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Feedback Report  
 

 

 

JIS College of Engineering 

Academic Year: 2023-24 

 

 

About the Feedback Processes:  

As a premier institute for engineering education, JIS College of Engineering is known 

to the world for education as well research in different areas. The feedback from 

different stakeholders - students, teachers, parents and alumni provide important 

input for curriculum development and enrichment. Students at the end of every 

semester provide feedback on syllabus of every course. Feedback regarding the 

curriculum and syllabus is obtained from students, parents, teachers, employers and 

alumni. Feedback for 2023-24 is reported.  



 

Students’ Feedback on Curriculum 

Feed-back from our esteemed students is valuable to us. Please help us by answering the following 

questionnaire. 

Degree (B.Tech/M.Tech):  

Please give a rating of your course on the following: 

5 4 3 2 1 

Excellent Good Moderate Poor Extremely 
Poor 

 
Sl.# Particulars Rating 

1 Does theCurriculumenable theapplication ofknowledge ofmathematics,science, 
andtechnicalsubjects? 

 

2 Learning value(in terms ofskills, concepts,knowledge,analyticalabilities, or 
broadeningperspectives) 

 

3 Does the Curriculumsatisfy thecurrentindustryrequirement?  

4 Are you satisfied with the depth of thecourse content?  

5 Is theCurriculumcompatiblewith the latesttechnology?  

6 Does thecurriculumenable agraduate toidentify,formulate andsolve problems 
using engineeringknowledge? 

 

7 How do you rate the overall content of the curriculum?  

8   How do you rate the applicability of the curriculum in real life?  

9 What would be your rating on the projects performed during the curriculum?  

 

 

Do you feel the need of any change in curriculum andsyllabus? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

_____________________________ OPTIONAL______________________________________ 

Name: _______________________________________ Course: ________________________ 

Department: _________________________ University Reg. No. ________________________ 

Years/Semester:( ---------------- ) I / II / III /IV 

 

 



 

Teachers’ Feedback on Curriculum 

Teachers’ are integral part of learning process. Please help us by answering the following questionnaire. 

Teacher’s Name: _______________________________________ 

Please give a rating of your course on the following: 

5 4 3 2 1 

Excellent Good Moderate Poor Extremely 
Poor 

 

 

Sl.# Particulars Rating 

1 Does theCurriculumenable theapplication ofknowledge ofmathematics,science, 
andtechnicalsubjects? 

 

2 Learning value(in terms ofskills, concepts,knowledge,analyticalabilities, or 
broadeningperspectives) 

 

3 Does the Curriculumsatisfy thecurrentindustryrequirement?  

4 Is theCurriculumcompatiblewith the latesttechnology?  

5 Does thecurriculumenable agraduate toidentify,formulate andsolve problems 
using engineeringknowledge? 

 

6 How do you rate the applicability of the curriculum in real life?  

7 What would be your rating on the relevance/learning value of the projects 
performed during the curriculum? 

 

8 How do you rate the overall content of the curriculum?  

 

 

Do you feel the need of any change in curriculum andsyllabus? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Employers’ Feedback on Curriculum 

Employers of our students are end-users of our teaching-learning process. Please help us by answering the 

following questionnaire. 

Name of Stakeholder:_______________________________________ 

Name of Department or Company or Business:______________________________________ 

 

Please give a rating of your course on the following: 

5 4 3 2 1 

Excellent Good Moderate Poor Extremely 
Poor 

 

 
Sl.# Particulars Rating 

1 Does theCurriculumenable theapplication ofknowledge ofmathematics,science, 
andtechnicalsubjects? 

 

2 Learning value(in terms ofskills, concepts,knowledge,analyticalabilities, or 
broadeningperspectives) 

 

3 Does the Curriculumsatisfy thecurrentindustryrequirement?  

4 Are you satisfied with the depth of thecourse content?  

5 Is theCurriculumcompatiblewith the latesttechnology?  

6 Does thecurriculumenable agraduate toidentify,formulate andsolve problems 
using engineeringknowledge? 

 

7 How do you rate the overall content of the academic curriculum?  

8   How do you rate the applicability of the curriculum in real life?  

9 What would be your rating on the relevance/learning value of the projects 
performed during the curriculum? 

 

 

 

Do you feel the need of any change in curriculum and syllabus? 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

ALUMNI FEEDBACK FORM 
 
 

We shall be thankful to and appreciate you, if you can spare some of your valuable time to fill 

up this feedback form and give us your valuable suggestions for further improvement of the 
Institute. Your valuable inputs will be of great use to improve the quality of our academic 
programs and enhance the credibility of the Institute. Hence your feedback on Institute will help 
us to improve our approach in Academics.  

 

Please fill the feedback form 

 

Please give a rating of your course on the following: 

5 4 3 2 1 

Excellent Good Moderate Poor Extremely 
Poor 

 
Sl.# Particulars Rating 

1 Does theCurriculumenable theapplication ofknowledge ofmathematics,science, 
andtechnicalsubjects? 

 

2 Learning value(in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 
broadeningperspectives) 

 

3 Does the Curriculumsatisfy thecurrentindustryrequirement?  

4 Are you satisfied with the depth of thecourse content?  

5 Is theCurriculumcompatiblewith the latesttechnology?  

6 Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve 
problems using engineering knowledge? 

 

7 How do you rate the overall content of the curriculum?  

8   How do you rate the applicability/relevance of the curriculum in real life?  

9 What would be your rating on the projects performed during the curriculum?  

 

Do you feel the need of any change in curriculum and syllabus? 

 

 

 

 

 

Name of the Alumni  

Degree [√] B. Tech M. Tech 

Branch  

Graduation  Year  

Professional Details 

Organization Name  

Designation  



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Students Feedback 

Academic Year: 2023-24 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Students Feedback: 

The students are the most important stakeholders of Higher Education systems. The interest and participation of 

students at all levels in both internal quality assurance and external quality assurance have to play a central role. 

From the current academic year the college has started online feedback system. We have received total 253 

student’s online feedback on the curriculum, designed by all the departments of JIS College of Engineering, 

Kalyani, Nadia, WB. 

 

 

We have considered 10 parameters namely-"Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of 

mathematics, science, and technical subjects?", "Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, 

analytical abilities, or broadening perspectives)", " Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry requirement 

", "Depth of the course content", "Curriculum compatibility with the latest technology?", "Does the curriculum 

enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems using engineering knowledge?", "Academic 

Curriculum", "Applicability/relevance to real life situations", "Relevance/learning value of project/ report", 

"Overall rating". We rate the parameters as follows: Extremely Good (9), Very Good (8), Good (7), Moderately 

Good (6) and Moderate (5), Somehow Tolerable (4), Poor (3), Very Poor (2), Extremely Poor (1). Final rating is 

marked as “Excellent” if Average Scores is greater than 8. Final rating is marked as “Very good” if average scores 

is less than or equal to 8 but greater than 6.  Final rating is marked as “good” if average scores is less than or equal 

to 6 but greater than 4 and so on. The results derived in terms of percentage of students with common views, 

average scores and rating have been presented in Table-1. 

 
Table 1: Analysis of feedback from Students 2023-24 

 

Q.No. 

Curriculum 

Evaluation 

Points 

Responses (in terms of percentage of students) 

Rating Extreme

ly Good 

Very 

Good 

Goo

d 

Moder

ately 
Good 

Moder

ate 

Somehow 

Tolerable 

Poor Very 

Poor 

Extremely 

Poor 
Averag

e 

1 Does the 

Curriculum 

enable the 

application of 

knowledge of 

mathematics, 

science, and 

technical 

subjects? 

