. Rate the offering of electives in relation to technology advancements. *

Excellent

Very Good
® Good

Average

Poor

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

Excellent

Very Good
® Good

Average

Poor



8. Rate the training and placement cell in getting ample placement opportunities. *

Excellent

Very Good
® Good

Average

Poor

9. Rate the competence and support offered by the teachers. *

@® Excellent
Very Good
Good
Average

Poor

10. Rate the institute’s support and contribution for the overall development of students. *

Excellent

Very Good

® Good

Average

Poor

Any other suggestion(s) : *

1- Curriculum can be more industrial/practical knowledge oriented.

2-Assignments/Tutorials must be updated every year as per changes in market

3- More stress can be provided on softwares training or knowledge (ex AUTOCad, PSCAD, ETAP etc)

4- Electives options should be open for all subjects

5- For final year students Or third year students, Industry expert talks can be organised so as to know what is actually
needed in the market.



Date *
MM DD YYYY

10 /22 /2019

Digital Signature *

Sd

This content is neither created nor endorsed by Google.
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Par ents Feedback




Fr. C. Rodrigues Institute of Technology, Vashi
PARENTS FEEJ}H;&CI{ ON CURRICULUM

Name & Occupation of Parents

Famer-"r-"l-r Eclm..i,n meﬂﬂb‘

____Oecupation

Mother: Tﬂ"l‘-b T G-?‘t-tl' Tl"un‘l._u.

_ Oecupation

_Houke FlakMon
Address : ﬂﬂlil”‘r'mlmm r_.qﬁnm.l L-B 5. Hﬁ }:Q,l._nig {Lﬂj
FH“?.L-LI':TL!J-:LL "-'1""1': MuhllL No.: £Jo 1?' Name

Department : _Hep_ijﬂm;fnp Year . 8n(|5 =19

Please rate your valuable feedback on the cuniculum for review of syllabus / to improve
quality of the programme.

L. ;'.ale the program that your ward is undergoing in terms of the workload of the courses in different
@M ESLErs.,

CrExcellent OVery Good O Good Cferage O Poor

2. Rate the quality and relevance of the coursésincluded in the semester,
OEscellent O Very Good &rGood Odveraze O Poor

3. Rate the quality of teaching at the institute,

(O Excellent @ﬂ:}-Gnnd O Good OAvweraze O Poor

Rate the treatment of the students by the h"*'“h‘* irrespective of the background of the student that
includes Gender, cast, community creed ete.in teaching and evaluation,

OExcellent OVery Good E’}"G:-nd OAwzrage O Poor

5. Rate the transparency of the evaluation system followed by the institute.
OExcellem OVery Good CrGood G-‘*ﬂi‘f age O Poor

6. Rate the outcomes that your ward has achievid from the coupses,
OExcellent OWVery Good Q’ﬁ%nd (O Average O Paar

7. Rate the courses in terms of their relevance to the latesy technologies or future
technologies?

OExcellent OiVery Good O Good Qﬁ:ﬂage O Poir

Scanned by CamScanner



aicin 5 = : i H 1 T ili.
Rate the overall facilities available at the instiul€ €OMIrhuting rowards your ward’s sell-gr

OExcelient OVery Good @"ﬁuud (A veraBs O Paor

Rate the institute’s support and contribution f@f Your ward in getting jobs and placements.

OExcellent OVery Good O Good Ay gt CJ Poor
Rate the transformation of your ward aflter the completion of the course.

