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Questionnaire No,-1

Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students :

Faculty,Depafimenl -

Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B A lst 2016'17

Su - Hind

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY

I Depth of the course content incLuding Froiect work if any 8 10 2 0

2 Exten! of co.,,etage of course. 1 t0 9 0

ADnlicabilitv relevance to real life situations. l8 0

,1
Learning value (in lerms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

anal\1ical abilities aDd broadening perspectives)
7 ll 0 0

) Clarih and relevance oftextual reading material. 6 0 0

6 Rele\ance of additional source matenal (Library) 5 l5 0 0

7 EKent ofeffort required bv students 8 t2 0 0

8 Overall rating. b 10 4 0

Total 85 0

Percentage

S.No. Param€ters
Very
Good

Good Satislactory Unsatisfactory

I Depth ofthe course content lncLuding project rvork ifany. 40 50 10

2 Exten! of coverage of cou$e- 5 )tJ 0

3 ADolicabiLiN relevance to real life situations. 90 5 5

4
Learning value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,

analltical abiliiies and broadening perspectives)
J) 65 0 0

5 Claritv and relevance oftextual .eadins material. 30 10 0 0

6 Relevirnce of additional source material (Library) 25 /) 0 0
,|

Extent of effort required by students 40 60 0 0

8 Overall ratinF,. 30 50 20
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When feedback is analysed it is found that all stud
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Questionnaire No'-l

Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B A Ist 2016'l?
Faculty/Depanment -
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ACTION TAKEN REP

When feedback is analysed it is found that all stu
parameter hence no

Principal
Govt College BalramPUr 

'
Dist -BatramPuI-RamanuJganl

ec-

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory UnsatislactorY

I Depth ofthe course content including project uork ifany 10 l0 2 0

2 ExtenI of coverage ofcourse 3 10 9 0

3 Applicability relevance to real life situationr 20 I I 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manuaL skills,

znalricrl ahi lities and broadening Derspectlves)
9 l3 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material 8 l4 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 1 l5 0 0

1 Extent ofeffon required by students IO t2 0 0

8 Overall rating. 8 l0 4 0

Total 15 85 lo 0

Percentage

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

DeDth of the course content including project work if any' 45.45 45.45 9.09 000

2 Extent of covenge of coursg 13.64 45 45 40.91 0.00

3 Aonlicabilirv reLevance to real Iife situations 90 9l 0.00

4
L€arnrng !alue (in terms of knowledge, concepts' manual skills,

analrtical abilities and broadening perspectrves)
40.91 59.09 000 000

5 Claritv and relevance of textual reading materiaL 36 36 63 64 000 000

6 Relevance oI additional source material (liibrary) 31.82 68.t8 0.00 0.0{J

1 Extent of effort required by students 45.45 54.55 0.00 000

8 Overall rating. 36 36 45 45 18.18 0.00



Faculty/Department -

Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester,^(ear - B A Ist 2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Cood

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

Depth of the course content iDcluding proiect work if any l0 l0 4

2 Extent of coverape of course. l l0 ll 0

3 Aoolicabilitv relevance to real Life situations. 20 3 0

-1
Learning value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts. manual skills,
anal!1ical abilities and broadening perspectives)

9 l3 2 0

Clarity and relevance oftextual readins marcnar 8 t4 2 0

6 Relevtulce of additional source material (Librarv') '7 15 2 0

7 Extent of effort reouired bv students. l0 l2 2 0

8 OverallEtins. 8 l0 6 0

Total 75 85 0

Percentage

S.No. Parameters
V€ry
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Depth ofthe course content includinc Droiect work ifany. 4t.67 4t.6',1 t6 67 0.00

2 Extent of coverag€ of course. 12.50 4 t.61 4 5.83 0.00

3 Applicabilitv relevance to real life situations 83 33 4.1'7 l2 50 000

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analltrcal abilities and broadening perspectives)

37.50 54.11 8.3l 0.00

5 Claritv and relevance oftextual readine material. 33 3l 58 33 8.3 3 0.00

6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 29 t'Z 62 50 8.33 000
'7 Extent of effod reouired bv students. 4t.6',1 50.00 8.13 0.00

I Overall rating. 3 3.33 41 6'/ 25 00 0.00
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Questionnaire No'-1

Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Alst 2016-17

Facu lty,Depafment -
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I Very Good

| 6ood

Satis{actory

I Unsatisfactory

s

Parameters
Very
Good

Good SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

l0 l0 2 0

Depth of the course conrcnr tncruutttts Pt".t'"' *"'_ " __' '
l t0 9 0

2 20 0

l
0 09

4
8 12 2 0

5 1 13 2 0

6 l0 l0 2 0

1
8 8 o 0

8 75 11 0

Percentage
VGry

Good
Good SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY

S.No. Parameters
.:i=:--=;;=ri;; 45.45 45.45 9.09 0.00

Depth ot the course c9nl€xr nre'u""'E v'"r"-' ''-' -_ -_'
E*r"n, of 

"1u"t18" 
ot "1.o" , ;t;: ::;:::;;:::

13 64 45.45 40.91 0.00

2
90 91 0.00

3

40.91 59.09 000 0,00
4

JO, JO 54 55 9.09 0.00

5 31.82 59.09 9,09 000
6 ,re,aah.e^tanry

45.45 45.45 9.09 0.00

1 Extent ot ellon requlr€o oy sluuGutJ

Ovemll rating.
3636 J O.JO 21 .21 0.00

8

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON TEACIIERS



QuestionnAire No -2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submittedafter the final €xamination results) (Tick ontt """ "t 
tn" t"il"'rTilTi'-i"ti 

,

Years from to -2016- l7
Name - Mr N. K Dewangan

D€partment

Parameters
Very Good Good SatisfactorY Unsatisfactory

S.No.
5 4 0

I

comprehensibilitv) - . .

5 3 2
)

) 4 I 0

l SrnceriLr commt(menL ot tne tcacttst'
) .t I 0

4 lnterest generalcu u,v ule "'"""'
Ability to integrale course material with environmenL/other

issues to provide a broader pefspecuve
3 )

)
4 .t I

6

4 4 I

'l

3 2

8

course l 6 0 I

9 lProvision of sutltctent ttme ror reeuua"^

In, Fr.:' rrr ino
lvrliqi,,s o 

- 
.

4 2 0

It) 42 4l

PERCENTAGE

SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY
Ptrameters

Very Good Good
S.No.

50 40 l0

comprehensibility) - . .

50 30 20 0

2
50 40 l0 0

3 <in.pril\ cnmmllmenl oT rllc L(drrr(r'
40 r0 0

4 lnterest genelatecl bY tne rcacncr'

Abillty to inlegrate course material with environment/olhel

issues to provide a broader perspectlve'
30 50 20 0

)

40 40 10 l0
6

40 40 10 l0
T

40 30 20 10

8

coufse
30 60 0 l0

9 p'^, i.ion of.ufllclent llme Ior rscuudrl

OveraLl rating
40 40 20 0

l0
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of

program and teaching on every given parameter in unsatisfied parameters teacher has been

instructed to take necessary action.

n
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Questionnaire No'-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for €ach T€acher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only on€ of the four atternatives)
Programme-B A I

years from to -2016-17Name-Dr.U K Pandey

Department

S.No. Param€ters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Ituowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 3 6 I 0

2
Communication skills (in terms ofarticulation and

comprehensibili!y)
2 6 2 0

3 Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 5 4 I 0

4 lnterest generated by the teacher.
,| 2 I 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other

issues to provide a broader perspective.
4 4 2 0

6 AbiliW to intesrate content with other courses 2

1

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes

avaibility of the teacher to monivate further study and

discussion outside class)

,7

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ asslgnments/examinatlons

and projects to evaluate students understanding ofthe
course

l 4 2 I

9 Provision of sutflcient time for feedback 3 6 I

10 Overall rating 4 4 2 0

Total 38 45 l3 4

PERCENTAGE

S.No. Param€ters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowiedge base of the teacher (as perceived by you) 30 60 l0 0

2
Communication skills (in terms of articulation and

comDrehensibility)
20 60 20 0

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. itJ 40 IO 0

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 10 20 l0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other

lssues to provide a broader perspective.
40 40 20 0

6 Abiliw io intesrate content with other courses. 60 20 l0 l0

1

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out of the class (includes

avaibility ofthe teacher to monivate further sludy and

discussion outside class)

t0 ?0 l0 10

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations

and projects to evaluate students understanding ofthe
course

30 40 20 l0

9 Provislon of sulficient time for feedback 30 60 0 l0
l0 Overallrating 40 40 20 0
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Name - Shailesh Kannoujiya
D€partment

Questionnair€ No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)
Programme-B A I

yea.s from to -2016-17

f

S.No, Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Krowledge base of the teacher tas perceived by you) 3 5

2
Communication skills (in tems of articulation and
comprehensibility)

2 4 2 2

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 5 3

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 7 2 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other
issues to provide a broader perspective.

4 4 2 0

6 Abiliw to intesrate content with other courses. 6 2

7

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out of the class (includes
avaibility ofthe teacher to monivate further study and
discussion outside class)

3 5

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations
and projects to evaluate students understanding ofthe
cou$e

3 5 I

9 Pror ision ofsufficienr time for feedbacl 3 2 4 I
l0 Overall rattng 4 5 I 0

Total 38 31 E

PERCENTAGE

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Kno$ledse base ofrhe teacher {as Derceived bv vouI l0 50 l0 l0

2
Communication skills (in terms ofarticulation and
comprehensibrlity)

20 40 20 20

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 50 30 l0 10

4 lnterest generated by the teacher. 't0 20 l0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmentother
issues to provide a broader perspective.

40 40 20 0

6 Abilify to integrate content with other courscs. 60 20 l0 10

'l
Accessibility of the teacher in and out ofthe class (includes
avaibility ofthe teacher to monivate further study and

discussion outside class)

l0 30 50 l0

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations
and projects to evaluate students understarding ofthe
cours0

30 l0 50 l0

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback 30 20 40 l0
l0 Overall rating 40 50 10 0
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
program and teaching on every given paramet€r in Unsatisfied parameters teacher has been

rnstructed to take necessary action'
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Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitt€d after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four att€rnatives)

Programme-B A I
years from to -2016'17\ame - Dr Archana Gupta

Department

I

S.l\-o. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Kno\! ledqe ba,e of thc teacher (a:, percei\ ed by ) ou) 2 5 2 I
Communication skills (in tems of articulation aDd

comprehensibilit_v)
4 3 2.

3 Sincerit!/commitment of the teacher 4 2 I

4 Interesl generated bv the teacher- 5 2 3 0

5
Abilit), to integrate course material with environment/other
issues to provide a broader perspective.

8 0 2 0

6 Abililv ro inregrare conlenl \ ilh olher courses. I 2 5 2

'7

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes

avaibilitl ofthe teacher to monivate further study and

discussion outside class)

6 3 0 I

8

AbiLity to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations
and projects to evaluate students understanding ofthe
course

3 I 5

Provi,,on ofsufftrient time for feedback 4 2 3

10 Overall ratins 5 5 0 0

Total 39 11 9

PERCENTAGE

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledse base ofthe teacher (as Derceived by you) 20 50 20 10

2
Communication skills (in terms of articulation and

comprehensibility)
l0 40 30 20

l Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 40 30 20 10

4 lnterest senerated by th€ teacher. 20 30 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmentother
issues to provide a broader perspective.

ri0 0 20 0

6 Abilitv to inteerate content with other courses l0 20 20

1

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out of lhe class (includes
avalbillty ofthe teacher to monivate fufther study and

discussion outside class)

60 30 0 l0

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations
and projects to evaluate students undentanding ofthe
coutse

l0 r0 50 r0

9 Provision of.ufficienr lime for feedbac^ 40 2D 30 l0
t0 O!erall rating 50 50
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

when feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of

program and teaching on every given param€ter in Unsatisfied parameters teacher has been

instructed to take necessary action'
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Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

CourseName - B A lst

Subject Name - Sociology

proglamme :

Years:2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 20 0 2 0

2 Background fof banefiEing from lhe course was.
,| t) 0 0

3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 8 10 3

4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 20 2 0 0

5 What is your opinion about the library material and facilities lor the course? 5 l3 4 0

6 To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings? l8 4 0 0

1 How well did the teacher prepare lor the classes? t6 5 I 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? l6 l 3 0

How far does the teacher encourage student pa4l4pat&4.! th9 +Es?-- l6 4 I

10 ifyes. which of the following methods were used? l9 3 0 0

How helpful was the teacher in advising? 20 I 0

t2 The Leaohel s approach can best be desclibed as. l5 1 0 0

13 lnternal assessment r!as. l8 4 0 U

l4 What will be the impact of intemal assessment on your result? 21 I 0 0

15 How frequently you get response the from trylqgJgllfgl! 20 2 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? l9 3 0 0

l1
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe

course?
22 0 0 0

l8 Suqgcstrons and remarks regarding course or teache 0 0 0 0

Total 280 71 l5 2

ercen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 90.91 0.00 9.09 000

2 Backsround lbr banefitting from the course was. 31 82 68.r8 0.00 000

l was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 36 36 45.45 13.64

4 Horv much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 90.9r 9.09 0.00 0.00

5 What is your opinion about the library material and facilities lor the course? 22.73 59.09 18.18 0.00

6 To what extent were you abie to get material for the prescribed readings? 81.82 18.r8 0.00 0.00

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes'? '72.'73 22.'t 3 0.00

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? '1).13 13.64 r 3.64 0.00

9 How 1ar does the teacher encourage snrdent participation in the cLass? '12.13 18.18

l0 ifyes, which ofthe following methods were used? 86.36 13.64 0.00 0.00

ll How heipful was the teacher in advising? 90.91 0.00

T2 Thc tcacher's approach can bcst be descl ibed ar 68. t8 31.82 000 0.00

li Internal assessment was. 81.82 18.l8 0.00 0.00

What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 95.15 0.00 0.00

15 How lrequendy you get response the from teachers on your work 90.91 9.09 0.00 0.00

to Whether teachers discuss \aith you on assignment? 86.36 \3.64 0.00 0.00

t7
Whether the lntroductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe

course?
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

Suggcstions and rcn'ia ks regarding coursc or teachct ifany 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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P

CourseName-BAIst
Subject Name - Hindi

Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching
programme:

Years:2016- 17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY

1 The syllables ofeach coulse was. l0 6 0 0

2 Backsound for banefifting from the course wat 'l 9 0 0

3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand' 8 8 0

4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the cLass? 8
'1 l 0

5 What is your opinion about the library material and faciiities for the course? 9 6 0 I

6 To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings? ll 5 0 0

1 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? I 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? l0 5 0

9 How ibr does the teacher encourage student participation in the ciass'J l0 6 0 0

t0 ifves. which ofthe following methods were used? l4 2 0 0

lt How helpi'ul was the teacher in advising? t2 4 0 0

T2 The reacher's approach can best be described as. ll 5 0 0

l3 Intemal assessment was. ll 5 0 0

td Whut *i[ b. th" itttpact ofinternai assessment on your result? II 4 0

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your worK l0 5 0

t6 Wherher teachrrs di'cLrss with ) ou on assignment? l4 2 0 0

t'7
Whether the lnttoductoty lecture has been given in the beginning olthe

course?
l6 0 0 0

18 Suqsestions and femarks regardilg coutj!!!1!99!!L l -j 0 0 0 0

Total 186 80 3 3

ercen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 62.5 3'7.5 0

2 Background for banefitiing from th€ course was 43.7 5 56.25 0 0

3

-ur,t."ourr""uryoo,oirt"u11g11qg131a.

50 50 0 0

4 How much oflhe 5)llabus uas corered in the classi 50 43.'7 5 625 0

5 What is your opinion about the library material and lacilities lor the course? 56.25 17.5 0 6.25

6 To what extent were you able to get material lor the prescribed readings? 68.75 3r.25 0 0

7 How $ell did fte teacher prepare for the classes? 8 7.5 6.25 0 6.25

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 62.5 at.2) 6.25

9 How far does the teacher encourage sludent partq!pq!!9!-4-.lu9jl3!f 62.5 3',7.5

l0 ifves. rvhich ofthe following methods were used? 875 12.5 u l)

lt How helDful was the teacher in advising?
'75 25 0

12 The Leacher's approach can best be descl r 68.? 5 3t.25 0 0

1l lnternal assessment \\ as. 68.?5 3r.25 0

t4 Whut.rill b.,h" impact ofinternal assessment on )our re\ull? 68.75 25 0 6.25

tf How frequently you get response the from teachers on your \'vork' 62.5 31.25 6.25

16 Whether leachers discuss uith 1ou on assignment? 87.5 t2.5 0

1',l
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe

course?
r00 0 0 0

l8 tions and remarks regarding course or teachef lfany 0 0 0 0
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EYALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that most ofthe students are satisfied with Evaluation of
program and teaching on every given parameter, wherever unsatisfactory expression arised the
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Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation ofProgramme and Teaching
programme:

Years: 2016- 17

Course Name - B A Ist

/
Subiect Name - eatsl

S.No. Paramet€rs
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

The syllables ofeach course was. 9 7 0 0

2 Backsround for banefiftinq from the course was. 6 10 0 0

3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand.
,1

9 0 0

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?
,7

8 0

5 What is your opinion about the library mat€rial and facilities lor the course? 8 1 0

6 To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings? t0 6 0 U

,7 How vell did the teacher Drepare for the classes? l3 2 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 9 6 0

9 How t'ar does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 9
,1

0

l0 ifyes, which ofthe following methods were used? l3 3 0

lt How helplul was the teacher in advising? It 5 0 0

t2 The teacher's aporoach can best be descttoeo as. 10 6 0 0

l3 Intemal assessment was. l0 6 0

l4 \Vhal will be the impacl of internal a:sessment on ]our resull? 10 ) 0 I

t5 How frequenlly you get response the from teachers on your work. 9 6 I 0

I6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignmen!? l3 l 0 0

r'7
Whether the lntroductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
t5 I 0 0

l8 SugRestions and remark regarding coulse or teacher ifany 0 0 0

Total r69 97 3

Percen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Ihe srllebles ofeach course was. 56.25 43.'7 5 0 0

2 Background for banefifting from the course was. 37.5 62.5 0 0

3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 43.'7 5 56.2s 0 0

4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 43.'75 50 6.25 0

5 What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the course? 50 43.7 5 0 6.25

6 To what extent were you able to get material lor the prescribed readings? 62.5 31 .5 0 0

1 How well did the teacher Drepare for the classes? 81 25 12.5 0 6)5
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 56.25 3'7.5 6.25 0

9 How ldr does lhe leacher encourage sludenl participalion in the class? 56.25 43.'.l 5 0 0

l0 ifyes. which ofthe following methods were used? 81.25 I8.7 5 0 0

lt How helDful was the teacher in advising? 68.75 31.25 0

12. The tcachcr's aDDroach carr bcst be desclibed as 62.5 3'7.5 0 0

tl lnternal assessment was. 62.5 3',7.5 0 0

l4 What rvilL be the impact ofinternal assessment on your result? 62.5 3),.25 0 6.25

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 56.2s 3'7 .5 6.25 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assipFment? 81.25 18.75 0 0

t'7
Whether the lntroductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

93.75 6.25 0 U

l8 Suggestions aild remalks regarding course or teachel ifany 0 0
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Eyaluation of program



Questionnaire No,-3
Students oyerall Evaluation ofProgramme and Teaching

Cou6eName-BAIst
Subiect Name - Political Science

progmmme:

Years: 2016- l7

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe sr llahles ofeach course was. 1 9 0 0

2 Backgound for banefining lrom the course was. 4 I2 0 0

3 was the course easv bor diffrcult to undersland. 5 11 0

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 5 l0 I 0

5 What is vour ooinion about the librarv material and facilities for the course? 6 9 0 I

6 To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings? 8 8 0 0

7 How well did the teacher oreoare for the classes? ll 4 0 I

o How well was the teacher able to communicate? 1 8 I 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 1 9 0

10 ifves. which ofthe followine methods were used? ll 5 0

ll How helpful was the leacher in adr ising? 9 'l 0

12 The teacher''s aooroach can best be described as. 8 8 0 0

t.l Internal assessment was, 8 8 0 0

l4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 8 7

l5 How frequentlr vou get resDonse the from teachers on \our worl. 7 8 0

l6 Wherher teachers discuss with you on assignment? 5 0 0

t'7
Whether the lnhoductory lecture has been gi!en in the beginning of the

course?
l3 3 0

t8 Sussestions and remarks reeardrng course or teacher if dry 0 0 0

Total 135 131 3

Pe rcen

S.No. Paaameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

The syllables ofeach course was. 43.',l 5 56.25 0 0

2 Backsround for banefittine from the course was. 2) '75 0 0

3 Was the course easv bor difficult to understand. 3t.25 68.75 0 0

4 How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? 3 r.25 62.5 625 0

) What is vour ooinion about the librarv material and facilities for the course? 3',7 .5 56.25 0 6.25

6 To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings? 50 50 0 0

'7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 68.'7 5 z) 0 6.25

8 How rvell was the teacher able to communicate? 43.',l 5 50 6.25 0

9 How far does the teachq encourage student Darticipation in the class? 43.'7 5 56.25 0 0

l0 ifyes. which ofthe following methods were used? 6l! /J 31 25 0 0

ll How helDful was the teacher in advising? 56.25 43.',l5 0 0

12 The teacher's aoproach can best be desclibed as. 50 50 0 0

l3 Internal assessment was. 50 50 0 0

l4 What \\ ill be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 50 43.15 0 6.25

15 Ho\r freouenlly \ou set resDonse the lrom teachers on your work. 43.7 5 50 6.25 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assipnrnenl? 68.'7 5 31.25 0 0

\7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

81.25 18.75 0 0

18 Su!.grstiuns rnJ rsmiuks rcs.rrding (ourse or tercher i{ Jn} 0 0 0 0



r Very Good

I Good

Satisfactory

I UnsatisJactory

12 113 i14 115 116

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found lhat almost all students are satisfred with Evaluation of program

and teaching on every given parameter except some crieteriy given parameter except some crieteri
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ec - Hindi

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I DeDth ofthe course content includins Droiect work ifany. t2 l0 2 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 3 12 9 0

3 ADDlicabilitv relevance to real life situatrons. 20 3 I 0

4
Learning value (in tems ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,

anahtical abilities and broadeling perspectives)
9 l5 0 0

5 Claritv and relevance oftextual readins material. 8 l6 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 9 l5 0 0

1 Extent of effort required bv students t0 t4 0 0

8 Overall ratinE. 8 t2 4 0

Total 79 91 16 0

Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Faculty,Depanment - Semester/Year - B A Ist 2017-18

Percentage

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Deolh ofrhe course contenr includinp. Droiect work ifant. 50.00 4t 67 8.33 000
2 Exlent of coverage of course. 12.50 50 00 3?.50 0.00

3 Aoolicabilitv relevance to real life situatrons 81 33 t2 50 4.1'l 000

4
Learning value (in tems of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

anal]'tical abilities and broadening perspectives)
3 7.50 62.50 000 000

5 Claritv and relevance oftextual readine material. 33 33 66.61 000 000
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 3 7.50 62 50 000 000
7 Extent of effort required bv students. 41,.61 58.33 0.00 000
8 Overall rating. l3 33 50 00 16.61 0.00
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When feedback is analysed it is found that all stude
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90 00
80.00
70.00
60 00
50 00
40 00
30.00
20.00
10.00
000

Questionnaire No'-1

Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B A lst 2017-18
Faculty,Department -

r Very Good

I Good

; satisfactory

! UnsatisfactorY

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON TEACHERS

Whenfeedbackisanalyseditisfoundthatal|studentsaresatisfiedwiththeteacheronevery,Ei
parameter hence no action is required'

2

c3

1

o

6og

oq

;9

o9l

i or>

: Y^=

Principal
Govt. Collcge BalramPul

Dist.-BalramPur'Ramanuigant

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

10 l0 2 0
I 66pth of rhe course content including project work ifany

F-i.-r ^f .^vFraoc of .nrrrse 3 10 9 0
2

l Aoolicabilitv relevance to real life situations 20 !
l3

!
0

s

0
4

lGing *tu.1in t"*s of knowledge, concepts, manual skills'

anallaicalabilitiesandbroudl!!18-P.eop"ctives) 

-

9

8 I4 0 0

1

I
'7

^f +--h,.1'.",lina haterirl

r"r:.:^--r .^.,.^. -deriql /t ihrrrul '7 l) 0 0

Extent of effort required by students

OveraLl rating.

l0 12 0 0

8 t0 4 0
8

15 E5 16 0
Total

Percentage

S.No. Parameters
V€ry
Good

Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY

45.45 45.45 9.09 000n.^rr, 
^€ 

rhF 
^^,,r<c 

.onrent rncludine oroiect work lt an]

2 Extent of coverage of course 13.64 45.4 5 40 9t 0.00

3 Aoolicabiliry relevance to real life situations 90 9l 4.55 0.00

4
lTu-ing uutu" (ltt,"..s ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills'

--^r-*:^^r ^Liri+i-- "-,1 h.^a.lpfl ino nenneclives)
40.91 59.09 0.00 0.00

36.36 63.64 0.00 0.00
5 , an.l rclev2flce oftextual reading material

6 : ^:rr.r^--r .^,,.^a mqrF.ial rl ihr2r! I 31 82 68.18 0.00 0.00

45 45 54 55 000 0.00
1 Fwrenr ^fpffnn renrired hv students.

