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1.4.2a: Feedback Analyses Indirect

PO Attainment — Indirect 2021-22

Through surveys, the school has learned what graduated students, employers, and alumni think about the
success of the programmes. The details of the survey are as follows:

a. Alumni Survey for Program Outcomes

Questions from the alumni survey are purposefully linked to the POs. The number of responses from alumni
(28nos.) in terms of completely satisfied, satisfied, dissatisfied, and completely dissatisfied have been
computed for each question.

The weights for the four options are as follows: entirely dissatisfied = 0.0, dissatisfied = 1.0, satisfied = 2.0,
and absolutely satisfied = 3.0. To obtain a weighted response, multiply the number of responses for each
guestion and each option by the associated weight factor. To calculate the average response, divide the sum
of the weighted responses (for the four alternatives) by the total number of responses to that particular
qguestion. Each question, and hence each PO, has a combined weighted average that is determined.

b. Employer Survey for Program Outcomes

The survey questions for employers are carefully matched to the POs. The number of replies obtained
(14nos.) from employers regarding how well the working professional (a programme graduate) scored for
each question has been calculated.

The weights given to the five selections are low (0.0), average (0.75), good (0.50), high (2.25), and excellent
(3.00). To obtain a weighted response, multiply the number of responses for each question and each option
by the associated weight factor. To calculate the average response, divide the total number of responses for
that particular question by the sum of the weighted responses (for 5 options). Each question, and hence
each PO, has a combined weighted average that is determined.

c. Exit Survey for Program Outcomes

The POs are consciously mapped to the exit survey questions. In terms of completely satisfied, satisfied,
dissatisfied, and completely dissatisfied, the number of responses from departing graduates (97 nos.) for
each question has been calculated.

The weights for the four options are as follows: completely dissatisfied = 0.0, dissatisfied = 1.0, satisfied =
2.0, and completely satisfied = 3.0. To obtain a weighted response, multiply the number of responses for
each question and each option by the associated weight factor. To calculate the average response, divide
the sum of the weighted responses (for the four alternatives) by the total number of responses to that
particular question. Each question, and hence each PO, has a combined weighted average that is
determined.

The average attainment of Program Outcomes from these surveys is as in Table 1 and Fig 1.
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Table 1: Attainment of POs - Indirect Method 2021-22

Survey PO1 PO2 PO3 PO4 PO5 PO6 PO7 PO8 PO9 PO10 PO11 PO12 PSO13 PSO14 PSO15
Alumni 236 282 275 271 246 264 246 271 254 264 25 272 268 271 264
Employer 229 221 221 264 214 257 243 264 257 271 271 264 25 25 257

Exit 2.46 253 2.53 2.43 245 252 245 247 252 253 241 251 257 238 2.47
Indirect
i 237 252 25 259 235 258 245 2.61 254 2.63 2.54 2.62 2.58 2.53 2.56
Attainment
PO Attainment — Indirect 2021-22
3 2
2.52 25 2.59 2.58 245 2.61 2.54 .63 2.54 2.62 2.58 2.53 2.56
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Figl: Attainment of POs - Indirect Method 2021-22

For all POs, the achievement rate for both technical and professional outcomes is 75% or above. The
percentage of program-specific outcomes that have been attained ranges from 80% to 85%. The school
committee decided to create a thorough improvement strategy to increase PO attainment. When compared
to other POs, PO 1 and PO 5 from the technical and professional outcome have comparatively low
accomplishment statuses. While the course instructors concentrate on the outcomes pertinent to their

courses to boost student learning in the relevant outcomes, program-level efforts are undertaken to
improve accomplishment.
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KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
COURSE FEEDBACK ANALYSIS. COURSE: SWITCHED MODE POWER CONVERTERS CODE: 17EEEC401. FEEDBACK FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

Sl
No Strongly

a. The design of the Uncert | Disagr| Disagre

course Strongly agree | Agree ain ee e
1

1. The course

objectives were clear 13 7 1 0 0
2|2. The course

contents met with

your expectation 10 11 0 0 0
3

3. The course work

load was manageable 9 6 6 0 0
414. The lecture

sequence was well 14 6 1 0 0
5

5. The contents were

illustrated with

adequate examples 12 7 2 0 0
6|6. The course exposed

you to new

knowledge and

practice 11 8 2 0 0
7

7. The level of the

course was moderate 8 6 7 0 0

AVERAGE 11.00 7.29 2.71 4:0.00|-0.00

i Strongly agree

& Agree

# Uncertain
Disagree

# Strongly Disagree
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DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
COURSE FEEDBACK ANALYSIS. COURSE: SWITCHED MODE POWER CONVERTERS CODE: 17EEEC401. FEEDBACK FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

Strongly
Uncert [ Disagr| Disagre H .

b. The conduct of the d Strongly agree | Agree | ain ce e 10

8
1. The lectures were p
easy to understand &
ideas and concepts g
presented clearly 10 11 0 0 0 2

0
2. The teaching aids
were effectively used 10 7 4 0 0 g ieres L
3. The course material " Apron s
handed out was i
adequate 10 4 7 0 0 Disaaree

# Strongly Disagree 0
4. Were objectives of
the course realized? 11 8 2 0 0
5. The overall
environment in the
class was conducive to
learning 11 8 2 0 0
AVERAGE 10.40 7.60 3.00 | 0.00 0.00

b. The conduct of the course

A
Head of the D&artment :
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ngineer
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KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
COURSE FEEDBACK ANALYSIS. COURSE: SWITCHED MODE POWER CONVERTERS CODE: 17EEEC401. FEEDBACK FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

Strongly

Uncert | Disagr| Disagre

c. Learning Resources | Strongly agree | Agree | ain ee e

1. Learning materials

(Lesson Plans, Course

Notes etc.) were

relevant and useful 10 9 2 0 0

2. Recommended

reading Books etc.

were relevant and

appropriate 9 10 2 0 0

3. The provision of

learning resources in

the library was

adequate and

appropriate 14 2 5 0 0

AVERAGE 11.00 7.00 | 3.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Strongly