O Poor

1.
GFxrr:I]:rrl! l,'::!"-'r: rv Good {:I' Ciood Q’Jﬁ'ﬂ'ﬂge

Any other suggestion(s): -

CE *
imlgkbds | om
' |}

2072

Fr—7 “ 7 |
£ Jasmine-

signature of Parent

pate: 24 o419

Scanned by CamScanner



PARENTS 1 spBACK ON CURRICULUM

Name & Oecupation of Parenty

. Jouwson |

Fﬂl'i:f' oHA LD _L%L#_Fnuupnlhn% |

Mother: JEE-JLJEEEEJ_@_______NHIF“'“'—J{EE{{{ '
A ¢ -

Mﬁf_&ﬂ_“ ; ..B-LHLL'F Wl ¥ |
Name u.m;:.':":ru:teul :—'—I.-——_r;_i A Mnmcﬂr&m e 7 - |
Depariment £ —.——Eﬂﬂiﬂﬁl‘ Year _.il?ri __; |

Please Fate your valusble feed by ),
the programme.

“n the currieulum for review of syllabas | to nprove quality of '

. Rate the progrium th ? .
! SII1IEIIEI‘:- . g ol indergoing in ferma of the workload of the courses in diffireny

OExcellent OVery ﬁn&dﬁ&;d OAvernge O Poar

L Ratethe quality and relevance ory he courses included in thesemester.

Ofsceliont_ O¥eryGood O Good  Overage O Poor

3. Rae the I;u-ll-;:rﬂ},hﬁlg RE Lhe Enstituie,
O¥Excetlent ery Good O Gaod OAvenge O Poar

4 :Eh::- the treatment of the students by the faculty irrespective of the background of the student thae
includes Gender, cast, community creed eic. in teaching and evaluatiom, |

Obscelient: OVery Good DGood Ohversge O Poor |
5. Rate the transparency of the evaluation system falbowed by the institute, |
OExcellent fery Good Oy Good QAversge O Poor
6. Rate the otcomes that your ward has achicved frem the courses,
Obscellent: QVery Good O-Gond OAvengt O Pocr
7. Rate the courses im terms of their relevince to the latesy technelogies or future techaologies?
OExcellens OVery Good _Q»aaﬁ:ﬂ Odvernge O Poar
B Rate the overall facilities availahle at the institute contribuiing wwurgs your ward's sell-growth.
Okscellent TVery Good O Good OAverge  Oypyyy
%. Rate the institute’s support and contribution TOF your varg in getting jobs and placements.
 OFxcellents OVery Good (Good  OAVerage  Oypoy '

e e

r ke
50, Rate the transformation 'IJ'1’.1-'41'F'r"""",.1II£ niter The complesjoy of the course,

Occcllont. OVery Good Go0d OV gp

Ay oty sugpestion(s): pM_

—— _-——"'_'_P—.__---“'-—-_____
— ______,_ﬁ—-—'—'——-—-..___________-_

Dage Eﬁ /éf/f‘? Sioaature of Fa r' l-
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{ Fr. C. Rﬂdfigues Insﬁﬁlﬁ: Df TEE]]HDngy* Vﬂﬂhi

PARENTg ppEDBACK ON CURRICULUM

+ g

Name & Occupation of Parents

Father : _:1*-{1‘{'{1 Elm-t:.hqn Occupation P';Em-ﬂ ,_[;':'gh'
—|_\_‘_\_‘_\_|_‘_‘_-_'_-_-_-_-_._-_ L

J
Mother: Jee AL —ii'l.“;ﬂ-_LWu Occupation_ | LQwil ﬂ.ﬁ:q
Address : ||II ‘;Dl{ 3

Maedidvan Cug flot no2d, Sty (-4

Qeawecdy, Moy, i 3 : iy R
Name of the Student : = WY pgobile No.: A T3bLE0 |

Department =JJ—_\ Year 20 |9

Flease rate your valuable feedp dinn
the programme.

e

the curricalum for review of syllabus / to improve quality of

1. Rate the program that your wargd

Sii ity is undergoing in terms of the workload of the courses in different

OExcellent OVery Good O Good Oaverare O Poor

1. Rate the quality and relevance of the courses included in the semester.
OExcellent {:"-.f’ew Good O Good .Qfm'emg: O Poor

