CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Metric Number: 6.3.3 Percentage of teaching and non-teaching staff
participating in  Faculty Development
Programs (FDP), Management Development
Program, professional development/
administrative management courses during the
last five years

Copy of the certificates of the program
attended by teachers.



Copy of the certificates of the program
attended by teachers for ACY-2021-22



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Dr. Sowmya Naik

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

Sk onsT,

PRINGIPAL

CITY ENGINEER
Kanakapura Main Rﬂadl.rggn&%!;[—-ﬁgglgi



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Ms. Tejaswini B N

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

Sk o,

ciry ENGF‘RINCIPA'L
IN|
Kanakapura Main%ml,rg?n&gh[—_éfus



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Ms. Shruthi Naik

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

s oy,
ey ENGF’RINCIPAL
INEER
Kanakapura Main Roadl,hglg;ngsgflg[—-ﬂggog



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Ms. Sriraksha S

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

Sk o,

iy ENGF‘RINCIPA'L
N
Kanakapura Main%ﬁl,rg?n&g!;[—_éfus



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Mr. Ravindra S

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

< Loy,
eIty E"GPRINC}PAL
INEER
Kanakapura Main Rcadlpélgngsg:l;!-ﬂgﬂsﬁg i



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Ms. Punitha P

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

sSkons—r,

ey ENGF‘RiNCIF’AL
. INEER
Kanakapura Main Raadl,rgg;ngigke[—_sggsogi



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Ms. Kavyashree Yadav J

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

shonyrrr,

ey ENGF’RiNCIPA'L
INEER
Kanakapura Main Raadl.'uﬂgn&igrlé[:éﬂq’)g‘



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Ms. Deepika R

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

skosmr,

ciry ENGPRiNCIPAL
_ INEER
Kanakapura Main Roadl,rgg;n(%gke[:‘ggégi



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Mr. Anil Kumar R

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

Sy,

ey ENGPRINCIP-N.
IN
Kanakapura Mam%{ﬁi{%ﬁn&iﬁ!@%ﬁﬂ%‘



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Dr Shalini Prasad

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

S o,

ey ENGPRiNCIPA'L
INEER
Kanakapura hMain Roadl.'g?ngcagl!;[%gﬂ(‘;)gl



KAMMAVARI SANGHAM (R) - 1952
K. S. SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND MANAGEMENT v I

(Affiliated to VTU,Belagavi & Recognized by AICTE,New Delhi)
#15 , Mallasandra, Off. Kanakapura Road,Bengaluru-560109

Department of Civil Engineering

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to certify that

Mr. VINAYKUMAR S N
has attended the Faculty Development Programme
on

“Resource recovery and reuse : waste to wealth”
from 17t -215t January of the year 2022.

| < Kerre
ATTESTED copy

Sk o, .
- Head of the Department Principal

oy ENGF’RINCPAL
INEERIN
Kanakapura Main Ro.ad! a?n‘?agkl‘fg?ogt




KAMMAVARI SANGHAM (R) - 1952
K. S. SCHOOL OF ENGINEERING AND MANAGEMENT v I

(Affiliated to VTU,Belagavi & Recognized by AICTE,New Delhi)
#15 , Mallasandra, Off. Kanakapura Road,Bengaluru-560109

Department of Civil Engineering

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to certify that
Dr. K. Sujatha

has attended the Faculty Development Programme
on
“Resource recovery and reuse : waste to wealth”
from 17t -215t January of the year 2022.

ATTESTED copy

5 .‘;L_I:L"‘-t’ e T W’ ' < L
;R:INC\F)AL

" - 4

'''''''' Head of the Department Principal




ST LA ey i
BANGALORE INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

K.R.Road, V. V. Puram, Bengaluru - 560 004, Karnataka, India.

Mf_ 5\\1‘:1_
“Certificate of Participation’’

This is to Certify that

Dr./Mr./Ms./Mrs. NANDINI S. B.

of
CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE, BENGALURU

participated in Five Day Faculty Development Program on

"Technical Writing with LaTeX for Beginners-Hands on Training
(TWLBHT 2022 )"
organized by Skill Development Centre and Professional Bodies Forum,
Department of Mechanical Engineering, Bangalore Institute of
Technology Bengaluru, in association with Karnataka Science and
Technology Academy (KSTA), GoK during 7th March 2022-11th March
2022.

ATTESTED COPY —Af.p";..-— 4—% Hg

Y -~ B AP
<\ ) Lan
S YOS

o ' Dr. Chandrashekar A. Dr. Gunavathi H. S.
RINCIPAL
KgL{!pEggéﬁ%Eﬂ%"gG‘c_?L\LrEGE .....................................
Hangelreiost - Coordinator, TWLBHT 2022 Assoc. Dean, Skill Development Center
o —_—
Dr. T. V. Sreerama Reddy Dr. Roopa K. M. Dr. Aswath M. U.

Prof. & Head, MED Dean, Skill Development Center Principal, BIT



INSTITUTION'S
INNOVATION
COUNCIL

ENGINEERING COLLEGE Institute of Technology
BENGALURU

AMC % RAMAIAH

Affiliated to VTU, Belagavi | AICTE Approved | NAAC & NBA Accredited

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to certify that Br./Mr/Mes/Ms.___ SANGEETHA RAO S

of Dedd-o) CIE , ITY ENGIINECRING (DUEGEhas participated in a Five-Day
L

EDUCATION

FDP on “Outcome Based Education & NBA Accreditation” from 28/03/2022 to
01/04/2022 organized by AMC Engineering College in association with Mentor

Institute, M S Ramaiah Institute of Technology, Bangalore.  ATTESTED copy

- o~ At
< s \ L
5 N SAAD

PRINCIPAL
LSy ENGINEERING coLLhGE
angalore-560061
I o )
: A7
Dr G M Madhu Dr. Ananthapadmanabha K r. Girisha C Dr K. Mallikharjuna Babu
Margadarsnan Coordinator HOD (CSE Principal Director & Head

Professor, Chernical Engg. MSRIT AMCEC AMCEC AMC Group of Institutions




No: ATAL/2021/1639022473

ALL INDIA COUNCIL FOR TECHNICAL EDUCATION

Nelson Mandela Marg, Vasant Kunj, New Delhi — 110 070

AICTE Training and Learning (ATAL) Academy

Certificate

This is certified that Ambika P R, Assistant Professor of City engineering college participated & completed successfully AICTE
Training And Learning (ATAL) Academy Online Elementary FDP on "Bare Metal Programming And Real Time Operating
System Programming” from 13/12/2021 to 17/12/2021 at BMSINSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY AND MANAGEMENT .

i
W “
. ATTESTED COPY
Advisor-l, ATAL Academy < Lo, Coordinator

Mamta Rani Agarwal '
ity ENGPRINCIPA'L
1N
HKanakapura Ma:n%%a%l,rggngagflé[:%%1




CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Ms. Ambika P R

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

sk o,

ey ENGPRINCIPA'L
INi
Kanakapura Mam%ﬂﬂ%ﬁn&g&!@[—_%g’lgi
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>:1 This is to certify that VISHVA KIRAN R C has successfully completed the AICTE- P&
Pat Pat
® (2
:0: ISTE approved Orientation/Refresher Programme on “High Performance :e:
® &
Pal Pal
yzq Computing (HPC)” held during 12.01.2022 to 19.01.2022 organized by }:1
8 3
O Vivekananda Institute of Technology, Bangalore, Karnataka. :.‘
(S (S
(2 (2
>’1 ATTESTED COPY P.1
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& R SIYENGINESTING oo cece &
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"al @ el ’ . a f )
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EAST
ER) P 5o\ SOHEGE OF ENGINEERING &

Department of Electronics and Communication Engineering

Gortilicats of FPodicjpallon

This is to certify that VISHVAKIRAN R C of CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE

has participated in Five days FDP on “"RECENT TRENDS ON
MICROWAVE AND ANTENNA TECHNOLOGIES” organized by Dept. of

ECE, East Point College of Engineering and Technology from 15% to 19
November 2021.

ATTESTED copy

cve PRINCIPAL //'/_- =
ITY ENGINE < Ty
\ Kanakapura Main REE%&&%H‘S%?{E P /f
o i ‘ {.’.'r"(
. e : B
i o ¢ L
~

Dr. Chandrappa DN Dr. YOGESHG S  Dr. SATEESH T K
Dr. Harshavardhana Reddy K HOD, Dept. of ECE Principal

Coordinators ,Dept. of ECE EPCET EPCE
EPCET

Made for free with Certify'em




EAST
&) poiT e

Department of Electronics and Communication Engineeri

%( :é ;%'@"5..5 y

This is to certify that Prof. VISHVA KIRAN R C of C
ENGINEERING COLLEGE has participated in Five days FDP
“"Modeling and Simulation Tools in Electronics
Communication” organized by Dept. of ECE, East Point College o
Engineering and Technology from 6" to 10t April 2021. \

@B Corect. EdGate’ @ Jroas

INSTRUMENTS
TECHNOLOGIES

\ @, s
ATTESTED COPY /
Dr. YOGESHG S we.__ Dr. PRAKASH

HOD, Dept. of ECE (SIELENGNESRING coLcce Principal
EPCET EPCET



CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE,
BANGALORE

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to Certify that

Ms. Nagashree R A

has participated in Five Days Faculty Development Program on
"Issues, Opportunities and Challenges in IOT" organized by
Department of Computer Science and Engineering, City Engineering
College, Bangalore during 21st march 2022- 25th march 2022.

ATTESTED copy

S ko,

ciry ENGPRINCPAL
INEER
Kanakapura Main Ruad!'.é?ngsg:lzl-sgoqﬂgﬁ



5-DAYs ONLINE FACULTY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ON

EMERGING TECHNOLOGIES IN ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE,
DATA SCIENCE AND CYBER SECURITY

17-21 JuLy, 2021

vy

Organised By
Amity Institute of Information Technology
Amity University Rajasthan

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to certify that Shashikala HC participated in the five-day online faculty develop-
ment program on Emerging Technologies in Artificial Intelligence, Data Science and
Cyber Security held at Amity Institute of Information Technology, Amity University Rajasthan,

Jaipur, India.
&LU‘/ i - -_‘_':-?C‘L"_’-/’ _%’
Mr. Amit Hirawat Mr, Sameer Saxena Prof, (Dr.) Swapnesh Taterh
FDP Co-Ordinator FDP Co-Ordinator FDP Convener
Amity University Rajasthan Amity University Rajasthan Amity University Rajasthan

a martifiante manaesbad A Tl 91 A-12 DN

ATTESTED copy
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5-DAYs ONLINE FACULTY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ON

EMERGING TECHNOLOGIES IN ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE,
DATA SCIENCE AND CYBER SECURITY

17-21 JuLy, 2021

vy

Organised By
Amity Institute of Information Technology
Amity University Rajasthan

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to certify that ~ Striraksha S participated in the five-day online faculty develop-
ment program on Emerging Technologies in Artificial Intelligence, Data Science and
Cyber Security held at Amity Institute of Information Technology, Amity University Rajasthan,

Jaipur, India.
&LU‘/ i - -_‘_':-?C‘L"_’-/’ _%’
Mr. Amit Hirawat Mr, Sameer Saxena Prof, (Dr.) Swapnesh Taterh
FDP Co-Ordinator FDP Co-Ordinator FDP Convener
Amity University Rajasthan Amity University Rajasthan Amity University Rajasthan

