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1.4.1 Institution obtains feedback on the syllabus and its
transaction at the institution from the following stakeholders
1)Students 2)Teachers 3)Employers 4)Alumni
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Academic Year 2016-2017

Feedback from Students : Questionnaire No. 1



Academic Year 2016-2017

Feedback from Students : Questionnaire No. 2
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Feedback from Students : Questionnaire No. 3 page 1
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Academic Year 2016-2017

Feedback from Parents



ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS
QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 01

Academic Year : 2016-2017 Class : T.Y.B.Sc.

% %
1 a0 20 07.5 01 2.3 00 00 00 00
) a0 30 75 10 23 00 0o oo 0o
3 a0 39 a7.5 o1 2.5 00 oo 00 oo
s a0 39 97.5 o1 2.5 00 (i) 00 g
. a0 716 65 14 35 00 oo 00 o0
e a0 32 80 o8 20 00 0o oo 0o
; a0 3g 87.5 05 12.5 00 oo 00 oo
s 40 37 92.5 03 7.5 00 oo oo 0o

100.00 -

90.00 -

80.00 ~

70.00 -

60.00 - mA

EB

50.00 -

mCc
40.00 -

mD

30.00 ~

20.00 -

10.00 A

0.00

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bharati S. Bhosale Class: T.Y. B.Sc.
T Total Answer option
No |[Respomses T
Mum ber % Mumber 4 Mum ber %% Mum ber %4
1 40 38 o5 2 > (101} (101} 00 00
2 40 35 87.5 5 125 (11} (11} (11} (11
3 40 35 87.5 5 12.5 (1]1] (1]1] (1]1] (1]
a 40 38 g5 2 5 (1]1] (1]1] (1]1] (1]
5 40 38 g5 2 5 [101] [101] [101] (1]
6 40 38 g5 2 5 (11 (11 (11 (11
7 40 38 g5 2 5 (11 (11 (11 (11
8 40 36 87.5 4 10 (171} (171} (171} (1]
9 40 36 87.5 4 10 (171} (171} (171} (1]
10 40 40 100 o o (101} (101} (101} (1]

100 ~

90 ~

80 -

70 -

60 - mA

EB

50 A

40 A
mD

30 ~

20 A

10 -

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Mr. Ghadge Amit B.

Class: T.. B.Sc. ‘

Que.
MNo.

Mouwm ber Ta M ber EC Mo ber Sa Mum ber Ta

N a0 32 20 B8 20 00 00 oo (1 1]

5 a0 33 825 T 17.5 oo (11 oo (1 1]

3 40 30 75 10 25 oo (101 oo (1 1]
a a0 32 20 z2 20 00 00 oo (1 1]
c a0 33 825 T 17.5 oo (11 oo (1 1]
: a0 31 F75 o 22.5 00 00 oo (1 1]

S a0 32 a0 B8 20 00 00 o0 (1 1]
3 a0 30 75 10 25 oo (101 oo (1 1]

o a0 35 87.5 5 12.5 00 00 oo (1 1]
10 a0 EY a5 [ i5 00 00 o0 [11]

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

10

mA

EB

mD

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Surve Rahul N. Class: T.. B.Sc.

Total Answer option
= oo I

MNumber ] Mum ber ] Mum ber ] Mum ber ]

1 40 30 75 10 23 oo 00 00 00
2 40 27 67.5 13 32.5 00 00 0o 00
3 40 35 87.5 05 12.5 00 00 0o 00
4 40 35 87.5 05 12.5 0o 00 0o 00
5 40 34 a5 05 12.5 01 2.5 0o 00
6 40 33 82.5 oe 15 01 2.5 0o 00
7 40 33 82.5 o7 175 00 00 0o 00
8 40 28 70 12 30 00 00 0o 00
a 40 32 20 o8 20 00 00 0o 00
10 40 39 97.5 o1 2.3 00 00 0o 00

10

100 -
90 -
80 -
70 -
60 - mA
5o - =B
40 - ¢
30 - mD
20 -
10 -
0 L e L L e L Oy L0 b L e DO O O O

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Manohar J.B. Class: T.Y. B.Sc.
25
Total Answer option
2| e S N TR
Number | 9 | Mumber | 9& | Mumber| 96 | Mumber | ¢ |
1 40 31 77.5 2 22.5 00 00 00 oo
2 a0 73 575 i7 42.5 (070 ] [170] [171] [00]
3 a0 31 775 o9 22.5 o0 (0] [71] [0i]
4 a0 22 55 18 g5 o0 [0 [71] [0i]
5 a0 22 55 18 g5 o0 [170] oo D
6 a0 27 67.5 13 32.5 00 [1]1] [171] [000]
7 a0 27 67.5 13 32.5 00 [1]1] [171] [000]
8 a0 75 62.5 15 3F.5 [07u] [170] [171] [0
q a0 26 &5 14 25 (070 ] [170] [171] [00]
10 a0 7 67.5 13 F32.5 o0 (0] [71] [0i]

100 -
90 -

80 -

70 -

60 - A
50 - =B
40 - C
30 - =D
20 -

10 -

0 -

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher : Ms. Nimbhorkar R.R.

Class: T.. B.Sc. ‘

+

Total Answer option
Que.
MNo.

MNum ber O MNum ber oL MNum ber O MNum ber o8

1 a0 32 80 8 20 00 00 00 00
2 40 23 57.5 17 42.2 00 [i%i] 00 00
3 20 32 820.1 08 20 oo oo 00 00
a 10 23 g2.5 o7 17.5 00 oo oo oo
c 40 28 70 12 30 00 [i%i] 00 00
6 20 20 75 10 25 oo oo 00 00
7 10 21 77.5 09 22.5 00 oo oo oo
8 40 20 725 11 27.5 00 [i%i] 00 00
9 20 32 20 08 20 oo oo 00 00
10 20 32 20 a8 20 () 00 o0 Lun]

100 -
90 -
80 A
70 -~
60 -
50 A
40 A
30
20 -~
10 A

mA

mB

mD

9 10

Very Good Good Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Chhaya D. Bhise Class: T.Y. B.Sc. ‘
Total | Answer option |
Que.
Responses
Mo. P
Moum ber oL Mumber -4 MNum ber oL Mumber oL
1 40 37 92.5 03 7.5 00 00 00 00
2 40 ET 87.5 04 10 01 2.5 0o 0o
3 40 31 77.5 03 22.5 00 00 0o 0o
a 40 ET 87.5 04 10 01 2.5 0o 0o
5 40 34 85 05 12.5 01 2.5 0o 0o
6 40 38 95 02 o 00 00 0o 0o
7 40 ET 87.5 04 10 01 2.5 0o 0o
8 40 36 a0 04 10 00 00 0o 0o
9 40 a8 95 01 2.3 01 2.5 0o 0o
10 40 35 87.5 04 10 01 2.5 0o 0o

100 ~

90 -~

80 -

70 -

mA

60 -

B

50 ~

40 A

30 ~

mD

20 A

10 A

Very Good Good Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Chhaya D. Bhise Class: S.Y. B.Sc. ‘
++
Total Answer option
Que.
Mo.
Mumber o8 Moum ber o5 Number o8 Mumber o5
1 49 25 51.02 24 AB.97F 00 00 00 00
2 49 20 40.81 29 59.18 00 00 00 00
E 49 22 44,89 27 55.1 00 00 00 00
4 49 25 51.02 24 A48.97 00 00 00 00
5 49 20 40.81 29 59.18 00 00 oo oo
[+ 49 22 44.89 27 55.1 00 00 oo oo
F 49 20 40.81 29 59.18 00 00 oo oo
a8 49 19 I8.FF 20 61.22 00 00 oo oo
Q 49 20 48.81 29 5918 00 00 oo oo
10 49 22 44 .89 27 55.1 00 00 oo oo

100
90 A
80 A

70 -

A
60 -
50 mB
40 C
30 mD
20
10

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10

Very Good Good Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher : Ms. Nimbhorkar R.R.

Class: S.Y. B.Sc. ‘

F

Que.
MNo.

Mumber o Mumber b Mumber o8 Mumber 24
1 49 26 L53.06 23 A46.93 00 00 00 00
2 49 20 40.81 29 59.18 0o 0o 0o 0o
E 49 28 L7.14 21 42.85 0o 0o 0o 0o
4 49 25 L51.02 24 48 .97 0o 0o 00 00
5 49 30 61.22 19 IB.FT 0o 0o 0o 00
[+ 49 26 L53.06 23 46.93 00 0o 0o 00
r 49 25 51.02 24 48.97 0o 0o 0o 00
00

a8 49 19 3877 20 61.22 00 00 00
00

Q 49 24 48.97 25 L51.02 00 00 00
00

10 49 24 g8 .97 24 48 .97 00 00 00

100 ~
90 ~
80 -
70 -
60 -
50 -
40 A
30
20 A
10 A

HA

mB

mD

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Surve Rahul N.

Class: S.Y. B.Sc. ‘

Que.
Mo.

MNoum ber o8 Mo ber o MNounn ber o8 Mumber o

1 49 32 685.3 17 34.69 o0 o0 o0 o0
2 49 28 L5714 21 42 85 (0] o0 o0 o0
3 49 31 83.26 18 Fo. 73 0o 0o 0o 0o
4 49 31 63.26 18 26.73 0o 00 00 00
5 49 31 83.26 18 Fo. 73 0o 0o 0o 0o
[+ 49 31 63.26 18 26.73 0o 00 00 00
r 49 28 LF.1q 21 g2 85 0o 0o 0o 0o
a8 49 30 61.22 19 FE.FF 0o 00 00 00
9 49 30 01,22 19 2B.FF 0o 0o 0o 0o
10 49 32 685.3 17 24,69 0o 00 00 00

100 -

90 ~

80 -

70 -~

60 -

mA

mB

50 -

40 A

mD

30 -~

20 A

10 A

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

10

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Mr. Ghadge Amit B.

Class: S.Y. B.Sc. ‘

Total Answer option
Que.
MNo.
Mumker o5 Mumber o5 Mumber o5 Mumber o5
1 49 40 | 81.63 9 18.36 00 00 00 00
2 49 a8 77.55 11 22 ha 0o 0o 00 0o
3 49 36 73.46 13 26.53 0o 0o 00 0o
4 a9 37 75.51 12 24.48 0o oo 0o 0o
5 49 32 65.3 17 34.69 0o oo 0o 0o
6 49 35 71.42 14 28.57 0o oo 0o 0o
7 49 39 79.59 10 20.4 0o 0o 00 0o
00
8 a9 35 71.42 14 28.57 00 00 00
00
9 49 37 75.51 12 24.48 00 00 00
00
10 a9 36 73.46 13 26.53 00 00 00
E—
100
90
80
70
=A
60
50 =B
40 c
30 mD
20
10
0
1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Manohar J.B.

Class: S.Y. B.Sc. ‘

Que.
Mo.

Mumber o8 Number os Number os Number o9

1 49 24 A8.97 25 51.02 00 oo 00 00

2 49 27 551 22 4489 00 00 00 00
3 49 22 A4 .89 27 551 00 0o 00 00

. | 49 23 46.93 26 L3.06 00 0o 0o 0o

00

& 49 26 53.06 23 46.93 00 00 00
(] 49 20 g0.81 29 LO.18 00 00 00 oo
r 49 22 44 .89 27 55.1 00 00 00 00
a8 49 24 48.97 25 51.02 00 00 00 00
9 49 24 4897 25 £1.02 00 oo 00 00
10 49 26 L3.06 23 46.93 00 00 00 00

100 ~

90 -~

80 A

70 -

60 -
50 -
40 A
30
20 A
10 +

TS

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bharati S. Bhosale

Class: F.Y. B.Sc. ‘

Que.
MNo.

Mum ber o8 MNum ber oq Mum ber o8 Mumber oq
1 Fa a3 58.1 31 41.89 00 00 00 00
2 74 35 47.29 39 52.7 o0 00 o0 00
3 Fa a0 54,05 34 45,040 0o 00 00 00
4 74 35 47.29 39 52.7 0o oo oo oo
5 74 34 45,94 40 54,05 oo 0o oo oo
(5 Fa 32 43.24 a2 Lo, .75 0o oo oo oo
i Fa 29 L2.7F 35 4F.29 0o 0o oo oo
8 74 38 L1.325 36 48.649 oo 0o oo oo
9 74 a2 L56.75 32 4324 oo 0o oo oo
10 Fa 31 41.89 a3 L8.1 0o oo oo oo

100 ~

90 -

80 -

70 -

mA

60 -

EB

50 -~

40 A

30

mD

20 A

10 +

10

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher : Ms. Nimbhorkar R.R.

Class: F.Y. B.Sc. ‘

Total Answer option
Que.
MNo.
MNumber o5 Number oL Mumber os Mum ber 24
1 Fa .4 549, 45 30 40.54 o0 00 Luu] 00
2 Fa 35 AF. 29 39 2.7 0o 00 oo 0o
E Fa 39 L27 k1Y 47.29 0o 00 oo 0o
4 Fa 36 48. 64 38 51.325 0o 00 oo 0o
5 Fa 38 51.35 36 48.64 oo oo 0o 0o
[+ 74 32 43.24 a2 Le.75h oo oo oo 0o
ri Fa E 45, 94 40 L5405 0o 00 oo 0o
8 Fa 35 47,29 39 L2 7 oo oo 0o 0o
9 Fa 38 51.35 36 8. 64 0o 00 0o 00
10 Fa 43 L58.1 31 41.89 0o 00 oo 0o

50
40
30
20
10

100 ~
90 A
80 A
70 A
60 -

JTHHTTOES

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Surve Rahul N.

Class: F.Y. B.Sc.

4
Total Answer option
Que.
Mo.

Mumber o5 Mumber o8 Mumber o8 MNumber o8

1 Fa 60 81.08 14 18.91 00 00 00 00

2 Fa 45 o081 29 29.18 00 00 0o 00

E Fa S0 67.56 24 32.42 00 00 0o 00

4 Fa 52 FfO.27 22 29.72 Oq 00 0o 00

5 Fa 53 Fl1.62 21 28.237 00 00 0o 00

[+ Fa 51 68.91 23 21.08 00 00 0o 00

F Fa 49 06,21 25 I3.78 00 00 0o 00

8 Fa 51 68.91 23 31.08 00 00 0o 00

9 Fa 52 FfO.27 22 29 .72 00 00 0o 00
10 Fa 55 Fq.32 19 25.67 00 00 0o 00

100 ~
90 A

70 ~
60
50
40
30
20
10

NS

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Manohar J.B. Class: F.Y. B.Sc.
FE ]
Total Answer option
Que.
MNo.

Mumber s Mumber on MNum ber os Mumber b
1 Fa L% F2.97 20 27.02 00 [} o0 00
2 74 a3 58.1 31 41.89 oo 0o 0o oa
E Fa 46 62.16 28 IF.83 0o 0o oo 0o
4 74 50 67.56 24 32.43 oo 0o 0o oa
o Fa 36 48. 64 38 51.35% 0o oo oo oo
[+ 7 35 q2.29 39 527 0o 00 00 0o
ri Fa A0 5405 34 45, 94 0o oo oo oo
3 74 49 66.21 25 33.78 oo 0o 0o oa
9 Fa A0 L4058 34 45,94 0o 0o oo 0o
10 74 a6 62.16 28 3783 oo 0o 0o oa

100 -

90 -

80 -

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory



Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Mr. Ghadge Amit B.

Class: F.Y. B.Sc. ‘

Total Answer option
Que.
MNo.

