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Introduction
Computers have been allotted an integral role to play and are changing the way lives are lived. They can
be seen being used in all kinds of sectors and businesses. Keeping in view the above University Institute
of Information Technology (UIIT) was estadltied in 2001 to address this terrible need. Although
computers are bringing the evolution of technology, it cannot be denied that there are areas where the
impacts of the computer system are not fully recognized yet. The market needs committed prafessional
in IT and computer science. In developing countries like Pakistan, the use of computers will bring change
in a big and astonishing way. It will lead to optimism, efficiency, productivity and high quality. UIIT is
producing CS/IT graduates who are weltsesl to provide IT based solutions to the problems for all the
sectors in general and for Agriculture sector in particular.
Master of Science in Computer Science MS (8%) 2 year$4 semestergjegree offered ehampus as a
full-time andthesis(researh) based progranihis is a professional degree for students ha@ixteen
years of education who intend to pursue a technicalecan the computer industry. TheSvilegree
program is designed in a way that providestatgate technical knowledge; markbte skills,
professional competencies and valuable expertise in the rapidly advancing feelchpditer sciencéo
ensure a prosperous futufiehe program requires the student to take a broad spectrum of courses, while
simultaneously allowing for emphasisdesired areas of specialization.
The course contents is regularly revised and updated with the latest developments in thedialoLtér
science The recently emerging tools and technologies have been included in the syllabus. The institute
providesa variety ofspecialization coursesich asSoftware EngineerindNetworks & Communication,
Artificial intelligence/ Data Mining/Image processing/Computer GrapanDatabase Systems
to enhance studentds prof essilohod nationalasemirians go and

exchange knowledge and information.



CRITERION 1: PROGRAM MISSION, OBJECTIVES AND OUTCOMES

The self assessment is based on a number of criteria. To meet each criterion several standards must be

satisfied. This sectionedcribes how the standards of the Criterion are met.

Standard 1-1: The program must have documented measurable objectives that support

institution mission statements.

Mission Statement:

The M.S. in Computer Sciengarogram isdesignedto provide compter science and information
technology graduates, the opportunity to improve their training with advanced study in Computer
Science. The degree focuses on scientific experimental ddsign¢ollection, data modeling and analysis

and problem solvingThe Software Engineering specialization focuses on provibag] practices in
managing large, diverse software development projects with a focus on software architecture and software
project management.he computer networks specialization prepares studeritsei areas of computer
communications, networks and distributed processing.

The main elementf strategic planning to achieve mission and objectives

The main elements which apeesenin the plan to achievine missiorand objective are listed below

1. Expose our students to current research in computer science

2. Provide supportive environment for our MS students.

3. Instill a desire and ability for lifdong learning in our students by (a) motivating students to
engage in independent research and studypr@iding opportunities for students to participate
in computer science research activities, and (¢) encouraging students to continue in doctoral
programs.

4. Increase in research productivity

5. Partner with other programs in our university that demonstratealle of computer science in
Agriculture.

6. Formalization of Research Areas.

The assessment of program objectitresughdifferent criteria is presented in Table 1



Table 1: Programs Objectives Assessment

Objective How Measured When Improvement Improvement
Measured Identified Made
Expose our student Through their research | Regular Current research The research
to current researc| titles and submitted process issues are not | seminar
in computer science| synopsis. discussed. offerings
Provide supportivg In regular meetings with | Regular Each student (1) A dedicated
environment for ouj respective research research will have: lab is setup for
MS students. supervisors. meetings (1) Dedicated MS students
space in the (2) Research
department, supervisors help
(2) Access to students on theil
modern tools individual basis,
and equipment | and students are
necessary for encouraged to
their research, | write research
and proposals for
(3) A dedicated | aoquiring
workstation for | funding.
his/her own use. (3) Students are
getting benefit
from Punjab
Govt. Laptop
scheme.
Instill a desire and In comprehensive viva | Regular Students have | Research
ability for life-long | exam. process just the aimto | seminars and
learning in  our] Through their respective have a highe number of
students by supervisors. degree without | students
) Motivating any further aim. | following on to
students to engage | doctoral
independent programs.
research and study
2) Providing
opportunities or
students tg
participate in
computer  sciency
research activities
and

3) Encouraging
students to continu
in doctoral

programs.




