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¢ EVEREST EDUCATIONAE \OCIETY’S ROUP OF
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 =5 A
'SEMESTER: I ‘
. SUBJECT:MATH-I
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING
1S\]I(l)- QUESTIONS COUNT | PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 41 77.78
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 43 80.75
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 40 76.3
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 41 77.78
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 44 . 83.7
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
i : ; :
6 ;zuu;::; ing, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 43 80.74
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interacti d lively?
7 |ntera ive and lively? 40 74.81
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
rinciples in this field and moti i
g |princip s field and motivated vou to think and learn? 41  77.78
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
45 85.19
Syllabus is sut:ﬁcient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
44 82.96
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
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ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-19 ol . E

" SEMESTER: I '
SUBJECT:ENGINEERING PHYSICS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING
SR.
UNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS o
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 35 77.04
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 37 80.74
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 36 78.52
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 35 77.04
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 36 78.52

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom

40 86.67
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 16 78.52
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
rinciples in thi i i ?
g  [principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 32 70.37
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 35 76.3
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 [problems and its suitable solution?
38 82.96
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-
SEMESTER: I

SUBJECT:ENGINEERING GRAPHICS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
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19

CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING
SR.
UNT |PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS o .
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and -
| |course material is well structured? 47 80.74
|
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? N
2 43 74.07 -
I:—h:
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good ¥
3 communication skills? 45 77.04
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 43 74.81
. — . H
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? gl
5 48 82.96 n
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for |
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 46 78.52 f
hours? ) |-
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures I ; |
. : S "
7 interactive and lively? 46 30 ‘ d
: | S
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts, e
3 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 45 77.04 | L:
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the -
9 [|Institute/Department as a whole? 45 77.04 ; 3
|
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering ¥
10 problems and its suitable solution? | .
42 71.85 |
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SEMESTER: I
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ACADEMIC YEAR:2018-19 i
SEMESTER._ I
SUBJECT:BASIC ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING
SR.
NO. QUESTIONS COUNT | PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
course material is well structured? 49 85.19
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 46 79.26
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 44 3596
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 46 78.52
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 47 81.48
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 47 80.74
hours? '
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 47 81.84
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 45 77.04
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 45 77.78
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution? 45 27.04
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - BASIC ELECTRICAL
ENGINEERING
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ACADEMIC YEAR:2018-19. « = . b
SEMESTER: I ' '

SUBJECT:BASIC CIVIL ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING

SR.
NO. QUESTIONS COUNT | PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
& T il
| |cours material is well structured? 44 83.7
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 40 77.78
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 42 80
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 course contents? 39 74.81
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 43 82.96
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 44 84.44
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 42 81.48
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 17 71.85
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
i 9
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 18 73.33
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering {
10 problems and its suitable solution? i
39 75.56 !
25
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: I

FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING
SUBJECT- BASIC CIVIL ENGINEERING
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ACADEMICYEAR: 2018-19 ~ =~ "~ «° o |
'SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:COMPUTER FUNDAMENTAL-|

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

. G §
. B ]

CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING
SR.
PERCENTAGE
&0- \ QUESTIONS COUNT
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? Al 27.78
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 44 82.96
!
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good E
3 communication skills? 19 74.04 |
|
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4§ course contents? 41 77.78
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
41 77.78
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 47 88.15
hours? .
\\"ere. you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interactive and lively? 44 82.22
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? A1 77.04
|. . .
‘. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
| Institute/Department as a whole? 43 31.48
| ]
i Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
i 10 problems and its suitable solution? 44 G
; .
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

SUBJECT: STRENGTH OF MATERTALS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
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SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
l Whether the teacher were well prepared, 53 71
organized and course material is well structured? |
Wi iti T 57 76 !
2 as the blackboard writing clear and organized? é
- i
' Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 54 72 :
3 good communication skills? i
Dogs the teacher provide learning material and 56 75 g
4 resources of course contents? ¢ 'f
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 53 71 4
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach) |
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 56 75 I
6 satisfactory? f
Whether the teacher has given the content 52 _ 69 . z
7 | beyond syllabus? i
Whether teacher was always accessible to the 51 68 :Y
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving B
queries off the classroom hours. !
y ¥ Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 53 i j
i3 * 9 lectures interactive and lively? ¢
Did the course improve your understanding of 53 o5 ;
10 | concepts. principles in this field and motivated . g
you to think and learn? E
How do vou rate the student-teacher relationship 54 72 f
§ 1 in the Institute/Department as a whole? !
: §
| Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 47 63 P
: 12 engineering problems and its suitable solution? _ £
i
V.
g
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCI ETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

SUBJECT: ENGINEERING MATHEMATICS 111

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: 1
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

SR.NO | QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 4 59
! organized and course material is well structured?
- . 10 46 61
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
‘ ) Was the teacher able 10 deliver lectures with 46 61
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide leaming material and 47 63
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 49 65
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 48 64
6 satisfuctory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 46 61
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the 49 65
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving
: queries off the classroom hours.
‘ s 9 Were you encouraged 1o ask question, to make 47 63
g lectures interactive and lively?
e Did the course improve your understanding of 48 6
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 4
you to think and learn?
1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 47 63
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
2 Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 52 69
“ | engineering problems and its suitable solution? \
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~ EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOC

SUBJECT: FLUID MECHANICS 1
SEMESTER: ]

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019

IETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
{ SRNO | QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
i ; Whether the teacher were well prepared, 46 66
i organized and course material is well structured?
[ y . 43 61
| 2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
I
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 42 60
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learming material and 44 63
4 resources of course conlents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 50 71
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
_ Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 30 71
o satistactory”
Whether the teacher has given the content Sl 73
7 beyond syllabus?
F s Whether teacher was always accessible to the 50 71
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving
o queries off the classroom hours.
5 Were you encouraged to ask question, 1o make 51 73
lectures interactive and lively?
TDid the course improve your understanding of 48
10 ’ coneepts, principles in this field and motivated 69
vou to think and learn?
n How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 44 63
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
PER L 11abus is sufficient to make you analyse the 19 70
£ lcnginrcring problems and its suitable solution? )
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/ EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

SUBJECT: SURVEYING I
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: 1
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

Scanned with CamScanner

[ SRNO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, . 47 67
1 organized and course material is well structured?
$ i > 53 76
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
H Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 52 74
3| good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 47 67
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 49 70
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 51 73
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 53 ' 76
7 beyond syllabus?
) Whether teacher was always accessible to the
¥ 8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 30 71
queries off the classroom hours.
0 9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 48 69
lectures interactive and lively?
Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated >4 77
you to think and learn?
11 | How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 52 74
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
1o | Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 46 66 |
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
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: EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

SUBJECT: CONCRETE TECHNOLOGY

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019
CLASS: SE

SEMESTER: I

DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
. Whether the teacher were well prepared, 64 85
organized and course material is well structured?
" ; 67 89
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 62 83
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 64 85
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 61 81
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 62 83
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 64 85
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 05 87
queries off the classroom hours.
9 Were you encouraged 1o ask question, to make 62 83
! lectures interactive and lively?
Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 37 76
you to think and learn?
1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 60 80
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
12 | Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 51 68
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
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- EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

CONCRETE TECHNOLOGY
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U ACADEMICYEAR: 2018-19 ~ v 77 -' ;

:» " 'SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:MATHEMATICS-III
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
{ [|course material is well structured? 27 32
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 20 60
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 22 68
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 18 54
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 13 40
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
lin idance and solving queries off the classroom
g |povmselng, gu g£q
i 24 74
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 3 21
Di.d the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 14 42
How.f do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g [|Institute/Department as a whole?
18 54
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
21 65
fasy i |
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T EDUCATIONAL: SOCIE’

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

LY
SEMESTER: I '
SUBJECT:DATA STRUCTURE
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 19 60
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 19 60
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 22 68
Does the teacher provide leaming matenal and resources of
4 |course conlents? "9 68
Were the evaluation and zssessment 1s fair and satisfactory?
5 24 74
Whether teacher was always sceessible 1o the students for
counseling, guidance 2nd solving quencs off the ¢lassroom :
¢ hours? 18 i
Were you encouragad 1o 2:k question, to make lectures
- interactive and lively?
17 54
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this ficld and motivated vou to think and leam? 24 74
llov‘.' do you rate the student-tcacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
20 62
Syllabus is m{:ﬁcimt to make you analyse the engineering
10 |[Prodlems and its suitable solution?
20 62
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'~ EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
% 'ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

SE - COMPUTER SCIENCE &
ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - DATA STRUCTURES
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ATIONAL'SOCIETY’S GROUP'OF IN
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 -
. SEMESTER: I -
SUBJECT:COMPUTER NETWORK
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE.ENGINEERING 4

L 3'.”" '-

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 18 42
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 30 71
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 32 77
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 29 68
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 21 51
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 20 48
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 24 57
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 27 65
Hmff do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
o |Institute/Department as a whole?
30 71
Syl:;bus is sui.'ﬁcier_u to make )-rou analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
24 57
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© EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: 1

SE - COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - COMPUTER NETWORK
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ACADEMIC YEAR 2018- 19

- SEMESTER: I

SUBJECT:DIGITAL ELECTRONICS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

. CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGI NEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
course material is well structured? 32 20
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
25 62
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
communication skills? 25 62
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
course contents? 20 51
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 27 68
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 27 68
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 20 51
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn?
24 60
Hcm_’ do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
o |Institute/Department as a whole?
25 62
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
24 60

C%R?éf? i
Everest| Educationa]

al SOGetfs
COLLEGE 0F| ENGINEER Ngm

Scanned with CamScanner

UP of Ingtitutions
&TECHNOLOGY




/ EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:LINUX OPERATING SYSTEM
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: SE

E DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR.

NO.

AGE
QUESTIONS COUNT PERCENT
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
y |course material is well structured?

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

12 34

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills?

17 48

Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 course contents?

22 62

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
]

23 65

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for

6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom

21 60
hours?

v . |
\ Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures

8

0)

7 interactive and lively?

25 71

Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn?

20 57

How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the |
9 Institute/Department as a whole?

22 62 |

Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?

28

80
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/7 EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
Ji ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
& SEMESTER: I
i —
| SE- COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - LINUX OPERATING SYSTEM
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
SUBJECT: ENGINEERING MATHEMATICS III
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE |
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 47 67
: organized and course material is wel] structured?
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? 2 g 7
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 50 71
3 good communication skills? °
Does the teacher provide learning material and 45 64
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 47 67
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 49 70
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 50 71
7 beyond syllabus?

Whether teacher was always accessible to the 4
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 6 66
queries off the classroom hours,

9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 49 70
lectures interactive and lively?

P—

Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 45 64
ou to think and learn?

How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 47

1|, : 67 |
In the Institute/Department as a whole? .

12 Syll'abus.is sufficiént to me}ke you analyse t'he 49 70
engineering problems and its sujtabje solution? |
|
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' EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

SUBJECT: ELECTRICAL MEASUREMENT TECHNIQUES
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

&s

SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, - 77
1 organized and course material is well structured? |
by
5 | Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? 81 77 E
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 82 78 ;-
3 good communication skills? t
L
Does the teacher provide learning material and 85 31 II
4 resources of course contents? '
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 80 76
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 85 81
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 22 73
7 beyond syllabus? =

Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 83 79
queries off the classroom hours.

Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 5
R ' lectures interactive and lively? 8 78

Did the course improve your understanding of
10 concepts, principles in this field and motivated 82 78
you to think and learn?

O TR VY T
J ey o]

1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship
in the Institute/Department as a whole? 85 81

=

12 | Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the
engineering problems and its suitable solution? 79 75
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
SUBJECT: TRANSFORMER & DC MACHINES
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE

Whether the teacher were well prepared, g4 76

: organized and course material is well structured?

2 | Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? 88 80
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 9] 83

3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learming material and 87 79

4 resources of course contents?

; \\'(:-_rr the assignments and tests cl_z;;l!cnging'.’ 86 78
(With new & novel problem solving approach)

: \‘-'c{n: the r:\‘.':lu:uiun and assessment is fair and 90 82 y

) satisfactory?

Whether the teacher has piven the content

¢ 2
beyond syllabus? N 82

Whether teacher was always accessible 10 the
8 students for counselling, puidance and solving 89 81
queries of1 the clussroom hours.

9 Were you encouraged 10 ask question, to make
lectures interactive and lively? 9l 83

Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 84 76
you 1o think and leamn?

1 !low do you rate the student-teacher relationship
in the Institute/Department as a whole? 89 81

12 Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the
engineening problems and its suitable solution? 85 77
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MSFORNER & DC MACHINES
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
SUBJECT: ELECTRICAL POWER GENERATION & ECONOMICS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

TSRNO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 70 74

! organized and course material is well structured?

2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? 73 77
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 70 74
good communication skills’

i Does the lcu‘chcr provide learning material and 7 76
resources of course contents?

Were the assignments and tests challenging? 74 78
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
p \\’:.tn:_ the c\:aluuliun and assessment 1s fuir and 78 82
4 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content a <
7 beyond syllabus? L L
Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 69 73
queries off the classroom hours.
9 Were you encouraged 1o ask question, 1o make '
lectures interactive and lively? 69 73
Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 77 81
you to think and learn?
1 !low do you rate the student-teacher relationship
in the Institute/Department as a whole? 83 87
12 Syl]'abus.is sufficient to make you analyse the
engineering problems and its suitable solution? 73 77
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'EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ELECTRICAL POWER GENERATION &
ECONOMICS

e

:é‘w’\—

rmcipall,
Everest Educational Society’s Group of Inm.u'nm
, . coL LESF OF ENGINECAING & TECHNOLUG

Scanned with CamScanner



EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

SUBJECT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING MATERIALS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019

CLASS: SE

DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

SEMESTER: I

{ SRNO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 70 74
1 organized and course material is well structured?
\ 2 | Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? 73 77
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 70 74
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and o) 76
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 74 78
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 78 82
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content
7 beyond syllabus? 7 L
Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 69 73
querics off the classroom hours.
9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make
lectures interactive and lively? 69 9
Did the course improve your understandin g of ‘
10 concepts, principles in this field and motivated 77 81
you to think and learn?
Y 11 !'IOW do you rate the student-teacher relationship
in the Institute/Department as a whole? 83 87
12 Syll_abus.is sufficient to make you analyse the
engineering problems and its suitable solution? 73 77
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT: MATHEMATICS llI

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

- EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTI'IUTIONS

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
fq% QUESTIONS COUNT | PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
course material is well structured? 7 82
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
64 74
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
communication skills? 67 77
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 66 76
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 66 76
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 69
79
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
i i ively?
7 |interactive and lively? 64 74
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 64 73
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Depart t 7
9 epartment as a whole 73 84
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
70 81
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ST CADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

SE - MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - MATHS III
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 P :
SEMESTER: I &
SUBJECT: THERMODYNAMICS-|
ACADEMIC YEAR; 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
' CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE |
NO. QUESTIONS |
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 67 70
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 76 79
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good :
3 communication skills? 79 82
Docs the teacher provide leaming material and resources of
4 |course contents? 74 77
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 77 80
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
6 79 82
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 75 78
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this ficld and motivated vou to think and learn? 73 76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 7
74
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
79 82 R
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

L meerues e

“ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

32

80

78

76

74

72

SE - MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - THERMODYNAMICS 1
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79
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70
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FEREST EDUCATIONAL: SOCIETY’S GROUP

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

~° SEMESTER: I |

SUBJECT: MACHINE DRAWING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR.
COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
 |course material is well structured? 63 75
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 64 76
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 61 73
Docs the teacher provide leaming material and resources of
4 |course contents? 63 75
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 61 73
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 67 80
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 67 80
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this ficld and motivated vou to think and learn? 60 7
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Insti ?
9 nstitute/Department as a whole? 66 79
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution? 64 76
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018:19
" SEMESTER: I

SUBJECT: STRENGTH OF MATERIALS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. -
J COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS. :
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
course material is well structured? 62 74
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
62 74
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
communication skills? 66 78
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
2
4 course contents! 62 74
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 68 81
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 64 76
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
61 73
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 58 69
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
65 77
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
64 76
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018- 19

SEMESTER: |

SUBJECT: PRODUCTION PROCESS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: SE

DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

NO.

QUESTIONS

COUNT

PERCENTAGE

Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
course material is well structured?

60

74

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

62

76

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
communication skills?

|

67

83

Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
course contents?

63

78

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

65

80

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for

counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
hours?

63

78

Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interactive and lively?

63

78

Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn?

60

74

How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department as a whole?

59

73

Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
problems and its suitable solution?
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__ REST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: 1

SE - MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - PRODUCTION PROCESS
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIO

SUBJECT: THEORY OF STRUCTURE 11
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I

e

CLASS: TE
: DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

SRNO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 47 72
1 organized and course material is well structured?
- ; 45 69
o) Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
. Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 44 68
\ < good communication skills?
v | Does the teacher provide learning material and 42 65
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assighments and tests challenging? 45 69
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 45 69
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 41 63
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 43 66
queries off the classroom hours.
9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 43 66
lectures interactive and lively?
’ Did the course :unprc:-ve your understanding of —’
10 concepts, principles in this field and motivated 44 68 '|
you to think and learn? 'I
How do you rate the student- i i
11 . ni-teacher relat
in the Institute/Department as a whole? S - o8
12 Syll_abus is sufficient to make you analyse the 52
engineering problems and its suitable solution? 90
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTIT

SUBJECT: DESIGN OF STRUCTURE 1
3 |
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

-

R.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
SR.
72
Whether the teacher were well .preparcd, , 47
1 organized and course material is well structured?
. 45 69
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 44 68
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 42 65
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 45 69
' 5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 45 69
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 41 63

beyond syllabus?

Whether teacher was always accessible to the 4
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 3 66
queries off the classroom hours.

9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 43

66
lectures interactive and lively?

Did the course improve your understanding of $

concepts, principles in this field and motivated 44 68
you to think and learn?

10

11 | Howdo you rate the student-teacher relationship 44 68
in the Institute/Department as a whole?

12 Syll.abus.is sufficient to make you analyse the 52 80
L engineering problems and its suitable solution?
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’

SUBJECT: BUILDING PLANNING &
SEMESTER: I

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019
CLASS: TE

S GROUP OF INS

DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING'

DESIGN

. [SRNO QUESTION COUNT __| PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 51 78
1 organized and course material is well structured?
. y 53 82
9 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 53 82
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 52 80
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 52 80
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 52 80
} 6 satisfactory?
' Whether the teacher has given the content 50 77
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the 4
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 8 4
queries off the classroom hours.
F 9 Were you encoqragcd to ask question, to make 48 74
Jectures interactive and lively?
Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 50 "
you to think and learn?
1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 48 74
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
12 Syll'abus.is sufficient to make you analyse the 50 G0
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
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"REST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S'

SUBJECT: ENGINEERING GEOLOGY

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019  SEMESTER: I
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

[SRNO | QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 52 80
X organized and course material is well structured?
- o 50 77
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 48 74
good communication skills? !r
Does the teacher provide learning material and 50 7
resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 53 82
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 53 82
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 49 75
7 beyond syllabus?
: Whether teacher was always accessible to the S|
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving " 78
queries oft the classroom hours,
9 Were you encouraged 1o ask question, 1o make 50 77
lectures interactive and lively? |
Did the course improve your understanding of i
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 20 &
you to think and learn?
1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 52
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
12 S)llabus 1s sufficient to make you analyse the 51
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
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" EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INS 3 R
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 S
SEMESTER: |

SUBJECT:HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [|course matenial 15 well structured? 41 77.78
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 44 82.96
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 19 74.04
Docs the teacher provide leaming matenal and resources of
4 coursec contenis !’ 41 77.78
Woere the evalustion and assessment 1s far and satisfactory?
5 41 77.78
Whether teacher was slways scecssible to the students for
6 counscling, guidance xnd solving quenes off the classyoom
hours? 47 88.15
Were you encouraged 10 x5k question, 1o muke lectures
5 interactive and lively?
44 82.22
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [Principles in this ficld and motivated you to think and learn?
41 77.04
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
o |Institute/Department as a whole?
43 81.48
Syllabus is sufficient 10 make you analyse the engincering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
44 83.7
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
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SUBJECT - HIGHWAY ENGINEERING
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SEMESTER: I

ACADEMIE YEAR: 2018-19

SUBJECT:PROGRAMMING IN JAVA
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
counie materal 5 well structured? 13 72.3
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
15 83.07
Was the teacher able 1o deliver loctures w ith good
Coaununiczion sialls? 16 90.23
Docs the toacher provide Jearrung matonal and resousees of
CaOMIrse Cortezats” 14 78.46
Woere the evs) wataom and xssewsmicesst i faug and mlnfactony?
12 69.23
Whether teachior was always atcosuble 1o the students for
counscling, puidance 2nd salh g quanies off the classroom
St 15 84.61
Were you encourapad 10 204 guoslion, 1o make lectures
mrerative and lively?
14 76.92
D the conarse LTPIOVE Yoy undertanding of concepls,
princrples i thas ficld and motivated Vou o think and leam? 14
20
How do yous rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institate Department ¢ 2 whole?
14 75.38
Syllabus i sufficient 10 make you analyse the engineering
problems and its swtable solution?
15 81.53
f %\'
-~ - J %&o-f‘"ﬂ
BRI ~
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COLLEGE oF ENGW&RING & TECHNA Ama
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| °  EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INST ITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: 1

TE - COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - PROGRAMMING IN JAVA

100

90.23
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EVERESTcEDUCATIONAL SOCIET\?’S GRO! UTIONS*
"~ ACADEMIC YEAR:2018- g o L e

SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:OPERATING SYSTEM
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING

fq% — COUNT | PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
1 |course material is well structured? 17 86.15
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 15 75.38
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 16 78.46
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 14 69.23
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 15 73.84
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 E(;l;l::;lmg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 17 84.61
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
; 3 £ s
7 interactive and lively? 16 80
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
inci in thi i i ?
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 15 75 38
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department as a whole?
9 = 15 73.84
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
problems and its suitable solution?
10 16 81.53
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e ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 « ~
SEMESTER: |
SURJECT:THEOREY OF COMPUTATION
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. E
2 COUNT PERCENTAG
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
p  [coune matenial is well structured? 15 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 14 75.38
Was the teacher zble 1o deliver loctures with good
3 communicztion skills? 15 76.92
Docs the teacher provade Jearning matenal and resources of
4 |coune contonis” 15 81.53
Were ihe evalustion and zsscssment is fatr and satsfactony”?
5 15 80
Whetlier feacher wxs always scocssible 1o the students for
" counseling, gusdance 2nd selving quenes off the classtoom 14 72.3
hours? '
Were vou encouragad 1o 25k guostien, 10 make loctures
y  |ierctive and lively? 17 87.69
Did the course improve your understanding of concopts,
inciples in thas ficld and motivatad v ; ! ?
g principles i tha 3 wated vou to thunk and leam 16 86.15
How do you tate the student-teacher relabionship in the
Institute Department 5 a whole?
9 17 87.69
Syllabus is sufficient 10 make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
15 80
i
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" ocmn:*‘s GROUP OF msmv'no R i
ACADEMIC YEAR: 201819 W :
- SEMESTER: |

SUBJECT:DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING

SR.
UNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS H
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
{ |course material is well structured? 14 76.92
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 13 72.3
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 15 81.53
Does the teacher provide lcamning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 15 83.07
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 16 89.23
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving quenes off the classroom 14 76.92
hours? '
Were you encouraged 1o ask question, to make lectures
P interactive and lively? 14 76.92
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g principles in this ficld and motivated vou 1o think and leam? 14 80
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 16 87.69
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
12 69.23
1 {.1}5.:? .
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- ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018 19'

) SEMESTER: [
SUBJECT:DIGITAL IMAGE PROCESSING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

Sodiety's
COLLEGE (o} ENG!NEERING &7

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
o COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
j  |course matenial is well structured? 17 83.07
Was the blackboard wniting clear and organized?
2 15 75.38
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 14 67.69
Docs the teacher provide leaming material and resources of
4 course conlents? 16 78.46
Were the evaluation and asscssment is fair and satisfactory?
5 18 87.69
Whether teacher was zlways scecssible to the students for
6 counscling, guidance and solving quenes off the classroom 16 80
hours?
Were you encoursged 1o stk question, to make lectures
7 [interactive and lively? 17 84.61
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
N principles in this field and motivated vou to think and lcam’ 15 73.84
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
1hand 5 v}
" Institute/Department as a whole? 15 76.92
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
16 78.46
-
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_/ EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
£ ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: I
' 100
TE - COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - DIGITAL IMAGE PROCESSING
90 87:69
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Everest Educational Society’s Group of Institutions

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019
CLASS: TE

DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

SUBJECT: SPECIAL PURPOSE ELECTRICAL MACHINES
SEMESTER: I

) SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
4 Whether the teacher were well prepared, 65 62
1 organized and course material is well structured?
o : 65 62
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? -
'! Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 62 59
' 3 | good communication skills? (
Does the teacher provide learning material and 64 61
4 resources of course contents?
g Were the assignments and tests challenging? 64 61
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
z Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 66 63
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 65 62
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 67 64
queries off the classroom hours.
.\ '\_* ‘7 6 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 62 59
8 lectures interactive and lively? ‘
Did the course improve your understanding of
10 concepts, principles in this field and motivated 62 59
i 1 you to think and learn? !
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 73 '
) 5 /R e ; 70 |
in the Institute/Department as a whole? -
12 Syli.abus.is sufficient to msfkc you analyse t.he 70 67 |
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
. PRANGIRAL
Everest Educationaf Sotiety's )
Group of Ingtitutions
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Everest Educational Society’s Group of Institutions

SUBJECT: CONTROL SYSTEM ENGINEERING

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: TE ‘

DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 66 63
1 organized and course material is well structured?
- ; 69 66
o) Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 65 62
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 65 62
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 61 58
f e d (With new & novel problem solving approach)
‘ Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 68 65
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 69 66
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the

. 8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 69 66
' queries off the classroom hours.

S 9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 67 64
lectures interactive and lively?

Did the course improve your understanding of

10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 62 59
you to think and learn?
11 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 73 70
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
12 Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 70 67

engineering problems and its suitable solution?

‘ m&PAL
Everest Edutational Sotiety's Group of Intitutions
COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING & TECH
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/ ? Everest Educational Society’s Group of Institutions
SUBJECT: ELECTROMAGNETIC FIELD
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: 1

CLASS: TE |
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

beyond syllabus?

SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 74 70
1 organized and course material is well structured?
. 76 72
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
. Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 75 71
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 75 71
4 resources of course contents? '
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 71 68
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
i . Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 73 70 E
6 | satisfactory? E
Whether the teacher has given the content 76 72 :
i

Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 76 72
queries off the classroom hours.

%@ 9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 80

76
lectures interactive and lively?

Did the course improve your understanding of

10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated i 68
you to think and learn? ‘

1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 78

in the Institute/Department as a whole? a

12 Syll.abus.is sufficient to make you analyse the 76 73
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
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Everest Educational Society’s Group of Institutions

SUBJECT: POWER SYSTEM ANALYSIS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 74 70
: organized and course material is well structured?
ok o 76 72
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
& Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 75 71
3 good communication skills?
Does the weacher provide leaming material and 75 71
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 71 68
3 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 73 70
' 6 satisfactony”
y Whether the teacher has given the content 76 o)

beyond syllabus?

Whether teacher was always accessible 1o the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 76 2
quenes off the ¢lassroom hours,

=
ﬂ-‘b N Were you encoursged to ask question, to make 80 76
lectures interactive and lively?
Did the course improve vour understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated n 68
you to think and leam?
1 F!nw do you rate the student-teacher relationship 78 74
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
12 S)’l!ahm‘is sufficient to make you analyse the 76 72
engineenng problems and its suitable solution?
PN
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Everest Educational Society’s Group of Institutions

SUBJECT: MICROPROCESSOR & INTERFACING

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019

CLASS: TE

SEMESTER: I

DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

.

SR.NO | QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
| Whether the teacher were well prepared, 67 64
organized and course material is well structured?
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? 74 70
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 77 73
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher prov uig learning material and 76 72
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments .md tests chi :Ih.nunu’ 69 66
3 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 74 70
6 satisfactony?
Whether the 1eacher has given the content 63 60
7 | beyond s)llabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 stud;;ms for counselling, puidance and solving 66 63
quenes off the classroom hours,
o Were you encouraged 1o ask question, to make 61 58
lectures interactive and lively?
Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 76 72
you to think and leamn?
1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship
in the Institute/Department as a whole? 78 74
1 Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the
engincering problems and its suitable solution? 79 75
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SEMESTER I

ACADEMIC YEAR?2018- 19

SUBJECT: DESIGN OF MACHINE ELEMENT—
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
COUNT | PERCENTAGE
QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
] |course material is well structured? 68 91.2
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 56 75.2
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 51 68
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
, 4 [|course contents? 62 83.2
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 59 78.4
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 58 776
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
; ; o
7  |interactive and lively? 70 93.6
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 57 76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department as a whole?
9 G 52 69.6
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
1o [Problems and its suitable solution?
L 65 86.4
HOD
AL
- Principal
mﬁééd”mm‘ Society's Group of Institutions
EOF ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTI
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

pt SEMESTER: |
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SUBJECT - DESIGN OF MACHINE ELEMENT I
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i 5 ACADEMIC YEAR: 3018- 19
SEMESTER: I

SUBJECT: THEORY OF MACHINE -Ii
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
1 |course material is well structured? 49 77.6
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 50 80
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 52 82.4
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 52 83.2
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 50 79.2
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 51 80.8
hours? )
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 47 74.4
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 51 80.8
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department hole?
9 p as a whole 44 0.4
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
46 72.8
e
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o " "ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

TE - MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - THEORY OF MACHINE 11
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. SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT: METALLURGY AND MATERIALS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
[SR. — COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. UES
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 26 82.4
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 95 81.6
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 86 74.4
Does the teacher provide leaming material and resources of
4 |course contents? 97 83.2
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 88 76
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 35 73.6
hours? '
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interactive and lively?
7 [interactive and lively 97 84,2
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn?
89 76.8
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
90 77.6
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |problems and its suitable solution?
93 80
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_ ACA]jEMIG YEAR; 2018-19
'SEMESTER: 1
SUBJECT: FLUIDMECHANICS AND MACHINES
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR. :
OUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS - £ ‘
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
i course material is well structured? 47 83.2
[~ |Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 47 83.2
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 43 76
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 43 75.2
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 45 79.2

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
p counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 47 83.2
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
tidh : ely?
7 | eractive and lively 45 78.4
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 43 76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
46 80.8
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
47 81.6
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ACADEMIC YEAR 2018—19

SEMESTER: I

.
.

SUBJECT: INDUSTRAIL HYDRAULIC AND PNEUMATICS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR.
UNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS "
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 66 96
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 56 81.6
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 51 74.4
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 course contents? 54 78.4
r Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 56 81.6
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 59 84.8
hours? '
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 60 36.4
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 56 316
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
54 784
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution? 50
75.2
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: 1
TE - MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - INDUSTRIAL HYDARULIC AND
PNEUMATICS
120 1
100 96
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

SUBJECT: ENVIRONMENTAL ENGINEERING II
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I

-

CLASS: BE

DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 56 56
1 organized and course material is well structured?
g g 48 48
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
! R Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 55 55
. good communication skills?
' Does the teacher provide learning material and 56 56
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 60 60
3 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 48 48
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 35 33
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the 6 62
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving =
queries off the classroom hours.
9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 55 55
lectures interactive and lively?
? Did the course improve your understanding of ‘
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated ® 49
you to think and learn?
1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 56 56
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
12 Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 62 62
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
HOD PRINCIPAL

verest Educationsl Sodiety’s Group of Institutions
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS -

SUBJECT: WATER RESOURCES ENGINEERING II
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
| CLASS: BE

DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

-~

SR.INO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 54 64
1 organized and course material is well structured?
o . 59 69
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
. Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 67 79
3 | good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 63 74
4 resources of course contents? '
, Were the assignments and tests challenging? 61 72
L 5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 72 85
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 67 79
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the 6
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 4 75
queries off the classroom hours.
o 9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 65 76

lectures interactive and lively?

Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated o 76
you to think and learn?

-,

1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 59 69
in the Institute/Department as a whole?

12 Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 68 80
engineering problems and its suitable solution?

£ %
= {Gut No. 187 8%

i
§
183 Ohar ) 73

HOD

| — P
\ :‘:_-.urang -{‘:/ . P
w o hatora St Gy o

COLLEGE OF'ENGINEER ING &, TECNO ;

Scanned with CamScanner



| TUTIONS
' EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTI 0
J ‘ /

¢ WATER RESOURCES ENGINEERING 11

PRINCIPAL
Principal

Everest Educational Society's Group of Institutions
CALLEeE NFENGINEERING £, TECHNOLOGY

Scanned with CamScanner




TUTIONS
EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUF OF INSTI

SUBJECT: DESIGN OF STRUCTURES 111
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING.