Mum ber oL Mumber o Mumber oL Mumber oL

1 i 68 01.89 [ 8.1 00 00 00 00

2 i 50 F9.72 15 20,27 0o 0o 0o 0o
3 i 5B F8.37 16 21.62 oo 0o 0o 0o
a i 61 82.43 12 17.56 oo 0o 0o 0o
5 i 50 6756 24 32.43 0o 0o 0o 00
L] 74 L8 78.37 16 21.62 0o 0o 0o 00
ri 74 50 &67.56 24 32.43 0o 0o 0o 0o
8 i 50 F9.72 15 20,27 0o 0o 0o 0o
] i &0 81.08 14 18.91 0o 0o 0o 0o

00
10 i 63 85.13 11 14.86 0 (1] (1]

100 -

90 -

80 A

70 -

mA

60 -

EB

50 -~

40 A

30 A

mD

20 -~

10 A

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory



Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bharati S. Bhosale Class: T.Y. B.Sc..J
Total Answer option

Qe | mesponses [

' [Number| % [[Number| 9% [nNumber| 9% [ nNumber| 36 |
1 40 28 o 12 30 00 00 00 00
2 40 28 o 12 30 00 oo 00 00
3 40 31 .5 g 22.5 00 00 00 00
4 40 30 L 10 25 00 00 00 00
5 40 29 F2.5 11 27.5 00 00 00 00
& 40 24 &0 16 A0 00 00 00 oo
Fi 40 29 f2.5 11 2.5 00 00 00 00
8 40 28 o 12 30 00 00 00 00
9 40 30 i 10 25 00 00 00 00
10 40 29 f2.5 11 255 00 00 00 00
11 40 30 L 10 25 00 00 00 00
12 40 31 .5 Q 22.5 00 00 00 00
13 40 30 L 10 25 00 00 00 00
14 40 31 .5 Q 22.5 00 00 00 00
15 40 30 s 10 25 00 00 00 00
16 40 29 f2.5 11 255 00 00 00 00
17 40 30 i 10 25 00 00 00 00

|

ee——————————————————————————————————————————

100 ~
90 -
80 -
70 -
60 -
50 -
40 A
30 ~
20 A
10 A

HA

B

ED

14 15 16 17

Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher : Dr. Surve Rahul N. Class: T.Y. B.Sc. ‘
Que
MNo.
1 40 32 80 7 8.5 - 2.5 00 00
2 40 26 65 7 8.5 7 8.5 a0 00
3 40 28 70 12 20 o 0 00 00
4 40 27 67.5 13 32.5 0 0 00 00
5 40 24 60 16 10 0 ] 00 00
6 40 30 75 10 25 0 0 00 00
7 40 27 67.5 13 322.5 0 0 00 00
g8 40 27 67.5 13 32.5 0 0 00 00
g 40 28 70 10 25 2 5 00 00
10 40 23 57.5 17 42.5 0 0 00 00
11 40 30 75 10 25 0 0 00 00
12 40 29 72.5 10 25 1 2.5 00 00
13 40 31 77.5 9 22.5 0 0 0o 00
14 40 31 77.5 9 22.5 0 0 0o 00
15 40 30 75 10 25 0 0 00 00
16 40 31 77.5 9 22.5 0 0 00 00
17 40 29 72.5| 11 27.5 0 5 00 00

100 -

mA

EB

mD

Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher :Dr. Manohar J.B. Class: T.. B.Sc.

Total | Answer option |
lue. Responses
MNo.

Mo ber s Mumbrer s Mumbrer o8 Mo brer o5
1 A0 0 75 10 25 oo [0 0] o0 o0
2 40 24 e 16 g0 oo oo o0 o0
E] A0 23 57.5 17 q2.5 (0] [00] o0 o0
a A0 0 75 10 25 oo [0 0] o0 o0
LY A0 21 L2.5 19 a4F.5 Lau] L] o0 o0
[+ A0 25 87.5 LY 125 oo oo oo oo
r A0 27 er.5 13 32.5 oo oo oo oo
8 A0 25 87.5 LY 125 oo oo oo oo
9 40 34 85 B 15 oo oo oo oo
10 A0 E=u ! 85 [+ i oo oo oo oo
11 40 30 75 10 25 oo oo oo oo
12 A0 E2 85 [+ 15 oo oo oo oo
13 40 33 82.5 r 17.5 oo oo oo oo
14 A0 32 80 a 20 oo oo oo oo
15 40 34 85 L+ 15 oo oo oo oo
16 A0 35 87.5 5 12.5 oo o 2 oo
17 40 33 82.5 r 17.5 oo 20 a4 o0

mA

EB

C

mD

Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2016

2017

Class: T.. B.Sc.

Answer op

[0 0]

1y

125

1y

2.5

Leg Er‘n:l—‘

oo

FF.5

20

2F.5

F5

z5

5

FE2.5

275

Z25

ZZ2.5

225

Z5

1y

11

1y

11

1y

10

1y

i1

10

10

(=]

F2.5

x5

F2.5

[

Fr.5

FrE

25

24

29

29

27

31

31

1

11

14

1

1w

100 ~

‘ Name of Teacher :Dr. Chhaya D. Bhise

Unsatisfactory

Satisfactory

Good

Very Good




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 3

Academic Year : 2016-2017

‘ Name of Teacher : Mr. Ghadge Amit B. Class: T.Y. B.Sc. ‘
-
Total | Answer option |
Munuber o P ber o Mumber 05 rMunmiber oy
1 Lan ] 32 J0 8 2 L Lo n] L L
2 A 25 525 9 22.5 L] 15 L L
3 40 30 75 10 25 (i 7] (70} [i71] 7]
4 40 29 725 11 27.5 oo 00 oo oo
5 40 23 57.5 10 25 7 17.5 oo oo
L] Lan ] 30 75 10 25 L Lo n] L oo
K Lan ] 26 65 10 25 4 10 L L
8 A 29 2.5 11 27.5 L Lo n] L L
9 Lan ] 30 75 8 20 2 5 L L
10 40 26 65 10 25 4 10 oo oo
11 40 31 FF.5 9 22.5 o o oo oo
12 40 30 75 9 22.5 1 2.5 oo [i7]
13 Lan ] 32 J0 8 20 L] ] L L
14 Lan ] 32 J0 8 20 L] ] L L
15 A 31 Fr.5 9 22.5 L] o L L
16 40 32 20 8 20 o o oo oo
17 40 32 B0 8 20 o o oo oo
[ |
—
100 -
90 A
80 -
HA
mB
c
D

Very Good

Good Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2016-2017

Name of Teacher : Ms. Nimbhorkar R.R. Class: T.. B.Sc. ‘

Total | Answer option |
CQue. C - 1
MNo. Mumber -] Mumber e Munber -] Mumber -]

1 40 28 70 10 25 2 5 00 00

a0 o0 o0
2 26 55 10 25 4 10

A0 2 5 [171] 1]
3 28 FO 10 25

A0 [0} o (1] ]
4 27 675 13 32.5

a0 2 5 (1] 1)
5 28 FO 10 25

a0 10 25 1 2.5 o0 oo
6 29 F2.5

a0 3 7.5 oo oo
7 27 67.5 10 25

A0 2 5 [171] 1]
B 28 FO 10 25

A0 2 5 (1] ]
o9 28 7O 10 25

A0 5 12.5 (1] 1]
10 25 62.5 10 Z25

A0 1 2.5 [11] O
11 i ] F2.5 10 25

40 [0 0] 1)
12 28 7O 10 25 2 5

a0 2 5 (1 1] 1)
13 28 7O 10 25

a0 2 5 oo oo
14 28 7O 10 25

A0 2 5 [171] 1]
15 28 FO 10 25

A0 3 7.5 [11] O
16 27 6F.5 10 Z25

A0 (0] 7.5 [11] 1)

100 ~

Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK FROM PARENTS

Academic Year : 2016-2017

Que | Total Answer Option |
No. | Responses A B C o

Number % Number % Number Number %
1 12 10 83.33 2 16.66 L] 1] L] L]
2 12 10 83.33 2 16.66 1] 1] 1] 0
3 12 9 75.00 3 25.00 0 0 0 0
4 12 8 66.66 4 33.33 1] 1] 1] 0
3 12 8 66.66 4 33.33 1] 1] 1] 0
6 12 8 66.66 4 33.33 0 0 0 0
7 12 8 66.66 4 33.33 1] 1] 1] 0
B 12 10 83.33 2 16.66 1] 1] 1] 0
2 12 9 75.00 3 25.00 0 0 0 0
10 12 66.66 4 33.33 1] 1] 1] 0
11 12 10 83.33 2 16.66 0 0 0 0

100

90

80

70

60

50

40

30

20

10

HA

EB

ED

il

10 11

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Feedback from Students : Questionnaire No. 2
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Feedback from Teachers



ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS
QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 01

Academic Year : 2017-2018 Class : T.Y.B.Sc.

100 ~
90 A
80 A
70 A

mA
60 -

u
50 - ®
40 - wc
30 - mD

20 A
10 A

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS
QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 01

Academic Year : 2017-2018 Class : S.Y.B.Sc.

1 62 44 F0.96 18 28.03 00 00 00 00

2 62 30 48 328 32 >1.61 0o o 00 og

3 62 37 La.67 25 40.32 00 00 00 00

a 62 37 La.67 25 40.32 o0 i 0o 00

g 62 32 Li1.61 26 41.93 02 6.46 02 6.46

6 62 32 L£1.61 25 40.32 05 8.06 00 00

- 62 38 61.29 18 28.03 05 a.675 00 00

8 62 39 6.2.90 15 24.19 08 12.90 o0 og
100 -
90 -
80 -
70 -

[ |

60 - A

50 - =B

40 - c

30 - =D
20 -+
10 -

O T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory




ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS
QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 01

Academic Year : 2017-2018 Class : F.Y.B.Sc.

1 60 37 | e166 | 2% | 3533 00 00 00 00
2 60 32 | 5333 28 | 9565 | oo 00 00 00
3 60 a0 | eses | 20 | 3333 00 00 00 00
4 60 31 s166 | 22 | 4533 00 00 00 00
5 50 28 | ases | 32 | 2333 | oo 00 00 00
6 60 39 65 21 | 35.00 00 00 00 00
7 60 33 55 27 | 45.00 00 00 00 00
8 60 a0 |eses| 2° | 33| oo 00 00 00
100 -
90 -
80 A
70
60 - mA
50 - mB
mC
40 -
mD
30 -
20 -
10 -+
0 T T T T T T T |/
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bharati S. Bhosale Class: T.. B.Sc.
Total Answer option

oue. |

No. || Reseonses [T
Number 2% Mumber % Mumber 2 Number %
1 46 43 93.47 03 6.52 oo oo 00 oo
2 46 42 91.30 o2 4,34 o2 4,34 [a]i] oo
3 46 a2 91.30 o3 bB.52 o1 2.1F Qo o0
a 46 42 91.30 o2 4,34 o2 4.34 [afi] oo
5 46 a2 91.30 o2 4,34 o2 4,34 Qo o0
6 46 a1 20.13 o2 4,34 o3 B6.52 o0 oo
7 a6 40 26.95 (0] 13.04 oo g [a]i] oo
8 46 a1 29.13 o2 4,34 o3 bB.52 Qo o0
9 A6 42 91.30 o4 8.69 oo g [a]i] oo
10 46 a3 93.47 o3 b.52 oo oo Qo o0

100 -~

90 -

80 -

70 A
EA

60 -
mB

50 -

40 A
mD

30 -~

20 -~

10 A

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Mr. Ghadge Amit B. Class: T.Y. B.Sc.

Total Answer option

100 ~
90 -~

70
60
50
40
30
20
10

LLULALLLL

8 9 10

Very Good Good Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Surve Rahul N.

Class: T.. B.Sc.

Total Answer option
No. | Responses|[ T T
Number % Mumber %o Number %o Mumber o
1 46 34 73.91 08 19.56 02 4.34 01 217
2 48 27 58.69 12 26.08 04 8.69 03 6.2
3 46 36 78.26 o8 17.39 02 .34 oo 00
1 46 24 73.91 o8 17.39 03 0.22 o1 217
5 46 31 67.39 10 21.73 05 10.86 00 o0
6 46 32 69.56 11 23.91 02 4.34 01 217
7 48 34 73.91 08 13.56 03 6.52 oo 00
B 48 29 63.04 13 28.26 02 4.34 02 4.34
9 46 35 76.08 o7 17.39 03 6.52 01 217
10 46 36 78.26 06 13.04 04 8.69 oo 00

100 -

90 -

80 -

70 ~

60 -

50 -~

40 A

30

20 A

10 A

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

10

mA

mB

mD

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B. Class: T.Y. B.Sc.
Total Answer option

Que. e e e

No. |Responses - ]
Number % Mumber % Number % Number %6
1 46 37 20.43 08 17.39 01 217 oo 0o
2 46 28 60.86 15 32.60 03 6.52 oo 0o
3 46 38 22.60 o8 17.39 oo 0o oo oo
a 46 30 65.21 12 26.02 04 8.69 o0 o0
5 46 a5 F6.0 11 23.91 oo oo oo oo
& a6 - 22.60 o8 17.39 oo oo oo oo
- a6 - 22.60 o8 17.39 oo oo oo oo
8 a6 35 76.0 11 22.91 oo oo oo oo
9 46 37 20.43 09 19.56 oo 0o oo oo
10 46 38 82.60 o8 17.39 oo 0o oo oo

100 -
90
80 A
70 -
60 - HA
50 - mB
40 - ¢
30 - mD
20 -
10 -

0

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. Class: T.Y. B.Sc.
Total Answer option
Que.
no. Respomses [ F - ]
Number %% Mumber %% Number %% Number %%
217 4.34
1 46 40 26.95 03 6.51 01 o2
4.34 4.34
2 46 36 FB.26 06 13.02 o2 o2
4.34 4.34
3 46 36 7fB8.26 06 13.02 o2 o2
82.60 4.34 4.34
4 46 38 04 8.68 0z 02
4.34 4.34
5 46 36 FB.26 06 13.02 o2 o2
82.60 4.34 4.34
6 46 38 04 2.68 02 a2
217 4.34
7 46 37 B0.83 06 13.02 o1 o2
217 4.34
8 46 37 20.83 06 13.02 01 o2
2.17 4.34
a 46 37 20.83 06 13.02 o1 o2
82.60 217 217
10 46 38 (1] 5] 13.02 o1 01
100
90
80
70
EA
60
50 HB
40 ¢
30 mD
20
10
0
1 2 3 4 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Surve Rahul N. Class: S.Y. B.Sc.
Total | Answer option
No. | Responses I
Number %% Number %% Mumber %% Number %%
1 62 44 70.96 08 12.90 og 14.49 01 1.61
2 62 39 62.90 11 17.74 10 16.12 0z 3.22
3 62 48 FF.41 04 6.45 10 16.12 oo Qo
4 62 43 £9.35 06 9.67 13 20.96 oo Qo
5 62 a4 F0.96 a7 11.29 10 16.12 01 1.61
6 62 a4 70.96 a7 11.29 10 16.12 01 1.61
7 62 a4 70.96 a7 11.29 10 16.12 01 1.61
8 62 a7 75.80 10 16.62 04 6.44 01 1.61
a 62 36 58.06 039 14.51 16 25.76 01 1.61
10 62 38 61.29 04 6.45 20 32.25 0o Qo

100 ~

90 -

80 A

70 ~

60 - HA

B

50 -

40 A

30 - mD

20
10 A

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bharati S. Bhosale Class: S.Y. B.Sc.
Total Answer option
Que.
No, |Respomses e
Mumber o5 NMumber o5 NMumber o5 Mumber o8
1 62 a7 75.80 15 24.19 00 oo oo (U ]4]
2 B2 a3 69.35 15 24.19 o4 6.45% oo oo
3 B2 437 67.74 20 32.25 oo oo oo (U 4]
a4 B2 40 64.51 22 35.47 oo oo oo (U ]4]
5 B2 35 56.45 27 43.54 oo [u]] oo oo
6 B2 39 62.90 22 35.47 01 1.61 oo o
7 B2 a7 67.74 20 32.25% oo oo oo o
8 B2 a5 72.58 14 22.58 03 4.83 oo oo
g B2 a4 70.96 18 29.03 oo oo oo o
10 B2 44 70.96 18 29.03 oo oo oo (U 4]
R
100 -
90 -
80 -
70 -
mA
60 -
50 - mB
40 c
30 - =D
20 -
10 -+
0 T T T T T T T T T 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B. Class: S.Y. B.Sc.
Total Answer option
Que.
No. |Reseonses [ ]
Number o Number %o Number o Mumber o
1 632 a3 69.35 19 30.64 Qo Qo Qo Qo
2 62 a4 70.96 18 29.03 Qo Qo Qo Qo
3 62 40 64.51 18 29.03 Qo 04 6.45 Qo
a B2 38 61.29 24 38.70 oa oa oa oa
5 B2 37 59.67 25 4.32 oo oa oa oa
& 62 38 61.79 24 38.70 Qo Qo Qo Qo
7 62 a4 70.96 18 29.03 Qo Qo Qo Qo
8 62 a4 70.96 18 29.03 Qo Qo Qo Qo
g 62 a4 70.96 18 29.03 Qo Qo Qo Qo
10 62 a6 74.19 16 25.76 Qo Qo Qo Qo
N
100 A
90 A
80 A
70 A
HA
60 -
50 - HmB
40 - ¢
30 - =D
20 A
10 -+
O T T T T T T T T T T
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. Class: S.Y. B.Sc.
Total Answer option
Que. e
ne | Responses [ e
Mumber % Mumber %4 Mumber o8 Mumber %%
1 63 a5 77,58 17 27.41 o0 [l o0 oo
3 62 40 64.51 22 3547 oa o0 oa o0
3 62 37 59.67 18 38.72 a7 11.27 (0l o0
4 62 38 61.29 24 33.88 oo 00 oo oo
5 62 34 54.83 26 41.93 o2 3.22 o0 oo
[+] 62 39 62.90 16 25.80 a7 11.27 (ali] oo
7 62 41 66.12 12 19.35 o9 14.49 (0l o0
B 62 38 61.29 24 33.88 oo oo oo oo
9 62 42 6F. 74 13 20.96 o7 11.27 oo oo
10 62 40 64.51 12 19.35 10 16.12 (ali] oo
I
100 -~
90 -
80 -
70 -
mA
60 -
50 - B
40 - c
30 - uD
20 A
10 A
0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Ms. Nimbhorkar Rajashri R.