Increase in research

The university is listed in

Regularly

Increasdhe

Encouraging

productivity top ranked universities | measured the | research students to write
progress of MS| productivity, and submit
students testbed, research papers
4 publications, in HEC
and scholarly recognized
activitiesthat journals
have
significance in
the community
Partner with other | In local journals of Lack of Communicating
programs in our agriculture no as such computer usage| with other
university that computer technology is in Agriculture. | departments in
demonstrate the role found. the university to
5 of computer science provide their

in Agriculture.

scientific
problems that
can be solved
through
computer.

Program Learning Outcomes

At the successful completion of €S degree, the students will be equipped with the following

N o o~ e DR

Formulate solutions to computing problems

Communicate effectively, both orally and in writing

Analyze and compare alternative solutions tmpating problems

Think critically and creatively, both independently and with others

Standard 1-2: The program must have documented outcomes for graduating students.

Work effectively in teams to design and implement solutions to computational problems

Identify, analyze, and synthesigeholarly literature relating to the field of computer science; and

Use software development tools, software systems, and modern computing platforms.

It must L

documented that the outcomes support the program objectives and that graduatin

students are capable of performing these outcomes.



Table 2: Program Outcomes and Their Relationship with Objectives

Objectives
1 2 3 4 5
1 +++ ++ +++ ++ ++
w 2 ++ +++ +++ + +++
% 3 ++ + ++ ++ +++
% 4 ++ ++ ++ +++ +
© 5 ++ ++ +++ +++ +++
6 ++ ++ ++ ++ ++
7 ++ + ++ ++ +++
+ = Moderately Satisfactory
++ = Satisfactory

+++ = Highly Satisfactory




Program Assessment Results

This setion contains the Teacher Assessment and Student Course Evaluation in summarizing
form.

Teacher Evaluation

There arearound twentyfaculty members in the institute, but not all of them are involved in
teaching courses iMS program. The teachers who ¢thacourses in th®1ISCSdegree program,
their summarized result is given in thelow graph. Dr. Yasir Hafeezhas scoredl00%,

Dr. Saleem Igbahas scored 0%, Dr. M. Azeem Abbadas scored 100% aridr. Saud Altaf

has scoredl0®%. Dr. Javaid Igbal has eced 85%.The comparison of their score is given
below.

100 i:t-",..:.. {;}'zz, :i‘z—
X 9 ; 1 j
g " | | | 2)
< 3 { |
o 80 i | f, Z
] | | = | { =
6 75 =3 EA-,} = =)
o
Dr. Dr. Dr. M. Dr. Dr.
Yasir Saleem Azeem Saud Javaid
Hafeez Igbal Abbas Altaf Igbal

Figurel.1l: Teacher Evaluation Graph
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Dr. Yaser Hafeez (SQA)

In Figure 1.2 t he graph for AThe I nstructor provided c
semeshews tshat 100% are strongly agreed. The grap
materials presented in the coursed shows that 10

integrates theoratical course concepts withwealr | d a p p bws that 100% aresséronglyragreed.,.

The graph for AThe course materi al is modern an:
The graph for fAThe instructor arrives on timeo sh
instructor communicats t he subject matter effectively. o show

General Comments of the Students about this Course

Strengths:

1 The objectives were clear.

9 Student actively participated in the course.
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Teacher Evaluation Graph
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The instructor gives citations regrading current
situations with refrence to pakistani context.

The instructor is prepared for each class

The Instructor provided course split schedule
during the 15t week of semester

The assigments and exam cowvered the materia
presented in the course

The subject matter presented in the course has
increased yvourknowledge of the subject

The instructor leaves on time.