3. Rate the quality of teaching at the institute.

OExcellent OVery Good € Good  Oaverage O Poar

1. Rate the treatment of the students by the faculty irrespectiye of the background of the student that
includes Gender, cast, community creed ete. in teaching gnq evaluation

Oxcellent OVery Good Ja'ﬁwd Qaverage  Opgg,

5. Rate the transparency of the evaluation sysfem falloweq by the instityte.
OExcellent OVery Good £Govd OAveree Qpgg,

6. Rate the outeomes that your ward has qchieved from the coupgey,
ﬂExcellmi Gver}, Good (GrGood Oaverage O pgg,

woep tn the kategy
" Rate the courses in terms of their reley™ ‘echnologies or future technologies?

Aveldgs
DEKEE”E‘_I[ G‘p"e[}l Good ﬁﬁﬂud G G oo

sostitule comg
qe inst? rih““ng towards your ward's self-growth.

: il
Rate the overall facilities available af
.l'lll.l:.lnge GPQ{“-

W IRLY,
GEIE:]J:T:'. OVery Good mwd
. for YOUr w .
pibutio” ¥ Ard in Retting jobs and placements.
(O AVErES Oroor

o
Gﬁxcelim: Overy Good '@”ét |
Scanned by CamScanner

Rate the institute’s support qnd E'if]'ll



1w, ]{ ale II": III“IIHrﬂr'“"“ﬂﬂ ol ?r.““r “.",rd ﬂ-rh_"r Ih[‘ l!'ﬂ-l"llll.'”u" ol ihe COUFSE,

{:}I:--": cellent G’H"‘L‘ ry CRTRTATL _G'{_iund Gh'l.'r_‘r.'lgll G I*oinr

Any other sug pestion(s):

Werklead o e vednud 2o Letlee Sleep lefH —
Wati e ey aod 6 e tﬁ\.m . e ——
==
ey
Date - ?-UIM‘HIT- .

Signature of Parent
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Fr. C. Rodrigues I nstitute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

Agnél Charities’

FR.C. RODRIGUESINSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, VASHI

Summary of Students Feedback on Revised-2016 Curriculum

Total number of students given feedback :- 527

Sr.No

Details

Rating Per centage

No of
students
rated '5'

% of
students

No of
students
rated '4'

% of
students

No of
students
rated '3'

% of
students

No of
students
rated '2'

% of
students

No of
students
rated '1'

% of
students

Average
Per centage

Rate how challenging was the
syllabus offered by the
Ccourses.

106

20%

183

35%

198

38%

26

5%

14

3%

73%

Rate the appropriateness of the
sequence of the courses
provided in the curriculum.

92

17%

184

35%

190

36%

42

8%

19

4%

71%

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

84

16%

143

27%

210

40%

56

11%

6%

67%

Rate the sequence of the
unitsmodules in the courses.

94

18%

175

33%

209

40%

30

6%

19

4%

71%

Rate the adequateness of the
textbooks and reference books
mentioned for the courses.

109

21%

188

36%

184

35%

25

5%

21

4%

73%

Rate the syllabus content of
the courses in terms of burden
on the students.

122

23%

169

32%

195

37%

30

6%

1

2%

74%

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

88

17%

164

31%

190

36%

56

11%

29

6%

69%

Rate the flexibility in choosing
the electives in relation to
technology advancements.

102

19%

135

26%

188

36%

56

11%

46

9%

67%

Rate the percentage of the
courses offering LAB
components.

93

18%

185

35%

182

35%

45

9%

22

4%

71%

10

Rate the composition of the
courses in terms of Basic
science, Engineering science,
Humanities, Discipline core,
discipline  elective,  open
elective, project etc.?

