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1.Prelude

Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot, being a premier technical institute
in Karnataka, has emerged as a benchmark of excellence and innovation in the field of
engineering education. With quality sustenance as its focus, the college has developed the
feedback mechanism starting with obtaining feedback from the various stakeholders through a
structured rating-based feedback mechanism.The feedback data is analyzed and then the
appropriate strategies are adopted to address the gaps in curriculum and infrastructure. The
college draws feedback from studentsfor continuous improvement in curriculum development
and infrastructure.In this report, the analysis of stakeholders’ feedback along with action taken
report is presented for the academic year 2021-2022.

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on curriculum from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CS1 Course objectives and outcomes are defined clearly

CS2 Course contents are aligned to the course outcomes of respective subjects

CS3 Prescribed textbooks adequately cover all the course content

CS4 Core courses cover all the fundamental subjects relevant to the
engineering/management programme

CS5 Department elective courses are in line with the advanced and cutting-edge
technologies relevant to the branch/discipline

CS6 Open electives offered cover related multidisciplinary subjects

CS7 Curriculum has adequate weightage for the lab courses

Following parameters are considered to get feedback from teachers on curriculum in the form
of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CT1 Scheme of teaching and evaluation are in line with the guidelines of
AICTE/VTU

CT2 Core courses and their content are aligned to the equivalent courses in
higher learning institutes.

CT3 Course content of department electives cater to the present demands of
industry

CT4 Curriculum structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CTS5 Curriculum structure adequately covers all the Program Outcomes




Following parameters are considered to get feedback from alumni on curriculum in the form of
qguestionnaire

Parameters Questions

CA1l Curriculum is adequately updated to meet the current advancement in the
field of specialization

CA2 Core courses and their content are aligned to the standards specified by the
professional bodies in the relevant discipline (Ex. IEEE, ASME, ASCE, ACM,
etc.)

CA3 Department elective courses and their content cater to the changing
demands of industry

CA4 Curriculum  structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CAS Curriculum structure adequately covers the skill sets that the industries
expect

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on infrastructure from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

cl1 Class rooms are equipped with advanced teaching facilities such as
Projectors/Smart Boards/Lecture Capture etc.

Cl2 Laboratory infrastructure in the department is adequate

Cl3 Accessibility of internet and the speed is adequate

Cl4 Campus has adequate canteen / refreshment facilities

Cl5 Campus has adequate quality drinking water facility

Cl6 Campus is equipped with adequate sports facility/ gym

Cl7 Medical facilities in the campus are adequate

Cl 8 Library resources are adequate and easily accessible

Cl9o Rate overall ambiance




2. Feedback analysis and action taken report
2.1 Department of Electronics and Communication Engineering

Feedback report on Curriculum from Students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CS1-CS7) Rating,
CS1 | CS2 [ CS3 | CS4 | CS5 | CS6 | CS7 | averaged
1 19 15 18 14 12 10 18 | across
2 61 73 60 60 39 40 59 all parameters
3 136 | 126 | 140 | 128 | 79 | 77 | 120 | (CS1-CS7)
4 125 | 132 | 126 | 136 | 91 | 100 | 148
5 88 | 83 | 8 | 91 | 58 | 52 | 84
Total 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 279 | 279 | 429
% Satisfied (>4) 50 50 49 53 53 54 54 52
% Neutral (= 3) 32 29 33 30 28 28 28 30
% Dissatisfied (£2) | 19 | 21 18 | 17 18 | 18 | 18 18
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2.1.2 Feedback report on Curriculum from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CT1 - CT5) Rating,
CT1 CT2 CT3 CT4 CT5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 00 00 00 00 00 all parameters
3 00 00 00 01 01 |(CT1-CT5)
4 03 06 09 05 05
5 18 15 12 15 15
Total 21 21 21 21 21
% Satisfied (24) 100 100 100 95 95 98
% Neutral (= 3) 00 00 00 05 05 02
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 00 00 00 00 00 00

100
100

90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

Rating (%26)

Tl

Teachers Feedback on Currlculum(2021 22)

Parameters

B % Satisfied 2 4)

% Neutral (=3)

B % Dissatisfied (< 2)




2.1.3 Feedback report on Curriculum from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CA1 - CA5) Rating,
CAl CA2 CA3 CA4 CAS5 average
1 02 03 03 02 04 across
2 10 12 08 09 10 | all parameters
3 12 11 14 14 14 | (CA1-CA5)
4 27 24 26 20 26
5 21 22 21 27 18
Total 72 72 72 72 72
% Satisfied (>4) 67 64 65 65 61 64
% Neutral (= 3) 17 15 19 19 19 18
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 17 21 15 15 19 17
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Feedback, Action Plan, Action Taken Report and Impact Analysis

(Based on action taken report of previous year)

The feedback collected is analyzed and sent it to the respective authorities for the actions.

Feedback Action Plan Action Taken | Impact Analysis
Report

CS1: Course objectives | It is planned to | Discussed in the BoS | After minor
and outcomes are | discuss about the | meeting and did | modification in the
defined clearly course contents | minor modifications | syllabus, course
(From Students | alignment with | w.r.t the alignment | contents are aligned
%Neutral (= 3) = 32%) course outcomes of | of course contents | with course

respective  subjects | with course | objectives.

in the next BoS |outcomes

meeting.
CSs: Department | Planned to have a | Conducted faculty | All the faculty
elective courses are in | faculty meeting to | meeting and | members were
line with the advanced | check whether the | addressed the issue | notified about the
and cutting-edge | department elective | of department | issue and the revision
technologies relevant to | courses are in line | elective courses | of department
the branch/discipline with the advanced | should be in line | elective course
(From Students | and cutting-edge | with the advanced | contents are made

%Neutral (= 3) = 28%) technologies and cutting-edge | and approved in the
relevant to  the | technologies BoS meeting.
branch/discipline. relevant to the

branch/discipline.

CS6: Open electives | It is planned to | Discussed in the BoS | Subsequent open

offered cover related | discuss about open | meeting and the | electives revision was

multidisciplinary electives offered | care is taken to | observed and it is
subjects covers related | include effective.

(From Students | multidisciplinary multidisciplinary

%Neutral (= 3) = 28%) subjects or not in | subjects as open
BoS meeting. electives.

Without 1sem exam, | Planned to have a | Conducted faculty | Due to COVID-19, the

2nd sem classes have
been started. We are
facing difficulty.

faculty meeting to

discuss the
inconvenience

caused due to
conduction of 2™
semester classes

without 1% semester

meeting to discuss
the inconvenience
caused due to
conduction of 2"
semester classes
without 1* semester
examination.

conduction of 2™
semester classes
without 1% semester
examination was
happened.




examination.

Need of Virtual Mapping | Planned to have a | Conducted the | Teachers made
of syllabus & usage of | faculty meeting to | faculty meeting and | students familiar
syllabus in future | check on the | teachers were | with alignment of
studies. alignment of course | informed to keep | course contents and
contents with course | check on the | course objectives of
outcomes. alignment of course | their respective
contents with | subjects.
course outcomes of
their respective
subjects.
Once again it is | Discussed in the BoS | After minor
planned to discuss | meeting and did | modification in the
about the course | minor modifications | syllabus, course
contents alignment | w.r.t the alignment | contents are aligned
with course | of course contents | with course
outcomes of | with course | objectives.
respective  subjects | outcomes
in the next BoS
meeting.
Please provide cold | It is planned to | Formal request was | Basic amenities for
water in summer request competent | made to competent | students were
authority to enhance | authority to | enhanced.
basic amenities for | enhance basic
students. amenities for
students.
Make the startups and | Planned to have a | Conducted a | Industry Institute
interact with students | meeting with | meeting with | Coordinator (IIC) with
because they can attend | Industry Institute | Industry Institute | the help of startups
all events interestingly Coordinator (lIC) to | Coordinator (lIC) to | arranged many
arrange technical | arrange technical | technical sessions.
sessions for students | sessions for
from startups. students from

startups.




2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure

2.2.1 Feedback report on Infrastructure from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-C19) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8|CI9 | average
1 14 | 17 | 38 | 39 | 17 | 47 | 34 | 29 | 12 | across
2 58 | 59 | 72 | 80 | 60 | 83 | 78 | 54 | 69 | all parameters
3 135 | 137 | 120 | 123 | 122 | 109 | 128 | 125 | 128 | (CI1-CI9)
4 120|132 | 117|110 | 131|112 | 116 | 126 | 139
5 102 | 84 | 82 | 77 | 99 | 78 | 73 | 95 | 81
Total 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 429 | 429
% Satisfied (>4) 52 | 50 | 46 | 44 | 54 | 44 | 44 | 52 | 51 49
% Neutral (= 3) 31 | 32|28 |29 |28 | 25 | 30| 29 | 30 29
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 17 | 18 | 26 | 28 | 18 | 30 | 26 | 19 | 19 22
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2.2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-C19) Rating,

Cl1|Cl2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8 | CI9 | average

1 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | across

2 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | all parameters

3 02 | 02| 02]02]02]|02)|02]02]02]|(C1-cCl9)

4 19 (19 (19 |19 |19 |19 | 19 | 19 | 19

5 21 | 21 | 21 | 21 |21 | 21 | 21| 21 | 21

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100

% Satisfied ( 24) 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | 00 | 0O 100

% Neutral (=3) 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO 00

% Dissatisfied (<2) | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | OO | OO | OO0 | OO | OO 00
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2.2.3 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-C19) Rating,

Cl1|Cl2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8 | CI9 | average

1 02 | 03 | 04|07 |05 |05 ]| 04 | 03 | 04 |across

2 10 | 11 | 10 | 11 | 07 | 09 | 13 | 14 | 07 | all parameters

3 12 | 13 | 14 | 17 | 16 | 17 | 18 | 12 | 15 | (CI1-CI9)

4 19 | 22 | 22 17 | 19 | 17 | 18 | 20 | 28

5 29 | 23 | 22 | 20 | 25 | 24 | 19 | 23 | 18

Total 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72

% Satisfied ( 24) 67 | 63 | 61 | 51 | 61 | 57 | 51 | 60 | 64 59

% Neutral (=3) 17 | 18 | 19 | 24 | 22 | 24 | 25 | 17 | 21 21

% Dissatisfied (<2) | 17 | 19 | 19 | 25 | 17 | 19 | 24 | 24 | 15 20
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Feedback, Action Plan, Action Taken Report and Impact Analysis

(Based on action taken report of previous year)

The feedback collected is analyzed and sent it to the respective authorities for the actions.

Feedback

Action Plan

Action Taken
Report

Impact Analysis

CIl: Class rooms are | It is planned to| Formal request was | Advanced teaching
equipped with | request competent | made to competent | facilities such as
advanced teaching | authority for | authority to provide | Projectors/Smart
facilities  such  as | advanced  teaching | advanced  teaching | Boards/Lecture
Projectors/Smart facilities such as | facilities such as| Capture etc. — are
Boards/Lecture Projectors/Smart Projectors/Smart enhanced in  the
Capture etc. Boards/Lecture Boards/Lecture classrooms.

(From students | Capture etc. Capture etc.

%Neutral (= 3) = 31%)

CI3: Accessibility of | It is planned to | Formal request was | Campus wide
internet and the speed | request competent | made to competent | networking is
is adequate authority about | authority for | enhanced and the
(From students | accessibility of | addressing the issue | speed of ILL is
%Neutral (= 3) = 28%) | internet and adequate | of accessibility of | increased.

speed.

internet and adequate

speed.
CI5: Campus has |It is planned to | Formal request was | Basic amenities for
adequate quality | request  competent | made to competent | students were
drinking water | authority to enhance | authority to enhance | enhanced.
facility basic amenities for | basic amenities for
(From students | students. students.
%Neutral (= 3) = 28%)
CI6: Campus is| It is planned to | Formal request was | Sports facility/ gym
equipped with | request competent | made to competent | are enhanced in the
adequate sports | authority of college | authority to enhance institute.
facility/ gym Gymkhana to | the sports facility/
(From students | enhance the sports | &Y™
%Neutral (= 3) = 25%) facility/ gym.
CI8: Library [ It is planned to | Formal request was | Library resources in
resources are | request competent | made to competent | the campus are
adequate and easily | authority of Library to | authority of Library to | enhanced.
accessible facilitate the library | facilitate the library
(From students | resources. resources.
%Neutral (= 3) = 29%)
WIFI facilities should | It is planned to | Formal request was | Campus wide
be improved in hostel | request competent | made to competent | networking is




authority about
accessibility of
internet and adequate
speed.

authority for
addressing the issue
of accessibility of
internet and adequate

enhanced and the
speed of ILL s
increased.

speed.

Water facility and |It is planned to | Formal request was | Basic amenities for
equipment in | request competent | made to competent | students were
laboratory needs | authority to enhance | authority to enhance | enhanced.
more concentration basic amenities for | basic amenities for

students. students.
The desktop and |It is planned to | Formal request was | New computers,
software’s we use | request competent | made to competent | digital books and
hang most of the time | authority for new | authority for | online material
especially in 5"sem | computers, latest | addressing the issue | availability is taken
lost all my work | softwares, digital | of new computers, | care. An awareness to
before few days of | books and online | latest softwares, | students about open
exams and there also | material availability. digital books and | source softwares was
some electronic kits online material | also brought.
won't work properly. availability.
Please do consider
this.
HoD Dean (Academic) Principal
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1.Prelude

Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot, being a premier technical institute
in Karnataka, has emerged as a benchmark of excellence and innovation in the field of
engineering education. With quality sustenance as its focus, the college has developed the
feedback mechanism starting with obtaining feedback from the various stakeholders through a
structured rating-based feedback mechanism.The feedback data is analyzed and then the
appropriate strategies are adopted to address the gaps in curriculum and infrastructure. The
college draws feedback from students, teachers, and alumni for continuous improvement in
curriculum development and infrastructure. In this report, the analysis of stakeholders’
feedback along with action taken report is presented for the academic year 2020-2021.
Following parameters are considered to get feedback on curriculum from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CS1 Course objectives and outcomes are defined clearly

CS2 Course contents are aligned to the course outcomes of respective subjects

CS3 Prescribed textbooks adequately cover all the course content

cs4 Core courses cover all the fundamental subjects relevant to the
engineering/management programme

CS5 Department elective courses are in line with the advanced and cutting-edge
technologies relevant to the branch/discipline

CSe6 Open electives offered cover related multidisciplinary subjects

CS7 Curriculum has adequate weightage for the lab courses

Following parameters are considered to get feedback from teachers on curriculum in the form
of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CT1 Scheme of teaching and evaluation are in line with the guidelines of
AICTE/VTU

CT2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the equivalent courses in higher
learning institutes.

CT3 Course content of department electivescater to the present demands of
industry

CT4 Curriculum structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CT5 Curriculum structure adequately covers all the Program Outcomes




Following parameters are considered to get feedback from alumni on curriculum in the form of
guestionnaire

Parameters Questions

CA1l Curriculum is adequately updated to meet the current advancement in the
field of specialization

CA2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the standards specified by the
professional bodies in the relevant discipline(Ex. IEEE, ASME, ASCE, ACM,
etc.)

CA3 Department elective coursesand their content cater to the changing
demands of industry

CA4 Curriculum  structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CAS Curriculum structure adequately covers the skill sets that the industries
expect

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on infrastructure from the students,
teachers and alumni in the form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

cl1 Class rooms are equipped with advanced teaching facilities such as
Projectors/Smart Boards/Lecture Capture etc.

Cl2 Laboratory infrastructure in the department is adequate

Cl3 Accessibility of internet and the speed is adequate

Cl4 Campus has adequate canteen / refreshment facilities

Cl5 Campus has adequate quality drinking water facility

Cl6 Campus is equipped with adequate sports facility/ gym

Cl7 Medical facilities in the campus are adequate

Cl8 Library resources are adequate and easily accessible

Cl9 Rate overall ambiance




2. Feedback analysis and action taken report
2.1 Feedback report on Curriculum

2.1.1 Feedback report on Curriculum from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CS1-CS7) Rating,
CS1 | CS2 [ CS3 | CS4 | CS5 | CS6 | CS7 | averaged
1 08 04 08 06 02 02 08 | across
2 31 | 34 | 31 | 31 | 20 | 25 | 33 | all parameters
3 80 | 76 | 76 | 70 | 54 | 45 | 72 | (CS1-CS7)
4 68 | 77 | 72 | 81 | 48 | 53 | 66
5 44 40 44 43 33 32 52
Total 231 | 231 | 231 | 231 | 157 | 157 | 231
% Satisfied (>4) 48 51 50 54 52 54 51 51
% Neutral (= 3) 35 33 33 30 34 29 31 32
% Dissatisfied (£2) | 17 16 17 16 14 17 18 16
Students Feedback on Curriculum(2020-21)
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2.1.2 Feedback report on Curriculum from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CT1-CT5) Rating,
CT1 CT2 CT3 CT4 CT5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 00 00 00 00 00 | all parameters
3 02 02 02 02 02 |(CT1-CT5)
4 01 04 03 02 02
5 24 21 22 23 23
Total 27 27 27 27 27
% Satisfied (> 4) 93 93 93 93 93 93
% Neutral (= 3) 07 07 07 07 07 07
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 00 00 00 00 00 00
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2.1.3 Feedback report on Curriculum from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CA1 - CA5) Rating,
CAl CA2 CA3 CA4 CAS5 average
1 00 01 01 00 01 across
2 02 01 03 03 03 all parameters
3 06 06 05 05 05 | (CA1-CA5)
4 03 03 02 03 02
5 00 00 00 00 00
Total 11 11 11 11 11
% Satisfied (24) 27 27 18 27 18 23
% Neutral (= 3) 55 55 45 45 45 49
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 18 18 36 27 36 27
Alumni Feedback on Curriculum(2020-21)
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Feedback, Action Plan, Action Taken Report and Impact Analysis

(Based on action taken report of previous year)

The feedback collected is analyzed and sent it to the respective authorities for the actions.

Feedback Action Plan Action Taken | Impact Analysis
Report
CS1: Course | It is planned to | Discussed in the BoS | After minor
objectives and | discuss about the | meeting and did | modification in the
outcomes are defined | course contents | minor modifications | syllabus, course
clearly alignment with course | w.r.t the alignment of | contents are aligned
(From Students | outcomes of | course contents with | with course
%Neutral (= 3) = 35%) | respective subjects in | course outcomes objectives.
the next BoS meeting.
CSs: Department | Planned to have a | Conducted faculty | All the faculty
elective courses are in | faculty meeting to | meeting and | members were
line with the | check whether the | addressed the issue | notifiedabout the
advanced and cutting- | department elective | of department | issue and the revision
edge technologies | courses are in line | elective courses | of department
relevant to the | with the advanced | should be in line with | elective course
branch/discipline and cutting-edge | the advanced and | contents are made
(From Students | technologies relevant | cutting-edge and approved in the
%Neutral (= 3) = 34%) | to the | technologies relevant | BoS meeting.
branch/discipline. to the
branch/discipline.

CS6: Open electives | It is planned to | Discussed in the BoS | Subsequent open

offered cover related

discuss about open

meeting and the care

electives revision was

multidisciplinary electives offered | is taken to include | observedand it s
subjects covers related | multidisciplinary effective.
(From Students | multidisciplinary subjects as open
%Neutral (= 3) = 29%) | subjects or not in BoS | electives.
meeting.
Hectic time table Planned to have a | Conducted faculty | As more number of
faculty meeting to | meeting to discuss | courses are there in

hectic time table.

IV semester, the time
table is hectic.

slots
for

More  time
should  given
technical subjects

discuss hectic time
table.

It is planned to
appraise the

competent authority
for minimization of
non technical

Formal request was
made to
competentauthority
foraddressing
theissue of

As per the University
of norms, some of the
non technical subjects
are mandatory and
can’t be minimized.




subjects.

minimization of non
technical subjects.

There should not be [ It is planned to | Formal request was | As per the institute

units in the syllabus. appraise the | made to | norms, removal of
competent authority | competentauthority units in the syllabus is
for removal of units in | for removal of units in | not possible.
the syllabus. the syllabus.

CA2: Core | It is planned to | Discussed in the BoS | Subsequent minor

coursesand their | discuss about the | meeting and it is | curriculum  revision

content are aligned to | Core coursesand their | resolved to approve | was observedand it is

the standards | content alignment to | the revision of Core | effective.

specified by  the | the standards | coursesand their

professional bodies in | specified by  the | content in alignment

the relevant | professional bodies in | with the standards

discipline(Ex. IEEE, | the relevant discipline | specified by  the

ASME, ASCE, ACM, |in the next BoS | professional bodies in

etc.) meeting. the relevant

(From Alumni discipline.

%Neutral (= 3) = 55%)

Updated syllabus | It is planned to | Discussed in the BoS | More number of

must be included in | discuss about the | meeting and it is | electives is offered.

curriculum inclusion of more | resolved to include

number of electives in
the next BoS meeting.

more  number of
electives in the next

BoS meeting.

Please include more | Planned to have a | Conducted faculty | Addition of some
on software subjects | faculty meeting to | meeting to include | software courses are
like Anguler JS, Dev |include more on | more on software | useful for students
Ops, Python# | software subjects like | subjects like Anguler | placement.
languages, API's | Anguler JS, Dev Ops, | JS, Dev Ops, Python#

LAWS, Software | Python# languages, | languages, APl's

automation and | APl's ,AWS, Software | ,AWS, Software

development subjects | automation and | automation and

related subjects are
more helpful  after
UG completion.

development subjects
related subjects are
more helpful after
UG completion.

development subjects
related subjects are
more helpful  after
UG completion.