Class: S.Y. B.Sc.

Total | Answer option |
Que.
o, ||Reseonses [ I T T
Mumber ] Mumber ] Mumber S0 Mumber ]
1 B2 AE 7741 o3 5.06 o7 11.27 oz 3.22
2z B2 I3 53.27 20 32.25 oz F2z o7 11.27
3 B2 45 72.58 o7 1127 10 16.12 o0 oo
a4 B2 A6 7410 o3 505 10 16.12 oL 1.61
s 62 az 59,35 oo 14 54 10 16.12 o0 o0
6 B2 41 G612 12 1935 oo 14.51 o0 oo
- 62 as — E 12.90 a 14.51 o0 o0
E B2 41 G612 12 1935 oo 14.51 o0 oo
o B2 45 7258 o7 11.29 10 16.12 OO ol
10 B2 45 7258 o3 505 1z 15,35 o0 o0
100
90
80
70
mA
60
50 EB
40 c
20
10 ‘
O T T T T T T T T T 1
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Surve Rahul N. Class: T.. B.Sc.

]
Total | Answer option |
Mo == - = -
Mumber % Mumber k] Mumber * Munmber %
1 46 EX 73.01 o3 68.52 Lr. ] 19,56 [EF] L]
a6
z EX 73.01 o1 217 11 2391 [EF] L]
46
3 i o 56.52 o7 15 21 o3 B.52 1 Z1.75
a6
4 i g7 32 oS 15.56 1z 26, 0B o3 6.52
46
5 25 5 3 (11 1300 13 2B. 26 oz 4,34
a6
& i g7 32 11 23.91 1z 26, 0B o1 217
46
T 22 4752 12 2605 12 26,08 [101] [+24]
46
B i) 52 1F g G659 1E 35.13 [EF] L]
a6 B 17.39 oz a.34
o P | B30 o7 15 21
A6 14 F0.43 o1 e i)
i 1] Z1 A5 65 10 2173
a6 14 21.73 o1 2 )
11 =] 65 .21 o5 13 03
A6 11 23.91 oz 4,343
12 31 67.39 oz 4 Fd
A6 o3 B.52 oz 4,343
13 30 B4 7E o2 43
A6 [EF] 1z 2E_F o1 217
13 33 F1.73 o
A6 11 oz 4,349 [EF] L]
15 33 7173 23.91
a6 12 [11] [11] oz 4,34
16 32 5956 2505
Li] Li] Li 1] L]
i7r 33 F1. 73 13 23_25
100 -
80 -
HA
60 -
B
o . . . l l . . :
o I I ' l I I I I I l I l I -
0 -
1 2 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Bhosale Bharati S. Class: T.Y. B.SCJ

Total Answer option
aemo | messemses [ ]

Number E Numbe ] Number E Number E
1 46 38 B2.60 1] 17.39 00 [11] 000 [11]
2 46 38 82,60 1] 17.39 0o 00 00 00
3 46 43 93.47 [1E] 6.52 0o 00 00 00
4 46 41 £9.13 a5 10.86 0o 00 00 00
5 46 41 £9.13 a5 10.86 0o 00 00 00
] 46 42 91.30 04 B.69 0o 00 00 00
7 46 43 93.47 [1E] 6.52 0o 00 00 00
B 46 41 £9.13 a5 10.86 0o 00 00 00
9 46 440 B6.95 (1 13.04 0o 00 00 00
10 46 39 B84.78 o7 15.21 0o 00 00 00
11 46 42 91.30 04 8.69 0o 0o 0o 0o
12 46 42 91.30 04 569 0o 00 00 00
13 46 440 B6.95 (1 13.04 0o 00 00 00
14 46 440 B6.95 (1 13.04 0o 00 00 00
15 46 42 91.30 04 569 0o 00 00 00
16 46 38 B2.60 1] 17.39 0o 00 00 00
17 46 41 &9 13 a5 10.86 0o 00 00 00

100 -

80 -
mA

60 -
=B
40 C
20 - =D

0 -

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B. Class: T.Y. B.SC.J

Total | Answer option |
o | meseenses [

Mumber T Mumber T4 Mum ber a8 Mumber a8

1 46 40 86.95 L1133 13.04 oo oo oo oo
2 46 38 82,60 o8 17.39 oo oo oo 0o
3 46 34 73.91 12 26.08 oo oo oo 0o
4 46 33 F1.73 13 28.26 0o oo oo 0o
5 46 38 82.60 o8 17.39 0o oo oo 0o
13 46 38 82.60 o8 17.39 oo oo oo oo
7 46 36 FR.26 10 21.73 oo oo oo 0o
8 46 34 73.91 12 26.08 0o oo oo 0o
9 46 33 F1.73 13 28.26 0o oo oo 0o
10 46 31 67.39 15 32.60 0o oo oo 0o
11 46 37 80.43 o9 19.56 0o oo oo 0o
12 46 36 FR.26 10 21.73 0o oo oo 0o
13 46 34 73.91 12 26.08 0o oo oo 0o
14 46 40 26.95 o8 13.04 0o oo oo 0o
15 46 39 84.78 o7 15.21 0o oo oo 0o
16 46 38 82.60 os 17.39 0o oo oo 0o
17 46 41 89,13 05 10.86 oo oo oo oo

100




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. Class: T.. B.Sc.
Total Answer option
o [Resense T T
Mumber S Mumber S5 Mumber S5 Mumber S5
1 a6 a3 g3z 4rF o1 .17 o2 4.34 0o oo
2 46 31 6F.29 o4 269 11 23.91 oo oo
3 a6 27 LE 6T [ 1] 19 56 10 21 .72 0o oo
4 a6 35 Fo.08 o5 10.86 o5 10.86 o1 2.17
5 a6 35 Fe.08 [ 11 10.86 [0 | .69 (1] 4.34
B a6 35 Fe.08 {111 10.86 o5 10.86 o1 2.17
7 46 37 S0.43 [ 1 10.86 (0| 8.649 0o oo
a a6 35 Fe.08 [ 11 10.86 [0 | .69 oz 4.34
a a6 30 65.21 13 28.26 oz g 34 o1 2.17
i0 46 30 65_ 21 (1] 19 56 (1] 13.04 D1 2.17
11 46 35 Fe.08 oz 6.52 (05 17.29 o0 1]
1z a6 35 Fo.08 04 S.69 (1551 13.04 o1 2.17
13 a6 35 Fe.08 [ 11 10.86 o6 13.04 0o oo
14 a6 40 S6.95 [15°1 13.04 o0 1] oo oo
15 46 349 B4 .75 [ 1] 4.34 05 10.86 0o oo
16 a6 389 B4 . TFE o7 15.21 oo oo 0o oo
17 a6 40 S6.95 (1551 I3.04 oo oo 0o oo
100
80 mA
60 =B
40 I
20 mD
0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Name of Teacher : Mr. Ghadge Amit B. Class: T.Y. B.Sc.

Total Answer option
Mo freseorses W 0 ]
Mum ber % Mum ber % Mum ber % Mum ber %
1 46 42 |[91.30] o3 6.52 01 2.17 00 00
2 46 40 26.95| o0a 8.69 02 4.34 0o 00
3 46 35 |[e24.72]| o4 8.69 03 6.53 0o 00
4 46 a2 91.30| o3 6.52 01 2.17 oo 00
5 46 39 24.72| o3 6.52 04 2.69 oo 00
& 46 42 91.30| 03 6.52 o1 2.17 0o 0o
7 46 40 26.95| 02 4.34 02 4.34 02 4.34
8 a6 a1 | 29.12| os 10.86] 00 oo 00 oo
g 46 a1 29.13| o4 8.69 00 oo 01 2.17
10 46 36 72.26|| o7 15.21] o2 4.34 01 2.17
11 46 a2 91.30| o3 6.52 00 oo 01 2.17
12 46 41 29.13 02 4.34 03 6.52 00 oo
13 a6 20 (2695 o2 4.34 04 2.69 oo oo
14 46 42 | 91.30| o3 6.52 01 2.17 0o oo
15 46 43 93.47|| 01 2.17 02 4.34 00 00
16 46 39 24.72|| o4 8.69 03 6.52 oo oo
17 46 43 93.47| 03 6.51 0 o 0o oo
100 -
80 -
mA
60
EB
40 C
20 - mD
0 -
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback From Teachers
Academic Year : 2017-2018

Que | Total Answer Option
Mo. | Responses A B C o
Mumber % Mumber % Number % Mumber %
1 ri 3 71.42 2 28.57 ] ] 0 0
2 7 5 71.42 1 14.28 1 14.28 0 0
3 ri 3 71.42 2 28.57 ] ] 0 0
4 7 ] 71.42 2 28.57 0 0 0 0
3 ri 6 85.71 2 28.57 ] ] 0 0
6 i 3 71.42 1 14.28 1 14.28 0 0
7 ri 3 4285 2 28.57 2 28.57 0 0
8 7 4 57.14 3 42.85 ] ] 0 0

100 -

90 -

80 -

70

60 - A

mB

50 -
mC

40 A
mD

30

20

10 A

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
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Academic Year 2018- 2019

QUESTIONNAIRE NO.1

FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS

SMT., RATNAPRABHADEYI MOHITE PATIL COLLEGE OF HOME SCIENCE

’ “®  FOR WOMEN, AKLUJ.
Programme : B.Sc. ¢ N

Department : Home Science Semester/ Year: 20O!8 )

4.00

BRI
VERY GOOD

Sr. Pnr:;m;ter - A B C i

Very | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
| Good |
01 'l):;v:h of the course content

including project work if any

alasnpeiell @l \\/ '

| | |
U@etieeicl 1 |
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Feedback from Parents



ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS

QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 01

Academic Year : 2018-2019

Class : T.Y.B.Sc.

Total Answer option
S i e e
Mumber k] Number k] Number k] Mumber k]
11 18.33
1 [=11] 45 75 D4 B.66 [11] [
2 &0 45 75 10 16.66 05 8.33 [11] [
3 &0 a7 F8.33 o7 1166 05 8.33 01 1.66
4 &0 a4 73.33 12 20.00 D4 B.66 [11] [
[=11] 14 23.33
5 a4 73.33 02 2.33 [11] oa
6 &0 a4 73.33 15 2% 01 166 [11] oa
7 &0 a2 Fouoo 17 28.33 01 166 [11] oa
[=11] 12 20,00
8 a7 78.33 01 166 [i1] oa
100 -
90 -
80 -
70 -
u
60 - A
50 - EB
40 - c
30 - =D
20 -+
10 A
0 -
1 2 4 5 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS
QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 01

Academic Year : 2018-2019 Class : S.Y.B.Sc.

2 45 21 42.85 28 5714 0 [ 0 0
a5 7 1428 [
3 a2 85.71 [1] [1] a
a4 43 34 63.38 15 30.61 [1] [ [1] a
5 49 30 6122 13 38.77 [1] o [1] a
45 20 40.81 [ a
6 249 5318 [1] [1]
45 149 3877 [ a
7 30 61.22 [1] [1]
43 15 3061 a a
8 34 65.30 [1] [1]
100
90 -
80 -
70 A
60 - mA
[ |
50 A B
mC
40 -~
mD
30 -+
20 A
10 -+
0 : : : : : . ; "
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bharati S. Bhosale Class: T.Y. B.Sc.
Total Answer option
Que.No. | mesponses [ ]
[ Mumber | % || Mumber | % | number || % || Mumber | % |
1 [=1] 45 Fo.00 15 5 (1] (1] 0 (1]
7 (1] a7 78.33 13 21.66 [1] 4] (1] 1]
3 [=1] 49 21.66 11 18.33 (1] [i] (1] (1]
a [=1] a7 TB.33 13 21.66 (1] (1] (1] (1]
5 [=1] a6 T6.66 14 23.33 (1] (1] (1] (1]
6 [=1] a5 75.00 15 25 (1] (1] (1] (1]
7 [=1] a7 78.33 13 21.66 (1] [i] (1] (1]
8 [=1] a5 75.00 15 25 (1] (1] (1] (1]
g (1] a5 75.00 15 25 [1] o (1] 1]
10 [=1] a8 20.00 12 20 (1] (1] (1] (1]
m|

100 ~
90 -~
80 -
70 -
60 -
50 -

40 A
30 A mD

mA

EB

20 A
10 ~

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Dr. Surve Rahul N. Class: T.Y. B.Sc.
Total Answer option
Que
No. |Reseemses [ 7 ]
Number 2% Number 2% Number 2% Number 2%
1 &0 53 588.33 6 10 1 1.66 0 o
3 &0 c3 £9.33 & 10 1 1.66 o o
3 &0 51 25.00 B 13.33 1 1.66 1} 1}
a &0 51 B85.00 o 15 0 o o o
5 &0 5q S0.00 5 833 1 01.66 o o
6 (1] 51 25.00 9 15 0 o o o
7 &0 c3 £9.33 & 10 1 1.66 o o
8 &0 51 25.00 o is5 0 o 0 0
9 &0 £9.33 [ 10 1 1.66 o o
10 &0 5q 20,00 13 10 0 o o o

100 ~
90 -~
80 -
70 -
60 A
50 -

mA

EB

30 ED
20 A
10 A

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Dr. Chhaya D. Bhise

Class: T. B.Sc.

|
Total | Answer option

Que-te- || mesponses ([T I T
Mumber || % || Mumber || % | Mumber || % | Mumber || s |

1 &0 54 SO0 4 .66 2 3.33 o 0

2 &0 56 92.33 3 500 1 1.66 0 0

3 &0 57 95 00 3 500 0 0 0 0

a &0 - D1.66 4 bB.66 1 1.66 0 0

5 &0 ca S6.66 Z 3.323 0 0 0 0

[5 &0 55 91.66 3 500 2 3.33 0 0

7 &0 ca 20.00 4 6.66 2 3.33 0 0

2 &0 53 22 332 4 bB.66 E 5.00 0 0

9 &0 cc 91.66 5 .23 0 0 0 0

10 &0 5E 97 332 4 6.66 0 0 0 0

90

80 -

70 A

60 -

50 -

40 A

30 ~

20 A

10 A

Very Good

Satisfactory

10

mA

B

mD

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Dr. Manohar J.B.