8 Overallrating. 36.36 45.45 I8.18 0.00



Faculty/Department -

Questionnaire No.-1

Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B A lst 2017-18

100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30 00
20.00
10 00
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I Very 6ood

I Good

Satisfactory

r Unsatisfactory

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON TEACHERS
When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with the teacher on every n

ro ra motar han^a n^ onfion is ranrirpdparameter hence no action is required,

+
cl

(,.

rit':iiBXl".'"1

Su - Political Science

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany 10 t2 2 0

2 Exrent of coverage of course. 3 t2 9 0

3 ADDIicability relevance to real life situations 20 3 I 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skilis,

anal],tical abilities and broadeningperspectives)
l5 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 8 l6 0

6 Relerance of additional source m aterial (L ibrarl ) 7 t'7 0 0

1 Extent of effort required by studeflts l0 l4 0 0

8 Overall ratine. 8 12 4 0

Total 15 101 16 0

Percentage

S.No. Pararneters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 DeDth of the course content including project work if any. 4t.67 50.00 833 0.00

2 Extent of coverage of course. 12.50 50.00 17.50 000

l Applicabilify relevance to real life situalions. 83.3 3 12.50 0.00

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,

anal},tical abilities and broadening perspectives)
37.50 62.50 0.00 000

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 33.31 66 61 0.00 0.00

6 Rele\ ance of ddditional source material (l ibrar!) ).9.17 ?0.83 000 0.00
,7

Extent of effort required by students. 4t.67 5E.33 0.00 0.00

8 Overall rating. 31.3 3 50.00 t6.67 0.00

o,ill';'?$il'i''?""'l'i;;'"in""t



Questionnaire No'-1

Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students

Faculty/Depanment -

: Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B A Ist 2017'18

-ol

d9

9

oq

9E
9bo

EE

I'og.E

G-
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=:i6E 34o

3

o

I Very Good

r Good

''' SatisfactorY

IU

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON TEACHERS

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with the teacher on e-very

narameter hence no action is required'

ec

Parameters
Very
Good

Cood SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

8 t2 2 0

t Depth ofthe course content rnctuuutts ptulo'' *"'^ '^ *''
I 12 9 0

2 E*,"n, of 
,!f 

u.t1g" o, "!!tl:':; ;: :, : ; :;::;;,:;: r8 l I
3

,7 15 0 0

4 .nal\lical ablllhes ano Droaocrrrr'ts Pc')P"" "-'
6 l6 0 U

5
5 t7 0 0

6 8 l4 0 0

'l lF\tenl ol ellon requlrcu uy sLuu''""'
ln, prlll rarinF

6 12 4 0

8 59 101 lb 0

Percentage
Very
Good

Good SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY

S.No. Parameters

3 6.36 54.5 5 909 0.00

Depth ofthe course contenr tnctuutttg t"'1"" ""'^ " _-^'
54.5 5 40 9l 0.00

2 E*r.n, 
ll,f,ou"r1g. 

ot .lutlf:l 
; :; : l::::;i.:;: 81 82 13.64 0.00

3

.' ' : . -^.^-.^ri-,..\
31 .82 68.18 0.00 0.00

4
,rnal!'tical abllltles ano DroauErr"rts P!rrF!\"'-"r

27 .21 't2.'73 0.00 0.00

5 22.7 3 1'.|.21 0.00 0.00

6 Rele\ance ol addltlonal sourcc I'rilrsr rd' 
' 
r'"' "l.,

36 36 63 64 0.00 000
'l Extent ot eilort requlreo Dy sruuEx"'

Overallrating.
21 )1 54.5 5 18. t8 000

8

,, ::;:'lJ,lff: HlLxru" "'



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name- shree N.K.Devanga! Programme -B.A. I
years:from to -201?-18Department

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base of lhe leacher (as percei\ ed by you) 3 6 0

2
Communication skills (in terms of articulation and

comDrehensibility)
5 4 0

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher' 8 2 0

4 lnterest generated bY the teacher 2 'l l 0

5
Ability to integate course material with environmenvother

issues to provide a broader perspective.
I 5 4 0

6 Abilitv to intesrate content with other couFes 6 I 3 0

'7

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out of lhe class (includes

avaibility of the teacher to monivate further study and

discussion outside class)

I 5 4 0

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Iests/ assignments/examinations

and projects io evaluate students understanding of the

cou$e

4 5 0

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback 4 5 I 0

10 Overall rating 4 l 3 0

Total 49 1

S.No. Parameters very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) t0 60 0 l0

2
Communication skills (in terms of articulation aid

comorehensibiliW)
50 40 10 0

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher' l0 80 20 0

4 lnterest generated by the teacher. 20 70 30 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other

issues to provide a broader perspectlve
10 50 40 0

6 Ability to inteArate content with other courses. 60 l0 30 0

,]
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out of the class (includes

avaibility ofthe teacher to molivate funher study and

discussion outside class)

10 50 40 0

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations

and projects to evaluate students understanding ofthe

course

40 50 10 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 40 )o t0 0

l0 Overall rating 40 30 30 0



t Very Good

r Good

,satisfactory

r Unsatisfactory

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analysed it is found that aalmost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of

program and teaching on every given parameter in unsatisfied parameters teacher has been

instructed to take necessary action.
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Questionnaire No'-2

Studcnt Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination r€sults) (Tick only one ofthe four atternatives)

I

Programme-B.A I
years:from to-2016-17

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 5 3 2 0

2
Communication skills (in terms of articulation and

comnrehensibilitv)
6 3 I 0

l Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher' 6 4 0 0

4 lnterest generated by the teacher' 5 4 I 0

5
Abili!y io integate course material with envilonment/other

issues to provide a broader perspective.
3 ) 2 0

6 Abilir\ to integrale conlenr with other courset 8 2 0 0

1

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes

avaibility of the teacher to monivate further sludy and

discussion outside class)

1 3 0 0

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations

and projects to evaluate students understanding ofthe

cours9

1 3 0 0

9 Provi'ion of sufficienl time for feedback 6 3 I 0

r0 Overall ratrng 6 4 0 0

Total 34 1 0

PRESENIAGE

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I I(nowledge base ofthe teacher (as percaived by you) 50.00 50 00 0.00 0.00

2
Communication skills (in terms of articulation and

comorehensibilitv)
50.00 50.00 0.00 000

3 Sinceriw/commitment of the teacher. 50.00 50.00 0.00 0,00

4 Interest generated by the teacher' 30.00 50.00 20 00 000

5
Ability lo integrate course material with environmentlother

issues to provide a broader perspectrve
40.00 40.00 l0 00 10.00

6 Abiliry ro integrate contenl with other courses. 40.00 60.00 000 0.00

'7

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes

avaibility ofthe teacher to monivate further study and

disqussion outside class)

40 00 60.00 0.00 0.00

8

Ability to design qiuzzes,/Tests/ assignments/examinatlons

and projects to evaluate students understanding ofthe

couIse

50.00 40.00 10.00 0.00

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback 60.00 40.00 0.00 0.00

t0 OveraLl rating 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00



r Very Good

t Good

- Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
program and teaching on every given parameter hence no need to take action.
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Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teach€rs (Separate for each T€acher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

/i
Name- ShaileshKannoujiya
Department

Programme-B.A. I
years:from to-2017-18

S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY

Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you) 5 5 0 0

2
Communication skills (in terms ofarticulation and

comorehensibility)
5 5 0

3 Since tv/commitment of the teacher. 5 5 0 0

4 Interest eenerated by the teacher. 3 5 2 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other

issues to provide a broader perspective.
4 4 I

6 Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses. 4 6 0 0

'7

Accessibilify ofthe teacher in and out of the class (includes

avaibility ofthe teacher to monivate funher study and

discussion outside class)

4 6 0 0

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Iests/ assignments/examinations

and projec$ to evaluate students understanding ofthe
course

5 4 0

9 Provision oI sufficient time for feedback 6 4 0 0

t0 Overallrating 5 5 0 0

Total 46 49 4 1

PRESENTAGE

1 Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 50.00 50.00 000 0.00

2
Communication skills (in terms of articulation and

comprehensibility)
50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00

3 Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 50.00 50.00 0,00 0.00

4 lnterest senerated bv the teacher, 30.00 50 00 20.00 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenvother

issues to provide a broader perspective
40 00 40.00 r0.00 l0 00

6 Abilitv to inteerate content with other courses. 40.00 60.00 0.00 0.00

7

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes

avaibility ofthe teacher to monivate further study and

discussion outside class)

40 00 60.00 0.00 0.00

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations

and projects to evaluate students understanding ofthe
couIse

50.00 40.00 l0 00 0.00

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 60 00 40 00 0.00 0.00

t0 Overallrating 50.00 50.00 0.00 000
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ACTION TAI(EN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
program and teaching on eyery given parameter in Unsatisfied parameters teacher has been

instructed to take nec€ssary action.
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Questionnaire No'-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of th€ four atternatives)

Programme-BA I
years from to -2017-18Name - Dr ARCHANA CIJPTA

Department

S.No. Param€ters Verv Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 5 4 0

2
Communication skills (in terms of articulation and

comprehensibiliW)
5 3 0

3 Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 5 4 0

4 Interest eenerated bv the teacher. 5 4 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenvother
issues to provide a broader perspective.

3 5 3 0

6 Abiliw to inteerate content with other courses. 4 4

1

Accessibllity ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes

avaibility ofthe teacher to monivate further study and

discussion outside class)

4 4

8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations
and proJects to e!aluate students understanding ofthe
course

4 3 2 I

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback l 6 0 t

l0 Overallratine 4 4 2 0

Total 42 4l l3 4

PERCENTAGE

S.No. Parameters verv Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Krowledp.e base of rhe reacher (as perceived by you) 50 00 40.00 10.00 0.00

2
Communication skills (in terms of articulation and

comorehensibilitv)
50.00 30 00 10.00 0.00

3 Sincerity/commitmenr of the teacher. 50 00 40.00 10.00 0,00

4 lnterest generated bv the teacher. 50 00 40.00 10 00 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmentother
issues to provide a broader perspective.

30.00 50.00 30.00 0.00

6 Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses 40.00 40.00 10.00 10.00

1

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out of the class (includes

avaibility of the teacher to monivate further study and

discussion outside class)

40 00 40.00 l0 00 l0 00

8

Ability to deslgn qiuzz€s/Tests/ assignments/examinations

and projecls to evaluate students understanding ofthe
coutse

40.00 30.00 20 00 l0 00

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback 30.00 60.00 0.00 10.00

10 Overall rating 40 40 20
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
program and teaching on every given parameter in Unsatisfied parameters teacher has been

instructed to take n€cessary action.
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Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc lst 20I6-17

"..1

Faculty/Department -

Sub
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& VerV Good

r Good

lft, SatisfactorV

t Unsatrsfactory

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER /
When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students lre satisfied with Evaluation df
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S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

I Depth ofthe course content includine proiect work ifany. I 7 I

2 Extent of coverase of course. 4 A I

J ApplicabiliW relevance to real life situations. A J 2

A -eaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
maMical abilities and broadenins perspectives) 4 5 0

5 llariW and relevance oftextual readine material. 5 J 0 2

6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 6 J 0

7 Extent ofeffort required by students. ) 4 0

8 Overall ratins. 4 ) I 0

Total 33 34 8

Percentaqe

S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv
Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifanv. l0 70 10 10

2 Extent of coverage of course. 40 40 10 l0
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 40 JU 20 l0

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

40 50 0 t0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 50 30 0 20

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 60 30 0 10

7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 50 40 0 t0
8 Overall ratine. 40 50 10 0

Frinninrl



Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

Semester/Y'ear - B Sc Ist 2016-17Faculty/Department -

Subiect - Hindi
S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

I Depth of the course content includins proiect work if anv. J 7 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 6 4 0 0
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 8 I I 0

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analyical abilities and broadening perspectives) 4 6 0 0

5 larity and relevance of textual reading material. 6 J I 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 7 2 I 0
7 Extent ofeffort required bv sfudents. 8 2 0 0
8 Overall rating. 6 Aa 0 0

Total 48 29 3 0

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

I Depth of the course content including proiect work if anv. 30 70 0 0
2 lxtent of coverage of course. 60 40 0 0
3 A.pplicability relevance to real life situations. 80 t0 l0 0

Aa
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 40 60 0 0

5 3larity and relevance of textual reading material. 60 30 10 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 70 20 l0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 80 20 0 0
8 Cverall rating. 60 40 0 0
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I Unsatisfactory

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FBEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:COURSE EVALUATIOX
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Questionnaire No.-l
sample Questionnaires for Feedback from students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc lst 2016-17

N Very Good

I Good

I Satisfactory

t Unsatisfactory
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Subject - Chemist

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv
Depth of the course content including proiect **k if unv. 0 6 J 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 2 5 2 0
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 0 4 4 I

4
Leamlng value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 4 3 I

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material- 0 5 J I
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 0 6 3 0
7 Extent of effort required by students. 6 2 0
8 Overall ratine.

5 2 I
Total 5 4l 22 4

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

I )epth of the course content including pro.iect *o.t if anl 000 66.67 JJ.JJ 000
2 Extent of coverage of course. 22.22 55.56 22.22 000
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 0.00 44.44 44.44 11.11
A

Leamlng value (ln terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 11 l1 44.44 JJ.JJ l11l

5 Clarity and relevance of texfual reading materiaL 0.00 5 5.56 JJ.JJ l1 1t
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 000 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. ll.ll 66.67 22.22 000
8 Cverall rating. llll 55.56 22.22 ll.1l
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Questionnaire No.-1
sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 2016-17

Vcry Good

tr Good

r"r,, Satisfactory

8E Unsatisfactory

FacultylDepartment -
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:COURSE EVALUATION i

Subiect -

S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfacton
L Depth of the course content including proiect work if anv. I o 2 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 0 7 2 0
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations 2 o I 0

A
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 2 ) 2 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. I 5 3 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 2 o I 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 3 5 I 0
8 Overall rating. 3 6 0 0

Total t4 46 t2 0

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorl Unsatisfactorv

I Depth of the course content including proiect work if any. 11.11 66.67 22.22 0.00
2 Extent of coverage ofcourse. 0.00 77.78 22.22 0.00
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 22.22 66.67 11.11 0.00

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 22.22 55.56 22.22 0.00

5 Clarity and relevance of textual readins material. 11.11 55.56 JJ.JJ 0.00
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 22.22 66.67 11.11 0.00
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. J J.JJ 55.56 u.l1 0.00
8 Overall rating. JJ.JJ oo.o / 0.00 0.00



Questionnaire No.-1
sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

Faculty/Department - Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 2016-11
Subiect -

S Very Good

n Good

itt Satisfactory

m Unsatistactory

145bjg

i
ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:COURSE EVALUATION I

when feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program 
^it4u'

70

OU

50

40

30

20

10

t)

E6

G'a

U>
f_NU6^ E
:!

.oq P
r

dS
oc!

QCJo.x
O
cl

a
rc
!

O
s

U

e

E

G:(
0
o

b4
.=
t
J

.=
q
o
c
3
0

J
o
@

E

o
<
a
O
O

o
o
rc
E

b!
C

T
G

6
l

o

o
o-
o
o
u
-o
co
:
G

^,uq .- -:.Y

u:u:^
: c B: o

o ii .:
-.=?$u-g<l r(D - - ^Ub r0 '6E*

>iFi=L
o:Ec'!o

o > j := -
=icq-t ; :? 6: s 3=E

a,_!:!
a 2 44

EO€
:o
OCJC)

teaching on given parameter hence
a\ft\f

no need to take action.

"J

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv
I Depth of the course content including proiect work if any, 6 2 I 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 0 6 J 0

J Applicabilin relevance to real life situations. 4 0 0

+
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analltical abilities and broadenins Derspectives)

2 5 2 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 3 A 2 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 2 5 2 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. I 6 2 0
8 Overall rating. I 4 A 0

Total t9 JI l6 0

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

I )epth of the course content including proiect work if any. 66.67 22.22 Il.ll 000
2 Extent of coverage of course. 000 66.67 33.3 3 000
J {pplicability relevance to real life situations. 44.44 55.56 000 000
A

Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 22.22 55.56 22.22 000

5 3larity and relevance oftextual reading material. JJ.J.) 44.44 22.22 000
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 22.22 55.56 22.22 000
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 11.11 oo.o / 22.22 000
8 Cverall rating. 11.11 44.44 44.44 000
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Questionnaire No.-2
student Feedback on Teachers (separate for each reacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Dinesh Kushwaha

Course-BScIst programme :

Years:2076-17

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I rlnowleoge Dase ot the teacher (as perceived bv vou) 25 21 0
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and co-p..he.riibilil 24 22 0
3 JriluEr rryluorrul|llment oI tne teacher.

Interest generated by the teacher.

tn 26 I 0
4 l9 z) 3 0

5
Ability to integrate course materiar with environminvothe.lssu.slo p.ouia. a
broader perspective. ZJ 24 0 0

:
U

6 4!4ry to integrate content with other co*ser t4 29 4

7 ^uuvssro'.y or rne reacner ln ancl out ot'the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate fuither study and discussion outside class) l8 26 J 0

8 ^urrrry ro qesrgn qruzzes/ | ests/ assrgnments/examinations and projects to
gyglelg students understanding ofthe course ZJ 24 0 0

o rsron or suntclent ttme tor teeclback 22 25 0 0l0 Overall ratine t8 29 0 0
I otal 206 251 13 0

S.No. Parameters Ve.y
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I

53.19

51.06

44.68 z tJ 000
2

3
uPrcIr9[sloillfy)

Sincerifv/nnm-i
46.81 Z. TJ 0.00

IT
42.55 5s.32 0.00
40.43 53.19 6.38 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/oth", irru*Jo p.ut-
broader perspective. 48.94 51.06 000 000

6 ry ro lnregrate content wlth other courses. 29.79 6t.70 8 51 000
7

Accessibilityoftheteacherinandoutoftheclass@
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside clacc\ 3 8.30 55.32 6.38 0.00

8 ^vrrrrJ ru ucsrBrr qrvzzes/ r ests/ asslgnments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course 48.94 51.06 000 0.00

o

l0
rr0vrslon oI sulnclent trme tbr tbedback
Overall ratine

46.81 53. l9 0.00 000
38.30 61.70 000 000

I Very Good

I Good

::i Satisfactory

Percen

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STITDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER '\

of program
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When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation
A.\ teachi4g ,4fto*.y given parameter hence no need fo fakc qarinn n\
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\ame - N. K. Singh

Course-BScIst

l

,/
Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

programme :

Years;2016-17

S.\o. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledee base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 33 t4 0 0

2 ommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) z3 22 2 0

3 Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. J-) 14 0 0

A Interest generated by the teacher. 26 21 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective.
31 l6 0 0

6 Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses. 28 t7 2 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
JI 16 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
3l l6 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback JO 11 0 0

10 Overall ratins 30 17 0 0

Total 302 t64 4 0

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 70.21 29.79 0.00 0.00

2 Sommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 48.94 46.81 4.26 000

3 Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 70.21 29.79 0.00 0.00

A Interest senerated bv the teacher. >).32 44.68 0.00 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective.
65.96 34.04 0.00 0.00

o Abiliw to integrate content with other courses 59.57 36.17 0.00

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
65.96 34.04 0.00 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
65.96 34.04 0.00 000

9 Provision of sufhcient time for feedback 76.60 23.40 0.00 0.00

10 Overall rating 63.83 36.t7 0.00 0.00

Vcry Good

e Good

Satisfactor y

Percen

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER
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Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Jitendra Das

Course-BScIst
programme :

Years: 2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

1 Knowledee base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) I4 24 9 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliW) 8 26 l3 0

J Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 9 25 IJ 0

4 Interest senerated bv the teacher. 7 28 12 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective.
9 26 t2 0

6 Abiliw to intesrate content with other courses. 8 29 l0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
9 24 t4 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzesiTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understandine ofthe course
9 27 ll 0

9 Provision of suffrcient time for feedback IJ 27 7 0

l0 Overall ratins ll 25 ll 0

Total 97 267 112 0

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 29.79 51.06 19.1 5 000
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) t7.02 55.32 27.66 000
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 19.15 53.19 27.66 0.00
A Interest senerated bv the teacher. 14.89 59.57 25.53 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
19.15 55.32 25.53 0.00

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. t7.02 6t.70 21.28 0.00

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)
t9 15 51.06 29.79 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understandine ofthe course
19.15 57.45 23.40 000

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 27.66 57.45 14.89 000
l0 Cverall rating 23.40 53. r9 23.40 0.00
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Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Course-BScIst
programme:

Years: 2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledee base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 25 20 2 0

2 ommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) l9 25 -) 0

J Sinceriw/commitment of the teacher. t7 28 z 0

4 Interest generated bv the teacher. 20 26 I 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenUother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
t2 30 5 0

6 AbiliW to intesrate content with other courses. 21 24 2 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)
tn aAzn 3 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

15 29 J 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 18 27 2 0

t0 Overall ratins l8 27 2 0

Total 185 260 25 0

S.No. Parameters
very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 53.19 42.55 +.zo 000
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 40.43 53. l9 6.38 0.00

J Sincerifv/commitment of the teacher. 36.r7 59.57 426 0.00
Aa Interest generated by the teacher. 42.55 55.32 L.IJ 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with QnvironmenVother issues to provide a

broader persoective. z).) J 63.83 10.64 000

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 44.68 51.06 4.26 0.00

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)

42.55 51.06 638 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

31.91 61.70 6.38 0.00

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 38.30 57.45 4.26 0.00

10 Overall ratins 3 8.30 57.45 4.26 000
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Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Dr. U. K. Pandey

Course-BScIst
programme :

Years: 2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 29 t7 0
'l- \Cq\rs$uNctti.s\ skl\\s (isterrns s( articu\Ltis\ trrd c,s!$srehe\\sibi\i\\ 29 \B q q

J SinceriW/commitment of the teacher. 27 l8 2 0
A Interest generated by the teacher. 28 l9 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader Derspective.
1Z 15 0 0

o Abilitv to inteerate aontent with other aourses. 3t l6 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

24 22 I 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

28 l9 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 19 25 J 0

l0 Overall rating 24 22 I 0

Total 271 191 8 0

en

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 6t.70 36.t7 2.13 0.00

2 Sommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 61.70 38.30 0.00 000
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 57.45 38.30 426 000
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 59.57 40.43 000 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
68.09 31.91 0.00 0.00

o Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses. 65.96 34.04 000 000

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)

51.06 46.81 213 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

59.57 40.43 000 0.00

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 40.43 53.19 6.38 0.00

10 Overall rating 5l.06 46.81 z-tJ 000
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Questionnaire No.-3

Evaluation of Programme and TeachingStudents overall

Course Name - B Sc Ist

Name - N. K. Dewangan

programme:

Years: 2016-17

Parameters
Very
Good

Good SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

7 0 2 0

1 llables oI eacn course
I 8 0 0

'2 IOr Oa[9rl
I 8 0 0

3
0 6 2 I

+
A+ I J

5

I 4 J
6

J 5 I 0
well ol(l [Ir9

olrlF f^.^mmrrnicate? 4 J 2 I
02 6 I

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

2 5 2 0
10 f ves. wnlcn or rne lolluwlllEi rrrelrrvuJ Ytwrv sJve '

3 5 I 0
ll How nelpruI was tne tcaullvl ltr ouYtJrrt6

Aa 5 0 0
t2 he teacher's apProacn can

4 4 1 0
l3 Internal assessment was.

rlt? 2 5 2 0
t4 w nat wlll De rnc IrIrPdu

How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work' I J 5 0
15

5 J I 0
16 Whether teacners olsc

ilo tn" rnt oa".o.y r".t*" nus been given in the beginning of the

course?