55.73 41.11 1.19 1.98 0 0 0 0 0 8.51 
Excelle

nt 

2 Learning value 

(in terms of 

skills, concepts, 

knowledge, 

analytical 

abilities, or 

broadening 

perspectives) 

47.43 44.66 5.93 1.98 0 0 0 0 0 8.38 
Excelle

nt 

3 Curriculum 

satisfiability on 

the current 

industry 

requirement 

49.41 41.11 4.74 4.74 0 0 0 0 0 8.35 
Excelle

nt 

4 Depth of the 

course content 
49.01 39.92 6.32 4.74 0 0 0 0 0 8.33 

Excelle

nt 

5 Curriculum 

compatibility 

with the latest 

technology? 

47.83 45.06 4.35 2.77 0 0 0 0 0 8.38 
Excelle

nt 



 
6 Does the 

curriculum 

enable a 

graduate to 

identify, 

formulate and 

solve problems 

using 

engineering 

knowledge? 

50.59 44.27 3.16 1.98 0 0 0 0 0 8.43 
Excelle

nt 

7 

Academic 

Curriculum 

50.2 41.11 4.74 3.95 0 0 0 0 0 8.38 
Excelle

nt 

8 Applicability/re

levance to real 

life situations 

47.04 43.08 6.32 3.56 0 0 0 0 0 8.34 
Excelle

nt 

9 Relevance/lear

ning value of 

project/ report 

46.25 49.01 2.77 1.98 0 0 0 0 0 8.4 
Excelle

nt 

10 

Overall rating 

47.43 50.59 1.19 0.79 0 0 0 0 0 8.45 
Excelle

nt 

 

Note: Average Scores > 8: excellent; 8≥Average Score>6: Very Good;   6≥Average Score>4: Good 
 

Feedback received from the students revealed that out of 10 chosen parameters, all have been rated as “Excellent”. 

The students’ feedback has been judiciously incorporated in the teaching-learning across all the disciplines. The 

highest score of 8.51 was given to the parameter “Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of 

mathematics, science, and technical subjects?” and rated as “Excellent” followed by ‘Overall rating’ with average 

score of 8.45. The next highly rated parameters are “Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of 

mathematics, science, and technical subjects?”, “Relevance/learning value of project/ report” with average scores 

of 8.43, 8.4 respectively have been rated as “Excellent”. 



 



 



 

 
 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Teacher Feedback 

Academic Year: 2023-24 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Teacher Feedback: 

 
Feedback from teachers was collected for their views towards the curriculum, teaching learning and evaluation 

as shown in Table-3.Feedback was collected on 8 parameters- "Does the Curriculum enable the application of 

knowledge of mathematics, science, and technical subjects?", "Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, 

knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening perspectives)", "Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry 

requirement", "Curriculum compatibility with the latest technology?", "Does the curriculum enable a graduate 

to identify, formulate and solve problems using engineering knowledge?", "Applicability/relevance to real life 

situations", "Relevance/learning value of project/ report", "Overall rating". The teachers provided us the inputs 

regarding improvement in facilities and employability of our students. We appeal our teachers to provide their 

sincere feedback on curriculum. We have received total 75 online feedbacks from teachers. Based on the 

comments of the teachers, the analysis has been done as follows: 

 

Table 2: Analysis of feedback from Teachers 2023-24 

 

Q.No. 
Curriculum Evaluation 

Points 

Responses (in terms of percentage of teachers) 
Rating 

Extremely 

Good 

Very 

Good 
Good 

Moderately 

Good 
Moderate 

Somehow 

Tolerable 
Poor 

Very 

Poor 

Extremely 

Poor 
Average 

1 

Does the Curriculum 

enable the application 

of knowledge of 

mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects? 

48 42.67 6.67 2.67 0 0 0 0 0 8.36 Excellent 

2 

Learning value (in 

terms of skills, 

concepts, knowledge, 

analytical abilities, or 

broadening 

perspectives) 

50.67 40 5.33 4 0 0 0 0 0 8.37 Excellent 

3 

Curriculum 

satisfiability on the 

current industry 

requirement 

45.33 45.33 6.67 2.67 0 0 0 0 0 8.33 Excellent 

4 

Curriculum 

compatibility with the 

latest technology? 

40 53.33 2.67 4 0 0 0 0 0 8.29 Excellent 

5 

Does the curriculum 

enable a graduate to 

identify, formulate and 

solve problems using 

engineering 

knowledge? 

41.33 45.33 8 5.33 0 0 0 0 0 8.23 Excellent 

6 

Applicability/relevance 

to real life situations 

38.67 42.67 12 6.67 0 0 0 0 0 8.13 Excellent 

7 Relevance/learning 

value of project/ report 

46.67 45.33 8 0 0 0 0 0 0 8.39 Excellent 

8 

Overall rating 

42.67 57.33 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8.43 Excellent 

 

Note: Average Scores > 8: excellent; 8≥Average Score>6: Very Good;   6≥Average Score>4: Good 

 

 



 
 
 

It is evident from the table that the teachers have given highest score of 8.43 to parameter" Overall rating". 

The parameter “Relevance/learning value of project/ report” shows score of 8.39 which is regarded as 

“Excellent”. All the other parameters also show “Excellent” rating. Overall the feedback from teachers on 

curriculum is excellent. 

 



 
 



 
 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Employer Feedback 

Academic Year: 2023-24 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

Employer Feedback: 

 
Feedback from our employers is valuable for us. They provided us the inputs regarding improvement in 

facilities and employability of our students. The parameters which were considered are "Does the Curriculum 

enable the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, and technical subjects?", "Learning value (in 

terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening perspectives)", "Curriculum 

satisfiability on the current industry requirement", "Depth of the course content", "Curriculum compatibility 

with the latest technology?", "Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems 

using engineering knowledge?", "Academic Curriculum", "Applicability/relevance to real life situations", 

"Relevance/learning value of project/ report", "Overall rating". We have received total 42 online feedbacks 

from the employers. The findings of the feedback responses are reported in Table-4. 

 

Table 3: Analysis of feedback from Employer 2023-24 

Q.No. 
Curriculum Evaluation 

Points 

Responses (in terms of percentage of employers) 
Rating 

Extremely 

Good 

Very 

Good 

Good Moderately 

Good 

Moderate Somehow 

Tolerable 

Poor Very 

Poor 

Extremely 

Poor 
Average 

1 Does the Curriculum 

enable the application 

of knowledge of 

mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects? 

45.71 28.57 20 5.71 0 0 0 0 0 8.14 Excellent 

2 Learning value (in 

terms of skills, 

concepts, knowledge, 

analytical abilities, or 

broadening 

perspectives) 

34.29 42.86 14.29 8.57 0 0 0 0 0 8.03 Excellent 

3 Curriculum 

satisfiability on the 

current industry 

requirement 

42.86 37.14 11.43 8.57 0 0 0 0 0 8.14 Excellent 

4 Depth of the course 

content 
37.14 34.29 20 8.57 0 0 0 0 0 8 Excellent 

5 Curriculum 

compatibility with the 

latest technology? 

40 31.43 17.14 11.43 0 0 0 0 0 8 Excellent 

6 Does the curriculum 

enable a graduate to 

identify, formulate and 

solve problems using 

engineering 

knowledge? 

45.71 37.14 11.43 5.71 0 0 0 0 0 8.23 Excellent 

7 Academic Curriculum 42.86 37.14 11.43 8.57 0 0 0 0 0 8.14 Excellent 

8 Applicability/relevance 

to real life situations 
45.71 28.57 17.14 8.57 0 0 0 0 0 8.11 Excellent 

9 Relevance/learning 

value of project/ report 
37.14 34.29 20 8.57 0 0 0 0 0 8 Excellent 

10 Overall rating 37.14 37.14 17.14 8.57 0 0 0 0 0 8.03 Excellent 

 

Note: Average Scores > 8: excellent; 8≥Average Score>6: Very Good;   6≥Average Score>4: Good 

 
 

 
 



 
 

Table-4 shows “Excellent” on all parameters where “Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, 

formulate and solve problems using engineering knowledge?” shows maximum score (8.23). The parameter 

“Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, and technical subjects?” 

shows score of 8.14 which indicate that our syllabus is application oriented and designed in such a way that 

the students will be able to apply mathematics and science to solve problems.  