2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure

2.2.1 Feedback report on Infrastructure from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl19) Rating,

Cl1|Cl2|CI3|CI4 | CI5|CI6|CI7|CI8 | CI9 | average

1 03 | 07|11 | 13 | 07 | 14 | 11 | O7 | 05 | across

2 33 | 31 | 38 | 40 | 38 | 41 | 48 | 40 | 36 | all parameters

3 82 |8 |78 |8 |64 |78 |77 | 71|77 |(Cl1-CI9)

4 68 | 73 | 64 | 60 | 79 | 58 | 59 | 69 | 76

5 45 | 39 | 40 | 36 | 43 | 40 | 36 | 44 | 37

Total 231231231 231|231 231231231231

% Satisfied (24) 49 | 48 | 45 | 42 | 53 | 42 | 41 | 49 | 49 46

% Neutral (= 3) 35 | 35| 34 | 35 | 28 | 34 | 33 | 31 | 33 33

% Dissatisfied (<2) | 16 | 16 | 21 | 23 | 19 | 24 | 26 | 20 | 18 20
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2.2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl9) Rating,
Cl1|Cil2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7|CI8|CI9 | average
1 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | across
2 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | all parameters
3 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |(CI1-CI9)
4 02 | 02 | 02| 02|02 ]02|02)|02] 02
5 25 | 25 | 25 | 25 | 25 | 25 | 25 | 25 | 25
Total 27 | 27 | 27 | 27 | 27 | 27 | 27 | 27 | 27
% Satisfied (>4) 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 100
% Neutral (= 3) 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO 00
% Dissatisfied (<2)| 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | OO0 | OO | OO | OO 00
Teachers Feedback on Infrastructure(ZDZO 21)
100 100 100

100
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2.2.3 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl19) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2|CI3|Cl4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8 | ClI9 | average
1 00 | OO | 02 | 01 | OO | O1 | O3 | 00 | OO | across
2 02 | 02 03|01 ]|02]|02]|02]| 01| 02| allparameters
3 04 | 04 | 03 | 03| 02| 03]|03]| 06|03 ]|(C1-CI)
4 04 | 05| 03 | 05|06 |05 )| 03| 04| 04
5 01 |00 | 00| 01|01 |00 |00/ O00]| 02
Total 11 | 11 | 212 | 12 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11
% Satisfied (>4) 45 | 45 | 27 | 55 | 64 | 45 | 27 | 36 | 55 44
% Neutral (= 3) 36 | 36 | 27 | 27 | 18 | 27 | 27 | 55 | 27 31
% Dissatisfied (€2) | 18 | 18 | 45 18 | 18 | 27 | 45 9 18 24
Alumni Feedback on Infrastructure(2020-21)
100
20
80
70 64
9 60 55 . 55 55
E 50 g5 a5 - — B aa
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Feedback, Action Plan, Action Taken Report and Impact Analysis

(Based on action taken report of previous year)

The feedback collected is analyzed and sent it to the respective authorities for the actions.

Feedback Action Plan Action Taken | Impact analysis
Report

CIl1: Class rooms are | It is planned to| Formal request was | Advanced teaching
equipped with | request competent | made to competent | facilities such as
advanced teaching | authority for | authority to provide | Projectors/Smart
facilities  such  as | advanced  teaching | advanced  teaching | Boards/Lecture
Projectors/Smart facilities such as | facilities such as| Capture etc.  are
Boards/Lecture Projectors/Smart Projectors/Smart enhanced in  the
Capture etc. Boards/Lecture Boards/Lecture classrooms.
(From students | Capture etc. Capture etc.
%Neutral (= 3) = 35%)
CI3: Accessibility of | It is planned to | Formal request was | Campus wide
internet and the speed | request competent | made to competent | networking is
is adequate authority about | authority for | enhanced and the
(From students | accessibility of | addressing the issue | speed of ILL is
%Neutral (= 3) = 34%) | Internet and adequate | of accessibility of | increased.

speed.

internet and adequate

speed.

Cl6: Campus is | It is planned to | Formal request was | Sports facility/ gym
equipped with | request competent | made to competent | are enhanced in the
adequate sports | authority of college | authority to enhance institute.
facility/ gym Gymkhana to | the sports facility/
(From students | enhance the sports | &Y™
%Neutral (= 3) = 34%) facility/ gym.
Please provide proper | It is planned to | Formal request was | Basic amenities for
water facility for both | request  competent | made to competent | students were
drinking and for use authority to enhance | authority to enhance | enhanced.

basic amenities for | basic amenities for

students. students.
CIl: Class rooms are | It is planned to | Formal request was | Advanced teaching
equipped with | request competent | made to competent | facilities such as
advanced  teaching | authority for | authority to provide | Projectors/Smart
facilities ~ such  as | advanced  teaching | advanced  teaching | Boards/Lecture
Projectors/Smart facilities such as | facilities such as| Capture  etc. —are
Boards/Lecture Projectors/Smart Projectors/Smart enhanced in  the
Capture etc. Boards/Lecture Boards/Lecture classrooms.
(From Alumni | Capture etc. Capture etc.




%Neutral ( = 3) =
36%)

CI3: Accessibility of
internet and the speed
is adequate (From
Alumni %Neutral ( =
3) =27%)

It s
request

planned to

competent
authority about
accessibility of
internet and adequate
speed.

Formal request was
made to competent
authority for
addressing the issue
of accessibility of
internet and adequate

Campus wide
networking is
enhanced and the
speed of ILL s
increased.

speed.
ClI6: Campus is | It is planned to | Formal request was | Sports facility/ gym
equipped with | request competent | made to competent | are enhanced in the
adequate sports | authority of college | authority to enhance | Institute.

facility/ gym (From
Alumni %Neutral ( =
3)=27%)

Gymkhana to

enhance the sports
facility/ gym.

the

sports  facility/

HoD

Dean (Academic)

Principal
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1. Prelude

Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot, being a premier technical institute
in Karnataka, has emerged as a benchmark of excellence and innovation in the field of
engineering education. With quality sustenance as its focus, the college has developed the
feedback mechanism starting with obtaining feedback from the various stakeholders through
a structured rating-based feedback mechanism.The feedback data is analyzed and then the
appropriate strategies are adopted to address the gaps in curriculum and infrastructure. The
college draws feedback from students, teachers, and alumni for continuous improvement in
curriculum development and infrastructure. In this report, the analysis of stakeholders’
feedback along with action taken report is presented for the academic year 2019-2020.
Following parameters are considered to get feedback on curriculum from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

Cs1 Course objectives and outcomes are defined clearly

CS2 Course contents are aligned to the course outcomes of respective subjects

CS3 Prescribed textbooks adequately cover all the course content

CS4 Core courses cover all the fundamental subjects relevant to the
engineering/management programme

CS5 Department elective courses are in line with the advanced and cutting-edge
technologies relevant to the branch/discipline

CSe Open electives offered cover related multidisciplinary subjects

CSs7 Curriculum has adequate weightage for the lab courses

Following parameters are considered to get feedback from teachers on curriculum in the form
of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CT1 Scheme of teaching and evaluation are in line with the guidelines of
AICTE/VTU

CT2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the equivalent courses in higher
learning institutes.

CT3 Course content of department electivescater to the present demands of
industry

CT4 Curriculum structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CT5 Curriculum structure adequately covers all the Program Outcomes




Following parameters are considered to get feedback from alumni on curriculum in the form

of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CA1l Curriculum is adequately updated to meet the current advancement in the
field of specialization

CA2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the standards specified by the
professional bodies in the relevant discipline(Ex. IEEE, ASME, ASCE, ACM, etc.)

CA3 Department elective coursesand their content cater to the changing demands
of industry

CA 4 Curriculum  structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CAS Curriculum structure adequately covers the skill sets that the industries expect

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on infrastructure from the students,

teachers and alumni in the form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

Cl1 Class rooms are equipped with advanced teaching facilities such as
Projectors/Smart Boards/Lecture Capture etc.

Cl2 Laboratory infrastructure in the department is adequate

Cl3 Accessibility of internet and the speed is adequate

Cla Campus has adequate canteen / refreshment facilities

Cl5 Campus has adequate quality drinking water facility

Cl6 Campus is equipped with adequate sports facility/ gym

Cl7 Medical facilities in the campus are adequate

Cl 8 Library resources are adequate and easily accessible

Cl9

Rate overall ambiance




2. Feedback analysis and action taken report

2.1 Feedback report on Curriculum

2.1.1 Feedback report on Curriculum from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CS1 - CS7) Rating,
CS1 | CS2 | CS3 | CS4 | CS5 | CS6 | CS7 | averaged
1 13 05 09 10 12 11 08 | across
2 24 34 27 21 29 24 28 | all parameters
3 55 | 48 | 51 | 56 | 46 | 49 | 49 | (CS1-CS7)
4 43 44 43 44 46 44 45
5 27 | 31 | 32 | 31 | 29 | 34 | 32
Total 162 | 162 | 162 | 162 | 162 | 162 | 162
% Satisfied (24) 43 46 46 46 46 48 48 46
% Neutral (= 3) 34 | 30 | 31 | 35 | 28 | 30 | 30 31
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 23 | 24 | 22 | 19 | 25 | 22 | 22 22
Students Feedback on Curriculum(2019-20)
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2.1.2 Feedback report on Curriculum from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CT1 -CT5) Rating,
CT1 CT2 CT3 CT4 CT5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 00 00 00 00 00 all parameters
3 02 02 02 02 02 |(CT1-CT5)
4 01 04 03 02 04
5 25 22 23 24 22
Total 28 28 28 28 28
% Satisfied (> 4) 93 93 93 93 93 93
% Neutral (= 3) 07 07 07 07 07 07
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 00 00 00 00 00 00
Teachers Feedback on Curriculum(2019-20)
0 93 CE CE % CE 3
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—_ 70
S W
g %0
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2.1.3 Feedback report on Curriculum from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CA1 - CA5) Rating,
CAl CA2 CA3 CA4 CA5 average
1 00 01 02 01 01 across
2 05 03 04 03 04 all parameters
3 03 03 02 03 04 | (CA1-CAS5)
4 05 05 03 03 04
5 03 04 05 06 03
Total 16 16 16 16 16
% Satisfied (24) 50 56 50 56 44 51
% Neutral (= 3) 19 19 13 19 25 19
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 31 25 38 25 31 30
Alumni Feedback on Curriculum(2019-20)
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Feedback, Action Plan, Action Taken Report, and Impact Analysis

(Based on action taken report of previous year)

The feedback collected is analyzed and sent it to the respective authorities for the actions.

Feedback

Action Plan

Action Taken
Report

Impact
Analysis

CS1: Course objectives
and outcomes are
defined clearly (From
students %Neutral ( = 3)

= 34%)

It is planned to
discuss about the
course contents
alignment with
course outcomes of
respective subjects
in the next BoS
meeting.

Discussed in the BoS
meeting and did
minor modifications
w.r.t the alignment
of course contents
with course
outcomes

After minor
modification in the
syllabus, course
contents are aligned
with course
objectives.

CS6: Open electives
offered cover related
multidisciplinary subjects
(From students %Neutral
(=3)=30%)

It is planned to
discuss about open
electives offered
covers related
multidisciplinary

subjects or not in

Discussed in the BoS
meeting and the
care is taken to
include
multidisciplinary
subjects as open

Subsequent  open
electives revision
was observed and it
is effective.

BoS meeting. electives.
No space for Technical | It is planned to | Formal request was | As per the
subjects, all basic engg. | appraise the | made to competent | University of norms,
and kannada language | competent authority for | some of the non
subjects occupied engg. | authority for | addressing the issue | technical  subjects

We want to add more
technical subjects but no
time space is
availabe.Chemistry is not
required,no where Our
ECE students wuse it
further , but still students
read that subject.

minimization of non
technical subjects.

of minimization of
non technical
subjects.

are mandatory and
can’t be minimized.

Include more technical
subjects

It is planned to
appraise the
competent

authority for

minimization of non
technical subjects.

Formal request was
made to competent
authority for
addressing the issue
of minimization of
non technical
subjects.

As per the
University of norms,
some of the non
technical  subjects
are mandatory and
can’t be minimized.




CA2: Core coursesand | It is planned to | Discussed in the BoS | Subsequent minor
their content are aligned | discuss about the | meeting and it is | curriculum revision
to the standards specified | Core courses and | resolved to approve | was observed and it
by the  professional | their content | the revision of Core | is effective.

bodies in the relevant | alignment to the | courses and their

discipline(Ex. IEEE, | standards specified | content in alignment

ASME, ASCE, ACM, | by the professional | with the standards

etc.) bodies in the | specified by the

(From Alumni | relevant discipline in | professional bodies

%Dissatisfied (< 2) = |the next BoS |in the relevant

25%) meeting. discipline.

Updated syllabus must It is planned to | Discussed in the BoS | More number of

be included as elective
subject

discuss about the
inclusion of more
number of electives
in the next BoS
meeting.

meeting and it is
resolved to include
more number of
electives in the next
BoS meeting.

electives is offered.




2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure

2.2.1 Feedback report on Infrastructure from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1 -Cl19) Rating,

Cl1|Cl2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7|CI8 | CI9 | average

1 07 | 08 | 14 | 08 | 08 | 15 | 13 | 10 | 04 | across

2 27 | 23 | 32 | 33 | 21 | 29 | 27 | 28 | 31 | all parameters

3 43 | 49 | 48 | 53 | 46 | 50 | 55 | 49 | 51 | (C11-CI9)

4 45 | 48 | 43 | 39 | 52 | 37 | 39 | 33 | 48

5 40 | 34 | 25 | 29 | 35 | 31 | 28 | 42 | 28

Total 162 | 162 | 162 | 162 | 162 | 162 | 162 | 162 | 162

% Satisfied (>4) 52 | 51 | 42 | 42 | 54 | 42 | 41 | 46 | 47 46

% Neutral (= 3) 27 | 30 | 30 | 33 | 28 | 31 | 34 | 30 | 31 30

% Dissatisfied (<2) | 21 | 19 | 28 | 25 | 18 | 27 | 25 | 23 | 22 23
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2.1.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl19) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2|CI3|Cl4|CI5|/Cl6|Cl7|CI8|CI9| average
1 00 | 00 | 00 | 00O | 00O | OO | 00 | 00O | 0O | across
2 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | all parameters
3 00 | 00 | 00 [ 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 0O |(CI1-CI9)
4 02 | 02|021]02|02]02)|021]02] 02
5 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26
Total 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28
% Satisfied (>4) 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 100
% Neutral (= 3) 00 | 00 | 00 | 00O | 00O | 00O | 00 | 0O | 00 00
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 00

Rating (96)
[ ] [ ¥+ ] = w (=2} ~J (=] (Y]
(=) (=] (=) (=] (=) (=] (=) (=] (=)

Teachers Feedback on Infrastructure(2019 20)

B % Satisfied ( 2 4)

% Neutral (=3)

Parameters

B % Dissatisfied (< 2)

100

100
0

AVG




2.1.3 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1 - C19) Rating,

Cl1|Cl2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7|CI8 | CI9 | average

1 00 | 01 | 02 | OO | OO | 02 | 02 | 01 | OO | across

2 04 | 03|03 | 05|04 |05]| 04| 05| 04| allparameters

3 02 | 01| 02|02]02]|00 ) 01|01]o01](CI1-CI9)

4 05 | 06 | 05| 05| 05|05 | 05| 04| 05

5 05 | 05 | 04 | 04 | O5 | 04 | 04 | O5 | 06

Total 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16

% Satisfied (24) 63 | 69 | 56 | 56 | 63 | 56 | 56 | 56 | 69 60

% Neutral (= 3) 13 | 06 | 13 13 | 13 | 00 | O6 | 06 | 06 08

% Dissatisfied (<2) | 25 | 25 | 31 | 31 | 25 | 44 | 38 | 38 | 25 31

Rating (%)
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Feedback, Action Plan, Action Taken Report and Impact Analysis

(Based on action taken report of previous year)

The feedback collected is analyzed and sent it to the respective authorities for the actions.

Feedback Action Plan Action Taken | Impact Analysis
Report

CIl: Class rooms are | It is planned to | Formal request was | Advanced teaching
equipped with | request competent | made to competent | facilities such as
advanced  teaching | authority for | authority to provide | Projectors/Smart
facilities  such  as | advanced  teaching | advanced  teaching | Boards/Lecture
Projectors/Smart facilities such as | facilities such as | Capture etc.  are
Boards/Lecture Projectors/Smart Projectors/Smart enhanced in  the
Capture etc. Boards/Lecture Boards/Lecture classrooms.
(From students | Capture etc. Capture etc.
%Neutral (= 3) =
27%)
CI3: Accessibility of | It is planned to | Formal request was | Campus wide
internet and the speed | request competent | made to competent | networking is
is adequate authority about | authority for | enhanced and the
(From students | accessibility of | addressing the issue | speed of ILL is
%Neutral (= 3) =|Internet and adequate | of accessibility of | increased.

30%)

speed.

internet and adequate

speed.
CI5: Campus has|It is planned to | Formal request was | Basic amenities for
adequate quality | request competent | made to competent | students were
drinking water | authority to enhance | authority to enhance | enhanced.
facility basic amenities for | basic amenities for
(From students | students. students.
%Neutral (= 3) =
28%)
CI6: Campus is | It is planned to | Formal request was | Sports facility/ gym
equipped with | request competent | made to competent | are enhanced in the
adequate sports | authority of college | authority to enhance institute.
facility/ gym Gymkhana to | the sports facility/
(From students | enhance the sports | &Y™
#Neutral (= 3) =1 facility/ gym,
31%)
The software and |It is planned to | Formal request was | New computers,
desktops we use | request competent | made to competent | digital books and
hang lot of times and | authority for new | authority for | online material
the data will be | computers, latest | addressing the issue | availability is taken
erased most of the | software, digital | of new computers, | care. An awareness




times. Please do | books and online | latest software, | to students about
improve the labs by | material availability. digital books and | open source software
providing good kits online material | was also brought.
and materials. availability.

Please keep the cold | It is planned to | Formal request was | Basic amenities for
water and last | request competent | made to competent | students were
benches from our | authority to enhance | authority to enhance | enhanced.

dept should be clean | basic amenities for | basic amenities for

also. students. students.

Improvement in | Planned to have a | Conducted faculty | Faculty members

laboratory equipment

faculty meeting to
increase the
infrastructure in
laboratories.

meeting and formal
instructions were
given to all faculty
members to address
the issue of increase
in the infrastructure
of laboratories.

paid more attention
to increase the
infrastructure in
laboratories.

Water facility is not | It is planned to | Formal request was | Basic amenities for
available for every | request competent | made to competent | students were
department authority to enhance | authority to enhance | enhanced.
basic amenities for | basic amenities for
students. students.
More open electives | It is planned to | Discussed in the BoS | More number of
to be included discuss about the | meeting and it is | electives is offered.
inclusion of more | resolved to include

number of electives

more  number of

in the next BoS | electives in the next

meeting. BoS meeting.
CIl: Class rooms are | It is planned to | Formal request was | Advanced teaching
equipped with | request competent | made to competent | facilities such as
advanced  teaching | authority for | authority to provide | Projectors/Smart
facilities  such  as | advanced  teaching | advanced  teaching | Boards/Lecture
Projectors/Smart faciliies such as | facilities such as| Capture etc. are
Boards/Lecture Projectors/Smart Projectors/Smart enhanced in  the
Capture etc. Boards/Lecture Boards/Lecture classrooms.
(From Alumni | Capture etc. Capture etc.
%Dissatisfied (< 2) =
25%)
CI3: Accessibility of | It is planned to | Formal request was | Campus wide
internet and the speed | request competent | made to competent | networking is
is adequate (From | authority about | authority for | enhanced and the
Alumni %Dissatisfied | accessibility of | addressing the issue | speed of ILL s
(£2)=31%) internet and adequate | of accessibility of | increased.

speed.

internet and adequate




speed.

CI5: Campus has
adequate quality
drinking water
facility (From

Alumni %Dissatisfied
(£2)=25%)

It is planned to
request competent
authority to enhance
basic amenities for
students.

Formal request was
made to competent
authority to enhance
basic amenities for
students.

Basic amenities for
students were
enhanced.

Cl6: Campus is
equipped with
adequate sports

facility/ gym (From
Alumni %Dissatisfied
(<2) = 44%)

It is planned to
request competent
authority of college
Gymkhana to
enhance the sports
facility/ gym.

Formal request was
made to competent
authority to enhance
the sports facility/

Sports facility/ gym
are enhanced in the
institute.

HoD

Dean (Academic)

Principal
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1. Prelude

Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot, being a premier technical institute
in Karnataka, has emerged as a benchmark of excellence and innovation in the field of
engineering education. With quality sustenance as its focus, the college has developed the
feedback mechanism starting with obtaining feedback from the various stakeholders through a
structured rating-based feedback mechanism.The feedback data is analyzed and then the
appropriate strategies are adopted to address the gaps in curriculum and infrastructure. The
college draws feedback from students, teachers, and alumni for continuous improvement in
curriculum development and infrastructure. In this report, the analysis of stakeholders’
feedback along with action taken report is presented for the academic year 2018-2019.

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on curriculum from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CS1 Course objectives and outcomes are defined clearly

CS2 Course contents are aligned to the course outcomes of respective subjects

CS3 Prescribed textbooks adequately cover all the course content

cs4 Core courses cover all the fundamental subjects relevant to the
engineering/management programme

CS5 Department elective courses are in line with the advanced and cutting-edge
technologies relevant to the branch/discipline

CS6 Open electives offered cover related multidisciplinary subjects

CS7 Curriculum has adequate weightage for the lab courses

Following parameters are considered to get feedback from teachers on curriculum in the form
of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CT1 Scheme of teaching and evaluation are in line with the guidelines of
AICTE/VTU

CT2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the equivalent courses in higher
learning institutes.

CT3 Course content of department electivescater to the present demands of
industry

CT4 Curriculum structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CTS5 Curriculum structure adequately covers all the Program Outcomes




Following parameters are considered to get feedback from alumni on curriculum in the form of
qguestionnaire

Parameters Questions

CA1l Curriculum is adequately updated to meet the current advancement in the
field of specialization

CA2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the standards specified by the
professional bodies in the relevant discipline(Ex. IEEE, ASME, ASCE, ACM,
etc.)

CA3 Department elective coursesand their content cater to the changing
demands of industry

CA4 Curriculum  structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CAS Curriculum structure adequately covers the skill sets that the industries
expect

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on infrastructure from the students,
teachers and alumni in the form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

cl1 Class rooms are equipped with advanced teaching facilities such as
Projectors/Smart Boards/Lecture Capture etc.

Cl2 Laboratory infrastructure in the department is adequate

Cl3 Accessibility of internet and the speed is adequate

Cl4 Campus has adequate canteen / refreshment facilities

Cl5 Campus has adequate quality drinking water facility

Cl6 Campus is equipped with adequate sports facility/ gym

Cl7 Medical facilities in the campus are adequate

Cl8 Library resources are adequate and easily accessible

Cl9o Rate overall ambiance




2. Feedback analysis and action taken report

2.1. Feedback on Curriculum

2.1.1 Feedback report on Curriculum from Students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CS1-CS7) Rating,
CS1 [ CS2 [ CS3 [CS4 [ CS5 | CS6 | CS7 | averaged
1 02 01 02 01 01 01 01 | across
2 04 | 03 | 03 | 04 | 05 | 06 | 04 | all parameters
3 13 | 18 | 17 | 14 | 14 | 14 | 13 |(CS1-CS7)
4 27 | 25 | 20 | 24 | 21 19 | 27
5 15 | 14 | 19 18 | 20 | 21 16
Total 61 | 61 | 61 | 61 | 61 | 61 | 61
% Satisfied (>4) 69 64 64 69 67 66 70 67
% Neutral (= 3) 21 30 28 23 23 23 21 24
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 10 | 07 | 08 | 08 | 10 | 11 | 08 09
Students Feedback on Curriculum({2018-19)
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2.1.2 Feedback report on Curriculum from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CT1-CT5) Rating,
CT1 CT2 CT3 CT4 CT5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 00 00 00 00 00 all parameters
3 02 02 02 02 02 | (CT1-CTS)
4 02 05 06 03 05
5 24 21 20 23 21
Total 28 28 28 28 28
% Satisfied (24) 93 93 93 93 93 93
% Neutral (= 3) 07 07 07 07 07 07
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 00 00 00 00 00 00
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2.1.3 Feedback report on Curriculum from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CA1 - CA5) Rating,
CAl CA2 CA3 CA4 CA5 average
1 02 01 03 01 04 across
2 00 01 00 01 01 all parameters
3 01 03 02 03 02 |(CA1-CA5)
4 07 04 05 02 03
5 00 01 00 03 00
Total 10 10 10 10 10
% Satisfied (24) 70 50 50 50 30 50
% Neutral (= 3) 10 30 20 30 20 22
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 20 20 30 20 50 28
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Feedback, Action Plan, Action Taken Report and Impact Analysis

(Based on action taken report of previous year)

The feedback collected is analyzed and sent it to the respective authorities for the actions.

