Elective II http://10.10.10.250/sep /princi_fal rslt.php?sem=S5&br=BT&sub=Ele

AMAL J CHENNATTUSSERY'S Score For The Subject : Elective [1

Semester : 83 Branch : BT Year : 2019

Total Number of Students Participated in this feedback = 14

1 L.l leeal |

- [ Dictates
i Clarity and e of ) Abilty Gi i Overall
hn:"::fg"l_'_.:t. dability Willing; | Class Nates | Speed of ! Encourage ‘B'::l‘:w Y h"t:: ty Effectiveness  Total
of teacher's to Help | Not Lo lerganize Presentation Questioning | 4 i of the  [Score
Teacher N ; {Eagaged Without Leetire ] | teacher | teacher teach
explanation |Enga Elplaiaingr . ] er !
[z [ 13 737 | 478 | 336 | 925 | 475 | 648 675 [ 113 [ 1043 v
AMAL J CHENNATTUSSERY s Detailed Score Card
SL No Questions 1 : | 3 4 s |
Knowledge of the Teacher I I
1 13 1 0 0 0
{ Excellent 2. Coned 3 Fenr 4. Pour 5 Blank
| |
2 Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation 13 1 [ 0 0 o |
|
1 Excellent 2. Good 3. Fare 4. Pour 5 Blunk ;
| |
Willingness to Help |
3 13 1 0 0 0
1 Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Pour 5 Blank '
% of Class Not Engaged ’
4 9 3 0 2
{ Less than [0% 2 f01%- 23% 3. More thon 23% 4 Blank |
1

Dictates Notes Only Without Explaining

I No2 Yes3 Blank

Abilty to organize Lecture

6 | 14 0 0 0
! 1. Excellent 2 Satsfactony 3 Inadequate 4 Blank
P Speed of Presentation Vi o o ”
| 1 Just Right 2. Too Fast 3_Too Slow 4 Blank
Encourage Questionin;
8 £ Q ¥ 12 2 0 0 |
i Yes 2. Somenmes 3 Noo 4 Blank
9 Behaviour of the teacher " o i 8
I Pleasant 2 Indifferent 3. Unpleasant 4 Blank |
Sincerity of teacher
4 0 0 0 |
10 I Sincere 2 Not Sincere 3 Unable to judge 4 Blank | !
| |
n Overall Effectiveness of the teacher iz .
[ Excellent 2 Good 3. Fair 4. Pour 3 Blank
12 | Percentage of Syllabus covered by the teacher §7.14
|
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LINEAR Algebra and Calculus

http://10.10.10.250/sep l/princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S1&br=BT&sub=I[

ANITHA C §'s Score For The Subject : LINEAR Algebra and Calculus

Semester : S1 Branch : BT Year : 2019

Total Number of Students Participated n this feedback = 52

— = —_ i e
| Dictates '
. Clarity and Y of 3 Abilty ‘ Overall
M:;::‘E:lt Under bility Willing | Class oo o to Speed of | Encourage o::::ur Sin"h Effectiveness | Total
of teacher's to Help Not reanize Presentation Questioning yofhod of the core|
Teacher I Engaged Without Lecture seacher, | bearher teacher
explanation [Enga Explaining ‘
i
1727 | 13.88 [ 726 | 453 36 | 878 449 649 | 1Lt [ 1072 Jodne
ANITHA C 8's Detailed Score Card
SL No | Questions 1 2 3 4 5 |
Knowledge of the Teacher
1 48 3 0 1 0
1 Excellem 2. Good 3. Fair 4 Poor 5 Blank |
‘!
) Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation i 5 I t o |
I Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 5 Blank |
Willingness to Help
3 46 s | 0 0
1 Excellemt 2. Good 3. Fair 4 Poor 3 Rlank
% of Class Not Engaged
4 35 1 3 13
1. Less thar [0% 2. [00%6- 25% 3. More than 25% 4. Blank
Dictates Notes Only Without Explaining
[ 5 | 4“4 2 6
| I 1. No 2. Yes 3 Blank
L T
| |
| 1 Abilty to organize Lecture “ 4 . 5
! Excellent 2. Satisfactun 3. Inudequale 4. Blank |
. Speed of Presentation 18 4 0 0
! Just Right 2. Too Fast 3. Too Slow 4 Blank
Encourage Questionin
8 g Q 1 40 9 1 2
I Yes 2 Sometimes 3 No. 4. Blank
- 9 Behaviour of the teacher 19 0 I 2
| Pleasant 2 Indifferent 3. Unpleasant 4 Blunk
Sincerity of teacher
10 49 1] 2 1
| Sincere 2 Noi Sincere 3 Unable to pudge 4. Rlank
" Overall Effectiveness of the teacher % 4 0 { 1
I Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poar 5 Blank
1 vered by the teacher 93.56
12 Percentage of Syllabus co by
——% .
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LINEAR Algebra and Calculus http://10.10.10.250/sep 1/princi_fal rslt.php?sem=S1&br=BT&sub=I