 



 
 



 
 



 
 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Alumni Feedback 

Academic Year: 2023-24 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 

 

Alumni Feedback: 

 
Our alumni are valuable for us. They provided us the inputs regarding improvement in facilities and 

employability of our students. JIS College of Engineering always  tries  to  get  alumni feedback  to  improve  

the  quality  of  academic programs especially for design and  review of the syllabus. The parameters which 

have been considered are "Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects?", "Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 

broadening perspectives)", "Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry requirement", "Depth of the 

course content", "Curriculum compatibility with the latest technology?", "Does the curriculum enable a 

graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems using engineering knowledge?", "Academic Curriculum", 

"Applicability/relevance to real life situations", "Relevance/learning value of project/ report", "Overall rating". 

We have received total 135 alumni online feedbacks. The findings of the alumni’s feedback responses are 

reported in Table-5. 

 

Table 5: Analysis of feedback from Alumni 2023-24 

Q.No. 
Curriculum Evaluation 

Points 

Responses (in terms of percentage of alumni) 
Rating 

Extremely 

Good 

Very 

Good 

Good Moderately 

Good 

Moderate Somehow 

Tolerable 

Poor Very 

Poor 

Extremely 

Poor 
Average 

1 Does the Curriculum 

enable the application 

of knowledge of 

mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects? 

51.11 43.7 2.96 2.22 0 0 0 0 0 8.44 Excellent 

2 Learning value (in 

terms of skills, 

concepts, knowledge, 

analytical abilities, or 

broadening 

perspectives) 

45.93 44.44 4.44 5.19 0 0 0 0 0 8.31 Excellent 

3 Curriculum 

satisfiability on the 

current industry 

requirement 

53.33 42.96 2.22 1.48 0 0 0 0 0 8.48 Excellent 

4 Depth of the course 

content 
52.59 44.44 0 2.96 0 0 0 0 0 8.47 Excellent 

5 Curriculum 

compatibility with the 

latest technology? 

43.7 40.74 11.11 4.44 0 0 0 0 0 8.24 Excellent 

6 Does the curriculum 

enable a graduate to 

identify, formulate and 

solve problems using 

engineering 

knowledge? 

42.96 45.19 6.67 5.19 0 0 0 0 0 8.26 Excellent 

7 Academic Curriculum 47.41 42.96 7.41 2.22 0 0 0 0 0 8.36 Excellent 

8 Applicability/relevance 

to real life situations 
46.67 45.19 5.93 2.22 0 0 0 0 0 8.36 Excellent 

9 Relevance/learning 

value of project/ report 
46.67 37.78 11.11 4.44 0 0 0 0 0 8.27 Excellent 

10 Overall rating 42.22 57.78 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8.42 Excellent 

 

Note: Average Scores > 8: excellent; 8≥Average Score>6: Very Good;   6≥Average Score>4: Good 



 
 

 

 
 

 
 

Table-5 shows “Excellent” on all parameters where “Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry 

requirement” shows maximum score of (8.48). The parameter “Depth of the course content” shows score of 

8.47 which indicate that our alumni are satisfied with the academic curriculum. It is clearly evident from the 

average scores mentioned in Table-5 that our alumni feel proud to be the student of JIS College of Engineering. 
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Action Taken Report (ATR) on Feedback 
 

 

Sl. 

No. 

Attributes Action Taken 

1 Does the Curriculum 

enable the application of 

knowledge of 

mathematics, science, and 

technical subjects? 

➢ Existing curriculum enables the application 

of knowledge of mathematics, science, and 

technical subjects. Most of the stakeholders 

are agreed with this. 

2 Learning value (in terms 

of skills, concepts, 

knowledge, analytical 

abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

➢ Trainers from industry are consulted for 

giving training to the students. 

➢ Students are encouraged to participate in 

Coding competitions organized within the 

college as well as organized in other colleges. 

➢ Special trainings are arranged to make 

students familiar with latest technology. 

 

3 Does the curriculum 

enable a graduate to 

identify, formulate and 

solve problems using 

engineering knowledge? 

➢ In every year students are assigned projects 

on selective subjects.  

➢ Students are motivated in research based 

project. 

➢ Extra experiments beyond the curriculum are 

conducted in lab classes. 

4 Are you satisfied with the 

depth of the course 

content? 

➢ Most of the stakeholders are satisfied with 

depth of the course content. It has been 

decided to increase depth of few subjects. 

5 Is the Curriculum 

compatible with the latest 

technology? 

➢ Institute has already introduced the FLIP 

Learning with Audio Visual way of teaching 

where students are provided with different 

case study – Pre class, Post class and In class 

Assignments; 

 

➢ Flip Class room with world class facility of 

smart board, Audio Visual Support, 

Projectors 

6 Does the curriculum 

enable a graduate to 

identify, formulate and 

solve problems using 

engineering knowledge? 

➢ The curriculum is designed to enable a 

graduate to identify, formulate and solve 

problems using engineering knowledge. 



 
 

➢ Python is being used to solve real life 

problems. It has been decided to include 

Python in curriculum.  

7 How do you rate the 

overall content of the 

curriculum? 

➢ Rating provided by most of the stakeholders 

on the overall content of the curriculum is 

extremely good. Each department has been 

instructed to improve content of few 

subjects. 

8 How do you rate the 

applicability of the 

curriculum in real life? 

➢ Course has been updated with the 

applicability to real life situations. 

➢ Special trainings are arranged for the students 

so that they can apply engineering knowledge 

to real life situations 

 

9 What would be your rating 

on the projects performed 

during the curriculum? 

➢ Students are encouraged to think for 

innovative project ideas. 

➢ Innovative Project has introduced for 2nd 

year, 3rd year students in the curriculum. 

➢ Mandatory Projects from 1st Semester 

onwards 

➢ Special training sessions are arranged for 3rd 

year students to make them familiar with 

project and project ideas 

➢ Students are instructed to submit project 

progress report in every week. 
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STAKEHOLDER FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM  
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Stakeholder Feedback Analysis Procedure 

Department of Computer Science & Engineering, JIS College of started its journey in the year 2000 with B.Tech 

Programme. The department has continuously been working on improving quality of education and its relevance to 

the field work. In order to analyze the lag areas in the curriculum, feedbacks from all the stakeholders are collected 

and analyzed. This report focuses on the analysis of stakeholders’ feedback on curriculum R16.  
 

Feedback for curriculum improvement was taken from the following stake holders: 

1. Alumni 

2. Employer 

3. Faculty members  

4. Students  

5. Parents 

 
Separate feedback forms were prepared for the different stakeholders (See Annexure I, Annexure II, Annexure III and 

Annexure IV) and hard copy of filled forms are collected (See Annex V). Based on the received feedbacks, the 

following analysis is done. Frequency, Batches, Percentage of the  respondents and Applicable regulations are 

indicated in the following tables: 

 

 
 

1. Feedback methods and frequency: 

Sl. No. Stake Holder Method Frequency 

1. Employer  
 

Surveys 

Once / Year 

2. Alumni Once / Year 

3. Faculty Once / Year 

4. Student Once / Year 

 
The feedback has been taken every year from all the above stake holders as a regular practice. Based on the feedbacks 

received and its analysis, curriculum modification is suggested which would be placed to next BOS. After finalization 

from BOS it will be ratified in next AC.  Hence, the pertinent feedback from all the stake holders only was considered 

for making improvements in the curriculum. 

Feedback survey form for taking feedback from various stakeholders is used and summary report on feedback analysis 

is made. Through survey forms we requested the  stakeholders to indicate quality of Knowledge, Skill and Attitude 

components in the existing curriculum, about the new courses to be introduced and syllabi modification to the existing 

courses in the curriculum to be revised. 

The percentage of respondents is quite satisfactory.  