]
PERCENTAGE
_ [SRNO QUESTION COUNT
g 61
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 64
l organized and course material is well structured?
: 62 59
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
. Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 50 48
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 60 173
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 64 61
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach) ‘
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 67 64
6 satisfactory?
y Whether the teacher has given the content 64 61
7 beyond syllabus?
Y 3
Whether teacher was always accessible to the 7 68
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving
querics off the classroom hours.
’ 9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 71 68

lectures interactive and lively?

Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts. principles in this field and motivated H 68
you to think and learn?

1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 75 - 71
in the Institute/Department as a whole?

Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 75
enginecring problems and its suitable solution?

-
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71
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| ONS
EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTI

' SUBJECT: FOUNDATION ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

ERCENTAGE
SRNO QUESTION COUNT __|P
56 ° 62
Whether the teacher were well prepared,
1 organized and course material is well structured?
55 61
. - - l)
¢ 2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
’ Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 58 64
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 57 63
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 63 70
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 63 70
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 61 68
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the 55 61
, 8 students for counselling, guidance and solving
g queries off the classroom hours.
9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 64 ™
lectures interactive and lively?
Did the course improve your understanding of
10 [ concepts, principles in this field and motivated 61 68
you 10 think and learn?
1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 61 68
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
1 Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 62 69
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF IN STITUTIONS

72

70

68

FOUNDATION ENGINEERING

11
i

St =
3 il

-y’

L

=X

3 4

Al

PRINCIPAL
Princigal
I Society's Group of Institutions

Eveies Educationa
EQF ENGINEERING & TECENOLIOGY

COLLEG

Scanned with CamScanner



" EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

SUBJECT: PRESTRESSED CONCRETE:
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 37 67
L organized and course material is well structured?
" ; 56 66
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
. | Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 59 69
3 good communication skills?
: Does the teacher provide learning material and 58 68
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 62 73
> (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 62 73
6 satisfactory? E
Whether the teacher has given the content 58 68 E

beyond syllabus?

Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 56 66
queries off the classroom hours.

’ 9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 61 72
lectures interactive and lively?

-,

Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 60 71
you to think and learn?

1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationshi
1 . C p 59 69
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
1 Syll_abus-is sufficient to mszc you analyse the 58 68
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

PRESTRESSED CONCRETE
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- SEMESTER: I

ALS : :
ACADEMIO YEAR: 201 8-19

SUBJECT:DATWARE HOUSING AND DATA MINING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEM ESTER: |

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [|course material is well structured? 24 79
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 22 73
I Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 23 75
Does the teacher provide lcaming material and resources of
4 |course contents? 22 74
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 21 71
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counscling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom "
hours? & £s
Were you encouraged to ask question, 1o make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
24 80
Di‘d the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this ficld and motivated vou to think and lean? 2
¢ 86
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
21 70
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
25 84
.
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'EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
BE - COMPUTER SCIENCE &
ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - DATAWARE HOUSING & DATA
MINING
100
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e

' SOCIETY’
ACADEMIC YEAR
SEMESTER: |

AR: 2018-19

SUBJECT:PARALLEL AND DISTRIBUTED COMPUTING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER.-SCIENCE ENGINEERING
:P(; o COUNT | PERCENTAGE

Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and

y [course material is well structured? 32 75
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

2 32 74
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good

3 communication skills? 14 78
Does the teacher provide leaming material and resources of

4 |coursccontents? 12 74
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

5 31 72
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for

6 counseling, guidance and solving quenies off the classroom 32 75
hours? -
Were you encouraged 10 zsk question, to make lectures
interactive and lively?

7 Iven wely 34 80
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,

g [pninciples in this ficld and motivated vou to think and learn? 13 7
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the

0 Institute/Department as a whole?

33 76

Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering

10 |Problems and its suitable solution?

36 83
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 EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
BE - COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - PARALLEL & DISTRIBUTED
COMPUTING
" 83
82
80
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ACADEMICYEAR 2018-19 + o

" SEMESTER: I

SUBJECT:PRINCIPLES OF COMPILER DESIGN
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 16 63
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 18 73
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 19 75
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |[covurse contents? 19 76
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 20 79
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 18 73
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
i ive and lively?
7 interactive and lively 21 84
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 19 76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 19 -
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |problems and its suitable solution?
20 79
TS | 2
F= Everest Education Sodi
. ety's Group
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
o ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

BE - COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - PRINCIPLES OF COMPILER
DESIGN
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 EDUCATIONAL S0¢ m 7S GROUP OF NS
ACADEMIC YEAR:2018-19 -
" SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:VISULA MODELLING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. = 4 COUNT |PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 24 74
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 24 74
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 24 74
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 25 78
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? ;
5 24 75
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 27 85
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
; A oy
7  [interactive and lively? 23 a5
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 25 78
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
0 Institute/Department as a whole?
27 83
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 [problems and its suitable solution?
25 78
()
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* EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTI’I'UTIONS i

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

BE - COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINNERING
SUBJECT - VISUAL MODELING
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SEMESTER. 1
SUBJECT CLOUD COMPUTING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: BE

DEPARTMENT COMPUTER SOIENCE ENGINEERING
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

BE - COMPUTER SCIENCE &
ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - CLOUD COMPUTING
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EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY'S GROUP OF INS

SUBJECT: ELECTRICAL DRIVES
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: 1
CLASS: BE

DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

R Ty T T T ROl 1B
[ SRNO QUESTION % COUNI PERCENTAGE
o ol A S 1 . -
‘ W hetdey the Seachor wore waell prepared, f 107
| . o |
| ongmeired aed course matorial 1 well structured? |
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T 3 1 109 75
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

= SUBJECT: DIGITAL SIGNAL PROCESSING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 88 « 68
1 organized and course material is well structured?
s ; 87 67
.9 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 90 69
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 88 68
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 90 69
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 94 72
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 92 71

7 beyond syllabus? (

Whether teacher was always accessibie to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 88 68
queries off the classroom hours.

9 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make 93 72
lectures interactive and lively?

Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 93 2
you to think and learn?

How do you rate the student-teacher relationshi 96
11 |! _ P 74
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
12 Syll_abus_is sufficient to mgke you analyse the 96 74
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
HOD RINCIPAL, |
P
F'rincnpgIP
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" EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIO

SUBJECT: FLEXIBLE AC TRANSMISSION SYSTEM
SEMESTER: I

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019
CLASS: BE

DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

SRNO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, 107 74
1 organized and course material is well structured?
o i 109 75
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized®
; Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 107 74
3 good communication skills?
Does the teacher provide learning material and 111 ¥ 74
4 resources of course contents?
Were the assignments and tests challenging? 113 78
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and Y5 & 81
6 satisfactory?
Whether the teacher has given the content 112 77
7 beyond syllabus?
Whether teacher was always accessible to the 1 ]
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 14 7
queries off the classroom hours.
' g Were you encou.raged to'ask question, to make 113 78
lectures interactive and lively?
Did the course improve your understanding of
10 | concepts, principles in this field and motivated 109 75
you to think and learn?
1 How do you rate the student-teacher relationship 110 76
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
12 SyIl_abus-is sufficient to meike you analyse the 108 74
engineering problems and its suitable solution?
D ==
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS :

SUBJECT: INDUSTRIAL AUTOMATION
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-2019 SEMESTER: I

: CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

SR.NO QUESTION COUNT PERCENTAGE

Whether the teacher were well prepared, 102 82
organized and course material is well structured?

. 104 83
2 Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with 105 34

3 good communication skills?
ol Does the teacher provide learning material and 104 83

4 resources of course contents?

Were the assignments and tests challenging? 102 82
5 (With new & novel problem solving approach)

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and 106 85
6 satisfactory?

Whether the teacher has given the content 103 32
7 beyond syllabus?

Whether teacher was always accessible to the
8 students for counselling, guidance and solving 106 85
queries off the classroom hours.

9 Were you encouraged to ask guestion, to make 103 82
lectures interactive and lively?

] Did the course improve your understanding of
10 [ concepts, principles in this field and motivated 106 85
you to think and learn?

1 _I-Iow do you rate the student-teacher relationship 95 76
in the Institute/Department as a whole?
12 Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the 101 81

engineering problems and its suitable solution?
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T-EDUCATIONAL: SOCIETY'S G

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

" SEMESTER: |
SUBJECT: IC ENGINE

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

—

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
Z‘g Ny COUNT | PERCENTAGE

Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and

] |course material is well structured? 37 72.5
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

- 36 70
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good

3 communication skills? 18 74
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of

4 |course contents? 36 71
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

5 31 61.5
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for

6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 36 71
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
L ;s oy

7  |interactive and lively? 35 69
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,

8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 37 725
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department hole?

g [mnsti epartment as a whole 40 —
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering

10 problems and its suitable solution?

40 77.5
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EDUCATIO : SROUP
: ' ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19"
' SEMESTER: |
SUBJECT:AUTOMATIC CONTROL SYSTEM
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

TITUTIONS"

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 43 79
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 37 69
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 39 73
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 40 74
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 38 71
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 ;ouns:lmg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 43 791
ours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
43 79.1
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 38
71
Hovl.' do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
36 67
Syllabus is suf:ﬁcient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
43 80.5
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018 19-
_ SEMESTER: I

SUBJECT:METROLOGY AND QUALITY CONTROL
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 40 70

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 37 65.5

Does the teacher provide leaming material and resources of
9
4 |course contents? 41 715

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom

— 41 71.5
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
5 interactive and lively?
43 75
Did the course improve your understanding of conceplts,
g [principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn?
39 68.5
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
¢ [Institute/Department as a whole?
36 64
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 [Problems and its suitable solution?
43 76

Everest Edimstnnat o+ s
f = ‘,.";"Lm ‘

Scanned with CamScanner



e

" EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GRO o
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-

78

76

74

up OF INSTITUTION

SEMESTER: I
BE - MECHANICAL ENGINEERINGY
SUBJECT - METROLOGY & QUALIT
CONTROL
65.5 66
2 3 4 5

Scanned with CamScanner



A ) A o
X LS P

o ATIOI:}] AL'SO el iﬂh

e
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ACADEMIC-YEAR: 2018-19°
: SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:TURBO MACHNES
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. o i
COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS .
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 48 76.5
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 42 67
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 45 71
Does the teacher provide leaming material and resources of
4 |coursc contents? 46 73
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 44 70.5
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 45 73
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 [|interactive and lively? 48 76
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [|principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn?
43 69
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
o |Institute/Department as a whole?
46 72,5
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
50 80
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| EVERESTEDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
e ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
g SEMESTER: I

BE- MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
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E VEREST EDUCATTONAB socmwsakow oﬁ INSTI’IUTION 5
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 - '

SEMESTER: I

SUBJECT:POWER PLANT ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

Scanned with CamScanner

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
| Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 39 17
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 37 72.5
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 18 74.5
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 16 71.5
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 36 71.5
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 18 74
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 38 745
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 16 70
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
37 73.5
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
42 82
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
“ “ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

BE - MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - POWER PLANT K ENGINEERING
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

" SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:REAL TIME SYSTEM
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. ‘ COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 24 85
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
) 25 88
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 24 85
Does the teacher provide leaming material and resources of
4 |course contents? 75 88
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 18 65
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 28 100
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lecturcs
7 interactive and lively? 17 62
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g principles in this field and motivated vou to think and leam? 2 80
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
22 77
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
0 problems and its suitable solution?
1 2 27
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

{ 120

100

ME - COMPUTER SCIENCE
SEMESTER -1
SUBJECT - REAL TIME SYSTEM
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L : - ACADEMIC YE
. SEMESTER: 1
SUBJECT:ADVANCED ALGORITHM
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

-CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS

Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and

| |course material is well structured? 22 88
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

2 20 80
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good

3 communication skills? 21 85
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of

4 |course contents? 24 94
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

5 17 68
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for

6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 24 97
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interactive and lively?