ATTESTED copy
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Kanakapura :uajn%ﬁl.%gn&g}él?%%v




=4

PHESIDENCY UNIVERSITY | gg

Py y Lirieiiaiy el M) & P Sl At Bla 81 of FET] T aamsiiad il Bt Mool Sk Ben Pl
Agymtipael by Bl TE S (e

School of Engineering

Certificate of Participation

This is to certify that Dr. M Sathya,Dept. of CSE,CEC Bangalore has participated in

A Five Day Online National level Faculty Development Programme on
~Simulation &Analysis of power System Case Studies Using MIPOWER "
from 14t to 185% February 2022

Organized by
Department of Electrical & Electronics Engineering, Presidency Universiry, Bangalore

4 . - - Lo - #

LQ - ﬂ }'- ‘,*_Lf_{_-‘_—“‘

Ms Padmaja Dr V Joshi Manohar Dean-SOE
Resource Person Convener Dr. Abduel Sharief

ATTESTED COPY
s \LW"““ ;

PRINCIPAL

C!TY ENGINEERING COLLEGE
angalore-560061
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¢ == < PRESIDENCY UNIVERSITY [T

School of Engineering

Certificate of Participation

This is 1o certify that Kavyashree Yadav,Dept. of CSE,CEC,Bangalore has participated in

A Five Day Online National level Faculty Development Programme on
“Simulation &Analysis of power System Case Studies Using MIPOWER"
Jrom 148 to 18* February 2022
Organized by
Department of Electrical & Electronics Engineering, Presidency University, Bangalore

C2 -k

My Pailmaja Dr V Joshi Manohar Dean-SOE
Resource Person Convener Dr. Abdul Sharief

ATTESTED Copy
S \.Lw T,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERING
kapura Main Raad, Ban &?%EL.E?GEI
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School of Engineering

Certificate of Participation

This is 1o certify thar - Madhavi J K,Dept. of E&C,CEC,Bangalore has participated in

A Five Day Online National level Faculty Development Programme on
“Simulation &Analysis of power System Case Studies Using MIPOWER"
Jrom 14 to 18 February 2022
Organized by
Department of Electrical & Electronics Engineering, Presidency University, Bangalore

-~ 2 } u'- : o
(7 S
-
Msx Padmaja Dr V Joshi Manohar Dean-SOE
Resource Person Convener Dr. Abdul Sharief
—_— —_—

ATTESTED copy
s \LOLA}/""‘“’ .
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CITY ENGINEERING
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School of Engineering

Certificate of Participation

This is to certify thar Mallikarjuna G.S,Dept. of EC,CEC,Bangalore  has participated in

A Five Day Online National level Faculfy Development Programme on
“Simulation &Analysis of power System Case Studies Using MIPOWER"
from 14'® to 18% February 2022

Organized by
Department of Electrical & Electronics Engineering, Presidency University, Bangalore

/o _N.b -

(e X }" :EE;,'.'.{?'

Ms Paidmaja D V Joshi Manahar Dean-SOE
Resource Person Convener Dr. Abdul Sharief

ATTESTED copy
5 \,Q_,O«\P'W .

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEER|
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5-DAYs ONLINE FACULTY DEVELOPMENT PROGRAM ON

EMERGING TECHNOLOGIES IN ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE,
DATA SCIENCE AND CYBER SECURITY

17-21 JuLy, 2021

vy

Organised By
Amity Institute of Information Technology
Amity University Rajasthan

CERTIFICATE OF PARTICIPATION

This is to certify that ~ Mr.Ramesh B participated in the five-day online faculty develop-
ment program on Emerging Technologies in Artificial Intelligence, Data Science and
Cyber Security held at Amity Institute of Information Technology, Amity University Rajasthan,

Jaipur, India.
ATTESTED COPY
skodT,
ciry EN’GEF;WC" PAL
ol C:b‘#’/’ - Kanakapura Miﬁ%ﬂﬁ"\éﬁ&gk'ﬁ%‘ %
é&‘[“; B e N N
Mr. Amit Hirawat Mr, Sameer Saxena Prof, (Dr.) Swapnesh Taterh
FDP Co-Ordinator FDP Co-Ordinator FDP Convener

Amity University Rajasthan Amity University Rajasthan Amity University Rajasthan
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MAN ]A]MQE\IE TRUST

RAJIV GANDHI INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, MUMBAI

In association with
o oy,
”%4'1 - g“"‘g
Indian Institution of Industrial Engineering

CERTIFICATE

This is to certify that
Mr. Aurbindo Koti

&

WETITy

of City Engineering College,Bangalore has participated the One Week Online Faculty
Development Program on “Engineering Education & the Industry” held during 1 Aug,

2021 to 5 Aug, 2021.
oot . gl
Dr. S. U. Bokade

Dr. S. D. Deshmukh
Principal

Dr. R. V. Kale
Convener Convener

ATTESTED copy
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MAN ]A]MQE\IE TRUST

RAJIV GANDHI INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY, MUMBAI

In association with

D*.Jflm%%
”%4'1 - g“"‘g
Indian Institution of Industrial Engineering

CERTIFICATE

This is to certify that
Mrs. Manjula S

&

WETITy

of City Engineering College,Bangalore has participated the One Week Online Faculty
Development Program on “Engineering Education & the Industry” held during 1 Aug,
2021 to 5 Aug, 2021.

Dr. S. U. Bokade

Dr. R. V. Kale Dr. S. D. Deshmukh
Convener Convener Principal

ATTESTED copy
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PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEER
Kanakapura Main Rnadl.Nﬂ?ngca%!él—-Sthﬁcgl
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JAYANTH K S

has completed One Week

Short Term Training Programme through ICT Mode on
Analysis and Design of Structures using
atest version of a Structural Engineering Software

organised by this Institute
from 25th October to 29th October, 2021 successfully.

SMuwdm 4 - Neriy &_‘I‘V‘P
Dr. Santanu Bhanja Dr. Sukanta Kumar Naskar  Prof. Debi Prasad Mishra
Programme Coordinator (g) Faculty-in-Charga, Training Cell Director

ATTESTED copy
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Kodava Education Society®

COORG INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

(Approved by AICTE New Delhi & Affiliated to Visvesvaraya Technological University, Belagavi)
PONNAMPET-571216, KODAGU, KARNATAKA.

Gerlfcale %@a@mn

This is to certify that
RAKESHY D

Of

City Engineering College,Bangalore

has successfully participated in the Six Days National level Faculty Development Program on
“Recent Developments in Mechanical Engineering” organized by Department of
Mechanical Engineering from 21/06/2021 to 26/06/2021
Slhisiadtiva: I g qw r@;‘% 4/7;7

Prof. Jnanesh M Prof. Thimmaiah A G Dr. M Basavaraj  Sri. C P Rakesh Poovaiah
Program Convenor HOD Principal Secretary, KES

ATTESTED copy
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ciry ENGPRINCIPAL
INEER
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Kodava Education Society®

AN
&Y, COORG INSTITUTE OF TECHNOLOGY

(Approved by AICTE New Delhi & Affiliated to Visvesvaraya Technological University, Belagavi)
PONNAMPET-571216, KODAGU, KARNATAKA.

Berlifucate ?é’%z&éq&aé‘an
This is to certify that
Dr. T RUMA

Of

City Engineering College,Bangalore

has successfully participated in the Six Days National level Faculty Development Program on
“Recent Developments in Mechanical Engineering” organized by Department of
Mechanical Engineering from 21/06/2021 to 26/06/2021
Slhisiadtiva: I g qw r@;‘% 4/7;7

Prof. Jnanesh M Prof. Thimmaiah A G Dr. M Basavaraj  Sri. C P Rakesh Poovaiah
Program Convenor HOD Principal Secretary, KES

SFPOOU-CEDDO298
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MITTTRKACT2021-22/04151
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PUSHPA S
has completed One Week

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF Short Term Training Programme through ICT Mode on
TECHNICAL TEACHERS'

TRAINING AND RESEARCH Technology Enabled Learning
bR il organised by this Institute

(Established by the from 20th September to 24th September, 2021 successfully.
Ministry of Educafion

Government of India)

Dr. Indrajit Saha Dr. Sukanta Kumar Naskar  Prof. Debi Prasad Mishra
Programme Coordinator(s) Faculty-in-Charge, Training Cell Director

ATTESTED copy
S !".L,a"--" T,

PRINCIPAL
CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE
Road, B,

Kanakapura Main angalore-560081



NITTTRK/NCT 2021-22/04151
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SOWMYALD

has completed One Week

NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF Short Term Training Programme through ICT Mode on
TECHNICAL TEACHERS'

TRAINING AND RESEARCH Technology Enabled Learning
bR il organised by this Institute

(Established by the from 20th September to 24th September, 2021 successfully.
Ministry of Educafion

Government of India)

Dr. Indrajit Saha Dr. Sukanta Kumar Naskar  Prof. Debi Prasad Mishra
Programme Coordinator(s) Faculty-in-Charge, Training Cell Director

ATTESTED copy
Sk ousr,
PRINCIPAL
CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE
d, Bangalore-560061
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Electronics & ICT Academies
UT Guwahati, T Kanpur, UT Roorkee, MNIT Jaipur, NIT Patna, NIT Warangal and PDPM [IITDM Jabalpur

Supporied by Minisiry of Elecironics and Informaotion Techrology (MeitY), Gove. of India

J‘ﬂl“‘ - — & v,

: \ 4 = -
e 4
e

Deep Learning & its Application {Parallel Architecture)
August 23 - September 3, 2021
Certificate of Completion

This is to certify that Ms./Mrs./Mr./ Ranganath S 1. from City Engineering College has participated in a two weeks (40
hours) online Faculty Development Programme on “Deep Learning & Applications (Parallel Architectures)” jointly organized by the
Electronics and ICT Academies at 1T Guwahatl, T Kanpur, T Roorkee, MNIT Jaipur, NIT Patna, NIT Warangal and PDPM IITDM
Jabalpur during Aug 23- Sept 3, 2021 under the “Scheme of linancial assistance for setting up of Electronics and ICT Academies™ of
the Ministry of Electronics and Information Technology (MeitY), Government of India. She/He has successfully completed all the
requirements of the programme with a very good grade. The programme is recognized by AICTE/UGL.

e Amybuben (ES A s | - fopm

Dv. P. Guha D, Asmary Karkare i T T, 5. K. Vipparthi D ML P, Singh Prad. BBV Subicamaryun Frod, A Ofka
Joint Principal Consdinater  joint Préncipal Coordinater  Joint Priscipal Comedlinator  olst Principal Coordinater  Jaint Principal Coardinatar Joiet Prinelpal Coordinatee Prinvipal Coardinator
E&ICT Academy E&ICT Acadérmy ERICT Academy E&ICT Academy ERECT Acadenmy ERICT Acacemy EEICT Academy
UT Girwakati NIT Kanpar T Roockes MNIT Jakpur HIT Patma INET Warangal INIT DA fabalour

ATTESTED copy
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Ref: SLIET/ME/AMESR/21/9 Self-Sponsored Short-Term Course Date: 17/01/2022
0T
Application of MATLAB in Engineering, Sciences and

Research
(AMESR-2021)
December 27-31, 2021

Participation Certificate

This 1is to certify that Prof./Dr./Mr./Ms. Dr. S Karunakara
from, City Engineering College.Bangalore fias

attended one week short term course on “Application of MATLAB in
Engineering, Sciences and Research (AMESR-2021)” organized by Department

of Mechanical Engineering of Sant Longowal Institute of Engineering and
Technology, Longowal, Sangrur (Punjab) during December 27-31, 2021.