 
 



STAKEHOLDER FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM  

ANALYSIS REPORT 

ACADEMIC YEAR – 2023-24 
 

 

Stakeholders’ Feedback Analysis Reports 

B. Tech. Programme 

 

Total Response received from Stakeholders 

 
Sl. No. Stake Holder Method Frequency No of respondents 

1. Employer  
 

Surveys 

Once / Year 25 

2. Alumni Once / Year 70 

3. Faculty Once / Year 28 

4. Student Once / Year 316 

5 Parents 
 

Once / Year 40 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



STAKEHOLDER FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM  

ANALYSIS REPORT 

ACADEMIC YEAR – 2023-24 
 

 

❖ Feedback Report Analysis from Alumni 

 
  5 4 3 2 1 

Parameters Very good Good Moderate Poor Very Poor 

How important does the Curriculum to 

enable the application of  knowledge 

of mathematics, science, and technical 

subjects?  

35 27 8   

  

Rate the measure of learning value (in 

terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, 

analytical abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

32 29 9   

  

How much does the Curriculum fulfil 

the recent industry requirement? 

37 26 7   

  
Are you pleased with the depth of 

the course content?  
35 27 8   

  
Is the Curriculum compatible with 

the modern technology? 
29 32 9   

  
How does the curriculum enable a 

graduate to recognize, formulate 

and solve problems using 

engineering knowledge?  

35 27 8   

  
How do you rate the overall content 

of the curriculum? 
32 29 9   

  
How do you rate the applicability 

of the curriculum in real life? 
35 27 8   

  
Rate the projects performed during 

the curriculum? 
35 27 8   

  

 

 Fig 1. Alumni Response (Total 70 Alumni responded) 
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❖ Feedback Report analysis from Faculty 

 
  5 4 3 2 1 

Parameters Very good Good Moderate Poor Very Poor 

How important does the Curriculum to 

enable the application of knowledge of 

mathematics, science, and technical 

subjects?  

14 13 4   

  
Rate the measure of learning value (in 

terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, 

analytical abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

15 12 4   

  

How much does the Curriculum fulfil 

the recent industry requirement? 

13 15 3   
  

Are you pleased with the depth of the 

course content?  
14 13 4   

  
Is the Curriculum compatible with the 

modern technology? 
15 12 4   

  
How does the curriculum enable a 

graduate to recognize, formulate and 

solve problems using engineering 

knowledge?  

13 15 3   

  
How do you rate the overall content of 

the curriculum? 
14 13 4   

  
How do you rate the applicability of the 

curriculum in real life? 
13 15 3   

  
Rate the projects performed during the 

curriculum? 
14 13 4   

  

      

      

      

 

Fig 2. Faculty Response (Total 31 responses) 
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❖ Feedback Report analysis from Alumni 

 

Fig 3. Alumni Response (Total 58 Alumni responded) 

❖ Feedback Report analysis from Employer 

 

Fig. Employer Response (Total 18 Employer responded) 

❖ Feedback Report analysis from Exit Students 
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ACADEMIC YEAR – 2023-24 
 

 

Fig 4. Exit Students Response (Total 71 Exit Students responded) 

Important suggestions: 

From Faculties: 
❖ More wide range of electives may be offered. 

❖ Some mandatory noncredit courses may be incorporated.  

❖ Project based learning should be practiced.  

❖ Some courses may be offered to enlighten students about the application of modern 

tools/ computers in conventional electrical systems. 

From Alumni: 
❖ More emphasis may be given in developing better communication and interpersonal 

skills. 

❖ Course on FACTS, Embedded systems, Industrial electrical systems may be included. 

❖ More courses/ activities may be incorporated to enhance student’s capability to work 

effectively in a team. 

From Employer: 
❖ Scope of innovation must be there. 

❖ Recent topics such Solar energy, Internet of things, FACTS etc may be included as a 

course. 

❖  Management principles should be taught. 

From students: 
❖ More scope of project work should be there in curriculum. 

❖ Recent topics may be included in the curriculum. 

❖ Total number of courses in each semester may be reduced. 

From Parents: 
❖ Subjects which are needed to get the job, should be added. 

❖ Subjects which are helpful for sustainability in job, should be added. 

❖ More scope of project work should be there in curriculum. 

 

The consolidated feedback report and important comments will be placed in next BoS.   



Feedback Report 

 

 

JIS College of Engineering 

 

Academic Year: 2023-24 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



About the Feedback Processes: 

As a premier institute for engineering education, JIS College of Engineering is known to the world for 

education as well research in different areas. The feedback from different stakeholders - students, 

teachers, parents and alumni provide important input for curriculum development and enrichment. 

Students at the end of every semester provide feedback on syllabus of every course. Feedback regarding 

the curriculum and syllabus is obtained from students, parents, teachers, employers and alumni. 

Feedback for 2023-24 is reported. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Feedback Report 

 

 

JIS College of Engineering 

 

Academic Year: 2023-24 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Feed-back from our esteemed students is valuable to us. Please help us by answering the following 

questionnaire. 

Degree (B.Tech in CST/CSE(AIML): 

Please give a rating of your course on the following: 

5 4 3 2 1 

Excellent Good Moderate Poor Extremely Poor 

 

Sl.# Particulars Rating 

1 Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects? 

 

2 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 
broadening perspectives) 

 

3 Does the Curriculum satisfy the current industry requirement?  

4 Are you satisfied with the depth of the course content?  

5 Is the Curriculum compatible with the latest technology?  

6 Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems 

using engineering knowledge? 

 

7 How do you rate the overall content of the curriculum?  

8 How do you rate the applicability of the curriculum in real life?  

9 What would be your rating on the projects performed during the curriculum?  

 

Please give a rating of your course on the following: 

5 4 3 2 1 

Excellent Good Moderate Poor Extremely Poor 

 

Sl.# Particulars Rating 

1 Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, and 

technical subjects? 

 

2 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

 

3 Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry requirement  

4 Curriculum compatibility with the latest technology?  

5 Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems 

using engineering knowledge? 
 

6 

Applicability/relevance to real life situations 

 

7 Relevance/learning value of project/ report  

8 Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects? 

 

9 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

 

 

Do you feel the need of any change in curriculum and syllabus? 

 



 

Name:______________________________  

Department: _________________________  

Designation: _________________________ 

ID: 

Years/Semester: (__________) I/II/III/IV 

 

Students Feedback: 

The students are the most important stakeholders of Higher Education systems. The interest and 

participation of students at all levels in both internal quality assurance and external quality assurance 

have to play a central role. From the current academic year the college has started online feedback 

system. We have received total 253 student’s online feedback on the curriculum, designed by all the 

departments of JIS College of Engineering, Kalyani, Nadia, WB. 

We have considered 10 parameters namely-"Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge 

of mathematics, science,  and  technical  subjects?",  "Learning  value (in  terms  of skills,  concepts,  

knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening perspectives)", " Curriculum satisfiability on the current 

industry requirement ", "Depth of the course content", "Curriculum compatibility with the latest 

technology?", "Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems using 

engineering knowledge?", "Academic Curriculum", "Applicability/relevance to real life situations", 

"Relevance/learning value of project/ report", "Overall rating". We rate the parameters as follows: 

Extremely Good (9), Very Good (8), Good (7), Moderately Good (6) and Moderate (5), Somehow 

Tolerable (4), Poor (3), Very Poor (2), Extremely Poor (1). Final rating is marked as “Excellent” if 

Average Scores is greater than 8. Final rating is marked as “Very good” if average scores is less than or 

equal to 8 but greater than 6. Final rating is marked as “good” if average scores is less than or equal to 

6 but greater than 4 and so on. The results derived in terms of percentage of students with common 

views, average scores and rating have been presented in Table-1. 

Feedback Report Students 

Q 

No. 

Curriculum Evaluation 

Points 

Extremely 

Good 

Very 

Good 
Good 

Moderately 

Good 
Moderate 

Somehow 

Tolerable 
Poor 

Very 

Poor 

Extremely 

Poor 
Average 

1 

Does the Curriculum 

enable the application of 
knowledge of 

mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects? 