Comments from Student
ISk No Strengthand Weakness | Comments —
N good explanation ) R
2 very good no
3 strength good
4 | WELL ORGANISED LECTURE MORE APPEALING TO THE
. STUDENTS PLEASANT ATTITUDE S = _ A
3 able to consider all types of students = S e S : =t
[ 6 AMAZING TEACHER
4 STRENGTH- GIVES A REALLY GOOD ATMOSPHERE TO
STUDY AND IS VERY HELPFUL
VERY GOOD CHARACTER EFFICIENT GREAT TEACHING
8 EXCELLENT UNDERSTANDING ABOUT THE CONCEPT
e ~ TEACHESGREATLY p— i ) s 1 m i
2 STRENGTH-VERY GOODNOTES = S e
10 good teaching
1 STRENGTH - TEACHING WEAKNESS - NIL
ey motgood — 1 _ mothngelse
[ 13 [ _ stenghtnesssncere = S R T
[ strength sincenty best teaching ;
%‘% Hock o Prev_ Payge Sign Chut
ICIPAL
pK! t::dl Thiru®®
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DESIGN OF MACHINE ELEMENTS -I http://10.10.10.250/sep1/princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=87&br=MP&sub=D

ANOOPKUMAR §'s Score For The Subject : DESIGN OF MACHINE ELEMENTS -1
Semester : 87 Branch : MP Year : 2019

Total Number of Students Participated in this feedback = 58

r

| I
- | Dictates
. | Clarity and | | % of Abilty ; Overall
h“""l"'g'El-ﬂd,m.m’,baiwI\-\'ilﬁngnm-’ Class Nates 1o Speed of !Em:enrlg: (BeriaviourSiucerityly o otvemess Tota)
af the | 1 = | Only - A | e of the of the
of teacher's | to Help Nol organize Presentation Questioning < = of the Score
Teacher l " | Without | | 3
| explanation | !E“mﬂd.hplﬁum; Lecture |
1599 | 11.75 64 [ 463 [ 336 [ 736 | 403 | 627 | se1 [ 1071 [ 981 (8593

ANOOPKUMAR §'s Detailed Seore Card

SL No Questions 1 2 3 4 5

hnowledge of the Teacher

! Excellent 2 Gowd 3 Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank

; Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation 20 o 5 o s

I Excellemi 2. Gowud 3. Fair 4 Poor 3 Blunk

Willingness to Help

1 Excellem 2 Good 3. Fair 4 Poor 3 Rlank \

% of Class Not Engaged ‘

1. Less thun 0% 2. [(1%- 25% 3. Muore thun 25% 4. Blank

Dictates Notes Only Without Explaining [

| - I No 2. Yes 3. Blank

P Abilty to organize Lecture 3 31 2 0
[ Excellent 2. Satisfacton 3. Inadequate 4. Blank
2 Speed of Presentation 6 3 - )

1 fust Right 2. Too Fast 3. Too Slow 4 Alank

Encourage Questioning

I Yex 2 Sometmes 3 No 4. Blank

9 Behaviour of the teacher 45 0 3 i
{. Pleasant 2 Indifferent 3. Unpl t 4 Blamk
Simcerity of teacher
51 ] [ 1

L 1 Sincere 2 Not Sincere 3 Unable to judge 4. Blunk

|
1 Overall Effectiveness of the teacher 77 27 3 d 1

1 Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
| 12 Percentage of Syllabus covered by the teacher 83.02

cipal

Sree

College
Trivandrt

1of2

PK I'NCIPA.L
Chitra T
pf Eng!