7 y 16 65
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,

8 principles'in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 19 47
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the

0 Institute/Department as a whole?

20 80
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
22 88
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o EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTION

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
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AdAnEM]C YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: |
SUBJECT:MACHINE LEARNING

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR.
COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. OUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
conerse matersal i well structied? 24 88
Was the blackbonrd wrsng clear and organized?
25 91
Was i teather sble 1o deliver lochares with good
corntmantaion skalls? = 80
Deos the toacher provade lessting matorsal and resoutces of
cumssne Cooslonts” 2 04
Were the evaluntaon and asscssmiont 38 fa0 2nd satnfacton?
20 74
Whether temedary weas adwevs aocosiable 1o the studonts for
coimseling, sunadanoe and solvine guorsos off the ¢laisroom 2% 97
uonses ¥
Were you enpowrasad 1o 2sk Quostacdy, 1o szbe loctires
ateractive 2nd lively? 17 62
[ the cowrne smgpreve your endontandisg of condopls,
preacunlet & thae ficld 2ad snativaiod viow to thisk aad loam? 7 85
Howr do yous e the sradent-deacher selationsdin in the
lesgirane Deporsment 2e 3 whole”
22 82
Syllsdas 1 sufficaoen 0 mske yow anzlyse the engineering
prodlosms and its suitsble soluton?
21 77
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_ EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

120

100

ME - COMPUTER SCIENCE
SEMESTER - I
SUBJECT - MACHINE LEARNING
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 . "t =
" SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:COMPUTER NETWORK PROTOCOL DESIGN
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

- CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING -
: - COUNT |PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 4 85
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 23 82
‘Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 21 74
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 78 100
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 19 68
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 25 a8
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
; : o
7 interactive and lively? 18 65
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 25 38
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
i 2
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 2 80
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
; i L
10 problems and its suitable solution? 24 g5
Everest Educational Society's Group of Institutiors

COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY
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Jé ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
/ SEMESTER: I
ME - COMPUTER SCIENCE
SEMESTER -1

SUBJECT - COMPUTER NETWORK
PROTOCOL DESIGN
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ACADEMIC YBAR 2018:19-

‘ 3 SEMESTER: I .
SUBJECT:ADVANCED DATABASE MANAGEMENT SYSTEM
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR.
UNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS &
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 21 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 23 88
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 22 85
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 24 94
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 18 68
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 25 97
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 17 65
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 21 80
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 21 80
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
21 82
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. EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
; ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 &
SEMESTER: I
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ONATSOCIEFY’S GROUP
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
'~ 'SEMESTER: I

-
e
P
.

SUBJECT:ADVANCED MACHINE SIENCE
ACADEMIC.YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: ME MANUFACTURING ENGINEERING
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR. .
UNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS —
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 45 82.85
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 45 82.85
‘Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 46 85,71
Does the teacher provide learming material and resources of
?
4 |course contents? 45 82.85
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 42 77.14
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 Ezzrn;:hng, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 42 77.4
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
. = . 9
7 interactive and lively? 43 80.1
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and leamn? 43 80
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 35 65.71
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
1 d its suitable solution?
10 problems and its suitable solution 45 —_—
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REST.EDUCATIONAESOCIET Y8 GROUF OF INSTILE T 2 S0
> - ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19" g , :

" SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:ADVANCED JOlNING PROCESS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |

CLASS: ME MANUFACTURING ENGINEERING

DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SK. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
1 [course material is well structured? 22 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? .
) 23 85.71
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 17 62.85
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? ) 80
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 18 65.71
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
s 2 8.57
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
A . ok
7  |interactive and lively? 2 80
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn?
20 74.28
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
22 82.85
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
21 77.14

T

Everest Educational Society’s
Group of Instityti
COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING & TECHNOII.I:;?‘:

Scanned with CamScanner




| | TIONS
EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITU
S ory s e e ACADEMICYEAR: 2018"‘19
SEMESTER: I

MANUFACTURING ENGINEERING
SEMESTER - 1
SUBJECT - ADVANCE JOINING PROCESS

90 —85.71 -

= Everest Edyepio etﬁal ‘ o
' corene ot e lp ...

Scanned with CamScanner



%% 7~ EVEREST EDUCATIONAE SO et
i ACADEMIC YEAR: 20{8-19

s o el o

SEMESTER: 1

SUBJECT:COMPUTER INTEGRATED MANUF

GROUP ¢

"

ACTURING

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: ME MANUFACTURING ENGINEERING

DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING —
SR. COUNT PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 21 85.71
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 17 71.42
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 21 85.71
Does the teacher provide lcaming material and resources of
4 |course contents? 19 77.14
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 18 74.28
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 19 80
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
b i E
7 interactive and lively? 20 82.85
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 14 60
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
0 Institute/Department as a whole?
21 85.71
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
15 62.85
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EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF IN [1TC
ACADEMIC YEAR:2018-19 = 4

~ SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:PROCESSING OF ADVANCED MATERIAL
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: ME MANUFACTURING ENGINEERING

DEPARTMENT:MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR.
COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 19 71.42
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
E 22 82.85
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 19 71.42
Docs the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 19 68.57
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 19 71.42
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom B 8
hours? - 0
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
" interactive and lively? 29 89.88
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn?
8 21 77.14
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
titwt rtment as a whole?
9 Institute/Depa 22 20
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
roblems and its suitable solution?
0 [P 25 91.42
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: 1
SUBJECT:TECHNOLOGY AND KNOWLEDGE MANAGEMENT

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |
CLASS: ME MANUFACTURING ENGINEERING
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 17 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 17 80
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 17 82.85

Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents?

15 71.42

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

5 16 74.28
‘Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for

6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 18 8571
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interactive and lively?

A 17 82.85
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,

3 principles in this field and motivated vou to think and learn? 13 60
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department as a whole?

9 18 85.71

Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
problems and its suitable solution?
- 19 91.42
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I

MANUFACTURING ENGINEERING
SEMESTER - I
SUBJECT - TECHNOLOGY & KNOWLEDGE
MANAGEMENT
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:MATH-II
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
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" . i AR _|- ¥ f_-.tl. ¥ : Lo
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CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING
SR
. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
course material is well structured? 44 82.12

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 44 82.97

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 44 83.4

Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 44 82.12

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

5 43 81.7

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for

6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 44 82.97
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 44 82.55
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
rinciples in this field and moti i ?
g [princip motivated you to think and learn? 43 81.7
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department as a whole?
9 P 44 83.82
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
44 82.97
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
: ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: IT

SUBJECT:ENGINEERING CHEMISTRY
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

"

- LB__. l‘]‘t:‘ﬁ:lﬁ‘ Is .'] ”
Everest Educational 50::::tfJ s Group of Institutions

COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY

CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
{ |course material is well structured? 37 79.57
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 36 77.44
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 |communication skills? 37 30
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 35 75.31
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 35 77.02
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
i 6 ;ouns:ling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 36 77.87
i ours?
-Hﬂ Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
1 interactive and lively?
| 7 35 76.17
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated vo to thi ?
8 You to think and learn? 37 80.42
Hovfr do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
38 81.7
Syllabus is sufficient to make You analyse the engineering
10 [|Problems and its sujtable solution?
37 79.57
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if{' 2 “&%\EI‘QES”\F gﬁUCA'?IdﬁAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS"
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:ENGINEERING MECHANICS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR EN GINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 29 82.97
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 26 74.04
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 28 78.72
Does the teacher provide leaming material and resources of
4 |course contents? 23 66.8
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 28 80.42
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving querics off the classroom 24 68.51
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
26 73.19
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this ficld and motivated you to think ?
N you to and learn? 27 75.74
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
28 80
Syllabus is sui.’ﬁcic:?! to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
23 64.68
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTI’I'UTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:BASIC MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: FE
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING i
SR. ol
OUNT | PERCENTAGE i
NO. QUESTIONS G il
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 41 78.2
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? i
2 43 82.7 b
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good <
3 communication skills? 40 76.36 o
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of L
4 |course contents? 42 80.09
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 40 77.2
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 ;ounschng, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 45 872 )
ours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures B,
2 interactive and lively? 38 74 ;i
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
rinciples in this field and motivated to think ?
g [P p motivated you to and learn 47 90.9
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
38 74
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
45 87.2
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: II

SUBJECT:BASIC ELECTRONICS ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: FE

DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING

0 'i‘ 2
Y 4’.5. X\S‘d‘ P 1 A

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 39 83.7
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
77.78
2 36
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 37 80
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of :
4 course contents? 34 74.81
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? =
5 38 82.96 |
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
lin idance and solving queries off the classroom
g |counseling, gu gq
o 39 84.44
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 37 81.48
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
33 71.85
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
34 73.33
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
35 75.56
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCI
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SEMESTER: I

SUBJECT:COMPUTER FUNDAMENTAL-II
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

: '-'"f"&u-»"“'::“'
ETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
~ ACADEMIC YEAR: 201 8-19

‘1.

CLASS: FE ‘Ji
DEPARTMENT: FIRST YEAR ENGINEERING a
. COUNT | PERCENTAGE |
0. QUESTIONS .
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and :
| |course material is well structured? 36 82.85 |
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? ":
2.85 1
5 36 8 |
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good |
communication skills? 37 85.71
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of ‘
course contents? 36 82.85 |
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? |
33 77.14
]
Whethcr teacher was always accessible to the students for F
counsel'mg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
T 33 77.14
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
34 80.1
Difi tl_m cm'::se ?mprove your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
34 80
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
28 65.71
Syl};tlbus is Suflﬂcient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
36 82.85
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e eV EREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTION
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:MATHEMATICS-IV
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 47 75.56
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 53 85.19
‘Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 50 80.74
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 49 78.52
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 50 80.74
‘Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for Fe.
6 |counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 51 81.48 E
-‘. hours? J
i Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures 5
| 7 |interactive and lively? I
48 77.04 a
Di'd tl_le course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [Principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
48 77.78
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
51 82.22
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineerin
; . : g
10 problems and its suitable solution?
49 78.52
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIO
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:BUILDING CONSTRUCTION AND DRAWING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

il 7

219 g -‘..
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CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
{ |course material is well structured? 54 86.67
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 47 76.3
) Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
:; 5 |communication skills? 48 77.04
.‘:
2 Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
;. 4 |course contents? 51 82.96
g
¥ Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 52 84.44
|
|
"y Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
". i 6 ;;louns;aling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 51 8222
] ours?
%ﬂ Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
[ 7  |interactive and lively?
! 49 79.26
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
49 78.52
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g N Institute/Department as a whole?
5 58 94.07
N Syllabus is sut:ﬁcier'nt to make you analyse the engineering
o 1o [problems and its suitable solution?
o 45 72.59
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SUBJECT - BUILDING CONSTRUCTION
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:FLUID MECHANICS -II