Uncert | Disagr| Disagre

d. Assessment Strongly agree | Agree ain ee e

1. The method of

assessment were

reasonable 9 12 0 0 0

2. Feedback on ISA

assessment was

timely 17 3 1 0 0

3. Feedback on ISA

assessment was

helpful 6 11 4 0 0

AVERAGE 10.67 8.67 1.67 | 0.00 | 0.00

= Strongly agree

@ Agree
Uncertain
Disagree

# Strongly Disagree

# Strongly agree
& Agree
¢ Uncertain
Disagree
& Strongly Disagree

c. Learning Resources

10 9
9 10
2 2
0 0
0 0

d. Assessment
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KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY

DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
COURSE FEEDBACK ANALYSIS. COURSE: LINEAR INTEGRATED CIRCUITS, COURSE CODE: 19EEEC301. FEEDBACK FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

N
No Strongly

a. The design of the Uncert | Disagr| Disagre

course Strongly agree | Agree ain ee e
1

1. The course

objectives were clear 20 8 0 0 0
2|2. The course

contents met with

your expectation 12 15 1 0 0
3

3. The course work

load was manageable 21 7 0 0 0
414. The lecture

sequence was well 11 13 4 0 0
5

5. The contents were

illustrated with

adequate examples 22 6 0 0 0
6{6. The course exposed

you to new

knowledge and

practice 14 12 1 1 0
7

7. The level of the

course was moderate 22 6 0 0 0

AVERAGE 17.43 9.57 0.86 | 0.14 0.00
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KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
COURSE FEEDBACK ANALYSIS. COURSE: LINEAR INTEGRATED CIRCUITS, COURSE CODE: 19EEEC301. FEEDBACK FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

Strongly b. The conduct of the course
Uncert | Disagr| Disagre PS
b. The conduct of the d Strongly agree | Agree | ain ee e 2
20

bt
1. The lectures were |

easy to understand & 15
ideas and concepts
presented clearly 23 5 0 0 0 10

2. The teaching aids 2 ;
were effectively used 12 16 0 0 0 ? .
3. The course material 2 1 P 3
handed out was 1 Strongly agree 23 12 19
adequate 19 9 0 0 0 = Agree 5 16 9

Uncertain 0 0 0
4. Were objectives of Disagree 0 0
the course realized? 15 12 0 1 0 = Strongly Disagree 0 0
5. The overall

environment in the
class was conducive to
learning 19 9 0 0 0

AVERAGE 17.60 10.20 [ 0.00 | 0.20 [ 0.00




KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
COURSE FEEDBACK ANALYSIS. COURSE: LINEAR INTEGRATED CIRCUITS, COURSE CODE: 19EEEC301. FEEDBACK FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

Strongly
Uncert | Disagr| Disagre
c. Learning Resources | Strongly agree | Agree ain ee e
1
1. Learning materials
(Lesson Plans, Course
Notes etc.) were
relevant and useful 22 6 0 0 0
2]|2. Recommended
reading Books etc.
were relevant and
appropriate 8 20 0 0 0
3|3. The provision of
learning resources in
the library was
adequate and
appropriate 26 2 0 0 0
AVERAGE 18.67 B3S 0.00 | 0.00 0.00
Strongly
Uncert | Disagr| Disagre
d. Assessment Strongly agree | Agree | ain ee e
1|1. The method of
assessment were
reasonable 26 2 0 0 0
2|2. Feedback on ISA
assessment was
timely 8 20 0 0 0
3|3. Feedback on ISA
assessment was
helpful 27 1 0 0 0
AVERAGE 20.33 7.67 0.00 | 0.00 0.00

30
25
20
15
10

2 Strongly agree

& Agree

# Uncertain
Disagree

® Strongly Disagree

30
25
20
15
10

5

0

Strongly agree

# Agree
Uncertain
Disagree

m Strongly Disagree

c. Learning Resources

1 2 3
22 8 26
6 20 2
0 0 0
0 0 0
0 0 0

d. Assessment

i) 2 3
26 8 27

2 20 ak /\

0 0 0  Head of '

- " thé-Departmen;

CElectrical & Electronics Engi
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KLE Technological Univgrsity.‘
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KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
COURSE FEEDBACK ANALYSIS. COURSE: SINGALS AND SYSTEMS, COURSE CODE: 19EEEC205. FEEDBACK FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

Sl
No Strongly

a. The design of the Uncert | Disagr| Disagre

course Strongly agree | Agree | ain ee e
1

1. The course

objectives were clear 12 19 0 0 0
2|2. The course

contents met with

your expectation 5 22 3 1 0
3

3. The course work 4

load was manageable 13 13 5 0 0
44. The lecture

sequence was well 10 19 2 0 0
S

5. The contents were

illustrated with

adequate examples 11 18 2 0 0
6|6. The course exposed

you to new

knowledge and

practice 12 16 3 0 0
7

7. The level of the

course was moderate 10 21 0 0 0

AVERAGE 10.43 18.29 | 2.14 | 0.14 | 0.00

25
20
15

10

0

m Strongly agree '
# Agree

¥ Uncertain
 Disagree

m Strongly Disagree

a. The design of the course

19 22 13 19 18 16 21
0 5 2 2 3 0
0 Tz 0 0 0 0 0
0 0 0 0 0 0 0
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KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
COURSE FEEDBACK ANALYSIS. COURSE: SINGALS AND SYSTEMS, COURSE CODE: 19EEEC205. FEEDBACK FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH
e (“‘ ik 5

Strongly b. The conduct of the course
Uncert | Disagr| Disagre 25
b. The conduct of the d Strongly agree | Agree | ain ee e
20
1. The lectures were -
easy to understand & 15 ;
ideas and concepts 2
presented clearly 8 17 5 0 1 10
2. The teaching aids 5 s ] a
were effectively used 11 21 5 1 0 , i % g g
3. The course material 0 NS 2 3 v o ;
handed out was w Strongly agree 8 11 8 8 10
adequate 8 19 4 0 0 u Agree 17 21 19 17 15
4. Were objectives of , ;r;t;:::n ; : : : :
the course realized? 8 17 6 0 0 m Strongly Disagree 1 0 0 0
5. The overall
environment in the
class was conducive to
learning 10 15 5 1 0
AVERAGE 9.00 17.80 | 5.00 | 0.40 0.20




KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
COURSE FEEDBACK ANALYSIS. COURSE: SINGALS AND SYSTEMS, COURSE CODE: 19EEEC205. FEEDBACK FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

Strongly
Uncert | Disagr| Disagre
C. Learning Resources | Strongly agree Agree ain ee e
2 16
1. Learning materials 14
(Lesson Plans, Course 12
Notes etc.) were 1:
relevant and useful 12 15 3 0 1 6
2|2. Recommended 4
reading Books etc. (ZJ
were relevant and
appropriate 16 13 2 0 0 ® Strongly agree
3|3. The provision of = Agree
learning resources in & Uncertain
the library was ¥ Disagree
adequate and = Strongly Disagree
appropriate 16 12 4 0 0
AVERAGE 14.67 13.33 | 3.00 | 0.00 | 0.33
Strongly
Uncert | Disagr| Disagre ig
d. Assessment Strongly agree | Agree ain ee e ig
1{1. The method of 10
assessment were g
reasonable 13 17 1 0 0 421
2|2. Feedback on ISA 0
assessment was KA
timely 16 14 1 0 0 e
3|3. Feedback on ISA e e
assessment was u Disagree
helpful 17 13 1 0 D m Strongly Disagree
AVERAGE 15.33 14.67 | 1.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

c. Learning Resources

d. Assessment

3

13 16 = ‘
17 14 2 *

. 1 (Zfl‘ F’"
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KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
1.4.1 FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (ALUMNI) FOR 2021 -22

SINo Completely Dissatisfie |Completely Alumni Survey 2021-22
Competencies [Satisfied Satisfied (d Dissatisfied y
1|Engineering 14
knowledge 10 7 0 0
2(Problem 12
analysis 12 5 0 0

- 10
3|Design/Develop

ment of 3

Solutions 9 6 2 0

4{Conduct 6

investigations

of complex 4

problems: 10 6 1 0

5|Modern tool 2

usage: 9 7 1 0

6[The engineer 0 1 2 9 10 11 1 14 1) 2

3 4 5 6 7 8 1 12 13 ) 2)

and society: 7 7 3 0 B Completely Satisfied | 10 12 9 10 9 7 11 6 10 7 11 9 12 12 9 10

7|Environment m Satisfied 7 6 6 7 7 4 9 7 10 3 7 5 4 7 6

and Dissatisfied 2 11 3 2 2 1 1 1 1

sustainability: 11 4 2 0 B Completely Dissatisfied 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 o0
8|Ethics: 6 9 p 0

9Individual and
team work: 10 7 0 0

10|Communication

: 7 10 0 0
11(Project

management

and finance: 11 3 3 0
12|Life-long

learning: 9 7 1 0




KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
1.4.1 FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (ALUMNI) FOR 2021 -22

13

Electric Power
and its Control

12 5 0 0

14

Design and
Analyse
Electrical/Electr
onic System

12 4 1 0

1)

How would you
rate your
overall
satisfaction
with your

2)

1) In general,
the department
has provided a

quality
academic
program?

10 6 1 0




KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (EMPLOYERS) FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

7 Employers Feedback

6

5

4

3

2

1 I I

0

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 1

m Excellent 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 2 1 3 1 2 1 0 2 2 1
® High 3 3 4 5 5 2 3 4 6 4 4 3 5 4 4 4 5
= Good 1 3 2 1 1 4 4 1 (] 0 2 2 1 3 1 1 1
W Average 1 0 0 (] 0 (] 0 0 (] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
= low 0 0 0 (] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (] 0 0 0
m Not Applicable 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (]



KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (EMPLOYERS) FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

Sl no Qualities Excellent High | Good | Average | low |Not Applicable

1 1 3 1 1 0 1
Ability to apply the knowledge of mathematics,

science, engineering fundamentals, and engineering
specialization for the solution of engineering
problems

Ability to identify, characterize and formulate a
solution plan for solving engineering problems

3|Ability to execute a solution process and analyze 1 4 2 0 0 0
results

Ability to design components, systems or processes
that meet specified needs, following appropriate
engineering design process

5|Ability to conduct investigations or tests through 1 5 1 0 0 0
design of experiments to understand and solve
engineering problems

6|Ability to critically analyse and interpret data to 1 2 4 0 0 0
reach valid conclusions

Ability to identify / create and use appropriate
modern engineering and IT tools, techniques and
resources to solve engineering problems

Demonstrate an understanding of professional
engineering regulations, legislation and standards

Ability to understand the impact of the professional
engineering solutions in societal and environmental
contexts, and demonstrate the knowledge of, and
need for sustainable development




KLE TECHNOLOGICAL UNIVERSITY
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRICAL AND ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (EMPLOYERS) FOR - 2021 -22 BATCH

10

Ability to apply ethical principles and commit to
professional ethics and responsibilities and norms
of the engineering practice

11

Ability to function effectively as an individual, and
as a member or leader in diverse teams, and in
multidisciplinary settings

12

Ability to comprehend technical literature and
prepare effective reports and design documents

13

Demonstrate competence in listening, speaking,
and presentation

14

Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the
engineering and management principles and apply
these to one’s own work, as a member and leader
in a team, to manage projects and in
multidisciplinary environments

15

Recognize the need for, and have the preparation
and ability to engage in independent and life-long
learning in the broadest context of technological
change

16

An ability to apply mathematical foundations,
algorithmic principles, and computer science theory
in the modeling and design of computer-based
systems in a way that demonstrates comprehension
of the tradeoffs involved in design choices.