50.00 16.67 10.00 16.67 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

2 

Learning value (in terms 

of skills, concepts, 

knowledge, analytical 
abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

60.00 20.00 6.67 6.67 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

3 

Curriculum satisfiability 

on the current industry 
requirement 

46.67 23.33 16.67 3.33 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.67 

4 
Depth of the course 

content 
40.00 10.00 13.33 20.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.67 

5 

Curriculum compatibility 
with the latest 

technology? 

53.33 13.33 10.00 16.67 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

6 

Does the curriculum 
enable a graduate to 

identify, formulate and 

solve problems using 
engineering knowledge? 

56.67 10.00 10.00 16.67 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 



7 Academic Curriculum 53.33 16.67 10.00 13.33 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

8 
Applicability/relevance 

to real life situations 
46.67 16.67 16.67 13.33 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

9 
Relevance/learning value 

of project/ report 
50.00 16.67 10.00 16.67 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.67 

10 Overall rating 50.74 15.93 11.48 13.70 3.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.44 
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0%

3%

Does the Curriculum enable the application of 
knowledge of mathematics, science, and technical 

subjects?

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

62%

21%

7%
7% 3%

0%
0% 0%

0%

Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, 
analytical abilities, or broadening perspectives)

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor



 

 

47%

23%

17%

3%
3%

0%
0%

0%

0%

7%

Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry requirement

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

40%

10%13%

20%

10%

0%
0%

0%

0%

7%

Depth of the course content

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



 

 

54%

13%

10%

17%

3%

0%

0% 0%

0%

3%

Curriculum compatibility with the latest technology

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

57%

10%

10%

17%

3%

0%
0% 0% 0%

3%

Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, 
formulate and solve problems using engineering 

knowledge

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



 

 

54%

17%

10%

13%
3%

0%
0%

0%

0%

3%

Academic Curriculum

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

47%

17%

17%

13%
3%

0%

0%
0%

0%

3%

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

50%
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17%

0%

0% 0%

0%

0%

7%

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

51%

16%

11%

14%

4%

0%
0%

0%

0%

4%

Overall rating

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Faculty Feedback Report 

 

 

JIS College of Engineering 

 

Academic Year: 2023-24 
 

 

Teacher Feedback: 



Feedback from teachers was collected for their views towards the curriculum, teaching learning and 

evaluation as shown in Table-3.Feedback was collected on 8 parameters- "Does the Curriculum enable 

the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, and technical subjects?", "Learning value (in 

terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening perspectives)", "Curriculum 

satisfiability on the current industry requirement", "Curriculum compatibility with the latest 

technology?", "Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems using 

engineering knowledge?", "Applicability/relevance to real life situations", "Relevance/learning value 

of project/ report", "Overall rating". The teachers provided us the inputs regarding improvement in 

facilities and employability of our students. We appeal our teachers to provide their sincere feedback 

on curriculum. We have received total 75 online feedbacks from teachers. Based on the comments of 

the teachers, the analysis has been done as follows: 

Feedback Report Faculties 

Q 

No. 

Curriculum Evaluation 

Points 

Extremely 

Good 

Very 

Good 
Good 

Moderately 

Good 
Moderate 

Somehow 

Tolerable 
Poor 

Very 

Poor 

Extremely 

Poor 
Average 

1 

Does the Curriculum 
enable the application of 

knowledge of 

mathematics, science, 
and technical subjects? 

50.00 30.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

2 

Learning value (in terms 

of skills, concepts, 
knowledge, analytical 

abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

60.00 40.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

3 

Curriculum satisfiability 
on the current industry 

requirement 

70.00 30.00 0.00 33.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

4 

Curriculum compatibility 
with the latest 

technology? 

50.00 20.00 10.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

5 

Does the curriculum 

enable a graduate to 

identify, formulate and 

solve problems using 

engineering knowledge? 

60.00 40.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

6 
Applicability/re levance 

to real life situations 
80.00 10.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

7 
Relevance/learning value 

of project/ report 
70.00 20.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

8 Overall rating 62.86 27.14 4.29 10.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
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53%
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0% 0% 0%
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Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry 
requirement

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good
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Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

50%

20%

10%

20%

0%

0%
0%

0%

0%

0%

Curriculum compatibility with the latest technology

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



 

 

60%

40%

0%0%
0% 0%

0%0%0%0%

Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, 
formulate and solve problems using engineering 

knowledge

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

80%

10%

0%
10%

0%

0%
0%

0%
0%

0%

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



 

 

 

Sl No.  Attributes Action Taken 

1 Does the Curriculum enable the 

application of knowledge of 
mathematics, science, and technical 

subjects? 

Action 1: A review committee will be established to evaluate the integration of 

mathematics, science, and technical subjects within the curriculum. This committee 
will gather input from faculty and industry experts to ensure that the curriculum 

effectively supports the application of these foundational subjects. 

Action 2: Workshops will be organized for faculty to develop interdisciplinary 
teaching strategies that enhance the application of mathematical and scientific 

concepts in technical courses, ensuring students can see the relevance of their studies. 

2 Learning value (in terms of skills, 

concepts, knowledge, analytical 
abilities, or broadening perspectives) 

Action 1: A survey will be conducted among students and alumni to assess the 

perceived learning value of the curriculum. The results will be analyzed to identify 
strengths and areas for improvement in skill development and conceptual 

understanding. 

Action 2: The curriculum will be revised to include more experiential learning 
opportunities, such as internships and collaborative projects, aimed at broadening 

students' perspectives and enhancing their analytical abilities. 

70%

20%

0%

10%

0%

0% 0% 0%

0% 0%

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

60%

26%

4%
10%

0%

0%

0%
0%

0%

0%

Overall rating

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



3 Does the curriculum enable a graduate 

to identify, formulate and solve 

problems using engineering 

knowledge? 

Action 1: A task force will be created to develop specific learning outcomes related 

to problem identification and solving using engineering principles. These outcomes 

will be integrated into course objectives across relevant subjects. 

Action 2: Case studies and real-world problem-solving sessions will be incorporated 
into the curriculum to provide students with practical experience in applying 

engineering knowledge to complex problems. 

4 Are you satisfied with the depth of the 

course content? 

Action 1: A comprehensive content audit will be conducted to evaluate the depth and 

rigor of each course. Faculty will be encouraged to provide feedback on areas where 
content depth may be lacking. 

Action 2: Additional resources, such as advanced readings and supplementary 

materials, will be made available to students to enhance their understanding and 
engagement with the course content. 

5 Is the Curriculum compatible with the 

latest technology? 

Action 1: A technology review committee will be formed to assess the current 

curriculum's alignment with emerging technologies in the field. This committee will 
recommend updates to ensure that students are learning relevant and up-to-date skills. 

Action 2: Partnerships will be established with technology companies to provide 

students with access to the latest tools and platforms, facilitating hands-on experience 
with current technologies. 

6 Does the curriculum enable a graduate 

to identify, formulate and solve 

problems using engineering 
knowledge? 

Action 1: Curriculum Alignment with Problem-Solving Skills 

Action 2: Implementation of Design Experiences 

7 How do you rate the overall content of 

the curriculum? 

Action 1: An anonymous feedback mechanism will be implemented to allow students 

to rate and comment on the overall content of the curriculum regularly. This feedback 
will be reviewed each semester to inform curriculum adjustments. 

Action 2: A curriculum advisory board, including student representatives, will be 

created to provide ongoing input on the overall content and structure of the 
curriculum, ensuring it meets student needs and expectations. 

8 How do you rate the applicability of 

the curriculum in real life? 

Action 1: A series of focus groups will be conducted with current students and alumni 

to discuss the real-life applicability of the curriculum. Insights gained will be used to 
enhance course relevance. 