The instructor maintaing an enviroment that is
conducive to learming.

The instructor vuas available during the specifis
office hours and for after class consultations

The instructar arrives on time

The instructor demonstrates knowledge of the
subjact

The syllabus clearly states course objectives
requirements, procedures and grading criteria.

The instructor provides additional material apa
from the textbaook

The course material is modern and updated

The instructor returns the graded seripts ete. in
reasonable amount of time_

The instructor is fair in examination

The instructor communicates the subject math
effectively.

The course integrates theoratical course
conceapts with realworld applications.

The instructor shows respect towards students
and encourages class participation

Figure 1.2: Teacher Evaluation Graph of Daser Hafeez

Strongly Disagree

E=

Disagree;

D=

Neutral;

C=

Agree;

* The labels represents the scale: Strongly AgreeB

12



Dr. Saleem Igbal(AOS)

In Figure 1.3 t he graph for AThe I nstructor provided c
semer 0 shows that 100% are agreed. The graph for
presented in the courseodo shows that 100% are agr
course concepts withrelor | d appl i cati orsed asdroemsd .t hTate 1g0r0&p h
materi al is modern and wupdatedod shows that 100 %

arrives on timed shows that 100% are strongly agr

subject matteréfect i vel y. 6 shows that 100% are agreed.

General Comments of the Students about this Course

Strengths:

1 The objectives were clear.

9 The material in the tutorials was useful.
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Teacher Evaluation Graph
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The instructor returns the graded scripts ete. in a3
reasonable amount of time.

The instructor gives citations regrading current
situations with refrence to pakistani conte:xt.

The assigments and exam cowveraed the materials
presented in the course

The instructorwas available during the specified
office hours and for after class consultations

The course material is modern and updated

The instructor arives on time

The instructor maintains an enviroment that is
conducive to learning.

The instructor provides additional material apart
from the textbook

The instructor is fair in examination

The instructor demonstrates knowledge of the
subject

The Instructor provided course split schedule
during the 15t vee ek of semestar

The subject matter presented in the course has
increased yvourknowledge of the subject

The instructor shows respect towvards students
and encourages class participation

The course integrates theoratical course
concepts with realawarld applications.

The syllabus clearky states course objectives
requirements, procedures and grading criteria.

The instructor leaves on time.

The instructor is prepared for each class

The instructor communicates the subject matter
effectively,

Figurel.3 Teacher Evaluation Graph of [Baleem Igbal

Strongly Disagree

Agree;C= Neutral; D= Disagree; E=

Strongly AgreeB=

* The labels represémthe scaleA
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Dr. Muhammad Azeem Abbas(ARM)

In Figure 1.4 t he graph for AThe I nstructor provided c

semesterd showsythgreéetw 868 satreomaghkeed. The grap
covered the materials presented in the courseod sh
graph for AThe course integr awaeldapdlidto® 6 ashoal ¢ ba
65% are strongly agreed, 35% agree. The graph for
t hat shows that 65% are strongly agreed, 35% agre
that 65% are strongly agreed, 35%eagr. The graph for AThe instructor

effectively.d shows that 100% are strongly agreed

General Comments of the Students about this Course
Strengths:
9 Course Workload was manageable.
i Students have made good progress in thissen
Weaknesses:
1 Learning resources on web was not appropriate and adequate

1 Class rooms were not satisfactory.
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The Instructor provided course split schedule
during the 1st week of semester

The instructor is fair in examination

The instructor gives citations regrading current
situations with refrence to pakistani context.

The instructor leaves on time.

The syllabus clearly states course objectives
requirements, procedures and grading criteria,

The instructor arrives on time

The instructor communicates the subject matter
affectively,

The course integrates theoratical course
concepts with real-world applications.

The instructor shows respect towwards students
and encourages class padicipation

The subject matter presented in the course has
increased your knowledge of the subject

The instructor returns the graded seripts ete_ in 3
reasonable amount of time.