8 I 0 0

0
t7

0 0 0
t8 )uqg€Suurrs

49 /J 1) 1

rcentage

Parameters
Very
Good

Good SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

77;18 0.00 22.22 0.00

I
z
J

11.11 88.89 0.00 0.00

ll l1 88.89 0.00 0.00

0.00 66.67 22.22 l1.ll
4

Wiluffiillo*r opitri*-nut i, y*r opitriotr uUout the library material and facilities for the

course?

1l ll 44.44 ll.ll JJ.J J
5

11.11 44.44 11.11 JJ.JJ
o

Io what extent were you able to get material for the Presarlbed

readines?
JJ.JJ 55.56 11.11 0.00

7 ftow well did the teacher prepare for the classes?
44.44 ')') )) 0.00

8

How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 22.22 bb.o / 11.11 0.00
9

22.22 ) ).)o 22.22 0.00
l0

JJ.JJ 55.56 lt.ll 0.00
ll

44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00
t2

44.44 44.44 11.11 0.00
l3

22.22 )).)o

J J.JJ

)1 ))

)).)o

0.00

0.00
l4 What will be the impact of internal assess4gqt-enJrygl!

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work' ll.ll
55.56 JJ.JJ ll.ll 0.00

l6
wt "tt- ttt. 

tnt od.tctory-lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?

88.89 1l ll 0.00 0.00
t7

0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
18 S""""ttL* 

""d 
remarks regarding course or teacher ifany
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Course Name - B Sc Ist

Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

prograrnme:

Years:2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe svllables ofeach course was. 1 0 0

2 Backeround for banefittine from the course was. 0 6 J 0

J Was the aourse easy bor difficult to understand. 2 2 4

+ How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? 0 4 4 I

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

course?
0 5 0 4

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readines?
J 4 2 0

How well did the teacher Drepare for the classes? I 8 0 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? I 6 z 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? I Aa 0 4

10 if yes, which of the followins methods were used? 2 4 J 0

11 FIow helpful was the teacher in advisine? z 5 2 0

t2 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. 4 J 2 0

13 lnternal assessment was. 8 0 0
1A What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 6 2 1 0

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 7 2 0 0

t6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assisrment? 2 5 2 0

t7 Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
J 5 0

18 Sugsestions and remarks resardins course or teacher if anv 0 0 0 0

Total 49 67 23 t4

Percen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The svllables ofeach course was. 77.78 22.22 0.00 0.00

2 3ackground for banefitting from the course was. 0.00 66.67 JJ.J J 0.00
J Was the course easv bor difficult to understand. 22.22 22.22 11.11 44.44

How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 0.00 44.44 44.44 11.11

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

course?
0.00 )).)o 0.00 44.44

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readines?
JJ.JJ 44.44 22.22 0.00

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? ll.ll 88.89 0.00 0.00
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? ll.ll 66.67 22.22 0.00

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? l1.ll 44.44 0.00 44.44

10 if yes, which of the following methods were used? 22.22 44.44 JJ.JJ 0.00
ll How helpful was the teacher in advisins? 22.22 55.56 22.22 0.00
t2 Ihe teacher's apnroach can best be described as. 44.44 JJ.JJ 22.22 0.00
l3 Internal assessment was. 88.89 0.00 0.00 11.11

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on vour result? 66.67 22.22 11.11 0.00

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 77.78 22.22 0.00 0.00

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assimment? 22.22 )).)6 22.22 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course?

JJ.JJ 55.56 11.11 0.00

l8 Suggestions and remarks resardins course or teacher ifanv 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00



W Vcry Good

I Good

Satisfactory

I UnsatisFactory
:c;
3-f-

e-oo
60e

9;E6
o'a:trdoP=@!4
s3-a=
i:q<o+f!
n' o - ':7!.=.:
=Tcg0q0;th
U+ox:6
*;"1v1!

!{Evl.^c
-o^Pfth

o>.+
H;S
]Xq -

c;c
a

0E
9

=f
o

f

C

c
@

E

d.l

6
rc

.=

6
o-
E
@
c

-'t
oE
5

l
6
G

=c
0
E

o

6
ft
S
O
c

F. G. G. G. d. A. d. ,igsil.eE:P6
L-"r6G;.=!dE* i;;;soYaZ:doo
--oL:=6!EETEUEEEE
j O 

", 
O ! E

oYl;PGPo:'-_grq.sPgii
=s;t!.oEn,!ECE.TEPEsE1-:Pa=ruc6:nr6t-=N L;'i:cq:52
-*=69igo=A.:,=,=-
66=P:NtrFi-ile s g: a;
Fio:=-o=-te i s: Hi Ee*;=-:r,0

=.-;o:>o
rcPo
-iC.93;
Cro

56E
O!
5!o';3-
P,E
=

I

:
q)
T

;
Eo
o
U

o;
G

o

.:
!
o
f
E
3

-

;
rc
3
o

l
o
oE
E
o

'tr
=oc
6
!

E
=o
uo

ru

I
;
3
o

E
Go

o
o

=oc
F

L0 1.1. 1.2 13 14 15 L6 t7 18

N EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND

When almost all students are satisfied with Ev
teac Dt some crieteria hecne the aonroaDriate

Ti

E
C
=o
!
l
F
E

!

6
o

f
o
ot

G
3



Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc Ist

Name - N. K. Singh

programme :

Years:2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

Ihe svllables ofeach course was. 6 I 0

2 Backeround for banefittins from the course was. I o 0

J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. I 6 0 I
4 How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? I 5 I

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

course?
I 5 I

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readinss?
I 7 0 0

7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? A 2 I I

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 5 J 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? ) 2 0 I

l0 if ves. which of the followine methods were used? 4 4 0 0

11 How helpful was the teacher in advisine? 6 2 0 0

t2 fhe teacher's approach can best be described as. AI A 0 0

IJ Intemal assessment was. I 6 0

IA What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 5 I I

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. A J 0 I

16 Whether teachers discuss with vou on assienment? J 5 0 0

t7 Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
0 0 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if any . 0 0 0 0

Total 52 62 4 10

S.No. Parameters
very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe syllables ofeach course was. 75 r2.5 0 t2.5

2 Backeround for banefittine from the course was. 12.5 75 0 12.5

J Was the course easv bor difficult to understand. t2.5 t) 0 12.5

4 How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? t2.5 62.5 12.5 12.5

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

course?
t2.5 62.5 t2.5 12.5

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readines?
t2.5 87.5 0 0

7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 50 25 t2.5 12.5

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 62.5 37.5 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 62.5 25 0 I z.)

l0 ifves. which of the followine methods were used? 50 50 0 0

11 How helpful was the teacher in advisine? 75 25 0 0

t2 The teacher's aooroach can best be described as. 50 50 0 0

13 Intemal assessment was. I z.) 75 0 12.5

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on vour result? 62.5 12.5 12.5 t2.5

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. )U J t.) 0 12.5

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assimment? J t.) 62.5 0 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
0 0 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany . 0 0 0 0
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Course Name - B Sc Ist
Name - Dinesh kushwaha

Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Percen

programme:

Years: 2016-17

S.No. Parameters very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

Ihe syllables ofeach course was. 8 0 0
2 3ackground for banefitting from the course was. 0 6 J 0
J U/q.s the course easy bor difficult to understand. I ) I 2
+ low much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 0 2 7 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 2 J J

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? I 4 2 2

How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? I 7 I 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? J 4 2 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? J A 0 2

0 ifyes, which of the following methods were used? 2 0 0
How helpful was the teacher in advising? ) 4 0 0

2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. J 4 I I
J Internal assessment was. 7 I 0 I
4 What will be the impact of intemal assessment on your result? 7 0 1 I

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 5 J 0 I

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? J ) I 0

t7
whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course? 9 0 0 0

t8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 0 0 0 0
Total 60 58 t't 13

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe syllables ofeach oourse was. 88.89 ll.1l 0.00 0.00
2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 0.00 66.67 22.22 ll.ll
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. ll.ll 55.56 11.11 22.22
4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 0.00 22.22 55.56 22.22

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 22.22 ll.ll JJ.J J JJ.JJ

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 11.11 44.44 ))')) 22.22

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? ll.ll 77.78 11.11 0.00
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? JJ.JJ 44.44 22.22 0.00

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? JJ.JJ 44.44 0.00 22.22

0 ifyes, which of the following methods were used? 22.22 77.78 0.00 0.00
I How helpful was the teacher in advising? 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00
2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. JJ.JJ 44.44 ll ll ll.ll
J Intemal assessment was. 77.78 ll.ll 0.00 r1.11

L4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 77.78 0.00 U ll l1 ll
l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 55.56 JJ.JJ 0.00 ll ll
l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assipnmenti JJ.JJ 55.56 11.11 0.00

17
whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

18 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany . 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of-prog d

I



Course Name - B Sc Ist
Name - Jitendra das

Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Percen

programme:

Years:2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe syllables ofeach course was. I I I 0

2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 0 2 I 0

J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. I 2 0 0

+ How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? I I 0 I

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

0 z I 0

6
lo what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
:eadines?

0 2 0 I

7 rlow well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 0 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 2 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 0 0

0 ifyes, which of the followine methods were used? I 0

I How helpful was the teacher in advisins? I 2 0 0

z Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. z I 0 0

J Intemal assessment was. 2 I 0 0
4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on vour result? 2 I 0 0

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. I 2 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assimment? I I 0 I

T7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course?

J 0 0 0

18 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if anv 0 0 0 0

Total 19 24 3 4

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe syllables ofeach course was. JJ.JJ JJ.JJ JJ.JJ 0.00
2 Backqround for banefittins from the course was. 0.00 66.67 JJ.J J 0.00
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. JJ.JJ 66.67 0.00 0.00
Aa How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? J J.JJ JJ.JJ 0.00 JJ.JJ

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

0.00 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00

6
fo what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readinss? 0.00 66.67 0.00 JJ.JJ

7 :Iow well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 3 3.33 66.67 0.00 0.00
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? JJ.JJ 66.67 0.00 0.00

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 33.33 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

0 ifyes, which of the following methods were used? JJ.JJ JJ.JJ 0.00 JJ.JJ
I How helpful was the teacher in advisine? JJ.JJ 66.67 0.00 0.00
2 Ihe teacher's apDroach can best be described as. 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00
3 Internal assessment was. 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00
4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. J J.JJ 66.67 0.00 0.00

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assigrment? JJ.JJ 33.33 0.00 JJ.JJ

17
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

t8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifanv 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Questionnaire No.-l
sample Questionnaires for Feedback from students : course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 2017-lg

Chart Title

Ver-y Cood

ffi Good

rx Satisfactory

S Unsati.sfactory

Faculty/Department -
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S.No. Parameters
l)enth nfth.I

Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

2
Its lrroJecr worK lI any

Extent ofcowerqoc nf
0 8 I 0

J

___o_ v^ vvsrrvr

ADDIlCahllltv relerrqnna fn raal lif^ ^:...^r:^--
J A

2 0

4
Learning value (interms of knowr.@

5 3 I 0

J 4 I
5

6
3 4 2 0

7
6 3 0 n

8

_ _--vir rvYerrvs v, JluuwltaJ.

\Jveral rar,ro 
..........- a I I 0

4 5 0 0
26 34 ll I

r sr \EU tagc
J.1\O. l

Denfh of the
Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

2
000 88.89 1l l1 0.00

J Annlieahilit, .ol
JJ.JJ 44.44 )) )) 000

A

t

55.56 3 3.33 11.11 000

r1.ll 44.44 ll.ll

o
JJ.JJ 44.44 )) )) 0.00

7 Exfenf nf effnr+
66.67 J J.JJ 000 000

8

____^- -vaYuvg vJ oruuwlrts,

3verall rafino
44.44 44.44 11.11 000

-

44.44 55.56 000 000



Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Bvaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 2017-18

Very Good

I Good

{, Satisfactory

ffi [Jnsatisfactory
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON ST
When feedback is analysed it is found that alm

rogram and teaching on every qien parameter
n ,j .V hasbe

Subiect - Hindi
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

I Depth ofthe course content includins proiect work ifanv. 6 I 1

2 Extent of coverase of course. 2 6 I 0
J Applicabiliry relevance to real life situations. 2 5 I I

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

J 5 0

5 Slarify and relevance oftextual reading material. 5 A 0 0

o Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 6 J 0 0

7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 2 6 0

8 Cverall rating. J 5 0

Total 29 35 5 3

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv U nsatisfactorv

I Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifanv. 66.67 ll l1 11ll 1111
2 Extent of coverage of course. 22.22 66.67 1l ll 000
J Applicabili8 relevance to real life situations. 22.22 55.56 1l 11 11ll
A

Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

3 3.33 55.56 0.00 11.11

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 55.56 44.44 000 000
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) oo.o / JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00
7 Extent ofeffort required bv students. 22.22 66.67 lt l1 000
8 Overall rating. .)J.JJ 55.56 tl il 000

x\'*':itAU f _.k



Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from students : course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 20 1 7- I 8
Faculty/Department -
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S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifanv. 0 9 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 5 J 0
J Applicability relevance to real life situations J 6 0 0

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 5 A 0 0

5 9&!E and relevance of textual reading material. J 5 0
o Relevance of additional source material (Library) 2 5 2 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 5 A 0 U

8 Overall rating. 2 7 0 0

Total 25 43 4 0

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

I Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. 000 100.00 000 000
2 Extent of coverage of course. 55.56 JJ.J J l1.u 000
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. JJ.JJ 66.67 000 000

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 55.56 44.44 000 000

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. JJ.JJ 5 5.56 11.11 000
o Relevance of additional source material (Library) 22.22 55.56 22.22 000
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 55.56 44.44 000 0.00
8 22.22 77.78 000 0.00
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FR
en feedback is analysed it is found that all student

teaching very given parameter
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Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 20 1 7- I 8

s Very Good
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r Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory
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S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. 4 3 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 5 I
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 0 7 0

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 0 6 I

5 Clarity and relevance of textual readins material. a 4 I
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) J 5 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 2 6 0 0
8 Overall rating. 5 I

Total 10 42 8 4

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

I Depth ofthe course aontent including proiect work ifanv. LZ.) 50 J t.) 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 12.5 62.5 12.5 t2.5
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 0 87.5 12.5 0

Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 0 t) 12.5 t2.5

5 Clarity and relevance of textual readins material. 25 50 12.5 12.5
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 5 /.) 62.5 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required bv students. 25 75 0 0
8 Overall rating. 12.5 62.5 12.5 12.5
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Questionnaire No.-l
sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

Faculty/Department - Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 2017-18
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:COURSE EVALUATIO
When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of progra
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S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv
Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. 0 8 0 0

2 Extent of coveraqe of course. 5 J 0 0
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 6 0

A
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadenins perspectives) 6 2 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 5 3 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material Oibrarv) J 5 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 6 2 0 0
8 Overall rating. 5 J 0 0

Total 36 27 1 0

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

I Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifanv. 0 100 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. oz.J J t.) 0 0
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 75 12.5 12.5 0

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 75 25 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 62.5 5 t.> 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) J /.) 62.5 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. t) 25 0 0
8 Overall rating. 62.5 37.5 0 0

Princinal



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

programme :

Years:2017-18

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Course-BScIst

Very Good

fr Good

:Satisfactory

Percenta
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER
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feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of gram

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 20 z) 0 0
2 3ommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliW) I) zl 5 0
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. l3 27 3 0
A Interest generated by the teacher. t2 ^/L+ 7 0

5
Abilify to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective. t7 24 2 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. l0 24 9 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

I5 25 J 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

l5 23 5 0

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 16 22 5 0
l0 Overall rating l0 z4 9 0

Total L43 239 48 0

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 46.51 53.49 0.00 000
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliW) 34.88 53.49 11.63 000
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. JU.Z5 62.79 6.98 000
A Interest generated by the teacher. 27.91 5 5.81 t6.28 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenvother issues to provide a

broader perspective. 39.53 5 5.81 465 000

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 23.26 55.81 20.93 0.00

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

34.88 58. l4 6.98 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandinq ofthe course

34.88 53.49 I1.63 000
q Provision of sufficient time for feedback 37.21 51.l6 I 1.63 000
l0 Overall rating zJ -zo 55.81 20.93 000

teaching o given parameter hence no need to take action.
d



z
Name - N. K. Singh

Course-BScIst

Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (separate for each reacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Percenta

programme:

Years:2017-18

N Very Good

I Good
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER
hen feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of

w

ct

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

)
rgauner (as veo J) 8 0 0

{
rrvorrvll )[rrr5 [tll tgrms oI an

-

icommitment of the teacher.
ano sibili 38 5 0 0

A
30 l3 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course materiar with .nui.on-ent/oth.iir*., tol.ial
broader perspective.
Ahilif., t^ ;-+^-^

25 l8 0 0

J) 8 0 0
6

7

uoufstrs. 3l t2 0 0

30 l3 0 0

8
J) 8 0 0

q

ln
E9UOaCK 35 8 n 0

Total
JO 7 U 0

330 100 0 0

S.No. Parameters very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
l
?
I
4

rveo 81.40 18.60 0.00 0.00
r^rrrD \ur rErrrts Ql anlcurauon and
tment of the teacher.

ensibi
nc€r1

88.37 l 1.63 000 000
69.77 000 000

5

5 8.14 41.86 000 0.00
r!!5r ar wlrn envlronmenvother issues to provide a

broader
Ahilitrr r

ve. 81.40 18.60 0.00 000
5

7

72.09 27.91 0.00 0.00

69.77 0.00 0.00

8
81.40 18.60 0.00 000

9

l0
TCECIDACK

Owerall rnti
8l .40 18.60 000 0.00
83.72 t6.28 0.00 000

teachin every given parameter hence no need to take action.



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Roshni Siddhiqu

Course-BScIst
proglamme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledee base ofthe teacher (as oerceived bv vou) 29 t4 0 0

2 3ommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibili8) 5Z ll 0 0

J Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 32 l0 I 0

4 Interest senerated bv the teacher. JJ l0 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
30 13 0 0

o AbiliW to integrate content with other courses. 3J t0 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)
28 t4 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

30 t2 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 35 8 0 0

10 Overall ratine JZ ll 0 0

Total 314 113 3 0

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

1 Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 67.44 32.56 000 0.00

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibili8) 74.42 25.58 0.00 000
J Sinceri8/commitment of the teacher. 74.42 23.26 z.J ) 0.00

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 76.74 23.26 0.00 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective. 69.77 30.23 0.00 0.00

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 76.74 23.26 0.00 0.00

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)

65.t2 32.56 z-)J 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

69.77 27.91 2.33 0.00

9 Provision of suffrcient time for feedback 81.40 18.60 0.00 0.00

10 Overall ratine 74.42 25.58 0.00 0.00
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/ Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Course-BScIst
programme:

Years:2017-18

S.llo. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base of the teacher (as oerceived bv vou') 27 l5 I 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 29 t4 0 U

J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 32 11 0 0
A Interest generated by the teacher. 30 l3 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective. JZ ll 0 0

6 Ability to integrate conlent with other courses. JZ 1l 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

JJ t0 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

JI T2 0 0

a Provision of sufficient time for feedback JI 5 0

10 Overall rating 29 l3 0

Total 3t2 115 3 0

Very Good

e Good

Sdtisfa cto fV

Percentage

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER
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S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by vou) 62.79 34.88 Z.J J 000
2 lommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 67.44 J Z.)O 0.00 000
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 74.42 25.58 000 000
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 69.77 30.23 000 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a
broader perspective. 74.42 25.58 000 000

c Ability to ntegrate content with other courses. 74.42 25.5 8 000 000

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)

76.74 23.26 000 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

72.09 27.91 000 0.00

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 86.05 I 1.63 L.)J 000
l0 Overall rating 67.44 30.23 z-J I 000

^\t



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Dinesh Kushwaha

Course-BScIst
programme :

Years: 2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv you) J+ 9 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) JJ 10 0 0

J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. JZ 9 2 0

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 26 t7 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective. 31 t1 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 26 l6 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)

26 t7 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

JU 1l 2 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 34 9 0 0

l0 Cverall rating JU l3 0 0

Total 302 t22 6 0

S.No. Parameters
Ve.y
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you) 79.07 20.93 0.00 0.00
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibili8) to. t+ 23.26 000 000
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 74.42 20.93 4.65 000
4 lnterest generated by the teacher. 60.47 39.53 0.00 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective. 72.09 25.58 0.00

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 60.47 37.2\ L.JJ 000

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

60.47 JY.)J 000 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

69.77 25.58 4.65 000

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 79.07 20.93 0.00 0.00
l0 Overall rating 69.77 30.23 0.00 0.00
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When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of progr
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Course Name - B Sc Ist

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

programme:

Years:2017-18

S.Nd. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The svllables ofeach course was. 9 0 0 8

2 Backsround for banehttins from the course was. 0 8 0 9

3 Was the course easv bor diflicult to understand. 9 8 0 0

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 6 I J

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

course?
6 8 I 2

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readinss?
9 6 I

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 8 0 2

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 8 4 0 5

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 8 6 0 3

10 if yes. which of the followins methods were used? 6 ) I 5

l1 How helpful was the teacher in advising? 6 6 0 5

t2 fhe teacher's approach can best be described as. 2 0 8

13 Internal assessment was. 5 6 0 o

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 7 I 0 9

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. I 0 9

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assigrment? 8 2 0

t7
Whether the lntroductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

9 0 0 8

l8 Sussestions and remarks resarding course or teacher ifany . 0 0 0 0

Total 119 76 4 90

Pe rcen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 The svllables ofeach course was. 52.94 0.00 0.00 47.06

2 Backsround for banefittine from the course was. 0.00 47.06 0.00 52.94

Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 52.94 47.06 0.00 0.00

A How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? 41.18 35.29 5.88 t7.65

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

course?
35.29 47.06 5.88 tL.76

o
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readinss?
52.94 35.29 5.88 5.88

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 47.06 4l.18 0.00 tr.76

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 47.06 23.53 0.00 29.4r

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 47.06 35.29 0.00 I /.O)

10 ifves. which of the following methods were used? 35.29 29.41 5.88 29.4'l

I1 How helpful was the teacher in advising? 35.29 35.29 0.00 29.41

12 The teacher's aooroach can best be described as. 41.18 tt.76 0.00 47.06

l3 Internal assessment was. 29.41 35.29 0.00 35.29

T4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 41.18 5.88 0.00 52.94

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 41.18 5.8 8 0.00 52.94

l6 Whether teachers discuss with vou on assisrment? 47.06 11.76 0.00 4l .18

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
52.94 0.00 0.00 47.06

t8 Susgestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany , 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc Ist
Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

programme :

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfacton

I Ihe svllables ofeach course was. 8 I 0 0

2 Backsround for banefittins from the course was. o 0 0 0

3 Was the course easv bor difficult to understand. 0 o 0 0

4 How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? J 0 4 2

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

2 5 2 0

fo what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

:eadinss?
7 I 0

7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 2 5 I

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 5 J 0

o How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? J 6 0 0

0 if yes, which of the following methods were used? 5 J I 0

I How helpful was the teacher in advisins? 5 A 0 0

2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 7 I 0 I
J Internal assessment was. 6 0 2
A What will be the impact of intemal assessment on vour result? 9 0 0 0

l5 How frequently you get response the ffom teachers on your work. 9 0 0 0

t6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assiemment? 7 0 2 0

11 Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course?