g 4 o~
éﬁfi? < ;@“L— -:f.l . .I tq 24 Y : QI"‘WL

Dr. Harish Arya) Mpr. Surinder Kumar) Prof. Hajesh Kumar Prof. Pardeep Gupta
Coordinator Coordinator Convener Convener

ATTESTED copy
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Kanakapura Main Road, 321&5%!&“5%%1



GLOBAL ACADEMY OF TECHNOLOGY (A

An Autonomous Institution affiliated to VTU, Belagavi & NAAC (3
Approved by AICTE, New Delhi S
Ideal Homes Township, Rajarajeshwari Nagar, Bengaluru- 560098

This certificate of participation is presented to

Prof/Dr./Mr./Ms Nagashree G , City Engineering College

for attending the Five Days online Faculty Development Program on “Photonics”
organized by the Department of Physics, Global Academy of Technology, Bengaluru, in
association with Photonics Society, Bangalore Chapter from 15th to 19
November 2021

N —x

Dr. N. V. Raju Dr. N. Ranapratap Reddy
Coordinator Principal

ATTESTED copy

S L ouy
PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Road, ag\g:gkl-[s%l



. GLOBAL ACADEMY OF TEGHNOLOGY (A)

An Autonomous Institution affiliated to VTU, Belagavi & q A
Approved by AICTE, New Delhi

Ideal Homes Township, Rajarajeshwari Nagar, Bengaluru- 560098

This certificate of participation is presented to

Prof./Dr./Mr./Ms Dr. K Sujatha, City Engineering College

for attending the Five Days online Faculty Development Program on “Photonics”
organized by the Department of Physics, Global Academy of Technology, Bengaluru, in
association with JEEE Photonics Society, Bangalore Chapter from 15th to 18
November 2021

N s

Dr. N. V. Raju Dr. N. Ranapratap Reddy
Coordinator Principal

ATTESTED copy
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NATIONAL EDUCATION FOUNDATION

EI, Global Academy of Technology ﬁ‘g

(Affilatedto VTU, Belagavi, Approved by AICTE and Accreditedby NAAC with X Grade, NewDeth)  NAAC (3

ldeal Homes Township, Mysore Rd, Aditya Layout., RajaRajeshwari Nagar,
Bengaluru, Karnataka-560008

Participation Certificate

This is to certifv that Dr. P Rajashekar of CEC.,Bangalore has
participated in Five days online Faculty Development Programme on “Recent Trends in
Sustainable Energy Management & Green Chemistry” organized by Department of Science
and Humanities held from 6" to 10" of December, 2021.

mopers =81

Y

Dir.N.Suma Dr.N.Rana Pratap Reddy
Convener Principal #GAT,

ATTESTED copy
S o,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
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NATIONAL EDUCATION FOUNDATION

| Global Academy of Technology ﬁ

(Affiiatedto VTU, Belagavi, Approvedby AICTE and Accreditedby NAAC with A Grade,New Deihi)  NAAC (3

Ideal Homes Township, Mysore Rd, Aditya Layout, RajaRajeshwari Nagar,
Bengaluru, Karnataka-560008

Participation Certificate

This is to certifv thar  Ms Sunitha N of CEC.,Bangalore has
participated in Five days online Faculty Development Programme on “Recent Trends in
Sustainable Energy Management & Green Chemistry” organized by Department of Science

and Humanities held from 6" to 10" of December, 2021.

D N Suma Dr.N.Rana Pratap Reddy
Convener Principal #GAT,

ATTESTED copy
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E & ICT Academy, lIT Kanpur

(A Joint Initiative of MeitY & IIT Kanpur)

Certificate

This is to certify that
DR, { MR. f M5. Doreswamy G S
of

CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE BANGALORE
has completed the Faculty Development Program on

Data Science
from 5th July 2021 ko 16th july 2021 (2 Weeks)

forfi— . Mrhtu..

Prof. B. V. Phani Prof. Amey Karkare
Date of Issue: 26-07-2021
Chiet Investiaators. E & ICT Acagemv. T Kanour

ATTESTED copy
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E & ICT Academy, IIT Kanpur

(A Joint Initiative of MeitY & IIT Kanpur)

Certificate

This is to certify that
DR, / MR. / MS. Rakesh M
of

CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE BANGALORE
has completed the Faculty Development Program on

Data Science
from 5th |uly 2021 to 16th july 2021 (2 Weeks)

~ ©® &
@.m-" ’!-:_,{E'Tgy‘ .

fﬁ-rﬂr- ,

Frof. B. V. Fhani
Date of Issue: 26-07-2021

Amsy haukas..

Prof. Amey Karkare

Chief Investinators. E & ICT Academv. T Kanour

ATTESTED copy
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Certificate

Of Participation
THE CERTIFICATE IS PRESENTED TO

HARSHA VARDHAN U

ASSISTANT PrOFESSOR of  City Engineering College Bangalore  has actively participated in the
Five: Days Faculty Development Program on *ME- 8493 THERMAL ENGINEERING-1" organized by Depariment of

Mechanical Enginsenng durmg  07.02.2022 to 11.02.2022. The was a vintual programme conducted through Google

ATTESTED copy
sk onsr,

oy ENGF’RINCIF’AL
INEERIN
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Department of Electronics and Communication Engineering

P Gt of Fistopats

This is to certify that Gopi Kishan J of CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE
has participated in Five days FDP on “"RECENT TRENDS ON
MICROWAVE AND ANTENNA TECHNOLOGIES"” organized by Dept. of

ECE, East Point College of Engineering and Technology from 15" to 19
November 2021.

5 l_IIIJ'I'- Ehﬂﬂd‘;':ﬂﬂﬂ R“':d - Dr. YOGESHGS Dr.SATEESHTK
r. Harshavardhana Reddy K ynp pept. of ECE Principal
Coordinators ,Dept. of ECE ! EPE‘ET Epcfm'

EPCET

Made for free with Certify'em

ATTESTED copy
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Date: 07/12/2021

CIRCULAR

Subject: Awareness Campaign on College Code of Conduct
Date: 13/12/2021

Dear Staff,

In our continuous efforts to foster a respectful and responsible academic community, we are
pleased to announce an Awareness Campaign on the College Code of Conduct. This
initiative is designed to ensure that all members of our college community are well-informed

about the behavioral standards expected and the core values we uphold.
Purpose of the Campaign:

1. To educate all community members about the college’s code of conduct.
To emphasize the importance of maintaining academic integrity and ethical behavior.

To outline the consequences of violating the code of conduct.

=B

To encourage a culture of respect, inclusivity, and responsibility.

All students, faculty, and staff are encouraged to participate. Understanding and adhering to
the code of conduct is crucial for maintaining a safe and supportive environment for

everyone.
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Seminar on code of conduct

Date: 07/12/2021

Venue: Auditorium

Code of conduct monitoring committee:

The following members are identified as members of the code of conduct monitoring
committee

1. Dr. H.N Thi ppeswamy

2. Dr Jyothi,P

3. Dr. Sowmya

4. Dr. Sathish Hande

3. Dr. Sujatha

The above members Students & teachers Code of conduct is observed by the committee
members and if misconduct randomly visit the classes, observe the students dress code and
warns the students if required. observed by the faculty or students the proper action will be
taken against them. No such cases found. Institution organizes professional ecthics

programs for students, Teachers, administrators and other staff.

During Orientation classes one of the members gives the lecture about the code of
conduct and how they have to maintain discipline in the campus.
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

The session highlighted the importance of adhering to the code, which ensures a safe and
respectful environment for everyone, Key topics included academic integrity, respectful
communication, dress code, and the consequences of misconduct. The campaign featured
presentations, discussions, and a Q&A session to clarify doubts. Students and staff actively
participated, gaining a clearcr understanding of their responsibilities and the significance of

maintaining a positive college culture.
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Attendance Report on Awareness of code of conduct

Date: 13/12/2021

Time:10:30 AM
Nonteaching Faculties:
SI. No | Name of the participant Signature
: Ms. C. Pratheeba (P'b’oﬁ’h%.
2 Ms. Suma Manjunath WW,@{E
3 [Ms. Lathasree V Latturee
* Ms. Radhika Rl ik
> [Mr. Raghavendra Pusala %
6 iMr. Jaghdeeshwaran MW :

Lo}
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Attendance For Workshop on Awareness of code conduct

Teaching Faculties:

Date : 13/12/2021

Time: 10:30 AM

Sk No Name of the participant Signature
1 Dr. Nanda Kumar A N ,! } p
2 | Dr.N. Rajashekar Reddy D//J/h/
. 0
3 Dr. S.Vagdevi sl _\l W
r
4 Mr. Nandish A C W
5 | Mr. Vivekvardhan Reddy o ”@;, ,
S
6 Mr. Girish G.A %
o | -
T Mr. Surendranath Gowda W
8 Mr. Vinod Kumar UW
9 Ms. Laxmi M.C @
10 Mr. Ramesh B Q&Q
11 Ms. Deepika. R W
12 Ms. Punitha. R V
13 Ms. Sriraksha "t
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

[ S No

Name of the participant Signature

14 Ms. Kavyashree Yadav T %L

vyl -
IS | Ms. Shashikala H.C PR [Ep L

il

16 Mr. Gangappa Demannavar XWIMMGW‘%/
17 Mr. Doreswamy. G § Z’ﬁ"”‘@f
18 Ms. Tejaswini BN i‘f&
19 Ms. Nandini S B .

Nowrdits
20 Ms. Sangeetha Rao.S w
21 Mr. Rakesh M @
22 Ms. Swethashree R N g/ P
23 Ms. Vineetha H M \g?u"’%
24 Mrs. Nagashree R A /\@
25 Ms. Manjula.S @
26 Dr. Venkatesa K G S \ww Loy
28 Dr. Shahm Pl'asad gm V §
29 | Mr. Ravindra S & Qﬂ\ '

\irgfa
30 Mr. Mallikarjuna. G S C 6\3 .
y-§ . Ol on

31 Mr. Aurobindo Koti %

o
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

SI. No | Name of the participant Signature

32 Ms. Shylaja K g VL,&“-"/"T

33 Ms. Madhavi J Kulkarni
MpltnsJ, oo

34 Mr. Vishvakiran R C

Aok R

35 Mr. Gopikishan J 6% ég K/K&\ 7

36 Mr. Ranganth S L
%mfﬁ

37 Dr. K Sujatha @_{

38 Ms. Nagashree G M
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CITY

EMNGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

I: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4- Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description I 2 3 + 5

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained durin g the -
session? ]

2 Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate -
the concepts? e

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or /’
activities?

4. How well did the session address potential challenges A
in adhering to the code of conduet?

3 How effective were the presenters in communicating -
the importance of the code of conduct? e

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in w
understanding the content?

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions .
during the session -

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session? s

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or A
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for e
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: M bu),\m( N Signature: /Qbk"_’&—
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

L: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent,
SL.No Description 1 2 3 4 5
i How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the e
scssion?
2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate |~
the concepts? -
3 How rclevant is the code of conduct to your role or "
activitics? <l
4. How well did the session address potential challenges
_jin adhering to the code of conduct? -~
8 How effective were the presenters in cormmunicating
the importance of the code of conduct? el
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in -
understanding the content?
7 Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions P
during the session
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the ]
session?
. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or 2
informative?
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
future sessions on the code of conduyct?
Name: %

ij aslalesd f,t_gu,,/ Signature:

=
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

I: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No ~ Description 1 213 | 4

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the _A
session?