97

18%

168

32%

210

40%

31

6%

21

4%

71%




Agnél Charities’
Fr. C. Rodrigues I nstitute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

FR.C. RODRIGUESINSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, VASHI

Summary of Faculty Feedback on Revised-2016 Curriculum

Total number of faculty given feedback :- 66

Rating Per centage
. No of No of No of No of No of Aver age
N D | e}
sr-No ctails faculty | % ofs | students| % of faculty % of | faculty | % of faculty | % of Per centage
rated '5' | faculty rated '4' |faculty | rated'3 | faculty |rated'2' |faculty rated '1' | faculty

Rate the structure of the

curriculum framed for the
1 entire program. 9 14% 38 58% 14 21% 2 3% 3 5% 75%

Rate the appropriateness of

the sequences of the courses 11 17% 34 52% 15 23% 5 8% 1 2% 75%
2 provided in the curriculum.

Rate the depth of the

syllabus for the course in

relation to the competencies 5 8% 30 45% 19 29% 10 15% 2 3% 68%
3 expected by industry/current

global scenarios.

Rate the sequence of the
4 units/modules in the course. 6 9% 33 50% 2 33% 3 5% 2 3% 2%

Rate the distribution of
5 credits to the course. 12 18% 34 52% 18 27% 1 2% 1 2% 7%

Rate the adequateness of

textbooks and ~ reference | g 2% | 32 48% 16 24% 0 0% 2 3% 78%
6 books mentioned for the

Ccourses.

Rate the potential of the

students in understanding 4 6% 39 59% 18 27% 4 6% 1 2% 72%
7 the course objectives.

Rate the syllabus content

for the courses in terms of 3 5% 26 39% 29 44% 5 8% 3 5% 66%
8 burden on students.

Rate the experiment list in

stimulating the interest of 7 11% 37 56% 15 23% 4 6% 3 5% 72%
9 studentsin the subject.

Rate the contribution of the

courses in terms  of 7 11% 37 56% 15 23% 5 8% 2 3% 73%
10 |Professional corearea.




Agnél Charities’
Fr. C. Rodrigues I nstitute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

FR.C. RODRIGUESINSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, VASHI

Summary of Alumni Feedback on Revised-2016 Curriculum

Total number of Alumni given feedback :- 163

Rating Per centage
! No of No of No of No of No of
N Details Alumni | % of | Alumni | % of | Alumni [ %0of | Alumni | %0f | Alumni | %of | Average
rated 's' | Alumni | ¢ ared '4'| Alumni rated'3s | Alumni rated'2 | Alumni rated'1 | Alumni &

1 | Ratetheadequateness of the 67%

courses offered in the program 25 15.3% 52 31.9% 53 32.5% 23 14.1% 10 6.1%

Rate the sufficiency of syllabus . ) . . . 56%
5 | content to bridge the gap between 16 9.8% 29 17.8% 54 33.1% 39 23.7% 25 15.3%

academia and industry

Rate the curriculumin relation to 0 o . . . 61%
3 | your current professional 20 12.4% 41 25.2% 49 30.4% 39 23.3% 14 8.6%

standards
4 Rate the skillsacquired from the 629

curriculum to face the industry 23 14.1% 41 25.2% 53 32.5% 28 17.2% 18 11% 0

challenges/requirements

Rate the institute’s laboratory and 68%
5 equi pment adequateness for 27 16.6% 56 34.4% 49 30.1% 20 12.3% 11 6.6% 0

practical exposure

Rate the offering of eectivesin 65%
6 relation to technol ogy 30 18.4% 48 29.4% 40 24.6% 23 14.1% 22 13.5% 0

advancements

Rate the design of the coursesin 6204
7 terms of extralearning or self- 21 12.9% 46 28.2% a7 28.8% 32 19.7% 17 10.4% 0

learning

Rate the training and placement 570
8 cell in getting ample placement 17 10.4% 33 20.2% 57 35% 27 16.6% 29 17.8% 0

opportunities
g | Ratethecompetenceandsupport | 45 | og60, | 56 | 34.4% 33 | 202% 15 | 92% 1 | 66% 4%

offered by the teachers

Rate the institute’s support and 66%

contribution for the overall 23 14.1% 56 34.4% 53 32.5% 14 8.6% 17 10.4% 0
10 | development of students