- 18

pnal
necrini?

09-12-2019. 11



DESIGN OF MACHINE ELEMENTS -I http://10.10.10.250/sep1/princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S7&br=MP&sub=D

Comments from Student

SLNe  StengthandWeakness | _ Comments

[ 1 e — = e e

[ 2 | ol _______ % _=_~ - . - =
3 Subjects ke DME should be taught without ppt

fﬁ_ﬂ‘“_j‘i Buck to I'rev. I'age Sign Out

!Vﬁnﬁp |
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ENGINEERING GRAPHICS

http://10.10.10.250/sep/princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S2&br=ECB&sub=

ARUN M's Score For The Subject : ENGINEERING GRAPHICS

Semester : S2 Branch : ECB

Total Number of Students Participated in this feedback = 43

Year : 2019

Dictates
o Clarity and % of 2 Abilty < . | Overall
h"m:::“ Understandability Willingness | Class :;::: to Speed of | Encourage Be:::'l::ur m:::; | Effectiveness | Total
Tescher of teacher's to Help Not Without organize |Presentation |Questioning teacher || teachsi of the Score
explanation Engaged Explaining Lecture teacher
1685 | 1382 666 | 487 [ 288 [ 847 [ 387 | 589 [ 616 [ 1057 [ 1024 [9027
ARUN M's Detailed Score Card
SL. No Questions 1 2 3 4 5
Knowledge of the Teacher
1 34 N 0 0 1
! Excellent 2 Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
2 Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation 35 " 0 0 1
1.Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 5 Blank
Willingness to Help
3 33 4 2 1 3
! Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4 Poor 3 Blank
% of Class Not Engaged
4 29 8 2 4
! Less than [0% 2. 10%- 23% 3. More than 23% 4. Blank
6 Abilty to organize Lecture 36 3 1 3
1. Excellent 2. Satisfactory 3. Inadequate 4. Blank
5 Speed of Presentation 3 3 3 P
1 Just Right 2. Too Fast 3. Too Stow 4 Blank
9 Behaviour of the teacher 38 2 0 3
1. Pleasant 2. Indifferent 3. Unpleasant 4. Blank
Sincerity of teacher
38 1 0 4
10 I Sincere 2. Not Sincere 3 Unable to judge 4. Blank
Overall Effectiveness of the teacher 33 7 0 0 3
11
I Excellent 2 Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
12 Percentage of Syllabus covered by the teacher 91.74 -
—
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http:/10.10.10.250/sepl/princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S8&br=MA &sub=

SUSTAINABLE ENERGY PROCESSES
BAJI K's Score For The Subject : SUSTAINABLE ENERGY PROCESSES

Year : 2019

Semester ;: S8 Branch : MA
Total Number of Students Participated in this feedback =2
. Dictates
. Clarity and % of x Abilty ; 4 4 Overall
Knowledge Understandability [Willingness | Class Natzs to Speed of | Encourage Behaviour|Sincerity |y v iveness |Total
of the i H N Only izelp 2 jonin of the of the e IISe
Teacher of teacher's to Help Not Without |°TE4™ resentation |Questioning teichor || tesclier of t ore
explanation Engaged Expizining Lecture teacher
17.75 145 [ 75 [ 476 | 067 [ 925 475 | 688 | 675 1.5 1125 95.56
BAJI K's Detailed Score Card
SL No Questions 1 2 3 4 5
Knowledge of the Teacher
1 2 0 0 0 0
| Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
2 Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation 2 0 0 0 0
I .Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
Willingness to Help
3 2 0 0 0 0
1. Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
% of Class Not Engaged
4 1 1 0 0
! Less than 10% 2 0% 23% 3 More than 25% 4. Blank
6 Abilty to organize Lecture 2 0 0 0
| Excellent 2. Saiisfactory 3. Inadequaie 4. Blank
- Speed of Presentation 4 0 0 0
1. Just Right 2. Too Fast 3. Too Stow 4 Blank
9 Behaviour of the teacher 3 0 0 0
! Pleasant 2. Indifferent 3. Unpleasant 4. Blank
Sincerity of teacher
0 2 0 0 0
: [.Smcere 2 Not Smcere 3. Unable to judge 4 Blank
it Overall Effectiveness of the teacher 2 0 0 1} 0
1 Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
12 Percentage of Syllabus covered by the teacher 75
o "‘:'7'.“"“‘-‘\ i
o WLehk yg p =2
.'ﬁ a - Fkﬁ 2
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CYBER SECURITY

