A. J. INSTITUTE OF MANAGEMENT
KOTTARA CHOWKI, MANGALORE

Service Evaluation through Third Semester M.B.A (A Batch) Students — December 2018

Name: Prof. Deepak Rao

Subject: International Business Environment

N Mini Maxi Mok Std. Mean
Parameters Al ASHDEY Deviation Percentage
Lesson plan and objectives 50 4 5 4.70 463 94.00
Topics covered provided new 50 2 5 452 314 90.40
knowledge
In terms of organization, clarity and :
presentation of fundamental 50 3 5 4.60 639 92.00
concepts. the lectures were
lnstructm: s blackboard or PPT 50 3 5 450 207 90.40
presentation was
Encouragement given by the
instructor to think logically and 50 3 5 4.64 .598 92.80
objectively was
Instruc_tor S responses to questions 50 3 5 4.70 505 94.00
asked in the class were
i i 50 |3 5 474 | 487 94.80
teaching of this course was
The overall quality of teaching 50 3 5 4.68 SOl 93.60
Regularity of cqnductlr}g lectures, 50 3 5 4.60 606 92.00
Tests, presentation, assignment was
Question papers were of
appropriate length, level and 50 3 S 4.66 319 93.20
content
Answer scripts were promptly
evaluated, returned and discussed o & 2 iz i el
Evaluation was fair and transparent | 50 3 5 4.62 697 92.40
Faculty encouraged the use of
knowledge software available in the | 50 3 5 4.46 734 89.20
Institute -
Faculty is regular in conducting

50 2 5 4.42
GD and CS classes
Overall rating of the teacher 50 3 5 4.66




A. J. INSTITUTE OF MANAGEMENT
KOTTARA CHOWKI, MANGALORE

Service Evaluation through Third Semester M.B.A (A Batch) Students — December 2018

Name: Prof. Swapna Shetty

Subject: Management Accounting

Parameters N Minimum | Maximum | Mean Std', . ooy
Deviation Percentage

Lesson plan and objectives 50 4 S 4.60 495 92.00

Topics covered provided new 50 3 5 448 646 £9.60

knowledge

In terms of organization, clarity and i

presentation of fundamental 50 3 5 4.46 613 89.20

concepts. the lectures were

Instructo:_' s blackboard or PPT 50 3 5 454 613 90.80

presentation was

Encouragement given by the

instructor to think logically and 50 3 5] 4.62 .602 92.40

objectively was

Instrut.:tor’s responses to questions 50 3 5 452 614 90.40

asked in the class were

Instructor’s attitude towards

teaching of this course was o 2 g e i S0

The overall quality of teaching 50 3 5 4.60 571 92.00

Regularity of co'nducﬁqg lectures, 50 3 5 446 734 89.20

Tests, presentation, assignment was

Question papers were of

appropriate length, level and 50 2 5 4.42 758 88.40

content

Answer scripts were promptly

evaluated, returned and discussed 50 2 > S i 20.90

Evaluation was fair and transparent | 50 2 <] 4.58 673 91.60

Faculty encouraged the use of

knowledge software available in the | 50 3 5 4.42 .642 88.40

Institute =

Faculty is regular in conducting 56 . 5 o &7 7D

GD and CS classes ’

Overall rating of the teacher 50 4 5 4.66