Class: T. B.Sc.

+|
Total Answer option
Quetie | mresponses ([T T T
Number k] MNumber k] Number MNumber k]
2 13.33 0 (1]
1 60 52 S6.66 0
60 2 13.33 0 (1] 0
2 52 B6.66
2 60 c3 29 33 7 1166 1] o 1]
60 Bl1.66 11 18232 1] (1] 1]
4 49
60 B5.00 a 15.00 0 (1] 0
5 51
6 60 54 90.00 [ 1000 0 (1] 0
7 60 51 25 00 9 15.00 o 1] o
a 60 52 29 33 7 11 .66 0 (1] 0
9 60 51 85.00 9 15.00 0 (1] 0
10 60 51 25.00 9 15.00 0 (1] 0
O

100 -
90 -
80
70 -+
60 - mA
50 - mB
40 - ¢
mD
30 -+
20
10 -+
0 T
2 3 4 5 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher : Ms. Nimbhorkar R.R. Class: T. B.Sc.

Total | Answer option
R  ~ | & | c | o |
Mumber || % | number | 36 [[rumber [ s || mumber [ s |
1 &0 51 a5 00 2 15 o o o [1]
2 &0 51 85.00 9 15 L] o o L]
2 &0 53 88 33 7 11 66 o o o o
a &0 52 86 66 a 1333 o 0 o o
5 &0 51 85 00 9 15 [1] o 1] [1]
& &0 54 2000 [ 10 [ L] o [
7 &0 51 85 00 b 15 o o o o
8 &0 53 88 33 7 11 66 [1] o 1] [1]
9 &0 51 85.00 9 15 [1] o 1] [1]
10 &0 51 a5.00 9 15 L] o o L]

100 ~

90 -~

80 -

70 A
60 - HA

EB

50 ~

40 A
mD

30

20 A

10 +

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Dr. Surve Rahul N.

Class: S.Y. B.Sc.

]
Total Answer option
ueo | Responses [ 0
Mumber E ] Mumber k] Mumber E ] Mumber k]
1 43 28 57 14 16 3165 3 6.12 2 4.08
2 43 24 5326 12 24,48 5 10.20 1 2.04
3 449 21 53 76 11 22 .44 3 6.12 2 4. 08
a 449 34 59.38 13 26.53 2 4,08 1] 0
43 81.63 ] 13.36 [1] [1] 0
s 40 |_Chart HArea h
E 49 23 &7 34 15 20.61 1 2.04 [i 0
7 449 28 57 14 15 2061 4 8. 16 2 408
3 49 31 63.76 13 26.53 4 8. 16 1 2.04
g 43 332 65.30 11 22.44 4 8.16 2 4.08
10 43 20 79 46 12 24,48 1 204 1] o
100 -
90 -
80 A
70 A
mA
60 -
EB
50 -
40 - ¢
30 - =D
20 A
10 -
0
2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Mr. Ghadge Amit B. Class: S.Y. B.Sc.

Que. MNo. Total Answer option
Responses
Mumber E ] Mumber k] Mumber E ] Mumber k]
1 43 EL] 7a.59 08 16.32 1 2.04 1 2.04
2 43 34 6338 12 24,48 2 4.08 1 2.04
3 49 33 &F34 12 24.48 3 2.04 1 2.04
4 49 36 T3.48 9 18 36 3 2.04 1 2.04
5 49 33 67.24 12 24,48 3 §.12 1 2.04
[ 43 40 163 6 1224 2 4.08 1 2.04
¥ 43 34 53 .38 13 26.53 1 2.04 1 2.04
2 49 31 6328 14 2857 3 6.12 1 2.04
k| 49 EL F1 42 10 20.40 3 6.12 1 2.04
10 49 EXd Fa51 o9 18.36 2 4.08 1 2.04
100 -
90 -
80 -+
70
mA
60 -
mB
50 -+
C
40
mD
30 -+
20 -+
10
0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher : Dr. Bhosale Bharati S. Class: S.Y. B.Sc.

100 ~
90 ~
80 -~
70 -~
60 -
50 -

40 -
30 - =D

HA

EB

20 -~
10 A

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher : Ms. Nimbhorkar Rajashri R. Class: S.Y. B.Sc.
]
Total Answer option
Que-Me. || Responses | I
[ Number || % | mumber || % [ number | % | number | = |
1 a9 36 73 46 13 26.53 0o oo oo o0
2 a5 a5 71 42 (1] 16.32 (111 12.24 oo oo
3 449 a5 71 42 11 22 44 03 6.12 oo o0
a 4459 37 T5.51 [0} ] 1236 03 6.12 oo 0o
5 a4 28 T3 46 11 22.44 o2 4.08 oo o0
6 4459 36 73. 46 12 24 .48 1 2.04 oo 0o
7 a4 a1 8367 [1E] 16.32 [021] oo oo o0
2 449 41 8367 o7 14 28 1 2.04 oo oo
9 a4 29 79.59 10 20,40 [021] oo oo o0
10 4459 41 8367 2 16.32 oo oo oo 0o
100 -
90 -
80 A
70 A
60 - EA
EB
C
mD

Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher : Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B. Class: F.Y. B.Sc.
Total | Answer option
Qe
Mo, |[Reseomses [ N ]
Mo ber 2 Mum ber 2 Mo ber 2 Mo ber 2
1 BS5 62 F2 o4 3 3833 (1] [11] 0o [11]
3 BS &0 70 58 25 41.66 (1] oo (1] [11]
3 BS &1 71. 76 24 28.23 (1] oo (1] [11]
a BS5 &2 .94 23 2705 (1] [11] (1] [11]
5 85 52 6117 33 38.82 [11] oo [11] (1]
6 85 49 57 64 36 42,35 [11] oo [11] [11]
7 85 70 82 35 15 17.64 [11] oo [11] [11]
8 85 &7 78 87 18 2117 [11] oo [11] [11]
9 85 59 69 41 26 FO.58 [11] o0 [11] [11]
10 85 73 85 88 12 14,11 [11] [11] [11] [11]

Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Mr. Ghadge Amit B. Class: F.Y. B.Sc.

Total | Answer option |

Mo meswomses T 0
Mumber £ Mumber S Mumber £ Mumber £
1 85 B2 96,47 03 3.3 o i oo (1)
2 85 78 91.76 o 823 o0 o0 oo (1)
3 85 71 83.57 13 15.29 o1 1.17 oo (1)
a 85 77 90.58 oF 823 o1 1.17 00 (1)
5 85 78 91.76 (1 .05 o1 1.17 00 (1)
6 85 74 37.05 10 11.76 o1 1.17 0o (1)
7 85 75 558,23 o9 10.58 o1 1.17 00 (1)
8 85 78 91.76 (1 .05 o1 1.17 00 (1)
g 85 75 55.23 .05 o1 1.17 0o (1)
10 85 79 a97.04 s 5.88 o1 1.17 0o (1)

100 -
90 -
80 -
70 A
60 - mA
50 - mB
40 - ¢
30 - =D
20 -
10 -
0
1 3 4 [ Z R 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher : Dr. Bhosale Bharati S. Class: F.Y. B.Sc.
Total Answer opticn

Mo lmeseomses [T 0
Mumber % Mumber 4 MNumber b M ber %
1 85 22 96.47 03 3.52 00 00 oo 00
3 85 62 7411 21 24.70 o1 1.1F7 (1] [1]1])
3 85 56 77 64 19 22.35% [171] [171] (1] [1]1])
4 85 69 81.17 16 18.82 (101] [171] (1] [1]1])
5 85 69 81.17 16 18.82 (101] [171] (1] [1]1])
5 85 72 55 5% 12 14.11 [171] [171] (1] [1]1])
7 85 72 2470 13 15,29 [171] [171] (1] [1]1])
8 85 71 23532 14 16.47 [171] [171] (1] [1]1])
g 85 71 23532 14 16.47 [171] [171] (1] (171
10 85 72 2470 13 15.209 [171] [171] (1] (171

100 -

90 -~

80 -

70 A

60 - HA
50 - mB
40 -+ ¢
30 - mD
20

10

o -

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher : Dr. Surve Rahul N.

Class: F.Y. B.Sc.

Total Answer option
Cue.
Mo | Reseomses [ W ]
Mumber T Mumber o Mumber T Mumber %
1 85 55 64.70 30 35.29 00 00 oo 00
2 BS a1 48 23 41 48,23 o3 3.52 00 (1)
3 BS a8 56.47 34 40 o3 3.52 00 (1)
a 85 50 GE.82 31 36,97 04 4.70 00 (1)
5 BS a5 52.94 38 44, F0 02 2.35 00 (1)
6 BS 57 67.05 26 30.58 02 2.35 00 (1)
7 BS 53 62 35 28 32.94 04 4.70 00 (1)
8 BS 51 50.00 34 40 00 00 00 (1)
9 BS 54 63.52 30 35.29 o1 1.17 00 (1)
10 BS 59 69.41 26 30.58 00 00 00 (1)
100 -~
90 A
80 A
70 A
mA
60 A
[ |
50 A B
40 - ¢
30 - mD
20 A
10 A
0 T
1 2 3 4 5 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher : Ms. Nimbhorkar Rajashri R. Class: F.Y. B.Sc.

Total | Answer option |

Mo meswomses [T 0 T
Number ] Mumber S Mumber E Mumber o
1 85 72 24.70 12 14.11 o1 1.17 00 o0
3 85 c7 E7.05 27 F1.76 00 00 o1 1.17
3 85 c7 E7.05 24 28,23 03 3.52 o1 1.17
a 85 62 7294 20 23.52 o2 2.35 o1 1.17
5 85 c7 67.05 25 29,41 o2 2.35 o1 1.17
6 85 5o 5470 28 32.94 o1 1.17 o1 1.17
7 85 62 72 94 18 21,17 o3 3.52 (1 2.35
8 85 cg E5 23 24 28,23 o2 2.35 o1 1.17
g B85 61 71.76 21 24. 70 o1 1.17 o1 1.17
10 B85 57 78 37 15 17.64 [1F 2.35 o1 1.17

100 ~

90 -~

80 -

70 A
60 - mA

EB

50 ~

40 A
mD

30 ~

20 -~

10 +

10

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bharati S. Bhosale Class: T.. B.Sc.

100 -~

80
A

EB
40 - C

|
20 A D

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Ms. Nimbhorkar Rajashri R. Class: T.Y. B.Sc.

Total Answer option
Mo, - - y—_--y_
mibe b miber b umbe b umbe b
&0 =0 E333 oz 3.33 e i oz .33
&0
FE22 o5 B33 0E 335 oo L]
&0
7E.G5 oE 335 D& i oo L]
&0
B1.55 o5 B33 0 B.B& oz 3.33
&0
1 &8.32 o B.EE 15 i oo LEr]
&0
5 8155 oL 1.66 oz 3.33 oz FFF
(=]
= 72232 1z 20 o3 4.55 ol 1.66
&0
B &5 7EE5 oL 166 i 16. 66 o3
(=]
9 45 FEO0 o5 a.33 [Ev) L) i 1B6.66
&0
1o az FO.00 1z 20 o3 o5 o3 (1]
&0
11 =y a0.00 o [ o1 1.66 o1 1.66
&0
iz 35 EEEES oo o0 101 [i01] 0 6.66
&0
13 =5 D1ES oL 166 oz 3.33 oz 3.33
&0
14 LT o000 g B.EE o1 166 oL 1.66
&0
15 57 2500 oz 3.33 oL 1.66 oo [10]
(=]
16 55 82323 [FE] 5 o1 1.66 o o0
&0
i7 2000 (] (e 1] (e 1] L] (0]
100
80 -
mA
60 -
mB
40 C
20 - =D
0 -
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 17

Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 3
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. Class: T.Y. B.Sc.

Total AunEweeT optiom
M. i
Mumber k] Mumber k] Mumiber k] Mumber k]
1 [ 4E SO0.00 o2 3.33 oz 15 ol 186
B
4 i 43 FF o3 = 2B g6 55 LE k) LE k]
(=]
3 31 51 66 26 4F 33 o3 5 L v oo
L= ]
4q = SZ.00 e 13.33 L] Lk o1 1.66
[
5 2 43 FF Lrr-Y BE.GE 2E 43.33 Lk 1L.66
(=]
L] 53 9166 o2 333 o1 1.66 oz F.55F
(=]
T a7 FE_FF B ie oz F 55 o5 B.33
L= ]
B 46 TE. BB oz 3.33 e L] 1E6.66 oz 3.33
(=]
- ] b= r [ = oS S.FF L) O 1B b= ]
(=]
1 24 &0 00 31 51 &6 Lo v L v (v B8.33
[
11 45 S &6 A AE &6 o1 1L.66 L] L]
B
iz a0 e B 13 21 &6 o3 oS L) B. 6B
(=]
13 48 S0 00 oF 1155 o3 [=8 = ol 256
L= ]
14 Z2 [= N = e o L] oo oz 333
[
15 52 FE 6 & m o2 333 L] L]
L= ]
16 53 2333 nE io oL 1.66 LE k) LE k]
(=]
ir S0 SF_FF a i) A6 &5 oo L v L v oo

100 ~

HA

EB

mD

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 3

Academic Year : 2018-2019

Name of Teacher :Dr. Manohar Jaaysheela B..

Class: T.. B.Sc.