The instructor maintains an enviroment that is
conducive to learning.

The instructor is prepared for each class

The instructor veas available during the specified
affice hours and for after class consultations

The course material is modern and updated

The assigments and exam covered the materials
presanted in the couse

The instructor provides additional material apart
from the textbook

The instructor demonstrates knowledge of the
subject

Strongly Disagree

Disagree; E

Neural; D

Agree;C
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Figure 1.4: Teacher Evaluation Graph of Dr. Muhammad Azeem Abbas

* The labels represents the scale: Strongly AgreeB



Dr. Saud Altaf (WN)

In Figure 1.5 t he graph for AThe I nstructor provided c
semestero shows that 100% are strongly agreeed. T
materials presented in the courseo shows that 1C
integrates theoratical course concepts withwealr | d appl i cationso shows that

The graph for fAThe coudasttedatemhowd tmlatmod@0% amda
graph for AThe instructor arrives on timeod shows

instructor communicates the subject matter effect

General Commens of the Students about this Course

Strengths:

1 The objectives were clear.

9 The material in the tutorials was useful.
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Teacher Evaluation Graph
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The instructorwas available during the specified
aoffice hours and for after class consultations

The instructor is fair in examination

The instructor communicates the subject matter
effectively.

The instructor shows respect towards students
and encourages class pardicipation

The instructor provides additional material apart
from the textbook

The subject matter presented in the course has
increased your knowledge of the subject

The instructor maintains an enviroment that is
conducive to learning.

The instructor demonstrates knowledge of the
subject

The instructor is prepared for each class

The assigments and exam covered the materials
presented in the course

The syllabus clearhy states course objectives
requirements, procedures and grading criteria.

The course material is modern and updated

The instructor gives citations regrading current
situations with refrence to pakistani contest.

The Instructor provided course split schedule
during the 15t wweak of seamester

The course integrates theoratical course
concepts with real-world applications.

The instructoer leaves on time.

The instructor returns the graded scripts etc. in a
reasonable amount of time.

The instructor arrives on time

Figurel.5 Teacher Evaluation Graph of [Baud Altaf

Strongly Disagre

Agree;C= Neutral; D= Dsagree; E

* The labels represents the scale: Strongly AgreeB
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Dr. Javaid Igbal (DM)

In Figure 16, the graph for AThe I nstructor provided c
semestero shows that 100% are strongly agreed. T
materiak presented in the courseo shows that 100% a
integrates theoratical course concepts withwealr | d appl i cationso shows that

The graph for fAThe cour se wmathat00¥adre stroegly agpeece Tha and
graph for AThe instructor arrives on timeod shows

instructor communicates the subject matter effect

General Comments of the gidents about this Course

Strengths:

1 The objectives were clear.

9 The material in the tutorials was useful.

19



Teacher Evaluation Graph
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The assigments and exam covered the materials
presented in the course

The course integrates thearatical course
concepts with real-world applications.

The syllabus clearly states course objectives
requirements, procedures and grading criteria.

The instructor is fair in examination

The instructor provides additional material apart
from the textbook

The subject matter presented in the course has
increased yvourknowledge of the subject

The instructorwas available during the specified
office hours and for after class consultations

The instructor returns the graded scripts etc. in a
reasonable amount of time.

The instructor communicates the subject matter
effectively.

The instructor demonstrates knowledge of the
subject

The Instructor provided course split schedule
during the 1st wweek of semester

The course material is modern and updated

The instructor showes respect towards students
and encourages class participation

The instructor leaves on time.

The instructor maintains an enviroment that is
conducive to leaming.

The instructor is prepared for each class

The instructor arrives on time

The instructor gives citations regrading current
situations with refrence to pakistani contest.