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate i
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? ]

4. How well did the session address potential challenges "
in adhering to the code of conduct?

5 How effective were the presenters in communicati ng
the importance of the code of conduct? -

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in A
understanding the content?

Z. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions -
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the /
session?

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or e
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for pd
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: D .- C. V&ﬁ&g A Signature:
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

I: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

[ SINo Description o 3
1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
scssion? -
2, Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate =
the concepts? -]
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or L~
activities? il
4 How well did the session address potential challenges A
in adhering to the code of conduct?
5 How effective were the presenters m communicating
the importance of the code of conduct? #
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
understanding the content? i
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions
during the session 1
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session? <«
. 3 What aspects of the session did you find most useful or o
informative?
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for ./
future sessions on the code of conduct?
Name: [\ N ondic h A C- Signature: M—
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CITY

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire,

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhal]

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description 1 4 5
3 How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
session? |
2, Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? d
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? _ v
4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduct? e
5. How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct? |
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
understanding the content? -~
7. Did the presenters cncourage questions and discussions 7
during the session
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the //
session?
9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or 1
informative?
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for //
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: \A MMM u%
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

I: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SLNo

Description 4 5
L. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the b
session? = |
2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? v
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? i
4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduct? e
5. How effective were the presenters in communicating /’
the importance of the code of conduct?
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, ete.) useful in
understanding the content? il
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions
during the session <
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the A
session?
9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative? v
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for //
future sessions on the code of conduct?
Name: Signature: %

4{\')’1//\4\- 4
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/202 [
Venue: Sem inarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire,

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

Description

Session?

How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the

the concepts?

activities?

2 Were real-life cxamples or case studies provided to illustrate

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or

|
’/
\ ’I\

iE
5

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
L fiture sessions on the code of conduct? ]

4. How well did the session address potential challenges =
in adhering to the code of conduct? pd
5. How effective were the presenters in communicating L
the importance of the code of conduct? d
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in /
understanding the content?
7 Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions /
during the session
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
scssion? P
9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or o
informative?
|~

Name: g.,w

Signature &/
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SLNo Description 1 2 3 4 5

118 How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the /’
session? :

2 'Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate F
the concepts? e

;: How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or N
activitics? e

4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduct? el

3 How effective were the presenters in communicating L
the importance of the code of conduct? a

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, ctc.) useful in L
understanding the content? 1

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions L~
during the session 2

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the i
session?

9 What aspects of the session did you find most useful or /’
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: \} e (\ lo"‘-”e‘_/ Signature:%f
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.
S1.No Description 3 4
E. How clearly was the code of conduct cxplained during the A
session?
. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate T
the concepts?
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? g
4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduct? d
o How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct? ]
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
understanding the content? s
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions
during the session o
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the j
session? —a
g What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative? ]
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
future sessions on the code of conduct?
Name: g[;a%ﬂfuo M. C. Signature: /[ a wl
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

Y

b

SL.No Description 1 2 3 4 5
1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the

session? o
2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate

the concepts? v
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or

activities? i
4. How well did the session address potential challenges A

in adhering to the code of conduct?
5. How effective were the presenters in communicating

the importance of the code of conduct? v
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in

understanding the content? 1
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions

during the session /
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the

session? -
9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or

informative? il
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for s

future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: Q an el ,’\ PD Signature:
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

™

S1.No Description 1 2 3 4

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the /
session?

2 Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate v
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? /

4. How well did the session address potential challenges v
in adhering to the code of conduct?

3. How effective were the presenters in communicating g
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, ete.) useful in /
understanding the content?

! Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions S
during the session

3. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the .
session?

8. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or i
informative?

10. [s there anything you think could be improved for //

uture sessions on the code of conduct? B

Name: Du,d)lu & Signature: M

ATTESTED COPY

5 .';L,j-"-.t” e
PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura MamEREd%I,rggngzgkl-fguﬁagt



y» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description -
1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
scssion? v/
2, ‘Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? o |
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or i
activities?
<4 How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduct? e
v How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct? e
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in %
understanding the content?
1. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions
during the session
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session? v
9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative? /
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for o
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: J) U MHW

ATTESTED COpy

S "‘,L.’D"‘“-L Y ,

PRINCIPAL
CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Kanakapura Main Road, Bangalore-560061

Signature: P 12///




CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 3: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 1 3
1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
session? o/
2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? -
i How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? e
4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduet?
3. How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct?
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
nderstanding the content?
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions
during the session
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the ]
session? e
g What aspects of the session did you find most useful or /
informative?
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for N
| future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: l\j\5 ' S”ffTDL [ﬂjlfuﬂ\ Signature: é!

ATTESTED COPY
5 '\'L(‘J’.‘_g, A A S ,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura rﬂain%ﬂi‘.%?ngsgkl-fgi)scsi




» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

I: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 3 4 <]
1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the /
session?
2 (Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate %
the concepts?
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or A
activities?
4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduct? |
5. How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct? Pl
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
understanding the content?
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions
during the session g
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session?
9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or "
informative?
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
future sessions on the code of conduct? vl

Name: (CN\,#M——LQ Signature: 1 Lo o —

ATTESTED copy

sk oy,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Road, Egngcaglf.l_gdcﬂg‘



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Developm

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

ent Program on Awareness of Code conduct

[ SLNo Description 1 4|5

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
session? v

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? /

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or o
activities?

4. How well did the session address potential challenges a7
in adhering to the code of conduct?

3. How effective were the presenters in communicating /
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in /
understanding the content?

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions ~
during the session /

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the A
session?

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or e
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for e

| lfuture sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: ShodudedLon

ATTESTED COpy
5 ‘"‘,L,l‘*-" A A .

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Maxn%gsil,rggngzgkcl—_fggﬂgi

Signature: M



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description 1 > T3] 4] 5 |
I. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
session? gt
2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? /
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or /
activities?
4, How well did the session address potential challenges ]
i1 adhering to the code of conduct?
3. How cffective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct? <
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
understanding the content? /
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions /
during the session
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session?
4 What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative? /
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
L future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: [N\~ - qav%f‘@ Rermprnavay - Signature: W

ATTESTED copy
S Lo,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura rdaxn%ml,rggngag}él-_fgucasi




» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5 Excellent.

SLNo Description 1 2131 4|3

O How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the L~
session? -

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate <
the concepts? el

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or A
activities?

4. How well did the session address potential challenges /
in adhering to the code of conduct?

5. How effective were the presenters in communicating e
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
understanding the content? 7

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions //
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session? &

3, What aspects of the session did you find most useful or /
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for S

uture sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: Dmfgww Signature: @?/

ATTESTED copy

S Louwsr

PRINCIPAL

CETY ENGINEERIN
{anakapura Main Raad, Bg;ngsgkl-_g?ﬂgi



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Developm

Please provide us with your fe

ent Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

edback by completing this questionnaire.

scale.

[ SLNo Description 1 2 3 4 5

1. How clearly was the code of conduct cxplained during the /
session?

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate s
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? 2

4. How well did the session address potential challenges 2
in adhering to the code of conduct? 2]

5. How effective were the presenters in communicating /
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, ete.) useful in /
understanding the content?

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions e
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the P
session”’

g What aspects of the session did you find most useful or .
informative?

10. Ts there anything you think could be improved for /
cuture sessions on the code of conduct?

3 - LY
Name: we B N Signature: (‘Cﬂr/f

ATTESTED COPY

s oy,
PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Mannel?gs‘ll.%gng%}el—-fgﬁccgi



y» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SLNo Description i 2 3 4

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
session? =

2: Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate ]
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or .
activities?

4. How well did the session address potential challenges 1
in adhering to the code of conduct?

5. How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in /
understanding the content?

1. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions e
during the session

3. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the .
session?

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or o
informative?

10. [s there anything you think could be improved for
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: Ng\\,\jj‘,\i Signature: /Q/

ATTESTED COpy

s oy,
PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Road, Bg;ngzgkl-_gdsﬂg



ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this guestionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SLNo Description 1 7131 4] 5 |

1. How cleatly was the code of conduct explained during the
session? rd

2 Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? v

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or 2
activities? 7

4. How well did the session address potential challenges 5
in adhering to the code of conduet?

3. How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct? o

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, ete.) useful in /,
understanding the content?

7. 1 Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions
during the session /

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the e
session?

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or /
informative?

10. [s there anything you think could be improved for /’
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: Qggmcaa,&“ ”QO"DS Signature: 4@

ATTESTED COPY

s \Loub—
PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Mam%ﬂ?ﬁl,rggngag}él-_fgucasi



Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 3 4 5

L. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the P
session? -«

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate /
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to vour role or
activitics? s ]

4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduct? v

< How effective were the presenters in communicating 9
the importance of the code of conduct? v

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in /
understanding the content?

2 Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions A
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the /
session?

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or 7
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for P
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: RM Signature: @J

ATTESTED copy

s ons,

PRINGIPAL

CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE
Kanakapura Main Raad, Bangalore-560061



ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5 Excellent.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

[ SLNo Description 3415

L How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
session? e

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate //
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or /
activities?

ES How well did the session address potential challenges L
in adhering to the code of conduct? i

3. How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in /'
understanding the content?

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions A
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the o
session? /

0. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or /
informative? :

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for <
‘uture sessions on the code of conduct? |

Name: \Cw Q# Z )

ATTESTED copy

5 “;L ,l‘-.t’ e

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kok i Rosd, Sorc S,

Signature:



» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staft Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

I: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 3 4 5

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the B
lsession? /

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate 7
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or //
activities?

4. How well did the session address potential challenges //
in adhering to the code of conduct? '

A How effective were the presenters in communicating /
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, chaits, etc.) useful in o
understanding the content?

p s Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions -
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the »
session?

0. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or /’
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: l\/\g \/] netH’\q 1~t [\/‘ Signature: \Q«_a_JI_L

ATTESTED copy
S pous,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Raad, B?ngzglc:l-.g?ﬂgi



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description i 2 3 4 ]

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the o
session? /

2 Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate /’
the concepts?

3 How rclevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? /

4. How well did the session address potential challenges //
in adhering to the code of conduct?

5. Tow effective were the presenters in communicating -
the importance of the code of conduct? S

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in -
understanding the content? ™l

1. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions =
during the session e

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the ~
session? -

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or //
informative? .

10. [s there anything you think could be improved for 1
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: —h)acglé\mfe(? . 5- Signaturg;_‘_,_,—é'é&”_d‘

ATTESTED copy

5 Loy,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
{anakapura Main Road, BgngsgkLEEJGﬂgi



» CITY

EMNGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date:; 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 3 4 5

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the ]
session?

& Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate =
the concepts? 21

% How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? P

4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduct? ] @

5. How effective were the presenters in communicating P
the importance of the code of conduct? ]

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful L
understanding the content? )

1 Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions //
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the P
session?

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or /’
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: M&j\j u(ﬁ . g Signature: MOJA\-‘X/ .

ATTESTED copy

5 \Lousrr

cITY ENGIPNFENCPAL
ERIN
Kanakapura Main Road, E?ngs%kLEJGGEI



EMGINEERING COLLEGE

CITY

Staff Development

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the pre

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this guestionnaire.

senter on the following scale.