8 I 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifanv 0 0 0 0

Total 89 45 t2 1

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

fhe svllables of each cowse was. 88.89 11.11 0.00 0.00
2 Background for banefittine from the course was. 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? J J.JJ 000 44.44 22.22

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

22.22 55.56 22.22 0.00

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readinss?

l1 1l 77.78 11.11 0.00

7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 22.22 55.56 11 lt 11.11
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 5 5.56 JJ.JJ 0.00 11.11

o How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 3 3.33 oo.b / 0.00 0.00

10 if yes, which of the followinq methods were used? 55.56 J J.JJ Il.ll 0.00
1l How helpful was the teacher in advisine? 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00
t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 77.78 ll.1l 0.00 ll.lt
IJ Internal assessment was. 66.67 0.00 ll.ll 22.22
l4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on vour result? 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

16 Whether teachers discuss with vou on assisrment? 71.78 0.00 22.22 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course?

88.89 11.1t 0.00 0.00

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if any 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Course Name - B Sc Ist
Name - Roshni Siddhiqu

Questionnaire No.-3
Students oyerall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Percen

programme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 5 2 0
2 3ackpgound for banefitting from the course was. 0 6 2 0
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 2 6 0 0
4 FIow much of the syllabus was covered in the class? J ) 0 0

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

0 8 0 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readinss? l 7 0 0

1 How well did the teacher Drepare for the classes? J 4 I 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 5 5 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 5 J 0 0

0 ifyes, which of the following methods were used? 6 2 0 0
How helpful was the teacher in advisins? 7 I 0 0

1 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 4 J 0 I
3 Internal assessment was. 6 I I 0
Aa What will be the impact of intemal assessment on your result? ) J 0 0

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 8 0 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assigrment? 6 0 2 0.

t7 Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? 8 0 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 0 0 0 0
Total 17 56 1 I

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

Ihe syllables ofeach course was. 55.56 25.00 12.50 0.00
2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 0.00 75.00 25.00 0.00
J Was the course easy bor diflicult to understand. 22.22 75.00 0.00 0.00
Aa How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? JJ.JJ 62.50 0.00 0.00

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readinss? ll.ll 87.50 0.00 0.00

How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? JJ.JJ 50.00 12.50 0.00
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? JJ.JJ 62.50 0.00 0.00

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 55.56 37.50 0.00 0.00

10 if yes, which of the following methods were used? 66.67 ?( oo 0.00 0.00
ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 77.78 12.50 0.00 0.00
t2 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. 44.44 37.50 0.00 12.50
13 Intemal assessment was. 66.67 12.50 12.50 0.00
1A What will be the impact of internal assessment on vour result? 55.56 J /.)U 0.00 0.00

If How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 88.89 0.00 0.00 0.00

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assipFrment? 66.67 0.00 25.00 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? 88.89 0.00 0.00 0.00

18 Suggestions and remarks regarding coluse or teacher if any . 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF'PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
teaching on every given pargtqreter excent some crieteria hecne the approapriate tction has /



euestionnaire No._3
Students overall Evaluation of programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc Ist
Name - N. K. Singh

programme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I

7 I 02

J
I 8 0 0

4
0 8 I 0

rJrduus was covereo ln tne classz ) J I 0
5

What is your opinion about the library materiat anO facitities for the
course? 2 6 I 0

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readines? 2 7 0 0

7 wcll qlo me reacner prepare tor the classes? ^ 5 0 0q

o

:Iow well was the teacher able to 
"o--unGutJ 4 4 I 0

How far does the teacher encourage sfudent participation in the class?

-

ifves r.hi^h

A
5 0 0

l0
11 F{nw helnG'l

6 J 0 0

t2
8 I 0 0

l3
7 2 0 0

t4 What will be the impact of internal asser.."nililuorrr resrrlr?
8 I 0 0
7 2 0 0

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work.

WnelhAr taa^har. di^^r,^^ ,,,:+L -,^-- ^,- -

5 4 0 0
l6

I7

vYrrrr Jvu urr dJstltl 7 z 0 0
vv uerrer rric r'*osucrory lecrure has been given in the beginning of the
course? 8 0 I 0

18 Ju56srrlurs irrrq remarKs regarolng course or teacher if anv 0 0 0 0
I otal 85 62 6 0

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
i

77.78 ll.l1 ll.il 0.00
?
J

ll.ll 88.89 0.00 0.00

A
I

0.00 88.89 ll.lt 0.00
55.56 11.11 0.00

5
wnar ls your oplnlon about the library material and facilities for the
course? )) )) 66.67 ll.ll 0.00

6
r v vyu4r v^rvrrl wsr(i yuu aore Io gel materral tor the prescribed
readines?

Hnw rvcll di.t +

')) )) 77.78 0.00 0.00
7

8 Hnw rue'll rrrac flro
44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00

9

4urv Lv vvuuuulllgil[u r

-

How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

-

ifves whi"h

44.44 44.44 ll.ll 0.00

44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00
l0
ll 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

l2
88.89 ll.l1 0.00 0.00

13
77.78 22.22 0.00 0.00

l4
88.89 ll.ll 0.00 0.00

l)

, ..--- _- --., ,..^r*v! vr urlwr[@r 4ppeJJrtrslrr UII your result./

How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work.

77.78 22.22 0.00 0.00

55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00
I6

77.78 )) )) 0.00 0.00
t7 whether the Introductory lecture hur@

course? 88.89 0.00 11.11 0.00
l8 >utstsesuons ano remarKs regarding course or teacher ifanv 0.00 0.00 0.00 000



r very Good

r Good

il Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory

r00

10 fi 12 13 1.4 15 1.6 I-7

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING
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Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Pe

Course Name - B Sc Ist

Name - Dr. S. N. Sahu

programme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe svllables ofeach course was.
A 4 0 0

2 Backround for banehtting from the course was. 5 2 0

J Was the course easy bor diflicult to understand.
1
I 6 I 0

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 2 5 I 0

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

course?
I 5 2 0

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readines?
I 6 0 I

7 ilow well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 6 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 0 4 4 0

o How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 6 2 0 0

10 if ves. which of the following methods were used? q A 0 0

1l How helpful was the teacher in advising? 6 2 0 0

t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 7 0 0

l3 lntemal assessment was.
n 0 0

74 What will be the impact of internal assessment on yq!{ Iesglt? 5 2 I 0

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work' 2 o 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 6 2 0 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
8 0 0 0

l8 Suqgestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if any . 0 0 0 0

Total 62 61 ll 2

rcen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The svllables of each aourse was. 50 50 0 0

2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 12.5 62.5 25 0

J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. t2.5 75 12.5 0

4 How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? 25 62.5 t2.5 0

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

course?
12.5 62.5 25 0

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readings?
t2.5 75 0 t2.5

7 .Iow well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 12.5 75 0 t2.5

8 How well was the teacher able to comrnunicate? 0 )U )U 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 75 25 0 0

10 if yes. which of the following methods were used? 50 )U 0 0

l1 How helpful was the teacher in advising? 75 25 0 0

t2 The teacher's aoproach can best be described as. 87.5 12.5 0 0

t3 lntemal assessment was. 87.5 12.s 0 0

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 62.5 25 12.5 0

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 25 t) 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assipFrment? 75 25 0 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
100 0 0 0

eeestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if any . . . - 0 0 0 0
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACIIING

When feedback is analysed it is found tlat almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of progl
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S.No. Parameters Yerv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv
I Depth of the course content including proiect work if any. 7 t0 1 0
2 Extgnt of coverage of course. 5 II 2 0
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 5 9 A 0

A
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, conceps, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 4 ll 2 I

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 5 l2 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 4 l2 2 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 6 9 2 I
8 Overall rating. 4 l0 4 0

Total 40 84 18 2

Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from students : course Evaluation

Faculty/Department - Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 2018-19

:r, I Ver y Good

W Good

r Satisfactory

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUD
When feedback is analysed it is found that almost

program and teaching on every given parameter exce
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Percentage
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifanv. 38.89 55.56 5.56 000
2 Extent of coverage of course. 27.78 61.11 1l l1 000
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 27.78 50.00 22.22 000

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 22.22 61.11 ll ll 5.56

5 3larity and relevance oftextual reading material. 27.78 66.67 556 0.00
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 22.22 66.67 ll.ll 0.00
7 Extent ofeffort required bv students. JJ.JJ 50.00 ll.ll 5.56
8 Overall rating. 22.22 55.56 22.22 000



I

Faculty/Department -

Questionnaire No.-l
sample Questionnaires for Feedback from students : course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 2018-19
Su - Hindi
S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

I )epth ofthe course content includine proiect *ork ifanv. A ll I 2
2 Extent of coverage of course. 2 ll 0
3 A.pplicability relevance to real life situations. J 12 J 0

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 8 o 3 I

5 3larity and relevance oftextual reading material. 4 l0 J I
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 5 ll I I
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 5 l0 3 0
8 )verall rating. 5 8 Aa

Total 36 79 23 6

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

I Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifanv. 22.22 61.11 5.56 ll.l1
2 Extent of coveraqe of course. t1 11 6l.l t 27.78 000
3 Applicabiliff relevance to real life situations. t6.67 66.67 16.67 0.00

A
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 44.44 JJ.JJ 16.67 5.5 6

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 22.22 5 5.56 t6.67 5.5 6
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 27.78 61.11 556 5.5 6
7 Extent ofeffort required bv students. 27.78 55.56 16.67 0.00
8 Overall rating. 27.78 44.44 22.22 556
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Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Faculff/Department - Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 2018-19

I Very Good

r Good

',! Satisfactory

m [JnsatisfactorY

2 8

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACIIER

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
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S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfacton'

I Deoth ofthe course content including project work ifany' 9 7 I I

z Extent of coveraqe of course.
A 10 3 I

J Aoolicabiliw relevance to real life situations. 4 10 4 0

A
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

analvtical abilities and broadening perspectives)
6 o J 0

5 Clariw and relevance of textual reading material. Aa 10 3 1

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 5 10 J 0

7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 5 6 7 0

8 Overall rating. 5 7 5 I

Total 42 69 29 4

2 Extent of coverage of course. 22.22 )).)o 16.67 ).)o

5 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 22.22 55.56 22.22 000

A
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

analvtical abilities and broadening perspectives) 

-

JJ.J J 50.00 t6.67 000

5 Clariw and relevance of textual reading material. 22.22 55.56 t6.67 5.56

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 27.78 ) ).)o t6.67 0.00

7 Extent ofeffort required by students' 27.78 JJ.JJ 38.89 000

8 Cverall ratins. 27.78 38.89 27.78 ).)o

A'\
program and teaching on eve given parameter except some crieteria hecne the approepriate acti

has hr en taken. n ---



Questionnaire No.-1
sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 20 1 8- I 9
Faculty/Department -

Subi

S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv
I Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. 4 l0 A 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 4 8 5

3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 6 8 4 0

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 5 10 J 0

5 3larity and relevance oftextual readinq material. 5 8 5 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 7 8 J 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 6 9 J 0
8 )verall rating. 5 9 4 0

Total 42 70 31 I

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

1 Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifanv. 22.22 5 5.56 22.22 0.00
2 Extent of coverage of course. 22.22 44.44 27.78 5.56
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. JJ.JJ 44.44 22.22 0.00

A
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 27.78 55.56 \6.67 000

5 Olarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 27.78 44.44 27.78 000
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 3 8.89 44.44 IO.O/ 000
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. J J.JJ 50.00 lo.o/ 000
8 Cverall rating. 27.78 50.00 22.22 0.00
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ACTION TAKEN RI,PORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER
When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
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Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

Faculty/Department - Semester/Year - B Sc Ist 2018-19

Chart Title
1A

AN

50
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Very Good

E Gcod

;, Satisfdctory

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:COURSE EVALUATION
when feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
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Subiect -

S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfacton,
Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifanv. 6 t2 0 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 5 o A 0
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 6 9 J 0

A Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadenins perspectives) 7 9 2 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 8 8 z 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) o o 3 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 7 l0 I 0
8 Overall rating. 7 l0 I 0

Total <t 76 l6 0

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

I Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. JJ.JJ 66.67 0.00 000
2 Extent of coveraqe of course. 27.78 50.00 22.22 000
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 33.33 50.00 16.67 0.00

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 38.89 50.00 ll.ll 0.00

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 44.44 44.44 ll.11 0.00
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) JJ.JJ 50.00 16.67 0.00
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 38.89 55.56 5.56 0.00
8 Overall rating. 38.89 55.56 f .)6 000

,^\ teaching on eve given Darameter hence no need fo fake qnfinn

/-l



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Suresh Kumar Ravr

Course-BScIst
prograrnme :

Years:2018-19

S.\o. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactor.v-'

1 Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 52 38 3 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) OJ 30 0 0

J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 60 JJ 0 0

+ Interest qenerated bv the teacher. 52 39 2 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader oersoective.
A< 48 0 0

6 {bilitv to integrate content with other courses. )z 40 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class')
43 +-) 7 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

49 42 2 0

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 43 A1 3 0

10 Overall ratins 43 0 0

Total 502 410 18 0

Percenta

S.No. Parameters
very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 55.91 40.86 J.ZJ 000
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 67.74 32.26 000 0.00

3 Sinceriw/commitment of the teacher. 64.52 3 5.48 000 000
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 55.91 4t.94 2.15 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
48.39 51.61 000 000

6 Abilitv to inte srate content with other courses. 55.91 43.01 1.08 000

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

46.24 46.24 7.53 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

52.69 45.16 2.15 000

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 46.24 50.54 0.00
l0 Overall rating 46.24 53.76 000 000
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When feedback is analysedit is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation
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Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Singh

Course-BScIst
programme :

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv'

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv vou) 40 46 I 0
2 Oommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) +J 44 6 0
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. +J 49 I 0
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 44 44 5 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
A1 +J J 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. +t Aa 4 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

48 +J 2 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

47 43 l 0

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 44 47 2 0
10 Overall rating 52 40 0 1

Total 46r 441 27 I

S.No. Parameters very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 49.46 49.46 1.08 0.00
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 46.24 47.31 645 0.00
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 46.24 52.69 108 000
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 47.31 47.3r 5.3 8 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a
broader perspective. 50.54 46.24 3.23 0.00

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 50.54 45.16 4.30 0.00

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

5 1.61 46.24 215 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

50.54 46.24 JZJ 000
o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 47.31 50.54 2.15 0.00
l0 Overall rating 55.91 43.01 0.00 1.08

Percent

ACTION TAKEN RBPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TBACHER
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When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of

A_t\ al"T"* very given parameter hence no need to take action.
program a



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - S. N. Sahu

Course-BScIst
programme:

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 56 33 A 0
z Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliW) 47 43 J 0
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 54 5I 2 0
4 lnterest generated by the teacher. 49 42 2 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenvother issues to provide a
broader perspective. o) 26 2 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 69 23 I 0
,] Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
53 39 I 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

70 23 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback t) l6 2 0
10 Cverall rating 59 JZ 2 0

Total 597 314 19 0

Percenta

S.No. Parameters Ve.y
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 60.22 35.48 430 000
2 Oommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 50.54 46.24 000
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 58.06 39.78 215 000
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 52.69 45.t6 215 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenvother issues to provide a

btgq4.t perspective. 69.89 27.96 215 000

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 74.19 108 000

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

)o.vv 41.94 108 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandinq ofthe course 75.27 z+.t3 000 000

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 80.65 t7.20 215 000
10 Overall rating 63.44 34.41 z. t) 0.00
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FBEDBACK ON TEACHER
When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of progiram a

/fl $, tea ing on every given parameter hence no need to take action- F



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Course-BScIst
prograrnme:

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfacton'

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv vou) 60 29 4 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibili$) 69 z3 I 0
J SinceriW/commitment of the teacher. 56 JI 0 0

4 lnterest generated by the teacher. 59 JJ I

5
Abilify to integrate course material with environmenUother issues to provide a

broader perspective. 69 )A 0 0

o Ability to integrate content with other courses. 60 JJ 0 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

71 22 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

72 21 0 0

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 76 t7 0 0

l0 Overall rating 66 27 0 0

Total 658 266 6 0

Pe

S.No. Parameters very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 64.52 31.18 4.30 000
2 Sommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliW) 74.19 24.73 r.08 0.00
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 60.22 39.78 0.00. 000
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 63.44 35.48 108 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective. 74.19 25.8 I 0.00 0.00

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 64.52 3 5.48 0.00 0.00

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

76.34 23.66 0.00 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

77.42 22.58 0.00 000

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 81.72 18.28 0.00 0.00
10 Overall rating 70.97 29.03 0.00 000
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Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Course-BScIst
progralnme:

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by vou) J) )U 8 0
2 Sommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliW) 38 44 ll 0
J Sincerity/commifinent of the teacher. JI 50 6 0
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 39 43 ll 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a
broader perspective. JI 46 l0 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 39 47 7 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate fuither sfudy and discussion outside class)

35 50 8 n

8
{bility to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
:valuate students understanding ofthe course JJ 50 l0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback A1 44 7 0
l0 f,verall rating +) 45 J 0

Total 380 469 8l 0

Percenta

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER
When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
/\ (\ teaching very given parameter hence no need to take action.
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S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 37.63 53.76 8.60 000
2 Jommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliff) 40.86 47.31 I 1.83 0.00
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 39.78 53.76 o.4) 0.00
A Interest generated by the teacher. 41.94 46.24 I 1.83 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenvother issues to provide a
broader perspective. 39.78 49.46 t0.75 000

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 41.94 50.54 7.53 0.00

7
A.ccessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibilify ofthe
:eacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

J /.OJ 53.76 8.60 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course 35.48 53.76 10.75 000

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 45.16 47.31 t.>J 0.00
t0 Jverall rating 48.39 48.39 3.23 000



Questionnaire No._3
Students overall Evaluation of programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc Ist
Name - N. K. Dewanean

programme :

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I
2

1 8 I 0
Aa 9 J 0J
I l3 2 0A How much of the syllabus was covered in tt e 

"tassZ
A 8 2 2

5
w nar ts your oplnlon about the library material and facilities for the
course? 2 u 3 0

6
ru wrar oxrenr were you able to get malerial forthe prescribed
readings? 4 v 2

7
5 9 2 08
3 8 5 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage sfudent participation in the class?

ifveq whi"h
8 7 I 0

l0
lt -Iow helnfirl fL-

10 6 0 0

t2 The teacher's approach can best b. a.r..iU.Ail
Intemal *r"*-

-

Whar will U"

l0 6 0 0

13
8

5

8 0 0

I4
8 2 I

l0 6 0 0
l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work.

Whefher t."^f.-."
5 1l 0 0

t6

t/ tn.rn.. rtr.
course?

8 8 0 0

l6 0 0 0

To
0 0 0 0

r10 135 23 4

S.No. Parameters

The qrrllahla" 
^f

very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory
I
2

43.75 50 6.25 0

3
25 56.25 18.75 0

4
6.25 81.25 12.5 0

5

vr larw Jyrr@uu) w.lr uuvg_tg(] rn Ine clilssT
what is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course?

25 50 t2.s 12.5

12.5 68.75 18.75 0

6
r v wu4r v^rsnr were you able to get material for the prescribed
readines?
Llnrr, .r,oll ;l.r +r^

25 56.25 12.5 o.z)
Z
8

31.25 56.25 t2.5 0

9

4urv tv vutrxrruluual€,

-

How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

ifves which ^

18.75 50 31.25 0

50 43.75 6.25 0
10

ll 62.5 37.5 0 0

t2
62.5 37.5 0 0

1a
IJ

50 50 0 0

I4 'What will h. +L.
3t.25 50 12.5 6.25

l5

16

--- ..^^- _, -^., ..,,yqv! vr urrurrr4r 4JJE5srrtellt on your resultT

How frequently you get response the fiom teachers on your work.

Whelher too^h-

62.5 37.s 0 0

31.25 68.75 0 0

l7
course?

50 50 0 0

100 0 0 0
18 cu5Bssuuns anq remarKs regardrng course or teacher ifany 0 0 0 0
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AI\D TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation
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Course Name - B Sc Ist

Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Questionneire \o.-3
Students overall Evaluatftrn of Programme and Teaching

Percen

programme:

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 Ihe svllables ofeach course was. t2 2 J 0

2 Background for banefitting from the course was' I t4 2 0

J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. I l3 J 0

A How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? I IJ J 0

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

cowse?
6 8 J 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readinss?
11 J 2

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 2 t4 I 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 0 t4 2 I

o How far does the teacher encourage sfudent participation in the class? 4 I2 0

10 if ves. which of the following methods were used? 2 t2 J 0

il How helpful was the teacher in advising? 8 9 0 0

T2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. ll 6 0 0

IJ Internal assessment was. 1 l3 2

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 7 8 1 I

tf How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 6 11 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? l4 J 0 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe

:ourse?
l6 0 0

l8 Sussestions and remarks reqarding course or teacher ifany ' 0 0 0 0

Total 93 164 21 5

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

Ihe svllables ofeach course was. 70.59 Il./o 17.65 0.00

2 Backsround for banef,rtting from the course was. 5.88 82.35 lt.76 0.00

J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 5.88 76.47 t7.65 0.00

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 5.88 76.47 t7.65 0.00

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

course?
35.29 47.06 t7.65 0.00

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readines?
5.88 64.71 17.65 11.76

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? tt.76 82.35 5.88 0.00

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 0.00 82.35 tr.76 5.88

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 23.53 't0.59 5.88 0.00

10 if yes, which of the following methods were used? 11.76 70.59 t7.65 0.00

ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 47.06 52.94 0.00 0.00

t2 Ihe teacher's aoproach can best be described as. 64.71 35.29 0.00 0.00

IJ Intemal assessment was. 5.88 76.47 tL.76 5.88

I4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 41.18 47.06 5.88 5.8 8

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 35.29 64.71 0.00 0.00

l6 Whether teachers discuss with vou on assiFFrment? 82.35 t7.65 0.00 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
94.r2 5.88 0.00 0.00

l8 Sussestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if any 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program
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Course Name - B Sc Ist
, Name - Suresh Ravr

Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Percenta

programme:

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Ihe syllables ofeach course was. ll 5 0 0

2 Background for banefittine fiom the course was. 0 l3 3 0

3 Was the course easv bor difficult to understand. 0 l1 I 4

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 0 6 10 0

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

0 8 5 J

o
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readines?