Figurel.6: Teacher Evaluation Graph of Diavaid Igbal

StronglyDisagree

Agree;C= Neutral; D= Disagredz=

* The labels represents the scale: Strongly AgreeB
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Student Course Evaluation

The courses of the respective teachers were also evaluated as per Performa 1 (Ajradire
the results are shown in F&y The Software Quality Assurance has score 87%, Advanced
Operating Systems has se0100%, the Adv. Research Methods has sd®®@%, Wireless
Networks has scode10®%, Data Mining scored 84, Information Retrieval 88%, Special
Topics in CS 92% and Network Security has scored 89%.

105

100
x
95 gJD
©
]
o
90 ©
7]
o
85
) I
75
Software Adv. Operating Adv. Research Wireless Data Mining Information Network
Quality Systems Methods Networks Retrieval Security

Assurance

Figure2: Student Course Evaluation Graph
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Software Quality Assurance(Dr. Yaser Hafeez)

InFigure2.1 the graph for Al evel of your own attendenc
agreed on that. The graph for AClass rooms were S
graph dbackKFee assessment was hel pfuld shows that
100% are uncertain. The graph for fACourse Feedba:«

strongly agreed. The graph fort fitHhe ¢ der S en3d rultd w:

are strongly agreed. The graph for Al practicipat

General Comments of the Students about this Course
Strengths:

1 The objectives were clear.

9 Student actively participated the course.

Weaknesses:

I The students were uncertain about classroom and the course structure

22



Course Evaluation Graph
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The tutor dealt effectively with my problems

| waas happy with the amount of wok needad for
tutorials

The material in the tutorials was usefull

Had the instructar been regular throwghout the
oournse’?

The method of assesment were reasonable

ldeas and conceptwere presented clearly

The pace of the Course wias appropnate

| think | have made progress in this course

The Material in Practical was useful

The materal vwaswell organized and presented

Feedback on assessment were timly

Learning materails (Lesson planes,Course Notes
efciwere relevant and usetull.

The instrucotor was responsive to student needs
and problems

The provision of leaming resources on the web
was adequate and appropriatedif relevent)

The provision of learning resources in the librany
wias 3dequate and appropriate.

GClass rooms were Satisfactony

The Owerall @nviroment in the olass was
conducive to leaming.

| think the Course was well structured to achive
the leaming outcomes

The demonstrators dealt effectively with my
problems.

The course was well organized (e.g. timely)
access to materials, notifieation of changes, etc)

Recomended reading Books eto, were ralevent
and appropriate.

The course wokload was manageable

The course objectives were clear.

Feedback on assessment was helpful

The leaming and teaching methods
encouraged participation.

| practicipated actively in the course

| undestood the lectures

The course stimulated my interest and though
on the subject area

Approximate level of wour owen attendence
during the whole course

Figure2.1 CourseEvaluation Graph of Software Quality Assurance

Strongly Disagree

Disagrede=

D=

Neutral;

C=

Agree;

* The labels represents the scale: Strongly AgreeB
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Advanced Operating Systen{Dr. Saleem Igba)

InFigure2.2 t he graph for dl evel of your own attendenc
agreed. The graph for NnCl ass rooms WhergeaphSoaat i sf ac
fFeedback on assessment was hel pful d shows that
Feedback on assessment wereetip 06 s hows t hat 100% are agreed. Th
been regul ar t hr oughlouQ% tahree caoqurreseed?.0 Tshheo wgsr aphha tf or

in the coursed shows that 100% are agreed.

General Comments of the Students about this Course

Strengths:

1 The objectives were clear.

9 The material in the tutorials was useful.

Weaknesses:

1 Feedbackswer assessments were not helpful.

1 The level of attendance was just satisfactory.
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Course Evaluation Graph
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| think | hawe made progress in this course

The couse wokload was manageable

Had the instructor been regular throughout the
course?

| think the Course was well structured to achive
the leaming outcomes

The tutor dealt effective by with my problems

| maas happy with the amount of wok needad for
tutorialzs

The method of assesmeant were reasonable

The pace of the Course wias appropriate

The provision of leaming resources on the web
was adequate and appropriatedif relevent)

Learning materails (Lesson planes, Course Notes
etciwere relevent and usefull.