Action 2: The curriculum will be revised to include more project-based learning 

opportunities that reflect real-world challenges, allowing students to apply their 
knowledge in practical settings. 

9 What would be your rating on the 

projects performed during the 

curriculum? 

Action 1: A review of the current project offerings will be conducted to assess their 

effectiveness and relevance. Feedback from students will be collected to identify 

which projects are most beneficial and engaging. 
Action 2: New project guidelines will be developed to ensure that projects are aligned 

with industry standards and provide meaningful learning experiences. Opportunities 

for collaboration with industry partners on projects will also be explored. 

 



Feedback Report 

 

 

JIS College of Engineering 

 

Academic Year: 2023-24 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 



About the Feedback Processes: 

As a premier institute for engineering education, JIS College of Engineering is known to the world for 

education as well research in different areas. The feedback from different stakeholders - students, 

teachers, parents and alumni provide important input for curriculum development and enrichment. 

Students at the end of every semester provide feedback on syllabus of every course. Feedback regarding 

the curriculum and syllabus is obtained from students, parents, teachers, employers and alumni. 

Feedback for 2023-24 is reported. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Feedback Report 

 

 

JIS College of Engineering 

 

Academic Year: 2023-24 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Feed-back from our esteemed students is valuable to us. Please help us by answering the following 

questionnaire. 

Degree (B.Tech in CST/CSE(AIML): 

Please give a rating of your course on the following: 

5 4 3 2 1 

Excellent Good Moderate Poor Extremely Poor 

 

Sl.# Particulars Rating 

1 Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects? 

 

2 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or 
broadening perspectives) 

 

3 Does the Curriculum satisfy the current industry requirement?  

4 Are you satisfied with the depth of the course content?  

5 Is the Curriculum compatible with the latest technology?  

6 Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems 

using engineering knowledge? 

 

7 How do you rate the overall content of the curriculum?  

8 How do you rate the applicability of the curriculum in real life?  

9 What would be your rating on the projects performed during the curriculum?  

 

Please give a rating of your course on the following: 

5 4 3 2 1 

Excellent Good Moderate Poor Extremely Poor 

 

Sl.# Particulars Rating 

1 Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, and 

technical subjects? 

 

2 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

 

3 Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry requirement  

4 Curriculum compatibility with the latest technology?  

5 Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems 

using engineering knowledge? 
 

6 

Applicability/relevance to real life situations 

 

7 Relevance/learning value of project/ report  

8 Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects? 

 

9 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

 

 

Do you feel the need of any change in curriculum and syllabus? 

 



 

Name:______________________________  

Department: _________________________  

Designation: _________________________ 

ID: 

Years/Semester: (__________) I/II/III/IV 

 

Students Feedback: 

The students are the most important stakeholders of Higher Education systems. The interest and 

participation of students at all levels in both internal quality assurance and external quality assurance 

have to play a central role. From the current academic year the college has started online feedback 

system. We have received total 253 student’s online feedback on the curriculum, designed by all the 

departments of JIS College of Engineering, Kalyani, Nadia, WB. 

We have considered 10 parameters namely-"Does the Curriculum enable the application of knowledge 

of mathematics, science,  and  technical  subjects?",  "Learning  value (in  terms  of skills,  concepts,  

knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening perspectives)", " Curriculum satisfiability on the current 

industry requirement ", "Depth of the course content", "Curriculum compatibility with the latest 

technology?", "Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems using 

engineering knowledge?", "Academic Curriculum", "Applicability/relevance to real life situations", 

"Relevance/learning value of project/ report", "Overall rating". We rate the parameters as follows: 

Extremely Good (9), Very Good (8), Good (7), Moderately Good (6) and Moderate (5), Somehow 

Tolerable (4), Poor (3), Very Poor (2), Extremely Poor (1). Final rating is marked as “Excellent” if 

Average Scores is greater than 8. Final rating is marked as “Very good” if average scores is less than or 

equal to 8 but greater than 6. Final rating is marked as “good” if average scores is less than or equal to 

6 but greater than 4 and so on. The results derived in terms of percentage of students with common 

views, average scores and rating have been presented in Table-1. 

Feedback Report Students 

Q 

No. 

Curriculum Evaluation 

Points 

Extremely 

Good 

Very 

Good 
Good 

Moderately 

Good 
Moderate 

Somehow 

Tolerable 
Poor 

Very 

Poor 

Extremely 

Poor 
Average 

1 

Does the Curriculum 

enable the application of 
knowledge of 

mathematics, science, 

and technical subjects? 

50.00 16.67 10.00 16.67 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

2 

Learning value (in terms 

of skills, concepts, 

knowledge, analytical 
abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

60.00 20.00 6.67 6.67 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

3 

Curriculum satisfiability 

on the current industry 
requirement 

46.67 23.33 16.67 3.33 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.67 

4 
Depth of the course 

content 
40.00 10.00 13.33 20.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.67 

5 

Curriculum compatibility 
with the latest 

technology? 

53.33 13.33 10.00 16.67 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

6 

Does the curriculum 
enable a graduate to 

identify, formulate and 

solve problems using 
engineering knowledge? 

56.67 10.00 10.00 16.67 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 



7 Academic Curriculum 53.33 16.67 10.00 13.33 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

8 
Applicability/relevance 

to real life situations 
46.67 16.67 16.67 13.33 3.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 3.33 

9 
Relevance/learning value 

of project/ report 
50.00 16.67 10.00 16.67 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 6.67 

10 Overall rating 50.74 15.93 11.48 13.70 3.70 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 4.44 
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Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry requirement

Extremely Good

Very Good
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Average
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7%

Depth of the course content

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good
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Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor
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Average



 

 

54%
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3%
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Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, 
formulate and solve problems using engineering 

knowledge
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Very Good

Good
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Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average
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Very Poor
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3%

Applicability/relevance to real life situations
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Very Poor
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Good
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Somehow Tolerable
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Very Poor
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Average
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Overall rating
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Very Poor
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Faculty Feedback Report 

 

 

JIS College of Engineering 

 

Academic Year: 2023-24 
 

 

Teacher Feedback: 



Feedback from teachers was collected for their views towards the curriculum, teaching learning and 

evaluation as shown in Table-3.Feedback was collected on 8 parameters- "Does the Curriculum enable 

the application of knowledge of mathematics, science, and technical subjects?", "Learning value (in 

terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening perspectives)", "Curriculum 

satisfiability on the current industry requirement", "Curriculum compatibility with the latest 

technology?", "Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, formulate and solve problems using 

engineering knowledge?", "Applicability/relevance to real life situations", "Relevance/learning value 

of project/ report", "Overall rating". The teachers provided us the inputs regarding improvement in 

facilities and employability of our students. We appeal our teachers to provide their sincere feedback 

on curriculum. We have received total 75 online feedbacks from teachers. Based on the comments of 

the teachers, the analysis has been done as follows: 

Feedback Report Faculties 

Q 

No. 

Curriculum Evaluation 

Points 

Extremely 

Good 

Very 

Good 
Good 

Moderately 

Good 
Moderate 

Somehow 

Tolerable 
Poor 

Very 

Poor 

Extremely 

Poor 
Average 

1 

Does the Curriculum 
enable the application of 

knowledge of 

mathematics, science, 
and technical subjects? 

50.00 30.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

2 

Learning value (in terms 

of skills, concepts, 
knowledge, analytical 

abilities, or broadening 

perspectives) 

60.00 40.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

3 

Curriculum satisfiability 
on the current industry 

requirement 

70.00 30.00 0.00 33.33 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

4 

Curriculum compatibility 
with the latest 

technology? 

50.00 20.00 10.00 20.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

5 

Does the curriculum 

enable a graduate to 

identify, formulate and 

solve problems using 

engineering knowledge? 