4\}3.’“ h&& w.h WR&«W

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

. iﬂhﬁwia e rz»,; Y i
EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS -*

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 49 72.59
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 52 76.3
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 53 77.78
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 58 85.19
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 55 81.48
‘Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 ;:]ouns;:lmg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 59 77.04
ours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
50 74.07
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
8 ¥ s 47 68.89
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
55 80.74
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
58 85.19
D
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SUBJECT:SURVEYING-II
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 48 80.74
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
” 48 79.26
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 56 93.33
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 48 80.74 |
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? :M
5 47 77.78 =
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 ;ounselmg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 43 71.85
ours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7  |interactive and lively?
46 76.3
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g  |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
49 81.48
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
o |Institute/Department as a whole?
46 77.04
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
46 77.04
o 5] Everest Educational Society’s Group of Insttutioes
S COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOBY
s\){d__,_
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SEMESTER: II

SUBJECT:THEORY OF STRUCTURE-I

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

S KPR e/ TN e o iy RTINSl
VEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
' ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 :

RABORE - G T

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR. :
UNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS e
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 53 81.48
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 50 76.3
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 50 76.3
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 52 80.74
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 53 81.48
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 ;{;ﬁrn::lmg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 55 84.44
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
i interactive and lively?
.. 7 y 52 80.74
!
i Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
53 81.48
g How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
@I g [|Institute/Department as a whole?
i 48 73.33
_a Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
| 10 [Problems and its suitable solution?
: 49 75.56
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84.44

7630  76.30

Prin

Everest Educational Soe
ety’s Group of |
COLLEGE OF ENGINEFmIA 8 . "’.'f"?”.'."

Scanned with CamScanner

e o PR

R

-

£ =T

s #



% : e P T PR~ - b (e bt 3 e LIV T
: . 3 -t e o LI T o T T e AP o, D% AL T m-.m;&ﬂm“"‘" e

; 1 Rids y DdnERr X 24 N I i t‘f:l:jfi'}'“ Bt .3&&%"%"}'“ {"" 5 i e ‘ i i ’
b o mertioh {0 LS Al ;M%w iy ° : O.U.P OF INSTITUTIONS

EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GR
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:MATHEMATICS-IV
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 27 32

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good

TR, 11 0
3 |communication skills? 25 77
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
ontents?
4 |course contents 25 76
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
| 5 25 76

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom

hours? = *
1 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
i 7 interactive and lively?
24 74
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
24 73
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
¢ [|Institute/Department as a whole?
28 84
Sylllaz;bus is sui.ﬁcwx}t to make )'rou analyse the engineering
1p [problems and its suitable solution?
27 81
oD S
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GR

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: II

SUBJECT:DISCRETE MATHEMATICS

LRE S0 PPDNE S
| & % m@, o T AT A, ORI ‘“““Ovp S INSTITUTIONS -

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

.& aniy av w .w’i#n&\%

A0 e

Everest Educational Society’s Group of Institutions
COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY

CLASS: SE -
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE m
NO. QUESTIONS 4
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and f‘
| |course material is well structured? 23 70.46 o
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? 3
il
5 25 79 u |
i
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good l":
3 communication skills? 26 82 -
3
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of “
4 |course contents? 25 77 -
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 26 80
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom :
— 26 82 _
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures "'”
7 interactive and lively? 25 78 :
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts, o
g principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 24 76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
24 74
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
26 82
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*EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:OBJET ORIENTED PROGRAMMING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. .| COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. UE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
1 |course material is well structured? 32 75
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
) 32 76 :
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good ]
3 |communication skills? 31 73 |
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of |
4 |course contents? 32 75
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 31 73 N
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 34
hours? £
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 34 20 ,.
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts, :'
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 30 71 ra
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the '
g [Institute/Department as a whole? !
33 79 |
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering EE
10 [problems and its suitable solution? '
32 76
- i
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:MICROPROCESSOR AND COMPUTER ORGANIZATION

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: SE

DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
;% T COUNT | PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 130 74
‘Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 30 74
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 30 78
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 32 74
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 30 81
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
¢ |counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
hours? 29 76
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
28 73
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 31
69
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
30 77
Syllabus is suijﬁcierllt to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
30 76
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UCATIONAT, socm’fY"s GROUP OF &STITUTIONS
"ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:COMPUTER GRAPHICS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: SE
i DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
NO. QUESTIONS COUNT | PERCENTAGE g
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and i
{ [course material is well structured? 2 74
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized? 3
2 27 76 E
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 29 83
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 27 78
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 28 80
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 27 78
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
; ’ vt
7 |interactive and lively? 27 -~
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 2% 74
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department as a whole?
0 26 73
Syllabus is suf.ﬁcim.lt to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
29 82
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-1
SEMESTER: Il
SUBJ ECT:MATHEMATICS-IV
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, or, ganized and
| |course material is well structured? 79 80.9
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 77 78.18
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 75 76.36
!
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of i
4 |course contents? 77 78.18 |
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 78 79.09
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 ;zir:;lmg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 75 76.36
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interactive and lively?
7 i ive and lively - o
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
82 83.63
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g [|Institute/Department as a whole?
77 78.18
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
78 80
f“y_\
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:AC MACHINES
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 75 85.45
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 70 80
Was the teacher able to deliver tectures with good
3 communication skills? 75 85.45
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of s
4 |course contents? 70 20
i
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? _-..
5 73 82.72 2
b
- e
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for iy
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 69 78.18 k
hours? N
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures g
interactive and lively? ;
7 ¥ 7 §1.81
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated you to think and | ?
! 8 g S 72 81.81
Hov:' do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
' 9 Institute/Department as a whole?
i 70 79.09
b
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 [problems and its suitable solution?
69 78.18
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II

SUBJECT:NETWORK ANALYSIS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
[SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
 |[course material is well structured? 70 78.2
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 74 82.7
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good f
3 communication skills? 68 7E.36 :
Does the teacher provide leaming material and resources of | :
4 |course contents? 7 80.09 : ‘
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? L
5 69 77.2 2
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for i
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 78 87.2 |
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures (B
7 interactive and lively? 66 74 ' ‘
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts, i
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 81 90.9 -
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
66 74
Syllabus is sutjﬂcient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |problems and its suitable solution?
78 87.2
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fask : EVERES'I‘ EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:ELECTRICAL POWER TRANSMISSION AND DISTRIBUTION

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR.
UNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS o
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
1 course material is well structured? 83 84.5

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 81 827

Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |[course contents? 83 845

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

z 82 83.6

‘Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom

6 77 9
hours? -

Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures |
7 interactive and lively? 79 80.9 t

Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 80 818

How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the |
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 2 :

83.6

Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering

10 problems and its suitable solution?
84 85.45
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ol TY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS* o
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:ANALOG AND INTEGRATED CIRCUIT
( ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR.
UNT PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS &
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 84 76.36
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
) 84 76.36
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 |communication skills? 80 72.7
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 88 80
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 85 77.2
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 87 79
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 87 79
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
91 82.7
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
86 78.2
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |problems and its suitable solution?
90 81.8
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT: MATHEMATICS =IV
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
;‘8 — COUNT | PERcENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course matcrial is well structured? 11 82
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 k) 60
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 15 63
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 23 54
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 21 40
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 E{;&:nmssllng, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 13 74
Were you encouraged to ask question, 10 make lectures
: ; G e o
7 interactive and lively? 37 71
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g principles in this ficld and motivated you to think and leam? 17 Q
How do you rate the student-tcacher relationship in the
g [|Imstitute/Department as a whole? .
28 54
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |problems and its suitable solution?
34 65
™
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT: THERMODYNAMICS-II

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
 [covurse material is well structured? 0 60

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good

3 communication skills? 48 68
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
?
4 [course contents? 48 68
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 52 74

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
5 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom

e 40 57
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 38 54
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 52 74
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
43 62
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
43 62
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT: THEORY OF MACHINES-II
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: SE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
1 course material is well structured? 24 42
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 40 71
g Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
- 3 communication skills? 44 77
¥
"j Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
b 4 |course contents? 39 68
E Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
> 29 51
= Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 27
e hours? a8
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
32 57
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 37 6
5
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
g 40 71
;;_‘ql Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
32 57
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT: ELECTRICAL MACHINES
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: ||
CLASS: SE

DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

i]l:; _— COUNT | PERCENTAGE

Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and

| [|course material is well structured? 45 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

2 35 62
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good

3 communication skills? 35 62
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of

4 |course contents? 29 51
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

5 38 68
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for

6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 38 63
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures

7 interactive and lively? 29 51
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,

3 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 34 60
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the

9 Institute/Department as a whole?

35 62

Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering

10 problems and its suitable solution?

34 60
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT: MACHINE TOOLS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: SE

- DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR.
UNT PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS &0
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 12 68
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
) 6 34
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 9 a8
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 [|course contents? 11 62
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 12 65
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 1 60
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
- . -4 9
7 interactive and lively? 3 -
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 10 57
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
11 62
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
14 80
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

i
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SEMESTER: II
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SUBJECT:DESIGN OF STRUCTURE -ll
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: ]

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
[SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 52 82.97
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 47 74.04
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 50 78.72
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
i
4 course contents? 42 66.8
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? #
5 51 80.42 |
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for -
counseling, guidan d solvi ies off the cl
6 b g, gu ce and solving queries o € Classroom 43 68.51
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? |
46 73.19 '
|
Di.d the course improve your understanding of concepts, |
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
48 75.74
Ho\u\:r do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
50 80
Syllabus is suttﬁcient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
41 64.68
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEM ESTER: Il

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [cousse material is well structured? 43 68.93
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 48 77.02
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 44 71.06
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 48 77.87
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 42 68.08
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
6 hours? 41 66.8
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7  |interactive and lively?
41 65.95
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
49 78.29
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
43 69.78
Syllabus is sufficicnt to make you analyse the engincering
problems and its suitable solution?
46 73.61
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i 'M%VEREST Ebvcfifm&mWS GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
' ACADEMIC YEAR:2018-19 -
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:GEOTECHNICAL ENGINEERING

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 45 79.57
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 44 77.44
I
;1 Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
B 3 communication skills? 46 80
Fid
[-' Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
_{ 4 |course contents? 43 75.31
_‘- Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
23 5 44 77.02
= Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
i Y 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 44 77.87
hours?
B Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
P 7 |interactive and lively?
; 43 76.17
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated you to thi
3 you to think and learn? 46 80.42
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
47 81.7
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution? ]
45 79.57 3
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£ g e b BVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS “*
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 -
- SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:WATER RESOURCE ENGINEERING-
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 54 81.7
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 55 33.4
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 |communication skills? 55 82.97 -
;“E
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of :
4 course contents? 54 81.27 .i.
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? £
5 54 81.7
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for e
counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
6 " 53 80 .
ours? -
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures 9
interactive and lively? el
7 = 53 80.42 R
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts, ;
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 53 20 3
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
52 78.72
Syllabus is sutfﬁcier.n to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution? i
53 80.42 f
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-
SEMESTER: II

“H'}"’ ﬁ"ﬁ!’«l’d”u Y Q&‘. L :
EVEREST EDUCATIONAL; SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

