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Feedback on Svllabus/Curricqum
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Name of the Alumnus: <. P laaprise LV AN

Degree: ME, . ENV KON MENTAL NIANA LB AE el (? 007~ ('/‘)
1. The course objectives were clear and reflected in the syllabus. P&) P [9 00l —20 H)

Mngly Agree  OAgree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree
2. The course was well organized (e.g. teaching hours, content flow, access 10 materials,notifications
of changes etc)
(strongly Agree \Ja(gree ONeutral OpDisagree OstronglyDisagree
3. The syllabus was need based. Emphasis was on fundamentals as well as
onmodem/advancedtopics.
Strongly Agree OAgree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

4. Was there a balance between thcgc? practical?
Ostrongly Agree OAgree (INeutral OnDisagree OstronglyDisagree

5. Isthe course well-structured to achieve the learning outcomes (Usage of learning
resources,tutorials, practicpletc)?
Ostrongly Agree Agree ONeutral ODisagree OstronglyDisagree

6. The overall environr\nyhc class was conducive to learning.
Ostrongly Agree Agree ONeutral Opbisagree ~ OStronglyDisagree

7. Areth prescribed books relevant?
LQSﬁ)engly Agree OAgree ONeutral OpDisagree OstronglyDisagree

8. Were the Labs betteiyped?
OsStrongly Agree ¥ Agree ONeutral ODisagree OsStronglyDisagree

9. Did theeourse contribute to skill enhancement and better career opportunities?
\Qﬁ{-::g]y Agree  OAgree ONeutral Obisagree ~ OStronglyDisagree

10. Were t assessments conducted on time with proper coverage of syllabus?
fongly Agree OAgree  ONeutral Opisagree  OStronglyDisagree
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