S1.No Description 4 | 5

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the /
session? ]

2. ‘Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate "
the concepts? e

: How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or -
activities? #

4. How well did the session address potential challenges -
in adhering to the code of conduct?

3. How effective were the presenters in communicafing
the importance of the code of conduct? i T

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
understanding the content? /

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions -
during the session /

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the -
session? pd

9, What aspects of the session did you find most useful or e
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for //
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: '\f en ta't €§’] H q S Signature: '\9 U’\j’:__

ATTESTED Copy

5 Lo,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura MEJHEREHFEJ,%?NEAETLQ[?E%|




CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1L.No Description I 2 3 4

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the //
session?

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate /
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or -
activities? /

4. How well did the session address potential challenges Y
in adhering to the code of conduct? i

5. How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct? ]

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in A
understanding the content?

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions A
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the 1
session?

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or %
mformative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: M’\ﬁ"‘ S Signature:@é,ﬂ//‘

ATTESTED copy

s .‘;L.j" . i
PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Raad, ?n&gk"sfﬁagu



CITY

EMNGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 3 5 5

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
scssion? e

2 Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate 4
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or wa
activities?

4, How well did the session address potential challenges #
in adhering to the code of conduct?

3 How effective were the presenters in communicating e
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in w
understanding the content?

i Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions /
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session? /

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or A
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: (D«r. KL\&UN P‘Y"Q.SQCQ Signature: g,ﬁ\,_%

ATTESTED copy

skour,
PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Road, Eg;ngca%rlc-.l_fgssﬂgi



» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description 1 2 3 4

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the L
session? g

2, 'Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? |

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or .
activities?

4, How well did the session address potential challenges /
in adhering to the code of conduct?

L How effective were the presenters in communicating L//
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in /
understanding the content?

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions
during the session i

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session? /

0. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative? -

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: D’J s RAULWDRO S . Signature: Qv——‘vd“*g

ATTESTED copy

S o,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Hanakapura Main Road, B?ngzglél-.g?ﬂgi



» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description 4 5

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
session? e

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? A

3 How relcvant is the code of conduct to your role or -
activities? .

4, How well did the session address potential challenges //
in adhering to the code of conduct?

5. How effective were the presenters in communicating 2
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in v
understanding the content?

4 Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions s
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the /
session?

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or A
informative?

10. Is there anyth1ng you think could be improved for
future sessions on the code of conduct? v

Name: MCA_,Q_LL[CDO:‘Q,U\& G)S

ATTESTED copy

S Yo,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEER|
Kanakapura Main Raad, régngsgkl-gdsﬂgﬁ

Signature: M_Q,\Q,Lu



» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 13| 4 v

L. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the /
session? I

2, Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate g
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or e
activities?

4, How well did the session address potential challenges A
in adhering to the code of conduct?

5. How effective were the presenters in communicating 7
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) uscful in _/
understanding the content?

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions /’
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the A
session?

0. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or P
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: M Y QQ[XYD}D: Td@ H’O’h Signature:@Q wyy

ATTESTED copy

S ko,

PRINCIPAL

C ITY ENGINEER)
{anakapura Main Road, Pé?ngigkl.g%‘



» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date; 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SLNo Description 1 Z 3 4
1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
session? =
2, Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? /
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? ‘/
4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduet? e
5. How effective were the presenters in communicating /
the importance of the code of conduct?
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in /
understanding the content?
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions /
during the session
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session?
9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative?
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
uture sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: M g. "gl/\j (O:jq . 41) Signature: %/q?/
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent,
| SI.No Description 4

L. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the
scssion? .

2 Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate e
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or r
activities?

4. How well did the session address potential challenges |
in adhering to the code of conduct?

5. How effective were the presenters in communicating /
the importance of the code of conduct?

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
understanding the content?

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions e
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the o
session?

8, What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
tuture sessions on the code of conduct? o

Name: Mq_dﬂul\('; . :(_ Signature: M,@Ltg_

ATTESTED copy
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» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SLNo Description 1 2 3 4
1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the o
session?
2. 'Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? ol
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? al
4. How well did the session address potential challenges
in adhering to the code of conduct? &
3. How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct? Fd
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in
understanding the content? ol
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions
during the session =~
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the o
session?
2. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative? -
10.  |Is there anything you think could be improved for
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: l/j;j/'/t/ré} ]@/PM/’ R ' (‘) Signature: ZZ/\—-)
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaite.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SLNo Description 4 5
1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the //
session?
2. ‘Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? /
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or
activities? vd
4, How well did the session address potential challenges ]
in adhering to the code of conduct?
5. How effective were the presenters in communicating //
the importance of the code of conduct?
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in /
understanding the content?
7 Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions /
during the session
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session? u
9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative? |
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
future sessions on the code of conduct? o
Name: €OF”<I CHAN- g Signature: 4&

ATTESTED copy
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» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 13/12/2021

Venue: Seminarhall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

Sl.No

Description 4 5
L. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the A
session?
2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate
the concepts? yd
3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or //
activities?
4. How well did the session address potential challenges Pt
in adhering to the code of conduct?
D How effective were the presenters in communicating -
the importance of the code of conduct? d
6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in /
understanding the content?
7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions ]
during the session
8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session? 2
9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
informative? "
10. [s there anything you think could be improved for
future sessions on the code of conduct? -

same My Ranaputth S
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

12 Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 3 4 §

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the i
session? 7

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate %
the concepts?

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or /
activities?

4. How well did the session address potential challenges

in adhering to the code of conduct?

How effective were the presenters in communicating
the importance of the code of conduct?

h

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in -
understanding the content?

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions /
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the
session?

9, What aspects of the session did you find most useful or
jnformative?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
future sessions on the code of conduct?

@ ANANANEEINIANAN

Name: |« . ¢ a Jatha Signature:
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» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Program on Awareness of Code conduct

Date: 13/12/2021
Venue: Seminarhall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description 1 2 3 4 5

1. How clearly was the code of conduct explained during the -
session? v

2. Were real-life examples or case studies provided to illustrate -
the concepts? ol

3 How relevant is the code of conduct to your role or =
activities? v

4. How well did the session address potential challenges g
in adhering to the code of conduct? -

5. How effective were the presenters in communicating -
the importance of the code of conduct? 7

6. Were the visual aids (slides, charts, etc.) useful in _—
understanding the content? -~

7. Did the presenters encourage questions and discussions //
during the session

8. How would you rate the overall effectiveness of the //
session?

9. What aspects of the session did you find most useful or T
informative?

10. [s there anything you think could be improved for o
future sessions on the code of conduct?

Name: MB . Mcﬁu g\r\-‘ﬂ’_é th\(_{ Signature#
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Date: 28/02/2022

CIRCULAR

Subject: Awareness Session on Investment Plans

Dear Staff,

We are excited to announce an Awareness Session on Investment Plans, designed to
provide valuable insights into financial planning and investment strategies. This session aims
to help participants understand various investment options and the importance of financial

literacy in securing their financial future.
Details of the Session: Date: 05/03/2022 at 11 AM in CSE Seminar hall .

Key Topics to be Covered:

e Basics of Investment: Understanding Risk and Return

e Different Types of Investment Vehicles (Stocks, Bonds, Mutual Funds, Real Estate,
etc.)

e The Power of Compound Interest and Early Investing
e Portfolio Diversification and Risk Management
e Tax Considerations and Legal Aspects of Investing

e Practical Tips for Getting Started with Investments

Principal

PPRINGC I

ATTESTED COPY CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE
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EMGINEERING COLLEGE

Awareness on Investment plans

Date: 05/03/2022
Venue: Seminar Hall

The members of Bank gave Seminar on investments. Explained about mutual plans to

teaching and non-teaching staff.
Investment plans are strategies or financial products designed to help individuals or

organizations grow their wealth over time.

The right investment plan depends on financial goals, risk tolerance, time horizon, and

other personal factors.

Understand different types of investment plans.
Learn how to assess personal financial goals and risk tolerance.
Explore strategies for creating a diversified investment portfolio.

Gain insights into the benefits and risks associated with various investments.

Seminar on Investment Plans by Bank member on
05/03/2022

ATTESTED copy
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PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE
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)y CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Experts from the financial sector shared practical advice on how to start investing with

minimal risk and the benefits of long-term financial planning. Interactive discussions

and case studies helped participants grasp complex concepts. The session was well-received,

with many attendees expressing a newfound interest in securing their financial futures

through informed investment decisions.
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Attendance Report on Awareness on investment plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Time:10:30 AM
Non-teaching faculties:
S1. No Name of the participant Signature
1 Mr. Anantha Swamy él ¥ |
2 Mr.Raghavendra Pusala @ !;
A
3 Mir. Krishna Murthy @/\
4 Ms. Radhika mww/
5 Mr. Jagadeeshwaran 47 o
6 Ms. C Pratheeba 0) et
7 Ms. Suma Manjunath , .
Ze .
8 Ms. Lathasree V 4 W

ATTESTED copy
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Attendance For Workshop on Awareness of Investment plans

Teaching Faculties:

Date : 05/03/2022

Time: 10:30 AM

Sl Ne Name of the participant Signature
1 CSE DEPARTMENT
2 Dr. K.G Venkatesa W b .G
3 Mr. Vivekavardhan Reddy W N
4 Mr. Surendranath Gowda az g ! )
5 Mr. Vinod Kumar S ww t !3 _
6 Ms. Laxmi.M.C ) - e
7 Ms. Tejaswini B N 1
! Ty
8 Mr. Rakesh .M Z"W
. =
9 Mr. Ramesh.B W W
10 Ms. AmbikaP R "W
11 Ms. Deepika R - ~ I Q

ATTESTED copy
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Sl No Name of the participant Signature

12 Ms. Punitha. P %ﬁ

13 Ms. Nagashree R A @v

14 Mr. Doreswamy /E 3 _wo}i’

ISE DEPARTMENT

7
15 Dr. N. Rajasheka Reddy @

16 Mr. Nandish A C

17 Ms. Swethashree R N f————

Al & ML, DEPARTMENT

19 Ms. Sangeetha Rao. S

r
18 Dr. S Vagdevi ] W/

20 Ms. Nandini S B @)/

21 Mr. Gangappa Demannavar W

22 Dr. K. G Venkatesa 0. Q .

23 Ms. Ambika PR M .

24 Ms. Archana Bhat ’L)}_J
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

' SLNo Name of the participant Signature
BASIC SCIENCE DEPARTMENT
MATHS DEPARTMENT 5
y 10
25 Dr. Jyothi P /J_,\o"""
26 Ms. Vanitha G. R \Jf“‘“—‘% .
CHEMISTRY DEPARTMENT
27 Dr. Rajashekar P ( / ) i W
28 Ms. Sunitha. N
29 Ms. Sowmya L D @
PHYSICS DEPARTMENT
30 Dr. K. Sujatha g? b
31 Ms. Nagashree G W
MECHANICAL DEPARTMENT .
32 Dr. S Karunakara g W :
33 Dr. T.R Uma

ATTESTED COpy
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34 Mr. Harsha vardhan U t "l [
35 Mr. Anil Kumar R N
At
36 Mr. Rakesh Y D Qak,q L\ ,\[ D
37 Mr. Mohammed Mathenulla Shariff M /{/(é@d
38 Ms. Shruthi Naik N
A -
CIVIL DEPARTMENT
39 Mr. M C Mahesh Kumar
Mehe L
40 Mr. Vinay Kumar S N 'kpw V\
41 Mr. Jayanth KS )
42 Mr. Manjunath K E

£,

AL i
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

Si.No Description 1 21 3 4
L. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? ~
x Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? ]
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? -~
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level? 7
5L Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? o«
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? ]
! How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? vl
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? d
9, Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

T

Name: \QM ¢ pﬁm Signature:
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 21 3 4
L. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? il
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? A
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your L
financial goals? ]
4, How well does the investment plan match vour risk tolerance L
level? -
5 Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and L
competitive? '
6. How easy is it to access and mandage your investments under L
this plan? ~
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options L
available to you? e
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the B
plan clearly disclosed? e
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? 2

Name: \/I\J’Q)Ca\fmd Lﬂv &ﬂﬁ

ATTESTED copy
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y» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.
SI.No Description - 5
L. How well did you understand the investment plan o
resented to you?
2 Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
2|

3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? Wa

4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance >
level? d

3 Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? |

6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under B
this plan? ]

- How does this investment plan compare with other options _
available to you? ]

8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the #
plan clearly disclosed?

