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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
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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
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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
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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
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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.
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