60.00 40.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

6 
Applicability/re levance 

to real life situations 
80.00 10.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

7 
Relevance/learning value 

of project/ report 
70.00 20.00 0.00 10.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 

8 Overall rating 62.86 27.14 4.29 10.48 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 
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Does the Curriculum enable the application of 
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Very Poor
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40%
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0% 0%

Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, 
knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening 

perspectives)
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Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



 

 

53%

23%

0%

25%

0%
0%

0% 0% 0%

0%

Curriculum satisfiability on the current industry 
requirement

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

50%

20%

10%

20%

0%

0%
0%

0%

0%

0%

Curriculum compatibility with the latest technology

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



 

 

60%

40%

0%0%
0% 0%

0%0%0%0%

Does the curriculum enable a graduate to identify, 
formulate and solve problems using engineering 

knowledge

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

80%

10%

0%
10%

0%

0%
0%

0%
0%

0%

Applicability/relevance to real life situations

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



 

 

 

Sl No.  Attributes Action Taken 

1 Does the Curriculum enable the 

application of knowledge of 
mathematics, science, and technical 

subjects? 

Action 1: A review committee will be established to evaluate the integration of 

mathematics, science, and technical subjects within the curriculum. This committee 
will gather input from faculty and industry experts to ensure that the curriculum 

effectively supports the application of these foundational subjects. 

Action 2: Workshops will be organized for faculty to develop interdisciplinary 
teaching strategies that enhance the application of mathematical and scientific 

concepts in technical courses, ensuring students can see the relevance of their studies. 

2 Learning value (in terms of skills, 

concepts, knowledge, analytical 
abilities, or broadening perspectives) 

Action 1: A survey will be conducted among students and alumni to assess the 

perceived learning value of the curriculum. The results will be analyzed to identify 
strengths and areas for improvement in skill development and conceptual 

understanding. 

Action 2: The curriculum will be revised to include more experiential learning 
opportunities, such as internships and collaborative projects, aimed at broadening 

students' perspectives and enhancing their analytical abilities. 

70%

20%

0%

10%

0%

0% 0% 0%

0% 0%

Relevance/learning value of project/ report

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average

60%

26%

4%
10%

0%

0%

0%
0%

0%

0%

Overall rating

Extremely Good

Very Good

Good

Moderately Good

Moderate

Somehow Tolerable

Poor

Very Poor

Extremely Poor

Average



3 Does the curriculum enable a graduate 

to identify, formulate and solve 

problems using engineering 

knowledge? 

Action 1: A task force will be created to develop specific learning outcomes related 

to problem identification and solving using engineering principles. These outcomes 

will be integrated into course objectives across relevant subjects. 

Action 2: Case studies and real-world problem-solving sessions will be incorporated 
into the curriculum to provide students with practical experience in applying 

engineering knowledge to complex problems. 

4 Are you satisfied with the depth of the 

course content? 

Action 1: A comprehensive content audit will be conducted to evaluate the depth and 

rigor of each course. Faculty will be encouraged to provide feedback on areas where 
content depth may be lacking. 

Action 2: Additional resources, such as advanced readings and supplementary 

materials, will be made available to students to enhance their understanding and 
engagement with the course content. 

5 Is the Curriculum compatible with the 

latest technology? 

Action 1: A technology review committee will be formed to assess the current 

curriculum's alignment with emerging technologies in the field. This committee will 
recommend updates to ensure that students are learning relevant and up-to-date skills. 

Action 2: Partnerships will be established with technology companies to provide 

students with access to the latest tools and platforms, facilitating hands-on experience 
with current technologies. 

6 Does the curriculum enable a graduate 

to identify, formulate and solve 

problems using engineering 
knowledge? 

Action 1: Curriculum Alignment with Problem-Solving Skills 

Action 2: Implementation of Design Experiences 

7 How do you rate the overall content of 

the curriculum? 

Action 1: An anonymous feedback mechanism will be implemented to allow students 

to rate and comment on the overall content of the curriculum regularly. This feedback 
will be reviewed each semester to inform curriculum adjustments. 

Action 2: A curriculum advisory board, including student representatives, will be 

created to provide ongoing input on the overall content and structure of the 
curriculum, ensuring it meets student needs and expectations. 

8 How do you rate the applicability of 

the curriculum in real life? 

Action 1: A series of focus groups will be conducted with current students and alumni 

to discuss the real-life applicability of the curriculum. Insights gained will be used to 
enhance course relevance. 

Action 2: The curriculum will be revised to include more project-based learning 

opportunities that reflect real-world challenges, allowing students to apply their 
knowledge in practical settings. 

9 What would be your rating on the 

projects performed during the 

curriculum? 

Action 1: A review of the current project offerings will be conducted to assess their 

effectiveness and relevance. Feedback from students will be collected to identify 

which projects are most beneficial and engaging. 
Action 2: New project guidelines will be developed to ensure that projects are aligned 

with industry standards and provide meaningful learning experiences. Opportunities 

for collaboration with industry partners on projects will also be explored. 

 



Review of R21 Curriculum 

Students Feedback Analysis 

STUDENT FEEDBACK FORM 

Sl.No. Particulars High Moderate Poor 

1 The sequence of the courses (subjects) in the 
curriculum 

   

2 Size of syllabus in terms of the load on the 

student. 

   

3 The objectives stated for each of the course.    

4 The offering of the electives in terms of 
their relevance to the specialized streams. 

   

5 How do you rate the electives offered in 
relation to the technological advancements. 

   

6 Content of the courses encourages extra 
learning/ self-learning. 

   

7 How do you rate the percentage (Number) 
of courses having practical components? 

   

Remarks: 

 

1. The sequence of the courses (subjects) in the curriculum 
Under the criteria of sequence of courses 33.4% students rated high and 23.5% 
students rated as moderate and remaining as poor. 
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2. Size of syllabus in terms of the load on the student. 
Under the criteria of syllabus in term of load on the students 44.56% students rated 
high 22.34% students rated as moderated and 33.1% students rated poor. 
 

 
 
 

3. The objectives stated for each of the course 
 

Under the criteria of course objective statements 39.66% students rated high 34.93% 
students rated as moderated and remaining students rated poor. 

 

 
 
 
 
 

4. The offering of the electives in terms of their relevance to the specialized streams. 
Under the criteria of elective papers in term of their relevance to the specialized 

44
.5

6

22
.3

4

33
.1

H I G H M O D E R A T E P O O R

SI ZE  O F  SYL LAB US I N  T ERM S OF  T HE  LO A D O N T HE  
ST UDE N T

39
.6

6

34
.9

3

25
.4

1

H I G H M O D E R A T E P O O R

OBJECTIVES STATED FO R EACH OF  THE COURSE



stream 23.56% students rated high, 31.09% students rated as moderate and 45.35% 
rated as poor. 
 

 
 
 

5. How do you rate the electives offered in relation to the technological 
advancements? 
Under the criteria of elective offered in relation to the technological advancements 
26.84% students rated high 31.73% students rated moderated and remaining rated 
poor. 

 
 

6. Content of the courses encourages extra learning/ self-learning. 
44.34% students rated it as high where remaining students rated it as moderate. 
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7. How do you rate the percentage (Number) of courses having practical 
components? 
Under this criteria 48.65% students rated high where 35.83% students rated moderate 
and % students rated poor. 
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Faculty Feedback Analysis 

FACULTY FEEDBACK FORM 

Sl.No. Particulars High Moderate Poor 

1 The learning objectives are clear and 
appropriate to the program. 

   

2 The curriculum and syllabus are well 
organized and suitable to the program. 

   

3 The system followed by the university for the 
design and development of curriculum is 
effective. 

   

4 How do you rate the distribution of contact 
hours among the course components? 

   

5 The curriculum has a good balance between 
theory and practical. 
 

   

6 How do you rate the electives offered in 
relation to the technological advancements. 

   

7 The need for existing MOOCS courses in 
each year 

   

Remarks: 

1. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. 
              Under this criteria learning objective 45.74% faculty rated high and 54.26% rated 
moderate.  
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2. The curriculum and syllabus are well organized and suitable to the program. 
Under this component 37.95% faculty rated high where 26.84% faculty rated 
moderate and remaining faculty rated poor. 
 