9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in /
your financial situation?

10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /]

S W AT

ATTESTED copy
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» CITY

EMGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

Sl No Description 1 21 3 4 5
I How well did you understand the investment plan o
resented to you?
z Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? A
3 Do vou feel that the investment plan aligns with your L
financial goals? e
% How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance a
level? r
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? /
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? e
7 How does this investment plan compare with other options ¥
available to you? P

plan clearly disclosed?

3. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the

Ay

your financial situation?

9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in

NN

0. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

it

Name: \/I/\{;A %

Signature: Q}Q")/
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Please provide us with your

Presente

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1- Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

+ Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

feedback by completing this questionnaire.

SI.No Description 21 3 4
1. How well did you understand the investment plan
presented to you? )
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? A
i73 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? ./
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance /
level?
5 Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? |
6. How easy is il to access and manage your investments under
this plan? /
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? e
g. Were all (ees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? d
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? e
10Q. How satisfied arc you overall with the investment plan? 1 -
n /
Name: N|¢. Laxm? M. C Signature: Laxmd
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 21 3 4 5

l. How well did you understand the investment plan /V
resented to you?

o Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? 2

]

3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your /’
financial goals?

4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance AT
level?

5, Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and -
competitive? .l

6. How easy is it to access and manage your investmenis under |
this plan? 1

7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? /

8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the /
plan clearly disclosed?

9, Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in /
your financial situation?

10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name; NF %@W\M" gnl Signature: iﬁ’i
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.
SI.No Description 3 4
L. How well did you understand the investment plan /
presented to you?
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? Ut
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your L~
financial goals? d
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance L
level? d
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and L
competitive? vd
6. How easy is it to access and manage your invesiments under
this plan? i
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? e
R. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the -
plan clearly disclosed? /
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
vour financial situation?
10. How satistied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name: ,ZP\D Uﬂ/\?

ATTESTED copy
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Vermue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description | 2| 3 -+ 5
I How well did you understand the investment plan s
resented to you?
2. Were the objectives of the invesiment plan clearly explained?
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals?
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level? -
5 Are the potential returns on this mvestment plan realistic and
competitive? .
6. How easy 1s it o access and manage your investments under
this plan? P al
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options -
available to you?
8. Woere all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the i
plan clearly disclosed?
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in P
our financial situation?
10. Tow satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? H /J

Name: @ ,&/VQ» Signature: ‘&@
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 21 3 4 5
L. How well did you understand the investment plan A
resented to you?
2/ Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? -
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your /
financial goals?
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance /
level?
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive?
6. How easy is it Lo access and manage your investments under
this plan? /
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? d
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the >
plan clearly disclosed?
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? /
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /

Name: A h/\,Ln]CA Signature:
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investm ent Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completi

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

ng this questionnaire.

financial goals?

Si.No Description 1 4 5
L. How well did you understand the investment plan B
resented to you? |
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? .
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your o
]

4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance /
level?

5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? )

6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under //
this plan?

73 How does this investment plan compare with other options -
available to you? 4

8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the /
plan clearly disclosed?

9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in /
your financial situation?

10. How satisfied are you overall with the invesiment plan? /

Name: D@‘zfd“‘C?\a

ATTESTED COPY
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description 2| 3 4 5
1. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? e
2 Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?! ]
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your -
financial goals? 7
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance e
level?
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and /
competitive?
6. [Tow easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? /
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options -
available to you?
8. Were all lees, charges, and potential risks associated with the e
plan clearly disclosed?
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? e
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /
Nehics, P e { Signature: (]/\@W_-——

ATTESTED copy
Sk oy,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEER|
Kanakapura Main Road, %En&z%lc:l_.g?ﬂgi



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

Sl.No Description 1 213|415
1 How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? —
2. Were the objectives of the invesiment plan clearly explained? //
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? Y
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance //
level?
8. Are the potential returns on this mvestment plan realistic and L
competitive? s
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under L
this plan? d
7 How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? ]
8. Were all {ees, charges, and potential risks associated with the L
plan clearly disclosed? d
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based en changes in L
vour financial situation? /
10. How satisficd are you overall with the investment plan? v

Name: 1\\ %&\M Signature: %JM@L—’

ATTESTED cobpy
5 !\:E‘_’jf‘\_g' A AP .

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEER)
Kanakapura Main Roadrégngcagkl-ﬁgdcﬂg



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this (uestionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1L.No Description 3 4 5
1. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? el
2 Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? 1
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your L~
financial goals? #
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance -
level? -
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and -
competitive? "
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? -~
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options g
available to you? e
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? /
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in /
your financial situation? :
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /
Name: QOO Qw«wwlj Signature: W

ATTESTED copy
S .“L.j"‘—t’ i 1

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Mam%ﬂi{%&n&a&g}é%‘g%‘



» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SI.No Description i 21 3 4 5
L. How well did you understand the investment plan e
presented to you?
2. Were the objectives of the invesiment plan clearly explained? e
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your -
financial goals? 7
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance -
level? -
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and -
competitive? ]
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under B
this plan? 1
e How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? W
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? /
9, Docs the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
vour financial situation? /
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name: A O (L AT A STUW A Signature: @O}; S:w\____

ATTESTED copy
S ko,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINE
{anakapura Main Ri%lhégngagkl-_g JGO§1



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questi onnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

[ SLNo Description 1 [2]3]|4]5
1. How well did you understand the investment plan L
resented to you? ]
2 Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? =
-
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your -
financial goals? et
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance -
level? rd
3. Arc the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and -
competitive? el
6. How casy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? el
T How does this investment plan compare with other options -
available to you? - d
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the //
plan clearly disclosed?
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in //
your financial situation? _
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? -

Name: f\\avd; %0\ A -C. Signature:

ATTESTED cOpy
s .';Lj:"”—t" T

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Main%%ar\:il‘hiligngzgkl-?gucogt



% CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Worksh op on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description I 2| 3 < 5
L. How well did you understand the investment plan L
presented to you? -~
2, Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? 5
-~
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with vour -
financial goals? /
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance -
level? pd
3. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive?
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? /
! How does this investment plan compare with other options
available fo you? /
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? it
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? /
10. How satisfied arc you overall with the investment plan? /

Name: § L@Q;{{W w Signature:

ATTESTED copy

sk oy,
PRINCIPAL

CETY ENGINEERING COLLﬁGE
{anakapura Main Road, Bangalore-560061



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Weorkshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Vernue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 21 3 4
1. How well did you understand the investment plan 2"
presented to you?
7. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
-
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals?
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level?
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive?
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? =
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options :
available to you? 24
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? A
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name: (‘D‘; S, V‘Ctﬂ&Q’\f‘{ Signature: \20%}

ATTESTED copy
s oy t

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Road, Bgngzgkl-fg?tlgi



» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

I: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description I %1 3 +
1. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? '
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
"
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? -
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level? |
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and /’
competitive?
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under ]
this plan?
T How does this investment plan compare with other options /
avatlable to you?
il Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the /
plan clearly disclosed?
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in 1
iyour financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? S

Name: Qgcw\;a,uﬂ'-ﬂ\ ‘QCLO Y Signature: %/

ATTESTED copy
S !‘Fh_jv“-"' e 1

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Road, E?ngcaglal_g?ﬂa



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Pleage rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

mo Description l L0k 3 4 5

L. How well did you understand the iInvestment plan R -
presented to you?

2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? L

/

3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your />——
financial goals?

4. How well does the investment plan march your risk tolerance -
level? sl

5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and B
competitive? /

6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under -
this plan? d

7. How does this investment plan compare with other options -
available to you? d

8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the L
plan clearly disclosed? d

9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in /
your financial situation?

10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name: Nﬂl V’L(«QJFV\J\ Signature: k

ATTESTED copy
5 !‘-E._.j""!y R 1

PRINCIPAL

Y ERING COLLEGE
K.grgkapgryg;ﬁ%oad, Bangalore-560081



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2] 3 4 5
1. How well did you understand the investment plan -
resented to you? e

2, Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? s
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your

financial goals? e
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance /

level?
g Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and ]

competitive?
6. How easy is it Lo access and manage your investments under | 4

this plan?
75 How does this investment plan compare with other options

available to you? '
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the

plan cleatly disclosed? 22
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in

vour financial situation? /
10. How satisficd arc you overall with the investment plan? / ’

_

Name: M’af'mf‘" Signature: »QW'"‘ M

ATTESTED Copy
s o,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Mam%EaFél‘hé?ngzgkl—-ngGOa




CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 21 3 4 5

1. How well did you understand the investment plan T
presented to you?

2 Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? //

3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your /’
financial goals?

4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance 7
level?

5. Arc the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? d

6. ITow easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan?

7. How does this investment plan compare with other options &

available to you?

2 Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the /
plan clearly disclosed?

9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? /

10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /

]
Name: v@ wleakesa, Signature: %"’

ATTESTED copy

) “‘.L.:l" 4 T 1
PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Road, Egngagkl-_fgdcasi



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completi

Presenter Evaluation

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

ng this questionnaire.

Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

S1.No Description 4 -
1. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? i
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
Pl
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your %
financial goals? )
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance e
level?
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and L
competitive? Pd
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investmentis under B
this plan? ]
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options 2
available to you?
8. Wore all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? /
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? /
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /

Name: P\ Jp3 \ean ¥ £

ATTESTED copy
s .“L.j"‘—t’ T

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Main%ﬂi‘%&n&a&%‘-‘%%‘

Signature: &W‘




CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completi

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the followin

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

ng this questionnaire.

g scale.

[ S1.No Description 4 5
k. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? -
2, Were the objectives of the invesiment plan clearly explained? e
8 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your "
financial goals? ]
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level? i
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? -
6. [low easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? -
T How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? o
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? e
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? )
10, THow satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? "
_—

ATTESTED copy
5 “;L_’Dv\.t’ A A .

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Mam%gsil,rggngzgk:l-_fg%‘

Signature: ¥} J,\



CITY

EMNGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 21 3 4 5
L. How well did you understand the investment plan -
resented to you? e
i Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? //
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? ] i
4. How well docs the investment plan match your risk tolerance P
level? v d
5, Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and .
competitive? /
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? ]
% How does this investment plan compare with other options /'
available to you?
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the B
plan clearly disclosed? pd
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /

Name: CD'Y‘ Tym. P Signature: %

ATTESTED copy
5 “‘,L,D'-’l‘-g' A ™ .

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEER)
Kanakapura Main Rodd'g?ngsgkl-fg?ogl



Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 21 3 4

l. How well did you understand the investment plan //
presented to you?