Feedback

Action Plan

Action Taken
Report

Impact Analysis

CS2: Course contents
are aligned to the
courseoutcomes  of
respective subjects

(From Students
%Neutral (= 3) = 30%)

Planned to have a
faculty meeting to
check on the
alignment of course
contents with course
outcomes.

Conducted the faculty
meeting and teachers
were informed
tokeep check on the
alignment of course
contents with course
outcomes of their
respective subjects.

Teachers made
studentsfamiliar with
alignment of course
contents and course
objectives of their
respective subjects.

Once again it is | Discussed in the BoS | After minor
planned to discuss | meeting and did | modification in the
about the course | minor modifications | syllabus, course
contents  alignment | w.r.t the alignment of | contents are aligned
with course outcomes | course contents with | with course
of respective subjects | course outcomes objectives.
in the next BoS
meeting.
CS3: Prescribed | Planned to have a | Conducted faculty | All the faculty
textbooks adequately | faculty meeting to | meeting and formal | members were
cover all the course | check whether the | instructions were | notifiedabout the
content prescribed textbooks | given to all faculty | issue and they
(From Students | cover all the course | members to address | revisited the
%Neutral ( = 3) =] content. the issue of coverage | prescribed text
28%) of course contents as | books/reference
per prescribed | books. Faculty
textbooks and | members
reference books. madeefforts to
include related
textbooks/reference
books in curriculum
of their respective
subjects.
CA2: Core coursesand | It is planned to discuss | Discussed in the BoS | Subsequent minor
their content are | about the Core | meeting and it is | curriculum revision
aligned to the | coursesand their | resolved to approve | was observedand it is
standards  specified | content alignment to | the revision of Core | effective.




by the professional | the standards | coursesand their

bodies in the relevant | specified by the | content in alignment

discipline(Ex. IEEE, | professional bodies in | with the standards

ASME, ASCE, ACM, | the relevant discipline | specified by the

etc.) in the next BoS | professional bodies in

(From Alumni | meeting. the relevant discipline

%Neutral ( = 3) =

30%)

CA3: Department | Planned to have a | Conducted faculty | Subsequent minor
elective coursesand | faculty meeting to | meeting and formal | curriculum  revision
their content cater to | check whether the | instructions were | was observedand it is
the changing | elective  coursesand | given to all faculty | effective.

demands of industry | their content cater to | members to address

(From Students | the changing demands | the issue of elective

%Dissatisfied (< 2) =
30%)

of industry.

coursesand their
content caters to the
changing demands of
industry.

CA4: Curriculum
structure adequately

balances the
Theory/Lab/Project
components

(From Alumni

%Neutral ( = 3) =
30%)

Planned to have a
faculty meeting to
check whether the
Curriculum structure
adequately balances
theTheory/Lab/Project
components.

Conducted faculty
meeting and formal
instructions were
given to all faculty
members to address

Faculty members paid
moreattention
topracticalsessions
and made
theirteaching
moreexperiential.

More Electives may
be offered

It is planned to discuss
about the inclusion of
more  number  of
electives in the next

the issue of
increasing
practicaltraining
sessions.

Discussed in the BoS
meeting and it s
resolved to include
more  number of

More number of
electives is offered.

BoS meeting. electives in the next
BoS meeting.

Open elective and | Planned to have a | Conducted faculty | Overlapping of the
department electives | faculty meeting to | meeting to | course contents in
has to scrutinized in | rescrutinize the open | rescrutinize the open | open elective and
all departments to | elective and | elective and | department electives
avoid repetition in | department electives. | department electives. | is eliminated.
subjects.
Include more | It is planned to | Formal request was | As per the University
technical subject appraise the | made to | of norms, some of the

competent authority | competentauthority non-technical

for minimization of | foraddressing subjects are

non-technical

theissue of

mandatory and can’t




subjects.

minimization of non-
technical subjects.

be minimized.

Training for | Itis planned to discuss | In detail, the issue of | Students are satisfied
placements  should | with  Training and | providing placement | with the training for
start from 1%'year. Placement Cell | training for 1%year | placements and are
authorities about | students, with | confident in facing
providing placement | Training and | placement
training for students | Placement Cell | interviews/
for from 1%year only authorities was | examinations.
discussed. As per the
suggestion, it is
resolved that the
training for
placements is better
to be from 2™ year
onwards.
Improve in college | It is planned to | Formal request was | As per the norms only
fee structure, | appraise the | made to competent the college fee is
revaluation fee, | competent authority | authority collected.
summer fee, photo | about the fee | foraddressing
copy fee, some of the | structure. theissue of fee
students are from structure.
poor family
background. Please

understand do the
reduction of above
fee.




2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure

2.2.1 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl9) Rating,

Cl1|Cl2|CI3|Cl4|CI5|CI6|CI7|CI8 | ClI9 | average

01 01|01 |01 |00 | 02| 03| 01 | 01 |across

05 | 08 | 06| 06|07 |07 | 07 | 08| 07 | all parameters

25 |1 24 | 18 | 23 | 19 | 20 | 23 | 20 | 18

1
2
3 14 | 11 | 19 | 12 | 12 | 16 | 14 | 13 | 17 |(ci1-qQ19)
4
5

16 | 17 | 17 | 19 | 23 | 16 | 14 | 19 | 18

Total 61 | 61 | 61 | 61 | 61 | 61 | 61 | 61 | 61

% Satisfied (24) 67 | 67 | 57 | 69 | 69 | 59 | 61 | 64 | 59 64
% Neutral (= 3) 23 | 18 | 31 | 20 | 20 | 26 | 23 | 21 | 28 23
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 10 | 15 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 15 | 16 | 15 | 13 13
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2.2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl19) Rating,

Cl1|Cil2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8|CI9 | average

1 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO0 | across

2 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | all parameters

3 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 |(CI1-CI9)

4 02 | 02 | 02| 0202|0202/ 02] 02

5 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26 | 26

Total 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28 | 28

% Satisfied (>4) 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 100

% Neutral (= 3) 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | 00O | OO 00

% Dissatisfied (<2)| 00 | 00 | 00 | OO0 | OO | OO | OO0 | 00 | 0O 00
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2.2.3 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Alumni

Rating (%)
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Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-C19) Rating,

Cl1|Cil2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8 | CI9 | average

1 01 | 01|01 |01|01 |01 |03 ]| 01| 01 ]across

2 00 | 00 | 01 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | all parameters

3 01|01 |01 |01]|00]|01|00]|O01]o01](CI1-CI9)

4 05 | 05| 03|06 |03 |05 |05/ 05/ 05

5 03 | 03|04 | 02|06 | 03|02/ 03] 03

Total 10 ( 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 | 10

% Satisfied (>4) 80 | 80 | 70 | 80 | 90 | 80 | 70 | 80 | 80 79

% Neutral (= 3) 10 | 10 | 10 | 10 0 10 0 10 | 10 08
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Feedback, Action Plan, Action Taken Report, and Impact Analysis

(Based on action taken report of previous year)

The feedback collected is analyzed and sent it to the respective authorities for the actions.

Feedback Action Plan Action Taken | Impact Analysis
Report
CI3: Accessibility of | It is planned to | Formal request was | Campus wide
internet and the speed | request  competent | made to | networking is
is adequate (From | authority about | competentauthority enhanced and the
Students %Neutral ( = | accessibility of | foraddressing the | speed of ILL is
3) =31%) internet and adequate | issue of accessibility | increased.
speed. of internet and
adequate speed.
Need new computers | It is planned to | Formal request was | New computers,
and latest software. | request competent | made to | digital books and
Need more digital | authority for new | competentauthority online material
books and online | computers, latest | foraddressing the | availability is taken
material availability. softwares, digital | issue of new | care. An awareness to
books and online | computers, latest | students about open
material availability. softwares, digital | source softwares was
books and online | also brought.

material availability.

Lab equipment’s
should be filled with
newer devices coming
in the market for
better teaching or
understanding
purposes.

Planned to have a
faculty meeting to
increase the
infrastructure in
laboratories.

Conducted faculty
meeting and formal
instructions were
given to all faculty

members to address
the issue ofincrease in
the infrastructure of
laboratories.

Faculty members paid
moreattention
toincrease the
infrastructure in
laboratories.

Please provide good |It is planned to | Formal request was | Basic amenities for
water, laboratory | request  competent | made to | students were
system in department | authority to enhance | competentauthority enhanced.
basic amenities for | to enhance basic
students. amenities for
students.
HoD Dean (Academic) Principal
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1. Prelude

Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot, being a premier technical institute
in Karnataka, has emerged as a benchmark of excellence and innovation in the field of
engineering education. With quality sustenance as its focus, the college has developed the
feedback mechanism starting with obtaining feedback from the various stakeholders through a
structured rating-based feedback mechanism.The feedback data is analyzed and then the
appropriate strategies are adopted to address the gaps in curriculum and infrastructure. The
college draws feedback from studentsfor continuous improvement in curriculum development
and infrastructure.In this report, the analysis of stakeholders’ feedback along with action taken
report is presented for the academic year 2021-2022.

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on curriculum from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

Cs1 Course objectives and outcomes are defined clearly

CS2 Course contents are aligned to the course outcomes of respective subjects

CS3 Prescribed textbooks adequately cover all the course content

CS4 Core courses cover all the fundamental subjects relevant to the
engineering/management programme

CS5 Department elective courses are in line with the advanced and cutting-edge
technologies relevant to the branch/discipline

CS6 Open electives offered cover related multidisciplinary subjects

CS7 Curriculum has adequate weightage for the lab courses

Following parameters are considered to get feedback from teachers on curriculum in the form
of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CT1 Scheme of teaching and evaluation are in line with the guidelines of
AICTE/VTU

CT2 Core courses and their content are aligned to the equivalent courses in
higher learning institutes.

CT3 Course content of department electives cater to the present demands of
industry

CT4 Curriculum structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CTS5 Curriculum structure adequately covers all the Program Outcomes




Following parameters are considered to get feedback from alumni on curriculum in the form of
qguestionnaire

Parameters Questions

CA1l Curriculum is adequately updated to meet the current advancement in the
field of specialization

CA2 Core courses and their content are aligned to the standards specified by the
professional bodies in the relevant discipline (Ex. IEEE, ASME, ASCE, ACM,
etc.)

CA3 Department elective courses and their content cater to the changing
demands of industry

CA4 Curriculum  structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CAS Curriculum structure adequately covers the skill sets that the industries
expect

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on infrastructure from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

cl1 Class rooms are equipped with advanced teaching facilities such as
Projectors/Smart Boards/Lecture Capture etc.

Cl2 Laboratory infrastructure in the department is adequate

Cl3 Accessibility of internet and the speed is adequate

Cl4 Campus has adequate canteen / refreshment facilities

Cl5 Campus has adequate quality drinking water facility

Cl6 Campus is equipped with adequate sports facility/ gym

Cl7 Medical facilities in the campus are adequate

Cl 8 Library resources are adequate and easily accessible

Cl9o Rate overall ambiance




2. Feedback analysis and action taken report

2.1 Feedback report on Curriculum

2.1.1 Feedback report on Curriculum from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CS1-CS7) Rating,
CS1 | CS2 | CS3 | CS4 | CS5 | CS6 | CS7 | averaged
1 17 15 17 16 09 08 18 | across
2 76 | 66 | 79 | 72 | 29 | 29 | 65 | all parameters
3 164 | 169 | 150 | 152 | 56 | 58 | 158 | (CS1-CS7)
4 138 | 148 | 141 | 155 | 67 | 64 | 141
5 90 | 87 | 98 | 90 | 46 | 48 | 103
Total 485 | 485 | 485 | 485 | 207 | 207 | 485
% Satisfied (>4) 47 48 49 51 55 54 50 51
% Neutral (= 3) 34 | 35 | 31 | 31 | 27 | 28 | 33 31
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 19 | 17 | 20 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 17 18
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2.1.2 Feedback report on Curriculum from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CT1 - CT5) Rating,
CT1 CT2 CT3 CT4 CT5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 00 00 00 00 00 all parameters
3 03 03 03 03 03 |(CT1-CT5)
4 05 04 05 06 06
5 19 20 19 18 18
Total 27 27 27 27 27
% Satisfied (24) 89 89 89 89 89 89
% Neutral (= 3) 11 11 11 11 11 11
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 00 00 00 00 00 00
Teachers Feedback on Curriculum(2021-22)
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2.1.3 Feedback report on Curriculum from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CA1 - CA5) Rating,
CAl CA2 CA3 CA4 CAS5 average
1 01 02 03 03 03 across
2 07 05 04 05 06 | all parameters
3 13 12 11 11 10 | (CA1-CA5)
4 23 21 20 20 23
5 18 22 24 23 20
Total 62 62 62 62 62
% Satisfied (24) 66 69 71 69 69 69
% Neutral (= 3) 21 19 18 18 16 18
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 13 11 11 13 15 13
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Action Plan

Encouraging faculty for inter-institute, inter-departmental and inter-disciplinary
research.

Encouraging industrial internships.

Encouraging students to participate in co-curricular, extra-curricular activities and
project/hobby projects/miniprojects contests.

Encouraging the students to take up multi-disciplinary projects.

Enhancing the quality of publications by faculty and students.

MOUs signing with higher learning / research institutes and industry for enriching
research/industry experience and facilitating exchange programs.

Organizing capacity building programs for teaching and non-teaching staff.
Strengthening of the counselling system, so that more involvement of the teachers in
facilitating the slow-learners.

Action Taken Report

Faculty are provided autonomy to conduct the seminar/quiz instead of descriptive
assignments.

Introduced “Innovative and Design Thinking,” a new course to explore the innovative
thinking in IDEA laboratory.

More emphasis is given on the inter-disciplinary courses and skill development courses
under NEP.

FDP, SDP, and workshops are organized for teachers and students to provide awareness
about NEP-2020.

Faculty are motivated to attend the ATAL FDP/ NPTEL courses.

Laboratory component of the related theory courses are taught in same semester.

Impact Analysis (Based on action taken report of previous year)

Students are taking quiz, seminars, creative programming, and course projects instead
of descriptive assignments.

Students involved actively in organizing alumni and industry expert talks to acquire
leadership and event management skills.

Students are participating in idea presentations, Hackathons and technical competitions.
Faculty share the learning materials through PPTs, PDF and other digital media to the
students.

Live streaming and live video capturing of the course delivery is done through the
Impartus tool.



e Placements are improved.
e Faculty follow the course plan; strictly, and hence, coverage of content is more effective.

2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure
2.2.1 Feedback report on Infrastructure from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl9) Rating,

Cl1|Cil2|CiI3|Cl4a|CI5|CI6|CI7|CI8 | ClI9 | average

32 | 24 | 68 | 34 | 60 | 37 | 35 | 25 | 20 | across

82 | 79 | 96 | 96 | 74 | 97 | 86 | 65 | 71 | all parameters

107 | 123 | 94 | 110|128 | 119 | 112 | 122 | 126

1
2
3 169 | 157 | 156 | 164 | 142 | 159 | 174 | 161 | 176 | (CI1—CI9)
4
5

95 |102| 71 | 81 | 81 | 73 | 78 | 112 | 91

Total 485 | 485 | 485 | 485 | 485 | 485 | 485 | 485 | 484

% Satisfied (24) 42 | 46 | 34 | 39 | 43 | 40 | 39 | 48 | 45 42
% Neutral (= 3) 35 132 |32 |34 |29 |33 |36 ]| 33 ] 36 33
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 24 | 21 | 34 | 27 | 28 | 28 | 25 | 19 | 19 25
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2.2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl9) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2|{CI3|(Cl4|CI5|ClI6|CI7|CI8|ClI9 | average
1 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | across
2 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | all parameters
3 05| 05| 05| 05| 05| 05| 05| 05| 05 |(Cl1-CI9)
4 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06
5 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16 16
Total 27 27 27 27 27 27 27 27 27
% Satisfied ( = 4) 81 |8 | 8 | 8 |8 | 8 | 8 | 81 | 81 81
% Neutral (=3) 19 {19 (19|19 |19 |19 | 19 | 19 | 19 19
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00
Teachers Feedback on Infrastructure(2021-22)
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2.2.3 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl9) Rating,

Cl1|Cil2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8|CI9 | average

1 02 | 01 | 05|06 | 04|04 |05 |03 ]| 01 |across

2 06 | 07 | 06 | 05 | 06 | 07 | 09 | 08 | 08 | all parameters

3 14 | 10 | 13 | 16 | 11 | 15 | 10 | 11 | 12 |(ci1-CI9)

4 24 | 26 | 21 | 22 | 27 | 20 | 19 | 21 | 22

5 16 | 18 | 17 | 13 | 14 | 16 | 19 | 19 | 19

Total 62 | 62 | 62 | 62 | 62 | 62 | 62 | 62 | 62

% Satisfied ( > 4) 65 | 71 | 61 | 56 | 66 | 58 | 61 | 65 | 66 63

% Neutral (=3) 23 | 16 | 21 | 26 | 18 | 24 | 16 | 18 | 19 20

% Dissatisfied(<2)| 13 | 13 | 18 | 18 | 16 | 18 | 23 | 18 | 15 17
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HoD

Action Plan

6% of the teachers expect improvement in infrastructure, in all the parameters of the
feedback. Same will be communicated to the higher authorities.

Implementing a strong and transparent feedback mechanism.

Need for a separate lady’s room in the department.

To upgrade the laboratories with high-end computing facilities, air-conditioners, and
projectors.

Action Taken Report

Some classrooms are equipped with smart board/LCD/digital display board to enhance
the quality of teaching learning process.

Old desks in the classrooms are replaced by new desks. Renovation is being done in the
classrooms 201-204 in the main building.

Impact Analysis (Based on action taken report of previous year)

Number of RO systems for potable water supply, is increased.

Dean (Academic) Principal
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1.Prelude

Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot, being a premier technical institute
in Karnataka, has emerged as a benchmark of excellence and innovation in the field of
engineering education. With quality sustenance as its focus, the college has developed the
feedback mechanism starting with obtaining feedback from the various stakeholders through a
structured rating-based feedback mechanism.The feedback data is analyzed and then the
appropriate strategies are adopted to address the gaps in curriculum and infrastructure. The
college draws feedback from students, teachers, alumni and employers for continuous
improvement in curriculum development and infrastructure. In this report, the analysis of
stakeholders’ feedback along with action taken report is presented for the academic year 2020-
2021.

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on curriculum from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CS1 Course objectives and outcomes are defined clearly

CS2 Course contents are aligned to the course outcomes of respective subjects

CS3 Prescribed textbooks adequately cover all the course content

CS4 Core courses cover all the fundamental subjects relevant to the
engineering/management programme

CS5 Department elective courses are in line with the advanced and cutting-edge
technologies relevant to the branch/discipline

CSe6 Open electives offered cover related multidisciplinary subjects

CS7 Curriculum has adequate weightage for the lab courses

Following parameters are considered to get feedback from teachers on curriculum in the form
of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CT1 Scheme of teaching and evaluation are in line with the guidelines of
AICTE/VTU

CT2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the equivalent courses in higher
learning institutes.

CT3 Course content of department electivescater to the present demands of
industry

CT4 Curriculum structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CT5 Curriculum structure adequately covers all the Program Outcomes




Following parameters are considered to get feedback from alumni on curriculum in the form of
qguestionnaire

Parameters Questions

CA1l Curriculum is adequately updated to meet the current advancement in the
field of specialization

CA2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the standards specified by the
professional bodies in the relevant discipline(Ex. IEEE, ASME, ASCE, ACM,
etc.)

CA3 Department elective coursesand their content cater to the changing
demands of industry

CA4 Curriculum  structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CAS Curriculum structure adequately covers the skill sets that the industries
expect

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on infrastructure from the students,
teachers and alumni in the form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

cl1 Class rooms are equipped with advanced teaching facilities such as
Projectors/Smart Boards/Lecture Capture etc.

Cl2 Laboratory infrastructure in the department is adequate

Cl3 Accessibility of internet and the speed is adequate

Cl4 Campus has adequate canteen / refreshment facilities

Cl5 Campus has adequate quality drinking water facility

Cl6 Campus is equipped with adequate sports facility/ gym

Cl7 Medical facilities in the campus are adequate

Cl8 Library resources are adequate and easily accessible

Clo Rate overall ambiance




2. Feedback analysis and action taken report

2.1 Feedback report on Curriculum

2.1.1 Feedback report on Curriculum from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CS1-CS7) Rating,
CS1 | CS2 | CS3 | CS4 | CS5 | CS6 | CS7 | averaged
1 07 07 08 04 03 02 05 | across
2 37 | 30 | 33 | 33 9 10 | 28 | all parameters
3 51 | 53 | 55 | 55 | 28 | 26 | 54 |(CS1-CsS7)
4 58 61 56 59 29 31 64
5 43 45 44 45 23 23 45
Total 196 | 196 | 196 | 196 | 92 92 | 196
% Satisfied (24) 52 | 54 | 51 | 53 | 57 | 59 | 56 55
% Neutral (= 3) 26 | 27 | 28 | 28 | 30 | 28 | 28 28
% Dissatisfied (£2) | 22 19 21 19 13 13 17 18
Students Feedback on Curriculum(2020-21)
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2.1.2 Feedback report on Curriculum from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CT1-CT5) Rating,
CT1 CT2 CT3 CT4 CT5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 00 00 00 01 00 all parameters
3 02 03 03 02 04 | (CT1-CT5)
4 05 06 06 06 06
5 11 09 09 09 08
Total 18 18 18 18 18
% Satisfied (> 4) 89 83 83 83 78 83
% Neutral (= 3) 11 17 17 11 22 16
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 00 00 00 06 00 01
Teachers Feedback on Curriculum(2020-21)
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2.1.3 Feedback report on Curriculum from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CA1 - CA5) Rating,
CAl CA2 CA3 CA4 CA5 average
1 01 01 01 01 01 across
2 00 00 00 00 00 all parameters
3 01 01 02 02 03 | (CA1-CA5)
4 04 04 03 03 02
5 02 02 02 02 02
Total 08 08 08 08 08
% Satisfied (24) 75 75 63 63 50 65
% Neutral (= 3) 13 13 25 25 38 23
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 13 13 13 13 13 13

100
20
80 75

70

60

50

Rating (%)

40
30

20 13 13
10

0 l

CAl

Alumni Feedback on Curriculum(2020-21)

75

13

CA2

13

W % Satisfied ( 2 4)

€3 63
38
25

25

13

CA3

13

CA4

13
CAS

Parameters

% Neutral (=3) W % Dissatisfied (< 2)

o
v

23

AVG




Action Plan
Introduction of practical component in some more courses, wherever applicable and
feasible.
Encouraging the students to register for NPTEL courses on the latest topics.
Enhancing the entrepreneurial skills of the students, by introducing the case studies in
Management and Entrepreneurship.
Increasing the complexity of assignments to prepare the students for problem solving.
Seminars by students as part of the assignment to improve the communication skills.
Open electives may be offered to cover related multidisciplinary courses.