The Owerall enviroment in the ¢lass was
conducive to leaming.

Approximate level of your own attendence
during the whale course

The matenal was well organized and presented

| understood the lectures

Recomended reading Books etc. were relevent
and appropriate.

| practicipated actively in the course

The course was well organized (e.g. timely)
access to materials, notification of changes, ete)

The demonstrators dealt effectivehy with my
problems

Feedback on assessment was healpful

The provision of learning rosources in the librany
wzEs adequate and approphate.

The course objectives were clear.

The Material in Practical was useful

ldeas and concepiwere presented clearly

The course stimulated my interest and though
on the subject area

The matenal in the tutorials was usefull

The instrucotor was responsive 1o student needs
and problems

Feedback on assessment were timly
Class rooms were Satisfacton

The leaming and teaching methods
encouraged paticipation.

Figure2.2 CourseEvaluation Graph of Advanced Operating System

Strongly Disae

E=

Disagree;

D=

Neutral;

C=

Agree;

* The labels represents the scale: Strongly AgreeB
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Advanced Research Methodology (Dr. Muhammad Azeem Abbas)

InFigure 23 t he graph for @Al evel of your own attendence duringethe wh
graph for ACIl ass rooms 6Wér ear 8atsitgfoaqgtl yr yadgr eteaws 3tSRWmtar e agreed. T
hel pful o shows that 35% are strongly agreed, 65% ar e éaa 6sname . The
strongly agreed, 35% are agreed. the aph f or fAHad the instructor been regular throug

The graph for Al practicipated actively in the courseodo shows that

General Comments of the Students about this Course

Strengths:

9 Course Workload was manageable.

1 Students have made good progress in this course.

Weaknesses:

1 Learning resources on web was not appropriate and adequate

1 Feedback on assessment was not quit helpful
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Course Evaluation Graph
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Feedback on assessment were timby

ldeas and conceptwere presented clearly

The course stimulated my interest and though
of the subject area

Class rooms were Satisfactory

The Cwerall enviroment in the classwas
conducive to leaming,

| think the Course was weall structurad to achive
the lzarning cutcomes

| practicipated actively in the couse

The course was well organized (e.g. timaly)
access to materials, notification of changes, ete)

The matenal was well organized and presented

Recomended reading Books etc. were relevent
and appropriate.

The matenal in the tutorials was usefull

Learning matarails (Lesson planes,Course Notes
ete)were relevent and usafull.

Approximate level of vour own attendence
during the whole course

The Material in Practical was useful

| woas happy with the amount of wok needed for
tutarials

Feedback on assessment mwas helpful

The demonstrators dealt effectively with my
problems.

Had the instructor been regular throughout the
course?

The provision of leaming rosources in the librany

wias adequate and appropriate,

The course objectives were clear.

The tutor dealt effectively with my problems

The instrucotor was responsive to student needs
and problems

The provision of leaming resources on the web
was adequate and appropriate(if relevent)

The leaming and teaching methods
encouraged paticipation.

| think | hawe made progress in this course

The course wokload was manageable

| undestood the lectures

The method of assesment were reasonable

The pace of the Course was appropnate

100

80

&80

a0
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Figure2.3 CourseEvaluationGraph of Software Engaering Processes

Strongly Disagree

E=

Disagree;

D=

Neutral;

C=

Agree;

* The labels represents the scale: Strongly AgreeB
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Wireless Networks(Dr. Saud Altaf)

InFigure2.4 t he graph for Al evel of your ownOOtarteendenc
strongly agreed. The graph for AClass rooms were
graph for AFeedback on assessment was helpful o s
fiCourse Feedback onshewestshmetint 1 We¥earnre mitymongl y a
the instructor been regular throughout the course

practicipated actively in the courseodo shows that

General Comments 6the Students about this Course

Strengths:

1 The objectives were clear.

9 The material in the tutorials was useful.
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Course Evaluation Graph
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The matenal in the tutorials was usefull

Had the instructor been regular throughout the
course?