2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? /

3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? e g

4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance L~
level? v

5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and /
competitive?

6. Flow easy is it to access and manage your investments under L
this plan? /

7. How does this investment plan compare with other options P
available to you? ]

]. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the -
plan clearly disclosed? 3

9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in F
our financial sitnation? ik

10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name: Vaﬁ \ l:h(] : C‘l‘l \:\) Signature: \/;\,Q]L

ATTESTED COPY
5 .“,L,‘)"‘-t' LA A ,

PRINGIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Mam%ﬂ?ﬁ{’gﬁn&%&%%ﬁ%‘




CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completin

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

g this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

[ SL.No Description 415
1. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? el r
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? \)
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
. financial goals? T
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level? —1
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? o
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under ]
this plan?
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options T
available to you?
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the =
plan clearly disclosed?
9. Docs the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in s o
your financial situation? L
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? f
L |

Name: @{. RCL\JO\U’\QW ﬁ?

ATTESTED copy

S |".L,'j~"~-t’ N,

PRINCIPAL
KCITY ENGINEERING COLLEGE

anakapura Main Road, Bangalore-563081

Signature:



Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1L.No Description 2 4 5
L. How well did you understand the investment plan =
resented to you? |
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? //
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your {
financial goals? 7
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level? e
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and P
competitive? 2]
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under -
this plan? -
il How does this investment plan compare with other options 3
available to you? v
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the -
plan clearly disclosed? ol
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in >
your financial situation? 2
10. How satisficd are you overall with the investment plan? v
. Y
Name: S u,uim T ) Signature: ;A/

ATTESTED capy
5 ‘"‘,L,’D“‘*-t' A P .

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapiis Man Road, Borca s e



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 4 5
1. How well did you understand the investment plan .
resented to you?
2 Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? - .
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your §
financial goals? ]
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance B
level? d
5. Arc the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? ]
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? "
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? /
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? ol
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? v
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /

Name: Sowm‘}ja . P

ATTESTED COPY
s |".L,=3"‘—t’ e

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
HKanakapura Main%%.a’?ﬁl‘%gngzgkl-‘gucagl

Signature: &)ﬂ/ .



» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 21 3 4 5
1. How well did you understand the investment plan A
resented to you?
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? /
3 Do vou feel that the mvestment plan aligns with your
financial goals? s
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level?
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and /
competitive?
6. [Tow easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? -
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? -
g Were all {ees, charges, and potential risks associated with the /
plan clearly disclosed?
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? &
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name: ﬁ (% (/\Mﬂ\ Signature: K_a\/\,(_

ATTESTED copy
Sk o,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGINEERIN
Kanakapura Main Road, Bgngc.zglf.l_.g?ﬂgi



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by complet

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

ing this questionnaire.

financial goals?

SLNo Description 21 3 5
L. How well did you understand the investment plan
yresented to you?
P Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your

NENINANANANA

4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level?
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive?
6. Tlow easy is it to access and manage your investments under -
this plan?
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you?
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? =
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes /
your financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name: ’-]\’Ocdall\\/& & &

ATTESTED COPY
s !".L,::L"—f" [

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Majnelﬁg.ar\:il‘rgg;ngagkl-fgucﬂg

Signature:
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ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 3: Excellent.

SLNo Description 1 21 3 4 5
1. How well did you understand the investment plan /’
resented to you?
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? //
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your -
financial goals? v
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance L
level? e
g Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and -
competitive? /
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? ./
7 How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? 2
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the ]
plan clearty disclosed? e
9. Docs the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation? v
10. How satisfied arc you overall with the investment plan? /
Name: <, ARV WA A A Signature: S/\L_Q:j’:j»t/ﬁ/

ATTESTED copy
5 |".L§3“"—t’ e 1

PRINGIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura rdain%i%!%gngsgklrfg-uscs|



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 21 3 | 4
1 How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you?
2 Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals?
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level?
g, Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive?
6. TTow casy is it to access and manage your investments under
ithis plan?
s How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you?
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed?
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name: (T Q O(y\o\ Signature: (/,\, Q—»W'

ATTESTED COPY
s oy,

PRINCIPAL

CITY ENGIN
Kanakapura Mam%%a%l.ré?ngsg}a[_fg%1



CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

Sl.No Description 3 4

1. How well did you understand the investment plan i
resented to you?

2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? /

3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? v

4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance -
level? i

5 Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and [
competitive? i |

6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? s

T How does this investment plan compare with other options /
available to you?

. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the /
plan clearly disclosed?

9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation?

10. Flow satsfied are you overall with the investment plan? /

Name: WLP@@@&D\/’M L“U"‘-’
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Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 3 -+ 8
1. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? e
Z, Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? -
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your -

financial goals?

4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level? rd
5. Arc the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? 2
6. How easy is it to access and manage your invesiments under
this plan? 5.7
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? e
&. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the |
plan clearly disclosed? &
9, Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in )
vour financial situation? v
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? i

Name:(]q "ﬂ&; L KAA/WVLQ“?\’ O”/
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

BI.NO Description 1 7731 4] 5|

1 How well did you understand the investment plan

resented to you?
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your

financial goals?
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance

level?
S, Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and

competitive?
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under

this plan?
% How does this investment plan compare with other options

available to you?
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the

plan clearly disclosed?
9, Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in

your financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

B

Name: Qa te&lﬂ \/ . D Signature: w
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description I 21 3 4 3
L How well did you understand the investment plan 7
presented to you?
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? e
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your .
tinancial goals? o
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance i
level? 2
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? e
6. [ow easy is il to access and manage your investments under e
this plan? /
7 How does this investment plan compare with other options L~
available to you? -
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? 2
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in -
your financial situation? /
10. How satisficd are you overall with the investment plan? .

e
s

Name: M W MoAhe o Ue C}L‘_o.,\(u dSigmna.ture:‘)L/Lg{W
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

‘T‘)LNO Description | 21 3 4
1. How well did you understand the investment plan
presented to you? v
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
]
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your /
financial goals?
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance /
level?
5, Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? o
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan?
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you?
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed?
9, Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in
your financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan?

Name: ( M'MNK Signature: j‘ g

ATTESTED copy
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y CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description | 2] 3 4
1. How well did you understand the investment plan v
resented to you?

2. Were the objectives of the investment plan cleatly explained? /

3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your L
financial goals?

4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance /
level?

5 Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive?

6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under /
this plan?

7. How does this investment plan compare with other options /
available to you?

8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? /

9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in /
your financial situation?

10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /

Name: MWW Signature: /P\Lw
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» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description 1 2] 3 4 5
L. How well did you understand the investment plan L
presented to you? ]
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
w?]
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your L
financial goals? /
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance >
level? #
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and 3
competitive? -~
6. How easy is it to access and manage your invesiments under /
this plan?
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options v
available to you? "
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the ot
plan clearly disclosed? 7
9. Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in L~
your financial situation? <
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /

ATTESTED cop
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by ¢

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

ompleting this questionnaire.

following scale.

S1.No Description 3 4 3
L. How well did you understand the mnvestment plan
resented to you? o
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? |
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your /’
financial goals?

4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance P
level? il
z, Arc the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? g
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under B
this plan? -
7. Tow does this investment plan compare with other options /
available to you?
8. Were all {ees, charges, and potential risks associated with the /
blan clearly disclosed?
9, Docs the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in /
your financial situation?
10. How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /

Name: vr‘ NA/K JQ,JL { ]\]
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

[ SINo Description J 1 21 31| 4
1. Hlow well did you understand the investment plan -
presented to you? e
2, Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained? /
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? |
4, How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance a
fevel? vl
5. Are the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and 2
competitive? /
6. How easy is it o access and manage your investments under
this plan? /
78 How does this investment plan compare with other options -
available to you? wd
. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the /"
plan clearly discl osed?
9. Docs the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in \ /
your financial situation?
ﬁ 0. How satisfied arc you overall with the investment plan? \

Name: T(Mjm,»{f[\? Signature: ?ka\_"
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop on Investment Plans

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following sc

Date: 05/03/2022

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

questionnaire.

ale.

S1.No Description 2 < 5
1. How well did you understand the investment plan
resented to you? el
2. Were the objectives of the investment plan clearly explained?
3 Do you feel that the investment plan aligns with your
financial goals? /
4. How well does the investment plan match your risk tolerance
level?
8, Arc the potential returns on this investment plan realistic and
competitive? -
6. How easy is it to access and manage your investments under
this plan? /
7. How does this investment plan compare with other options
available to you? il
8. Were all fees, charges, and potential risks associated with the
plan clearly disclosed? "
9, Does the plan offer flexibility to adjust based on changes in /
wour financial situation?
10, |How satisfied are you overall with the investment plan? /
Name: MWL\ o {5 Signature: /
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Date:01/07/2021

CIRCULAR

Subject: Workshop on Health and Hygiene
Dear Faculties,

We are pleased to announce a Workshop on Health and Hygiene, scheduled to be held on
July 5% 2021 at 11 AM in the CSE Seminar hall. This workshop aims to educate participants

on the importance of personal and community hygiene and overall health and well-being.
Objectives of the Workshop:

1. To understand the significance of maintaining personal hygiene.

2. To learn effective hygiene practices in daily life.
3. To discuss the role of hygiene in preventing diseases.
4. To promote healthy lifestyle choices.

Key Topies to be Covered:

e Personal Hygiene: Best Practices
e Hand Hygiene and its Importance
e Food Safety and Hygiene

e Environmental Hygiene and Mental Health and Wellness

The workshop is open to all students, faculty, and staff. We encourage everyone to

participate, as the information shared will be beneficial for all.

Principa
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Workshop for Health and Hygiene

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall

During environmental day renowned doctor from multi-speciality hospital, Dr.Prasad gave
talk on Health and Hygiene and he also insisted to do yoga and pranayama on daily basis and
they included

Personal Hygiene: Best practices

Hand Hygiene and its importance

Food safety and Hygiene

Environmental Hygiene and Mental Health and Wellness.

Dr. Prasad giving talk on Health and Hygiehé on
05/07/2021

ATTESTED copy
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Participants were also educated on the importance of regular health check-ups and adopting
a healthy lifestyle. Interactive activities and discussions facilitated better understanding and
engagement among the attendees. The workshop was well-received, and participants
expressed a commitment to implementing the practices discussed to improve their overall

well-being.
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Attendance Report on Workshop for Health and Hygiene

Date:05/07/2021
Time:10:30 AM
Non-Teaching faculties:
Name of the participant Signature
Mr. Raghavendra Pusala D\a e
Ms. C.Pratheeba
1 Duecthealorc
Ms. SumaManjunath ] .{R
Ms. Lathasrce V w\l o
&Y

M. Jagadeeshwaran L -
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Attendance For Workshop on Health & Hygeine

Teaching Faculties:

Date: 05/07/2021

Time: 10:30AM

SL No Name of the participant Signature
1 Mr. Ranganatha S L ég/
2 Ms. Geethanjali. V 6 flbﬂ"‘”‘dl A.L
3 Ms. Radhika T S I o
(RA=T.8
4 Ms. Punith P @_
5 Ms. Kavyashree Yadav T [ 0 pi,pw“/ (jsu .
6 | Ms. Pushpa S CPEJ;EL[‘:&
7 Ms. Sowmya L D ' yA)
//S&'W
2/
8 Ms. Nagashree R A I&H\ p_qs,ar
9 Ms. Manjula S /L 7 /““} ,,_L
10 Dr. VenkateshK G S \QA’;}L@LV‘
11 Ms. Ambika PR : R
12 Ms. Archana Bhat /A‘_/LL,L___J
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Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SLNo Description 1 213 | 4
L. How would you rate the overall content of the /\
'workshop?
2 Was the information presented in the workshop
relevant to your needs?
3 Did you find the content easy to understand? |2
4. Was there a good balance between theoretical
knowledge and practical application
5. Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and /
interaction?
6. How engaging was the workshop overall?
1. How satisfied are you with the workshop overall? A
8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well-
organized?
9. What did you find most valuable about the workshop?
-
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
future workshops? J

Name: M'U ’ ROVD\S QVLL"%‘ L ‘ Signature: @-ﬂﬁ—-’
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Pleasc provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 213 | 4] 5|
1 How would you rate the overall content of the /
workshop?
2z, Was the information presented in the workshop o
relevant to your needs?
3 Did you find the content easy to understand? »
4. Was there a good balance between theoretical v
knowledge and practical application
5. Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and %
interaction?
6. How engaging was the workshop overall? -
i How satisfied are you with the workshop overall? s
8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well-
: v
organized?
9. What did you find most valuable about the workshop? e
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
L future workshops? ‘

; C e A L — N
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y» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall

Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

relevant to your needs?

