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Feedback Analysis of Academician

t\% Details %E "/(.\'(;i"/ochz,,\%oﬁ,r'
A | | |
How do you rate relevance of the courses in relation to |, ‘ '

1 the pmgr)nm‘.’ = - " . ! ? ! g

5 | How do you rate the courses which are skills related 60 40 l 0 0 { 0

" | suiting to the Industry included into the programs? | |
How do you rate the courses in terms of their ? }

3 |relevance to the latest technologies or future | 40 60 0 0! 0
l

technologies? |
4 How dg you rate the transparency of the evaluation 20 30 0 0 | 0
system 1n St. Joseph’s College of Engineering? '
- How do you rate the current statements of POs and i

: )

| PSOs s as per current need. 80 20 0 | v ' v
How do you rate ambience of St. Joseph’s College of '

6 | Engincering for effective delivery of the academic | 80 20 0 UN Y

programs? :

How do you rate the sequence of the courses that you have studied are
in sequence to what you have studied in the previous semester?

How do you rate the evaluation scheme designed for each of the
course?

How do you rate the relevance of the units in Syllabus relevant to the
course?

How do you rate the electives offered in relation to the Technological
advancements?

How do you rate the subjects in terms of their relevance to the
specialization streams?

How do you rate the compasition of the courses in terms of Basic

elective, open elective, project etc.?
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Feedback report:
ards current trend.

» Curriculum to be updated tow . : .
ommunication skills are good with our studeys ang
dn

» Employers generally felt that ¢
require improvement in technical knowledge. ‘

> Students can be trained to improve programming skills. .

> Students need to made aware that programming knowledge 1s a must requiremey
sustain in core companics. l

» Exposure to software is to be improved
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Employer Feedback 2018 — 19

St. Joseph’s College of Engineering
OMR, Chennai
Department of Mechanical Engineering

s Details %E | %VG | %G | %A | %P

How do you rate the sufliciency of the courses related

1 . . . 100 0 0 0
to industry that are included in the program?

5 How do you rate the relevance of the topics to the 60 40 0 0
Industry?
How do you rate the offering of the electives in

3 i ; 20 80 0 0
relation to the Technological advancements?
How do you rate the applicability of the domains and

4 | the tools used for designing the experiments in terms | 80 20 0 0
of existing practices in the Industry?

= | How do you rate the experiments in terms of their

5 ; " 60 40 0 0
rclevance to the real life application?

6 How.do you rate the proficiency of our students 60 40 0 0
working with you?

How do you rate the proficiency of our students working with you?

How do you rate the experiments in terms of their relevance to the
real life application?

How do you rate the applicability of the domains and the tools used
for designing the experiments in terms of existing practices in the
Industry?

How do you rate the offering of the electives in relation to the
Technological advancements?

How do you rate the relevance of the topics to the Industry?

How do you rate the sufficiency of the courses related to industry
that are included in the program?
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Strength:

Placement Training programs.
Dedicated Stafl

Good Hostel facilities.

Satisfied with the mentor system

In plant training was more useful in gaining the knowledge.
Has good exposure 1o scenarios in industrics.

VYVVYY

Weakness:

> Need more courses which improves the ckills of the students towards simulatiop, of

problem.
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Alumni Feedback on Curriculum — Analysis

St. Joseph’s College of Engineering
OMR, Chennai
Department of Mechanical Engincering

ol Details %E | %VG | %G | %A | %P
NO. Sl

’ How do you m‘lc relevance of the courses in relation 16.67 | 83.33 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
to the program?

> How do you rate the outcomes in relation to the 50.00 | 50.00 | 0.00 | 0.00!0.00
course content?
How do you rate the courses which are skills related

2 suiting to the Industry included into the programs? SR | Yk 1 TSS9 | G0 fimD
How do you rate the courses that you have learnt in 2 2

1 celntion to your current Job ? 90,07 | 3333 | 000 10400 | 600

5 How w.ell did your education prepare you for your 66.67 | 3333 | 0.00 | 0.00 ! 0.00
profession
How do you rate the courses which are skills related &

6 suiting to the Industry included into the programs? el il el il i

How do you rate the courses which are skills related suiting

How do you rate the courses which are skills related suiting

How do you rate relevance of the courses in relation to the

to the Industry included into the programs?

How well did your education prepare you for your
profession

How do you rate the courses that you have learnt in
relation to your current Job ?

to the Industry included into the programs?

How do you rate the outcomes in relation to the course
content?

program?
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Teacher’s Feedback on Curriculum:

. ) r 711 > S
The College has made a practice to collect Teacher’s feedback on various aspects such g

curriculum, teaching and learning process ,expectation of the industries ,student Placemeny -

rescarch and extension activities by conducting meetings once in start of the semester, TCaChcr; =

are free to express their true opinion on all the above mentioned points. Based on the feedhag

obtained, Industrial visits, Value added courses, Guest lectures and student workshops are

organised.