Agnél Charities’

Fr. C. Rodrigues I nstitute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

FR.C. RODRIGUESINSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, VASHI

Summary of Parents Feedback on Revised-2016 Curriculum

Total number of students given feedback :- 77

Rating Per centage

Details

No of
parents
rated '5'

% of
parents

No of
parents
rated'4'

% of
parents

No of
parents
rated '3

% of s
parents

No of
parents
rated '2'

% of
parents

No of
parents
rated '1'

% of
parents

Average
Per centage

Rate the program that your ward
is undergoing in terms of the
workload of the coursesin
different Semesters

19

25%

33

43%

16

21%

12

16%

8%

79%

Rate the quality and relevance of
the courses included in the
semester

14

18%

30

39%

30

39%

10

13%

13

17%

81%

Rate the quality of teaching at
theingitute

25

32%

32

42%

18

23%

9%

10

13%

86%

Rate the treatment of the students
by the faculty irrespective of the
background of the student that
includes Gender, cast,
community creed etc. in teaching
and evaluation

28

36%

29

38%

15

19%

14

18%

12

16%

89%

Rate the transparency of the
evaluation system followed by
theingtitute

24

31%

29

38%

19

25%

13

17%

12

16%

86%

Rate the outcomes that your
ward has achieved from the
courses

20

26%

35

45%

17

22%

14

18%

10

13%

85%

Rate the courses in terms of their
relevance to the latest
technologies or future]
technol ogies?

18

23%

32

42%

17

22%

16

21%

10%

80%

Rate the overall facilities
available a the inditute
contributing towards your ward’s
self-growth

24

31%

29

38%

17

22%

10

13%

10

13%

82%

Rate the institute’s support
and contribution for your
ward in getting jobs and
placements

26

34%

21

27%

15

19%

19

25%

9%

79%

10

Rate the transformation of
your ward after the completion
of the course

18

23%

38

49%

18

23%

11

14%

10

13%

85%




Agnél Charities’
Fr. C. Rodrigues I nstitute of Technology, Vashi, Navi Mumbai.

Summary of the Students Feedback Analysis:

Based on the students feedback analysis for Rev-2016 curriculum, the following are the
observations:

1. The depth of the syllabus of the courses in relation to the competencies expected by
industry/current global scenariosisinadequate

2. Thedesign of the courses in terms of extralearning or self- learning is insufficient.

3. Lessflexibility in choosing the electives in relation to technology advancements.

Summary of the Faculty Feedback Analysis:

Based on the Faculty feedback analysis for Rev-2016 curriculum, the following are the
observations:

1. The depth of the syllabus of the courses in relation to the competencies expected by
industry/current global scenariosisinadequate
2. The syllabus content for the courses in terms of the burden on students is excess.

Summary of the Alumni Feedback Analysis:

Based on the Alumni feedback analysis for Rev-2016 curriculum, the following are the
observations:

1. The sufficiency of syllabus content to bridge the gap between academia and industry is
inadequate.

2. Thecurriculum isinadequate in relation to the current professional standards.

3. Thedesign of the coursesin terms of extralearning or self- learning is insufficient.

Overall Summary of the stakeholders Feedback Analysis:

Based on the feedback analysis of all the stakeholders for REV-2016 Curriculum, following isthe
summary of the inputs/suggestions that need to be considered while designing the forthcoming
Curriculum:

1. The content of the curriculum needs to be in pace with the latest trends and technologies
to meet the expected industry/current global scenarios. The content should equip
students’ with the employability skills needed by industry.

2. Total contact hours spent on the curriculum is more leading to a shortage of time for
extra learning. The number of contact hours also imposes a lot of burden on students. As
aresult, there is less scope of engaging time in taking up additional/value-added courses
that inculcate a self-learning attitude.

3. More Optional courses can be included in the curriculum for providing flexibility in
choosing the courses.