Description \ 1 2 ﬂ 31415
How would you rate the overall content of the
workshop? /
Was the information presented in the workshop -

Did you find the content easy to understand?

Was there a good balance between theoretical
knowledge and practical application

Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and
interaction?

How engaging was the workshop overall?

How satisfied are you with the workshop overall?

Was the workshop schedule convenient and well-
organized?

What did you find most valuable about the workshop?

[s there anything you think could be improved for
future workshops?

I
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y CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

Fl.No Description L [ 2]3]4]5]
L How would you rate the overall content of the P
workshop?
2. Was the information presented in the workshop 7
relevant to your needs?
3 Did you find the content easy to understand? v
4, Was there a good balance between theoretical / ﬂ«
knowledge and practical application
5 Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and S
interaction?
6. How engaging was the workshop overall? e
7. How satisfied are you with the workshop overall? »
8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well- o
organized?
9. What did you find most valuable about the workshop? o
10 Is there anything you think could be improved for /
future workshops? ‘_\
"

Name: PUL ! e - P. Signature: Q&
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SLNo Description 1 2 3 4 5
-

s

How would you rate the overall content of the v
workshop?

Was the information presented in the workshop ﬁ /
relevant to your needs? J

Did you find the content easy to understand? \ Pa

Was there a good balance between theoretical /
knowledge and practical application

P
F
F. Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and ﬂ /*
VG
7

interaction?

How engaging was the workshop overall? \

How satisfied are you with the workshop overall? ‘ /

8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well-
organized?
9. What did you find most valuable about the workshop? t» \

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
future workshops?

Name: Mg kOLULJQﬂR/\MYQ—OQ&V T Signature: kﬁu(_,_.
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 3 4
1. How would you rate the overall content of the

workshop?
2. Was the information presented in the workshop

relevant to your needs?
3 Did you find the content easy to understand?

e s

4. Was there a good balance between theoretical

knowledge and practical application
3. Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and /

interaction?
6. How engaging was the workshop overall?
- How satisfied are you with the workshop overall? /
8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well-

organized?
9. What did you find most valuable about the workshop?

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
future workshops?

Name: UF, ?(MX/\FQ Q Signature%
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» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Feedback Form

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1.No Description 1 2 3 4 5

1. How would you rate the overall content of the "
workshop? i

8 Was the information presented in the workshop >
relevant to your needs?

3 Did you find the content easy to understand? //

4. Was there a good balance between theoretical e
knowledge and practical application

5. Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and i
interaction?

6. How engaging was the workshop overall? ol

T How satisfied are you with the workshop overall? ]

8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well- yd i
organized?

9. What did you find most valuable about the workshop? ..

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for /
future workshops?

Name: MT- 50 W mnq ) Signature: CS/@M‘[ ]__,_D
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Feedback Form

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SL.No Description

L. How would you rate the overall content of the y
workshop?

2. Was the information presented in the workshop ey
relevant to your needs?

3 Did you find the content casy to understand? s

4, Was there a good balance between theoretical
knowledge and practical application v

3, Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and
interaction? Ve

6. How engaging was the workshop overall? %

[ How satisfied are you with the workshop overall? .

8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well- -
organized?

0. What did you find most valuable about the workshop? o

10. Is there anything you think could be improved for 'y
future workshops? B

Name: NOL%LL&I/\W CRA -
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

S1L.No Description 1 2 3 5

4
| How would you rate the overall content of the /
workshop?
2. Was the information presented in the workshop S s
v
v

relevant to your needs?

3 Did you find the content easy to understand?

4. Was there a good balance between theoretical
knowledge and practical application

5. Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and
interaction?

How engaging was the workshop overall?

How satisfied are you with the workshop overall?

<

Was the workshop schedule convenient and well-
organized?
What did you find most valuable about the workshop?

bt
Ts there anything you think could be improved for
future workshops?

Name: W .S Signature: M&ﬁ’d“ =,
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Date; 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

SI.No Description 1 2 3 4 5
b How would you rate the overall content of the /
workshop?
2 Was the information presented in the workshop
relevant to your needs? ,/
3 Did you find the content easy to understand? /
4. Was there a good balance between theoretical
knowledge and practical application e
5. Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and
interaction? v
6. How engaging was the workshop overall? %
7. How satisfied are you with the workshop overall? -
8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well- /
organized?
9. What did you find most valuable about the workshop?
vl
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for i
future workshops?

Name: \,J@ chaﬁJL{L K ‘61 5. Signature: \/@WL {G >
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» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall
Feedback Form

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.
Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

F.No Description 1 2 3 4
/il How would you rate the overall content of the T
workshop?
2. Was the information presented in the workshop p
A
relevant to your needs?
3 Did you find the content easy to understand? A
4. Was there a good balance between theoretical d
knowledge and practical application
3, Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and //
interaction? v
| 6. How engaging was the workshop overall? A/
7L How satisfied are you with the workshop overall? /
8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well- /
organized? :
9. What did you find most valuable about the workshop? /
10. Is there anything you think could be improved for
| future workshops? S ‘\
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Staff Development Workshop for Health and Hygeine

Feedback Form

Date: 05/07/2021

Venue: Seminar Hall

Please provide us with your feedback by completing this questionnaire.

Presenter Evaluation Please rate the presenter on the following scale.

1: Poor, 2: Fair, 3: Good, 4: Very good, 5: Excellent.

[ SLNo Description 1 2 13| 4 5 |

L How would you rate the overall content of the
workshop?

Z. Was the information presented in the workshop
relevant to your needs?

3 Did you find the content easy to understand?

4, Was there a good balance between theoretical
knowledge and practical application

5. Did the presenter(s) encourage participation and
interaction?

6. How engaging was the workshop overall?

il How satisfied are you with the workshop overall?

8. Was the workshop schedule convenient and well-
organized?

9. What did you find most valuable about the workshop?

10. [s there anything you think could be improved for

future workshops?
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» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Attendance For Tot Lab Demo by IOBIT solutions

Date: 17/05/2023 to 18/5/2023

Time:10:30AM
Non-TeachingFaculties:
Sk No Name of the participant Signature T
1 Mr. RaghavendraPusala < ! 5 8 /
2 Ms. C Pratheeba N
PmHneaEn.
Ms. Lathasree V Aa F—
 [Nasm
4 Mr. Manjunath Bhatt Nart
L arfu
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Attendance For Iot Lab Demo by IOBIT solutions

Date : 17/05/2023 to 18/5/2023

Time: 10:30 AM

Teaching Faculties:

SI. No Name of the participant Signature

1 Dr. Sowmya Naik P.T lu/

2 Dr. Nanda Kumar AN A I i

3 | MrG.A Girish _ %
4 | Mrs. Laxmi M. C A@/

| Mrs. Shashikala H C : 2 : 1 -
5 rs. Shashikala M%Wl/

6 Mr. Gangappa Demannavar

7 Mrs. Tejaswini BN b
rs. Tejaswini ﬁ‘j”/

8 Mrs. Shruthi Vijay 8

9 Dr. S. Vagdevi \f g ffﬁ}
10 Dr. Shalini Prasad M

11 Dr. Ravindra S @N W
i

12 Mrs. Shylaja K

13 Mrs. Madhavi . J. Kulkarni
ML, .
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» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Sl. No Name of the participant Signature 4]
14 Dr. Jyothi P /SW
15 Mrs. Vanitha G R = o
_ \tal N
16 Dr. P Rajashekar 6} @ ) GDF/J&"%/L\’\’
17 Dr. Sunitha. N g ' \|E ,\J
18 Dr. K Sujatha y
19 Ms. Nagashree J /@/
20 Mrs. Deepa R Gangia 2
21 Mr. Vinay Kumar S N ' ¥
\ M Ao Uk\w(vm\&i'
22 Dr. TR. Uma
Drna .
23 Mr. Anil Kumar R
QQMWM
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CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Attendance For Investor Awareness Program

Non-Teaching Faculties:

Date: 17/02/2023

Time:10:30AM

SI. No Name Signature
1 Mr. Raghavendra Pusala (EMLV‘)’ I MUI
2 Mr. Jeghadeshwaran % M
3 Ms. PavitraR S Folt g
PNt
4 Mr. Naveen Kumar N
5 Mrs. SumaManjunath
4

; %Wwwﬁ w\,ﬁ
6 Mis. C Pratheeba @’rfﬁf'm
i Ms. Lathasree V L_ It (e

 rpnfureliBie

9 Ms. Radhika T S

e
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» CITY

ENGINEERING COLLEGE

Attendance For Investor Awareness Program

Date:17/02/2023
Time:10:30AM
Teaching Faculties:
SL. No Name of the participant Signature
1 Dr. Sowmya Naik P T Q /
2 | Ms AmbikaR M e
3 Mr. Girish G A % ﬁ
4 | Mr Nandish A C M
5 Ms. Laxmi M C l T WAL
6 Ms. Shashikala H C v £ Li n
7 Ms. Tejaswini BN /\-,‘ S
y
8 Mr. Ramesh B M
9 Ms. Archana Bhat /'t)r g
10 | Ms. Shruthi Vijay e
11 Ms. Deepika R
. Qeopibo 0
12 Mr. Gangappa Demannavar MW
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[ Dr. S Vagdevi

Signature T

14 Dr. ShaliniPrasad % / "
15 Dr. Ravindra$S . @ N
ONNA T
16 Mr. Mallikarjuna G S @, f MI
17 Ms. Shyalaja K g Eﬂ:‘& h
18 Ms. Madhavi J Kulkarni -
AN k,
19 | Mr. Vishvakiran R C !
1 %\‘M
20 Mr. Gopikishan J _ B\af’]
,ngﬁ“\} &)sA’
21 Mr. Ranganth S L. o .
22 Mr. VinayKumar S N -
{oinod
23 |Dr. T.RUma ;“' @
24 Mr. Harsha Vardhan U M
25 Mr. Anil Kumar 9 l
26 Mr. Rakesh
27 Dr. JyothiP e ak}p'}‘ X
AX
28 Ms.VanithaG R /g ﬂ
29 | Ms. SunithaN ﬁ, )
30 Dr. P Rajashekar @W_ﬁ:.}_,
31 Dr. K Sujatha ﬂﬂ‘f o -
32 Ms. Nagashree G :
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