17

An ability to apply design and development
principles in the construction of software systems
of varying complexity.
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0
S1 g
) etel
. Comp Y.
be letely | Diss | Sa | sati
5 dissati | atisf | tisf | sfie
> sfied ied |ied | d
To
0 25 |75 10 | tal
- Engineering knowledge :Ability to apply the knowledge
1 of mathematics, science, engineering fundamentals, and

engineering specialisation for the solution of engineering
problems 0 2 36| 9 | 47
Problem analysis:Ability to identify, characterise and
2 | formulate a solution plan for solving engineering
problems 0 0 38| 9 | 47
DESign/De\’eiOpmem of Solutions:Ability to design
components, systems or processes that meet specified
needs, following appropriate engineering design process 0 0 |40 7
Conduct investigations of complex problems: Ability to
4 | conduct investigations or tests through design of
experiments to understand and solve engineering
problems 0 0 |38 9 |47
Modern tool usage:Ability to identify / create and use

5 | appropriate modern engineering and IT tools, techniques
and resources to solve engineering problems 0 0 37 | 10 | 47
The engineer and society:Demonstrate an understanding
6 | of professional engineering regulations, legislation and
standards 0 0 35 1 12 | 47
Environment and sustainability:Ability to understand the
impact of the professional engineering solutions in
societal and environmental contexts, and demonstrate the
knowledge of, and need for sustainable development 0 0 36 | 11 | 47
Ethics:Ability to apply ethical principles and commit to
8 | professional ethics and responsibilities and norms of the
engineering practice 0 2 138].7 | &7
Individual and team work:Ability to function effectively
9 | as an individual, and as a member or leader in diverse
teams, and in multidisciplinary settings 0 0 40| 7 | 47
Communication: Ability to comprehend technical
10 | literature and prepare effective reports and design
documents 0 1 39 . 47
Project management and finance: Demonstrate

11 | knowledge and understanding of the engineering and
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Life-long learning: Recognise the need for, and have tht. :
1> | Preparation and ability to engage in independent a'nd life- :
long learning in the broadest context of technological ‘ 47 |
| change B 0 —:@-—1-#—7——"
| = - YY) e | }
13 | Proficiency in a specialized area: __J____._-—-—-w—g-—-*—'—{'j_'* 352 i %:::—l
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i = Qualities Level of Competency ] Total
5 1
4 3 5 eus:
1 (Av (Very
SI (Go ell
Yo (Low) | erag od) Good -
ber e) ) ) | NA
— — 2 4 [ 8 10 0
Ability to apply the knowledge of mathematics, science,
1 | engineering fundamentals, and engineering 4
specialisation for the solution of engineering problems 0 0 4 0 0 0
Ability to identify, characterise and formulate a solution plan for
2 solving engineering problems 0 0 4 0 0 0
Ability to execute a solution process and analyse results 0 0 4 0 0 0
3 Ability to design components, systems or processes that meet
specified needs, following appropriate engineering design process 0 0 2 2 0 0
Ability to conduct investigations or tests through design of A
4 experiments to understand and solve engineering problems 0 0 0 2 2 0
Ability to critically analyse and interpret data to reach valid 4
conclusions 0 0 2 2 0 0
5 Ability to identify / create and use appropriate modern engineering 4
and IT tools, techniques and resources to solve engineering problems 0 1 3 0 0 0
6 Demonstrate an understanding of professional engineering 4
regulations, legislation and standards 0 0 2 2 0 0
Ability to understand the impact of the professional engineering
7 solutions in societal and environmental contexts, and demonstrate 4
the knowledge of, and need for sustainable development 0 0 2 1 0 1
Ability to apply ethical principles and commit to professional ethics 4
8 ibl f the engineering practi 0 1| 2 1. o] o
and responsibilities and norms of the engineering practice
Ability to function effectively as an individual, and as a member or 4
9 leader in diverse teams, and in multidisciplinary settings 0 0 2 1 1 0
Ability to comprehend technical literature and prepare effective
10 reports and design documents 0 1 2 1 0 0
Demonstrate competence in listening, speaking, and presentation 0 0 2 1 1 0
Demonstrate knowledge and understanding of the engineering and
management principles and apply these to one’s own work, as a 4
1 i t nage projects and in
member and leader in a team, to manage p 1 ; A )
multidisciplinary environments , 0 0
B Recognise the need for, and have the preparation and ability to !
12 engage in independent and life-long learning in the broadest context 5 4 5 3 o o
of technological change : ‘
Demonstrate proficiency in either of the following specializations: :
13 | Structural Design/Construction Engineering & 0 0 i 5 o 3
Management/Environmental & Water Resources. —
R | design and construction of civi
14 Abii_itv to perfor!'n structural desig 0 0 1 0 0 3 4
engineering projects. -
Ability to apply the knowl|edge of various construction materials in 5 5 3 o o 5 4
15 design and construction.
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School of Civil Engineering

1.4.1: Student Course Feedback 2019-2020

Course Name: Building Technology Services

sem: ___ Year:2019-20200dd
sl. Strongly ; Strongly
: i e Uncertain | Disagree
No. | @ The Design of the course Agree Agree t g A Disagree |
1 The course objectives were clear 22 11 | 1 2 . o
The course contents met with your
2 expectation 20 12 7 2 0
3 | The course work load was manageable 23 10 2 1 0
The lecture sequence was well planned
4 | to meet learning outcomes 24 10 Z 0 0
The contents were illustrated with
5 | adequate examples 21 13 2 0 0
The course exposed you to new
6 | knowledge and practice 25 10 1 0 0
7 | The level of the course was moderate 23 42 1 0 0
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Design of the course
30
- 25
= 20
10 ‘
o e B “W B g B L SR & =
1 2 3 4 6 ' 7
= Strongly Agree 22 20 23 24 25 23
u Agree sl 12 PV R T S 0. 1
 Uncertain : 2 2 1 1
= Disagree 0 0
m Strongly Disagree 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
® Strongly Agree  ® Agree @ Uncertain i Disagree ® Strongly Disagree
¥ii 7 19 X 0
b iggny ~ Professor & Head
S0 Tl s . . H
: School of Civil Engineering
KLE Technological University
Hubballi.






R e e 2 R,

No. | & Learning Resources E’O'\slv Strongly
Agree | U i
: | Aiteh ncertain | Disagree .
1 | Learning materials (Lesson plans, course : >
Notes etc) were relevant & useful
Reco i = s ; 0 a5
i mmended reading Books etc. were
relevant & appropriate 22 13 1 g °
2 ‘—__—_/—J
L : The provision of learning resources in the
| library was adequate & appropriate 26 9 : ol =

30
25
"
2 2
15
10
5
0
u Strongly Agree
i Agree
@ Uncertain
= Disagree
m Strongly Disagree

Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020

21
12

0

m Strongly Agree

® Uncertain

Learning Resources

2 3
22 26

13
1
0
0

m Disagree

# Strongly Disagree

C O »' Vv

Professor Read

8chool of Civil Engineering
KLE Technological Universit:
Hubballi.