Total Answer option
Mo |
Mumber % Mumber % Mumber % Mumber %
1 (=] 50 823 33 o 15 o1 01.66 oo oo
&0
2 3r 51 66 23 3IBIF L] L] oo L]
(=]
3 A6 FE.66 1z 20 [ 3.33 oo oo
(=]
4 51 35 Lr ] 15 L] L] Lr ] L]
(=]
5 a3z Fo 18 30 L] L] Lr ] L]
&0
6 52 666 o7 11.66 o1 01.66 oo L]
(=]
T a3z 7o i7 2535 o1 o166 oo L]
(=]
B a4 73.53 15 25 o1 0166 L] Lt
&0
k=3 a3 71 66 16 2666 o1 01.66 oo L]
(=]
i 3B BE.3F 19 F1.66 o3 E.OD Lvov] Li]
&0
11 a5 1. 66 B 13.3F o3 E.OD Lvov] Li]
L= ]
1z 4B S0 B8 13535 [i=] oD o1 LR =
(=]
13 4B Ll o iF oE B0 Lvov] L]
(=]
i4 53 &3 33 L] (-8 Lr=] BJDD Lr ] L]
&0
15 32 6. 66 L1 B.33F o3 E.OD Lvov] Li]
=4
16 52 666 s 8.33 oz 333 o1 0156
(=]
iF 53 FF. 35 s B8.33 oz 233 oo oo

100 A

90 -~

Satisfactory

A

B

mD

Unsatisfactory




STUDENTS’ SATISFACTORY SURVEY
Academic Year : 2018-2019

2 a7 66.66 03 33.33 00 00 0 0
3 a 66.66 04 14.81 05 18.51 0 0
4 a 19 70.37 08 29.62 00 00 0 0
5 a 13 48.14 1 40.74 03 11.11 0 0
6 a7 15 = 06 2.2 06 22,22 0 0
7 a7 16 i 18.51 06 2222 0 0
8 a7 17 62.96 18.51 05 18.51 0 0
9 a7 20 74.07 25.52 00 00 0 0
10 a7 14 51.85 10 37.03 03 11.11 0 0

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

mA

EB

mC

ED

10

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback From Parents
Academic Year : 2018-2019

Total Answer option
o | Reweses T ]
MNumber ki Mumber % Mumber % Mumber i
1 48 25 52.08 1 3341 05 10.41 1 208
2 48 28 58.33 B 39.58 00 i) 1 202
3 48 17 35.41 28 47.91 02 4,16 1 208
4 48 39 §1.25 09 18.75 0o oo 0 o
5 48 27 56.25 18 37.3 1 2.8 o2 4,16
[ 48 18 373 16 3333 10 20.83 04 832
7 48 29 28.33 14 25.16 05 10.41 0 o
8 48 15 31.25 o 36.25 05 10.41 1 2.os
9 48 29 &0.41 1 2 06 125 1 2,08
10 48 29 &0.41 = 3125 04 832 0 o

100 ~

90 -~

80 -

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback From Teachers

Academic Year : 2018-2019

Que | Total Answer Option
Mo. | Responses A B C o
Mumber % Mumber % Mumber % Mumber %
1 7 6 85.71 1 14.28 0 0 0 0
2 r r 100 0 0 0 0 0 0
3 7 6 85.71 1 14.28 0 0 L] 0
4 ri 5 71.42 2 28.57 0 0 0 0
3 7 6 85.71 1 14.28 0 0 0 0
& ri 5 71.42 2 28.57 0 0 0 0
7 r 4 57.14 2 28.57 0 14.28 0 0
8 r 5 71.42 2 28.57 0 0 0 0

100
90
80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

HA

EB

mC

mD

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Minutes of the Feedback Committee Meeting



Minutes of the Feedback Committee Meeting



Minutes of the Feedback Committee Meeting
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Academic Year 2019-2020

Google form Link

Feedback Form

Google Form Link (url)

Feedback from
Students :
Questionnaire No. 1

https://forms.gle/5u7TfDQaKsr6NBEb7

Feedback from
Students :
Questionnaire No. 2

Dr. Surve Rahul N. : https://forms.gle/FoNTaLqR6gG4Uuny5

Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. : https://forms.gle/Jx72uBe7isUpWhTi6

Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B. : https://forms.gle/dEVzSgRQfibHfVvc7

Dr. Bhosale Bharati S. : https://forms.gle/rUWrdKs1Uv1ccQiPA

Mr. Ghadge Amit B. : https://forms.gle/BhsSJ1WMDt5kwjWt8

Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashri R. : https://forms.gle/ddEKWVMhCxrn1WYx9

Feedback from
Students :
Questionnaire No. 3

Dr. Surve Rahul N. : https://forms.gle/USRJPDYUdKmywhgSA

Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. : https://forms.gle/WMfCrc4ANsMa9MnVTA

Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B. : https://forms.gle/YmS6uWwc8aRXpWQUA

Dr. Bhosale Bharati S. : https://forms.gle/TwgiomHSs3AccKQLA

Mr. Ghadge Amit B. : https://forms.gle/dREBApEtCUWA4WKp8

Dr. Nimbhorkar RajashriR. : https://forms.gle/gDNZ264PJmxUuPxJ7

Students Satisfactory
Survey

https://forms.gle/VCuVXdkg7ccyz7nM7



https://forms.gle/5u7TfDQaKsr6NBEb7
https://forms.gle/FoNTaLqR6qG4Uuny5
https://forms.gle/Jx72uBe7isUpWhTi6
https://forms.gle/dEVzSgRQfibHfVvc7
https://forms.gle/rUWrdKs1Uv1ccQiPA
https://forms.gle/BhsSJ1WMDt5kwjWt8
https://forms.gle/ddEkWVMhCxrn1WYx9
https://forms.gle/U8RJPDYUdKmywhqSA
https://forms.gle/WMfCrc4NsMa9MnVTA
https://forms.gle/YmS6uWwc8aRXpWQUA
https://forms.gle/TwgiomHSs3AccKQLA
https://forms.gle/dREBApEtCUWA4WKp8
https://forms.gle/gDNZ264PJmxUuPxJ7
https://forms.gle/VCuVXdkg7ccyz7nM7

Academic Year 2019-2020

Feedback from Parents



Feedback from Teachers



ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS
QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 01

Academic Year : 2019-2020 Class : T.Y.B.Sc.
Que | Total Answer Option
No. Responses 0 1 2 3 4
Number |% | Number |% | Number |% | Number|% | Number %

1 77 02 02.6 01 013 04 05.2 16 20.8 54 701
2 77 01 013 04 05.2 05 06.5 15 195 52 67.5
3 77 00 00 02 02.6 07 09.1 15 155 33 68.8
4 77 00 00 02 026 05 06.5 23 299 47 €1.0
3 77 01 013 05 06.5 04 05.2 22 28.6 45 58.8
b 77 00 00 00 00 08 104 26 20.3 53 68.8
7 77 00 00 02 02.6 07 09.1 25 325 43 55.8
8 77 00 00 01 013 05 06.5 20 26.0 51 66.2

100 ~

90 -~

80 -~

70 -

m Unsatisfactory

60 1 B Satisfactory
>0 7 Good
40 - H Better
30 A m Very good
20
10 -

1 2 3 4 5 6 7




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2019-2020

Name of Teacher :Dr. Chhaya D. Bhise

Que | Total Answer Option
No. Responses 1 3
Number % Number % Number % Number %

1 47 1 2.1 1 2.1 5 10.6 40 85.1
2 47 1 2.1 4 8.5 12 25.50 30 63.8
3 47 1 2.1 3 6.4 11 234 32 68.1
4 47 1 2.1 3 6.4 9 19.1 34 72.3
5 47 1 2.1 2 4.3 12 25.50 32 68.1
6 a7 1 21 4 8.5 14 29.8 28 59.6
7 47 1 2.1 3 6.4 7 14.9 36 76.6
8 47 1 2.1 2 4.3 5 10.6 39 83.0
9 47 1 2.1 3 6.4 15 31.9 28 59.6
10 47 1 2.1 0 0 10 21.3 36 76.6

90 -

80 -
70
60 -
50 -~
40 -
30
20
10 A

B Unsatisfactory

W Satisfactory

Good

H Very good

10




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2019-2020

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bhosale Bharati S.

Que | Total Answer Option
MNo. Responses 1 2 3 4
Mumber % Number % Mumber % Mumber %
1 72 1 1.4 6 8.3 3 4.2 62 86.1
2 72 1 1.4 3 4,2 12 16.7 a6 77.8
3 72 3 4.2 5 .9 11 15.3 33 73.6
4 72 1 1.4 5 .9 12 16.7 34 75
5 72 0 0 7 9.7 11 15.3 24 Fis]
& 72 1 1.4 7 9.7 9 12.5 55 76.4
7 72 2 2.8 3 4.2 i) 8.3 6l 84.7
8 72 2 2.8 8 11.1 g 12.5 33 73.6
9 72 2 2.8 5 6.9 g 125 56 77.8
10 72 1 1.4 7 9.7 7 8.7 37 79.2

80 -

70 -~

B Unsatisfactory

W Satisfactory

40 Good

H Very good
30 - Y8

20 A




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2019-2020

Name of Teacher :Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B.

Que | Total Answer Option
No. Responses 1 i 3 4
Mumber % Mumber % Mumber % Mumber %
1 73 4 5.5 8 11 14 13.2 47 64.4
2 73 1 1.4 11 15.1 19 26 42 57.5
3 73 5 6.8 10 13.7 11 15.1 47 64.4
4 73 4 5.5 10 13.7 14 19.2 45 61.6
3 73 0 0 10 13.7 16 21.9 47 64.4
6 73 2 2.7 g 12.3 19 26 43 58.9
7 73 4 5.5 10 13.7 15 20.5 44 60.3
B 73 3 4.1 11 15.1 16 21.9 43 58.9
9 73 5 6.8 7 9.7 15 20.5 46 63
10 73 3 4.1 7 9.6 12 16.4 51 69.9

100 A

90 -~

80 -

B Unsatisfactory

60 -
50 - B Satisfactory
Good
40 -
H Very good
30 A
20 A
10 A




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2019-2020

Name of Teacher :Dr. Surve Rahul N.

Que | Total Answer Option
No. Responses 1 2 3 4
Number % MNumber % Mumber % Mumber %

1 79 1 1.3 8 10.1 13 16.5 57 62.2
2 79 3 3.8 11 13.9 17 21.5 48 60.8
3 79 2 4.70 s 11.6 g 20.9 27 62.8
4 79 2 2.5 10 12.7 18 22.8 49 62
3 79 4 5.1 6 7.6 16 20.3 53 67.1
6 79 4 5.1 3 3.8 23 23.1 49 62
7 79 3 3.8 3 3.8 14 17.7 59 74.7
8 79 2 2.5 8 10.1 16 20.3 53 67.1
kS 79 4 5.1 6 7.2 19 24.1 50 63.3
10 79 2 2.5 3 3.8 12 15.2 62 78.5

100 ~

80 -

60 - B Unsatisfactory

W Satisfactory
Good

40 -
H Very good

20 A




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2019-2020

Name of Teacher :Mr. Ghadge Amit B..

Answer Option
Que Total
1 2 3 4q
MNo. Responses
Mumber % Mumber % Mumber % Mumber %
3.9

1 76 3 & 7.9 3 6.6 62 8l.6
2 76 4 5.3 9 11.8 8 10.5 55 724
3 76 3 3.9 ] 7.9 10 13.2 56 737
4 76 3 3.9 3 3.9 13 171 57 75
5 76 3 3.9 3 6.6 9 11.8 29 77.6
& 76 4 2.3 10 13.2 8 10.5 24 71.1
7 76 4 2.3 4 2.3 11 14.5 a7 75
] 76 4 5.3 2 2.6 9 11.8 61 80.3
9 76 3 6.6 7] 7.9 9 11.8 56 3.7
10 76 4 5.3 4 5.3 10 13.2 53 76.3

100 -

80 -

70 -

60 - B Unsatisfactory

| Satisfactory

50 -
Good

H Very good

30

10 A




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2019-2020

Name of Teacher : Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashri R.

Answer Option
Que Total
1 2 3 1
No. Responses
Mumber % NMumber % Mumber %o Mumber %

1 29 2 3.4 4 6.8 a 13.6 45 76.3
2 59 2 3.4 7 11.9 10 16.9 40 67.8
3 20 3 8.5 2 3.4 13 22 38 64.4
4 a9 1 1.7 12 20.3 3 13.6 33 64.4
5 29 2 3.4 a8 13.6 13 22 £l 6l
B a9 1 1.7 a 13.6 13 22 a7 62.7
7 39 1 1.7 a 13.6 14 23.7 36 61
B 59 3 2.1 a 13.6 12 20.3 £l 61
9 a9 2 3.4 3 3l 16 271 38 64.4
10 29 2 3.4 ] 10.2 12 20.3 a9 66.1

100 -~

90 A

80 -

70 ~

40 A

30

20 -~

10

B Unsatisfactory

| Satisfactory

Good

H Very good




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher

Questionnaire No. 3

Academic Year : 2019-2020

1. The syllabus of each course was .

Mame of the Teacher Adeguate Inzdeguate C hall=nging Ciusll
Dr. Surve Rahul M. B0.4 2 17.6 -
Or. Bhosale Bharati 5. BO.T7 o0 10.3 00
Or. Bhise Chhaya D. 2.4 o0 B 0
Dr. Manchar Jayshesela B. B8.c [t 1.4 i
Or. Nimbhorkar Flajashi B B4 2.9 14.3 00
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 8.6 - 184 —
2. Background for benefiting from the course was ..
Mame of the Teacher Adequate Insdequate E‘l'::'[f:f{i:r ~ENNCL 53y
Dr. Surve Rahul M. 4.5 2 17.6 5.9
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. B4 6 o0 15.4 0
Or. Bhise Chhaya D. 7.4 0 286 00
Or. Manohar Jayshesla B. ] ol 20 0
Or. Nimbhorkar Flajashri F. IT.1 28 20 LLH
Mr. Shadge Amit E. T4 - 228 -
3. Was the course easy or dificult to understand?
Mame of the Teacher Eazy hManageakle Difficult ey difficult
Dr. Surve Rahul M. 725 215
Or. Bhosale Bharati 5. 897 10.3 o0 0
Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. 243 5.7 o0 0
Dr. Manohar Jayshesls B. 814 o E: 00
Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashri B. B 14.3 2.3 29
Mr. Ghadge AAmit B. o6 B 3.2 o0 0

4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Name of the Teacher ES to 100 % 70 to BE5 H 55 to 70 W f==z than 55 %
Dr. Surve Rahul N. TE.5 17.8 2 3.9
Or. Bhosale Bharati 5. a7 b1 b 1 (14
Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. o4 2 57 L] (14
Dr. Manochar Jayshesela B. B0 20 o0 00
Dr. Mimbhorkar Bajashei B. 743 17.1 BE L]
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. T4 124 3.2 [14]




5. What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the course?

Mame of the Teacher Adeguate Inadeguate haore than WErY poor
ad=quats
Dr. Surve Rahul M. T4.5 2 Z3.5 20
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. 8r.2 L1 12.8 i
Dr. Bhise Chhaya O. &0 LA 20 00
Or. Manohar Jayshesls B. 74.3 2.9 229 L)
Dr. Mimbhorkar Rajashei F. TT.1 5.7 17.1 o0
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. g0.6 3.2 12.9 3.2

. To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings?