0 t2 3

7 How well did the teacher Drepare for the classes? 8 6 z 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? l1 2 2 I

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 7 8 1 0

t0 if yes, which of the following methods were used? o 10 0 0

1l How helpful was the teacher in advising? 9 7 0 0

t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. o 9 I 0

IJ Intemal assessment was. 11 A I 0

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 8 7 I 0

l) How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. o 5 2 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with vou on assisnment? J 11 2 0

17
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course?

t4 2 0 0

18 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 0 0 0 0

Total 103 t26 32 1l

rcen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 68.75 J T.Z) 0 0

2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 0 8l .25 18.75 0

3 Was the course easv bor diflicult to understand. 0 68.75 6.25 25
Aa How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 0 37.5 62.5 0

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

0 )U 3t.25 18.75

o
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readinss? 0 75 6.25 18.75

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 50 J t.) 12.5 U

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 68.75 t2.5 12.5 6.25

o How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? +J.t) 50 6.25 0

l0 if yes, which of the following methods were used? Jt.) 62.5 0 0
1l How helpful was the teacher in advisine? 56.25 43.7 5 0 0
l2 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. 37.5 56.25 6.25 0

13 Internal assessment was. 68.75 z) o.z) 0

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on vour result? 50 +5./) 6.25 0

t5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 56.25 J t.z) t2.5 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assigrment? 18.75 68.75 t2.5 0

II
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course?

6 /.) t2.5 0 0

18 Suggestions and remarks resarding course or teacher ifanv 0 0 0 0
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I Unsatisfactory

10 11 72 13 14 15 t5

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of and

-tepphing on every given parameter f,kcept some crieteria hecne the aooroaoriate action has n-
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Course Name - B Sc Ist
Name - N. K. Sinsh

Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Percen

programme;

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

I Ihe syllables ofeach course was. t2 5 0 0
2 3ackground for banefitting from the course was. t2 5 0 0
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 2 l0 J 2
4 :Iow much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 0 8 7 2

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
;ourse? 0 8 8 I

6
lo what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
:eadines? 0 l3 A 0

7 .Iow well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 0 l5 2 0
8 FIow well was the teacher able to communicate? l4 2 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 7 10 0 0

l0 ifyes, which of the followins methods were used? 0 t4 J 0
1l How helpful was the teacher in advising? IO 0 0
t2 fhe teacher's approach can best be described as. 7 9 I 0
l3 Intemal assessment was. J T4 0 0
l4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 7 l0 0 0

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 2 t2 J 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assiFFrment? I t4 2 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? t3 4 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if any . 0 0 0 0
Total 74 t75 35 5

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe syllables ofeach oourse was. 70.59 29.41 0.00 0.00
2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 70.59 29.41 0.00 0.00
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 11.76 58.82 17.65 tt.76
4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 0.00 47.06 41 18 It./o

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 0.00 47.06 47.06 5.88

6
To what extant were you able to get material for the prescribed
readines? 0.00 76.47 23.53 000

1 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 0.00 88.24 lr.7 6 0.00
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 5.88 82.35 11.76 0.00

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 41.18 58.82 0.00 0.00

l0 ifyes, which of the followins methods were used? 0.00 82.35 t7.65 0.00ll How helpful was the reacher in advising? 41.18 58.82 0.00 0.00
12 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. 41 t8 52.94 5.88 0.00
IJ Intemal assessment was. 17.65 82.35 0.00 0.00
t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 41. l8 58.82 0.00 0.00

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 11.76 70.59 17.65 0.00

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assimment? 5.88 82.35 T1.76 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? to.+ | ZJ.J J 000 0.00

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if anv . 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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ACTION TAKEN RT,PORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AI\D TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program and
tpEching on every given qarameter, except some crieteria hecne the approapriate action has been t n.
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Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc Ist
Name - Dr. S. N. Sahu

programme:

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Ihe syllables ofeach course was. 8 7 I 0
2 Background for banef,rtting from the course wzrs. 2 t2 2 0
3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 3 t0 J 0

How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? A 9 2 I
5

What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 2 ll 2

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
:eadings? J l1 2 0

7 How well did the teacher preparo for the classes? A ll I 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 11 5 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 6 8 2 0

10 if yes, which of the following methods were used? 4 ll I 0
1l How helpful was the teacher in advising? 8 8 0 0
t2 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as, l0 6 0 0
l3 Intemal assessment was. ll 5 n 0
t4 What will be the impact of intemal assessment on your result? l0 6 0 0

l5 FIow flequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 9 7 0 0

t6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assigrment? t2 4 0 0

t7 Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? l5 0 0

l8 Juggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 0 0 0 0
Total 122 132 l6 7.

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

fhe syllables ofeach course was. 50 43.75 6.25 0
z lackground for banefitting from the ceurse was. 12.5 t) t2.5 0
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 18.75 62.5 18.75 0
Aa Iow much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 25 56.25 t2.5 6.25

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
;ourse? 12.5 68.7s t2.5 6.25

6
lo what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
:eadings? 18.75 68.75 12.5 0

7 .Iow well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 25 68.75 6)\ 0
8 low well was the teacher able to communicate? 68.75 31.25 0 0
o .Iow far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? J t.) 50 t2.5 0

0 ifyes, which of the following methods were used? 25 68.75 6.25 0
:Iow helpful was the teacher in advising? 50 50 0 0

2 fhe teacher's approach can best be described as. oz.) J t.) 0 0
J lnternal assessment was. 68.75 31.25 0 0

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 62.5 5 t.) 0 0

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 56.25 43.75 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? z) 0 0

t7
whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? 93.75 6.25 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany . 0 0 0 0



80

60

I Very Good

I Good

ffi Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory

10 11 72:73 14 15 16:77 18

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program and
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Questionnaire No.-l

Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc IInd 2017-18

I

Faculty,Department -

100

90

80

=
6
U

a

=o
o
o

=
!
G

=eo

d;

f

o
o

o
E

3

o

o

.=
E
f

c;co
E
o
o
l

oE

5
eo
o

7A

50

40

3t)

20

10

0

S Very Good

r Good

fr S)tisfactory

n UnsatisfactorV

ACTIoN TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:COURSE EVALUATION

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program
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S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Depth of the course coirtent including p@ 2 6 0 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 6 2 0 0

J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 4 4 0 0

+
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

enqlvri cal ahi I iti es and hroadenins oerspectives)
J 5 0 0

5 ClariW and relevance oftextual reading material' I 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 7 I 0 0

7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 7 1 0

) J U 0
8 Jverall rating.

Total 4l 23 0 0

Percentage , ,

S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY

I Oeptn of tne course content including project wo4il3!y' 25 75 0 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. t) 25 0 0

J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 50 50 0 0

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

analwticel ahilifies and hroadenins oerspectives)
37.5 62.5 0 0

5 Cta.iw ana relevance of textual reading material. 87.5 12.5 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 87.5 t2.5 0 0

7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 87.5 t25 0 0

8 Cverall rating. 62.5 37.5 0 0

$r\-,



S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv
I Depth ofthe course content includins proiect work ifanv. 4 4 0 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 2 6 0 0

3 Applicabili8 relevance to real life situations. z 6 0 0

A
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills
analytical abilities and broadenins perspectives) 4 .+ 0 0

5 3larity and relevance oftextual reading material. J 5 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) J 5 0 0

7 Extent ofeffort required bv students. ) J 0 0

8 Cverall rating. 6 2 0 0

Total 29 35 0 0

Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Faculty/Department - Semester/Year - B Sc IInd 2017-18
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S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

I Depth ofthe course content includine proiect work ifanv. )U 50 0 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. z) 75 0 0

J Applicability relevance to real life situations. z) 75 0 0

A Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 50 50 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 37.5 62.5 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 37.5 62.5 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 62.5 37.5 0 0

8 Jverall rating. 75 25 0 0



Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc IInd 2017-18FacultylDepartment -
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S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

Deoth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. 5 0 0

z Extent of coverage of course. 4 3 I 0

3 ApplicabiliW relevance to real life situations. 2 5 I 0

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

analvtical abilities and broadenins perspectives)
4 A 0 0

5 Slariw and relevance oftextual reading material. 4 J I 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 4 4 0 0

7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 5 J 0 0

8 Overall ratins. 4 4 0 0

Total 30 31 3 0

Percentage

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

I Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. 37.5 62.5 0 0

2 Extent of coverase of course. 50 37.5 t2.5 0

J A,pplicabilitv relevance to real life situations. 25 62.5 12.5 0

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)
50 )U 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 50 37.5 125 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) )U )U 0 0

7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 62.5 J t.) 0 0

8 Overall ratine. 50 50 0 0



Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

ulty,Depatment - Semester/Year - B Sc IInd 2017-18
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:COURSE EVALUATION,/
When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of prograrda
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S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv
Depth of the course content including proiect work if anv. 4 4 0 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 3 5 0 0
J Applicability relevance to real life sifuations. J .l 0

Aa
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 2 4 2 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual readine material. 5 J 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 5 J 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 5 3 0 0
8 Overall rating. 3 5 0 0

Total 30 31 3 0

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

Depth of the course content including proiect work if any. 50 50 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. J /.) 62.5 0 0
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 37.5 t25 0

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadeninq persDectives) 25 )U ZJ 0

5 Slarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 62.5 3 t.) 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 62.5 J t.) 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 62.5 J /.) 0 0
8 Cverall rating. 5 t.J 62.5 0 0

OL n^vt. College



S - Ilindi
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

I Depth of the course content including proiect work if any. 4 Aa 0 0

z Extent of coverage of course. J 5 0 0

3 Applicabiliw relevance to real life situations. 2 6 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

analvtical abilities and broadenins perspectives)
4 A 0 0

5 Claritv and relevance of textual readins material. 6 2 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) J 5 0 0

7 Extent of effort required bv students. 6 2 0 0

8 Overall ratine. 5 J 0 0

Total 33 31 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Faculty/Department - Semester/Year - B Sc IInd 2017-18
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:COURSE EVALUATION I

feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of gr4
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Percentage

S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. )U )U 0 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 3 t.) 62.5 0 0

J Applicabilitv relevance to real life situations. 25 75 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,

analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)
)U )U o 0

5 Claritv and relevance of textual reading material. 75 25 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) J t.) 62.5 0 0

7 lxtent ofeffort required bv students. 75 25 0 0

8 Jverall ratine. 62.5 37.5 0 0



programme:

Years:2017-18

Qrcgilrreire \o.-2
Student Feedback on Teeclers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Iick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Roshni siddhiqu

Course-BScIInd

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 27 t5 I 0

2 Sommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) JU 13 0 0

J Sinceriw/commitment of the teacher. l9 0

4 Interest senerated by the teacher. 24 l8 I 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader oerspective.
26 l6 I 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. )z lt 0 0

7
Accessibilify of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate funher studv and discussion outside class)
l1 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding of the cowse
27 l6 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 25 l8 0 0

l0 Cverall ratins tt 24 2 0

Total 263 161 6 0

Percent

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STI,DENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

iliEEglB'gEEiiiiii;gEiEEs=

80
70
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S.No. Parameters
very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledee base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 62.79 34.88 Z.JJ 0.00

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 69.77 30.23 0.00 0.00

J linceriW/commitment of the teacher. 53.49 44.r9 2.33 0.00

A lnterest qenerated by the teacher. 55.81 41.86 z-) J 0.00

Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
60.47 37.21 z.) ) 0.00

o Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses. 74.42 25.5 8 0.00 0.00

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)
74.42 25.58 0.00 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
62.79 37.21 000 000

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 58. r4 41.86 000 000

l0 Jverall rating 39.53 55.81 465 000

When feedback is analysed it^is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program a

A feachinq.rrl\".r"r'., qiven narameter hence no need to take action. /-



i Questionnaire No.-2
./ Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

, (To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Course-BScIInd
proglamme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfacton'

Knowledse base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv you) 35 8 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) JZ 11 0 0

J Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 29 I4 0 0

4 Interest generated by the teacher. JZ ll 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader persoective.
JL l0 I 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. JO 6 I 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
32 u 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

33 l0 0 0

o Provision of sufhcient time for feedback 29 t2 2 0

l0 Cverall rating 30 9 A 0

Total 320 t02 8 0

Per

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 81 .40 18.60 000 000
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 74.42 25.5 8 0.00 0.00

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 67.44 32.56 000 0.00

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 74.42 25.5 8 0.00 000
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
74.42 23.26 z.J ) 000

6 Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses. 83.72 13.95 000

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)
1A A'I a.aa 25.58 0.00 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

t6. t4 23.26 0.00 0.00

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 67.44 27.91 4.65 000
l0 Cverall rating 69.77 20.93 9.30 0.00
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Questionnaire \o'-2
StudentFeedbackonTeachers(SeparateforeachTeacher

(To be submitted after the final examination resul8) (fick onl-v one of the four atternatives)

proglamme:
Years:2017-18Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Course-BScIInd

m very Good

I Good; EEi€E-. lEg;a=Hr s* i
i;:tEi:€qiE::t+tE EE E;l i;EEZiE?;fE=EEl Ei 3

E- =A;5 
€3 IE;-=-H*E iE

E?eE
oHo -P a"l e
;:; o..

E;= =E:5 Ei
n,!-=9:i9c6
JPHE F!.:b bg!e= -P€5 s,e?oU l:J- iP!25b ==EF 

'5bj o 5 ^B P*uv.

Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

32 l1 0 0
I K.now oas9

^fo-finrrlafinn and 30 t2 I 0

JI l0 2 0
J

29 t2 z 0
+

29 t2 2 0
5

JU t2 I 0
b

27 l6 0 0
7

29 t4 0 0
8

^.v 28 l5 0 0
v rro

3l t2 0 0
IU \JVCfal

Total 296 126 8 0

Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

74.42 25.58 000 000
I

Sinceri8/commitment of the teacher.

69.77 27.91 Z.J J 000
2 71 no 23.26 4.65 0.00
3

67.44 27.91 4.65 000
4

Ability to integrate .ourr" r*t..ial with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective.
67.44 27.91 4.65 000

5

69.77 27.91 Z.J J 000
6 with other courses.

er-..rritifity of m" t*ctt.r itt atrd out of the class (includes avaibility of the

+^^^L^- ra ,-an;'arp Grrfhcr qtrrdv end discussion outSide claSs)
62.79 37.2r 000 0.00

7

67.44 32.56 0.00 000
8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and proJeats to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
65.12 34.88 0.00 0.00

9 Provision of suffrcient time for feedback

Overall rating 72.09 27.91 0.00 000
10

ACT REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

en feedback is found that atl students are satisfied with Evaluation of

very given parameter hence no need to take action'
Frincioal



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Dinesh Kushwaha

Course-BScIInd

programme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactor-r"

I Knowledse base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) JJ o 0

2 3ommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 29 l4 0 0

J Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 3l ll 1 0

A Interest senerated by the teacher. JZ l0 1 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
30 t2 I 0

o AbiliW to integrate content with other courses. ZJ 20 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
25 16 2 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
29 IJ 0

Provision of sufficient time for feedback 31 t2 0 0

10 Overall ratine 30 l3 0 0

Total 293 130 7 0

Percen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

I Knowledse base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 76.7 4 20.93 L.JJ 000

L Oommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 67.44 32.56 000 0.00

J Sincerify/commitment of the teacher. 72.09 25.58 Z.JJ 0.00

4 Interest eenerated bv the teacher. 74.42 23.26 z)J 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenvother issues to provide a

broader perspective.
69.77 27.91 z-55 0.00

6 Abiliw to intesrate content with other oourses. 53.49 46.51 000 000

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
58.14 37.21 4.65 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
67.44 30.23 Z.J J 000

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 72.09 27.91 0.00 0.00

10 Overall rating 69.77 30.23 0.00 0.00

N very Good

f, GoodfiE;! t; +!*P3-En E; .E
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analyse$ it is found that atl students are satisfied with Evaluation of
rr feqnhin)lnr Fwerw oirren naramefer henee no need to take action-

program



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Singh

Course-BScIInd
programme :

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfacton,

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) J) 8 0 0
a Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) JZ ll 0 0
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. JI t2 0 0
4 Interest generated by the teacher. J) 8 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective. J1+ 9 0 0

o Ability to integrate content with other courses. JZ 11 0 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

32 I1 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

JZ l0 I 0

a Provision of sufficient time for feedback 32 ll 0 0
10 Overall rating 31 t2 0 0

Total 326 103 I 0

Percenta

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 81 .40 18.60 000 0.00
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 74.42 25.58 000 000
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 72.09 27.9\ 0.00 000
A Interest generated by the teacher. 8l .40 18.60 000 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective. 79.07 20.93 000 000

6 Abilily to integrate content with other courses. 74.42 25.58 000 000

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

74.42 z).)d 000 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

74.42 z5.zo z )J 000

9 Provision of suffrcient time for feedback 74.42 25.58 000 000
10 Overall rating 72.09 27.91 000 000

N Very Good
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER
When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program

teachin$ on every given parameter hence no need to take action.



Qrestionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluatlon of Programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc IInd
Name - N. K. Dewansan

programme:

Years: 2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

Ihe svllables ofeach course was. 2 ) I 0

z Backsround for banefittins from the course was. J A I 0

J Was the course easv bor difficult to understand. 2 ) I 0

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 4 4 0 0

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

course?
J 4 I 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readinss?
7 I 0 0

7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 2 4 2 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 2 ) 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? J 5 0 0

l0 if ves. which of the following methods were used? 2 5 I 0

1l How helpful was the teacher in advisine? 5 J 0 0

12 Ihe teacher's aDproach can best be described as. J 5 0 0

IJ Internal assessment was. ) 2 I 0

I4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 2 5 I 0

15 Iow frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 6 2 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with vou on assisnment? 2 6 0 0

t7 Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

J A I 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany .
A 4 0 0

Total 60 73 11 0

erce e

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe svllables ofeach course was. 25 62.5 t2.5 0

2 Backeround for banehttine from the course was. 37.5 )U t2.5 0

J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 25 62.5 12.5 0
A How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 50 50 0 0

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

course?
J t.) )U t2.5 0

6
fo what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
:eadinss?

87.5 12.5 0 0

7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 25 )U 25 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 25 62.5 12.5 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 37.5 oz.) 0 0

0 if yes, which of the following methods were used? 25 62.5 t2.5 0

I How helpful was the teacher in advisins? 62.5 37.5 0 0

2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 37.5 62.5 0 0

3 Internal assessment was. 62.5 25 t2.5 0

4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 25 62.5 12.5 0

t5 How frequently you get response the fiom teachers on your work. 75 25 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assimment? z) t) 0 0

I7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

37.5 50 12.5 0

l8 Suggestions and rQmarks regarding course or teacher if any . 50 50 0 0
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Course Name - B Sc IInd
Name - N. K. Singh

Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of programme and Teaching

Percenta

programme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 2 6 0 0
2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 2 6 0 0
J Was the course easy bor diffrcult to understand. I J 2 0
4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? J 5 0 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 5 J 0 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 5 J 0 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 2 4 z 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 2 4 z 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 6 2 0 0

10 if yes, which of the following methods were used? 2 4 z 0
1l How helpful was the teacher in advising? 5 2 0
12 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. 5 J 0 0
IJ Internal assessment was. 2 6 0 0
t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 2 5 0

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 5 2 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? J 4 0

17
whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? 7 I 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifanv .
Aa J 0

Total 63 68 13 0

n

S.No. Parameters very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I The syllables of each course was. z) t) 0 0
2 Background for banefifting fiom the course was. 75 0 0
3 Was the course easy bor diffrcult to understand. t2.5 62.5 25 0
4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 37.5 62.5 0 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 6)\ 0 0

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 62.5 37.5 0 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 25 50 z) 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 25 50 z) 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 75 25 0 0

10 if yes, which of the following methods *.re used? 25 50 25 0ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 62.5 25 r2.5 0t2 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. 62.5 J t.) 0 0
IJ Internal assessment was. 25 75 0 0
14 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 25 62.5 12.5 0

l5 How ffequently you get response the flom teachers on your work. 62.5 25 I Z.) 0

t6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignmenti 5 t.) 50 t2.5 tl

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in tt e U.gi*irrg of tt.
course? 87.5 12.5 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifanv 50 37.5 12.5 0
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program
teaching on ererygiv"{ parameter hence no need to take action.n[\
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Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc IInd
Name - Dinesh Kushwaha

prograrnme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
1 The syllables ofeach course was. J 4 I 0
2 Background for banefitting fiom the course was. 2 ) 1 0
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. I ) 2 0
A How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 3 5 0 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 5 J 0 0

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
:eadings? J 5 0 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 5 J 0 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? J A

0
o How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 3 5 0 0

l0 if yes, which of the following methods were used? 6 I 0
l1 How helpful was the teacher in advising? 4 4 0 U
t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. I a

0 0
IJ Intemal assessment was. J 5 0 0
T4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 2 5 I 0

t5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. A Aa 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? J 4 1 0

t7 whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? 4 J I 0

0
l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if any . A .+ 0

Total 59 76 9 0

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Ihe syllables of each course was. 37.s )U 12.5 0
2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 25 62.5 t2.5 0
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. t2.5 62.5 25 0A How much of the syllabus was covered in the classZ 5 t.) 62.5 0 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 62.5 5 t.) 0 0

6
To what extgnt were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 37.5 62.5 0 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 62.5 3 t.) 0 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? J t.) 50 t2.5 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the crass? J t.) 62.5 0 0

10 if yes, which of the following methods *e." us"-dZ 75 12.5 12.5 01t
50 )U 0 0t2

t2.5 87.5 0 0l3 rral ass€ssment was. J t.) 6)\ 0 0t4 What will be the impact of internal assess-.nt on rrour resrtf? 25 62.5 12.5 0

l5 How frequently you get response the fiom teachers on your work. 50 50 0 0

t6 ler leacners olscuss wtth you on assigrment? 3 t.) 50 12.5 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been gin* in th" b"gi""i"g of th.
course? 50 37.s 12.s 0

l8 ruBBtrsr,lons ano remarKs regardlng course or teacher if anv )U 50 0 0
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I
Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evduation of Programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc IInd
Name - Roshni Siddhiqu

programme:

Years: 2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Ihe syllables ofeach course was. J 5 I 0