Strongly

Sl Strongly
No. d. Assessment Agree Agree Uncertaln Disagree Disagree
The methods of assessment were
1 | reasonable 24 12 0 0 0]
i‘,ffse_ﬁk,aj_k,q'} ClEassessmentwastimely | = 251 el 24 - ;
E3 | Feedback on CIE assessment was helpful 27 9 0 0 OJ

Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020

Assessment
30
@ 25
g 20
15
10
= | A
o i = - , . D
1 2
= Strongly Agree 24 Q : 25
u Agree 12 \ 10
= Uncertain g i : 1
= Disagree 0 f
® Strongly Disagree 0 7
®m Strongly Agree B Agree B Uncertain M Disagree
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School of Civil Engineering

’ F ¥
Course Name: Surveying ~Sem: |l Year: 2019-2020 odd
Sl. a. The Design of the course Strongly Agree | Uncertain | Disagree nrongsy
No. Agree ; Disagres
1__| The course objectives were clear | 24 IS, TR UV WG e « A e )
The course contents met with your
2 | expectation RSP ENETY I NS S R e R
The course work load was
3 |manageable [ 24 | 4 | 1 L 0
The lecture sequence was well
4 | planned to meet learning outcomes 23 5 2 0 0
The contents were illustrated with
5 | adequate examples 26 4 0 0 0
The course exposed you to new
6 | knowledge and practice 21 5 3 1 0
The level of the course was
7 | moderate 25 4 1 0 0
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Design of Course
30 :
25
s
3 20
15
10 :
s X
0 In—' I. l-»- I. I I. i lu
1 2 3 ‘ 4 5 6 7
u Strongly Agree R T M .1 23 26 21 25
u Agree R 4 5 4 5 4
 Uncertain 1 2 1 2 0 3 1
1 Disagree 0 0 y b 0 0 1 0
® Strongly Disagree 0 | 0 0 0 0 0 0

m Strongly Agree W Agree W Uncertain 1 Disagree ®m Stronkly Disagree
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KLE Technological University

Hubballi.
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| s strongly A Uncertain | Disagree strongly
No. d. Assessment Agree gree Disagree
____,_’—-__!_——__/4—4___’___———-____’——,’—‘

The methods of assessment were
1 | reasonable 23 1y mirE (s A
2 | Feedback on CIE assessment was timely 23 5 2z 0 0
l 3 | Feedback on CIE assessment was helpful 22 2 2 0

25
w 20
2 1
10
0
m Strongly Agree
= Agree
= Uncertain
= Disagree

= Strongly Disagree

Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020

1

23

6
1
0
1]

m Strongly Agree

Assessment

-
2

23

5
2
0
0

O N N &

mAgree ® Uncertain = Disagree ® Strongly Disagree

Professor & 3ead
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School of Civil Engineering

1.4.1: Student Course Feedback 2019-2020

Course Name: Structural Analysis - |
Sem: IV Year: 2019-2020 Even
i
Sl. | N Strongly Strongly
! No. “a. The Design of the course Agree Agree | Uncertain | Disagree Disagree
J 1 | The course objectives were clear 31 10 3 0 k
The course contents met with your
2 | expectation 32 10 2 L 0
3 3 | The course work load was manageable 25 15 2 2 1
The lecture sequence was well planned to
4 | meet learning outcomes 26 16 2 3 0]
The contents were illustrated with
5 | adequate examples 28 10 4 3 0
The course exposed you to new knowledge.
6 | and practice 31 9 3 1 1
7 | The level of the course was moderate 27 10 6 1 1
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Design of Course
35 s ,
; 0. R 3 . ,
| 7]
{ z
i D-F- K i 3 tiyy
E 10 - l : I :
5 — g - =Pl 3 —
0 Il - Il- | | [P W I.ﬁ , II.... : II,...
SR T S RS il S S SRR 7
| [mswongyagee | a1 = | = | % | 2 | u fEohigy
| mAgree 0 10 15 16 e N R
B T v R T G ) Lyl 6
| |mSwongyDisageee| 1 | 0 i 1 Bt BEE
{ ®Strongly Agree Agree & Uncertain w Disagree  ® Strongly Disagree
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School of Civil Engineering

1.4.1: Student Course Feedback 2019-2020

Course Name: Structural Analysis - |

Sem: IV Year: 2019-2020 Even
Sl |a Tsteongly [ . [.. T Strongl
-a. The Design of th ey i &y
No. B the course Agree Agree | Uncertain | Disagree Disagree
1 | The course objectives were clear 31 10 3 0 1
The course contents met with your
2 | expectation 32 10 2 1 0
3 | The course work load was manageable 25 15 2 2 1
The lecture sequence was well planned to
4 | meet learning outcomes 26 16 2 1 0
The contents were illustrated with
5 | adequate examples 28 10 4 3 0
The course exposed you to new knowledge.
6 and practice 3l 9 3 1 1
7 | The level of the course was moderate 27 10 6 1 1
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Design of Course
: 35
f 30 - v : :
i w
! ° 25 ; : 3
| 2
' 15 e ; 3
j 10 I I I
| 0 Il - I-.. T . o I.ﬁ Ilm- Iz-
; 1 2 3 : 4 5 I 6 ,_ 7
= Strongly Agree | 31 32 _ 25 » 26 , 28 j 31 27
. mAgree [ 10 10 s | a0 | 9 10
' ®mUncertain 48 i 27 2 4 3 \y
‘ i Disagree ’ o ,1, 2 3_ 1 1
lStrong|yrbisagree' PRk 0 0 1 1

® Strongly Agree M Agree W Uncertain « Disagree m Strongly Disagree
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Sl. L e e ST T AR A R S o | O R
Be. e Learning Resources Stronglyw ( ﬂ

Agree | Uncertain | Disagree St'rong
‘ ’ Agree Disagree
¢ Learning materials (Lesson plans, course \
Notes etc) were relevant & useful 29 8 4 2 2
Recommended reading Books etc. were
2 | relevant & appropriate 32 9 3 3 ¥
L The provision of learning resources in the
3 1 library was adequate & appropriate 29 8 6 o ZJ

Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Learning Resources

35
30
v
o 25
=
20
15
10
; I I B
0 . o . ‘ pa— i
3
m Strongly Agree b 29 m 32 29
! = Agree 8 9 8
!\ # Uncertain 4 3 6
l‘ = Disagree 2 1 0
m Strongly Disagree 2 0 2

® Strongly Agree HAgree @ Uncertain = Disagree ® Strongly Disagree
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[ sl Strongly Strongly

? No. d. Assessment Agree Agree | Uncertain | Disagree Disagree
The methos of assessment were

1 reasonable g 25 12 4 2 2

Feedback on CIE assessment was timely 29 10 5 1 0

3 Feedback on CIE assessment was helpful 24 9 7 3 2

Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020

Assessment
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e
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Sl.

d. Assessment
No.