Learning materails (Lesson planes, Course Notes
efc)were relevent and usefull.

| wazs happy with the amound of vwok needed for
tutorials

The materal waswell organized and presented

Feedback on assessment weere timhy

The provision of learming rosourc&s in the librany
wias adequate and appropriate.

| practicipated actively in the course

| understood the lectures

Feedback on assessment was healpful

The course stimulated my interest and though
on the subject area

The leaming and teaching methods
encouraged paricipation.

The instrucotor was responsive to student needs
and problems

ldeas and concepiwere presented clearly

The demonstrators dealt effectively with my
problems.

The tutor dealt effectively with my problems

The pace of the Course wias appropriate

The provision of leaming resources on the web
wias adequate and appropriate(il relevent)

| think the Course was well structured to achive
the learning outcomes

The couse objectives were clear.

Recomended reading Books ato, were ralevent
and appropriate.

The course wokload was manageable

The methed of assesment were reasonable

Class rooms were Satisfactony

The Qwerall enviroment in the olass was
conducive to leaming.

The coumse was well arganized (&.g. timaly)
access to materials, notification of changes, ete)

The Matenal in Fractioal was useful
| think | hawe made progress in this course

Approximate level of wour own attendence
during the whole sourse

Figure2.4: CourseEvaluationGraph of Wireless Networks
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Data Mining (Dr. Javaid lgbal)

InFigure25 the graph for Al evel of your own attendenc
strongly agreed. The graph for ACI|I assyageednibe wer e
graph for AFeedback on assessment was helpful o s
fiCourse Feedback on assessment were timlyo shows
the instructor been regular throughoutthecos e 7?0 s hows that 100% are str o

practicipated actively in the courseodo shows that
General Comments of the Students about this Course
Strengths:

1 The objectives were clear.

9 The material in the tutorialsas useful.

Weakness:

i Students were not punctual
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Course Evaluation Graph
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The instrucotor was responsive to student needs
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The matarial was well organized and presentad
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Recomended reading Books ate. were relevent
and appropriate.

| think the Course waswell structured to achive
the learning outcomes

The provision of learning rosources in the library
was adequate and appropriate.

Class rooms were Satisfactony

I think | have made progress in this course

The course workload was manageable

I

I understood the lectures

The provision of learning resources on the web

was adequate and appropriatelif relevent)

The course vwas well organized (e.g. timely)
access to materials, notification of changes, atc)

The demanstrators dealt effectively with my
prablems.

The Material in Practical was useful

Feedback on assessment were timly

The learning and teaching methods
encouraged participation.

The tutor dealt effectively with my problems

| was happy with the amaount of wotk neaded for
tutorials

The pace of the Course was appropriate

Learming materails (Lesson planes,Course Notes
etclwere relevent and usefull.

Approximate level of your own attendence
during the whole course

The course stimulated my interest and though

on the subject area

The Qwerall enviroment in the ¢lass was
conducive to leaming.

The method of assesment were reasonable

Ideas and conceptweare presented clearly

The course objectives were clear.
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course’T

| practicipated actively in the course
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Figure2.5. CourseEvaluationGraph of Wireless Networks
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Information Retrieval (Dr. Azeem Abbas

In Figure 26t he graph for Al evel of your own attendence
stronglydisagr eed. The graph for ACl ass rooms were Sat
graph for AFeedback on assess nongly agreeds Thehgeaptpforul 6 s
fiCourse Feedback on assessment were timlyo shows
the instructor been regular throughout the course

practicipated activyl i n t he courseo shows that 100% are stro

General Comments of the Students about this Course

Strengths:

1 The objectives were clear.

9 The material in the tutorials was useful.

Weakness:

i Studentsverenot punctual
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Figure2.6. CourseEvaluation Graph of Wireless Networks

* The labelsrepresentthe scale:A= Strongly Agree; B= Agree; C= Neutral; D= Disagree
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