Action Taken Report
FOCUS organized several co-curricular activities like webinar, technical talks and
workshops.
Al and Machine Learning, Cloud Computing and Practical oriented courses are
introduced as part of curriculum.
Faculty have created the Google classroom, Microsoft Classroom and other digital
platforms and uploaded the softcopies of the course material/notes.
Links for online learning resources is enlisted in the syllabi of every course.
Virtual laboratories are also conducted to provide hands-on experience.
The laboratories experiments are conducted in offline mode.
Blended mode of classes is conducted with SOP protocols.
As per AICTE-VTU guidelines the credits for HSS courses are fixed. Hence the number of
HSS courses is not reduced.
To improve placements three soft skills courses:Fundamentals Of Quantitative Aptitude
And Soft Skills (UHSO01N), Advanced Quantitative Aptitude and Soft Skills (UHSO02N),
Career planning and Professional Skills (UHSO03N), are introduced.
List of electives is updated based on industrial requirements.

Impact Analysis (Based on action taken report of previous year)
Students learn practical and domain-specific courses and are capable to apply the
gained knowledge in mini and major projects.

Students refer the softcopies of the course material/notes and enroll to NPTEL courses
to enhance the domain knowledge.



e Students are provided with the laboratories practice in offline mode and virtual
laboratories. Lectures and tutorials were offered in on-line mode adhering to SOP
protocols.

e HSS courses play a vital role in the overall development of the students.

e Enhancement in the number of placements, both on-campus and off-campus.
Improvement in the formal and informal way of communication.

2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure

2.2.1 Feedback report on Infrastructure from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-C19) Rating,

Cl1|Cil2|CiI3|Cl4a|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8 | ClI9 | average

10 | 06 | 15 | 11 | 16 | 10 | 13 | 07 | 06 | across

34 | 27 | 36 | 36 | 31 | 31 | 36 | 27 | 28 | all parameters

48 | 48 | 48 | 45 | 51 | 61 | 51 | 60 | 56

1

2

3 64 | 70 | 63 | 73 | 65 | 61 | 62 | 59 | 70 | (CI1—-CI9)
4

5

40 | 45 | 34 | 31 | 33 | 33 | 34 | 43 | 36

Total 196 | 196 | 196 | 196 | 196 | 196 | 196 | 196 | 196

% Satisfied (24) 45 | 47 | 42 | 39 | 43 | 48 | 43 | 53 | 47 45
% Neutral ( = 3) 33 |36 | 32 | 37 | 33 | 31 | 32 | 30 | 36 33
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 22 | 17 | 26 | 24 | 24 | 21 | 25 | 17 | 17 21
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2.2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl9) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2|CI3|CI4 | CI5|CI6|CI7|CI8 | CI9 | average
1 00 | 00O | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | 00 | across
2 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | all parameters
3 02 | 02 |02 ]02]02]02]|02]02]|02](ci1-cI9)
4 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08
5 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08
Total 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18
% Satisfied (24) 89 | 8 | 89 | 89 | 8 | 8 | 89 | 89 | 89 89
% Neutral (= 3) 11 | 12 (11 | 112 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11 | 11 11
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | OO | OO0 | 00 | 00 | 00 00
Teachers Feedback on Infrastructure(2020-21)
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2.2.3 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl19) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2|CI3|Cl4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8 | ClI9 | average
1 01 | 01|01 | 02]|02]|02] 02| 02| 02 |across
2 00 | 00 | 00 | 01 | 01 | 02 | 00 | 00 | 00 | all parameters
3 02 | 03| 02|01 |01]|00]02]|01]o01]|(C1-C9)
4 03 | 02|03 02|02 |02)|02)|02]|03
5 02 | 02 02|02 ]02]|02]02) 03|02
Total 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08 | 08
% Satisfied (24) 63 | 50 | 63 | 50 | 50 | 50 | 50 | 63 | 63 56
% Neutral (= 3) 25 | 38 | 25 13 | 13 0 25 13 13 18
% Dissatisfied (£2) | 13 13 13 | 38 | 38 | 50 | 25 | 25 | 25 27
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HoD

Action Plan

Uploading of the syllabi, calendar of events, important notices, events organized and
achievements of the college/faculty/students on the college website.

Action Taken Report
The improvement and modernization of Toilet facilities are under process.
The reading and reference rooms of the library are working from 8 am to 8 pm and
Internet with higher bandwidth and Library OPAC facility is available for 24X7.
Gymkhana and FOCUS organizes sports activities in college and department level
respectively.
The water filter and RO system are implemented in the college premises.
Refurbishment of the infrastructure facility in classrooms is under progress.

Impact Analysis (Based on action taken report of previous year)
Some faculty members are utilizing the Smart board and LCD projectors for effective
teaching process.
The knowledge acquired through elective courses is applied for effectively carrying out
Mini and Major project.

Dean (Academic) Principal
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1. Prelude

Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot, being a premier technical institute
in Karnataka, has emerged as a benchmark of excellence and innovation in the field of
engineering education. With quality sustenance as its focus, the college has developed the
feedback mechanism starting with obtaining feedback from the various stakeholders through
a structured rating-based feedback mechanism.The feedback data is analyzed and then the
appropriate strategies are adopted to address the gaps in curriculum and infrastructure. The
college draws feedback from students, teachers, and alumni for continuous improvement in
curriculum development and infrastructure. In this report, the analysis of stakeholders’
feedback along with action taken report is presented for the academic year 2019-2020.
Following parameters are considered to get feedback on curriculum from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

Cs1 Course objectives and outcomes are defined clearly

CS2 Course contents are aligned to the course outcomes of respective subjects

CS3 Prescribed textbooks adequately cover all the course content

CS4 Core courses cover all the fundamental subjects relevant to the
engineering/management programme

CS5 Department elective courses are in line with the advanced and cutting-edge
technologies relevant to the branch/discipline

CSe Open electives offered cover related multidisciplinary subjects

CSs7 Curriculum has adequate weightage for the lab courses

Following parameters are considered to get feedback from teachers on curriculum in the form
of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CT1 Scheme of teaching and evaluation are in line with the guidelines of
AICTE/VTU

CT2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the equivalent courses in higher
learning institutes.

CT3 Course content of department electivescater to the present demands of
industry

CT4 Curriculum structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CT5 Curriculum structure adequately covers all the Program Outcomes




Following parameters are considered to get feedback from alumni on curriculum in the form

of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CA1l Curriculum is adequately updated to meet the current advancement in the
field of specialization

CA2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the standards specified by the
professional bodies in the relevant discipline(Ex. IEEE, ASME, ASCE, ACM, etc.)

CA3 Department elective coursesand their content cater to the changing demands
of industry

CA 4 Curriculum  structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CAS Curriculum structure adequately covers the skill sets that the industries expect

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on infrastructure from the students,

teachers and alumni in the form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

Cl1 Class rooms are equipped with advanced teaching facilities such as
Projectors/Smart Boards/Lecture Capture etc.

Cl2 Laboratory infrastructure in the department is adequate

Cl3 Accessibility of internet and the speed is adequate

Cla Campus has adequate canteen / refreshment facilities

Cl5 Campus has adequate quality drinking water facility

Cl6 Campus is equipped with adequate sports facility/ gym

Cl7 Medical facilities in the campus are adequate

Cl 8 Library resources are adequate and easily accessible

Cl9

Rate overall ambiance




2. Feedback analysis and action taken report

2.1 Feedback report on Curriculum

2.1.1 Feedback report on Curriculum from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CS1 - CS7) Rating,
CS1 | CS2 | CS3 | CS4 | CS5 | CS6 | CS7 | averaged
1 05 | 03 | 03 | 01 | O3 | 02 | 03 | across
2 15 15 16 | 12 15 12 11 | all parameters
3 31 | 30 | 28 | 31 | 26 | 33 | 36 |(CS1-CS7)
4 33 | 34 | 34 | 40 | 43 | 34 | 31
5 21 23 24 21 18 24 24
Total 105 | 105 | 105 | 105 | 105 | 105 | 105
% Satisfied (>4) 51 54 55 58 58 55 52 55
% Neutral (= 3) 30 | 29 | 27 | 30 | 25 | 31 | 34 29
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 19 17 18 12 17 13 13 16
Students Feedback on Curriculum(2019-20)
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2.1.2 Feedback report on Curriculum from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CT1 - CT5) Rating,
CT1 CT2 CT3 CT4 CT5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 00 00 00 00 00 all parameters
3 02 03 03 03 03 | (CT1-CT5)
4 08 09 08 08 09
5 09 07 08 08 07
Total 19 19 19 19 19
% Satisfied (= 4) 89 84 84 84 84 85
% Neutral (= 3) 11 16 16 16 16 15
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 00 00 00 00 00 00
Teachers Feedback on Curriculum(2019-20)
0
% 84 8 8 84 8
80
— 70
-‘?\i 60
g 50
A
« 30
20 i 16 16 16 15
10 0 0 0 0 0
0
(uy} m C14 cT5 AVG
Parameters

B % Satisfied 2 4)

% Neutral (=3)

B % Dissatisfied (< 2)




2.1.3 Feedback report on Curriculum from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CA1 - CA5) Rating,
CAl CA2 CA3 CA4 CA5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 01 01 01 01 02 all parameters
3 01 01 03 03 02 | (CA1-CA5)
4 03 03 01 01 01
5 04 04 04 04 04
Total 09 09 09 09 09
% Satisfied (24) 78 78 56 56 56 65
% Neutral (= 3) 11 11 33 33 22 22
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 11 11 11 11 22 13
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Action Plan
Introduction of course projects for some of the courses, is proposed.
Organizing webinars/technical talks/workshops/alumni meets for direct interaction
with the alumni and other industry experts.
Soft skill courses introduced for 4th semester BE, to improve the preparedness of the
students for the placement .
Strengthening alumni connect through WhatsApp groups and Telegram Group.

Action Taken Report
Some of the courses are integrated with practical sessions.
Provision is made to carryout course project by increasing the weightage of assignment
marks.
Curriculum development for NEP-2020 is under progress.
The course curriculum is designed according to the guidelines of AICTE and VTU.
Syllabus is verified and approved by BOS and academic council.

Impact Analysis (Based on action taken report of previous year)
Subject understanding level of the students is increased with practical and project-
based learning.
Students experienced a different mode of learning due to online mode of teaching,
owing to lockdown.
The ACM/ AICTE /VTU norms are followed to design of curriculum which helps to
students to compete globally.



2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure

2.2.1 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1 - C19) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2|CI3|Cl4 |CI5|CI6|CI7|CI8 | CI9 | average
1 03 | 01|03 |07 | 12|07 | 06 | 01 | 04 | across
2 18 | 16 | 18 | 14 | 14 | 20 | 20 | 16 | 13 | all parameters
3 39 |39 | 44 | 39 | 37 | 32 | 36 | 38 | 41 |(cl1-CI9)
4 27 | 27 | 25 | 28 | 24 | 28 | 25 | 28 | 25
5 18 | 22 | 15 | 17 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 22 | 22
Total 105 | 105 | 105 | 105 | 105 | 105 | 105 | 105 | 105
% Satisfied (>4) 43 | 47 | 38 | 43 | 40 | 44 | 41 | 48 | 45 43
% Neutral (= 3) 37 | 37 | 42 | 37 | 35 | 30 | 34 | 36 | 39 36
% Dissatisfied (€£2)| 20 | 16 | 20 | 20 | 25 | 26 | 25 | 16 | 16 20
Students Feedback on Infrastructure(2019-20)
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2.2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl19) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2|CI3|[Cl4|CI5|CI6|CI7|CI8 | ClI9 | average
1 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | across
2 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | all parameters
3 03| 03|03 |03|03]03|03]|03]03](c1-c9)
4 09 | 09 | 09 | 09 | 09 | 09 | 09 | 09 | 09
5 07 | 07 | 07 | 07 | 07 | O7 | O7 | O7 | 07
Total 19 19 | 19 19 19 | 19 19 19 19
% Satisfied (>4) 84 | 84 | 84 | 84 | 84 | 84 | 84 | 84 | 84 84
% Neutral (= 3) 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 | 16 16
% Dissatisfied (<2)| 00 | 00 | 00 | 00 | OO0 | OO | OO | OO0 | OO 00
Teachers Feedback on Infrastructure(2019-20)
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2.2.3 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl19) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2({CiI3|(Cl4a|CI5|Cl6|CI7|CI8 | ClI9 | average
1 00 | OO | OO | 01 | 01 | 01 | O1 | O1 | OO | across
2 01 | 01 |01 |02]02]02] 01| 01| 02| allparameters
3 02 03| 02|01|01]01|02]|01]o01]|(C1-0C9)
4 03 |01 | 02|02 |01 |02 )01|01] 02
5 03 |04 |04 |03 |04 |03 |04)|05]| 04
Total 09 | 09 |09 | 09 | 09|09 |09 |09 | 09
% Satisfied (24) 67 | 56 | 67 | 56 | 56 | 56 | 56 | 67 | 67 61
% Neutral (= 3) 22 | 33 | 22 11 11 11 | 22 11 11 17
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 11 | 11 | 11 | 33 | 33 | 33 | 22 | 22 | 22 22
Alumni Feedback on Infrastructure(2019-20)
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Action Plan
e Maintaining gardens and more plantations for lush green campus.
e Plantations on World Environment Day and Women's Day celebrations.

. Action Taken Report

e The department is facilitated with department library and 164 titles of e-books.

e Most of the faculty share the learning materials among students’ groups.

e SOP was strictly implemented, following the guidelines from the MoH & FW, GoK.

lll. Impact Analysis (Based on action taken report of previous year)

e Drinking water facility for sustained health condition to students and faculty, in the
department is satisfactory.

e Access to e-resources to upgrade the knowledge level and skills.

e Text books in the form of pdf and e-books are available to the students for reading and
reference.

® Seating facility is renovated in the examination hall and CCTV cameras are installed for
enhanced vigilance.

HoD Dean (Academic) Principal
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1. Prelude

Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot, being a premier technical institute
in Karnataka, has emerged as a benchmark of excellence and innovation in the field of
engineering education. With quality sustenance as its focus, the college has developed the
feedback mechanism starting with obtaining feedback from the various stakeholders through a
structured rating-based feedback mechanism.The feedback data is analyzed and then the
appropriate strategies are adopted to address the gaps in curriculum and infrastructure. The
college draws feedback from students, teachers, and alumni for continuous improvement in
curriculum development and infrastructure. In this report, the analysis of stakeholders’
feedback along with action taken report is presented for the academic year 2018-2019.

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on curriculum from the students in the
form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CS1 Course objectives and outcomes are defined clearly

CS2 Course contents are aligned to the course outcomes of respective subjects

CS3 Prescribed textbooks adequately cover all the course content

CS4 Core courses cover all the fundamental subjects relevant to the
engineering/management programme

CS5 Department elective courses are in line with the advanced and cutting-edge
technologies relevant to the branch/discipline

CS6 Open electives offered cover related multidisciplinary subjects

CS7 Curriculum has adequate weightage for the lab courses

Following parameters are considered to get feedback from teachers on curriculum in the form
of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

CT1 Scheme of teaching and evaluation are in line with the guidelines of
AICTE/VTU

CT2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the equivalent courses in higher
learning institutes.

CT3 Course content of department electivescater to the present demands of
industry

CT4 Curriculum structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components




CT5 Curriculum structure adequately covers all the Program Outcomes

Following parameters are considered to get feedback from alumni on curriculum in the form of
qguestionnaire

Parameters Questions

CA1l Curriculum is adequately updated to meet the current advancement in the
field of specialization

CA2 Core coursesand their content are aligned to the standards specified by the
professional bodies in the relevant discipline(Ex. IEEE, ASME, ASCE, ACM,
etc.)

CA3 Department elective coursesand their content cater to the changing
demands of industry

CA4 Curriculum  structure adequately balances the Theory/Lab/Project
components

CAS Curriculum structure adequately covers the skill sets that the industries
expect

Following parameters are considered to get feedback on infrastructure from the students,
teachers and alumni in the form of questionnaire

Parameters Questions

cl1 Class rooms are equipped with advanced teaching facilities such as
Projectors/Smart Boards/Lecture Capture etc.

Cl 2 Laboratory infrastructure in the department is adequate

Cl3 Accessibility of internet and the speed is adequate

Cl4 Campus has adequate canteen / refreshment facilities

Cl5 Campus has adequate quality drinking water facility

Cl6 Campus is equipped with adequate sports facility/ gym

Cl7 Medical facilities in the campus are adequate

Cl8 Library resources are adequate and easily accessible

Cl9o Rate overall ambiance




2. Feedback analysis and action taken report

2.1 Feedback report on Curriculum

2.1.1 Feedback report on Curriculum frmn students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CS1-CS7) Rating,
CS1 [ CS2 | CS3 [CS4 [ CS5 | CS6 | CS7 | averaged
1 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | across
2 09 | 07 | 08 | 05 | 06 | 04 | 05 | all parameters
3 14 | 15 | 13 | 18 | 15 | 18 | 15 |(CS1-CS7)
4 22 20 21 20 23 23 22
5 14 | 17 17 16 | 15 14 | 17
Total 59 59 59 59 59 59 59
% Satisfied (>4) 61 | 63 | 64 | 61 | 64 | 63 | 66 63
% Neutral (= 3) 24 25 22 31 25 31 25 26
% Dissatisfied (£2) | 15 12 14 8 10 07 08 11
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2.1.2 Feedback report on Curriculum from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CT1-CT5) Rating,
CT1 CT2 CT3 CT4 CT5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 00 00 00 01 00 | all parameters
3 02 02 03 02 04 | (CT1-CT5)
4 10 12 08 10 09
5 06 04 07 05 05
Total 18 18 18 18 18
% Satisfied (>4) 89 89 83 83 78 84
% Neutral (= 3) 11 11 17 11 22 14
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 00 00 00 06 00 01
Teachers Feedback on Curriculum(2018-19)
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2.1.3 Feedback report on Curriculum from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters | Percentage
(CA1 - CA5) Rating,
CAl CA2 CA3 CA4 CA5 average
1 00 00 00 00 00 across
2 00 00 00 00 00 all parameters
3 02 02 03 03 03 | (CA1-CA5)
4 03 03 02 02 02
5 04 04 04 04 04
Total 09 09 09 09 09
% Satisfied (>4) 78 78 67 67 67 71
% Neutral (= 3) 22 22 33 33 33 29
% Dissatisfied (< 2) 00 00 00 00 00 00
Alumni Feedback on Curriculum(2018-19)
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Action Plan

Alumni mentoring scheme, where each alumni will mentor one or two students for their
career in IT industry.

Celebration of Yoga Day, awareness programs on Swachh Bharath Abhiyan, Digital
initiatives by the Gol, for the students, for effective execution of AICTE 100 Activity
points program.

Conducting Academic Audit, documenting and implementing the suggestions received
from the expert academic auditor.

Curriculum will be re-structured to offer more electives recommended by alumni and
experts in industry.

Giving weightage for the publication in the Project Phase Il, so that they will be research
oriented.

Usage of multiple resources is suggested, so that the teaching-learning process will be
more effective.

Action Taken Report

NetBeans IDE and Eclipse IDE were introduced in the curricula for web programming.
The syllabus of Web Technologies (UCS751C) and Web Technologies Laboratory
(UCS753L) courses is revised to include the advanced topics like jQuery.

Python Application Programming (UCSO65E), Artificial Intelligence and Expert Systems
(UCS041E), Machine Learning (UCS044E) and Internet of Things (UCS066E), courses are
introduced in the curriculum, as per the recommendations of the experts from the
industry.

Industrial Internship (PCS324l) is introduced for M.Tech (CSE).

Course content in C Programming (UCS265C) is marginally updated.

Latest topics in Modeling and Design, Mobile Computing Systems are introduced in the
syllabi.

The course content of Java & J2EE and Advanced DBMS are updated.

Object oriented programming concepts are taught using Java, which were taught earlier
using C++.

100 Activity point program was introduced by the AICTE-VTU for 2018-19 admitted
batch.

With consideration of Covid-19 pandemic, AICTE and VTU Belagavi, have reduced the
number of activity points to 50 and 25, respectively for regular and lateral entry
students.

As per AICTE-VTU guidelines the credits for HSS courses is fixed. Hence the number of
HSS courses is not reduced.



To improve the number of placements, three soft skills courses like Fundamentals of
Quantitative Aptitude and Soft Skills (UHSO01N), Advanced Quantitative Aptitude and
Soft Skills (UHSO02N), Career planning and Professional Skills (UHSO03N), are introduced
The course syllabus is revised by the team of faculty members with subject expertise
Course content of some course is re-structured to match the credits with the number of
teaching hours.

Board of Studies (BoS) includes a member is from Industry, meritorious alumnus,
preferably from industry.

Following electives are offered, as per the suggestion from the industry experts: Big
Data and Analytics (UCS063E), Mobile Application Development (UCSO65E) by Infosys
Campus Connect Programme, Bangalore and Embedded Systems course by Global Edge
Technologies, Bangalore.

Internship was made mandatory at the end of 6th semester BE, for a duration of 6
weeks.

Mini-project is also introduced for the 6th semester BE students.

Impact Analysis (Based on action taken report of previous year)

NetBeans IDE includes all packages (JSP, CSS, JavaScript, Session Beans) and database
package, which has simplified the web application development. These tools are also
being preferred in the industry.

Students are able to implement the academic projects and other assignments using
advanced concepts of Web Programming.

Students are exposed to the advances in Enterprise architecture and database
management.

Students are becoming familiar with Industrial Practices.

Students have exposure to the latest trends in Al & Machine Learning, Modeling and
Design, Web technologies and Mobile computing systems.

HSS courses play a vital role in the overall development of the students. They have
helped the students to improve the formal and informal way of communication and
ethical practices.