1of2

http://10.10.10.250/sep1/princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S8&br=ECB&sut

LIBISH T M's Score For The Subject : CYBER SECURITY

Semester : S8 Branch : ECB

Year : 2019

Total Number of Students Participated in this feedback = 6

Dictates .
e Clarity and % of . Abilty o | Overan
"":f":;f“ Understandability Willingness | Class :1':::: to Speed of | Encourage B":l‘;‘m“" ”':::;'-‘ Effectiveness | Total
Teacher of teacher's to Help Not | Cihout [0TEAnize Presentation Questioning| 0 L ofthe  [Score
explanation Engaged Explaimiog Lecture teacher
1715 [ 1405 [ 72 [ 47 [ 289 | 925 | 478 | 688 | 675 | 1.5 | 1125 [96.45
LIBISH T M's Detailed Score Card
SL Ne Questions 1 2 3 4 s
Knowledge of the Teacher
1 5 1 L} (L] 0
| Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 5 Blank
) Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation s 1 o " °
1. Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
Willingness to Help
3 5 1 0 0 0
! Excellent 2 Good 3. Fair 4 Poor 3 Blank
% of Class Not Engaged
4 4 1 0 1
! Less than 0% 2 10%- 25% 3. More than 25% 4. Blank
6 Abilty to organize Lecture 6 0 0 0
| Excellent 2. Satisfactory 3. Inadequate 4. Blank
5 Speed of Presentation 6 0 0 0
I. Just Right 2. Too Fast 3. Too Slow 4 Blank
9 Behaviour of the teacher 6 0 0 0
I Pleasant 2. Indifferent 3. Unpleasant 4_Blank
Sincerity of teacher
6 L} 0 0
" I.Sincere 2.Not Sincere 3. Unable to judge 4. Blank
Overall Effectiveness of the teacher 6 o 0 0 "
11
1 Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
12 Percentage of Syllabus covered by the teacher 875
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CYBER SECURITY http://10.10.10.250/sep 1/princi_fal_rslt. php?sem=S8&br=ECB&sut

Comments from Student

SiNo[  Swengthand Weakness [ Comments ]
(. _gm)d ) - . _ g_uod
Back ro = . .
Hie Back to Prev Page Sign Owt
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DESIGN AND ENGINEERING

1 of 2

SAJITH SETHU P's Score For The Subject : DESIGN AND ENGINEERING

Semester : S2 Branch : ECB

Year : 2019

Total Number of Students Participated in this feedback = 43

http://10.10.10.250/sep 1/princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S2&br=ECB &sub-