Strongly
Agree

Agree

Uncertain

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

The methos of assessment were
1 reasonable )

25

12 4

Feedback on CIE assessment was timely

29

10 g

3 Feedback on CIE assessment was helpful

24

9 7

Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Assessment
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No.s

= TR S e e e S =

o — &b B e ZM, e R N o %

mtrongyDesgres| 2. | RS

m Strongly Agree  m Agree @ Uncertain  © Disagree lStroneg'Disagree
Professor &tead
school of Civil Engineering
KLE Technological University
Hubballi.
..

B & ogegiar
y 3 8 H4
PRI 23 i ™ ¢
o .[h;lﬁ"} é‘gz{i’; [ P F oA 6 43 s
> IR fa s T K F

87 »
,/".3,,3_‘.‘ 5 3 . LR
RIS sAT 3

SO E o 'i-.‘ 4



School of Civil Engineering
1.4.1: Student Course Feedback 2019-2020

Course Name: Construction Project Management
Year: 2019-2020 Even

Sem: IV
o a. The Design of the course trongly Agree | Uncertain | Disagree Srongly
No. Agree : . Disagree
1 | The course objectives were clear 28 AR 0 0 1
The course contents met with your
2 | expectation 26 6 5 1 0}
3 | The course work load was manageable 30 5 3 0 0 |
The lecture sequence was well planned to
4 | meet learning outcomes 33 1 3 1 0
The contents were illustrated with
5 | adequate examples 35 3 0 0 0
The course exposed you to new
6 | knowledge and practice 24 9 3 1 1
7 | The level of the course was moderate 26 7 2 2 1
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Design of the course
40
“\ 30 S e o . s -
2 25 5
B | [T | Th—r—— | i | -
1 S e i Dt U 8 i eI
e g e TRl S S G T G A
= e i e I z : G = %
mDisagree | 0 oP 1 0 1 :
m Strongly Disagree g Bl 0 0 1 1
@ Agree @ Uncertain & Disagree ® Strongly Disagree

@ Strongly Agree
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School of Civil Engineering

1.4.1: Student Course Feedback 2019-2020
Sl lycent Lourse Feedback 2019-2020

Course Name: Transportation Engineering

Sem: V B “‘”"‘"h‘“—_(‘ . Year: 2019-2020 Odd
sl. T R, i e .| Stronal
a. The Design of th i gly
No. g e course Agree Agree | Uncertain | Disagree Disagree
1 The course objectives were clear 24 13 4 3 0
The course contents met with your ,
L expectation 21 15 5 3 0
The course work load was manageable 25 14 2 3 0
The lecture sequence was well planned
- to meet learning outcomes 21 15 4 4 0
The contents were illustrated with
5 adequate examples 25 14 3 2 0
The course exposed you to new
6 knowledge and practice 26 14 2 2 0
7 | The level of the course was moderate 19 18 5 2 0
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Design of Course
30 AN N R KL RS - W i V,,’ SRS SR S U - < =
; @
i : I | l I ‘ l l ‘
? 5 - '
i 0 [ fe Mlas B REms B i
B e SR e T T e nen O R S
B OO e SR R R AT R VAL T S R
S T SRR e R TS B A e
msrongyDissgree| 0 | o [ o [ e 0 0 |
: .  mStrongly Agree i Agree & Uncertain i Disagree M Strongly Disagree
T O Tl 10 10D foR Professor & Head
PV AR g0 ey ' School of Civil Engineering
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sl. g strongly Strongly
No. | d. Assessment Agree Agree Uncertain | Disagree | Disagree
The methods of assessment were
reasonable 20 15 4 5 0
B 0
2 | Feedback on CIE assessment was timely 25 13 2 4 0|
3 | Feedback on CIE assessment was helpful 29 10 3 2 QJ

Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020

Assessment
35
: B
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= 20
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= | | i
4 — o p—
_ 1 2
= Strongly Agree 20 ‘ 25
® Agree 15
® Uncertain ’ 2
= Disagree 5 4 ‘
= Strongly Disagree 0
® Strongly Agree ™ Agree ® Uncertain @ Disagree
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Fempnd liv o lcodn
n ssicolondaa
it v

Professor & ead

|

{

|

m Strongly Disagree

school of Civil Engineering

KLE Technological University
Hubballi.



School of Civil Engineering
1.4.1: Student Course Feedback 2019-2020

Course Name: Structural Analysis |1

o B N A o oy Sl ~_ Year:2019-2020 Odd
Sl Strongly S T Strongl
a. The Design of th s ey
s e | A | T N i
24 13 ) | 0 0
1 | The course objectives were clear PSR ey S W S A o e V]
The course contents met with your 22 15 1 0 0
2 expectation
25 11 y X 0
3 The course work load was manageable
The lecture sequence was well planned 27 11 0 0 0
4 to meet learning outcomes
The contents were illustrated with 22 16 0 0 0
5 adequate examples
The course exposed you to new 22 15 ] 0 0
6 knowledge and practice
21 17 0 0 0
7 The level of the course was moderate
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Design of Course
‘ 30 ’ st 2 : .
! g 20 d ‘ < : . =
| 15
# Strongly Agree 24 ; 22 ‘ 25 27 _ 22 22 ' 21
@ Agree 13 W 1 ‘ 1 16 15 17
[ mUncertain . 1 : 1 ‘ 1 0 0 ' 1 ' 0
| mDisagree R e P ’
m Strongly Disagree 0 k 0 ‘, 0 0 0 ‘ 0
j 4 i Strongly Agree  m Agree & Uncertain 1 Disagree ® Strongly Disagree
| G e SRS
(vz'