The course content in some subjects is reduced to map the number of credits, which
helped for the better coverage of the syllabus, within the stipulated period.

The industry readiness among the students is enhanced and is apparent from the
enhanced placements, both on-campus and off-campus.

The number of placements, including both on- and off-campus, is increased.



2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure

2.2.1 Feedback report on Infrastructure from students

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl19) Rating,

Cl1|Cl2|CI3|Cl4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8 | ClI9 | average

1 00 | 00 | 03 | 00 | 01 | 02 | 01 | 00 | 0O | across

2 05 | 03 | 04| 05| 06| 04| 08 | 06 | 04 | all parameters

3 18 | 19 | 21 | 17 | 18 | 20 | 19 | 17 | 20 |(CI1-CI9)

4 20 | 18 | 18 | 21 | 19 | 17 | 17 | 20 | 18

5 16 | 19 | 13 | 16 | 15 | 16 | 14 | 16 | 15

Total 59 | 59 | 59 | 59 | 59 | 59 | 59 | 59 | 57

% Satisfied (>4) 61 | 63 | 53 | 63 | 58 | 56 | 53 | 61 | 58 58

% Neutral (= 3) 31 1 32|36 | 29|31 ]34 322 |35 32

% Dissatisfied (<2) | 08 | 05 | 12 | 08 | 12 | 10 | 15 | 10 | 07 10
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2.2.2 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Teachers

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-Cl19) Rating,
Cl1|Cl2|CI3|CI4 | CI5S5|CI6|CI7|CI8 | CI9 | average
1 00 | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO | OO0 | OO | across
2 01|01 |01]01]|01|01|01]o01]o01 | allparameters
3 04 | 04 | 04 | 04|04 | 04|04 | 04 | 04 |(CI1-CI9)
4 07 | 07|07 |07 |07 | 07 |07 | 07 | 07
5 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06
Total 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18 | 18
% Satisfied (24) 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 | 72 72
% Neutral (= 3) 22 | 22 | 22 | 22 | 22 | 22 | 22 | 22 | 22 22
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 | 06 06
Teachers Feedback on Infrastructure(2018-19)
100
%0
807 72 n 7 72 n n 7 7 72
~ 0
L w0
2 5
E 50
30 n n n n n n n n u u
2
10 6 6 6 6 6 6 3 3 6 6
0 | | | | | | | in | |
a1 a2 a3 cl4 Cls al; a7 (I8 (19 AVG

B % Satisfied (2 4)

Parameters

% Neutral (=3)

B % Dissatisfied (< 2)




2.2.3 Feedback report on Infrastructure from Alumni

Rating No. of Responses for different parameters Percentage
(Cl1-C19) Rating,
Cl1|Cil2|CI3|CI4|CI5|CI6|CI7 |CI8 | CI9 | average
1 00 | OO | 00 | 01 | 01 | O1 | 01 | 02 | OO | across
2 01 | 01|01 |02|02]|03]|02]| 01| 02| allparameters
3 04 | 02 | 02 01|02 01| 02| 01]o01](CI1-CI9)
4 01103 0302|0101 |01 )01/ 083
5 03 | 03|03 03|03 |03 |03 04|03
Total 09 | 09 |09 |09 |09 |09 |09 |09 |09
% Satisfied (>4) 44 | 67 | 67 | 56 | 44 | 44 | 44 | 56 | 67 54
% Neutral (= 3) 44 | 22 | 22 11 | 22 11 | 22 | 11 | 11 20
% Dissatisfied (<2) | 11 | 11 | 11 | 33 | 33 | 44 | 33 | 33 | 22 26
Alumni Feedback on Infrastructure(2018-19)
100
80
70 e7
g 60 56 56 54
§° S0 44 44 a4 44 a4 44
g 40 33 33 33 33
0 22 22| 22 2026
20
1 11 11 11 11 11I
(4]
cla CI5 Cle cl17 ci8 cie AVG
Parameters

M % Satisfied ( = 4) % Neutral (=3) M % Dissatisfied (< 2)




I. Action Plan
e Text books are not available in the department library. Hence, it is planned to procure

more books mentioned as text books in the curricula, under FOCUS, the students’
association.

Il. Action Taken Report
e New wall-mounted fans are fit in the laboratories.
e Repair of the existing old fans and air conditioners is in progress.
e Two books are issued to a student from the college library for effective management.
e The department has library with over 300 books, and 164 titles of e-books.
e Faculty share the soft copies of the text books, notes, presentations, and other learning
materials among students’ groups.
e Fans and Storage Racks are available in staffrooms.
e Arrangement for the cupboards for faculty is in under progress.
e Each department houses a separate seminar hall, with all facilities.
e Accommodation for external participants is arranged in PG Hostel.
e Accommodation for dignitaries will be arranged in Medical College Guest House.
e Construction of New Auditorium is under progress.

lll. Impact Analysis (Based on action taken report of previous year)
e The student attentiveness and comfort in the classroom and laboratories is enhanced.
e Text books in the form of pdf, presentation slides and e-learning resources and e-books
are available to the students for reading and reference.
e Recycling of the bluebooks, reuse of the papers and stationeries, usage of unused waste
papers is increased.
e Faculty are comfortable to organize the FDPs /SDPs.

HoD Dean (Academic) Principal



Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous),

Internal Academic Audit from the Department

Name of the Department: Computer Science and Engineering

Date of Audit: 04 — 04 - 2022

Academic Year: 2020 - 2021

Semester: Odd

Bagalkot

I. Course Files

1 2 3 4 5

Parameter| Course Code UCS713H|UCS552C| UCS353C | UCS712C Ucs165C Remarks
Initial of the faculty | °KC SmK SPM ISM Sudha K-5

Student roll list Y Y E Y i
Time table Y ¥ L/ Y ¥
Syllabus copy L * ¥ L Y
Course objectives & outcomes Y Y
Academic calendar Y Y
Lesson plan Y Y Y Y Y
Topics covered under content Y Y Y N N
beyond syllabus
No. of topics covered using ICT 0 22 4 N N
Innovations in teachings (If any) N N N N N
SEE Question papers 4 Y Y Y Y
CIE Question Papers Y Y Y Y v
CO Assessment N Y N N Y
Calculation of indirect attainment| N Y Y N Y
CO-PO Mapping (Justification if ¥ Y N Y Y
Required)
Course exit survey form N Y Y N N

Note: Veri indi
ote: Verify each parameter and indicate with Y: Yes or N: No or NA: Not Applicabl
: e

1/6




Il. Actual Content Delivery

— - .
1 2 3 4 5
Colirss cods UCS713H|UCSH52C|UCS353C|UCS712C|UCS165C
Parameter | | Remarks
Initial of the faculty SKG SmK SPM JISM  [Sudha K.S
No of classes allotted as per academic| 40 57 48 48 52
calendar and time table B e A

No of classes engaged as per 38 51 59 42 52
attendance Register

90 100 100 98% 100%

Percentage of the syllabus covered

I1Il. Assignments

1 2 3 4 5
UCS713H | UCS552C [UCS353C| UCS712C | UCS165C
Parameter Course code Remarks
N SKG SmK SPM 1SM Sudha K.S
Initial of the
faculty
Mention the number of 4 20 4 = 1 )
Descriptive

assignments given

Descriptive|Descriptivel] MCQ |Descriptive 1

Nature of assignments .
(Descriptive/MCQ/ ' Q
programming/simulation
others)

4 5 4 3 3,4,5

Quality of questions (Rate on
the scale 0 - 5)*

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 — Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent

2/6
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V. Evaluation

1 2 3 4 5
Course code UCS713HUCSS52CUCS353CIUCS712C UCS165C Remarks
Parameter o
Initial of Fncultv SKG S5mK S5PM I5M Sudha K.S
Quality of CIE question papers Y y Y y v
(As per Blooms taxonomy or not) = Y/N -
Pass percentage in CIE 07 Y 100 99% 99%
Quality of SEE question papers- Y y NA y y
_(As per Blooms taxonomy or not) - Y/N N NS sS—
| Pass percentage in SEE 88.2 Y 53.64 | 88% | 77.7%
V. Quality of Experiments and maintenance of proper lab records
1 2 3 4 5
SKG SPM JSM  [Sudha K.§
Initial of the faculty <K Pt
No. of Experiments as per syllabus 10 2 k2 10 30
No. of Experiments Conducted 10 & 12 10 30
Quality of Experiments (Rate on the scale & - g 4 3,4,5
0-5)*
Whether experiments are assessed soon ¥ ¥ Y Y Y
after they are completed (Y/N)
Percentage of experiments involving 100 I 2 ) 3
design
No. of open-ended experiments given i W 10 - 2

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent
VI.Quality of Projects and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics

3/6



-

jr

d 1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Gouisacole UCS716PUCS716PUCS716P [UCS716PUCS716P
SPM Remarks
Initial of the guide Shia il SNB \53Y
Nature of Project SW W +¥ SW SW
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation)
- 5 5 2 3 4
Quantity of work (Rate on the scale
0-5)* ,
Quality of the project (Rate on the 4 2 3 4 *
scale 0 -5)*
Number of intermediate reviews are 0 8 3 & .
conducted as per suggested rubrics
Whether financed from any agency & . R N A
(Y/N)
Whether supported by any industry b N N N L
(Y/N)
Received any awards/recognition or N N N N &
any publication (Y/N)
*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 — Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent
VII. Details of academic load in the depértment
S< Name of the faculty No. of No. of Periods | Credits | Work | Remark
No Courses load S
(Hrs.)
T P T P
1. Smita Gour 2 8 6 8 16 26
2. Smitha K 2 2 8 2 10 12
3. | Shilpa. P. Madhavanavar 1 8 4 8 8 20
4, | Jayashree Mulimani 2 4 6 4 9 14
5. Sudha K.S 1 1 4 6 3 10
6. B. S. Malapur 2 4 8 4 10 16
7. | Ms. Jyoti M. Hurakadli 3 0 10 0 10 10
8. | Kamala Patil - 8 4 8 4 20
9. M. H. Shirur 1 1 4 6 3 10
10. | P. B. Madhavanavar 2 5 7 6 10 17
11. | Dr. Praveen S. 4 4 4 4 6 12
Challagidad
12. | Dr. S. M. Hatture 4 8 2 10 16 |
13. | Prof. S. N. Benkikeri 2 | 4 8 4 8 16 |

4/6




16. | S.V. Hanji
_EI._Z_._ Dr.S. v, Sabo]i
18. | V. B, Pa Pagi

19. Dr VIIasNaik
20, VasudhaM Bonal '

Tota! No. of Direct Teachlng hours
Average No of Di

(€ R Wapiot
S. R. Karjol [

15. | Prof. S.S, Yendiom——
1OF. 5. Yendigeri

4 8 4
4 10 1
O [§] 6
0 4 0
0 8 0
0 10 0
8 10 8

irect Teaching hours/faculty

Academic Audit Committee Members

8 16
10 18
10 16
4 4
6 0%
10 10
# /26
297
14.4°

S.No Name - 6es-igrnatlor_|' Affiliation
1. | Dr.V.B. Pagi HoD, Chairman BEC Bagalkot
2. Dr. S.V, Saboji Professor, Member BEC Bagalkéf
3. Prof. S.S. Yendigeri Associate Professor, Member | BEC Bagaligf‘
4, Prof. P. B. Madhavanavar | Asst, Professor, Member BEC Bagalkot I
5. Dr. Manjunath Vanahalli Subject expert, Expert T Dharwad

Signature

(Jé I’ iﬁ ',

Dean (Jﬂ%\bv c)

<

5/6



Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot
Internal Academic Audit from the Department

Name of the Department: Computer Science and Engineering

Academic Year: 2021-22 Semester: Odd Date of Audit: 04 — 04 - 2022
I. Course Files

1 2 3 4 5

Parameter| Coumetade UCS065E| UCS554C | UCS551C | UCS552C |UCS353C| Rem
arks
Initial of the faculty | JSM | PBM VMB SmK SPM
Student roll list Y Y Y b ¥
Time table Y ¥ Y Y Y
Syllabus copy Y Y Y Y Y
Course objectives & outcomes Y Y Y Y Y
Academic calendar Y Y Y Y .
Lesson plan Y i i Y Y
Topics covered under content N N Y Y Y
beyond syllabus
No. of topics covered using ICT IVThread 0 N N 2
Topic
Innovations in teachings (If any) N N N N N
SEE Question papers Y ¥ ¥ Y Y
CIE Question Papers Y Y Y Y Y
CO Assessment N N Y Y N
Calculation of indirect attainment N N Y Y Y
CO-PO Mapping (lustification i Y b Y Y N
Required)
Course exit survey form i N[N N Y
-

Note: Verify each Parameter and indicate with Y:Yes or N:No or NA: Not Applicable

1/6



. Actual Content Delivery

f 1 2 3 4 5
q UCS065E[{UCS554C|UCS551C|UCS552¢ | UCS353C
Course code N——
Parameter ——————— 15M PBM VMB SmK SPM Remarks
| Initial of the faculty
, 40 40 40 50 48
No of classes allotted as per academic
calendar and time table
T 37 43 | 36 45 51
No of classes engaged as per
attendance Register e
T 97 100 100
Percentage of the syllabus covered L 100
I, Assignments
1 2 3 4 5
Parameter| course code UCS065E | UCSSS4C | UCS551C | Ucsssac [ucs3sac Remarks
Initial of the faculty
JSM PBM VMB SmK SPM
Me.ntion the r!umber of 14 05 15 15 1
assignments given
Self-stud
Nature of assignments Wl
- OMPONENt n o o riptive Mini
(Descriptive/ McCQ/ Descriptive|Case Studies Descriptive )
rogramming/simulation others) et utisae e
prog g el content
Quality of questions (Rate on the 3 5 4 4 4
scale 0 - 5)*
I

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average,

3-Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

2/6



.Evaluation

1 5 3 4 5 Remarks
Parameter i
coursecode 1 snnsiucsssac|ucsssiclucsssac] ucsssac
Initial of Facul
At ot Fasulty ISM PBM VMB SmK SPM
e —— SHNTUSS (S — S —
Quality of CIE question papers-(As per |
Blooms taxonomy or not) = Y/N Y Y Y Y Y J |
E N | |
S I
l\ Pass percentage in CIE 84 |ssome| a9 g5 99 |
=. |
[
Quality of SEE question papers-(As per y y v y
LBlooms taxonomy or not) - Y/N y
|
f .
- Pass percentage in SEE 68 96.88% | 92.83 86 Resylts
[ awaited
V. Quality of Experiments and maintenance of proper lab records
1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Lab code 1UCS357LUCS556L[UCS754UUCS559L |UCS357L| Remarks
Initial of
the ISM | PBM | SmK | SVH | SPm
faculty
No. of Experiments as per syllabus 12 18 10 10 12
No. of Experiments Conducted 12 18 10 10 17
uality of Experiments (Rate on the scale
Quality of Experim ( 4 5 5 4 4
0-5)*
Whether experiments are assessed soon Y Y Y Y Y
after they are completed (Y/N)
Per(l:entage of experiments involving ) 25% 50 2 2
design
No. of open ended experiments given - 0 3 2 10

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

3/6




VI.Quality of Projects and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics

1 2 3 4 5
TR Course code UCS755PUCS755PUCS755PUCS755PUCS755P Remarks
Initial of the guide ISM Fom i bl ST'S .MSPM
Nature of Project SW SW  |SoftwareSoftwarelSOFTWARE
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation) | | _ _
Quantity of work (Rate on the 3 4 4 4 4
scale 0- 5)* h s
Quality of the project (Rate on the 3 4 4 a 4
scale 0 -5)*
Number of intermediate reviews
are conducted as per suggested 3 3 3 3 4
rubrics
Whether financed from any N N N N N
agency (Y/N)
Whether supported by any N N N N N
industry (Y/N)
Received any awards/recognition N N N N N
or any publication (Y/N)
*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent
VIl.  Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department
S. No Title Name of the Funding agency No, of
coordinator particjpants
1 Webinar on Satellite Image FOCUS
Classification using Machine Dr.S. M. Dr. Rashmi Saini,
Learning Techniques Hatture Ph.D (IIT o0
27-11-2021 Roorkee)
2 Introduction and Opportunities
in ISRO (04-09-2021) D. Praveen 5.
Challagidad and No 75
Dr. V. B. Pagi
3 Radar System Development with
Dr. Praveen S.
Industry Partner (25-09-2021) )
Challagidad and No 83
Dr. S. V. Saboji

4/6




1.

Details of academic load in the department

S. No Name of tl;e‘Fa_c_Jl't; ' No. of Courses | No. of Periods | Credits Work Remm
load ks
(Hrs.)
R T P T P i 1
Smita Gour 1 8 4 2 4 12
(Smithak | 2 4 | 8 | 4 8 16
Shilpa. P. Madhavanavar 2 | a4 8 4 10 16
L 4, Jayashree Mulimani 1 8 3 8 5 19
Ls. G. B. Chittapur 1 6 3 6 7.5 15
| 6. |B.S. Malapur 2 8 8 4 10 24
f 7. Ms. Jyoti M. Hurakadli 0 12 4 6 6 16
ES. Kamala Patil 2 4 12 4 10 20
1 9. V. B. Hunagund 3 1 12 2 10 14
L 10. P. B. Madhavanavar 2 4 6 4 8 14
L 11. Dr. Praveen S. Challagidad 2 5 6 5 9 15
12. Dr. S.M.Hatture 3 0 10 0 10 10
13 Prof. S. N. Benkikeri 2 4 10 4 10 18
14. S. R. Karjol 2 4 8 4 8 16
15. Prof. S.S. Yendigeri 2 4 10 4 10 18
16. | S.V.Haniji 1 8 3 8 5 19
17. Dr. S. V. Saboji 2 1 6 3 7.5 09
18. V. B. Pagi 1 0 3 0 3 03
19. Dr.Vilas Naik 2 1 6 3 7.5 09
| 20, | Vasudha M. Bonal 2 8 | 8 8 8 24
Total No. of Direct Teaching hours 307
Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty 15.35




J4]

L

Name Designation Affiliation Signature
Dr. V. B. Pagi HoD, Chairman BEC Bagalkot )
Dr. S. V. Saboji Professor, Member BEC Bagalkot g 1 ,j(z
3. Prof. S. S. Yendigeri Associate Professor, Member | BEC Bagalkotq)ﬂ__/
4, Prof. P. B. Madhavanavar Asst. Professor, Member BEC Bagalkot —EE
5. Dr. Manjunath Vanahalli Subject expert, Expert IIIT Dharwad VL'X(“’ o

Dean m ic)

4

Principa|

27
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BVV Sangha’s
Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot
Department of Electronics and Communication Engineering

Internal Academic Audit -2022
Program Agenda

29" March 2022

Venue: ECE Dept.

Time: 10.00 am to 05.00 pm

Dr. Mahabaleshwar S. K.

| Welcome Address 10.00 am ‘ :
+*| About Academic Audit 10.05 am Dr. Shridhar S. K.
|
| Verification of Academic 10.30am By Internal Academic Audit
Documents Committee Members
| Lunch Break 1.30 pmto | : ---
3.00 pm
<+| Verification of Academic 3.00 pm By Internal Academic Audit
Documents Committee Members
| Faculty Feedback 4.30 pm Interested Faculty Members
| Report Submission and Address by 4.45 pm Internal Academic Audit

Internal Academic Audit Committee
Members

Committee Members

)
0.0

Vote of Thanks

5.00 pm

Dr. A. V. Sutagundar

%k skok ok ok
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BVV Sangha’s

Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot
Internal Academic Audit Report

Name of the Department: Electronics and Communication Engineering

Academic Year: 2020-21

Semester: Odd

Date of Audit: 29.03.2022

I. Course Files
1 2 3 4 5
Parameter | CourseCode | iLcyy VECRUICVECSYy, U_e‘ﬂg VECTSE Remarks
itial of th
euty | MIs [ScH | BVS (g | SYH

Student roll list

_‘_"

Time table

[ —

Syllabus copy

Course objectives & outcomes L«w\w*e:}-m-ﬁ
Academic calendar \ ')
Lesson plan »MAF‘ A

< << |

Topics covered under content
beyond syllabus

By

No. of topics covered using ICT

z =

| o K

Innovations in teachings (If any)

SEE Question papers

Yoe
~ddvem |

CIE Question Papers

CO Assessment

Calculation of indirect attainment

CO — PO Mapping (Justification if
Required)

Course exit survey form

2 < = i“\{“{ z—a(‘z_éz-<—<-<-<
z |~ Z ZIK|RK[Z <ERS| K
z [N L BT ETS X b R P =<

—~ | < AT 12
>

=z \< Z ?P.\":.\‘(Z \<\<‘-~(__ \<\\<\<-\<_\1<

Note: Verify each parameter and indicate with Y: Yes or N: No or NA: Not A,pplicable

W\l

Dr. Rajani S. Pujar  Dr. S.
Member

ofb\‘m

Dr. M\ﬂkﬁarm Dr. R. &ﬂar

Member

Kamballmath
Member

Member

Y2

)29 ]3122-’

Dr. Shridhar S. K.
Member



il. Actual Content Delivery

| 2 | 3| a]s
gEL JVEL
Parameter Course €~ |VEC I\E Remarks
code (’),L}-l\(" sunl q\g El e
Initial of v H’
the faculty S(/H) @'\/_S 59“
No of classes allotted as per academic 2
calendar and time table LJ,O 5 LIO L’ 0 \,
No of classes engaged as per attendance 52 / fﬁk}{&“}
Register L' 0 }53 52
Percentage of the syllabus covered low} lOC"I' Q‘,‘ qétl ) .
Ill. Assignments
2 3 4 5
Cl el
Parameter Course code \%C ng&_g?gg gn‘g;’é; Remarks
Initial of the
faculty -QCH BV‘S jw §v H
Mention the number of assignments given Lt C _Z’_ CL—-)M
Nature of assignments ‘gegl}"ﬂuoh w‘f{}(w 3
(Descriptive/MCQ/programming/simulation /Q}W@_y}l% (P*«;,J\oﬂ-‘ Q
others) ] p/A N
4
Quality of questions (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* L) 30:[;/‘- Lf | — [
/

wyﬁo

*0 — Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent

B

WLy
Dr. Rajgﬁai\&.gl’ jar  Dr.S.

Member

ambalimath
Member

¥

o

Dr.P. l(l\\
Member

rni

Dr. R. B.'Shettar

Member

&7

W 29\2122—

Dr. Shridhar S. K.