19

SUBJECT:ADVANCED CONCRETE TECHNOLOGY
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: II

hviqin «.4& mioe -&zm:"

2 R harh g
VRV U 3 2 Y

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR.
OUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS -
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
 |course material is well structured? 53 82.12
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 53 82.97
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 |communication skills? 53 83.4
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 52 81.12
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 52 81.7
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 53 82.97
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
! 5 i,
7  |interactive and lively? 53 82.55
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
?
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 59 81.7
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department as a whole?
9 i 54 83.82
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
53 82.97
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e R EST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II

SUBJECT:ADVANCED JAVA

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEM ESTER: Il |
CLASS: TE i
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING

o COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS |
‘Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and |

1 course material is well structured? 16 012

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 14 5.2

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good

3 communication skills? 12 68
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of

4 |course contents? 15 83.2
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

5 14 78.4

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom

- 14 77.6
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
17 93.6
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 14
76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
13 69.6
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
16 86.4
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:SOFTWARE ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
s COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
1 |course material is well structured? 16 77.6

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 [communication skills? 16 82.4

Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 [course contents? 17 83.2

Y ey

LA T

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

5 16 79.2
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
¢ |counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom |
16 80.8 .
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures 5
7 interactive and lively? !
: 15 74.4 -
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts, <
g  |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? -
16 80.8 B
)
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
14 70.4
Syllabus is sufficient to make You analyse the engineering
10 [Problems and its suitable solution?
15 72.8
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:E BUISENESS SYSTEM (FORIT)
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 16 82.4
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
| | 16 81.6
P Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
i ! 3 communication skills? 14 74.4
E Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
i -; 4 |course contents? 16 332
; Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 14 76
:;'J Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
_; 6 chztlxl?::hng, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 14 736
"" | Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
1 7 interactive and lively?
K 16 83.2 |
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 15 76.8
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
15 77.6
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
15 80
“—PRINGCIPAL
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAD SOCIETY’S GROUP OF [NSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:SYSTEM PROGRAMING (FOR CSE)
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 15 83.2
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
9 15 83.2
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 14 76
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 14 75.2
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 14 79.2
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 15 833
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interacti ively?
7 |interactive and lively’ 14 78.4
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 14 76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g [Institute/Department as a whole?
15 80.8
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
15 81.6
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’ EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GI;:OUP OF INSTITUTI(;NS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

'SEMESTER: II

SUBJECT:NETWORK SECUIRITY
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: II
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR.
UNT ERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS e i
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 19 96
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
” 16 81.6
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 15 74.4
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 course contents? 16 78.4
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 16 81.6
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 17 84.8
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 17 86.4
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 16 81.6
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
0 Institute/Department as a whole?
16 784
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution? 15 -
5.2
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS -
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:ELECTRICAL MACHINE DESIGN
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT; ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 41 74.16
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 39 70.83
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
_l 3 communication skills? 42 76.66
i
; Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
| 4 |course contents? 43 775
i i
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
1 5 44 79.16
| Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solvirg queries off the classroom 44 30
| hours?
i ;
i Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interacti d livel
7 |interactive and live y? 44 79.16
5
; Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
i principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
| 8 4 e 43 77.5
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
44 79.16
3 Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
1o |problems and its suitable solution?
| 47 85.83
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS™ .
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:TESTING AND MAINTENANCE OF ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENTS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
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SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 47 82.5
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 48 84.16
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 |communication skills? 4] 72.5
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 44 76.66
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? I
5 44 77.5
‘Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for |
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom '
s 45 78.33 }
l 1
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures ; |
interactive and lively?
7 45 79.16
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
8 ¥ AR 47 81.66
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the |
o |Institute/Department as a whole? |
43 75
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |problems and its suitable solution?
44 76.66
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EVEREST EDUCATION‘ L SOCIETY*S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: II

SUBJECT:POWER ELECTRONICS -I

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 70 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 76 85.83
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 74 84.16
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 74 84.16
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 76 86.66
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 ;?)ﬁ:lmg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 7 80.83
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
= : Bt
7 interactive and lively? 73 83.33
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? s 85
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
o [Institute/Department as a whole?
73 8255
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 [Problems and its suitable solution?
74 84.16
!
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~EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY'S GROUP OF INSTI.TUTIONS

-

bl
Evetu{ tducational Society
OV EGE OF ENG)

f ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:ENERGY CONSERVATION AND MANAGEMENT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGIN EERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 105 83.84
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 104 83.07
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 105 83.84
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 107 85.38
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 103 82.3
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
C ling, guid d solvi ies off
6 hc:‘:nms; ing, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 99 7923
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
109 86.92
Di.d the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
101 80.76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in th
; ¢
9 Institute/Department as a whole? ‘
104 83.07
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineerin
10 problems and its suitable solution? g
108 86.09

* PRINCIPAL

i sd

& orions
', GTOUp of \nstite
NEERING & TECHNOLOGY

Scanned with CamScanner

" RN Wl (alichs, e .{'.';'.::. . ot PR e "lii&"&'h
S P R Y B 7 o
G BRI i s AT




5 "e
- ol .\4‘|‘

; Cﬁ%}\%’&}{%‘{ 5 % i ook PR ;

19 o

SEMESTER: II

/Mm s EYERESEROUG

TE - ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - ENERGY CONSERVATION
AND AUDIT

88
86.92

86.09

86 8535

83.84 83.84 |
83.07 _ 83.07

82.3

84

82 -
80.76

79.23 . p

| I l .
i
[ 80 -
I |
e @ L
W=

=33, iy

| e
-y

= £
o 2 B

- Everest Educational Society's Group of Institutior &
SRR S o e ‘e-.'.:i;;;:;';.s-;S;QU.E.G&Q,E,E,NGJ.NEEBWQ&_—IECH NPLO

Scanned with CamScanner



sy i S0 b BB
EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCTETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:MICROCONTROLLER AND APPLICATION
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 78 85
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 71 77.5
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 70 75.83
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 72 78.33
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 68 74.16
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 7 76.66
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
5 interactive and lively? 74 80.83
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 73 79.16
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
67 73.33
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
77 84.16
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'- EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITU
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT: DESIGN OF MACHINE ELEMENT-II

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 62 83.07
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 57 75.38
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 |communication skills? 51 67.69
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 50 78.46
g Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
oy
w 5 66 87.69
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
¢ |counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 60
hours? 50
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interactive and lively?
7 e L 63 84.61
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated you to think and ?
8 you to and learn 55 73.84
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
58 76.92
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
59 78.46
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GR
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT: HEAT TRANSFER
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: |l
CLASS: TE _
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
course material is well structured? 46 72.3
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
83.07
2 52
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 57 90.23
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 49 78.46
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 44 69.23
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 53 84.61
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interactive and lively?
7 ¥ 48 76.92
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 50 30
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
47 75.38
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 [Problems and its suitable solution?
51 81.53
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v EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF I'NSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: Il
SUBJECT: TOOL ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: 1l

f

CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS ]
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
1 course material is well structured? 100 86.15
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 87 75.38
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good E._
3 communication skills? 91 78.46 i
;l
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of 3
4 |course contents? 20 69.23 3
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? [
5 86 73.84 ]
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
] 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 08 84.61
i hours? -
' Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
i 7 interactive and lively? 93 80
% Did the course improve your understanding of concepts, :
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? -
87 75.38
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? it
86 73.84 -
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering r.
jo |problems and its suitable solution? E
] 95 81.53 -
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: II

SUBJECT: CAD/CAM
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: TE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
{ |course material is well structured? 46 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 43 75.38
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 44 76.92
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 46 81.53
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 46 80
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 41 72.3
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 50 87.69
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated to think and ?
3 p you to and learn? 49 86.15
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
50 87.69
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
46 80
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP O INSTITUTIONS :
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT: INDUSTRAIL HYDRAULIC AND PNEUMATICS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: TE

DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

SR
: COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 53 76.92
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 50 72.3
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 56 81.53
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
9
4 course contents: 57 83.07
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 62 89.23
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 53 76.92
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
53 76.92
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 55
80
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
61 87.69
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
48 69.23
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« EVERESTEDUCATIONAL SOCIETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS ~
* ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: II
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

SR.
COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 60 84.2
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 57 80
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 |communication skills? 55 77.8
Does the teacher provide learming material and resources of
4 |course contents? 56 78.4
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 58 81.5
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
¢ |counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
hours? = [
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
56 78.4
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g  |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
53 74.7
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
53 74.7
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
55 77.3
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:PROFESSIONAL PRACTICE
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: I

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING
SR.
UNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS €0
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and-
| |course material is well structured? 56 79.4

Was the blackboard writing clear ard organized?
2 55 78.4

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 53 75.7

Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents?

52 74.7
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 56 80.5
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
hours? # L
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
5 interactive and lively?
56 80.5
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g  |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
50 72.1
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
53 75.7
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
52 73.6
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL%OCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:ADVANCED STRUCTURE
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 51 74.7
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 57 84.2
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 53 77.3
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 [|course contents? 53 77.8
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 54 78.9
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 58 4
hours? e
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 51 757
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 54
80
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
X 84.2
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
53 78.4
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'ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: I
SUBJECT:STRUCTURAL MECHANICS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: CIVIL ENGINEERING

SR.
COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 63 84.2
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 64 84.7
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 60 80.5
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 62 82.6
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 60 80
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 61 31
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interacti d lively?
7 |interactive and lively 58 773
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
rinciples in this field and motivated to thi ?
g [princip motivated you to think and learn? 58 77.8
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
56 75.2
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
| B 62 82.1
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T T U EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS ~~ + + ~#
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: 11
SUBJECT:MOBILE SYSTEM SECURITY AND LAWS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 15 72.5
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 14 70
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 15 74
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 14 71
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory? |
5 12 61.5
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
6 14 71
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures :
7  |interactive and li\fely? ” ”
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 15 72.5
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 |Institute/Department as a whole?
14 70
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
16 77.5
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II

A

SUBJECT:MOBILE COMPUTING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 14 79
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 12 69
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
b -," 3 communication skills? 13 73
B
B Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
31 4 |course contents? 13 74
)
B
‘J‘I Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 13 71
52 Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 ;zﬁrnss:lmg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 14 6
k Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
:: 7 interactive and lively? 1 —
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 13 7
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
12 67
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
14 80.5
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/ t'if.« & EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS= -
‘ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:SOFT COMPUTING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
ER. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 18 70

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 16 65.5

Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
course contents? 18 715

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom

e 18 715

Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures

interacti dli
7  |interactive an ively? 19 75

Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,

rinciples in this field and motivated i

g |princip vated you to think and learn? 17 68.5

How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?