 
3. The system followed by the university for the design and development of 

curriculum is 
                Under this criteria 31.69% faculty rated high where of 42.55% faculty rated    
moderate and remaining rated poor. 
                                  

 
4. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the course 

components? 
Under the criteria of distribution of contact hours among the course components 
34.76% faculty rated as high where 32.56% faculty rated moderate and reaming 
rated as poor. 
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5. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. 

Under this criteria 56.33% faculty rated high, 43% faculty rated moderate.

 
 
 

6. How do you rate the electives offered in relation to the technological 
advancements? 
43.09% faculty rated high,44% faculty rated moderated and remaining rated as 
poor. 
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7. The need for existing MOOCS courses in each year 
76% faculty rated as high where remaining rated as moderate. 

 
 
 

Guardian Feedback Analysis 

GUARDIAN FEEDBACK FORM 

Sl.No. Particulars High Moderate Poor 

1 Rate the learning experience gained by the ward 
through curriculum of the course 

   

2 Rate the competency of the curriculum with 
respect to other Universities 

   

  3 Rate the relevance of curriculum to the program    

4 Rate the incorporation of recent changes of 
technology in the curriculum 
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5 Satisfaction level of curriculum design as per the 
requirement of employability / Higher Learning. 

   

6 Remarks  

 
1. Rate the learning experience gained by the ward through curriculum of the course 

Under this criteria 54.33% guardian rated High and remaining rated moderate. 

 
2. Rate the competency of the curriculum with respect to other Universities 

Under this component 49.87% , 23.44% and 26.69% guardian rated as High, moderate 
and poor respectively. 

 
3. Rate the relevance of curriculum to the program 

Under this criteria 41.87% guardian rated high and remaining rated as moderate. 
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4. Rate the incorporation of recent changes of technology in the curriculum 

67.88% guardian rated as High and remaining rated as moderate. 

 
5. Satisfaction level of curriculum design as per the requirement of employability / 

Higher Learning. 
In Satisfaction level of curriculum design as per the requirement of employability / 
Higher Learning 58.49% guardian rated as high and remaining rated as poor. 
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Industry Person Feedback Analysis 

Industry Person Feedback Question Set 

Sl 
No. 

Question High Moderate Low 

1 Students have the ability to find solutions to real-
life/practical problems in industry through the use of 
technical knowledge? 

   

2 Our students have reasonable practical and laboratory skills 
for analysis and design? 

   

3 Rate our students with respect to professional ethics and 
behavior? 

   

4 Rate our students in written and oral communication abilities    

5 Our students have ability and will to engage in a process of 
continuous learning to meet the current job requirements 

   

6 How do you rate professional capabilities of our students 
with respect to students from other institutions 

   

7 Curriculum must include course in accordance to current 
Industry revolution. 

   

8 Rate our students in overall personality development    

9 Remarks  
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1. Students have the ability to find solutions to real-life/practical problems in industry 
through the use of technical knowledge 

32.45% rated as high, 24.67% rated as moderate and remaining rated as poor. 

 

 

2. Our students have reasonable practical and laboratory skills for analysis and design 

According to the feedback it is reflected that 46.33% gave moderated ratings and remaining 
gave high rating. 
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3. Rate our students with respect to professional ethics and behavior 

In respect to professional ethics 13.33% have given poor rating, where 26.66% have given 
satisfactory rating. 

 

 

 

4. Rate our students in written and oral communication abilities 

According to oral and communication skill 33.34% have given high rating where 66.66% 
have given moderate rating. 
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5.Our students have ability and will to engage in a process of continuous learning to 
meet the current job requirements 

Under this point 13.33% have given low rating, 33.33% have given high rating and remaining 
are moderate. 

 

 

6.How do you rate professional capabilities of our students with respect to students 
from other institutions? 

60% of the feedback is high and range 40% is moderate. 
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7.Curriculum must include course in accordance to current Industry revolution. 

46.66% have given high rating and 26.66% have given moderate and remaining poor rating 
under the category current industry standard. 

 

 

8.Rate our students in overall personality development 

Under this category 56% gave high rating and remaining gave moderate rating. 
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Alumni Feedback Analysis 

Alumni Feedback Question Set 

Sl 
No. 

Question High Moderate Poor 

1 Sufficiency of Syllabus content to bridge the Gap  between 
Academy and Industry 

   

2 Curriculum is adequate to your current professional domain    

3 Laboratory Content and credits are sufficient to make 
students ready for Industry need 

   

4 Adequate no. of options for elective paper in relation to 
current Technological advancement 

   

5 Rate the curriculum with respect to professional ethics and 
behavior 

   

6 Rate  the curriculum in written and oral communication 
abilities 

   

7 Remarks  

 

1.Sufficiency of Syllabus content to bridge the Gap between Academy and Industry 

This is shown that only 35.7% alumni are agreed that the curriculum is bridge in industry and 
academia where 45% have given moderate rate. 
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2.Curriculum is adequate to your current professional domain 

In this criteria 22.78% gave high and 45.23% gave moderate rating. 

 

 

3.Laboratory Content and credits are sufficient to make students ready for Industry 
need 

According to the feedback it is clear that 25.67%. 34.56%, 39.77 % gave high, moderate 
and poor rating accordingly. 
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4.Adequate no. of options for elective paper in relation to current Technological 
advancement 

Here 63% have given high and remaining gave moderate rating. 

 

 

5.Rate the curriculum with respect to professional ethics and behavior 

In this aspect 65.7% gave high  ratings and remaining gave moderate rating. 

 

 

 

6.Rate the curriculum in written and oral communication abilities 

Here 45.32% gave high rating, 34% gave moderate rating and remaining gave poor rating. 
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JIS College of Engineering 
Dept. of Information Technology 

 
Action Taken Report for Reformation of R21 and Implementation of R23 

 

Sl. 
No. 

Recommendation Based on 
Feedback 

Action Taken 

 

1 Credit point should be minimized The credit point of R21 curriculum was 183, which has been 
reduced to 162 in R23 curriculum 

2 Programming language skill must 
be developed from the very 
beginning of the course 

Programming language has been introduced in R23 in 1st 
semester. 

 Programming Skill for problem solving (IT101) 
 Programming Skill for problem solving Lab (IT191) 

3 Artificial Intelligence must be 
compulsory papers instead of 
optional. 

Artificial Intelligence has been updated a compulsory paper 
instead in optional. 

 Artificial Intelligence (IT504) 
 Artificial Intelligence (IT594) 

4 Students must be taught non-SQL 
database along with relational 
database. 

NO SQL has been introduced in curriculum R23 in 7th 
semester 

 NoSQL Database with MongoDB (IT702C) 
 NoSQL Database with MongoDB Lab (IT792D) 

 

5 

Industry Academia gap must be 
reduced for that need of the hours 
technical topic like -IOT, cyber 
security, Forensic etc. may be 
incorporated in curriculum. 

Following papers have introduced: 
 Social Network Analysis (IT605C) 
 Internet of Things Lab (IT693C) 
 Wireless Adhoc Network (IT702C) 
 Wireless Ad hoc Network Lab (IT792C) 
 NoSQL Database with MongoDB (IT702C) 
 NoSQL Database with MongoDB Lab (IT792D) 
 Quantum Computing (IT703D) 
 Digital Forensics (IT704A) 
 Realtime Systems (IT704D) 
 Computer Vision (IT803D) 



6 Internship should be part in 
curriculum as it is very much 
required for engineering courses. 

Internship has been introduced in the curriculum R23 in 6th 
semester. 

 Internship (IT681) 
7 MOOCS courses are basically for 

self-learning and for one’s own 
interest; MOCCS is better not be 
compulsory component in 
curriculum in each year. 

MOOCS have been opted out in Curriculum R23. 

 

 

 

 

 

 