2 Background for banef,rttine from the course was. 4 J 2 0

J Was the course easy bor difficult to rurderstand. 4 A I 0
A How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? ) 4 0 0

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

course?
J ) I 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readinss?
I 8 0 0

7 How well did the teacher DreDztre for the classes? 8 I 0 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 2 6 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 4 4 0

t0 if yes, which of the followins methods were used? 2 6 I 0

l1 How helpful was the teacher in advising? 6 J 0 0

t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. J 5 I 0

13 lntemal assessment was. J 6 0 0

T4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on vour result? 2 7 0 0

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. A 4 I 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with vou on assisrment? 5 J I 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
5

A+ 0 0

18 Suggestions and remarks reqarding course or teacher ifany . 7 2 0 0

Total 71 80 ll 0

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe svllables ofeach course was. JJ.JJ 55.56 11.11 0.00

2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 44.44 JJ.JJ 22.22 0.00

J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 44.44 44.44 11.11 0.00

4 .Iow much of the svllabus was covered in the class? 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

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

course?
JJ.JJ 55.56 11.11 0.00

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readines?
11 11 88.89 0.00 0.00

1 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 88.89 11 ll 0.00 0.00

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 22.22 66.67 11.11 0.00

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 44.44 44.44 ll.il 0.00

10 if yes, which of the followins methods were used? 22.22 66.67 ll.ll 0.00

ll How helpful was the teacher in advisins? 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

t2 fhe teacher's approach can best be described as. JJ.JJ 55.56 ll.lt 0.00

l3 Intemal assessment was. JJ.JJ 66.67 0.00 0.00

t4 What will be the impact of intemal assessment on vour result? 22.22 77.78 0.00 0.00

t5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 44.44 44.44 11.11 0.00

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 55.56 JJ.JJ l1.ll 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

18 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 71.78 22.22 0.00 0.00
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALU

^ hen feedback is analysed it is found that all stu
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Course Name - B Sc IInd
Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Questionnaire No.-3

Students oyerall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

programme:

Years:2017-18

Pe

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The svllables ofeach course was. J 5 I 0

2 lacksround for banefittins from the course was. 4 ) 0 0

J Was the course easv bor difficult to understand. 7 2 0 0

4 How much of the svllabus was covered in the class? 6 J 0 0

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

course?
J 6 0 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readinss?
5 4 0 0

7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 4 I I 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? J 6 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 7 I 0

l0 ifyes. which of the following methods were used? 3 6 0 0

ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 6 3 0 U

t2 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. I I 0

t3 Internal assessment was. 6 J 0 0

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 5 4 0 0

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 4 5 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 5 J I 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
) 4 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany J 5 I 0

Total 80 76 6 0

rcen

S.No. Parameters
very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables of each course was. JJ.JJ 5 5.56 11.11 0.00

2 Backeround for banehttins from the course was. 44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00

J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 77.78 22.22 0.00 0.00

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

)
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the

course?
JJ.JJ 66.67 0.00 0.00

6
Io what extent were you able to get rnaterial for the prescribed

readines?
55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 44.44 44.44 Il.ll 0.00

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 33.33 66.67 0.00 0.00

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 77.78 ll.l1 11.11 0.00

10 if ves. which of the followine methods were used? 33.33 66.67 0.00 0.00

11 How helpful was the teacher in advisine? 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

t2 The teacher's aooroach can best be described as. 11 1l 77.78 ll.ll 0.00

l3 lnternal assessment was. 66.67 JJ.J J 0.00 0.00

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00

lo Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? )).)o JJ.JJ lt ll 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

l8 Suseestions and remarks resardins course or teacher if anv JJ.JJ 55.56 ll ll 0.00
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r Very Good

I Good

Satisfactory
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AIID TEACIIING

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program
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S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Utrsatisfactory
Depth ofthe cou$e content includins Droiect work ifary. 4 5 0 0

2 Extent of coverage ofcourse. 4 5 0 0

l ApplicabiliW relevance to real life situations. 5 4 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

3 6 0 0

5 Clariw and relevance oftextual reading material. 5 4 0 0

6 R€levance of additional source material (Librarv') 5 4 0 0

7 Extent of effort reouired bv students. 3 5 0

8 Overall ratinq. 4 5 0 0

Total 38 1 0

Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc IInd 2018-19Faculty/Department -
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I Very Good

r Good

Satis{actory

I Unsatisfactcry

Percentage

S.No. Parameters VerY Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. 44.44 55.5 6 000 0.00
2 Extent of coverage of course. 44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00
3 Applicability relevance to real lile situations. 55 56 44.44 0.00 0.00

4
Learning value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

33.33 66.67 0.00 0.00

5 Clari$ and relevance of textual reading material. 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00
6 Relevance of additional souce material (Librarv) ) f.f t) 44.44 0.00 000
7 Extent ofeffort required bv students. 3 3.33 55.56 1 l.l1 0.00
8 Overall rating. 44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK F
When feedback is analysed it is found that all student
I teachin ery given parameter

\,-' C\,f . ---':- ), r,-r-rinal



ect -

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY

1 Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. 2 6 I 0

2 Extent of coverage ofcourse. 2 6 I 0

3 Applicabiliry relevance to real life sjtuations. 3 6 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
anal]'tical abilities and broadening perspectives)

2 6 I 0

5 Clariry and relavance oftextual reading material. 4 5 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 4 4 1 0

7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 2 5 2

8 Overall rating. 3 5 I 0

Total 22 43 1 0

Questionnaire No,-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc llnd 2018-19

I Very Good

I Good

Satisfactory

Faculty/Department -
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK

When feedback is analysed it is found that all stude
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Percentage

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Depth ofthe course conl.en( including proiect work ifany. 22.22 66.6',7 11.1I 000
2 Extent of coverage ofcourse. 22.22 66.67 1 l.l1 0.00

3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 3 3.33 66.67 0.00 0.00

4
Learning value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,

analytical abilities and broadenine perspectives)
22.22 66.61 11.11 000

5 Clariry and relevance oftexrual reading material. 44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00

6 Relevance ofadditional source mate al (Librarv) 44.44 44.44 11.11 000
'1 Extent ofeffort required bv studenls. 22.22 )).fo 22.22 0.00

8 Overall rating. 33.33 55.56 11,1 1 0.00
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euestionnaire No._l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course .Evaluation

Sem€ster/Year - B Sa Und 2018-t9

t Very Good

l6ood

. Satisfactory

I U rsat sfaatory

Faculty/Depanment -
Su

80

7A

60

.nI,^I;il
," lI
," Il,Il
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S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactoryl
2

Depth ofrhe cowse contenr including project work ifany. 4 6 0 0
4 6 0 03
3 6 I 0

4
ledrrxrrts vzuuE (ln rerms oI loowlQdge, concepts, manual skills.
analytical abiliries and broadenins DersDecrives I

2 7 1 0
5 \ r.u rLy aflo relevance ot textuat reading material. 4 5 I 06 Kete!ance ot addhional source material (Library) 4 6 0 0'7 L^LsIlL ur crron requtled by StUdents. 4 6 0 08 Overall ratins.

2 6 2 0
I otal 'r1 48 5 0

l
2

ruramelers Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactor!
40 60 0 0

3
40 60 0
30 60 10 0

4
Learning value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspeorves.; 20 70 10 0

5
40 50 l0 0I

1
8

40 60 0 0
-^!r,,! vr !rrur ! | rqu|lcu oy sruoents. 40 60 0 0

20 60 20 0
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ACTION TAKEN RI,PORT ON FEEDBACK
When feedback is analysed it is found that all stud

n\ ery giv
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FacultyDepartment -

Questionnaire No._l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc IInd 2018-19
ect -

S.No. Paramelers Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Depth ofthe course oontent includjng project work ifany- 3 4 2 0

2 Extent of coverage of oourse. 4 4 1 0
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 3 5 t 0

4
Leaming vaiu€ (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytiaal abilities and broadening perspeQtrves] 2 5 2 0

5 Clarify and relevance oftextual reading material. 4 5 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 4 4 I 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by stud€nts. 2 5 2 0
8 Overall rating. 3 5 I 0

Total l0 0

Percentage
S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Depth ofthe course content including project work ifaru,. 3 3.33 44.44 22.22 0.00
2 Extent of coverage of course. 44.44 44.44 11.11 0.00l Applicability relevance to real life situations. 33 33 5 5.56 11.11 0.00

4
Learning value (in terms ofknowledge, ooncepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspecrrves) 22.22 5 5.56 22.22 0.00

5 Clarify and relevance oftextual reading material. 44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 44.44 44 44 l1.n 0.00
7 Extent ofeffon required by studenrs. 22.22 55.56 22.22 0.00
8 Overall rating. 33.3 3 5 5.56 11.11 000
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK F
When feedback is analysed it is found that all studen
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stionnaire No,_l
edback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semesrar/year - B Sc IInd 2018_19
- Ehdi

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Depth ofthe course content including project work ifary. 4 6 0 0
2 E4ent of ooverage ofcourse. 4 6 0 0
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 5 5 0 0

4
Lcaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
aral).tiaal abilities and broadening perspectives) 5 5 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 4 6 0 0
6 Relevance of additional souce material (Library) 5 5 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 7 3 0 0
8 Overall rqting. 4 6 0 0

Total 38 42 0 0

s.N":lI
)

--=---.1

v / Good
40

40

Good
60

60

ofthe course content 0
Extent of coverage ofcourse, 0

3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 50 50 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 50 50 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 40 60 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source matarial (Library) 50 50 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 70 30 0 0
8 Overall rating, 40 60 0 0

! Very Good

I Good

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:CoURSE EVALUATION
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When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program

^ n teaching ery given parameter hence no need to take action.(\\r /-(\f ..- c\a - ,,<'- ,/^



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Course-BScllnd

programme:

Years:2018-19

S.\o. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowlede.e base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 29 l4 3 I

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 30 16 I 0

l Sincerity/commitment of the teaahar. 28 l5 4 0

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 29 l6 2 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmentother issues to provide a

broader DersDective.
22 t7 8 0

6 Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses 25 19 3

7
Accessibiliry ofthe teach€r in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe

teacher to monivate further study and disaussion oaq{99!9al- 33 13 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/€xaminations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
l8 23 6 0

9 Provision ofsuffrcient time for feedback 3l t3 3 0

l0 Overall rating 20 l 0

Total 269 t66 I

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactor)

I Knowledse base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 61.'70 29.79 6.38 2.t3

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulatiott anq !94PI9!91!!i]q).-- 63.83 34.04 2.13 0.00

3 Sinceriw/commitment of the teacher' 59.57 31.91 8.51 0.00

4 Interest generated by the leacher. 61.70 34.04 4.26 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environrnenVother issues to provide a

broader oersoective.
46.81 36.17 t'7.02 0.00

6 Abilitv to intcgrate content with other courses. 53.19 40.43 6_38 0.00

7
Acaessibility ofthe teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
70.21 27 .66 2.t3 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe aourse
38 30 48.94 t2.77 0.00

9 Provision ofsufTlcient time for feedback 6s.96 6.38 0.00

l0 Overall rating 51.06 42.55 6.3 8 0.00

r Very Good

I Good

-r, Satisfactory

!9
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analvsed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of prograrJt

teachins on everv siveF oarameter In some area minor unsatifaction hence no need to take a



Qu€stionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(Tobesubmittedafterthefinaleraminationresults)(Tickonlyoneofthefouratternatives)

Name - N. K. Singh

Course-BScllnd

programme:

Years:2018-19

Parameters

. .^-^^:.'^l r.', t'^||\

Very
Good

Good SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY

0
S.No.

21 7 2
i

19 l0 0

2
22 7 0

1'7 t2 I 0

4

broader pqrspsctrv9. .. .

20 10 0 0

5

l3 t) 2 0

6

.- -^-:-.^+^ 4',*rroy c+,.,rv 4n.l dis.t|ssion outside class)
15 t2 3

1

0

7
Iq%

22 8 0
8

,+biliry to design qiuzzes Tests assignments/examlnatlons anq prolcurs ru

p\,.lttalc clrrdenl( ll%
18 1l I 0

9
18 1l I 0

185 103 t2 0

Parameters

- -^-^^:.,-,{ l'., t,^rr\

Very
Good

Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

70.00 23.33 6.6'l 000
I

63.33 33.33 3.33 0.00
2 Lommunlcdtlun 5(rrr5 ut Lvr!'r vr q*'-'_-'-__ -__- t

3.33 0.00
3 Smcerlty/commltmenL or Lllt, Lecute'

56.67 40.00 3.33 0.00
4

66.6'1 33.3 3 0.00 0.00
5

50.00 6.6'7

10.00

0.00
o

0.00

0.00

---:-.^.^ c,-1L6- .i!!,-lv "-.1 dic.r<sinn outside class)
50.00 40.00

'7

'73.33 0.00
6

1616 to a*ttgn qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and prqects lo

60.00 36.61 3.3 3 0.00
9 Provlslon ot Sunlclenr llme lor rEsuud!^

60.00 36.67 3.33 0.00
l0 Overall ratlng

I Very Good

r Good
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ACTION TAI(EN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

Whenfeedbackisanalyseditisfoundthata||studentsaresatisfiedwithEva|uationof)
.^-^i,--S'- avcrv oiwen narameter hence no need to take action'



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one ofthe four atternatives)

Name - Suresh Ravi

Course-BScIInd

proglamme :

Years: 2018-19

Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Utrsatisfactory
S.No.

I r.'-^-n.i-. hacF ^fthe te2cher fAs nerceived by VOU) t7 l1 2 0

Communication skills (in terms ofarticulxion and conpr 13 l5 2 0
2

l5 13 2 0
-l

ei-.-,in,/.^hmif menf .f the teacher

4 Interest generated by the teacher' 1',7 t2 0

5
atiti-FlffidiG 

"*tty 
to int.grut. 

"-ttr.tttuterial 
with environmenvother issues to provide a

broader Derspective.
15 1l 2 0

l6 13 1 0
6 ^riritlr 

f^ infFdr^ic .^ntent with other cources.

Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (inaludes avaibility of the

+^^^L^- |^ '.^-i,,o+a G,dh.' ct'',.1\' rh.l .liqcns.sion outside CIaSS)

'1 20 l 0
7

10 lf 5 0
8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/axaminations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback l) 13 2 0

l5 13 2 0

Total 140 138 22 0

S.No. Parameters
V"ry
Good

Good SatisfactorY Unsatisfactory

I Knowledse base of the teacher (as perllilYglryJg!)- 56.6',7 36.67 6.6'7 0.00

2 Communication skills (in ter^t of utticulotion *d 43.33 50.00 6.6'7 0.00

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher' 50 00 43.33 6.6'7 0.00

4 Interest generated by the teacher. )o.o / 40 00 0.00

5
etiflty t" int"gt^b 

"ourse 
material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader perspective.
50.00 43.33 6.67 0.00

53.33 43.33 3.33 0.00
6 ^ 

hi!irv r^ intFnrtc .^nreni wifh othet coulses.

eFtitityottn"t"ucherinandoutoftheclass(includesavaibiIityofthe
i-^^r.-.1^ n^ni'qra fi,rrhFr chtdw and discussion outside class)

66.6'7 10.00 0.00'l

33.33 50.00 t6.67 0.00
8

Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and proJects to

evaluata sludents understanding ofthe course
50.00 43.33 6.67 000

9 p.^-i"inn nfqlfffcient time for feedback

l0 Overall rating 50.00 6.67 0.00

I Very Good

I Good

i lSatisfactory

)a

th il. lt I h h ,1. il. ll= L
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ACTION TAI(EN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfred with Evaluation of progfam

t\ teachi[rg on every given parameter hence no need to take action'



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one ofthe four atternatives)

Name - Dinesh Kushwaha

Course-BScllnd

programme :

Years; 2018-19

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledse base ofthe teaoher (as perceived by you) l9 9 2 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) l3 l5 2 0

3 Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. t7 12 0

4 lnterest generated by the teacher. l) l5 0 0

5
Abilify to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

broader persoective.
15 l4 0

6 Abilitv to inteerats aontent with other courses. t4 l6 0 0

1
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teaoher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

l0 l6 4 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Iests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understandins ofthe course
1l 15 4 0

9 Provision of suflicient time for feedback ll l6 3 0

10 Overall rating t2 l5 3 0

Total 137 143 20 0

Percen

r Very Good

r Good
il- !1,
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of profram

S.No. Parameters
Ve.y
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe t€acher (as perceived by you) 63.33 30.00 6.6'7 0.00

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 43.33 50.00 6.67 0.00

3 Sinceriw/commitment of the teacher. 56.6'7 40 00 0.00

4 lnterest generated by the teacher. 50.00 50.00 0.00 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmentother issues to provide a

broader DersDective.
50 00 46.6'7 3.3 3 000

6 Abilitv to inteerate content with other courses. 46.67 53.3 3 000 0.00

,] Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibiliry ofthe
teaoher to moniyate further study and discussion outside class)

3 3.33 5 3.33 13.3 3 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understandine ofthe course
36.67 50.00 13.3 3 000

9 Provision ofsumcient time for feedback 36.67 53.3 3 10 00 0.00

10 Overall rating 40.00 50.00 10.00 000

+ao^Hind ^-\1.-,.^, airron noromafcr hpnoc nn npad fn flrkF qJ'finn
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Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one ofthe four atternatives)

Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Course-BScllnd
programme :

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe reacher {as perceived by you) ll t7 2 0
2 CommunicaLion skills tin terms of articulation and comprehensibiliryl 10 l6 4 0
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 7 l9 4 0
4 Interest generated by the teacher. l3 l5 2 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environnenvother issues to provide a
broader perspective. 13 13 4 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other oourses. l1 l5 4 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

t4 12 4 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course 10 15 5 0

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback 1l t4 5 0
10 Overall rating 15 l5 0 0

Total 115 151 34 0

S.No. Parameters Ve.y
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Knowledge base ofrhe reacher (as perceived by you) 36.67 56 67 6.67 0.00
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and oomprehensibility) 53.3 3 13.33 000
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 23.33 63.33 13.33 0.00
4 Interest gen€rated by the teacher. 43.33 50 00 6.6'l 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a
broader p€rsDective. 43.33 43.33 13.33 0.00

6 Ability to int€grate content with other courses. 36.6'1 50.00 13.33 0.00

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivata further study and discussion outside class)

46.67 40.00 13.3 3 0.00

Abiliry to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projeets to
evaluate students undentanding ofthe course 33.33 50.00 16.67 0.00

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback 46.6',1 16.67 0.00
l0 Overall rating 50.00 50.00 000 0.00

I VerV Good

I Good
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Questionnaire No,-3
Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc IInd
Name - N. K. Dewangan

programm€ :

Years: 2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 5 4 0 0
2 Background for banefitting from the course was. l 4 2 0
3 Was the course easy bor diflicult to understand. 6 3 0 0
4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 4 5 0 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 5 4 0 0

6
To what €xtent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 4 5 0 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 3 5 1 0
d How well was the teacher able to comrnunicate? 4 5 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 4 4 1 0

l0 ifyes, which ofthe following methods were used? 2 5 2 0
ll How helpful was lhe teacher in advising? 3 5 I 0
t2 fhe teacher's approach can besr be described as. 5 4 0 0
13 Intemal assessment was. 3 5 I 0
l4 what will be the impact of intemal assessment on your result? 5 4 0

I5 How fiequently you get response the from teach€rs on your work. 3 5 I 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 4 5 0 0

11
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
00urse? 5 4 0 0

18 Suggestions and remarks regardiug course or reacher ifany 5 4 0 0
Total 80 9 0

P

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

The syllables ofeach course was. 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00
2 Background for banefitting ftom th€ course was. 33.3 3 44.44 22.22 0.00
3 Was lhe course easy bor difficuit ro undersrand. 66.67 3 3.33 0.00 0.00
4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 5 5.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 3 3.33 5 5.56 lt u 0.00
8 How well was the teacher able to conLmunicate? 44.44 55.5 6 0.00 0.00

9 How far does the teacher €ncourage studant participation in the class? 44.44 44.44 I l.l1 0.00

10 ifyes, which ofthe following methods were used? 22.22 55.56 22.22 0.00
ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 3 3.33 55.s6 u ll 0.00
l2 The teacher's approach can besr be described aJ 55.5 6 44.44 0.00 0.00
l3 lnt€mal assessment was. 33.3 3 55.56 ll ll 0.00
t4 What will be the impact ofinternal assessment on your result? 55.5 6 44.44 0.00 0.00

l5 How fiequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 31.3 3 5 5.56 u ll 0.00

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been giv€n in the beginning ofthe
couISe? 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

l8 Sugge.tions and remarks regarding coruse or teacher ifany . 5 5.56 44.44 0.00 0.00
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When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of progiam a
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Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching/'

Course Name - B Sc IInd
Name - N. K. Singh

programme :

Years: 2018-19

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

The svllables ofeach cource was. 6 4 0 0

z BacLground for banefining from the course was. l 5 2 0

3 Was the course easv bor diffiauli to understand. 6 3 I 0

4 How muah of the syllabus was covered in the class? 5 4 I 0

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

course?
6 3 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

r€adings?
4 5 0

'7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 3 6 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 6 3 I 0

9 How far does the teacher €ncourage student participation in the class? 5 4 I 0

l0 ifves. which ofthe followins methods were used? 5 4 I 0

ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 4 6 0 0

t2 The teacher's aDDroach can best be described as. 3 'l 0 0

13 lnternal assessment was. 4 5 I 0

l4 What will be the impact ofinternal assessment on your result? 5 5 0 0

15 How fiequently you get response the fiom teachers on your work. 3 7 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 5 5 0 0

l7
Whcther the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

6 4 0 0

t8 SuggestiolN aDd remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 6 4 0 0

Total 85 84 1l 0

Pe e

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 60 40 0

2 Background for banefitting fiom the course was. 30 50 20 0

3 was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 60 30 l0 0

4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 50 40 10 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and faciliti€s for the

course?
60 30 10 0

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readings?
40 50 10 0

7 How well did the teacher preoare for the classes? l0 60 l0 0

8 How uell was the teacher able to communicate? 60 30 l0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 50 40 10 0

t0 ifyes, which ofthe following methods were used? 50 40 10 0

ll How helDful was the teacher in advising? 40 60 0 0

t2 The teacher's aDoroach can best be described as 30 '10 0 0

13 lncemal assessment was. 40 50 l0 0

14 what will be the impact ofinternal assessment on )our resultl 50 50 0

l5 How fiequently you get response the ftom teachers on your work. 30 '70 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assigrment? 50 50 0

1'7
whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

60 40 0 0

18 Suggestions aDd remarks regarding course or teacher ifany .... 60 40 0 0
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Course Name - B Sc llnd
Name - Dinesh Kushwaha

Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

prograrnm€ :

Yearsr 2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Cood Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 4 5 I 0
2 Background for banelitting from the course was. 6 3 I 0
3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 3 5 2 0
4 Hou much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 4 5 I 0

5
What is your opinion about the lib.ary material and facilities for the
course? 5 5 0 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 3 7 0 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 3 6 t
8 How well was the teacher able to communicare? 5 4 I 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 5 5 0 0

l0 ifyes, which of the following methods were used? 3 6 I 0
l1 How llelpful $as the reacher in advising? 4 5 I 0
t2 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. 3 6 I 0
13 Intemal assessment was. 3 6 I 0
l4 What will be the impact of internal assessmenl on your resulr? o 4 0 0

l5 How frequently you get r€sponse the fiom teachers on your work. 4 5 I 0

16 Whether teaohers discuss with you on assignment? 5 5 0 0

1',l
Whether the lnhoductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course? 7 3 0 0

l8 Suggestiors and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 9 I 0 0
Total 82 86 0

