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Department of Centre for Research and Development in

Association with [1IC

Event Name: Faculty Development Program on
“Patent Law in Practice:Examination,Objection

and Grant ”’

Event Report:

Reasearch and Development cell in association with IIC organises Faculty development
programme for all the undergraduate faculties.The total faculties participated is 35.The
resource person was Dr.Agalya V ,Head IPR cellLlNew Horizon College of
Engineering,Bangalore. The Objectives of “Patent Law in
Practice:Examination ,Objections and Grant” for faculties are to equip them with in-depth
knowledge of the patent examination process.Understand patent office procedures and
handling objections,enable them to guide students on patent filing and grant,and enhance
research and innovation capabilities. Upon completion,faculties can explain the patent
examination and grant process.Help students navigate patent office objections,guide
students in drafting effective patent applications,and enhance collabration on IP and

patent-related research,ultimately fostering a culture of innovation and IP awareness.
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Research and Development Cell

Organizes

Feedback Form
Date: 20.02.2026

Name of the Faculty: _\/A SANTIAL-OMAL SEIVARAT
Designation: ASSL . %—Feggor ,

1. How would you rate the overall quality of the Patent Filing Process and Strategies workshop?

A) Excellent (B))Good C) Fair D) Poor
2. How relevant was the workshop content to your current work or research?

Very relevant B) Somewhat relevant  C) Not very relevant D) Not at all relevant

3. How effective was the workshop in enhancing your understanding of patent filing?

@Excellent B) Good C) Fair D) Poor

4. How engaging was the workshop presentation?

@ Very; engaging B) Somewhat engaging C) Not very engaging D) Not at all engaging
5. How useful were the examples and case studies discussed?

A) Very useful Somewhat useful  C) Not very useful D) Not at all useful

6. How likely are you to apply the patent strategies learned in your work/research?

@ Very likely B) Somewhat likely C) Not very likely D) Not at all likely

7. How would you rate the workshop materials and resources provided?

A) ExcellentGood C) Fair D) Poor

8. How effective was the workshop in addressing your questions and concerns?

xcellent B) Good C)Fair D) Poor

9. How likely are you to recommend this workshop to a colleague or peer?

Very likely B)Somewhat likely ~C) Not very likely D) Not at all likely

Signature with date:
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Research and Development Cell

Organizes

Feedback Form

Date: 20.02.2026

Name of the Faculty: Voo ioda LodksOmn £~
Designation: Auctont Vosl orsot=
0 v

1. How would you rate the overall quality of the Patent Filing Process and Strategies workshop?

ﬁellent B) Good C) Fair D) Poor

2. How relevant was the workshop content to your current work or research?

. %ry relevant B) Somewhat relevant  C) Not very relevant D) Not at all relevant
3. How effective was the workshop in enhancing your understanding of patent filing?
A xcellent B) Good C) Fair D) Poor
4. How engaging was the workshop presentation?
Iy’(ery engaging B) Somewhat engaging  C) Not very engaging D) Not at all engaging
5. How useful were the examples and case studies discussed?

AyVery useful B) Somewhat useful  C) Not very useful D) Not at all us.eful

6. How likely are you to apply the patent strategies learned in your work/research?
%ry likely B) Somewhat likely C) Not very likely D) Not at all likely

7. How would you réte the workshop materials and resources provided?
Mé(cellent B) Good C) Fair D) Poor

8. How effective was the workshop in addressing your questions and concerns?

yéxcellent B) Good C)Fair D)Poor

9. How likely are you to recommend this workshop to a colleague or peer?

A/ery likely B)Somewhat likely C) Not very likely D) Not at all likely

Signature with date: W 0 [0 ?/f
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Feedback Form
Date: 20.02.2026

Name of the Faculty: t\g/N Dy AKILESH

Designation: &K ASSISTANT  PRoPESS0A

1. How would you rate the overall quality of the Patent Filing Process and Strategies workshop?

\A)Excellent  B) Good C) Fair D) Poor

2. How relevant was the workshop content to your current work or research?

\-,A)/Very relevant B) Somewhat relevant  C) Not very relevant D) Not at all relevant

-

3. How effective was the workshop in enhancing your understanding of patent filing?

\A)écellent B) Good C) Fair D) Poor

4. How engaging was the workshop presentation?
W engaging B) Somewhat engaging  C) Not very engaging D) Not at all engaging
5. How useful were the examples and case studies discussed?

@)’éy useful B) Somewhat useful C) Not very useful D) Not at all useful

6. How likely are you to apply the patent strategies learned in your work/research?

\/y’@y likely B) Somewhat likely C) Not very likely D) Not at all likely

7. How would you rate the workshop materials and resources provided?

ﬁ@@llent B) Good C) Fair D) Poor

8. How effective was the workshop in addressing your questions and concerns?

\,ME/xceHent B) Good C)Fair D)Poor

9. How likely are you to recommend this workshop to a colleague or peer?

A) Vety likely  B) Somewhat likely  C) Not very likely D) Not at all likely

Signature with date: \b@Z. b
//L\obl
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NEW HORIZON COLLEGE - KASTURINAGAR
SL.No. " Name \Sign.
1 Ms.Sangeetha J e
2| Dr.Shivanand M Hanchinal ( =N —"
3 Mr.Byataraju T K ot 7~
4 Dr.Mamatha S —
5 Ms.Aruna R Shet
6 Ms.Nagalakshmi G S ay~
7 Ms.Prathibha Vikram
8 Ms.Divya Baliga B _ @/
9 Ms.Helaria Maria X A\w\pﬁ“},ﬂ;’
10 Ms.Uma P &/ :
11 Dr.R Prema ' /&
12 Mr.Vasanthakumar S Mﬁﬁ/
13 Ms. Shalini R re=
14 Ms. Vybhavi Um“) P
15 Ms.Sindu Akilesh r
16 Ms.Nandini T ) @;
17 Ms.Sudha Rani BN %
18 Mrs. Jeyarani R O e —
19 Ms Soumya Singh J 23
20 Mr Sumanth S (w i
21 Ms Priya P
22 Mr.Kiran B Kamaji
23 Ms. Prasanna Prakash ' M,\“‘\vu
24 Manisha M Nt
25 Mr.Sourav Kundu ~ Z Ao >
26 Dr Suresh E S b
27 Mrs.Supriya A
28 Nirmala T I
29 Leelavati Gangavati €a
30 Rekha M
31 Sushree Sangeeta Mukhi K&
32 M B Dhanapriya 7,/
33 Venessa Priya M [,\H/ .
34| Venkata Lakshmi Krishnasamy | ¥ "
35 Deepa George
36 Prabhavathy C
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