Dictates
e Clarity and Yo of : Abilty [ vl | Overall
I\n:;l;:lge Understandability |Willingness | Class :;:::: to Speed of | Encourage Be:: ::: o b‘:: :]:.1 ty Effectiveness | Total
Tesicher of teacher's to Help Not | ithout |[OTEANize Presentation Questioning Senchicr Btinchir ofthe  |Score
explanation Engaged Explaining Lecture teacher
1599 | 1264 | 598 | 444 | 269 | 752 | 371 | 538 | se9 | o 969 8283
SAJITH SETHU P's Detailed Score Card
SL No Questions | 2 3 4 s
Knowledge of the Teacher
1 28 10 4 0 1
! Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4 Poor 3 Blank
- Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation 23 14 " ° i
! Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 5 Blank
: Willingness to Help
3 21 12 6 2 Z
! Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 5 Blank
% of Class Not Engaged
4 23 1 5 4
I. Less than 10% 2. 10%- 23% 3. More than 23% 4. Blank
6 Abilty to organize Lecture 7 17 1 3
I Excellent 2 Satisfactory 3 Inadequate 4. Blank
- Speed of Presentation 30 3 p 6
! Just Right 2. Too Fast 3. Too Slow 4. Blank
9 Behaviour of the teacher 34 5 1 3
1. Pleasant 2. Indifferent 3 Unpleasant 4. Blank
Sincerity of teacher
30 4 5 4
" 1. Sincere 2 Not Sincere 3, Unable to judge 4 Blank
1" Overall Effectiveness of the teacher 2% i 5 0 2
1. Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
12 Percentage of Syllabus covered by the teacher 86.98
e
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DESIGN AND ENGINEERING http://10.10.10.250/sep 1 /princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S2&br=ECB&sub-

Comments from Student

SLNo[  Swcngthand Weakness | _ Comments
| The teachers knowledge of the subject 1s too good but the way of
presentationisonlyfair | e =
Back 10 b .
Home Back to Prev. Page Stgn Out

of 2
13-08-2019. 11



DISASTER MANAGEMENT

http://10.10.10.250/sep 1/princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S88&br=ECB&sub~=

SHIMI LAWARANCE'S Score For The Subject : DISASTER MANAGEMENT

Semester : S8 Branch : ECB Year : 2019

Total Number of Students Participated in this feedback = 13

Dictates
. Clarity and %a of : Abilty . Overall
kn:;:::lgr Understandability Willingness | Class Noles to Speed of | Encourage B‘::::; - bi::::: Y | Effectiveness | Total
Tescher of teacher's to Help Not Without organize |Presentation | Questioning teacher || temchr of the Score
explanation Engaged Explainiag Lecture teacher
[ 1654 | 13.78 | 69 [ 458 | 3 [ 846 [ 475 [ 607 675 | 115 1081 [93.25
SHIMI LAWARANCE's Detailed Score Card
SL No Questions | 2 3 4 3
Knowledge of the Teacher
1 10 5 0 0 0
I Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4 Poor 3 Blank
2 Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation n 3 0 0 0
I.Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
Willingness to Help
3 1 3 0 0 0
! Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
% of Class Not Engaged
4 10 1 0 1
I Less than 10% 2 10%- 23% 3. More than 25% 4 Blank
6 Abilty to organize Lecture 12 ) 0 1
1. Excellent 2. Satisfactory 3. Inadequate 4. Blank
- Speed of Presentation 15 0 s o
| Just Right 2. Too Fast 3. Toe Slow 4 Blank
9 Behaviour of the teacher 15 0 0 0
1 Pleasamt 2. Indifferent 3. Unpleasant 4. Blank
Sincerity of teacher
W 1. Sincere 2 Not Sincere 3 Unable to judge 4. Blank i3 e v ’
1" Overall Effectiveness of the teacher 12 3 0 0 0
1 Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 5 Blank
12 Percentage of Syllabus covered by the teacher 86.67

7L S T
" g

1 of2
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EMBEDDED SYSTEMS http://10.10.10.250/sep 1 /princi_fal rsit.php?sem=S8&br=CSE&sut

SOJA SALIM'S Score For The Subject : EMBEDDED SYSTEMS

Semester : S8 Branch : CSE Year: 2019

Total Number of Students Participated in this feedback =6

Dictates "
I Clarity and % of : Abilty L . | Overall
"“:n’;:g' {nderstandability [Willingness| Class ?;:r o Speed of | Encourage Be:?:'::ur S':: ;:1 ty Effectiveness  Total
Teudher of teacher's to Help Not \\'il['n;n ' organize Presentation |[Questioning FILEITY (RS of the Score
explanation Engaged Explaining Lecture l teacher
| 1473 12.26 661 [ 812 [ 361 [ 727 [ 419 [ 638 | 675 [ ns [ 94 [$781
SOJA SALIM's Detailed Score Card
SL No Questions | 2 3 4 5
Knowledge of the Teacher
1 1 5 0 0 0
1. Excellem 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank
) Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation " 5 0 0 0

1. Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 5 Blank

Willingness to Help

I Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 5 Blank

% of Class Not Engaged

I. Less than 10% 2. 10%- 23% 3. More than 25% 4. Blank

Abilty to organize Lecture 3 2 0

6 1
| Excellent 2. Satisfactory 3. Inadequate 4. Blank
= Speed of Presentation 5 0 0 1
1. Just Right 2. Too Fast 3. Too Slow 4 Blank
9 Behaviour of the teacher 6 0 0 0

I Pleasant 2. Indifferent 3. Unpleasant 4. Blank
Sincerity of teacher

0 1 Sincere 2. Not Sincere 3. Unable to judge 4. Blank 6 ’ ’ .

1" Overall Effectiveness of the teacher i 5 0 0 0
! Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 5 Blank
12 Percentage of Syllabus covered by the teacher 825
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EMBEDDED SYSTEMS http://10.10.10.250/sep1/princi fal rsit.php?sem=S8&br=CSE&subt

Comments from Student

SLNe|  Strength and Weakness
1 . _ plessant. posive | . PO S S g -
2 strength: friendly easy to approach
Back 1o ' )
Hoste Back to Prev. Page Sign Out
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DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS http://10.10.10.250/sep /princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S2&br=ECE&sub=

SYAMA S MOHAN'S Score For The Subject : DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS
Semester : S2 Branch : ECE Year : 2019

Total Number of Students Participated in this feedback = 39

Dictates

L ; C];"-it_\- and % of 5 Ahilty . - = Overall

Kaowiedgs Understandability Willingness | Class Nates to Speed of | Encourage Mekgvipusinesrity Effectiveness | Total
of the ’ Only of the of the ;

Teacher i of teacher's to Help Not Without organize |Presentation [Questioning itactier | toncher ol the Score

1 explanation Engaged Explaining Lecture teacher
| 1684 | 136 7.09 508 | 308 [ 857 [ 44 5.98 663 | 1098 [ 1037 [92.17

SYAMA S MOHAN's Detailed Score Card
SL No Questions 1 2 3 4 5

Knowledge of the Teacher

[ Excellent 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank

Clarity and Understandability of teacher's explanation

(]

1 Excellenmt 2. Good 3. Fair 4. Poor 3 Blank

Willingness to Help

I Excellent 2. Good 3 Fair 4 Poor 3 Blank

% of Class Not Engaged

i Less than 10% 2. 10%- 25% 3. More than 25% 4. Blank

6 Abilty to organize Lecture 31 - 0 1

. Excellent 2. Satisfactory 3. Inadequate 4 Blank

- Speed of Presentation 38 3 0 :

1. Just Right 2. Tow Fast 3. Too Slow 4. Blank

Behaviour of the teacher

I Pleasant 2 Indifferent 3. Unpleasant 4. Blank
Sincerity of teacher

I Sincere 2 Not Smcere 3. Unable to judge 4. Blank

Overall Effectiveness of the teacher

1. Excellent 2. Good 3. Faur 4 Poor 3 Blank

12 Percentage of Syllabus covered by the teacher 96.92

rincipal

PKRINCIPAL
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College of Enea3eo8idg10, 11
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DIFFERENTIAL EQUATIONS

http://10.10.10.250/sep 1 /princi_fal_rslt.php?sem=S2&br=ECE&sub=

Comments from Student

SL No Strength and Weakness Comments
CE OREE PWOLIIL_.__ R DEIVA MESS
2 ammachi mwuthaanu
LB : ___NICE = S — - .
4 she is one of the best teacher in our college
| 5 | Great knowledege in her subjects L = —— =
6 - “ell_o_rgmrz_c_d lectures | ———— e = d
7 o kollam - N Bl 8, - set aanu
f;‘:ew Back to Prev._Puge Sign Out
L
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