Feedback Analysis Report:

-
r

Y

\,‘

The analysis showed that the teachers are fully satisfied with the framework of the
curriculum. )
Suggestions given by teachers related to their subjects are noted down for further actior

The concepts of energy auditing could be added somewhere in the curriculum
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St. Joseph’s College of Engineering
OMR, Chennai
Department of Mechanical Engincering

Teacher’s Feedback on Curriculum — Analysis

SL Detail Teachers Perception
NO. g %E | %VG | %G | %A [ %P
1 | How do you rate the structure framed for entire program? 50 50 0 0 0

5 How do you rate the distribution of the contact hours

0 0
among the course components (L-T-P)? - @ g

3 | Rate the Size of syllabus in terms of the load on the student | 60 40 0 0 0

How do you rate the composition of the courses in terms of
4 | Basic science, Engineering science, Humanitics, Discipline | 40 50 10 | 0O 0
core, discipline elective, open clective, project ctc.?

5 How do you rate the subjects in terms of their relevance to

g B 5
the specialization streams? 30 | 60 10 | 0

6 How do you rate the electives offered in relation to the

Technological advancements? 19 & - ; v

7 How do you rate the evaluation scheme designed for cach

of the course? 30 50 10 [ 10 | 0

g How do you rate the experiments in relation to the real life

Applications? 10 80 10 0 0

How do you rate the current statements of POs and PSOs is as per

AT TGRS
current need, - : . i

How do you rate the experiments in relation to the real life e ' D
Applications? 2201 ) 33,33

How do you rate the sequence of the courses that you have studied —— —— T
arein sequence to what you have studied In the previous semester? — — ——
1 How do you rate the evaluztion scheme designed for each of the S - FTAR
course? sl y 44,449

How do you rate the relevance of the units in Syllabus relevant to the -— —
course? 2309 s SRSESYA S

How do you rate the electives offered in relation to the Technological - o
advancements? (L & 2148 |

How doyou rate the subjects in terms of their relevance to the

L5000
specialization streams?

How do you rate the composition of the courses in terms of Basic

: i ) - an4d
“ience, Engineering seience, Humanities, Discipline core, discipline.. ! pe AR A4
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Analysis Report:

The feedback report showed that the parents are completely satisfied with the inl"x.lsmm‘__‘

satisfied with the curriculum and Knowled,

~C lrangg,
W

\

the college. 1t also proves that they are

o their wards.
Feedbacek report:

> Curriculum to be updated towards current trend.

> Parents expressed that the in plant {raining can be arranged from department,

> Soft skill training needs to be given (o students.

> Industrial Visits and Guest lectures arranged were more useful for their wands to m

updated with the current trend.
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St. Joseph’s College of Engincering
OMR, Chennai
Department of Mechanical Engincering

I'eedback Analysis of Parents

el Details %E | %VG | %G | %A | %P
How do you rate the program that your ward is
I | undergoing in terms of the load of the courses in | 44.44 | 50.00 | 5.56 | 0.00 | 0.00
| difTerent semesters?
How do you rate the courses in terms of their
2 |relevance to the latest technologies or future | 66.67 | 33.33 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
| technologies?
3 How (}0 you rate thc_qual.ity of teaching in St. 50.00 | 50.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
Joseph’s College of Engincering?
4 ll?\\' d(? you rate lhf: transparency of' the f:valualion 3333 | 61.11 | 5.56 | 0.00 | 0.00
system in St. Joseph’s College of Engineering?
5 Hm‘v do yf)u ratc the outcomes that your ward has 3333 | 61.11 | 5.56 | 0.00 | 0.00
achieved from the courses?
How do you rate ambience of St. Joseph’s College
6 | of Engineering for effective delivery of the academic | 72.22 | 22.22 | 5.56 | 0.00 | 0.00

programs?

How do you rate ambience of St. Joseph’s College of
Engineering for effective delivery of the academic
programs?

How do you rate the outcomes that your ward has " T [ Te——T e Yo g K
C o 33 . e e sy RO D
achieved from the courses? — 6111

How do you rate the transparency of the evaluation oy Yo ” R @’V@
system in St. Joseph’s College of Engineering? - - RS SN Con

How do you rate the quality of teaching in St. Joseph’s BT P R
ket 50.00 IR 501001
College of Engineering? - DAL S 50.00

How do you rate the courses in terms of their relevance to
the latest technologies or future technologies?

How do you rate the program that your ward Is
undergoing In terms of the load of the courses in different 3 ] i TR . )ik f;'i,‘}{’l"}‘ 5
semesters?

T T 1 | e 1
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Student’s Feedback:

The College has obtained responses from both Quantitative and Qualitative data whig), indicg,,
aly

from moderate to high levels of satisfaction in the Quality of teaching and Iearning mc”“‘dnlu..v
Course content & organization, Quality of delivery & Assessment. Many responses showe tiljul
students felt their teachers were/are knowledgeable, skilled, enthusiastic, commitleg, g
prepared. Comments were also typically made concerning teacher’s willingness ang ability
employ effective teaching methods and incorporate various lcarning materials, resouregg ang
technologies into teaching that enhances student learning. Students reported that the resoyreg in
library is adequate and appropriate in their arca of specialization. Students also reported g

teachers provide prompt and comprehensive feedback on their academic work, treat students iy ;

symbiotic manner, and are available when students require assistance.