Name of the Teacher Easily with zome mot available at | with great
difficulty all difficuliy
Dr. Surve Rahul M. B4.3 1.8 00 3.9
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. ar.4 2.5 L] L]
Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. 21.4 8.8 00 00
Dr. Manochar Jayshesla B. BB.& 14 L L
Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashei B. 21.4 8.8 00 00
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. gr. 1 i2.5 00 00
T. How well did the. feacher prepares for the classes?
Name of the Teacher thoroughly satisfactorily Pooirhy indifferenthy
Dr. Swrve Rahul M. 627 275 00 9.8
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. go.y T L] 26
Or. Bhise Chhaya D. gB.6 11.4 L] L]
Or. Manochar Jayshesls B. i 142 i 5.7
Dr. Mimbhorkar Rajashei B. 771 14.3 5.7 2.9
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 968 3.2 L] L]
8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?
Name of the Teacher always effective | sometimes just =3atisfactorily | gensrally
effective ineffective
Dr. Surve Rahul N. B4.3 2 13.7 00
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. 4.9 {1 5.1 00
Or. Bhise Chhaya D. 100 00 L] L]
Or. Manochar Jayshesls B. &G 2.7 5.7 i
Dr. Mimbhorkar Rajashei B. &0 5.7 11.4 2.9
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 100 00 L] L]




9. How far the teacher encourages students participation in class?

Mame of the Teacher mostly Yes sometimes mot at all ahways
Dr. Surve Rahul M. 0.8 3.9 D 35.3
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. 9.5 0 0 20.5
Dr. Bhise Chhaya O. 857 oD oD 14.3
Or. Manohar Jaysheela B. 74.3 11.4 L 4.3
Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashri F. 714 11.4 2.9 14.3
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 8.6 LA LA 194
10. If yes, which of the following methods were used?
Mame of the Teacher encouraged to get involved in encouraged did not
ralseq uestions discussions  in discussions encourage
class outside the class
Dr. Surve Rahul M. 65T 62.7 19.6 2
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. 4.9 45.2 i7.9 D
Dr. Bhise Chhaya O. B5.T 62.9 257 Ol
Or. Manohar Jaysheela B B5.T oi.4 225 29
Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashri H. 8.7 51.4 228 2.9
Mr. Ghados Amit B. T4 &4.5 35.5 D

11. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

Mame of the Teacher very helpful sometimes mot at all helpful | did not advice
hielpful
Dr. Swrve Rahul N. 100 0 D D
Or. Bhosale Bharati 5. 823 T.T o0 Ol
Or. Bhise Chhaya D. 100 oh o0 i
Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B, B5.T 14.3 o0 L]
Dr. Mimbhorkar Rajashri B. &0 17.1 249 D
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 100 [R.H] [R.1] L1

12. The teacher's appreach can best be described a5 .

Mame of the Teacher ahways courteous sometimes rude ghways indifferent
Dr. Surve Rahul N. B4.3 [hH 15.7

Or. Bhosale Bharati 5. 823 o0 1.7

Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. 914 2.9 5T

Or. Manohar Jaysheela B g2.9 29 4.3

Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashri R. 4.3 1.4 14.3

Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 90.3 [h.1 a7




13. Internal assessment Was ...

Mame of the Teacher ahways fair sometimes usualy unfair sometimes fair
unfair
Dr. Surve Bahul M. o4 1 5.9 ] [l
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. 23 5.1 ol 26
Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. 100 00 ] 0
Or. Manohar Jayshesls B. 243 57 o0 00
Dr. Mimbhorkar Rajashei B. gE.& 00 29 E&
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. o35 5.5 ] 0

14. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course

grade 2
Mame of the Teacher helps to discouraging no special effect | sometimes
improve effective
Dr. Surve Rahul M. 241 L 5.9 o0
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. 100 i [EH [
Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. 100 L oD [
Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B. 100 o0 o0 o0
Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashai B. BB& 2.9 5.7 248
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 100 1] LR (1]

15. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Name of the Teacher regularly,fin with helprul often late without any
time comments comments

Dr. Surve Bahul M. gz.2 Z8.4 L] oD

Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. T4 231 o0 26

Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. 2.4 40 ] Ll

Dr. Manohar Jayshesla B. 100 31.4 o0 o0

Dr. Mimbhorkar Rajashei B. gE.& 40 29 29

Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 100 8.7 ] 0

16. Were your assignments discussed with you?
Mame of the Teacher yes, fuly yes, parthy not discussed at | sometimes
all discussed

Dr. Surve Bahul M. OE. 2 ] 2

Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. ar.4 L] L] 2.6

Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. a7 1 29 ] o0

Dr. Manohar Jayshesla B. 100 o0 o0 00

Dr. Mimbhorkar Fajashri H. BB & B.& 29 00

Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 100 ] ] o0

17. Were yvou prowvided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning 7

Mame of the Teacher Yes Mo
Dr. Surve Rahul M. B 1 5.9
Dr. Bhosale Bharati 5. o7.4 2.8
Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. 7.1 2.9
DOr. Mamnohar Jayshesls B. = S 5T
Dr. Mimbhorkar Rajashri R. BB & 11.4
Mr. Ghadge Amit B. 100 L]




Analysis of Feedback From Parents
Academic Year : 2019-2020

Tt Bnswer option
ue.o. | mesponses [P e
Mumber || 3% || Mumber || % |[ Mumber [ % |[ Mumber || % |
N 14 o6 42 BL a7 =10 01 7.14 a0 a0
2 14 a5 35.71 [aF:] E7.14 01 7.14 [af1] [af1]
5 14 a5 35.71 [aE=] b4 28 [af1] 00 [af1] [af1]
- 14 a5 35.71 [aE=] b4 28 [af1] 00 [af1] [af1]
. 14 [aE=] 5E7.14 [a]=] 42 8BS [af1] 00 [af1] [af1] |
& 14 06 42 B5 a7 =11 01 T.14 o0 o0
; 14 a7 =11 a7 =11 g 00 o0 o0
& 14 10 Fl.4z2 O 28.57 g 00 o0 o0
4 14 o5 B4 .28 a5 35.71 g 00 o0 o0
10 14 06 42 B5 a7 50 aa oa a0 a0
11 14 a7 50 06 42 B5 01 ¥.14 a0 a0

100 ~
90 -~

80 -
70 -
60 -

50 -
40 - C: Satisfactory

H A: Very Good

H B: Good

30 - B D: Unsatisfactory

20 -~

10 A

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Analysis of Feedback From Teachers
Academic Year : 2019-2020

Total Answer option
Mo ||Responses T

Mum ber o8 MNumber e MNumber e MNumber e
1 8 . | 50 4 50 LB LB o0 00
2 B . | 50 3 37.5 01 12.5 || OO (K]
3 2 & 75 2 25 00 00 o0 00
4 B 5 625 3 37.5 O O o0 (K]
5 2 7 B7.5 1 12.5 [ E] [ E] o0 [ E]
6 B2 7 B7.5 1 12.5 (LK (LK oo (K]
7 2 3 7.5 5 e2.5 LB LB o0 00
8 B 4 50 4 50 O O O O

90 -
80 -
70 -
60 -
Hm Very Good
20 7 m Good
40 A Satisfactory
30 - B Unsatisfactory
20 A
10 -+
0
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS' SATISFACTORY SURVEY
QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 1
OVERALL RATING OF THE INSTITUTE

Total 1 2 3 4 5
D Numbe Num
Number % Number % ; % Number % ber %
1 32 64 7 14 7 14 4 8 0o o0
_ 50 37 74 7 14 2 4 4 8 0 0
— 50 37 74 8 16 1 2 3 6 1 2
— 50 41 82 3 6 2 4 4 8 0 0
— 50 34 68 11 22 1 2 4 8 0 0
— 50 37 74 14 28 4 8 4 8 1 2
50 31 62 16 32 1 2 2 4 0 0
“ 50 30 60 8 16 7 14 4 8 1 2
— 50 37 74 8 16 1 2 4 8 0 0
50 39 78 6 12 1 2 3 6 1 2
100 -
90 -
80 -
70 -
60 - H Very Good
50 - H Good
40 - m Satisfactory
30 4 B Unsatisfactory
20 -~
10 A
0 -
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory




Minutes of the Feedback Committee Meeting
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Academic Year 2020-2021

Google form Link

Feedback Form Google Form Link (url)

Feedback from Students : | https://forms.gle/E9dc6k4ygGsQHgNx8
Questionnaire No. 1

Feedback from Students : | https://forms.gle/t2KWDyCJDdH5MhUb9
Questionnaire No. 2

Feedback from Students : | Dr. Surve Rahul N. : https://forms.gle/HMGfdFpgitlylbCD6
Questionnaire No. 3

Dr. Bhise Chhaya D. : https://forms.gle/GGN4FXxYYTaAjQGV7

Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B. : https://forms.gle/5LCAGAU227mgjez29

Dr. Bhosale Bharati S. : https://forms.gle/pelLixx8Jt3PpLAwWS5

Mr. Ghadge Amit B. : https://forms.gle/k72193fjx8DgZ8yu5

Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashri R. : https://forms.gle/fcPVmQNYgfLKptKz7

Feedback from Teachers https://forms.gle/rHnpEpuYMcrk3nB39

Feedback from Alumni https://forms.gle/amDWdaeh2euwaB2Y$8



https://forms.gle/E9dc6k4ygGsQHgNx8
https://forms.gle/t2KWDyCJDdH5MhUb9
https://forms.gle/HMGfdFpgit1y1bCD6
https://forms.gle/GGN4FXxYYTaAjQGV7
https://forms.gle/5LCAGAU227mgjez29
https://forms.gle/peJLixx8Jt3PpLAw5
https://forms.gle/k72193fjx8DgZ8yu5
https://forms.gle/fcPVmQNYgfLKptKz7
https://forms.gle/rHnpEpuYMcrk3nB39
https://forms.gle/amDWdaeh2euwaB2Y8

ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS
QUESTIONNAIRE NO. 01

Academic Year : 2020-2021

Answer Options
Q. No. | Responses Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Number % Number % Number % Number %

1 69 59 85.50 7 10.10 2 2.90 1 1.4
2 69 51 73.90 14 20.30 2 2.90 2 2.9
3 69 57 82.60 10 14.50 1 1.40 1 1.4
4 69 56 81.20 9 13.00 2 2.90 2 2.9
5 69 52 75.40 12 17.40 2 2.90 3 43
6 69 52 75.40 15 21.70 0 0.00 2 2.9
7 69 52 75.40 14 20.30 1 1.40 2 2.9
8 69 52 75.40 15 21.70 0 0.00 2 2.9

100.00 -

90.00 -

80.00 -

70.00 -

60.00 - H Very Good

50.00 - H Good

40.00 - m Satisfactory

30.00 - B Unsatisfactory

20.00 -

10.00 -~
0.00 -




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2020-2021

Name of Teacher :Dr. Chhaya D. Bhise

Answer Options
Q. No. | Responses Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Number (% Number (% Number (% Number (%

1 29 21 72.41 7 24.14 1 3.45 0 0

2 29 22 75.86 6 20.69 1 3.45 0 0

3 29 19 65.52 8 27.59 2 6.90 0 0

4 29 21 72.41 8 27.59 0 0.00 0 0

5 29 21 72.41 6 20.69 2 6.90 0 0

6 29 18 62.07 9 31.03 2 6.90 0 0

7 29 19 65.52 7 24.14 3 10.34 0 0

8 29 20 68.97 9 31.03 0 0.00 0 0

9 29 19 65.52 8 27.59 2 6.90 0 0
10 29 23 79.31 6 20.69 0 0.00 0 0
100.00 -

90.00 A

80.00 A

70.00 A

60.00 - H Very Good
50.00 - H Good

m Satisfactory
40.00 -~
B Unsatisfactory

30.00 A

20.00 A

10.00

0.00 -

1 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2
Academic Year : 2020-2021

Name of Teacher :Dr. Bhosale Bharati S.

Answer Options
Q. No. | Responses Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Number % Number % Number % Number %
1 29 21 72.41 8 27.59 0 0 0 0
2 29 22 75.86 7 24.14 0 0 0 0
3 29 17 58.62 9 31.03 3 10.34 0 0
4 29 18 62.07 9 31.03 2 6.90 0 0
5 29 22 75.86 6 20.69 1 3.45 0 0
6 29 18 62.07 9 31.03 2 6.90 0 0
7 29 19 65.52 7 24.14 3 10.34 0 0
8 29 20 68.97 8 27.59 1 3.45 0 0
9 29 20 68.97 8 27.59 1 3.45 0 0
10 29 21 72.41 7 24.14 1 3.45 0 0
100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00 m Very Good
50.00 H Good
m Satisfactory
40.00
B Unsatisfactory
30.00
20.00
10.00
0.00
1 2 3 6 7 9 10




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2

Academic Year : 2020-2021

Name of Teacher :Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B.

Answer Options
Q. No. | Responses Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Number (% Number (% Number |% Number (%

1 29 21 72.41 8 27.59 0 0 0 0
2 29 18 62.07 9 31.03 2 6.90 0 0
3 29 16 55.17 11 37.93 2 6.90 0 0
4 29 17 58.62 12 41.38 0 0 0 0
5 29 15 51.72 12 41.38 2 6.90 0 0
6 29 17 58.62 10 34.48 2 6.90 0 0
7 29 18 62.07 8 27.59 3 10.34 0 0
8 29 19 65.52 10 34.48 0 0 0 0
9 29 16 55.17 12 41.38 1 3.45 0 0
10 29 19 65.52 9 31.03 1 3.45 0 0

100.00

90.00 -

80.00 A

70.00 -

60.00 4 m Very Good

50.00 - H Good

40.00 - m Satisfactory

30.00 m Unsatisfactory

20.00 A

10.00 A

0.00 -
1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2

Academic Year : 2019-2020

Name of Teacher :Dr. Surve Rahul N.

Answer Options
Q. No. | Responses Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Number (% Number (% Number (% Number (%
1 29 21 72.41 7 24.14 1 3.45 0 0
2 29 19 65.52 9 31.03 1 3.45 0 0
3 29 16 55.17 11 37.93 2 6.90 0 0
4 29 19 65.52 10 34.48 0 0.00 0 0
5 29 20 68.97 7 24.14 2 6.90 0 0
6 29 15 51.72 13 48.83 1 3.45 0 0
7 29 18 62.07 9 31.03 2 6.90 0 0
8 29 21 72.41 7 24.14 1 3.45 0 0
9 29 17 58.62 11 37.93 0 0.00 1 3.45
10 29 18 62.07 11 37.93 0 0.00 0 0
100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00 m Very Good
50.00 H Good
40.00 m Satisfactory
30.00 B Unsatisfactory
20.00
10.00
0.00
1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2

Academic Year : 2020-2021

Name of Teacher :Mr. Ghadge Amit B..

Answer Options
Q. No. | Responses Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Number (% Number (% Number (% Number (%
1 29 24 82.76 3 10.34 2 6.90 0 0
2 29 23 79.31 5 17.24 0 0.00 1 3.45
3 29 21 72.41 6 20.69 2 6.90 0 0
4 29 21 72.41 8 27.59 0 0.00 0 0
5 29 23 79.31 5 17.24 0 0.00 1 3.45
6 29 20 68.97 8 27.59 1 3.45 0 0
7 29 19 65.52 9 31.03 1 3.45 0 0
8 29 24 82.76 5 17.24 0 0.00 0 0
9 29 21 72.41 8 27.59 0 0.00 0 0
10 29 26 89.66 3 10.34 0 0.00 0 0
100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00 m Very Good
50.00 H Good
40.00 m Satisfactory
30.00 B Unsatisfactory
20.00
10.00
0.00
1 2 3 4 5 6 7 9 10




Analysis of Feedback on Teacher
Questionnaire No. 2

Academic Year : 2020-2021

Name of Teacher : Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashri R.

Answer Options
Q. No. | Responses Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Number (% Number (% Number (% Number (%
1 29 23 79.31 6 20.69 0 0 0 0
2 29 20 68.97 8 27.59 1 3.45 0 0
3 29 17 58.62 11 37.93 1 3.45 0 0
4 29 20 68.97 9 31.03 0 0 0 0
5 29 20 68.97 7 24.14 2 6.90 0 0
6 29 18 62.07 9 31.03 2 6.90 0 0
7 29 18 62.07 9 31.03 2 6.90 0 0
8 29 20 68.97 8 27.59 1 3.45 0 0
9 29 20 68.97 7 24.14 2 6.90 0 0
10 29 20 68.97 8 27.59 1 3.45 0 0
100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00 m Very Good
50.00 H Good
40.00 m Satisfactory
30.00 B Unsatisfactory
20.00
10.00
0.00
1 2 3 4 6 7 8 9 10




Questionnaire No. 3 Dr. Bhise Chhaya D.

1. The syllabus of each course was ............ TO® EWHTG{WBT ........... E dl.
Yo ARTES

@ Adequate G¥ET

@ Inadequate 3T
Challenging HT&EHIEE

® Dull F=H

2. Background for benefiting from the course was ...........

Yo HiTHS

@ Adequate G¥ET
@ Inadequate 3T

More than adequate =0T 3TiE
@ Cannot say HTaT dd AT

3. Was the course easy or difficult to understand? 9T OO=TOE 910 B4 &1 3@9S ?

wo HiERE
@ Easy 90
@ Manageahle FOAgE S THEUTOEAT
Difficult 3/@es
@ very difficult HTo=T HTAS
I
4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? STHAN® 2ad YFT ailid e auard
HIGT?
Yo HicHG

@ 251t0 100 % 4T tee THR
@ 70to 85 % o T LW THFD
55 to 70 % 4 T lse THP
@ less than 55 % \% THET0ET SO

5. What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the course? SEEHHTRIN
TafYd dyTod Hiied d 3a2 Giaul Ham 31ed ?
Yo HiTETE

@ Adeguate TE=TT
@ Inadequate 3TT

More than adequate TEeMH&T T
@ Very poor HaEHER




6. To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings? ?-13 Rdsoo
a9 Hifed fehdl TR0 SUoe IUoe Bid ?
Yo HigEg

@ Easily 9gagut
@ with some difficulty 2iSa1 A5
@ not available at all S5 IUTE JUTH

@ with great difficulty @mﬂﬁ

7. How well did the teacher prepares for the classes? ﬁl&lfh_%‘ Y fddl aaRE darg ?

o Higarg
@ thoroughly ETeas
@ satisfactorily FATUTTERREE
® poorly T4 THI
l @ indiferently THIE0MT
I

8. How well was the teacher able to communicate? 8@ & T9d Tdlg WMYTAATS] ol H&H

B ?
@ slways effective FEHT ORUHFTE
@ sometimes effective TR TIUMHBRE
@ just satisfactorily HHIUTTRTEE
@ ogenerally inefiective SEHE
| SR

Yo HiHRE
2. How far the teacher encourages students participation in class? free aniaw fGamat=
HEHITST fdad! UiehTg = odrd ?

