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Re el;ers from the Controller of Examinati
- No. GCoEA/EXAM /CRC/ ST-

o B
VERNMENT COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING AMRAVATI

No. GCoEA/ EXAM /CRC/ ST-25/486 d‘ated 14/08/2025

A meeting of the Com
response of complaints w
response to th

Dept-

Sr. | Name of the [ Course code | Nature of Complaint Findings of the Action

No. | Examination | & course committee Recommended

name ‘ ’

1 |ISem SH122/ 1. The marking scheme | Following is the As per finding No.
B. Tech. SH1202/ did not align with the | response from the 2, it shall be
Common SHU221 syllabus coverage or | Chemistry department: | conveyed to

Engineering the design of the 1) The marking scheme | evaluator(s)
Chemistry / question paper is align with the regarding following
Chemistry 2. Certain questions syllabus. changes into the
requiring lengthy and | question paper. And
detailed explanalions 2) certain questions are | ;¢ any student
were given the shme | some how lengthy and solved both the
v»jeightage as short, it has more wei ghtage. options in a
=S dlrc?ct questlons,‘ .Paper set 1s not particular-
yvhnch created imbalance question(s)
imbalance . bel
3. Insome cases, 3) All the questions mentioacd below,
answers strictly based | are set according to the best of two
on the prescribed prescribed syllabus, | awarded marks
syllabus were not shall be considered.
awarded full marks, 4) The Question paper v
while preference was | was not very lengthy. |Q1¢ f.‘uve the
4 given to alternative softening of water
approaches not clearly | 5) There were no by lon Exchange
discussed in class question, which created | method
material, confusion among OR
4. The question paper students during the Q 1 ¢ Give the
was too lengthy to exam. softening of water
complete within the by Zeolite method
allotted time, which 6) Only problem is
caused unnecessary there is not 30%. Q2aHowto
stress and affected internal choice. (eg determine the
performance  { option of 18 marks for | Calorific value of
5. There were errorsin | co marks question Producer Gas?
some questions, which | paper). But 8 mark of OR
created confusig¢n internal choice in a Q2 aHowto
among students during | same question paper. determine the

No. GCoEA/CRC/W25/4129Date: 21/08/2025

on as fgllows:
25/497 dated 19/08/2025

plaint Redressal Committee was held on 20/08/2025 at 04:00 pm in
ith above reference. The Committee has recommended following action in
© complaint and letter of Head and Subject expert of Chemistry and E&Tc Engineering

the exam
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' i the | Calorific :
6 Thowsmestove | (RS TR | Charcoal?
resulted in stress, :

: da Chemistry |ain the
uncertg}nttlz,f;nmess department’s remarks | Q 2 b Exgnalysi 50
i h laint. Ultimate
among students, ofi ti€ COMRAlIL. ot
Reconsider the Committee’s finding coal wit

ety are: significanc®
marking scheme for ] R
the exam 3. The complaints are ; g
i vague and not Q 2b Explalﬂl &
specifyany | proximate analys
question, portion in | e - q] with
the question paper | . gnificance
relating itsoutof |
syllabus nature or Q4a What are
any difficulty level, Lubricants? Explain
4. The internal choice mechanism of Thin
of omme Film Lubrication
visible in the paper. OR
But not as per the
{ routine pattern of | Q42 What are e
) optional questions. | Lubricants? Explain
mechanism of
Thick Film
| Lubrication
II Sem ETU221 Some questions were | Following is the No action
B. Tech. /ET1201 found to be outside the | response from the recommended for
- Common Basic : prescribed syllabus. Il'i&’ll‘: departryetnlts : this paper.
was f]uite lengtllly and that which
requlred more time question(s) are out
than allotted, making of syllabus. And all
it difficult to attempt the questions in the o
all questions. paper are from the
Many students could prescribed syllabus
only.

only manage to
attempt about 5
questions despite their
preparation,

A major"ty of the
students appearing for
this examination are
from the final year,
and the outcome of
this subject will have a
significant impact on
their overall academic
record.
This was the last

B. As per point No. 2
the allocated time
for the paper was
sufficient.

C. The points Nos. 3,
4 and 5 cannot be
considered.

So, on the overall

action can be
recommended.

students’ letter and
E&Tc department’s

attempt for most

complaint received no

After going through the
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[h ] students, making the remarks on the ﬁ/’j
result of this  { compla.int. :
| examination extremely | Committee’s finding
crucial for their A

graduation, No question is out of
6. In light of the above, | syllabys and time

we kindly request you | allotted for the paper is
to consider these sufficient.

issues and evalu*te the
answer sheets with a
lenient and
sympathetic approach
so that students are not
unfairly
disadvantaged.

Committee Recommendations:

1. It is recommended that the Question Paper Moderation process should be rectified, and these
types of complaints should g

be resolved at the time of paper moderation itself.

2. The C_Ollr.se Coordinators/ subject teachet/ subject expert from the department must visit the

examination hall.(s) where examination of their course(s) is being carried out, within first 30

minutes of examination. To rectify these kinds of queries relating insufficient data and out of
syllabus questions etc.

The same is notified to the concerned.

| j>
1Principal .
Government College of Engineering
Amravati



