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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
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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.


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 *

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
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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
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