Fia e b ?‘if‘.‘{'.a"; ;
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Strongly Sleaaies Strongly
ron sa .
b. The conduct of the course Agree | Uncertain 8 Disagree
No. Agree
The conduct were easy to understand & |, 24 13 1 0 -
ideas and concepts presented clearly 0 0
25 13 0
The teaching aids were effective used
The curse material handed out was 25 12 1 1 0
adequate
27 11 0 0 0
Were objectives of the course realized?
The overall environment in the class was 24 14 0 0 0
conductive to learning
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
The conduct of the course
30 ,
2 20 :
15 - SUSE gt - o~ . - . Bl B e
10 :
s I
o _ » _— -
1 2 3 4 5
m Strongly Agree 24 25 25 27 24
w Agree 1 13 13 12 11 ’ 14
= Uncertain ! 1 0
= Disagree ) 0 0 1 0
® Strongly Disagree 0 0 ; 0 0 ‘ 0
m Strongly Agree  m Agree W Uncertain = Disagree M Strongly Disagree
Progessor &&ead
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i The methods of AREBERMEN were
‘ reasonable

| Strongly
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1
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0
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Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Assessment

| Feedback on CIE assessment was timely

Feedback on CIL assessment was helpful

an
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i »

20
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0
® Strongly Agree 28 ‘
" Agree 14 |
= Uncertain 1 1
“ Disagree ‘ |
w Strongly Disagree ‘ 0 |

= Strongly Agree  m Agree  m Uncertain
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School of Civil Engineering

1.4.1: Student Course Feedback 2019-2020

Course Name: Estimation and Costing

ot S SR iy i W . Year: 2019-2020 Even
sl | i | rongly |
| N a. The Design of the course | Py Agree - Uncertain Disagree S"°"8|Y
B T RS L., ... S i it | Visogree
|1 | The course objectives were _c'e,aj_ . g8 8 OF O 1]
, The course contents met with your
L_Z* expectation 26ﬁ_ﬁ_ LA T g Aer s SR 0
3 | The course work load was manageable 30 5 3 0 0
The lecture sequence was well planned to
4 | meet learning outcomes 33 1 3 1 0
The contents were illustrated with
S | adequate examples 35 3 0 0 0
The course exposed you to new
6 | knowledge and practice 24 9 3 1 1
7 | The level of the course was moderate 26 7 2 2 1

Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Design of the course

40
R S SRR RN Sl . UL :
i 30 - oy - :
2 25 et G 7
20 i RN Sl
15 s LI 2 3 AP
10 v e p iasmvsvmiiirpomonsmeninrano s B s woenoiscsssispasnasisimcssrd e ciscooessssin — CEA SIS L
3 Eom. s l-,._ I-._
=t “ i '7“ 4 5 6
A= B O S = e G- ——t— s
B Suvngly Agree s L I 2
-Agree' P ) i : 5 1 : 3 B
e IR R O : e po - =
® Uncertain | S R e S St T :  — :
A | ! - | |
B 0 0 i : ~HA $
' ¥ P * SRR C A A IR PR s .”!, ke b v 6 P RS .,\E..,. ° 1 1
mStrongly Disagree i AP R e i

®Strongly Agree  ® Agree M Uncertain = Disagree M Strongly Disagree
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Sl. | c. Learni I Co
. ing R e e
: No. 8 Resources Strongly : : 1
4 Agree Agree | Uncertain | Disagree Dtirongy
i sagree
Learning materi %) BT e
eri
: Notes et als (Lesson plans, course
¢) were relevant & useful
. 21 9 6 1 1 ¥
ecomm : : i SRR o
2 o ended reading Books etc. were 1
evant & appropriate | 3
ST Wi ooye oden o
3 |‘be provision of learning resources in the :
ibrary was ad - o
equate & appropriate 2 8 4| 1 - ' &
‘ %
gt
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020 5&
Learning Resources &
35
30
w
S .
z
20
15
10 -
o Be B_ | [
. z - 3
® Strongly Agree s 31 U it | e s
= Agree FT e 9 7 L
# Uncertain : 6 1 e
B‘Disagree 1 : Ov 1' 7
' llStror;gly plsagree : _1 0 1 ‘
m Strongly Agree W Agree m Uncertain  ® Disagree ® Strongly Disagree
}
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i i i _4 g :
Sl. Strongly | Strongly |
No. | d. Assessment Agree Agree | Uncertain | Disagree Disagreej
The methods of assessment were ' {
reasonable 28 6 3 1 0|
Feedback on CIE assessment was timely 29 8 1 0 0 |
Feedback on CIE assessment was helpful 23 9 3 2 1
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Assessment
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w
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i

sl T e e e PR RS
No ¢. Learning Resour T wron e ST
|_NO, | ces rongly : [ I's 1
USRS , | Strongly |
1 Learningm"‘“““—“—»-—«—«m-...w-.  Agree Agree | Uncertain | Disagree | D il
Not o8 (Lesson plans, course |~ T ———————omree
€S etc) were relevant & useful 23 g 1 0 0
5 Recommended reading Books etc. were—“hhﬁ"“‘ R SRR R T R
relevant & appropriate 24 8 1 0 0
The provision of learning resources in the
3 library was ad : 25 9 0 0 0
equate & appropriate
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Learning Resources
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School of Civil Engineering
- 1.4.1: Student Course Feedback 2019-2020

Course Name: Design of Steel Structures
Sem: VII

& Year: 2019-2020 odd
Sl
a. The Design of the course SPGBy Agree | Uncertain | Disagree b 1
No. Agree Disagree
1 | The course objectives were clear 22 11 1 2 0
The course contents met with your
2 expectation 20 12 2 2 0
3 | The course work load was manageable 23 10 2 1 0
The lecture sequence was well planned
4 to meet learning outcomes 24 10 v 0 0
The contents were illustrated with
5 adequate examples 21 13 2 0 0
The course exposed you to new
6 knowledge and practice 25 10 1 0 0
7 | The level of the course was moderate 23 12 1 0 0
Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Design of the course
g 20 v LT S .
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: ! PR 3 4 5 6 7
= Strongly Agree 22 20 23 24 o2 25 23
- Agree 1 12 10 L T 10 12
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= Disagree i 2 0 0 0
| « Strongly Disagree 0 0 0 0
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- Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
The conduct of the course