Yo HioEg

@ mostly Yes GOdeT
@ sometimes & TEHT
@ not at all T @

@ always FEHH




10. If yes, which of the following methods were used? B HUGUR] WO G US| DIV GGl
IR BT ?
o HiEEg

encouraged to raise guestions
LES]

get involved in discussions in

class THE T=d TEHTT BiaT

encouraged discussions outside
the classTaRs @ T9d Syl

did not encourage FeETEA 29

5 (%2.4%)

0 10 20 30

11. How helpful was the teacher in advising? T=Rraren Hor o coOre fadl Oad ®iarg ?
Weo HiES

@ very helpful 4

@ sometimes helpful T a7

@ not at all helpful FereT SUTET THA
& did not advice &= el

12. The teacher's approach can best be described as ... Brarwm=r e Eﬁ L2 E?Tﬂ?ﬂ-ﬂ'?-l-‘ o T 24T
U BT HS ..c.

wo Wit

@ ahways courteous Tl ATSI0N
& sometimes rude T T T&T
@ always indiferent =T 99

13. Internal assessment was ....... Hd¥ld JOIHUA ........... 31 dd
Yo HEEE

@ =zlways fair ioad TREI®
@ sometimes unfair T T ATETD

@ usually unfair 7541 TR 3@
ﬂ @ sometimes fair T T4 TRZE




14. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade 7 gHZHI
HAUR JH1 SN AT Guiad Sfdiid Hogid -l & Uik ol ?

Yo HiES

@ helps to improve JURUEET T

@ discouraging FrEETR!

@ no special effect FToIG! [G2Y GHOTH
!

@ sometimes effective T T
TRMEERS

15. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance? ﬁwmmm
Trafes fapcit HioaTe Sard 2

Yo UEEE

regularly/in time Fafiaod a9 35 (L9 14%)

with helpful comments 3
HEIEE

often late F50= IER

without any comments ST0GI
AT A gal

0 10 20 30

1&6. Were your assignments discussed with you? gHHT U 55i&rr i%a EI %mﬁlaﬂﬁ
== BT ST BT 2

Yo s

@ vyes, fully 51T gOTgoT
@ ves, partly S19 a1 WHTUNG
@ not discussed at all =27 FET =G AR

® ks_ﬂc_l.'n_g'lelimr:'es discussed THEL == B0l

17. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning 7 aui=ar

Feardiol favar=il Heitd Yerde ARA Hdo Sid Bl ?
wo HigEs

® vYes B
@ No =gl




18. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher, you may do

so ... R SHH AR Uit gal dlel Ad Hudie A0 Riam=i Geiid drel Ya-1 Hdio aw 3y
fom.
ELR=IGEIC

No

No

No comments

et

All the subjects are very nice
G

Nothing

Nothing
mam is wonderful teacher. She is best ever teacher for mi &

o )




Questionnaire No. 3 Dr. Bhosale Bharati S.

1. The syllabus of each course Was ............ O fauar=T s =] I E ol.
2% HiaEE

@ Adequate TEET

@ Inadequate QT

@& Challenging HTETHIET
@& Dull =79

2. Background for benefiting from the course was ........... SHHETHE HATGA ST0THET @TH ... BIdr.

ELRIG RIS
@ Adequate TvET
@ Inadequate QT
@ More than adequate TTSTO&T 3T
& Cannot say TETE Od A

3. Was the course easy or difficult to understand? faug TH=0ay O §id & @98 ?

ELR IGEs I
@ Easy I
@ Manageable UGS HHAUIENT
24 1% @ Difficult 3099z
@ Very difficult 3fe=rT s@as

4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? SNATIHHATGIS cdd HF aid R auard
HIEOT ?
29 witHE

@ 55t0 100 % £ T oo TaE

@ 70 to 85 % e T L4 THS

© 5510 70 % bl F lso THRP

@ less than 55 % 4\ SHFOOET &HT




5. What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the course? SRIHHHTRIT
Hafd FUTed Hiied g gov Gfaun 3 3ied ?
2 gigEE

@ Adequate T30

@ Inadequate 301

@ More than adequate TRGOAT &
@ Very poor AHETEAT

4. To what extent were yvou able to get material for the prescribed readings? ﬁéii S
arg- gifgcd fopdt TG SUGH SUGS 8id ?

ELRIG LI

@ Easily Igadu
@ with some difficulty 2TST1 I8
@ not available at all G219 IUGH JUGH

@ with great difficulty E;:D"H’Elﬂﬁ

7. How well did the teacher prepares for the classes? fR1& & e fod! qurRi- dard ?
29 HieEE

@ thoroughly Bieas
@ satisfactorily AR E
@ poorly U EH

@ indifferently FEEHTINT




8. How well was the teacher able to communicate? ﬁr&ﬁ%aﬁﬁﬁmmmmﬁl fardt gam
gld?
2%, HigEg

@ always effective 58T TUTHERE
@ sometimes effective T TRUTHERE
just satisfactorily HHIUTARTEE

@ generally ineffective “gd=
HEAUT RS

9. How far the teacher encourages students participation in class? Rie@ aay faaratan
HEHITST fbei! HIcETeH ald ?
28 UigEE

@ mostly Yes TIdE!
@ sometimes T HE

not at all S A8t
@ always G4

10. If yes, which of the following methods were used? B OO © GToUD! BT TGardl
gL Hddlid ?
IR UEEE

encouraged to raise questions

W= [GERmay UieT g9

get involved in discussions in

class THE 9=<d HeYrl gidmd,

encouraged discussions outside

the classT@es @ 994 SodFl
GG

12 (¥9.4%)

did not encourage HIcTRA 24,




11. How helpful was the teacher in advising? TRra® Hoo cogEe fad! Agd @ead ?
2% UigEE

@ very helpful 0
@ sometimes helpful T T

not at all helpful F&@T FUga THd0
@ did not advice T AET

12. The teacher's approach can best be described as ...... e t=n efpe g1 gafd gfrer s/
U PRI TZO ...

ELR I

@ always courteous ST TS0
@ sometimes rude T T F&
always indifferent S51 T

13. Internal assessment was ....... &Iﬂjﬁlm ........... S
R "

@ always fair T899 TRS3E

@ sometimes unfair T T 3ORE=3F
usually unfair I5H= AHOESSa

@ sometimes fair T B TRSIF

14. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade 7 gHZHI
FAER g1 ST AT Sella Sidiid o aie-TdT B 9ioms (1ol ?

2, HiTES

@ helps to improve FURUETST S0
@ discouraging el
no special effect @elgl faxg OHOTH

@ sometimes effective T el
ORUMHE RS



15. How often did the teacher provide feedback on vour performance? ﬁmﬂ“ﬁiﬁi—ﬁ
fRref fobdt ufaarg Gard 2
2% WiaEg

regularlyiin time FAfaao g9

with helpful comments S0

11 (3.8%
T fo 8%

often late 759 IRR

without any comments S0AIE1
EERIGES

16. Were your assignments discussed with you? TH=HI IIEU[I TIET fddl TRUTSTEgG gHHTRI
EEIELIIGE IR

ELR G

@ ves, fully 519 gUigh
@ ves, partly T 01 HH0TT
not discussed at all F=1 o1 oG 6!

@ sometimes discussed e 94 &0
‘ EIG]

17. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning ? gy

gEardie] [AuamRi Haftd Yerasd 2R ude old & ?
2% Jigarg




18. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher, you may do

5o ....5R SNSRI Ydfta o= STl Ad sudio s R dd4fia o1l Yo sidie av 3
fogl.
% HiEE

Mo

Mothing

Mo suggestions
%1

Mo comments
Good

Thanks to all

Amhala upyogi yeil asa abhyaskram hota




Questionnaire No.3  Dr. Manohar Jaysheela B.

1. The syllabus of each course was ............ Td (OEOTET S THHH =] —— E ol.
7% Ulaag

@ Adequate TIHET
@ Inadequate QA
@ Challenging HTEMHTEHE

@® Dul H3g
2. Background for benefiting from the course was ........... SHTHE HIA SI0MMET &TH ............ E dl .
2% HieEE

@ Adeguate G3H1

@ Inadequate 34
@ Wore than adequate TT=O&T 3
@ Cannot say IO o9 TR

3. Was the course easy or difficult to understand? a9y ga=ugy 91U 8id 1 31d9s ?
15 HidEe

@ Easy 90

@ Manageahle TEIG® TH0OENT
@ Difficult 3993

@ very difficult 3fT=g 3@gs

4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? TS ANSG cad HF Fd [Rieauard
SHTOT 7
25 HigHE

@ 85 to 100 % £4 o foo Tab

@ 70 to 85 % lgo o &l TES

@ 551070 % b T 5o EFF

@ less than 55 % Wb TEFAT0ET S0




5. What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the course? AW HEHIET
Hdfad Tuted Oifgd 9 3d< idur &= 3Tgd ?
1% WigHE

@ Adeguate 40T

@ Inadequate Q4T

@ Wore than adeguate TESU&T F=d
& Very poor HioEET

&. To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings? ﬁ%ﬁlﬁﬁ:‘_{"%
- Hifgd ol HHIUNG 3UT e IUCH id ?

25 WiEs

@ Easily T5agor

@ with some difficulty 2=T==T AEH

@ not available at all D212 SUC R UG
=ad

@ with great difficulty Eg:tl"ﬂ'qaﬁ

7. How well did the teacher prepares for the classes? ﬁl&lﬁ% T fadl aaR= Idrd ?
15 A==

@ thoroughly ETEaT
@ satisfactorily ARSI E

\ 3% @ poorly TY 4T
@ indifferently TEHEATCTT

8. How well was the teacher able to communicate? ﬁT&IﬁF% aild 9dig STeograral fded! 9&H
Ei a7

15 UioHE

@ always effective F801 TRUTHFRS
@ sometimes effective FiliaR] TRITHFRS
@ just satisfactorily FHTUTTETLE

@ generally ineffective JgHE
HEHATUH L




9. How far the teacher encourages students participation in class? & g fgemat=
TeyrToT fard HicdmeH ¢ard ?

W G

@ mostly Yes 091
@ sometimes T T

not at all FE AE
@ always 544

10. If yes, which of the following methods were used?Eﬂ"Cl am@mmm“mﬁmﬁ HIUTCHT Uga
g dld ?
15 AoEE

encouraged to raise questions

U= [GaRTary U gam 14 (£18.4%)

encouraged to raise questions A= AIRUIT AicdTg oard
O 14

get involved in discussions in

class THE S9d 9 UFT B

encouraged discussions outside

the class@@e @ 9od Sodrl 3(2.L%)

did not encourage 9IRS od

11. How helpful was the teacher in advising? T2I&® Hoo cogEy fard! 9od ®ard ?
16 HioEE

@ very helpful g0
@ sometimes helpful T T4

not at all helpful FE©T I0Za 5l
@ did not advice T AR




12. The teacher's approach can best be described as ... fRrarpiare @ﬁ - ETEETH?I" o 3l
U FATUSS ...

35 Aio=TE

@ always courteous S0 HEIOT
@ sometimes rude T T F&
® always indifferent 55T TAH

13. Internal assessment was ....... GI?I"'[?IH?‘TQ'HT'FT ...........
1% Afeag

@ always fair 759" TRE3@

@ sometimes unfair T T JORSIT
@ usually unfair 359 TR

@ sometimes fair T T TRa3®

14. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade 7 JH=I

HAER oA G HTAI Guial diid Hodid-rdl &g G ol ?
16 WitERE

@ helps to improve JURUETE T0TE

@ discouraging FE@ETR!

@ no special effect FToln! G0Y TH0H
RG]

@ sometimes effective &t B
TRUMESERS




15. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance? ﬁwwmwﬁaw
frar fovdlt wforTe Gard 2
1% WiaEe

regularlyfin time Fafiagd des4| 15 (%3.£%)

with helpful comments S
LERIGE

often late Si5H= IRER

without any comments S0RIGT
T A &

16. Were your assignments discussed with you? Wﬂﬁuﬂqﬁ&[{ EEIRECINERY ﬂ":l?ﬂ'l’xfﬁ
Il BT I BT ?

1% Hig=E

@ ves, fully §19 QUfgT
@ yes, partly §1 TR FHT

not discussed at all == &0 od AT
@ ;%netimes discussed THIRT @] ol

17. Were yvou provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning ? gui=ar

geardie! [auamrai 9e€iEd Yeras ared  Udo ol &1l ?

25 Wig=g




18. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher, you may do

so ... 5 HHTIHHRN Haltd gH< B1e Hd JEdie A1 izl daftd S1el gen sudio a3y
fog.

%E&q’\_a\-e

Mo

All are good subject
MNaothing

Nahi

Mo.

el

No.




Questionnaire No.3  Dr. Nimbhorkar Rajashree R.