Percen

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

The syllables ofeach course was. 40 50 10 0
2 Background for banefining fiom lhe course was. 60 30 l0 0
3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 30 50 20 0
4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 40 50 l0 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
coursg? 50 50 0 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 30 70 0 0

7 How welldid lhe reacher prepare for the classes? l0 60 10 0
8 How well was the teacher able to aommunicate? 50 40 l0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 50 50 0 0

l0 ifyes, which olrhe following methods were usedl 30 60 10 0
l1 How helpful was the reacher in advising? 40 50 l0 0
t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 30 60 l0 0
l3 Intemal ass€ssment was. 30 60 10 0
l4 What will be the impacr ofinternal assessment on your resull? 60 40 0 0

l5 How fiequently you get response the liom teachers on your work. 40 )U 10 0

16 Whether teachers discuss wilh you on assignmentl 50 50 0 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course? 70 30 0 0

t8 Suggestions a d retnarks regarding course or teacher ifdny 90 l0 0 0
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Course Name - B Sc llnd
Name - Suersh Ravi

Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Percen

programme :

Yean: 2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course was. 3 4 2 0
2 Background for banefitting Iiom the coursa was. 5 4 0 0
3 Was the course easy bor difncult to understand. 5 3 0
4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 4 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 4 5 0 0

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 5 4 0 0

7 How well did rhe teacher prepare for the classes? 2 6 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 6 3 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 5 4 0 0

l0 ifyes, which ofthe following methods were used? 4 5 0 0
l1 How helpful was rhe teacher in advising? l 5 0
t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 4 5 0 0
t3 lnternal assessment was. 5 4 0 0
t4 What will be rhe impact of intemal assessment on your result? 4 5 0 0

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 4 4 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 6 3 0 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course? 4 5 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or reacher ifany 5 4 0 0
Total 18 77 7 0

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

t The syllables ofeach course was. 33.33 44.44 22.22 0.00
2 Background l-or banefining fiom lhe course was. 55.5 6 44.44 0.00 0.00
3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 55.56 33.33 ll ll 0.00
4 How much ofrhe syllabus was covered in the class? 44.44 44.44 1 1.11 0.00

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
COWSE? 44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00

6
Io what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
feadings? 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the c)asses? 22.22 66.67 11 ll 0.00
8 How well was the teacher able to oommunicate? 66.6'7 0.00 0.00

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

l0 ifyes, which ofthe following methods were used? 44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00
ll How helpful was rhe teacher in advising? 33.33 55.56 ll n 0.00
t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00
l3 Intemal assessment was. )).fo 44.44 0.00 0.00
t4 What will be lhe impact ofintcrnal assessment on your result? 44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00

l:) How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 44.44 44.44 11.11 0.00

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 66.6'l 33.3 3 0.00 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course? 44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00

l3 Suggestions and remarks regarding cowse or teacher ifany 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00
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Course Name - B Sc IInd
Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

P

programme:

Years: 2018-19

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Cood Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The srllables ofeach course was. 3 6 0 0

2 Backsround for banefittine from the course was. I 4 4 0

Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 5 4 0 0

4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 5 4 0 0

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

course?
4 5 0 0

6
To what extent were you able to get mat€rial for the prescribed

readings?
6 3 0 0

,7 How well did the teacher Dreoare for the classes? 3 5 I 0

6 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 5 4 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 5 3 0

l0 ifyes, which ofthe following methods were used? 5 4 0 0

ll How helDful was the teacher in advising? 5 4 0 0

t2 The teacher's aDDroach aan best be described as. 5 4 0 0

l3 lntemal assessment was. 6 l 0 0

l4 What will be the imDact ofinternal assessment on your result? 5 4 0 0

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 4 5 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assiglrnent? 6 l 0 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

5 4 0 0

t8 Suqqestiolrs and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 4 5 0 0

Total 82 0

ercen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

The syllables ofeach course was. 3 3.31 66.6'l 0.00 0.00

2 Backeround for banefittins ftom the course was. ll ll 44.44 44.44 0.00

l Was the course easv bor dimcult to understand. 5 5.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 5 5.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

5
what is your opinion about th€ library material and facilities for the

course?
44.44 5 5.56 0.00 0.00

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readings?
66.6',1 33.3 3 0.00 000

7 How weLl did the teacher Drepare for the classes? 3 3.33 55.5 6 ll.ll 0.00

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

o How far does lhe teacher encourage student panicipation in the class? 55.56 33.33 l1 11 0.00

10 ilyes, which olthe lollowinA melhods were used? 5 5.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

ll How helpful was lhe reacher in advising? l).)o 44.44 0.00 0.00

t2 The reacher's aoproach can best be described as 5 5.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

13 Intemal assessment was. 66.6'7 33.33 0.00 0.00

t4 What will be the impact ofinternal assessment on your resull? 55.56 44.44 0.00 000

l5 How fr€quently you get response the from teachers on your work. 44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 3 3.13 0.00 0.00

17
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00

18 Suqgestions and remarks regardinq course or teacher ifany 44.44 55.56 0.00 0.00
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Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc IIIrd 2018-t 9

I Very Good

I Good

Satistactory

I Unsatisfactory
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S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Depth ofthe course content including project work ifany. 8 2 0 0
2 Extent of ooverage ofcourse. 5 5 0 0
3 Applicabiliry relevance ro real life situations. 7 3 0 0

4
Leaming valu€ (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 5 5 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 4 6 0 0
6 Relevance of additional sourae material (Library) 7 3 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort rcquired by students. 6 4 0 0
8 Overall rating. '7 3 0 0

Total 49 31 0 0

Percentaqe
S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Uosatisfactory

I Depth ofthe course content including project work ifan1. 80 20 0 0
2 Extent ofcov€rase of course. 50 50 0 0
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 70 .t0 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 50 50 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 40 60 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) '70 30 0
'7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 60 40 0
8 Overall rating. 70 30 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc IIIrd 2018-19
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S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifany. 5 5 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 6 3 I

Applicability relevance to real life situations. 7 l 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 5 5 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftaxtual reading material. 4 5 I 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 7 3 0 0
'7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 6 4 0 0
8 Overall rating. 9 I 0 0

Total 49 tq 2 0

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
DepLh ofthe course content including project work ifany. 50 50 0 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 60 30 10 0
3 Applicabiliry relevance to real life siruarions. 70 30 0 0

4
LeamiDg value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

50 50 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 40 50 10 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 70 30 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 60 40 0 0
8 Overall rating. 90 l0 0 0

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBAC



: Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sc Illrd 2018-19

r Very Good

I Good

I Unsatisfactory

Questionnaire No.-1

Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students

Facultv/DeDartment -
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S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY
DepLh of the course content including proiect work ifany. 4 5 0

2 Extent of aoverage ofcourse. '7 3 0 0

3 ADDIicability relevance to real life situations. 7 3 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

7 3 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 5 5 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 9 1 0 0

1 Extent of effort reouired bv students. 4 6 0 0

8 Overall rating. 5 5 0 0

Total 48 31 I 0

Percentage

S.No. Parameters VerY Good Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY
1 Depth ofthe course contenl including proiact work ifany. 40 50 t0 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 70 30 0 0

3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 70 30 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening DersDectives)

70 30 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 50 50 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material f Librarv) 90 l0 0 0

7 Extent ofeffort required bv students. 40 60 0 0

8 Overall rating. 50 50 0 0

ACTION TAI(EN REPORT ON FEEDBAC

feedback is analysed it is found that all stud
teaching on evQry giyen parame

Gr. -9D,'



S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Depth ofthe coursa aontent including Droiect work ifany. 6 3 I 0

2 Extent of coverase ofcourse. 6 4 0 0

3 Applicabiliw relevance to real life sihrations. 6 4 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

6 4 0 0

5 Clariw and relevanae oftextual r€ading material. 8 2 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 5 5 0 0

7 Extent ofeffort reouir€d by students. 2 8 0 0

8 Overall rating. 4 5 0

Total 43 J' ) 0

Questionnaire No.-1

Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Faoulty/Department - Semester/Year - B Sc lllrd 2018-19

I Very Good

I Good

:: Satisiactory

I Unsatisfactory

ACTION TAI(EN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS:COURSE EVALUATION
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S.No. Parameters VerY Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Depth ofthe course content including project work ifany. 60 30 10 0

2 Extent of coverage of course. 60 40 0 0

3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 60 40 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms ofknowledge, concepts, manual skills,

anah4ical abilities and broadening percpectives)
60 40 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance oftextual reading material. 80 20 0 0

6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 50 50 0 0

'7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 20 80 0 0

8 Overall rating. 40 50 l0 0

;

;

^ When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation ofr\t\
A-\ f, teachin very given parameter hence no need to take action.
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Faculty/Dcpartment -

euestionnaire No._l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Sclllrd 20lg_19

t
I

I

|l
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S.No.

I
Very Good Cood Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

2
4 5 t 0

3
5 5 0 0

4
4 6 0 0

5 5 0 0
5

6
'7 3 0 0

7
5 5 0 0

8
2 6 2 0

Total
9 I 0 0
4l 36 0

S.No.

1 Denrh nfthF
Very Good Good Satisfactory Utrsatisfactory

2
40 50 l0 0

3
50 50 0 0

4

5

40 60 0 0

50 50 0 0

6
70 30 0 0

7
50 50 0 0

8
20 60 20 0

-

90 l0 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the finar examination resurts) (Tick onry one of the four atternatives)

rName - N. K. Dewangan
Course-BSclllrd programme :

Years:2018-19

r Very GooC

a Good

10
60

ii il,,1,,.il,il il.il J il, J.J.
l:i::;; i' Er ti:!ti :-s.i,-E ": --s
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER

S.No. Parameters

base ofthe teacher {as perceived b

Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

) l3 z) l3 0

1 9 2',7 t2 3

4 ! 22 9 7

5
Ability to integrate course -ate.ial *@
broader DersDective

27 9 I

l4 27 10 0
6

7

1l z) t4 I!r r q our or rne class (tncludes avaibility ofthe
l1 30 l0 0

8
- -,^,_eJ !v vvqrSu Yruzzvr/
evaluatg students underst
Pr^v;ci^n ^f ",,fc^:--. *:-

e5rb/ csbrBr[nenrvexamlnattons and proJects to
Lding ofthe course t4 27 l0 0

g

10 12 28 II 0
l0 29 9 3
l2l t07 l5

S.No. parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
l
?

l
4

25.49 49.02 25.49 0.00
t7 65 52.94 23.53 5.8 8

uig lcacner.
mra.l L.,, rL^ +^^^L^-

25.49 43.14 t7.65 13.73

5
to integrate course mut".iul *ith 

"nui.onrn*[ih ii"sll[uiEl
perspectlve.

-

f^ ihfpdrola ^^-+^-r --,:aL ^.L-

27.45 52.94 17.65 1.96

2'7.45 52.94 19.61 0.00
6

7

2t.) / 49.02 2'7 .45 196

21.57 58.82 19.61 0.00

E

s
27.45 52.94 19.61 0.00

10
lJ.) 1 54.90 21.57 0.00
19.61 56.86 l'7.65 5 88

when feedback is analysed it is fnund that almost all students are satisfied with Evaluation of programaeaching on every given !aram\ter except some crieteria hecne the approapriate action has 6een take



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final eramination results) (Tick only one ofthe four atternatives)

Name - Suresh Ravi
Course-BSclllrd

programme :

Y€ars:2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Utrsatisfactory
I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as p€rceived by you) l6 23 2 0
2 Communication skills (in terms of aniculation and comprehensibiliry) 18 22 0
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 16 22 3 0
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 1,4 22 5 0

5
Ablhty to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

t3 23 5 0

6 Ability to integrate contant with other courses. tf 22 4 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

t7 22 2 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and Droiects to
evaluale students understanding ofthe course t2 22 7 0

9 Provision ofsullicient time for feedback ll 22 8 0
10 Overall rating t3 5 0

Total 145 t tl 0

S.N0. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Ursatisfactory
Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 39.02 56_10 488 0.00

2
43.90 53.66 244 0.00

3 Sincerity/conmitment of the teacher. 39.02 )J.Ot) 000
4

34.15 53.66 t2.20 0.00

5
Ablllry to lntegrate course material with environmenvother issues to provide a

31.7 | 56.10 12.20 000
6 Ability to integrate content wirh orher courses. 36.59 53.66 9.76 0.00
,7 /\ccessroxrry or me reacher ln and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside alass)
4t.46 53.66 4.8 8 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/e*a.inationiind proGctito-
evaluate students understanding ofthe course 29.2',7 53.66 17.0'l 0.00

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback 26.83 53.66 19.5 I 0.00
10 Overall rating 31.71 56 10 t2.20 0.00

I Very Good

I Good
tsn

'lz tu

3

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FEEDBACK ON TEACHER
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When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program

^ 
teaching very given parameter hence no need to take action.
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Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one ofthe four atternatives)

programme :

Years: 2018-19

Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Course-BSclllrd

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofrhe teacher (as perceived by you) t4 31 6 0
2 Communicalion skills r in rerms of arriculation and comprehensibility) l8 28 5 0
3 Sinceriry/commitment of the teacher. 13 6 0
4 Tnterest generated by the teacher. 0 ll 33 7

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a
broader perspective. 1'7 29 5 0

6 Abiliry to inlegrate conrent with other courses. l8 27 6 0

7
Acoessibility ofthe teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate fitther study and discussion outside class)

l6 32 3 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins of the course

19 29 3 0

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback 20 27 4 0
10 Overall raring 30 7 0

Total 149 276 18 7

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe leacher {as perceived by you) 27 .45 60 78 11.7 6 000
2 Communicarion skills tin terms of arliculation and comprehensibiliryl 35.29 54.90 9.80 0.00
3 Sinceriry/commitment of the teacher. 25.49 62.7 5 tt.'t6 0.00
4 Tnterest generated by the teacher. 0.00 21.5',7 64.',t I 13.73

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a
broader perspective. 33.3 3 56.86 9.80 0.00

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 35.29 52.94 lt.76 0.00

7
Accessibility ofthe teaaher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibiliry ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

31.3'7 62.7 5 588 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate studgnts understanding ofthe oourse

37.25 56 86 588 0.00

9 Provision ofsufficient time for feedback 39.22 52 94 784 000
l0 Overall rating 58.82 13.73 0.00



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Dinesh Kushwaha

Course-BScIllrd

programme :

Years: 2018-19

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 19 9 2 0

2 Communication skills (in terms ofartioululql 
"!4 

r9.p*!9$jI!9)-- t_l 15 2 0

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 1',7 12 I 0

4 lnterest generated bY the t€achel 15 15 0 0

5
e.bility to ittt"gr"t" 

"ourse 
material with environment/other issues to provide a

hrneder nersnective.
l5 14 I 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other couses t4 0 0

7
e,""""iUlfitv of *t" teacher in and out ofthe class (inaludes avaibility ofthe

teacher to monivate turther study attd disaf$&!-9u!lg9ilg9--
l0 16 4 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
tl l5 4 0

9 Provision ofsuffrcient time for feedback l1 3 0

l0 Overall rating t2 l5 3 0

Total lJ / 143 20 0

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher 1as perceived by you) 63.33 30.00 6.67 0.00

2 Cornmunioation skills (in terms of articulution l!4j!4Pl9ll9l!i!ili9 
--

43.33 50.00 0.00

3 Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher' 56.67 40.00 3.33 0.00

4 Interest generated by the teaaher' 50.00 50.00 0.00 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide a

hroader bersDective.
50.00 46.67 3.33 0.00

6 Ability to integrate content with other coulses. 46.6',7 53.33 0.00 0.00

'7
Aocessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
3 3.33 5 3.33 13.33 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
36.67 50.00 13.3 3 0.00

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 36.67 53.33 10.00 0.00

l0 Overall ratins 40.00 50.00 10.00 0.00

la

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON ST

When feedback is analysed it is found that all stud

- n teaching o\ everY given Paramet\ll I r\ ... ^\



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one ofthe four atternatives)

progmmme :

Years: 2018-19

Name - N. K. Singh

Course-BSclllrd
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON STUDENT FE ON TEA

h

n [1 _ teaching\on every given parameter hence no need to take

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) t9 22 0 0

2 Communication sLills (in terms ofarticulation and comprehensibility ) 1'7 2l 3 0

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. t7 21 3 0

4 Interest generated by the teacher. t2 23 6 0

5
Ability to integate course material with environmen/othsr issues to provide a

broader persoective. l6 19 6 0

6 Abiliry ro integrate content wirh other courses. t2 25 4 0

'7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate fu.ther study and discussion outside class)

t4 23 4 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

l4 2l 6 0

9 Provision ofsu{ficient time for feedback t2 2l 8 0
10 Overall rating l1 25 5 0

Total 144 221 45 0

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 46.34 53.66 0.00 0.00
2 Communication skills 1in rerrns ofarticulation and comprehensibility 1 41.46 51.22 7.32 0.00
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 41.46 51.22 7 .32 0.00
4 lnterest generated by the teacher. 29.21 56.10 t4 63 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenvother issues to provide a
broader DersDective.

39.02 46.34 14.63 0.00

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 29.2',7 60.98 9.'7 6 0.00

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

34.15 56 10 9.7 6 000

8
Abiliry to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students und€rstanding ofthe course

34.15 5\.22 t4.63 000

9 Provision ofsulfrcient time for feedback 29.2',1 5 t.22 19 5l 000
l0 Overall rating 26.83 60.98 12.20 0.00



Course Name - B Sc IIIrd
Name - N. K. Dewangan

Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

programme :

Yearsi 2018- 19

S.No. Param€ters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables of each course was. 4 6 0 0

2 Background for banefitting ftom the course was. 5 4 1 0

3 Was the course easy bor diflicult to understand. z '7 I 0

4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 2 7 I 0

5
what is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the

coursea
3 5 2 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readings?
4 6 0 0

'7 How well did the teacher DreDare for the classes? 3 4 l 0

8 How well was the teaqher able to communicate? 2 3 5 0

9 How far does the teach€r encourage student partioipation in the class? 5 4 0

l0 ifves. which of the folLowins methods were used? 7 2

l1 How helpful was the teacher in advising? 9 0 0

t2 The t€acher's aDDroach can best be described as. I ,7
2 0

l3 Intemal assessment was. 2 7 I 0

l4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? I 7 2 0

15 How liequently you get response the from teachers on your work 3 7 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignmenl? I 5 4 0

17
Wh€ther the Introductory lecture has been given in the begiruIing ofthe
course?

4 6 0 0

18 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teachet if any 0 0 0 0

Total 44 101 25 0

Percen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe syllables of each course was. 40 60 0 0

2 Backeround for banefittins from the cowse was. 50 40 l0 0

3 was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 20 70 l0 0

How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 20 70 l0 0

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

course?
30 50 20 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readings?
40 60 0 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 30 40 30 0

8 How well was th€ teacher able to communicaie? 20 l0 50

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 50 40 l0 0

l0 ifyes. which ofthe followins methods were used? l0 70 20 0

ll Ho$ helpful was rhe teacher in advising? l0 90 0 0

t2 The teacher's aDoroach can best be described as. t0 70 20 0

13 Intemal assessment was. 20 70 l0 0

u hal will be lhe impact ofinlernal assessment on your resultl l0 '70 20 0

15 How ftequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 30 '70 0 0

16 Whether teachers discuss with you on assimment? l0 50 40 0

17
Whether the lntroductory lecture has bcen given in the beginning ofthe
course?

40 60 0 0

18 Sugqestions and remarks regardinq course or teacher if any 0 0 0 0



I Very Good

I Good

Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING/
When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of prog

teaching orbevery given param€ter hence no need to take action.



Questionnaire No'-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc lllrd
Name - N. K. Singh

programme :

Years:2018-i9

Parameters
Very
Good

Good SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

4 6 0 0

I 9 I 0 0

2
5 5 0 0

l Was the cour:e easy..o9r ut uruul: yy- -"1;."j "-;:':i---; 3 7 0 0

4

course?

6 l 0

5

2 3 5 0

6
To what extent were you able to get matenal lor tne prescrrosu

0 7 3 0

7
-^ ^^-".,,-i^orot 3 5 2 0

8 How well was tne teaoner autc Lv '""""""^-"'''
How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

: : : :: : :::: - ;: :::::: ::^:;;

4 3 l 0

3 5 2 0

10 ifvFc whrch ol lhe Iollowlnq IllsLrreur w!r! vJ!v
0 8 2 0

t1
+L- 166^har i- a'lwisins l

0

lnr"rnu' ,lli",t..l, *ul 
r, ,:::::; :::::::::; :;:;;,,;;;",,i;;

0 8 2
12 2 '7 I 0

13 6 4 0 0

t4

l5

What wtll be me tmpact or tttrsr uar "'o"""'""' "" ' -_^ - --'

How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work'

: :: ::: I lll llill]ll.i
0 3 1 0

0 2 7

16

course?

5 5 0

1',l

5 5 0 0

18
,r "-*-.1,,",poardi o cnrlrse or teacner ll any

1IJrrsgc5rrur)r cIu,!iitq ^" -b- - - 90

Percen

Parameters
Very
Good

Cood SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY

0
S.No.

40 60 0

90 10 0 0

2
50 50 0

3
30 '70 0 g

:
0

!
5

course?

10 60 30

20 30 50
6

To what extent were you able to ggt materlal Ior me prcscrruvu

0 '10 30 0

7 How \ ell dld the (eacner prclrilr E tur "'" ''""" 30 50 20 0

8 How well was tne teaoncr autc ru uu""""'"""'''

How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

:: :: ::: : l::l:::::::::::;;
40 30 30 0

9

30 50 20 0

10 il-yes. whlch ol tne lollowlng I'rErluu' *''' "'--
0 80 20 0

L I lHow helplul was tne leacn(r rrr dqYr)r"5'

-

0 80 20
t2 Ihe ieacher s aDDroacn cdll usrt uc u!)'""'" *

20 '10 l0 0

13 lnternal aSsesSment was.
Ir? 60 40 0 0

1'1 What wlll be Ine lmpact o I llllEr nar ds"o"'""'" '" r " _' -'"___

Hou freouenll\ vou get response the from teacher5 on )our \\ork' 30 70 0

15

0 20 70 10

16

11
0 50 50 0

50 50 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-3

Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc lllrd
Name - Dinesh Kushwaha

programmg :

Years:2018-19

S. No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

The syllables ofeach cours€ was. 0 9 I 0

2 Background for banefitting fiom the course was 2 '7 I 0

3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 3 7 0 0

4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 3 6 0

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

course?
3 5 2 0

6
Io what extenl were you able to get material for the prescribed

readings?
2 7 I 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 3 7 0 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 2 6 2 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 2 8 0 0

l0 ifyes. which of the following methods were used? 4 6 0 0

ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 2 8 0 0

t2 The leacher's apDroach can besi be described as 3 1 0 0

1l Intemal assessment was. 2 8 0 0

\\ hat will be lhe impac! of inLernal assessment on your resultl 3 7 0 0

I5 How frequently you get response the fiom teachers on your worK 3 7 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on q99@499!- 5 5 0 0

t1
Whether the Infoductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe

course?
3 7 0 0

18 Suggestions and rema-rks regarding co'use or teacher lI any 0 0 0 0

Total 45 tl7 8 0

Pe e

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The svllables of each course was. 0 90 10 0

2 Backsround for banefining from the course was. 20 70 10

3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand 30 70 0 0

4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the olass? 30 60 l0 0

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

course?
30 50 20 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readings?
20 '70 10 0

1 How \dell did the teacher prepare for the classes? 30 70 0

8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 20 60 20 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 20 80 0 0

10 ifyes, which ofthe following methods were used? 40 60 0 0

tl How helpful was the teacher in advising? 20 80 0 0

1,2 fhe teacher's aDDroach can best be described as 30 '70 0

ll lntemal assgssment was. 20 80 0 0

t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 30 '10 0 0

15 How fiequently you get response the trom teachers on your worK 30 70 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 50 50 0 0

t7
Whether the lntroductory leature has been given in the beginning ofthe

coursel
30 70 0 0

0



I very Good

I Good

a Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory:

q

3

E

18

€

.;
g

€

'6

;
I
5

;
E

3
11

E

3

6

6

E

=

E

G

s

T4

3

E

t

s

.6F^-tx

]l

:-:
6

F

71 72

S3
c*

E-q

&:

bE
3=

]
I

8.9
iE
.9-

3:

9&

.a_ n

EX
EE

-:soo
l.p

;>-

.9!