16 64

Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering

10 problems and its suitable solution?
19 76
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SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:GREEN IT

_t
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EVEREST EDUCA'I'IONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: I

l, -

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
COUNT | PERCENTAGE
QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
course material is well structured? 20 70
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 20 72
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 18 65.5
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 20 71.5
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 18 66
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 20 715
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
: A £t
7 |interactive and lively? 21 75
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
rinciples in this field and motivated to think ?
g |P p vated you to and learn 19 68.5
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
o [|Institute/Department as a whole?
18 64
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
21 76
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: 11
SUBJECT:RENEWABLE ENERGY
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: II

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
{ [course material is well structured? 11 86.92

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 105 82.3

Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 |communication skills? 107 83.84

Does the teacher provide learming material and resources of
?
4 |course contents? 103 80.76

Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

43 5 101 79.23
!
-
i - l Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
:‘._' ! 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 102 80
it hours?
f" { Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
Bt interactive and lively?
s.-;’H 7 y 105 82.3
F‘ Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
i.ﬁél g [principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 108 sl
.-} £
y How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
o |Institute/Departiment as a whole?
105 823
E Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
= 10 problems and its suitable solution?
107 83.84
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19"
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:ELECTRICAL SYSTEM PLANNING AND DESIGN

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT; ELECTRICAL ENGINEERI NG
A COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [|course material is well structured? 105 83.84

Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 104 83.07

‘Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 105 83.84

Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of

4 |course contents? 107 85.38
R Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
E 5 103 82.3
e
ke Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
i 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 99 70.23
|k hours? g
J] Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
B 7 interactive and lively? 109 86.92

Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and leam?

101 80.76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 104 83.07
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 [|problems and its suitable solution? 10
8 86.09
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SEMESTER: II

BE - ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - ELECTRICAL SYSTEM
PLANNING AND DESIGN
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" ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: 11
SUBJECT:HIGH VOLTAGE ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT [ PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 103 85.38
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 97 80
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 100 82.3
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 94 77.69
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 93 76.92
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 ;{;Ern:;lmg, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 101 83.07
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 08 30.76
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
8 . e SRS 101 83.07
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 |Institute/Department as a whole?
94 77.69
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
104 86.15
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19

SEMESTER: II
BE - ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - HIGH VOLTAGE ENGINEERING
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ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:POWER SYSTEM OPERATION AND CONTROL
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: BE

:;)I:!é;@tww;r AT

DEPARTMENT: ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING
SR.
COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS

Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and

| |course material is well structured? 99 82.3
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?

) 93 77.69
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good

3 communication skills? 100 83.07
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of

4 course contents? 102 85.38
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?

5 92 76.92
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for

6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 102 84.61
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures

,  |interactive and lively? 95 79.23
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,

3 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 08 81.53
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
Institute/Department as a whole?

9 96 80
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering

10 problems and its suitable solution?

97 80.76
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VEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GR
ACADEMIC YEAR: 201 8-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT: AUTOMOBILE.ENGINEERING

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

b Hds i o ,‘-_-..:,m@;p.-;.;.,ﬁ-?
OUP OF INSTITUTIONS

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| course material is well structured? 40 79
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 37 73
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 38 75
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 18 74
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
& 5 36 71
W
if; Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
[{3}; 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
it hours? 41 81
5
B Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
| £ 7 interactive and lively?
E 41 80
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 44 8
6
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
o |Institute/Department as a whole?
36 70
Syllabus is suf:ficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |problems and its suitable solution?
43 84
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£ EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018- 19
SEMESTER: II &
SUBJECT:REFRIGIRATION AND AIR CONDITIONIN
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCE NTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
[course material is well structured? 41 75
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 40 74
: Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
£ 3 communication skills? 42 78
;‘ ' Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
Eﬁ 4 [course contents? 40 74
3% :
Fir Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
:'&"f 5 39 72
]
o0 Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
% 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 41 n
:"J hours?
i .
e
[ Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
: 7 interactive and lively? 43 a6
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? a1 76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
b 9 Institute/Department as a whole?
i 41 76
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
45 83
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

SUBJECT:INDUSTRIAL ENGINEERING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

A oy

o

B it

CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 16 63
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 42 73
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 43 75
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 43 76
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 45 79
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 42 73
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 48 34
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 43 76
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
43 76
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |Problems and its suitable solution?
45 79
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1 EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOGIETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS |
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: 11
SUBJECT:PROJECT MANAGEMENT OPERATION RESEARCH
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: BE
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

;‘; T COUNT | PERCENTAGE
| |Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well structured? 47 74
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
) 47 74
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 47 74
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 49 78
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 47 75
i Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
i 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 54 g5
i hours?
1 Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
; - o o
:‘ - interactive and lively? 45 72
I
5 Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
i 8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 49 -
|
! How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g [Institute/Department as a whole?
52 83
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 [Problems and its suitable solution?
49 78
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o EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
' ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:INTERNAL OF OPERATING SYSTEM
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
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CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
j |course material is well structured? 25 82.85
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 25 82.85
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 26 85.71
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 course contents? 25 82.85
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 23 77.14
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
hours? 23 77.14
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
24 80.1
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g [principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 24 30
Hov?' do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g [|Institute/Department as a whole?
20 65.71
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
25 82.85
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| ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:COM PUTER VISION

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

[NSTITUTIONS

CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| [course material is well stractured? 18 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 19 85.71
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 14 62.85
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 18 80
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 14 65.71
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 15 68.57
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively?
18 80
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
16 74.28
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
18 82.85
Syllabus is sut.‘ﬁcicr.lt to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
17 77.14
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T T . ~EVEREST EDU&%ADSOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 -
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:PERFORMANCE ANALYSIS AND SIMULATION
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING
SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 19 85.71
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 16 71.42
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 19 85.71
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
9
4 |course contents? 17 77.14
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 16 74.28
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 13
hours? i
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 18 3
2.85
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 13
60
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
g |Institute/Department as a whole?
19 85.71
Syllabus is suijﬁcicm to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
14 62.85
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIO
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:DATAMINING AND BIG DATA
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: I
CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING

SR. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 16 71.42
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
) 19 82.85
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 16 71.42
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 16 68.57
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 16 71.42
‘Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidarce and solving queries off the classroom 13
hours? 89
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 19 3
285
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
g |principles in this ficld and motivated you to think and learn? 4
18 77.14 3
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the n
g [Institute/Department as a whole? |
18 80 p
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering kﬂ
10 [|problems and its suitable solution?
N 21 91.42
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAT: SOCIE’I‘Y’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS =~ * .

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:WIRELESS COMMUNICATION AND MOBILE COMPUTING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: II
CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING

UNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS i
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 20 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
5 20 80
‘Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 21 82.85
I
% Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
* 4 |course contents? 18 71.42
‘Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 19 74.28
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
4 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 21 85.71
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
interactive and lively?
7 ¥ 21 82.85
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 15 6
0
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
21 85.71
i Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
; 10 problems and its suitable solution?
i 21 82.85

/‘m\ /"_" 9]
SN . JPRfNCI

| mreet tducationa) E.n:-:i_p:.-‘s roup of Instis e

COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING & TECHNOLDGY

el R T TR i
o W At v b 5

Scanned with CamScanner



G

C YEAR: 2018°
SEMESTER: II

¢ < EVEREST E.QH@M?%%}CIETX’S GROUPOFT

/ ME-COMPUTER SCIENCE ENGINEERING =
SUBJECT - WIRELESS COMMUNICATION r~
AND MOBILE COMPUTING &

0 8571 8571 ey
82.85
80 80

| &

.‘%i“ Lt ¥

TR TR
M ' 31
ity LI s o T B

i
i

r
A

-
E‘-";
[T W

= T
T~ .--Fr y .

- Pringipal

Everest Educational Society’s Group
of |
- COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING 2. v mim.lm

Scanned with CamScanner



‘_W“ a'l-,‘...-.- ,_.,‘“.‘"“‘M ﬂ! 2 -.vg“.,.m.“. T U lﬂ-.l,l-w..
EVEREST EDU(‘ATIONAL SOCIETY'S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:METAL FORMING PROCESS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
154% N COUNT | PERCENTAGE
. 1
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 43 85
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 45 88
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
| 3 communication skills? 43 85
i
._I
4 Docs the teacher provide lecaming material and resources of
I
\ 4 |course contents? 45 38
% Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
. 5 33 65
b
P" Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
?& 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
E_ hours? 3l 100
|
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
7 interactive and lively? 32 62
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
Q principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn?
41 80
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole?
39 77
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
39 77
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ME - MANUFACTURING ENGINEERING
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& R S VEREST EDngmAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: II
SUBJECT:MANUFACTURING PROCESS MODELLING
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING
| SK. COUNT | PERCENTAGE
NO. QUESTIONS
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
L ¥ ] |course material is well structured? 30 88
E Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
4
= 2 27 80
B
_.I
: Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
i , y |communication skills? 29 85
-E:q Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
e o
4 |course contents? 35 94
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
,: 5 23 68
; “' Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
| » 6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom 33
hours? 97
" Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
ks 5 interactive and lively?
i 22 65
#",I* Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
2 g [principles in this field and motivated you to think and leam? -
g 77
<
% :: How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
5 o [|Institute/Department as a whole?
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 |problems and its suitable solution?
30 88
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SEMESTER: 11

ME - MANUFACTURING ENGINEERING
SUBJECT - MANUFACTURING PROCESS
MODELLING
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! ‘ EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS -
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: Il
SUBJECT:ROBOTICS AND MANUFACTURING AUTOMATION
ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il

CLASS: ME |
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING |
R
i COUNT | PERCENTAGE |
NO. QUESTIONS ‘
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and :
1 |course material is well structured? 22 28 b
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 23 91
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good 4
3 communication skills? 20 80 s
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 24 94
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 19 74

Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom

hours? & o -
i Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
I interacti d lively?
7 ractive and lively 16 -
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
3 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 21 g5
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the [
o |Institute/Department as a whole? o
21 82 e
e =
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering -_-_;-..'E_
10 [|Problems and its suitable solution? trf.hm
| 19 77 ]
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EVEREST EDUCATIONAL SOCIETY’S GROUP OF INSTITUTIONS

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19
SEMESTER: IT

SUBJECT:MANUFACTURING METROLOGY AND QUALTY ENGINEERING

ACADEMIC YEAR: 2018-19 SEMESTER: Il
CLASS: ME
DEPARTMENT: MECHANICAL ENGINEERING

3o bty

s By

‘SN% \ QUESTIONS COUNT | PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
| |course material is well structured? 20 85
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 20 82
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 18 74
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 24 100
r Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 16 68
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
6 counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom a1 38
hours?
Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
; : £ T
7 interactive and lively? 16 65
Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
8 principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? 21 83
How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
9 Institute/Department as a whole? 19 -
Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
10 problems and its suitable solution?
20 85
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SR.
NO. QUESTIONS COUNT | PERCENTAGE
Whether the teacher were well prepared, organized and
1 |course material is well structured? 22 80
Was the blackboard writing clear and organized?
2 24 88
Was the teacher able to deliver lectures with good
3 communication skills? 23 85
Does the teacher provide learning material and resources of
4 |course contents? 25 94
Were the evaluation and assessment is fair and satisfactory?
5 18 68
Whether teacher was always accessible to the students for
counseling, guidance and solving queries off the classroom
6 26 97
hours?
i i Were you encouraged to ask question, to make lectures
{ 7 interactive and lively?
| 18 65
|
_xj Did the course improve your understanding of concepts,
;__; g [principles in this field and motivated you to think and learn? ) -
|
g
{ How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the
il Institute/Department as a whole?
| 9
| | 22 80
|
g Syllabus is sufficient to make you analyse the engineering
'*ﬁ 10 [|Problems and its suitable solution?
i 22 82
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