1. The syllabus of each course was ........... Ud® fauarEn HEHEFHE ... E dl.
2 wiaEE

@ Adeguate TIET
® Inadequate QT
@ Challenging HT@HATEE

@ Dull 775
2. Background for benefiting from the course was ........... HEYTHEHIGA BIOMRT BT ............ Bidl .
2 HigEE

@ Adeguate TIET

@ Inadequate I
@ Wore than adequate TRGU&T 3fEE
@ Cannot say T OF ARl

3. Was the course easy or difficult to understand? foug go<ogy 9ig Eﬁﬁﬁ s ?
3 wiEEe

@ Easy 90

@ Wanageabls TH Licfm HHGTOIEF]
@ Difficult Haws

@ Very difficult =R Haws




4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? SHFHAGG cad YF Jd RIeHavdrd
ST ?
33 HieEE

@ 2510 100 % ¢4 T oo THE

@ 7010 85 % loo F (4 TFE

® 5510 70 % Y T lso THE

@ less than 55 % b, TEE0T0ET T

5. What is vour opinion about the library material and facilities for the course? AXTHEHHIR]
Teifed dured Uifed d gav YfauT &2 Higd ?
CERIGEIC

@ Adequate T3TT

@ Inadequate 301

@ Wore than adequate TRSU&T T
@ Very poor HOEH

6. To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings? '}-ﬁ RId hoo
qIeH Hifed fdbdl YA SUGe 3Uae Bid ?

3R WigEE

@ Easily Tg=aaor
@ with some difficulty ¥isa1 F50
@ not available at all 2= IUDR JUGH

@ with great difficulty @mﬁ




7. How well did the teacher prepares for the classes? Rre@ & g fard! JaRiH dard ?
23 WiaEE

@ thoroughly EEaET

@ satisfactorily FHLTAETES
® poorly G0 541

@ indifferently FEHEE0MT

8. How well was the teacher able to communicate? ii‘r&la?%mmﬂ'a G WU Tl T&H
gId ?
EER* IGESIC

@ always effective T5H1 TRITHERE
@ sometimes effective TH ] TIRUTHERE
O just satisfactorily FATHTRRET

@ generally inefiective J5HE
HEATHRRE

2. How far the teacher encourages students participation in class? farer® aniae faemat=n
T HIo! fdch Uicdg= ¢ard ?
I3 WiaEE

@ mostly Yes a1
@ sometimes T TET

@ not at all T
@ always Aoad




10. If yes, which of the following methods were used? e HEAIH 9 SIEUd! PO GGdrdl
g ®dld ?
I3 WigEE

encouraged to raise questions

—— 18 (£2.4%)
encouraged to raise questions W3 AR Wicdg+ ddid
O 18

get involved in discussions in

class THE F=a TEHET S

encouraged discussions outside
the classaTETEA I Jod Fedrl

did not encourage WA 24

3(%.8%)

11. How helpful was the teacher in advising? f21&® qoo cugrEe [&dl Had Hdid ?
R AfEE

@ very helpful DT
@ sometimes helpful T+ T

not at all helpful FF@T TUGF T8
@ did not advice TU= 7RI

12. The teacher's approach can best be described as ... R SfP®E 81 gafd e s
CLCE TG R

33 WiEE

@ always courteous Fg41 ATELUig
@ sometimes rude ] FE &
always indifferent T551 G911




13. Internal assessment was ....... Hdiid JOOHT .......... Y 3
EER I

@ always fair 759 TRaS®
@ sometimes unfair i T sOREs®

usually unfair 59 HOESI®
) @ sometimes fair T T TRET®

14. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade 7 gH=I

HAFER AT HHHT Gaiar Adiid Hogida-rdl & 9Rumd el ?
33 WhETE

@ helps to improve FURUHR F005
@ discouraging FEEE
no special effect TIRIG! 92" THEOMTH
e

@ sometimes effective Tt el
RIS

15. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance? ﬁmm
e fovddt wiorg <ara 2
EER IGEIE,

regularlyfin time Fafiaod 85| 19 (£5.¥%)

with helpful comments “J0g5
AR

often late 54 IBR

without any comments SR

gz




16. Were your assignments discussed with you? gHZT AUl G4 fhar uRuraEg e gzl

EEIEEIGEDR
32 Wi

@ ves, fully 519 Qofgd
@ ves, partly 510 Fo! HHI0TT
not discussed at all =1 Fo | =1 Aol

@ sometimes discussed FETT 9= &0l
[EiG]

17. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning ? Ui

Aol [quarl Heftd graed SR Udae old & ?
33 Wigarg




18. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher, you may do

so ..o HHHHHRI Heftd gl Dol Ad ¥dio 1M Rigdii Ydftd drel ga-1 sdio av Y
fosl.
33 WiEE

Mo

Mothing

Khup mst teaching kel @
MNahi

All subjects are good

No comments

A6l

Kahi nahi




Questionnaire No.3  Mr. Ghadge Amit B.

1. The syllabus of each course was ....ccc..... s [dua=T S I=] . 6 ol
2, W=

@ Adequate T¥&ET

@ Inadequate Q0

@& Challenging HToGTATE=T
@ Dul F==

2. Background for benefiting from the course was ........... STHETHSP AT A STOTHRT ©TH ... 6_ dr .
2w, WS

@ Adequate TIET

@ Inadequate QI
@ More than adeguate TTEed&T HTEEF
@ Cannot say a1 Od A6l

3. Was the course easy or difficult to understand? faug Ta<vgYg 914 81d &1 3998 7
2 A

& Easy 910

@ Manageable HOAQoS HHTAIE]
@ Difficult TS

@ Very difficult Hfo=4 @Us

4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? OEHHTI G cad YR giTd Rraaogra
HIST ?
2 HidEE

@ 32510 100 % £ o foo THH

@ 701085 % oo § LU TFD

@ 55 t0 70 % Ll o lso o

@ less than 55 % 4 TFFOT0AEN SO




5. What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the course? ¥THGHRI
Hafeid dyTed Higd d SoR i dan Hgd ?
Iy wigH=E

@ Adequate 3T

@ Inadequate 341
@ More than adeguate TT=I&T w5
@ Very poor AT

4. To what extent were yvou able to get material for the prescribed readings? EMEGCE IR
qraH e Tl THION ST SUTE Bid ?

2y, WigETg
@ Easily TE=001
@ with some difficulty JTsg1 T 8H
@ not available at all &= TU0H J00H
Tad
| @ with great difficulty T WOAH

7. How well did the teacher prepares for the classes? ﬁl&lﬁig gae] [l g Udrd ?

ECN I GRIC
@ thoroughly B@as
@ satisfactorily FATHTHERE
» @ poorly GO FHI
- indifferently FEWEOTT
~ 8% o Y
92%




8. How well was the teacher able to communicate? ﬁT&Iﬂ?%ﬁ"Tﬁﬂ'ﬂ G TITgrETa | fodt T&H
Gk

EER LI

@ always effective F5E TFTHERE
@ sometimes effective T THUMHERE
just satisfactorily HHIETTREE

@ generally ineffective J5dd
HEAUTT

2, How far the teacher encourages students participation in class? 1&g/ ariae faemaf=
TEHNTS fobedl UieHTe- &Td ?
I WS

@ mostly Yes TIaeT
@ sometimes T T

not at all U= =g
@ always g4

10. If yes, which of the following methods were used? B HAOUH 9 OloU®! HIVTE Jgardl
gra hddld ?
I, HiaHE

encouraged o raise questions
7= e HiEeT a9

encouraged to raise questions W AR Uil ddid
AT 18

get involved in discussions in

class T ==d T HET Biad

encouraged discussions outside

the classTaed e 994 Todrl
FGIGI

did not encourage HeETET 29|



11. How helpful was the teacher in advising? [21&[® How SogqE Y Gl A6d ®3ard 2

2, WierETE
@ very helpful GO
@ sometimes helpful T T
@ not at all helpful TE6T SUgEd T941
@ did not advice T AR

12. The teacher's approach can best be described as ... Rrermi=n eP®H 81 vala giFTer 3 &n
U FEA TS ...

2 Wi

@ always courteous SH HEI0MT
@ sometimes rude T T &
@ always indifferent 851 T9M

13. Internal assessment was ....... &Wﬁlw ........... 3 HEd

2, wieEE
@ always fair AgdE OTRaI&F
@ sometimes unfair FH T FORSSE
@ usually unfair S8 HORZZE
@ sometimes fair T T URSIE

14. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade 7 JH=HI

HAHAR A1 TG A Galal Haild odid -l & Uiure HATeT ?

2, wieEE
@ helps to improve FURTEE 39T
@ discouraging FEETET
@ no special effect TIEIG1 9=g TLOMH
e
@ sometimes effective &E T
el TR




15. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance? ﬁmuﬁﬂmﬁaw
fRraie favdit HicaTg Gard ?
ERR I GIES

regularlyfin time FafEaod 29 20 (£0%)

with helpful comments FOdH
HHE

often late 59H IR

without any comments ST0IE!
0 (0%
AT A

16. Were your assignments discussed with you? quﬁ&ﬂ fdoar gRuTeEg e ﬂﬂﬁ'ﬁﬁ
Il ol Sld @l ?

2w HwfTE

@ yes, fully 819 qoigo
@ ves, partly 519 T #90MT
not discussed at all =1 1 Sa AT

@ sometimes discussed TUET == Bl
EIG]

17. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning 7 aui=ar

Ao [Fuarl dEEd Terae R 9do Sd &1 2

Qv AfEETE




18. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher, you may do

50 ... 5 HHHTRN Yt qHdl B8l Ad e i Riarsi=h it srel ga-n sydie R ay
fost.

MNo
MNo

All teachers are teaches very good

Kay nahi

Mothing

aE

No comments

=

el

Mothing any suggestion.




Questionnaire No. 3 Dr. Surve Rahul N.

1. The syllabus of each course was ............ U@ (9= G =1 E dl.
23 wiga=

@ Adequate G3HT

® Inadequate 3

@ Challenging T E
& Dul &7F

2. Background for benefiting from the course was ........... HETHBHIGA SI0MHET @14 ... B ol .
23 wig=e

@ Adequate T3

@ Inadequate Q0

@ More than adeguate TTGAT 3fHa
@ Cannoct say JiIA1 Od A6t

3. Was the course easy or difficult to understand? fawg Tawvg 9y 8 d & 3AYE ?
23 wigEE

@ Easy 910

@ Manageable TOEIEE JO0OEHT
@ Difficult 9=

@ Very difficult HTo=T 3@gs

e

4, How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? SEHATGIG cadh HFT S1d [Ereauard
SHIST ?
23 WitEE

@ 8510 100 % &4 T foo TP

@ 7010 85 % a0 T &4 THE

@ 5510 70 % 4 I 5o TEE

@ less than 55 % Ly SogTdET S8l




5. What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the course? S¥HHHIRIT
HaTeEd JuTod Hifed d 3a gidyr &an Hgd ?
EERSICEIC

@ Adeguate THET

@ Inadequate Q-1

@ Wore than adeguate TTU&T FEd
@ Vvery poor HoHHE

&. To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings? ?—lé Brd Foo
ara- Hifed fdod! UANT SUG e IUGe gid ?

EER IGEIES

@ Easily Fo=a0r

@ with some difficulty 2TS21 35

@ not available at all G219 ITo® JUTH
Tad

@ with great difficulty @ﬂ'ﬂaﬁ

7. How well did the teacher prepares for the classes? [B1&4@ g IiHY dl 9a&i= ddardg 2
EER-IC I

@ thoroughly E@a<

@ satistfactorily FHIUTAETEE
@ poorly WA SHI

@ indifferently IEEETIT

8. How well was the teacher able to communicate? ﬁT&IﬁF%W'\q'EI & Yryugrgrat fadr &y
Bid 2

EERCI G

& always effective 5T TIROTHETTS
@ sometimes effective Tl OfoMTHHES
@ just satistfactorily FHIUTHETED

& generally inefiective ﬁEﬂ =
HEATUT S LE




2. How far the teacher encourages students participation in class? e anine fagmeaten
TEHIST el WIcHTg Gld 2
CERIL LI

@ mostly Yes GIde1
@ sometimes T T

not at all T TGl
@ abways EdH

10. If yves, which of the following methods were used? 84 mm@cﬂmﬁmﬁ DUl UGl
gy pddid ?
EER G ICY

encouraged to raize questions

= AR WeTeT gad

get involved in discussions in class TTHY 94 AU §Idd
T 10

. 3%)

get involved in discussions in

class TTHE =<0 SEHE ST,

encouraged discussions outside

the class@aeie god TgurE
GGIG]

10 (¥3.4%)

did not encourage WIETEA 24

11. How helpful was the teacher in advising? TRI&@® oo TogrHeE Gdl O96d ®edd ?
EERSICEIEY

@ very helpful =g
@ sometimes helpful Tt

not at all helpful TEET FOEHT THdl
@ did not advice = =gl




12. The teacher's approach can best be described as ...... RIarmpi=T e E$ = ETHHJI-HEI" @ AT
U HFIAI TS ...

23 Ufa==

@ always courteous ST AHTSIONT
@ sometimes rude T T T&
always indifferent S5 9

13. Internal assessment was ....... Wﬁ&f’?ﬂﬂm ........... 3 3T
33 widEg

@ always fair 54 URE&

@ sometimes unfair T T HOREIE
usually unfair A8 JORZIF

@ sometimes fair T FH TRIF

14. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade 7 gH=HI

HATER JH=1 S HT Goiar Sfavid Jedid-rar & gioms el ?
EERIGEIES

@ helps to improve GURUER T005
@ discouraging FEwTR!

no special effect FTelG] 4T TI0TH
il

@ sometimes effective T T
TRUMERS




15. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance? ﬁwwmwﬁaw
frgie foveit wioaIg Gard ?
CER: LEICA

regularly/in ime Fafiaud d2bd 19 (£3 6%)

with helpful comments 30T
ECRIEE

often late 549 IBR

without any commenis &0 ] Ex‘
T A

20

16. Were your assignments discussed with you? gﬂ%mamvﬂuﬁ&n EEIRECIFIERY ﬂ"zl?ﬂ'l'iﬁ
EEIEHIEIGEIE

33 wig=g

@ yes, fully BT goigol

@ ves, partly 510 T8I AH0TS

@ not discussed at all == HO] =d AEI
@ ;c;gletimes discussed FHigdl == B

17. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning 7 aui=r

Aol vl et Tere R gdo od B 2

BRI GESIE




18. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher, you may do

s0 ... 5 B HRN Ydlid gl dlol Hd 3o 1M Riadii Yeftd drel ga-1 s&die ol 3g
fog.
23 9fg=rg

Mo

Mahi

No comments

Mothing

Mahi

Khup mst teaching kel ahe &

Amhala upyogi yeil asa abhyaskram hota

Abhyaskram changes HOTA Ambala upyogi padnyasarkha

Mo suggestions.




Analysis of Feedback From Teachers
Academic Year : 2020-2021

Answer Options

Q. No. | Responses Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Number (% Number (% Number (% Number (%

1 8 7 87.50 1 12.50 0 0.00 0 0
2 8 5 62.50 3 37.50 0 0.00 0 0
3 8 8 100.00 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0
4 8 6 75.00 2 25.00 0 0.00 0 0
5 8 5 62.50 3 37.50 0 0.00 0 0
6 8 7 87.50 1 12.50 0 0.00 0 0
7 8 3 37.50 4 50.00 1 12.50 0 0
8 8 6 75.00 2 25.00 0 0.00 0 0

100.00 -

90.00 -

80.00 -

70.00 -

60.00 1 H Very Good

50.00 - B Good

40.00 - m Satisfactory

30.00 B Unsatisfactory

20.00 -

10.00 A

0.00

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8




Analysis of Feedback From Alumni
Academic Year : 2020-2021

2. HIYS T Heldemaaraa URIRTH! 216if0® sdodl Hail 3e ? O
u3 WiaEE

® g ITm

& ==H

® SHEFASRT

@ EOYFTRE

@ Ao Iuy

@ =

® TIVHTRE
@ HTHYFTET

3. HEIfgeoar=l SAR Al 2 HRITo® ®H &Y 3R ?
u3 AfeEE




. i @iear i faenfi=i e g oo &1 ee?
w3 WiGEE

w3 HiorETs

@ g 3T

® 354

O TOYHEEE
@ ITOYAERE

® faIwa

® =

© TOUAETTE
@ TOYAERES

&. TUUgT=T urogTt O HI0T gRa a1 &l He?
43 HiaEE

\o. T T[ei=l =T 101 TSl BRI HIAA?
w3 Tia=g

® AT ==9

@ ST

© THYIERE
@ HTHUATRE

@ faawm

@ 390

O IS RS
@ ATHUHERE



L. Hsllra‘éllc’)lll&l-& TG SATUIRT T @] 6“%?
w3 WiaHaE

<. AeNaeoarg JEae SR ARGl 396 H T4 Tda?
43 Wi

go. Helldeaardis BiHoe 0T UarTesT 3= Hed?
L3 HiaaE

22. Hellageande Riamde od Hegd?
w3 Hieas

® HoFma

® =1

© TOUHESRE
@ HTHEUFETEE

@ T I==

@ 3T

@ THUFATRE
@ HEHYUATRD

® I STg

® ==9

O THYEEES
@ IHEOUFERE

@ o S9g

® =90

® THUFTRE
@ TSRS




2R, efas fAugE S3aTEsHH Udal Siig-Ri fddl JHTna Fafsd ang 2
w3 wigE=E

@ faI=m

@ 394

© FAUFADRE
@ ITHYATRE

23. Helldenedrd R dear Son=l S :EBHEl HIGIE] Bl HIg?
u wioEE

—
2%, HHHhHI U Sild-Tdio 3Udleid B Hg?

w3 Wi

@ e I=9

@ <=0

® THHUATRE
@ ITHYASRE

U, TR AT &S Hod, 1 THa -], DIGY g dlidd &l SH2AT ATea?
w3 UleEg




Minutes of the Feedback Committee Meeting
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