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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
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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-
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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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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%




	02a21f725b304ab1e2b94ff0b16d29d4d363a5f5539fa002adaececb6f1cefa6.pdf
	d78ae796593bc3bea71104103302eb65f705694bcee407f312a22e6f6e279b72.pdf
	d78ae796593bc3bea71104103302eb65f705694bcee407f312a22e6f6e279b72.pdf