30
“ 25
z° 20
10 ; - - -
o Lt - o -
| 1 2 3
H Strongly Agree 2 e 23 25
H Agree 12 12 10
® Uncertain 3 1 1
= bisé(ree e 0 0
mStrongly Disagree 0 0 0
B Strongly Agree m Agree ®Uncertain = Disagree
}
368 & 102261019
asnipng fwind o

B Strongly Disagree

Strongly
S Strongly Agree | Uncertain | Disagree | . gree
No’ b. The conduct of the course Agree
The conduct were easy to understand & 33 3 0 0
’¥1 ideas and concepts presented clearly 21 .
: 0
2 | The teaching aids were effective used 23 12 e
The curse material handed out was 0 0
3 | adequate 25 10 1
S § al 0 0
4 Were objectives of the course realized? 22 12
The overall environment in the class 0
S | was conductive to learning 24 11 1 0 v

Professor & Head

School of Civil Engineering
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Hubballi.




| : ‘ [ Strongly |
C. Learning Resources | Strongly | Agree | Uncertain | Disagree |

' e | Agres 4 e | Qisa_g(ee |
Learning Materials (Lesson plans, course | | | |

Notes etc) were relevant & useful 21 12 :

Recommended reading Books etc. were

relevant & appropriate 22 5SS

The provision of learning resources in the
library was adequate & appropriate 26 9 2

Course Feedback Analysis 2019-2020
Learning Resources
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School of Civil Engineering
1.4.1: Student Course Feedback 2019-2020

Course Name: Advanced Waste Water Technology

Sem: VIl Year: 2019-2020 odd
b LA e R R (LY e .
- a. The Design of the course Strongly Agree | Uncertain | Disagree St.rongly
No. Agree Disagree
19 9 0 0 0
1 The course objectives were clear . &
The course contents met with your 22 5 1 0 0
2 expectation
20 8 0 1 0
3 | The course work load was manageable
The lecture sequence was well planned 23 5 0 0 0
4 to meet learning outcomes
The contents were illustrated with 24 3 1 0 0
S adequate examples
The course exposed you to new 73 4 1 0 0
6 | knowledge and practice
22 4 2 0 0
7 | The level of the course was moderate '
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1 :" | b. The conduct of the course Agree Agree | Uncertain | Disagree
. it
| | The conduct were easy to understand & 21 7 l 0 [ 0
| 1 | ideas and concepts presented clearly
| | 23 5 l 0 [ 0
| 2 | The teaching aids were effective used
| The curse material handed out was 20 6 I 2 [ 0
; 3 adequate
| : 25 3 I 0 / 0
| - Were objectives of the course realized?
The overall environment in the class 22 4 [ ' 2 [ 0
| was conductive to learning
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The conduct of the course
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| No. | d. Assessment Agree | ABree Uncertain | Disagree Disagree
The methods of assessment were 19 7 2 0 0
1 | reasonable

20 6 2 0 0

2 | Feedback on CIE assessment was timely
20 8 1 0 0

3 | Feedback on CIE assessment was helpful
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CIRCULAR

Pre BOS meeting is held on April 22, 2021 at 3 30 PM to discuss the changes required in schemes and
syllabus for the upcoming BOS meeting.

Faculty feedback is a prominent part of the meeting so all faculty are requested to bring in the changes
they have planned in their respective courses.

I/1l semester — Engineering Mechanics Course
I11/1V semester courses
V/VI semester courses

VII/VIIl semester courses

BOS Cookﬁnator W

Professor & Hsa.

SLNo. | Faculty Signature 5chool of Civil Engineeri:
i Dr.V.B. Patil Electronically signed KLE Technological University
2. Dr.S.A. Annigeri Electronically signed Hubballi.
Se Dr. M.V. Chitawadagi - Electronically signed
4. Dr.L.J. Pol Electronically signed
5. Dr. S.S. Dyavanal . Electronically signed
6. Dr. A.M. Hunshyal Electronically signed
e G.C. Bellad Electronically signed
8. V.P. Patil EIectronicalIy signed
9. Vijaykumar S.K. Electronically signed
10. Dr.S.S.Quadri Electronically signed
11. Vithal Jadhav Electronically signed
12. L.R. Basavaraja - Electronically signed
13. Gurunath Kampli Electronically signed
14, Prema Malali Electronically signed
15. Khalida Muntasher Electronically signed
16. Chaitanya Akkannavar . Electronically signed
17. Fatheali Shilar - Electronically signed
18. Shivaraj Halyal Electronically signed
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[ 19, Shashwath Nanjannavar Electronically signed
20. Basangouda Patil Electronically signed
21. Roopa Kuri Electronically signed
22. Vinayak Naikar . Electronically signed
23. Bapugouda Biradar _ Electronically signed
24, Dr. Shashibhushan Biliangadi Electronically signed
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Minutes of Meeting - Pre BoS
22/04/2021

The following changes were suggested by the teachers to the scheme and syllabus of school of Civil
Engineering

UG Courses

1. For the Design of RCC structures course of the Sth semester, the Design of Isolated footing
subjected to both axial load and eccentric loads are included in Unit-3. Design of slabs and
beams chapters are combined into a single chapter as the design of flexural members.

2. Include topic on micro irrigation in Unit-ll and Rename failure analysis to Stability analysis of

dam.
3. For Highway Engineering Lab in 5th semester, it was suggested to included combined flakiness

and elongation index under aggregate shape test.
4. For Solid Waste Management in 7th semester, Chapter 1 is updated to reflect the latest trends

in solid waste management as introduction.
5. For the Advanced RCC course of the 7th semester, the Design of special type of slabs is
introduced in chapter - 2. Design of combined footing and raft footing is combined into a single

chapter.

PG Courses

1. The scheme and syllabus were reviewed for the 4 semesters of MTech — Structural Engineering,
No changes were suggested.
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7 G.C. Bellad Electronically signed
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10. Dr. S. S. Quadri Electronically signed
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