Member



V. Evaluation

2 3 4 ‘ 5 ‘Remarks
N C C ¢ [EC
Parameter Course code Vrg.\C \)S?WL \)@Sg \q] ke
Initial of Faculty gu,e gy ¢ dw Cy H
Quality of CIE question papers-(As per
Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N Y Y Y Y =R
Pass percentage in CIE 9¢:]i g5 ] 1667 |loa)! L&\h{fc&}
. . ' D
Quality of SEE question papers-(As per 3
Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N *ﬁ ?( Y >/
Pass percentage in SEE ‘ f‘g’ng\/ oY }ﬁk |)~l 0"(.’/
I @n..w
V. Quality of Experiments and maintenance of proper lab records
1 2 3 5
VEL| eS| maeY wEL
Parameter Lab code d%ﬁq\. ,;ma\/, Q?“ﬂ\, %?,], \;E\L Remarks
Initial of the ™ X
faculty P OP\S’? MS)'S?K M1l
No. of Experiments as per syllabus ) 2110 Y\ )2 \'l
No. of Experiments Conducted 2 1o 2])2 |2 W

Quality of Experiments (Rate on the scale

0-5)*

Y

Whether experiments are assessed soon after
they are completed (Y/N)

y

Percentage of experiments involving design

Y

No. of open ended experiments given

< o=

“i*(-é: <

y
Y Y

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 — Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent

AR

Dr. P.

A

Dr. Rajani S.'Pujar  Dr. S.G.
Member

Member Member

lkérni  Dr.R. ettar Dr. ShrldharS K.

Member
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VI.Quality of Projects and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics

1 | 23] a 5]
U.co
Parameter Course \)6’ \)Q? 2 q 9¢4 Q&L
code q,?? @\ T q,@g Remarks
Initial of 4
the guide 7’4{5 ) SB\?\ )CQL; Pf\%
Nature of Project » M & 4¢v\ o
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation) g‘%@ (,"/pr gn‘%r 9}\9'/ L’)s\“rr
Quantity of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* Lr U t |t L 7
Quality of the project (Rate on the scale 0 -5)* Ly L\ L\ H 4 / N“h» (},
Number of intermediate reviews are conducted ~
as per suggested rubrics \{ \, \1 \{ \1 ? ‘(\\’\:“"}\ )
Whether financed from any agency (Y/N) N N N M ' \"u)\ )ﬁ
Whether supported by any industry (Y/N) NN TN NN 3 \Of' . \Dk
VWO
Re;cle'ivetc-:l an(y; ;r\:vl)ards/recognition or any ,\\ N N }\[ | )\! /
publication
*0 - Very poor, 1 — Poor, 2 - Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent
VII. Quality of Internships and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics
1 2 3 4 5
Internship C Clact
Parameter ?%36’ ?,Euﬁ" q,bg\”y igé’ _ Remarks
Guide —
Ky pry AVS| A
Nature of internship \)ﬁ" W[ e
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation/study) l gﬁ‘ﬁﬁ" 9W 9 V& — ]
Duration of Internship ENEYEY Y /
1 on ) mio sl watifus| Mot A
Mode of Internship (Online/offline) DW{\,Q \ne| A2 x
offe |0 VS i |
P . . v
Paid internship from the industry (Y/N) N NN W _ 7
Quantum of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* TRV} " - /
Evaluated as per suggested rubrics (Y/N) =
VAREA BN {

e 0-very poor, 1-poor, 2 - average, 3 - good, 4 - very good, 5 - excellent)

%@\W/ A W&%i g gedioquns

Dr. Rajani S. Puja Dr. S. ambadfimath  Dr. P. N. Dr. Shridhar S. K.
Member Member Member Member




Vill. Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department: Attached ‘/

E—

S. No

Title

Name of the
coordinator

Funding agency

No. of participants

IX. Details of academic load in the department: Attached ——"

—

No

Name of the faculty

No. of No. of Credits Work | Remarks
Courses Periods load

(Hrs.)
T P [T P

Total No. of Direct Teaching hours

Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty

C@/wg\e v

Dr. Raja

ni
Member

. Pdjar  Dr.

vg\%

ambalimath
Member

Dr. P.

Member Member Member

tyo

W % W;q)z\m,
 Kalkerai  Dr. R. B. Shettar  Dr. Shridhar S. K.
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Academic Audit Committee Members
|

S.No Name Designation Affiliation Signature
21 Dv. e X [dgaviean | BEC, Sapallat m i
12 N?Nw:v-\\v«\m wwdaﬂ g— + MuA4A
93 |[W. Q4 Pander ool Mo Nt ) 7.
P Eaes S R | Mol | EC, M =
oy OV BB (LellRh  Lebpk typr| KLE Tak Univ. (\,)(V

Man_ ke Exirad Aol

it
Dean (Academic) ) rincipal

Bl %\% e, B, e

Dr. Rajan ujar Kambalimath Dr. P.N.
Member Member

Member Member Member



BVV Sangha’s
Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot
Department of Electronics and Communication Engineering

Internal Academic Audit -2022
Program Agenda

29" March 2022

Venue: ECE Dept. Time: 10.00 am to 05.00 pm
| Welcome Address 10.00am | : | Dr. MahabaleshwarS. K. |
| About Academic Audit 10.05am | : | Dr.ShridharS. K.
% | Verification of Academic | 10.30am | : | BylInternal Academic Audit
Documents Committee Members
+*¢*| Lunch Break - 1.30 pmto | : ---
3.00 pm ]
% | Verification of Academic 3.00 pm | : | By Internal Academic Audit
Documents Committee Members
<*| Faculty Feedback 4.30 pm Interested Faculty Members
| Report Submission and Address by 4.45 pm : | Internal Academic Audit
Internal Academic Audit Committee Committee Members
Members
% Vote of Thanks 5.00 pm : | Dr. A V. Sutagundar

* kK kK
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BVV Sangha’s
Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot
Internal Academic Audit Report

Name of the Department: Electronics and Communication Engineering

Academic Year: 2021-22 Semester: Odd Date of Audit: 29.03.2022
I. Course Files
1 2 3 4 5
Course Code Vel |UEC UEC uhs [VEC R k
Parameter AaAL | Shuc| S52C | 118¢ |gpa t] NEMANKS
Initial of the 5 J
faculty ﬁq’ \%V ‘“L P’“ N 5J
Student roll list v' Y v b Y
Time table vio|Yy vy | Y v
Syllabus copy v'© Y Y Y v
Course objectives & outcomes N ) b Y 1
Academic calendar ~ N N y )
Lesson plan ‘\3\ ~ N Y Y
Topics covered under content
beyond syllabus ﬁ M 7 N Y
No. of topics covered using ICT '\I ~ Vv b v
Innovations in teachings (If any) = \/ '-/ \1 v
SEE Question papers P N N 1 b
CIE Question Papers ‘1 Y N Y <
CO Assessment N N N N NA 1Toe e
Calculation of indirect attainment, M N N N N [ M
CO — PO Mapping (Justification if N N Y
Required) \{ N
Course exit survey form N Y sy N v

Note: Verify each parameter and indicate with Y: Yes or N: No or NA: Not Applicable

PNy, B
Q’q.’s’ 25'3'»2——'

ni Dr.R. B. Shettar Dr. Shridhar S. K.
Member Member

%/Lah\w'ﬂ/ _ </M\Dg\%%r /W

Dr. Rajani S. Pujar  Dr. S.G. Kambalimath Dr.P. N.
Member Member Member



Il. Actual Content Delivery

LEs “%(’ ytt 3,\\“"S ut ¢

Parameter Course (2 Remarks
code 34 g\rwb <1

Initial of N gl
the faculty

i
-
-

BV [N [y | T

No of classes allotted as per academic 6 |St|p0lct
calendar and time table h 4013 ho

(19
No of classes engaged as per attendance b\—:\ v+ [\, (M S» q,q, ) QM

Register

<
9
K
2

Percentage of the syllabus covered \S® |

lll. Assignments

1 2| 3|4 5|
VEC| pec e Y, WwWlyet
Course code ‘N o
Parameter 349¢ by ¢ $aU gl eV Remarks

Initial of the |  q_ o .

faculty ¥ (b\) pl P\V‘\) VS N
Mention the number of assignments given ol [0S |66 |00 5’ )
Nature of assignments 12l % gd" d»g\\]/
(Descriptive/MCQ/programming/simulation um:“ﬁ’;' B‘?)‘:\\"‘ 9 @ ) x"\)&gx\
others) Ml
Quality of questions (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* (.‘ L.r Py Lr L\, I

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent

] 1:1/
q>

54

@lmﬂ/}\@\? nl- 'b\%m. ﬁ\wfa« 2t A PYIPON

Dr. Rajani S. Pujar  Dr,.5G. Kambalimath . N. Kulkarni Dr.R. B.'Shettar Dr. Shridhar S. K.
Member Member Member Member Member
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" IV.Evaluation
[ l
1 2 3 4 | 5 Remarks
DEC [4€C [\ y¥C [pEe
Parameter Course code 149 | o it % WS )(S"’c Y
Initial of Faculty |5 & | o v AWy NP | sd
I Quality of CIE question papers-(As per
Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N \7 j ‘3 \—ﬁ 3 2
Pass percentage in CIE 97: 11 4§ 169 | 45 |\6D
Quality of SEE question papers-(As per N & Y & W‘é\
Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N 3 P ~ j
Pass percentage in SEE o 0\5/ p e N p B /

V. Quality of Experiments and maintenance of proper lab records

1 2 3 4 5

C oY [neY | gl | \ec
Parameter Lab code \fhbv\?’._":;v«@vzb‘v \2.\)}/ Remarks

Initial of the
faculty '39‘0 1)«\9 Q\'\V \'6‘7 \)SS

No. of Experiments as per syllabus I3 | \0 |2\ N4
No. of Experiments Conducted o) .,,tl, 1| \O \‘S
Quality of Experiments {Rate on the scale 1 4 DEce3L -.
({ L‘ L‘ o) Y v‘_f‘\.. C[u.a 1"7 o
0-5)* k .b&—l'—mpzmﬂ_ap

Whether experiments are assessed soon after \}
they are completed (Y/N) 7 \1 \1 2

Percentage of experiments involving design Ab ‘), so e\b.\ ' 19} 1 k0
vl

No. of open ended experiments given N o) ]| gV o8 |

*0 — Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 — Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent

@Lﬁ 5@1{27/ f Dﬁ\a’g’ \s’%ﬂ'5 mzﬂﬂ?—?——
ul

Dr. Rajams ujar  Dr. . Kambalimath Dr.P.N Dr. R. BxShettar Dr. Shridhar S. K.
Member . Member Member Member Member
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" VI.Quality of Projects and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics — /\/ A —

1] 23| a5
Parameter Course
code Remarks
Initial of /4
the guide /

Nature of Project
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation)

/

Quantity of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)*

Quality of the project (Rate on the scale 0 -5)*

Number of intermediate reviews are conducted
as per suggested rubrics

Whether financed from any agency (Y/N)

Whether supported by any industry (Y/N)

/

Received any awards/recognition or any
| publication (Y/N)

/

/

*0 — Very poor, 1 — Poor, 2 — Average, 3 — Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

VII. Quality of Internships and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics
' 1 2| 3| 4| s
Internship D C ?tb << | €<
) NN
Parameter \}!b}'\, 14 P]ax O u  Remarks
Guide N+
" | 50> S oY
Nature of internship o
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation/study) Sw| o 6% [ gw | 6w
Duration of Internship 4 |3 | b iy
weeky me] pad® wetd W
Mode of Internship (Online/offline) nJm: v\J""'" "zﬁ‘\:’“m)u:"" L1 ? | 5 | !l 1[25
Paid internship from the industry (Y/N) %-l _IT\’ ﬁ_ g_ 7’4 'ffm&}/ ;“c[ Akt es
Quantum of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* 3 3’5' b |3 1.5 | ‘o Ao e_ncuaau[
Evaluated as per suggested rubrics (Y/N) \7 \1 Y .7 \7

e 0-verypoor, 1-poor, 2-average, 3 —good, 4 — very good, 5 - excellent

Cﬂ“ﬂ\%‘zoﬁ

Dr:'ﬁéjani S. Pujar Dr-5.G. Ka'ﬁ"lbalimath Dr. P.
Member Member

L .

N. Kulkarni Dr.R. B. tar Dr. Shridhar S. K.
Member Member Member
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’ VIll. . Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department: Attached
—egl

S. No

Title

Name of the
coordinator

\ Funding agency

No. of participan

ts |-

IX. Details of academic load in the department: Attache

29)2l22—

S. Name of_the_Echty No. of No. of Credits Work | Remarks |
No Courses Periods load
(Hrs.)
T/ P | T| P
Total No. of Direct Teaching hours
Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty
s Pl
2 e %Md@
S ;
%\g\qo’ﬂ/ D;\ ke
Dr. Rajani S. Pujar _DBr. . Kambalimath ' Dr. P. N. Kdlkarni Dr. R. B\SHéttar Dr. Shridhar S. K.
Member Member Member Member Member
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Academic Audit Committee Members

S. No Name Designation Affiliation ' Signature

6] | Dr.Sveedhar K |Chainman | REC, Bacalkd V..,
or |Dr. P-N.-XukKaul member | e Bapa_lh 7%

03 lpv.5.G. Kambalimaih| Member | BEC O MAL!Q/ 2
e 4 |Dy. Ra:i,an'\ Pujes] mMemhen | et Ilazj‘uﬂ‘s\ R
o5 [Dr. R'B.Shetban | pMempen [WLETY Ml OTL"/

M‘;
Dean (Acﬁ/imicf

@iﬁ \3\‘%’& b’B “’ \:Qr vy)&l 22
ulkarni Dr.R.

Dr. Rajani S. Pujar . G. Kam allmath Dr. P ttar Dr. Shridhar S. K.
Member Member Member Mem er Member



VIII. Details of workshops/conferences /FDP/SDP organized by the department

“How to Plan for Start-
up and Legal and

B _Ej[higll Steps”

S. Title Name of the Funding agency No. of
No coordinator participants

1 | Online Faculty Dr. Mahabaleshwar | TEQIP-III 50

Development S. K& Dr. M. J.
Programme on “Recent | Sataraddi
Advances in

Automation and
Networking” |

2 | SDP on “Labview and | Dr. V. S. Jigajinni, ACME 50
its Application” Dr. Kirankumar B.

Balavalad&Dr.
Ajayakumar C.
Katageri

3 | SDP on “Modeling, Dr. Vijayalakshmi S. | TEQIP-III 60
Simulation and Jigajinni& Prof.

Implementation using | Shatanappa P. H.
Matlab/Simulink”

4 | Wotkshop on “Modern | Dr. Vijayalakshmi S. | EAP - TEQIP-TIT 60
software development | Jigajinni
skills using open

| | source” - )

5 | Webinar on “Role of Dr. Vijayalakshmi S. | Basaveshwar 50
faculty in Jigajinni Engineering College(A)
implementation of with
NEP” BharatiyaSikshanMandal

(BSM) and NT1T Aayog
6 | “What you believe you | Dr. J. D. Mallapur, | Personality 40
can achieve” Dr. V. S. Jigajinni& | Development Cell of
Dr. Kirankumar B | ECE department
B
7 | “Aspire to IAS” Dr. Vijayalakshmi S. | BEC-IEEE 50
Jigajinni

8 | “Career aspects of full | Dr. Vijayalakshmi S. | BEC-IEEE 50

¥ | stack developer” Jigajinmi

9 | Online session on Dr. M. J. BEC 50
“COVID-19 Disease in | Sataraddi& Dr. R.

Children -What Parents | S. Pujar
Need to Know?”

10 | Online session on Dr. M. J. Sataraddi | IIC 3.0 at BEC 50
“Angel Investment/VC )
Funding Opportunity

| for Early-Stage
Entrepreneurs”
11| Online session on Dr. M. J. Sataraddi | IIC 3.0 at BEC 50

=7




12| EAP on “Women Dr. M. J. | TEQIP-III 50
Empowerment” Sataraddi& Dr. R.
S. Pujar
13 | EAP on “Attitudinal Dr. M. J TEQIP-IIT 50
Change and Team Sataraddi& Dr. R.
Building” and S. Pujar
“Interview Techniques
and Mock Interview”
14| Webinar series on Dr. Kirankumar B. | -- 60
“Recent trends in Balavalad, M. C.
electronics and Aralimarad, Anand
communication H. U, Dr. K.
engineering” Y.Bendigeri and A.
C. Katagen f
15| “IEEE- A Patterner in | Dr. Kitankumar B. | IEEE 60
an Engineer’s Journey” | Balavalad
16 | Guest Lecture, “Cloud | Dr. Kirankumar B. | TEQIP-III 50
Computing” | Balavalad

)



X Details of academic load in the department for ODD Semester- 2021-22

S. Name of the faculty No. of No. of Credits Work Remarks
No Courses | Periods load
(Hrs.)
T| P |T| P
01 | Dr.Shridhar.5.K 01| 00 (04 00 04 | 04
02 | Prof. S.M.Iddalagi 02 00 06| 00 06 06
03 | Dr. Sarojini.B.K 03| 02 09| 06 12 15
04 | Dr. Jayashree.D.Mallapur |03 | 02 |09 | 06 12 15
05 | Dr.P.N.Kulkarni 02| 00 10| 00 08 10
06 | Dr.B.G.Sheeparamatti 04| 00 (12| 00 12 C12
07 | Dr.S.G.Kambalimath 02| 00 08| 00 08 08
08 | Prof. S.C.Hiremath 02 02 08| 06 09 14 Tutorial
09 | Prof .B.Veeresh 02| 02 06| 06 09 12
10 | Dr. Mahabaleshwar S. K. 02| 03 06| 09 10.5 15
11 | Dr. A.V.Sutagundar 01| 02 (03 06 06 | 09
12 | Dr.Nagaratna.Rajur 03| 02 |09 06 12 15
13 | Dr.Vijaylakshmi.S.Jigajinni ('p§ | 04 |09 | 12 15 21
14 | Dr. MLJ. Satareddi 03 05 (09| 15 13.5 24
15 | Prof.S.R.Bharamgoudar 03/ 03 09| 09 13.5 18
16 | Dr Rajani S.Pujar 03| 03 (09 09 13.5 18
17 | Prof. S.V.Hanji 03| 03 (09| 09 13.5 22 Tutorial
18 | Prof. M.C.Aralimarad o1/ o5 |03 10 8 13 | 1 subject dept of E&E
19 | Prof. S.P.Parande 03| 03 (12| 09 | 165 21
20 | Prof. A.H.Unnibhavi 01| 06 03| 16 11 19 | 1semEnovation |
Theory and Idea Lab
21 | Dr.Kirankumar.B.B 03| 01 (11| 03 12.5 14
22 | Prof. Sharanappa P.H 03| 01 13| 03 10 | 16 Tutorial
23 | Prof.B.M.Angadi 02| 03 |09 09 11.5 18 1 subject E&E Lab and
Tutorial
24 | Prof.Supriya Harlapur - - - - - -
25 | Dr.Ajaykumar.C.Katageri |02 | 02 | 08 | 06 11 14
' 26 | Prof..Poornima.M.Chanal 03| 04 10| 12 16 22
| 27 | Dr.Kiran.Y.Bendigeri 101 04 03| 12 10 15 -
Total No. of Direct Teaching hours 390
[ Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty 14.04

W} 29)5]20



Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot
Department of Electrical and Electronics Engineering
Internal Academic Audit from the Departments
Academic Year 2020-21
Academic audit is a scientific and systematic method of reviewing the quality of academic process in
the institution. It is related to quality assurance and enhancing the quality of academic activities in

the institute.The Academic Audit is to be conducted by all the departments twice during an academic
year, preferably at the end of each semester. The audit is to be conducted by a committee

constituted by the HoD and approved by Principal.

Suggestive composition of the committee:

Designation Affiliation

Sl Name

Basaveshwar Engineering College (A), Bagalkot

1. [Dr.S. H.Jangamshetti |HoD, Chairman
i Basaveshwar Engineering College (A), Bagalkot

2. |Dr.D.S.Jangamshetti  |Professor, Member

Basaveshwar Engineering College (A), Bagalkot

3. |Dr. R. L. Naik Associate Professor, Member

Basaveshwar Engineering College (A), Bagalkot

4. |Mr. S. G. Nayak

5. [Dr. D. N. Gaonkar

Asst. Professor, Member

Subject expert, External

Associate Professor

Department of Electrical & Electronics Engg.,
National Institute of Technology Suratkal.
dngaonkar@gmail.com
dngaonkar@nitk.edu.in

\ ] 09482249784

The scope of the audit includes:
1. Course files
2. Actual content delivery
. Assignments
. Quality of question papers (Both CIE and SEE)

. Quality of experiments and maintenance of proper lab records

. Quality of internship and their evaluation as per suggested rubrics

3

4

5

6. Quality of projects and their evaluation as per suggested rubrics

7

8. Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department
9

_Details of academic load in the department

(\ {,v.,,
Dean (Acad€pyc)’

DEAN
Academic

PRINCIPAL,
Basaveshawar Engineering College
BAGALKOT.



Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot

Internal Academic Audit from the Department
Name of the Department: \((«{n ' col ,Q Ele 4-: oaycs € r_,,faq‘
‘4q)J

1
Academic Year: Yol - A\ Semester: Odd / Even Date of Audit: .) 7, /cd '-’ cd)

! Lourse Files

1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Course Code UEE352C UEE651C UEESS51C UEE164C UEE741E Remarks
Faculty Initials BFR BFR SYG va SHJ
A - - + + - - -~
Student roll list v v v v 7
- - - - . }
Time table v v v v v
Syllabus copy v | 7 | ¥ A D '
) P 1 \J(‘r,%r(\ O~
Course objectives & outcomes v v v v 7 { , 4
I B
| N— - - - - . Lo -
Academic calendar v v f N 4 \ by
) e e St laa s = e
Lesson plan v v v v v , -
| Al
Topics covered under content v v v v v [ Cok ’;;01“‘{*4 ‘
__beyond syllabus S N | | T '
No. of topics covered using ICT v v v v v }
A : N S E— i ! |
Innovations in teachings (If any) x x v x x i
CIE Question Papers v v v 4 4 II
| _ S SR !
SEE Question papers v v v v 4 J
Course exit survey form x N ¥ S ¥ ;
Calculation of indirect attainment * + ¥ % 3 ?
|
—- + —t
CO Assessment v v v v v
R B N R | Y
CO-PO Mapping v v v v v

Note: Verify each parameter and indicate with Y: Yes or N: No or NA: Not Applicable

» Due to (ovid-19 Par)olcm}c Aut“"‘\ '{fmﬂnmh V¢ nef tohan

duving  Jedo-3od)
U



Il. Actual Content Delivery

’ | 1 2 | 3 4 5
Course | ce3sac | UEE6SIC | UEESS1C | UEE164C | UEE741E
Parameter code i Remarks
Faculty
. BFR BFR SYG vd SHJ
Initials )
No. of classes allotted as per academic 64 52 52 52 52 Vh\\ﬁ,q (KJ
calendar and time table Hw et r‘
e Lrnes S
No of classes engaged as per 65 52 51 56 58
attendance Register L O 'FVUFCD
Coxxypc
Percentage of the syllabus covered 100 100 100 100 100
I11. Assignments
_ S
1 2 3 7{” 1 5
Course
Patammeter code | UEE352C| UEE651C |UEESS1C UEE164‘fC UEE741E | oo e
Faf:ulty BFR BFR SYG vd SHJ
Initials 0
Mention the number of assignments
: 4 4 3 6 3
Nature of assignments . “\ &
N e, [
(Descriptive/MCQ/ OTHERS | OTHERS D D+MCQ | S+MCQ ) g)
programming/simulation others) I < vp
Quality of questions g g S, < ( (owcc{ ,
(Rate on the scale 0 -5)* - e ]

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 — Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

IV.Evaluation

- 1 2 3 4 5

Course

UEE352C | UEE651C | UEES51C | UEE164C | UEE741E
Parameter ~ code 7 Remarks

Faic‘_":y BFR BFR SYG vl SH)
| L wmes] L o)t
Quality of CIE question papers (;
(As per Blooms taxonomy or not) - Y \( \( \( Y \)M;"P)
7. S A N N S gm
Pass percentage in CIE 91 98 91 98 88 o

Quality of SEE question papers
(As per Blooms taxonomy or not) — V Y \( \( \(
YN 1
Pass percentage in SEE 72 98 38
percentas | 943




V. Quality of Experiments and maintenance of proper lab records

‘ i 1 2 3 a 5
1 | Lab '
i Parameter ‘ code UEE761L | UEES62L | UEES63L | UEE354L | UEE3S56L ’
‘ \
Fa '
culty oG | sen | NP | SMP | ssT |
‘ | Initials A
No. of Experiments as per syllabus 09 09 11 12 08 |
. No. of Experiments Conducted 09 09 11 08 08
" Quality of Experiments (Rate on the :
| . S S S S S
‘ scale 0-5)
' Whether experiments are assessed ONLINE y v y y
E soon after they are completed (Y/N)
Percentage of experiments involving
design '
LNO. of open ended experiments given . . }
*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 — Average, 3 - Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent
VI.Quality of Projects and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics
- 1 | 2 | 3 4 5
Course |UEE706PU|UEE706P|UEE706P UFE706PU UEE706PU
Parameter code EE802P El!ggSgZP 9EE892P EE802P EEBQZP
Initial of | pep | BrR | SHLVO| RLN SH)
, _theguide| | ,
Nature of Pro;gct ‘ . ' HW HW HW SW HW
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation) I )
Quantity of work <
0 0 V] o
(Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* s ! #US_ L ,ﬁ, B
Quality of the project —
0 0 0 V]
(Rate on the scale 0 -5)* 0s 1 § “ o §4 |
Number of intermediate revuews.are va 4 4 4 4
conducted as per suggested rubrics I
Whether financed from any agency (Y/N) Y N N N Y
| Whether supported by any industry N N N N y
' (Y/N) : I
Recgiveq any awards/recognition or any y Y N N Y
 publication (Y/N) [ I

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 — Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

Remarks

Sall
\Jl‘i,*v:/
fy v
K(/‘)’/;)
< |

e

Remarks




Vil

Quality of Iinternships and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics

Internship is part of the curriculum from the academic year 2020-21. In previous academic
years students have undergone internship with self-interest and motivation by faculty.

| o 2 3 4 5
| ' i | ’
Parameter ‘ lnternship iVl Solutions r:‘?:;: ’:’;‘:‘:" Internshala Gustov Valley Remarks
| } Guide ‘Rlikumu R| P Naveen M;:::.. ‘ Sarvesh Arju Ahmed ’} U}/J ; ) A L
N f hi t a
stiire of intamship (HVW/Sv0/ ' STUDY | STUDY = HW  SW | STUDY | BT
Fabrication/Simulation/study) | ) ‘ 2'1 o LA
Duration of Internship IW aw SW aw aw ‘ e ;:f "'S,
L i + ‘ (Y av.s u
Mode of Internship {Online/offline) : ONUINE | | ONLINE  ONLINE ONLINE = ONLINE wr Y r)"’:)
= e N — T EE— re~ y]
Paid internship from the in e
P e industry N N N N | N W »?MS' »
| (Y/N) S R S B | (}u o " /y
Quantum of work (Rate on the scale | ; A NP L :
0-5)* I B R B S R o .
Evaluated as per suggested rubrics | T pA # e
p gges ed rubrics | N N N N N A el c;/.J S«‘M
o | I SR I Lyt
i e
e 0-very poor, 1 - poor, 2 - average, 3 — good, 4 — very good, 5 - excellent
VIll.  Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department
— - - )
Sl Title Name of the Funding [ No. of
|~ Coordlnator agency | participants
1 |Technical Webinar on “Future Grid Technologies” on|Dr. 'B. F. Ronad IEEE NK SS ; 210
25" September 2021 , - ) 1 7
2 Industry Webinar on “Automation and Digitalization’Dr. Raghuram L Naik EEED ‘ 100
lin Industry 4.0” on 17" July 2021 L | )
3 YWebinar on “How to Write an Effective TechnicalTDr. S. H. Jangamshetti BEC-EEED 60 ‘p}}z
“Paper" on 28" Aug. 2020 - IO
4 |Webinar titled “Research and Innovation on Emergmg Dr.S. H. Jangamshetti BEC-EEED 60 j‘\k
technologies to support Sustainable Development| \ :
Goals” on 11" Aug. 2020. | \td'
5 Guest lecture on “Opportunities as a Fresher for E&EE | Dr. S. H. Jangamshetti | BEC-EEED 65 -
students in Core & IT Industry” on 22" Oct. 2021 Mr.S.Y. Goudappanavar | \
6 Guest lecture on “Career Opportunities for E&EE Dr.S. H.Jangamshetti | BEC-EEED 65 }
students in IT Industry” on 22 Oct. 2021. Mr. S.Y. Goudappanavar ‘
7 lndustry webinar on “Awareness of Recent Trends in Dr. S. H. Jangamshettl | BEC-EEED 65
Distribution System by ETAP” on 4™ Jan. 2021 Mr. S.Y. Goudappanavar



IX. Details of academic load in the department

Sl. Name of the faculty No. of Courses | No. of Periods | Credits Work load Remarks
(Hrs.)
T P [T P
Odd Semester

1 |Dr.S. H. Jangamshetti 1 - 4 - 4 4 O
| 2 |Dr.D.S. Jangamshetti 1 1 4 6 4+1 10 Van)

3 |Prof. Nanda. P 2 [ 1 [ 8] 15 8+1 23 LT

4 [Prof. R.G.Pati 2 | 1 [ 8] 6 8+1 14 And &

5 |Prof. S.M.Patil 2 | 1 [ 8] 9 8+1 17 ) '
|6 Prof. R.LNaik 1] 1 [a] s 4+1 10 Pt

7 |Prof. 5.G.Nayak 2 1 7 9 8+1 16 oy

8 |Prof.S.S.Tambakad 2 1 7 15 8+1 22

9 |Prof. B. F. Ronad 2 1 8 6 8+1 14

10 |Prof.S.Y. Goudappanavar 2 1 8 9 8+1 17

11 |Prof. V. C. Jainkeri 2 1 7 9 8+1 16

12 |Prof.S. S. Rathod 1 1 4 15 4+1 19

Even Semester

1 |Dr.S. H. Jangamshetti 1 - 4 - 4 4

2 Dr.D.S. Jangamshetti 1 1 4 6 4+1 10 as )

3 |Prof. Nanda. P 2 1 | 8 6 8+1 14 LT

4 |Prof. S.M.Patil 2 | 1 [ 8] s 8+1 14 o an

5 |Prof. R.L.Naik 2 1 8 6 8+1 14 VL

6 |Prof. 5.G.Nayak 2 | 1 [ 8] o9 8+1 17 a°7

7  |Prof.S.S.Tambakad 2 1 8 9 8+1 17 >

8 |Prof. B. F. Ronad 2 1 8 9 8+1 17 (ov' V]

9 |Prof.S.Y. Goudappanavar 1 1 4 9 4+1 13

10 |Prof. V. C. Jainkeri 1 1 4 9 4+1 13

11 |Prof.S.S. Rathod 1 1 4 9, 4+1 13
Total No. of Direct Teaching hours (€2 -0 dd Jern , 1k § Sren
Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty | L.y (0d &) y W23 WECpan)

Tod=

A/\/,(Acak :r'
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Academic Audit Committee Members

'sl. Name Designation Affiliation Signature
[ 2 1 | ! — N
1. | Dr.S.H.Jangamshetti | HoD, Chairman EEED BEC, Bagalkot (S@%‘;\—" '
'Tl” - s f‘ ’ ﬂk\\k \W') il
f ’
| 2. Dr.D.S.Jangamshetti | :gr:;sec:r EEED BEC, Bagalkot D@W.

—

3. D/ R L Naik {ASS“' Professor, | ¢eep geC, Bagalkot
i ' | Member

B / [ Asst. Professor,
! S ;' ! D BEC, Bagalk
NM.r. S. G. Nayak ' Member EEF, agé ot

l
|

1

R R
I

|

l

|

-—

{ Mer -
Dr.D. N. Gaonkar  Subject expert, | ceen NiTK Surathkal
‘ External ) o 7

Dasavaghawar Engineering Colied

Academic _ 2
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Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot
Internal Academic Audit from the Department
Name of the Department: Information Science & Engineering

Academic Year: 2020-21 Semester: Odd Date of Audit: 16/04/2022

I. Course Files

Parameter Course Code

Initial of the
faculty

Student roll list

Time table

Syllabus copy

Course objectives & outcomes

. |
Academic calendar

Lesson plan |

— e e
Topics covered under content |
beyond syllabus |

No. of topics covered using ICT |

Innovations in teachings (If any)
- - - 7]

SEE Question papers |

CIE Question Papers |

CO Assessment |

Calculation of indirect attainment

CO - PO Mapping (Justification if
Required)

Course exit survey form

| | " J/}ndrﬂ% Zﬂf/ﬂf’ﬁ’k

Note: Verify each parameter and indic e with Y: Yes or N: No or NA: Not Applicable

£ et 2ol M}\S_\M\M\ﬁ_ Mga—apﬂ
Or.S.R. Patil  Dr. m Dr.s. P rashetti Prof, P, V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. eshpande

Chairman Member Member Member NMiember




Il. Actual Content Delivery

J 1 I 2 f 3 | a4 5 )
u15303cfw5315 UIS508CUIS709CAUIS503
Parameter Course code j Remarks
.. SNK PKD PSP CRS VSP
Initial of the
faculty
1
No of classes allotted as per academic 66 66 40 40 52 g (\J {M
calendar and time table
|
No of classes engaged as per . = 38 40 >0
attendance Register
Percentage of the syllabus covered 100 | 95 | 100 | 100 9841

fost éi—’—@”“

Dr.S.R.Patil  Dr. M. U. Nagaral

Chairman Member

Dr. S. P. Bangarashettl

Member

Pref. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. geshpande

Member

Member



Assignments

o : : : : :
UIS303C | UIS315C | UISS08C | UIS709C | UIS503C
Parameter | Course code Remark
Initial of the faculty SNK PKD PSP CRS VsP
3 1 3 1 10

Mention the number of assignments given

Nature of assignments

(Descriptive/MCQ/programming/simulation

Programming

Descriptive &Programming Descriptive &|Descriptive &[Descriptive
ProgrammingProgramming

others)
Quality of questions (Rate on the scale O - 4 4 4 4 3
5)*

*0 - Very poor, 1 —Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent

™ wrvi(_U(h or;\r-k Mo AL P l
’ rc ! ? ‘L D 3 Q‘/j\/
CUlsd
(% o} _d-od!
Dr.S. R. Patil Dr. . Nagaral Dr.S. P Bangarashettl Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. Deshpande
Chairman Member Member Member Member



v. Evaluation

1 2 3 4 5 Remarks
UIS303CUIS315CUIS508CUIS709CUIS503C
Parameter Course code
. SNK PKD pspP CRS VvsP
Initial of Faculty

Quality of CIE question papers-(As per Y y Y Y Y 3
Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N 1

Pass percentage in CIE 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 | 98.09 \ (.frt W

Quality of SEE question papers-(As per
Blooms taxonomy or not) - Y/N

Pass percentage in SEE 84.16 | 85.15 | 80 [91.86 92.38 )

focl T (@QQ‘H me‘

Dr.S.R. Patil  Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.S.P. Barfé_a';'ashetti Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. Deshpande
Chairman Member Member Member Member



V. Quality of Experiments and maintenance of proper lab record

ﬁ 5

UIS308LUIS312LUIS511 UIsS512 UIS71
Parameter
- GMP | SNK VSP PSP
Initial of
the faculty
No. of Experiments as per syllabus I 11 } 12 ’ i I e 8 I r\
LNO. of Experiments Conducted I 11 ) 12 ' 14 I 20 8 r
Quality of Experiments (Rate on the scale 4 4 3 4 4 ‘é\\ R M
0-5)*
Whether experiments are assessed soon Y Y Y Y Y I
after they are completed (Y/N) . |]
0 0 60 0 0
Percentage of experiments involving
design
No. of open ended experiments given I 0 ( 0 f 0 { 0 ( g I )

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

Myr)
o MLM S WM Mﬁw[ VN

E@Aﬂ (/:’ <N\ ..Iq‘ = o-MA—
Dr.S.R. Patii  Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr. S. P. Bangarashetti Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. Deshpande

Chairman Member Member Member Member



VI.  Quality of Projects and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics

L1 [ 2 [ 5[ 4] 5]
Parameter Course UIS717PUIS717P UIS717P/UIS717P UIS717P
code Remarks
. SNK PKD vVsp PSP CRS

Initial

of the

guide | |
Nature of Project HWesWSW | sw HweswiHwasw (‘\
(HW/SW/Fabncatlon/SlmuIatlon) J_
Quantity of work (Rate on the scale 0- 4 N 3 { “
5)* }
Quality of the project (Rate on the scale 4 4 3 ( & 4 ’

0-5)* |

Number of intermediate reviews are 3 3 3 3 3 E;k
conducted as per suggested rubrics A
Whether financed from any agency [ N ‘ N ; N ’ N ’ N ’
(Y/N) |
Whether supported by any industry / N ’ i ’ NN [ N —I
(Y/N) §
Received any awards/recognition or any i N ‘ N || N i ‘
publication (Y/N)

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

: —
Por 22— < =900 p jw‘*\n—rw—' @a&Qfe«J*
Dr. S. R. Patil Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P, angarashetti  Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P.K. D shpande

Chairman Member Member Member Member



VIl.  Quality of Internships and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics

1 [ 23] a7]s
|
Internship [
Parameter ; Rerarks

Guide

Nature of internship
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation/study)
Duration of Internship W

o

(-

Mode of Internship (Online/offline)

Paid internship from the industry (Y/N) 7

Quantum of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* /

Evaluated as per suggested rubrics (Y/N) /
‘ |

*0 - very poor, 1 - poor, 2 - average, 3 - good, 4 — very good, 5 - excellent

P _one i ““%»LW LN«AM~ B N Y
2= >— e ~
Prof. P. K.\Deshpande

Dr.S.R.Patii Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P. Bangarashetti “Prof. P. V. Kulkarni
Chairman Member Member Member Member



Viil.  Details of workshops/conferences/ FDP/SDP organized by the department: Attached
e |

S. No Title Name of the Funding agency No. of participants
coordinator

fook e ‘é”“« @wQQeJL
—_— e ]
Dr.S.R.Patil Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P. Bangarashetti rof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. Deshpande

Chairman Member Member Member Member



IX. Details of academic load in the department

S. Name of the faculty No. of No. of Credits Work Remarks
No Courses Periods load

(Hrs.)
T| P |[T]| P

1 Dr. S. R. Patil 2 - 8 - 8 8

2 |DrSP.Bangarashetti | 3 | 1 | 9 | 16 11 25

3 P. V. Kulkarni 2 1 6 - 6 6

q P. S. Puranik 2 1 6 9 7.5 15

5 Dr. A. D. Devangavi 2 - 8 - 8 8

6 Dr. L. B. Bhajantri 2 1 8 9 9.5 17

7 R. B. Math 4 - 12 - 6 12

8 V. S. Patil 2 1 10 12 9.5 22

9 S N Kugali 2 1 10 | 12 9.5 22

10 G. M. Patil 2 1 6 12 9.5 22

11 P.K.Deshpande 2 1 10 12 9.5 22

12 | G B Shettar 2 1 8 9 9.5 17

13 Deepa.l.K 2 1 8 9 9.5 17

14 | C.R.Shivanagi 2 1 6 12 7.5 18
Total No. of Direct Teaching hours 231
Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/facuity 16.5

Dr.S.R.Patil Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P. Bangarashetti Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. Deshpande
Chairman Member Member Member Member



Academic Audit Committee Members

S. No. Name Designation Affiliation Signature
Dr. S. R. Patil Professor & HoD, Dept. of ISE, BEC, Bagalkot o~
1. Chairman 2_0_:'_}__..
Dr. M. U. Nagaral Associate Professor, Dept. of CSE, BLDEA’S CET,
2. Subject Expert, External - Vijaypur S ucartl—
3 Dr. S. P. Bangarashetti Professor, Dept. of ISE BEC, Bagalkot
g Member ‘%%
& Prof. P. V. Kulkarni Associate Professor, Dept. of ISE BEC, Bagalkot _/LJNW';
4 ' Member
5 Prof. P. K. Deshpande Assistant Professor, Dept. of ISE BEC, Bagalkot
| I

Member

¥

Dean (m A

Princigal



Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot

Internal Academic Audit from the Department

Name of the Department: Information Science & Engineering

Academic Year: 2020-21

Semester: Even

Date of Audit: 16/04/2022

l. Course Files
EEERERR 7
Parameter Course Code |UIS403C UIS424CIUl5608C U15613C|| UISO65E Remarks
| ;:'ctt']‘;‘t':f the FMP VSP | PSP | DIk ( CRS
Student roll list ’ Y J Y ' Y Y J Y
Time table v { vy vy
LSyIlabus copy } Y } Y { Y I Y || Y
fCourse objectives & outcomes | y / y } Y } y || y '
Academic calendar } vo| oy ( Y I Y }I Y 1 |
Lesson plan f Y Y | Y { Y !|. Y 4‘
Topics covered under content ( N v v / v
beyond syllabus |
No. of topics covered using ICT ‘ N j N r N N r| N Mc o [()J);\"'
Innovations in teachings (If any) [ N | N } N N } N
SEE Question papers , Y Y [ Y Y I[ Y
CIE Question Papers I Y ( Y } Y ' Y || Y
CO Assessment } Y } Y ’ Y } Y | Y
Calculation of indirect attainmentl N _‘l_ Y } N N || N Do CES Ao oA
lggq—u iI::e)dl)\/lapping {J ustifgtion if T JI T y y .![ y
| Course exit survey form I N l Y J N ‘ N i| N 'Dp (2 ;\(\lj

Note: Verify each parameter and mdlcate with Y:

P——afﬁ’ﬁ—

Dr.S.R. Patil Dr.M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P. B: ngarashettl

Chairman Member Member

kﬂ—,.w-r'—

Prof. P, V. Kulkarni

Member

Yes or N: No or NA: Not Applicable

Prof. P. K. Deshpande

Member

D)

U<



Il. Actual Content Delivery

1 | 2| 3] a 5
Parameter Course code UIS403CUIS424CU|5608CUl5613C UISO65E Remarks
Initial of the | Gmp | vsp | psp | Dk CRS |
faculty
No of classes allotted as per academic 52 52 66 40 52 . "QJ\‘,J'({"JY'
calendar and time table &/’\ '
No of classes engaged as per attendance 50 50 62 38 52
Register
| Percentage of the syllabus covered 100 | 100 98 98 100 . )

= W Wr
Dr.S. R. Patii Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr. S. P. Bangarashetti Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. D shpande

Chairman Member Member Member Member



lll. Assignments

Remarks

2‘L3/4‘5)

Course code UIS403C‘ uls424¢ ' UIS608C | UIs613C [ UIS065E

Parameter
Initial of the| Gpp | ysp PSP DIK CRS
faculty
1 3
Mention the number of o1 25 02 03 01
assignments given \

e

Nature of assignments

( Descriptive/MCQ/program

ming/simulation others)
ls/>IMUlation others

Descriptive &

Descriptive
MCQ_ Descriptiv Programming

Quality of questions (Rate on 4
the scale 0 - 5)*

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 — Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

TRVAS :
ppstrntt VD b &

Pook = g‘ e j"[’\"“’"’"qr @z@_ﬁf—&
p Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P, Banigarashetti  Prof. P, V. Kulkarni  Prof. p. K. eshpande

Dr. S. R. Patil
Chairman Member Member Member Member



IV. Evaluation

-

1 2 3 4 5 Remarks —‘

Parameter | Coursecode | UIS403C |UIS424C | UIS608C| UIS613C | UISOESE

Initial of Faculty | GMP VSP Psp DIK CRS

Quality of CIE question papers-(As
Y Y Y Y Y
per Blooms taxonomy or not) -~ Y/N

Pass percentage in CIE 99 | 98.98 | 97.72 | 99.04 | 100 L_&}\L?W

Quality of SEE question papers-(As per Y Y Y Y Y
Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N

Pass percentage in SEE 97.98 | 97.98 | 96.15 | 93.75 100

¢ w%e,xﬁ}—,w: hderoA S K i ob C 2
"/\/\0\/*3/%’L Un~a A

-

Pane o= \me\p Jidkw'
Dr.S.R.Patil  Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr. S. P. Bangarashetti Prof. P, V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. Deshpande
Chairman Member Member Member Member



V. Quality of Experiments and maintenance of proper lab records

T

1 2 3 4
Parameter | Labcode Uisa21tuiseatiuiseazl VIS40L o
Initial of the VSP | PSP | DIK | SNK
faculty z
No. of Experiments as per syllabus 10 10 10 11 1
No. of Experiments Conducted 10 10 10 11 ‘ \
Quality of Experiments (Rate on the
scale 4 4 4 4
ooy (
Whether experiments are assessed Y Y Y Y
soon after they are completed (Y/N)
Percentage of experiments involving N N N N
design
/
LNO' of open ended experiments given| N N N N d

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

bop A =

Dr. S. R. Patil

Chairman

Dr. M. U. Nagaral
Member

Dr. S. P. Bangarashetti
Member

Prof. P, V., Kulkarni

Member

4

Member

Prof. P. K. Deshpande



VL. Quality of Projects and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics

1 | 2 B 4 | s
Parameter Course code ||}15806pP|UIS806PUISS06P UIS806P |UIS80GP
inl-tlal of the VSP psp CRS SNK PKD ' | Remarks
guide
Nature of Project SW  HW+SW| HW+SW | HW+SW | sw
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation)
Quantity of work (Rate on the scale | 5 4 4 4 s "
0-5)" \
Quality of the project (Rate on the 3 4 4 4 4 \
scale 0 -5)* \ /\Q,: M
Number of intermediate reviews S-'
are conducted as per suggested 3 3 3 3 3
rubrics
Whether financed from any agency N N N N N }
(Y/N) f—
Whether supported by any industry N N N ] N N j
(Y/N) |
|
Received any awards/recognition or| N N N N ;
Iﬂw publication (Y/N)