Feedback Analysis Report:

> From the Analysis of student’s feedback, it is confessed that they are fulfilled with
curriculum framed
> It is reported that teaching methodology is more comfortable for them.

Students felt that More analytical problems should be introduced in Core subjects relating

Y

current scenario.
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St. Joseph’s College of Engineering
OMR, Chennai
Department of Mechanical Engineering

Course Evaluation Feedback by Students

\S,l' Core Questions Y%E | %VG | %G | %A | %P f
INO. |
How do you rate the composition of the courses
I in terms of Basic science, Engineering science, 16.67 | 77.78 | 5.56 | 0.00 | 0.00

Humanities, Discipline core, discipline elective,
open elective, project etc.?

- How do you rate the subjects in terms of their

~_| relevance to the specialization streams?

3 How do you rate the electives offered in relation
" | to the Technological advancements?

4 How do you rate the relevance of the units in

~_| Syllabus relevant to the course?

5 How do you rate the evaluation scheme designed
~_| for each of the course?

How do you rate the sequence of the courses that
6. | you have studied are in sequence to what you 66.67 | 33.33 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00
have studied in the previous semester?

7 How do you rate the experiments in relation to the
_ | real life Applications?

g How do you rate the current statements of POs

~| and PSOs is as per current need.

50.00 | 44.44 | 0.00 | 5.56 | 0.00

44.44 | 50.00 | 5.56 | 0.00 | 0.00

44.44 | 38.89 | 16.67 | 0.00 | 0.00

33.33 | 61.11 | 5.56 | 0.00 | 0.00

50.00 | 50.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 | 0.00

27.78 | 66.67 | 5.56 | 0.00 | 0.00

How Co you rate the current statements of POs and PSOs is as per

7779 06 67 ¥
current need. — a— 5.56
How do you rate the experiments in relation to the real life — — Se—
o 50.00 50.00
Applications? S— B
How do you rate the sequence of the courses that you have studied T —
are in sequence to what you have studied in the previous semester? —2.07 25,92
How do you rate the evzluation scheme designed for each of the - —
course? 2.1 >.56
How do you rate the relevance of the units in Syllabus relevant to the - - - =
course? ' 4237 BEG 1667 )
How co you rate the electives offered in relation to the Technological Y R.Y, G - — ——
VBt LR S0.00 3,56
How do you rate the subjects in terms of their relevance to the b TRT
specialization streams? — U000 220
How do you rate the ompesition of the courses in terms of Basic g = - -
dene . : h oS N 3667 = 2i 178 R

sdence, Engineering science, Humanities, Discipline core, discipline... f- L0 ey —— AU R R 2]

1 T T T T 2]
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St. Joseph’s College of Engincering
OMR, Chennai
Department of Mechanical Engineering

CURRICULUM FEEDBACK ANALYSIS OF STAKEHOLDERS AND ACTION
REPORT AKE,\
ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019
S.NO STAKHOLDER COUNT
I Students 8
2 Faculty 10
3. Alumni 6 ]
4. Employer 5
5. Parents 18
6. Academician S
(P
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St. Joseph’s College of Engineering
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS OF STAKEHOLDERS AND ACTION TAKEN REPORT

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019

DrS. ARIVAZHAGAN,ME.Ph.D.,

Professor & Head

Departient of Mechanical En'ginc-e.ring
Juseni's Gollege of Engineering
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S.No | STAKEHOLDERS Feedback Action Taken
More analytical problems )
. . I\’i ¢ \
L. Students should be introduced in| . .. il o
: were introduced
Core Subjects.
The concepts of energy | The concepts of energy
auditing could be added | auditing were added in the
2. Faculty : .
. somewhere in the | course Energy Conversion
curriculum and Management
8 8 Simulation and modeling
Course which improves the : ;
. subject was introduced to
3 . skills  of the students | . .
3. Alumni . " improve the skills of the
towards simulation of a . ,
: students towards simulation
problem can be introduced
of a problem -
. Several add-on programmes
Exposure to software is to i
4. Employer : were conducted and students
be improved
got benefitted
Mentors have sent progress
Parents  expressed  that | report of his/her mentee afier
updated  information  of | every internal test and
< Parents students can be made | entries are made in a
available through message | separate  register in  the
or by any other media department to ensure
dispatch of reports on time
Business communication and
Presentation and | Presentation  Skills  subject
. communication skills of | was introduced to cnhance
O Academician )
students have to enhanced | the presentation and
communication  skills  of
r students
/
¢ / ("\'*)
- £ [ P\ o
g /E. il . L ‘3:‘;',. —
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PRINCIPAL

ST. JDSEPH’S COLLEGE OF ENGINEERINE
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Analysis Report:

o Tth the infragn,.-
PV ~ sansfiad with the intraan, ture
The feodback report showed that the academicians v 3 ture of g
o hum and knowledge traner
{lege. It also proves that they are s= catisfiod with the cumouiun Tantsferpey
by . q..

thewr wards.

Feedback report:

o mo 13k nead to be strengthenad to cnhiance
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‘ £ 4 T
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> Value addad comsraes on the rocont tronds can be adkfed
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