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent

o E —l .
Dr.S.R.Patil  Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P. Bafigarashetti Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. Deshpande
Chairman Member Member Member Member



VIl.  Quality of Internships and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics

1 2 3 4 5

Internship
Parameter Remarks

Guide 1

Nature of internship
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation/study)
Duration of Internship

Mode of Internship (Online/offline) | .\ BY

Paid internship from the industry {Y/N)

Quantum of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)*

Evaluated as per suggested rubrics (Y/N) pA '

*0 ~ very poor, 1 - poor, 2 - average, 3 — good, 4 - very good, 5 - excellent

Pepy = @u\,_r_ _ Ko
Dr.S.R.Patil Dr.M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P. Bangarashetti Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. Deshpande
Chairman Member Member Member Member



VIIl.  Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department: Attached

—
Name of the
coordinator

No. of participants
—

Funding agency

T T

Dr.S.R. Patil  Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.s. P, Bangérashetti Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. . K, Deshpande
Chairman Member Member Member Member



IX. Details of academic load in the department

S. Name of the faculiy No. of T No. of Credits Work _Remarks
No Courses Periods load
(Hrs.)
T P [T]p

1 | Dr.s. R Patil 2] - 6] - 6 6

2 } Dr.S.P.Bangarashetti ] -4[ 1 ’7- I 16 2 16

3 | P.V.Kulkarni 2| 1 |6 - 6 6

4 | P.S.Puranik 2 | 1 [10] 12 9.5 22
|5 [ Dr.A.D. Devangavi 2| - 8] - 8 8

6 | Dr. L. B.Bhajantri 2 | - 8] - 4 10

7 | R.B. Math 1] 1 [3[ 12 45 | 15

8 | VS Patil 2] 1 [10] 12 9.5 22 |
9 | SN Kugali 2] 1 [ 6] 12 7.5 18
Lm G M Patil [ 2] 1 ‘ 8 | 12 9.5 20 |
1 | P.K. Deshpande 2] 1 J10] 12 115 | 22 |
hz | Deepa.l.K 2 | 1 [6] 12 75 | 18 ]
13 | G B Shettar 2 | 1 |6 12 75 | 18

14 | C.R.Shivanagi 2| 1 8| 12 95 | 20

Total No. of Direct Teaching hours | 221

Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty [ 15.78

Pope <E=——

Dr.S.R.Patil  Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P. Bangarashetti P'/P V. Kulkarni Pr

Chairman Member

LU WOPSs

Member

Member

of. P. K, geshpande

Member



2020-21

Vill. Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department

Funding agency No. of
participants

Name of the
coordinator

1. Pre-Placement Traing Dr. B. M. Reshmi
Programme Prof. P. K. Deshpande RISE
2. Pre-Placement Traing Dr. B. M. Reshmi
} Programme Prof. P. K. Deshpandeg[ RISE
3. Data Science and | Dr. L. B. Bhajantri
Analytics Prof. R. B. Math l RISE

ASP. Net and XML

Prof. G. B. Shettar
Dr. S. R. Patil
Prof. P. K. Deshpande RISE

Dr. S. R. Patil
Prof. P, K. Deshpande RISE 100
Prof. V. S. Patil

Advanced C
Programming

6. Pre-Placement Traing Dr. B. M. Reshmi
L Programme Prof. P. K. Deshpande RISE ’ Ho
7. Revisiting "C" Dr. S. R. Patil
Prof. P. K. Deshpande RISE 80

Prof. V. S. Patil

* RISE-Rays of Information science and Engineering

Pork ==

Dr.S.R.Patil Dr. M. U. Nagaral Dr.S. P. Bangarashetti Prof. P. V. Kulkarni  Prof. P. K. Deshpande

Chairman Member Member Member . Member




Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot

Internal Academic Audit from the Departments

Academic audit is a scientific and systematic method of reviewing the quality of academic
process in the institution. It is related to quality assurance and enhancing the quality of
academic activities in the institute. The Academic Audit is to be conducted by all the
departments twice during an academic year, preferably at the end of each semester. The audit
is to be conducted by a committee constituted by the HoD and approved by Principal.

Suggestive composition of the committee:

S. No Name Designation Affiliation

b B Dr. M. S. Hebbal HoD, Chairman BEC (A), Bagalkot
2. Dr. G. B. Rudrakshi Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
3. Dr. Vinay V. Kuppast Professor, Coordinator BEC (A), Bagalkot
4 Prof. S. B. Wadawadagi Assoc. Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
5 Dr. S. G. Sarganachari Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
6 Prof. M. M. G. Math Associate Professor, Member | BEC (A), Bagalkot

. Professor and Dean, KLE. .Technologlca!
7 Dr. S. F. Patil University  Belagavi

External Expert
Campus

The scope of the audit includes:
. Course files
. Actual content delivery
. Assignments

. Quality of question papers (Both CIE and SEE)

. Quality of projects and their evaluation as per suggested rubrics

. Quality of internship and their evaluation as per suggested rubrics

. Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department

1
2
3
4
5. Quality of experiments and maintenance of proper lab records
6
¥4
8
9

. Details of academic load in the department
/7

Dean (Acade

L4

Principal




Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot

Internal Academic Audit from the Department

Name of the Department:

v
Academic Year 1) oLl YL Semester: Odd/Even Date of Audit: D -0\1 , 0%k
I. Course Files
1 2 3 4 |, 5
v TIEIOE UM 2 UM E
Parameter | CourseCode |5 (f(l)g(.. 04c |997E] tinic, Remarks
Initial of the L mlil e i
faculty 54 HMG 5S D §q5 ?‘SI\‘
Student roll list v v | A7 A
Time table \/ v’ v’ |
Syllabus copy v v | | A
Course objectives & outcomes N w |
Academic calendar v \Vd v ©Z |
Lesson plan v’ ~ V' | V|
Topics covered under content
beyond syllabus \/‘ - el B
No. of topics covered using ICT ' " — —
Innovations in teachings (If any) 7 o —— — A
SEE Question papers Va W | v |
CIE Question Papers v’ | Vv V| N | T
CO Assessment —_ ~ — gl
Calculation of indirect attainment| = - Py = | —
€O~ -PO Mapping (Justification if | __. - - \/ 7 |
Required)
Course exit survey form — ] - — |

Note: Verify each parameter and indicate with Y: Yes or N: No or NA: Not Applicable



Il. Actual Content Delivery

1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Course PQ‘RE’ Remarks
code oA
Initial of (> )
the faculty 9 \1 H{ﬂ; 9; D-g Q(S @‘r
No of classes allotted as per academic , A
calendar and time table 20\ 5% 5 1 L' 0 5’)"
No of classes engaged as per attendance - L6 @)
Register 3 ! s 5 3 6 5
Percentage of the syllabus covered 100-,. 100 ("0 | [00 (2%
I, Assignments
1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Course code Remarks
Initial of the
auty | 5Y MK £5P) 98¢ sy
Mention the number of assignments given 0| ol ol © 1 167

Nature of assignments

(Descriptive/MCQ/programming/simulation
others)

D

D

™Y

Quality of questions (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)*

A

pk

4.

op
b

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent




IV.Evaluation

1 2 3 4 5 |Remarks
Parameter Course code
Initial of Faculty

Quality of CIE question papers-(As per } \{ \\/

Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N Y@ \ﬁ} @ \1 )
Pass percentage in CIE /r\)o NO| N N ‘\J
Quality of SEE question papers-(As per \/@ :
Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N } YQS \{ \/ Y
Pass percentage in SEE E&‘;"I (g,b‘»ﬂ/

V. Quality of Experiments and maintenance of proper lab records

1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Labcode |2 prMI CAE;MSL N(j"( Remarks
inidal o the |/ y M VI RN PG
No. of Experiments as per syllabus , ?, 1)¢ @6 ‘O \ @
No. of Experiments Conducted o |l 5‘6 @-é 32

Quality of Experiments (Rate on the scale
0-5)*

Y

b

b

Whether experiments are assessed soon after
they are completed (Y/N)

r©

\i@

y

Percentage of experiments involving design

NO

NO

NG

)

N

No. of open ended experiments given

NO

NO

NG

4
7
N
N

N

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent




' el =S¢ /
iy b ol whlly o9 ve Y " qumiw
LS '
Gy o) el ek & supprih glouchue ms o du\mu)'vk
RAMIwa rmeW’\-w\\u\Q Q\'&l‘%ﬂ = W‘”‘d_?fji
VI.Quality of Projects and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics ’
1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Cassns I

code - YHMET® 1 P Remarks

Initial of i

the guide 5 C\1 VI S% Rﬂ") Vbs\‘
Nature of Project
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation) W | Hw V\"o 41"3 x’\\'o
Quantity of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* g v W \/\ AN
Quality of the project (Rate on the scale 0 -5)* ; g‘ N\ AN P
Number of intermediate reviews are conducted |
as per suggested rubrics D o |0 O O
Whether financed from any agency (Y/N) w \1 \1 t\) N
Whether supported by any industry (Y/N) T\@ @@ Q N N
Received any awards/recognition or any P 3
publication (Y/N) N M ‘\) N \\‘

*0 — Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent
Vil.  Quality of Internships and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics
1 2 3 4 5
Internship
Parameter Remarks
Guide
Ry
Nature of internship
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation/study) ?’3\5 C( Q)*ﬂ'a,
Duration of Internshi :
uration of Internship VL\'O‘E‘Q‘L)} Qw&t\!w

Mode of Internship (Online/offline) \Dt* &o\\o\r’eda
Paid internship from the industry (Y/N) \\)
Quantum of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* \4
Evaluated as per suggested rubrics (Y/N) \/(

e 0-verypoor, 1-poor, 2 - average, 3 - goodT4 - very good, 5 - excellent



VIll.  Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department‘_r——N—t L

S. No Title Name of the Funding agency No. of participants
coordinator

IX. Details of academic load in the department
4 A‘Y )N R WO
S. Name of the faculty No. of No. of Credits Work Remarks
No Courses Periods load
(Hrs.)

T P T P

Total No. of Direct Teaching hours

Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty




Academic Audit Committee Members

S. No Name Designation Affiliation Signature
1. Dr. M. S. Hebbal HoD, Chairman BEC (A), Bagalkot HQ/LJ,
2. Dr. G. B. Rudrakshi Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
3. Dr. Vinay V. Kuppast Professor, Coordinator BEC (A), Bagalkot M
4 Prof. S. B. Wadawadagi | Assoc. Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
g (A), Bag &
5 Dr. S. G. Sarganachari Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot _%T =
1 Aoh| 22
6 Prof. M. M. G. Math Associate Professor, BEC (A), Bagalkot D ¥
Member —18J04| 209
. Professor and Dean, ke Tef:hno!oglcal
7 Dr. S. F. Patil Ext P University
. Belagavi Campus 12 )0\ ) 22—
(— a § v

\

Dean (Academid)

rincipal



Arnnesronc.

Details of academic load in the department 2020-21 ODD Semester

8. st - Workload
Name of the faculty Courses Periods Credits Remarks
No (Hrs.)
T P T P
1 | Dr.B. K. Venkanna 1 - 4 - 4 4
2 | Dr.S.S. Balli 3 - 3 - 25 3
3 | Prof. R. T. Patil 2 - 8 - 3.0 8
4 | Dr. G. B. Rudrakshi 3 - 9 - 3.0 9
5 | Prof. G.K. Patil 3 1 12 4 4+3 16
6 | Dr.V. V. Kuppast 1 - 6 - 3.0 6
7 | Smt. S. B. Wadawadagi 2 - 8 - 4.0 8
8 | Dr. H. M. Kadlimatti 2 - 8 - 3.0 8
9 | Prof. V. P. Girisagar 2 1 8 6 3+1 14
10 | Dr.S. G. Sarganachari 1 - 8 - 3.0 8
11 | Dr.R. V. Kurahatti 1 1 6 2 3+1 8
12 | Prof.S.C. Yali 1 1 6 2 3+1 8
13 | Prof. B. R. Endigeri 1 - 8 - 4.0 8
14 | Prof. G. H. Rathod 2 - 6 - 3.0 6
15 | Dr.S. M. Jigajinni 2 1 8 4 3+1 12
16 | Dr. M. C. Goudar 1 1 3 8 3+1 11
17 | Prof. B. S. Vivekanand 2 - 11 - 3+3 11
18 | Prof. M. M. G. Math 2 1 6 4 3+3 10
19 | Prof. H. R. Patil 2 1 6 4 3+3 10
20 | Prof. K. D. Aswale 2 - 8 - 3+3 8
21 | Prof. R. S. Naik 1 - 6 - 3.0 6
22 | Dr. A. N. Sonnad 1 1 6 6 3+1 12
23 | Prof. P. C. Kolur 2 - 6 - 3+3 6
24 | Prof. S. S. Davanageri 3 - 10 8 3+3+4 10
25 | Prof. P. B. Bhajantri 2 - 7 - 3+3 7
Total No. of Direct Teaching hours 237
Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty 8.68




Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot

Internal Academic Audit from the Departments

Academic audit is a scientific and systematic method of reviewing the quality of academic
process in the institution. It is related to quality assurance and enhancing the quality of
academic activities in the institute. The Academic Audit is to be conducted by all the
departments twice during an academic year, preferably at the end of each semester. The audit
is to be conducted by a committee constituted by the HoD and approved by Principal.

Suggestive composition of the committee:

S. No Name Designation Affiliation

b B Dr. M. S. Hebbal HoD, Chairman BEC (A), Bagalkot
2. Dr. G. B. Rudrakshi Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
3. Dr. Vinay V. Kuppast Professor, Coordinator BEC (A), Bagalkot
4 Prof. S. B. Wadawadagi Assoc. Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
5 Dr. S. G. Sarganachari Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
6 Prof. M. M. G. Math Associate Professor, Member | BEC (A), Bagalkot

. Professor and Dean, KLE. .Technologlca!
7 Dr. S. F. Patil University  Belagavi

External Expert
Campus

The scope of the audit includes:
. Course files
. Actual content delivery
. Assignments

. Quality of question papers (Both CIE and SEE)

. Quality of projects and their evaluation as per suggested rubrics

. Quality of internship and their evaluation as per suggested rubrics

. Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department

1
2
3
4
5. Quality of experiments and maintenance of proper lab records
6
¥4
8
9

. Details of academic load in the department
/7

Dean (Acade

L4

Principal




Basaveshwar Engineering College (Autonomous), Bagalkot

Internal Academic Audit from the Department

Name of the Department:

v
Academic Year 1) oLl YL Semester: Odd/Even Date of Audit: D -0\1 , 0%k
I. Course Files
1 2 3 4 |, 5
v TIEIOE UM 2 UM E
Parameter | CourseCode |5 (f(l)g(.. 04c |997E] tinic, Remarks
Initial of the L mlil e i
faculty 54 HMG 5S D §q5 ?‘SI\‘
Student roll list v v | A7 A
Time table \/ v’ v’ |
Syllabus copy v v | | A
Course objectives & outcomes N w |
Academic calendar v \Vd v ©Z |
Lesson plan v’ ~ V' | V|
Topics covered under content
beyond syllabus \/‘ - el B
No. of topics covered using ICT ' " — —
Innovations in teachings (If any) 7 o —— — A
SEE Question papers Va W | v |
CIE Question Papers v’ | Vv V| N | T
CO Assessment —_ ~ — gl
Calculation of indirect attainment| = - Py = | —
€O~ -PO Mapping (Justification if | __. - - \/ 7 |
Required)
Course exit survey form — ] - — |

Note: Verify each parameter and indicate with Y: Yes or N: No or NA: Not Applicable



Il. Actual Content Delivery

1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Course PQ‘RE’ Remarks
code oA
Initial of (> )
the faculty 9 \1 H{ﬂ; 9; D-g Q(S @‘r
No of classes allotted as per academic , A
calendar and time table 20\ 5% 5 1 L' 0 5’)"
No of classes engaged as per attendance - L6 @)
Register 3 ! s 5 3 6 5
Percentage of the syllabus covered 100-,. 100 ("0 | [00 (2%
I, Assignments
1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Course code Remarks
Initial of the
auty | 5Y MK £5P) 98¢ sy
Mention the number of assignments given 0| ol ol © 1 167

Nature of assignments

(Descriptive/MCQ/programming/simulation
others)

D

D

™Y

Quality of questions (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)*

A

pk

4.

op
b

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 - Very good, 5 - Excellent




IV.Evaluation

1 2 3 4 5 |Remarks
Parameter Course code
Initial of Faculty

Quality of CIE question papers-(As per } \{ \\/

Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N Y@ \ﬁ} @ \1 )
Pass percentage in CIE /r\)o NO| N N ‘\J
Quality of SEE question papers-(As per \/@ :
Blooms taxonomy or not) — Y/N } YQS \{ \/ Y
Pass percentage in SEE E&‘;"I (g,b‘»ﬂ/

V. Quality of Experiments and maintenance of proper lab records

1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Labcode |2 prMI CAE;MSL N(j"( Remarks
inidal o the |/ y M VI RN PG
No. of Experiments as per syllabus , ?, 1)¢ @6 ‘O \ @
No. of Experiments Conducted o |l 5‘6 @-é 32

Quality of Experiments (Rate on the scale
0-5)*

Y

b

b

Whether experiments are assessed soon after
they are completed (Y/N)

r©

\i@

y

Percentage of experiments involving design

NO

NO

NG

)

N

No. of open ended experiments given

NO

NO

NG

4
7
N
N

N

*0 - Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 - Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent




' el =S¢ /
iy b ol whlly o9 ve Y " qumiw
LS '
Gy o) el ek & supprih glouchue ms o du\mu)'vk
RAMIwa rmeW’\-w\\u\Q Q\'&l‘%ﬂ = W‘”‘d_?fji
VI.Quality of Projects and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics ’
1 2 3 4 5
Parameter Cassns I

code - YHMET® 1 P Remarks

Initial of i

the guide 5 C\1 VI S% Rﬂ") Vbs\‘
Nature of Project
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation) W | Hw V\"o 41"3 x’\\'o
Quantity of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* g v W \/\ AN
Quality of the project (Rate on the scale 0 -5)* ; g‘ N\ AN P
Number of intermediate reviews are conducted |
as per suggested rubrics D o |0 O O
Whether financed from any agency (Y/N) w \1 \1 t\) N
Whether supported by any industry (Y/N) T\@ @@ Q N N
Received any awards/recognition or any P 3
publication (Y/N) N M ‘\) N \\‘

*0 — Very poor, 1 - Poor, 2 - Average, 3 — Good, 4 — Very good, 5 - Excellent
Vil.  Quality of Internships and their evaluation as per suggested Rubrics
1 2 3 4 5
Internship
Parameter Remarks
Guide
Ry
Nature of internship
(HW/SW/Fabrication/Simulation/study) ?’3\5 C( Q)*ﬂ'a,
Duration of Internshi :
uration of Internship VL\'O‘E‘Q‘L)} Qw&t\!w

Mode of Internship (Online/offline) \Dt* &o\\o\r’eda
Paid internship from the industry (Y/N) \\)
Quantum of work (Rate on the scale 0 - 5)* \4
Evaluated as per suggested rubrics (Y/N) \/(

e 0-verypoor, 1-poor, 2 - average, 3 - goodT4 - very good, 5 - excellent



VIll.  Details of workshops/conferences/FDP/SDP organized by the department‘_r——N—t L

S. No Title Name of the Funding agency No. of participants
coordinator

IX. Details of academic load in the department
4 A‘Y )N R WO
S. Name of the faculty No. of No. of Credits Work Remarks
No Courses Periods load
(Hrs.)

T P T P

Total No. of Direct Teaching hours

Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty




Academic Audit Committee Members

S. No Name Designation Affiliation Signature
1. Dr. M. S. Hebbal HoD, Chairman BEC (A), Bagalkot HQ/LJ,
2. Dr. G. B. Rudrakshi Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
3. Dr. Vinay V. Kuppast Professor, Coordinator BEC (A), Bagalkot M
4 Prof. S. B. Wadawadagi | Assoc. Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot
g (A), Bag &
5 Dr. S. G. Sarganachari Professor, Member BEC (A), Bagalkot _%T =
1 Aoh| 22
6 Prof. M. M. G. Math Associate Professor, BEC (A), Bagalkot D ¥
Member —18J04| 209
. Professor and Dean, ke Tef:hno!oglcal
7 Dr. S. F. Patil Ext P University
. Belagavi Campus 12 )0\ ) 22—
(— a § v

\

Dean (Academid)

rincipal



Arnnesronc.

Details of academic load in the department 2020-21 ODD Semester

8. st - Workload
Name of the faculty Courses Periods Credits Remarks
No (Hrs.)
T P T P
1 | Dr.B. K. Venkanna 1 - 4 - 4 4
2 | Dr.S.S. Balli 3 - 3 - 25 3
3 | Prof. R. T. Patil 2 - 8 - 3.0 8
4 | Dr. G. B. Rudrakshi 3 - 9 - 3.0 9
5 | Prof. G.K. Patil 3 1 12 4 4+3 16
6 | Dr.V. V. Kuppast 1 - 6 - 3.0 6
7 | Smt. S. B. Wadawadagi 2 - 8 - 4.0 8
8 | Dr. H. M. Kadlimatti 2 - 8 - 3.0 8
9 | Prof. V. P. Girisagar 2 1 8 6 3+1 14
10 | Dr.S. G. Sarganachari 1 - 8 - 3.0 8
11 | Dr.R. V. Kurahatti 1 1 6 2 3+1 8
12 | Prof.S.C. Yali 1 1 6 2 3+1 8
13 | Prof. B. R. Endigeri 1 - 8 - 4.0 8
14 | Prof. G. H. Rathod 2 - 6 - 3.0 6
15 | Dr.S. M. Jigajinni 2 1 8 4 3+1 12
16 | Dr. M. C. Goudar 1 1 3 8 3+1 11
17 | Prof. B. S. Vivekanand 2 - 11 - 3+3 11
18 | Prof. M. M. G. Math 2 1 6 4 3+3 10
19 | Prof. H. R. Patil 2 1 6 4 3+3 10
20 | Prof. K. D. Aswale 2 - 8 - 3+3 8
21 | Prof. R. S. Naik 1 - 6 - 3.0 6
22 | Dr. A. N. Sonnad 1 1 6 6 3+1 12
23 | Prof. P. C. Kolur 2 - 6 - 3+3 6
24 | Prof. S. S. Davanageri 3 - 10 8 3+3+4 10
25 | Prof. P. B. Bhajantri 2 - 7 - 3+3 7
Total No. of Direct Teaching hours 237
Average No. of Direct Teaching hours/faculty 8.68