P,o

-g

i

-s

j
E
3
I

=

E

6

]

8

6

g

2

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALUA
hen feedback is analysed it is found that all stu

teaching on everv siven Daram



Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Course Name - B Sc lllrd
Name - Suresh Ravi

progrzrmme :

Years: 2018- l9

S.No. Parameters
Ve.y
Good

Cood Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

The syllabl€s ofeach course was. I 7 2 0
2 Background for banefitting fiom the course was. l 7 0 0
3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 3 7 0 0
4 How muoh ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 3 7 0 0

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

3 7 0 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

readings?
2 6 2 0

7 How well did the teacher DroDare for the classes? 6 4 0 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 3 5 2 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 2 '/ 0

10 ifyes. which ofthe following merhods were used? 2 8 0 0
ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 3 6 0
12 The teache.'s approach can best be described as. 2 8 0 0
13 Intemal assessment was. 3 7 0 0
1A What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 5 5 0 0

l:) How Aequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 2 8 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 2 7 0

t7
Whether the Intoductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course?

2 8 0 0

18 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany . 0 0 0 0
Total 114 9 0

P e

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I The syllables ofeach course w!!s. 10 70 20 0
2 Background for banefining fiom the course was. 30 70 0 0
l Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 30 70 0 0
4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 30 '70 0 U

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

l0 70 0 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prcscribed
readings?

20 60 20 0

7 How w€ll did the teacher oreoare for the classes? 60 40 0 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 30 50 20 0

9 How far does the teacher enoourage student participation in the class? 20 '70 l0 0

10 ifyes, which of the following methods were used? 20 80 0 0
ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 30 60 10 0
t2 The teacher's aDDroach can best be described as. 20 80 0 0
13 Intemal assessment was. 30 70 0 0
l4 What will be the impact of intemal assessment on your result? 50 50 0 0

l5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 20 80 0 0

t6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assigment? 20 70 10 0

17
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course? 20 80 0 0

18 Suggestions and remarks regardrng course or teacher ifany 0 0 0 0
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Course \ame - B Sc IIIrd
\ame - Dr- L. K. Pandey

Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of programme and Teaching

Percen

programme :

Years: 2018-19

S.No. Parameters Ve.y
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Ihe syllables ofeach course was. 5 5 0 0
2 BacLground for banefitting fiom the course was. 4 6 0 0
3 \\as rhe course easy bor difficulr lo understand. 3 7 0 0
4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 2 7 I 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material and faciliti€s for the
course? 2 7 I 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the presaribed
readings? 3 7 0 0

7 How well did the leacher prepare for the classes? 2 5 3 0
8 How w€ll was the teacher able to communicate? 2 6 2 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? I 5 4 0

l0 ifyes. which ofthe following me(hods were used? 3 6 I 0ll How helpful was lhe teacher in advising? 2 7 I 0
t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 2 7 I 0
I3 lntemal assessment was. 3 5 2 0

What will be the impacr ofinternal assessment on your resulr? 5 4 I 0

l5 How frequently you get .esponse the from teachers on your work. 4 6 0 0

16 Whether reachers discuss with you on assignment? 5 5 0 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofth€
course? 5 5 0 0

l8 course or teacher ifany . 0 0 0 0
Total 53 100 t7 0

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Ihe syllables ofeach course was. 50 50 0 0
2 Backgroupd for banefitting from the coursc was. 40 60 0 0l Was the course easy bor dimcult to understand. 30 10 0 0
4 How much ofthe syllabus was covered in the class? 20 '70 l0 0

5
What is your opinion about the library material aIId facilities for the
course? 20 70 10 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed

30 70 0 0
'] How well did the reacher prepare l'or the classes? 20 50 30 0
8 How ryell was the teacher able to conmunicate? 20 60 20 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student padcipation in the class? l0 50 40 0

l0 ifyes. which ofthe lollowing merhods were used? 30 60 l0 0ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 20 70 l0 0
T2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 20 70 10 0l3 rrrtcmal assgssment was. 30 50 20 0t4 What will be th€ impact of internal assessment on your result? 50 40 l0 0

15 How fiequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 40 60 0 0

16
'v rElncr reacners qlscuss wtth you on assignment? 50 50 0 0

17
whether the Introductory leatue has been giu"n in thib"gi*inlifEJ
couISe? 50 50 0 0

18 and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-l
sample Questionnaires for Feedback from students : course Evaluation

Semester/Year - B Com Ist 2016-17

N Very Good

U Good

: r: satisf actoly

r Unsatisfactory
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Action Taken Report on Feedback from Students : course Evaluation
when feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of p.og/u

liN :*.: 
g on every given parameter hence no need to take action. ;t

ect - B Com

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Depth ofthe course content including project *o.k if -y. 5 0 0 0
2 Extent of covelage of course. J 2 0 n
3 A,pplicability relevance to real life situations. J 2 0 0
A

Leilrung value (ln terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) ) 0 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material- I A 0 0
o Relevance of additional source material (Library) 3 2 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 4 0 0
8 Overall ratine.

Total
5 0 0 0

29 1l 0 0

Percentase

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I pur ur. ure course eontent lncludlng pro1ect work ifany 100 0 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 60 40 0 0
J

^ppilcaolllry 
relevance to real llte situations. 60 40 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, rnanual skifi
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 100 0 0 0

5 ry anu rerevance or textual reacllng material. 20 80 0 0
6

60 40 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students.
8

80 20 0 0
rarrng.

100 0 0 0

_l



Questionnaire No.-2

student Feedback on Teachers (separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (fick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Mr. N. K. Dewangan

Course-BComIst

programme :

Years: 2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by yott) 5 0 0 0

z Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 3 2 0 0

J Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 4 I 0 0

4 Interest senerated bv the teacher. J
aL 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide

a broader perspective.
2 3 0 0

o AbiliF to integrate content with other courses. 5 0 0 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
5 0 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
4 I 0 0

9 Provision of suffrcient time for feedback 5 0 0 0

10 Overall ratine J 2 0 0

Total 39 11 0 0

Percen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledse base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 100 0 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 60 40 0 0

J Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 80 20 0 0

4 Interest qenerated by the teacher. 60 40 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader perspective.
40 60 0 0

6 Abiliw to ntesrate content with other courses. 100 0 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class) 

-

100 0 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
80 20 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 100 0 0 0

10 Overall ratins 60 40 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Dr. U. K. Pandey

Course-BComIst

programme:

Years: 2016-17

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) A 0 0 0

z Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 3 0 0

3 SinceriMcommitment of the teacher. A 0 0 0
A lnterest senerated bv the teacher. J 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader perspective.
2 2 0 0

6 AbiliA to intesrate content with other eourses. zl 0 0 0

Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)
4 0 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understandine ofthe course
J I 0 0

9 Provision of suflicient time for feedback 4 0 0 0

l0 Cverall rating 3 I 0 0

Total 34 6 0 0

n

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 100 0 0 0

2 lommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 75 25 0 0

J Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 100 0 0 0

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 75 25 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader perspective.
50 )U 0 0

6 Abilifv to intesrate content with other courses. 100 0 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)
100 0 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

75 25 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 100 0 0 0

l0 Jverall ratins t) 25 0 0
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Name - Pooja Haldar

Course-BComlst

Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

programme :

Years:2016-17

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 5 0 0 0
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) Aa I 0 0
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 4 I 0 0
A Interest generated by the teacher. l 2 0 0

Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to orovide
a broader perspective. J I 0

o Ability to integrate content with other courses. 5 0 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

) 0 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course 5 0 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 5 0 0 0
10 Jverall rating â 0 0

Total 43 6 I 0

Percen

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 100 0 0 0
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 80 20 0 0
3 Sincerityicommitm gnt of the teacher. 80 20 0 0
A Interest generated by the teacher. 60 40 0 0

5
Ability to integate course material with environment/other issues to provide
a broader perspective. 60 20 20 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 100 0 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

100 0 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and proiects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

100 0 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 100 0 0 0
t0 Overall rating 80 20 0 n
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Course Name - B Com Ist
Name - pD4.1

Questionnaire No.-3
Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

Percen

Students overall

programme;

Years:20161.7

S.No.

I
Verv Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

2
5 0 0 0
J I 0J

A
4 0 0
2 0 2

5
what is your opinion about the lib.ary mate.ial and facilities for the
course? 5 0 0 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material
readings?

Hnwruelld;'t+1ffi

for the prescribed
4 0 0 I

7

8
3 2 0 0
4 I 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 4 I 0 0
l0 u ycs, wntcn or rne rollowng methods were used?

The teacher's approach can best t. a.s."iU.O ur
Internal assessment was.
What will Ue

4 0 I 0II
l2

Aa I 0 0

IJ
4 I 0 0

l4
5 0 0 0
4 I 0 0

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. A I 0 0
l6 nelner leacners dlscuss with you on assisnmenf? 5 0 0

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture t as te.o giuer, in th. b%i""irrg 

"f 
th.

course?

Suggestiont *
5 0 0 0

t8
0 0 0 0

69 l0 3 3

S.No.

l'he qvllehlec nf aanh
Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

2
100 0 0 0

3
60 20 20 0

4
80 20 0 0

course?

4Q 0 20 40

100 0 0 0

6
r u wnar exrent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings?

Hnwwell ,li,l +t -

80 0 0 20
7

8

vsvrrvr PrwPqv rvr trrE ula1559s
Hnw rrrcll uroc f|.a

60 40 0 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the crass?

ifves which ^f +

80 20 0 0

80 20 n 0
10

II How helnfirl
80 0 20 0

t2
ru 4u v rJlllx j

The feqch.''
80 20 0 0

IJ

sHHrvuvrr lqrr ueJL ur urJUItucu as.
rql qccacomo-+,,,^- 80 20 0 0

t4 'Whaf udll he +1'
100 0 0 0

l) How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work.

80 20 0 n

80 20 0 0
t6

100 0 0
I7

whether the Introductory lecture ttur u@
course?

Stlqqestionq "..1

0

100 0 0 0
18 r rEaungr ll any 0 0 0 0



Chart Title

U Very Good

I Good

'{ Satisfactory

f UnsatisfactorV

10 11 t2 13 14 15 16 71 18

ACTION TAKEN RI,PORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program and
teaching on every given parameter in criteria 6 students found unsatisfied hence students have been

instructed to visit library for further informations.
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Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

Faculty/Department - Semester/Year - B Com Ist 2017-18

W Very Good

I Good

:, Satisfactory

t Unsatisfactory

Action Taken Report on Feedback from Sfudents : course Evaluation

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program
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S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Depth of the course content including project work if any. 5 A 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 5 3 I 0
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. J 6 0 0

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 7 2 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 4 5 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 2 J 4 0
7 Extent of effort required by students. 2 7 0 0
8 Overall rating. 4 4 I 0

Total 32 34 6 0

Percentage

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Depth ofthe course content including proiect work ifanv. 55.56 44.44 000 0.00
2 Extent of coverage of course. 55.56 JJ.JJ 1l 11 0.00
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. JJ.JJ 66.67 0.00 000
4

Learntng value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 77.78 22.22 0.00 000

5 3larity and relevance oftextual reading material. 44.44 55.56 000 0.00
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 22.22 JJ.J J 44.44 0.00
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 22.22 77.78 000 0.008 lOverall rating. 44.44 44.44 11.11 000



Questionnaire No.-2
student Feedback on Teachers (separate for each reacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Course-BComIst
programme :

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory
I

2 4 0 0
2

0 5 I 0
3

2 3 I 0
4

I A I 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/oth;l;;;l;;;;;;
a broader perspective. I 4 0

o Ability to integrate content with other cou.s." 5 0 0

7
Accessibilityoftheteacherinandoutofth..lu''@
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside clnqq\ J 3 0 0

8
Aorrl'y ro oeslgn qrvzzes/ | ests/ assignments/examinations and proiects to
gyalgqle students understanding ofthe course 5 0 0

9 ron or suulclent trme tor teedback 0 0l0 Overall rating
0 6 0 0

total 1t 44 3 0
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a Very Good

I Good

Evaluation of.prog

Action Taken Report on Student Feedback on Teachers

rcen

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
r*ruwrnuBc pasc or Ine teacner (as perceived by you)
Corn-

fJ.JJ 66.67 0.00 0.00
2

0.00 83.33 lo.o/ 0.00
J

JJ.JJ 50.00 1.6.67 0.004 lo.b/ 66.67 to.o/ 0.00
5

Ability to integrate course material with etrui.on n"nvoth., ir**lo p*ia.
a broader perspective. t6.67 oo.o / 16.67 0.00

o
t6.67 83.33 0.00 0.00

7
Accessibilityoftheteacherinandoutoftheclass@
teacher to monivate funh..jjgdy and discussion outside class)

50.00 50.00 000 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ ussign-ents/.*a-inutioni-d p-ffi
evaluate students understanding ofthe course 16.67 83.3 3 0.00 0.00

9 rruvrsrulr or surrrclent ume lor leeclback
Overall ratins

0.00 83.33 lo.o/ 0.0010
0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00

CI 4
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Questionnaire No.-2

student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Ramesh Patel

Course-BComIst

programme:

Years:2017-18

x very Good
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Action Taken Report on Student Feedback on Teachers
Evaluation oJ

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 6 5 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) o 2 0

3 Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 7 2 0 0

A Interest generated by the teacher. 7 I I 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader perspective.
5 A 0 0

o Abiliw to ntesrate content with other courses. A 5 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out dthe class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
6 3 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
o J 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 6 3 0 0

10 Overall rating 7 2 o 0

Total 60 28 2 0

rcen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

I Knowledee base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) oo.o i 22.22 11.11 0.00

3 Sinceriw/commitment of the teacher. 77.78 22.22 0.00 0.00

A Interest generated by the teacher. 77.78 ll ll l1 t1 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide

a broader perspective.
)).fo 44.44 0.00 0.00

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 44.44 )).)o 0.00 0.00

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
66.67 J J.JJ 0.00 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
oo.o / JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

10 Overall ratins 77.78 22.22 0.00 0.00

/l



Questionnaire \o'-2

StudentFeedbackonTeachers(SeparateforeachTeacher
(To be submitted af.ter the final examination results) (rick only one of the four atternatives)

programme :

Years:2017-18Name - PriYanka Jaisawal

Course-BComIst

Pe
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120
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onStu konT
When feed all stude ith Eval

n

Parameters
Very
Good

Good SatisfactorY UnsatisfactorY

S.No.
0 5 0 0

1 1 J 1 0

2 0 J 2 0

3 Sincerity/commitment ot tne leacner' 0 J 2 0

A

0 + 0 I

5
0 A 0

6
0 5 0 0

7

2 J 0 0

8
I A 0 0

o
lProvision 

of sufficient time tor reeooaor

lA.,.rall raling
2 J 0 0

l0 6 5 )
I Otal

rcen
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY

S.No.
Parameters

0 100 0 0

20 60 20 0

2 0 60 40 0

3 0 60 40 0

A

0 80 0 20

5

0 80 0 20

6

----r- ^-r ,{i"^,,ccinn nrrtqide c'laSS)
0 100 0 :

0
7

teacher to monlvate rurt
40 60 0

8

Overall rating

20 80 0 0

9 40 60 0 0

10



I
Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Pooja Haldar

Course-BComlst
programme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) -) 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) AT 0 0 0

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. J 0 0
4 Interest generated by the teacher. + 0 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide
a broader perspective. 3 0 0

6 Abilify to integrate content with other courses. a 0 0 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

J 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

3 0 1 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 4 0 0 0
l0 Overall rating 3 I 0 n

Total 34 4 2 0

e

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 75 z) 0 0
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 100 0 0 0
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. /i z5 0 0
+ Interest generated by the teacher. 100 0 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide
a broader perspective. 75 0 25 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 100 0 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

75 25 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine of the course

75 0 25 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 100 0 0 0
10 )verall rating 75 25 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-3

overall Bvaluation of Programme and TeachingStudents

e Name -

- t-lT, Pdel
programme :

Years:2017-18

Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

6 0 J 0
I ne syllaoles or easn

1 6 2 0
2 Backgrounq ror oanerrttlllB

0 7 2 0
3

0 4 I A

0

0

4

What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the

course?

0 6 3
5

2 7 0
6

To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribecl

readings?
7 I 1 0

7 How well olq rng lgaurrEr PrEP4r
A 2 3 0

8

How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 6 2 0 I
9

o 3 0 0
l0 Y9s'

7 2 0 0
ll HOW nelprul was tllc tsaurrEf llliyli:_L

7 2 0 0
t2 l ne teacner s approaull (

lntemal assessment was.
I acceccment on vottr result?

6 I 0 2
IJ

7 0 1

t4

How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work' 7 2 0 0
l5

5
A 0 I

(,
l6

t7

aanherc diqcrrsq wilh vott on assignment?

Wfr.tt., tt. Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?

8 0

0 0 0 0

Total
l8

79 51 15 8

Percen

Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactory UnsatisfactorY
S.No.

I 66.6'l 000 JJ.JJ 0.00

Background for banefitting from the course was' l1 lt 66.67 22.22 0.00
2

0.00 7'7.78 22.22 0.00
J ut tn..*tte easy bor difficultlg 

'nclersfnc! 0.00 44.44 11.11 44.44
A

wl*t t, y*. "ot"";out 
the library material and facilities for the

course?
0.00 66.67 3 3.33 0.00

22.22 77.78 0.00 0.00
6

To what extent were you able to get material for the prescrlbed

readinss?

7 How well did the teacher prepare&Ile c.lasse{ 7'1.78 11.11 11 l1 0.00

44.44 22.22 JJ.JJ 0.00
8 rhp raonhar eh'le tn commrrnicate?

How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? oo.o / 22.22 0.00 l1 il
9

10

11

if ves. which of the following methods wtlg used? 66.6'7 J J.JJ 0.00 0.00

How helpful was the teacher in advising? 77.78 22.22 0.00 0.00

77.78 22.22 0.00 0.00
t2
IJ

ihe teacher's approach can best be described as'

T I t oo.o i 11.11 0.00 22.22

Wtrut *itt U. the impact of internal assessment on your result? 7',7.78 I1 1t 0.00 ll.ll

0.00
t4

15

G

How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work' 77.78 22.22 0.00

Wft.th.t t.u.hers discuss with you on assignment? )).)o 44.44 0.00 0.00

t7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the

course?
88.89 11.11 0.00 0.00

l8 Sues.ttiont and remarks regarding calrsg ilteacher ifany 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

i$$^ ,
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON EVALU

When feedback is analysed it is found that almost a



Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

Faculty/Department - Semester/Year - B Com Ist 2018-19

Very Good

X Good

;ji Satisfactory

E Unsatisfactory

Action Taken Report on Feedback
When feedback is analysed it is found that all stud

teach g on every given parame
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Subiect - B Com

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Depth of the course content including proiect work if anv. 5 6 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 5 6 0 n

-') Applicability relevance to real life situations. 5 6 0 0

A
Leaming value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 7 A 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 0 10 I 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 4 J 4 0
7 Extent ofeffort required bv students. 7 I 0 0
8 Overall rating. A 5 2 0

Total 37 44 7 0

Percentage

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Depth of the course content including proiect work if any. 45.45 54.55 0.00 0.00
2 Extent of coverage of course. 45.45 54.55 000 000
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 45.45 54.55 0.00 0.00

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analyical abilities and broadening perspectives) 63.64 36.36 000 0.00

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 0.00 90.91 909 0.00
6 Relevance of additional source material (Library) 36.36 )1 )1 36.36 000
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 63.64 36.36 0.00 000
8 Overall rating. 36.36 45.45 18.18 000



Questionnaire No._2
Student Feedback on Teachers (separate for each reacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Ramesh Patel
Course-BComIst prograrnme :

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

g
6

J 0 02 prenenslDl I tly ) 5 0 0
9 I 1 U4
o 5 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with erwironrnent/othe, issues to provide

5

;
6 0 0

6

7

yrrtrt vrrr!l vuut 7 0 0
^wverrrur'Ly ur urc lca.ner rn ano out or the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion orrfside clessl 7 4 0 0

8 ^urrrry ru .eslgn qluzzes/ I ests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
o 4 I 0

o

tn lr\. 7 2 2 0
^_ tvrvrsrrr4!1116

Total
9 I 0

67 38 J 0
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S.No.

II e

Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

72.73 )7 )7 0.00 0.002

3
)4.) ) 45.45 0.00 0.00

4
81 .82 9.09 9.09 0.00
<,,t <( 45.45 0.00 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with.@
a broader perspective. 45.45 54.55 0.00 0.00

0I)0-
6

36.36 63.64 0.00
7

Accessibitity ofthe teacher in and out ortn..tur,1r*tuGiu*i6ffiIt!
teacher to monivate further studv and discrrssion orrrsi.te ntccc\ 63.64 36.36 0.00 0.00

8
, rvrrrr7 Lv uvrrtsrr qruzztrs/ r es[s/ asslgnments/examlnatlons and projects to

)4.) ) 36.36 9.09 0.00
9

10 Jverall
63.64 1 8.18 18.18 0.00
81.82 9.09 9.09 0.00

Action Taken Report on student Feedback on Teachers 
_when feedbac nalysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program a .;^t'/'i\ eaching on everv oiwcn nqro-aray l,o-^^ h^ 6^^1 1^ I r

10



S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory
I The syllables of each course was. 4 6 I 0
2 Background for banefitting from the course was. 5 5 0
3 Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 0 4 6
A How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 0 A J 4

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 0 6 2 J

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 2 8 0 I

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 5 6 0 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 4 J 4 0

9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 4 0 6

l0 ifyes, which of the following methods were used? 5 6 0 0
1l How helpful was the teacher in advising? 9 2 0 0t2 The teacher's approach can best be d"scribed as l0 I 0 0l3 nar assessment was. 9 I 0 It4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 10 I 0 0

I5 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. 8 J 0 0

I
l6 Whether teachers discuss with vou on assi*rr,"r,t? l0 0 0

t7
wlorrer rne rnuoouctory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? II 0 0 0

l8 S,rggestions and rema.ks tega.ditrg corrse oiGacGr ifil
Total

0 0 0 0
92 5/ 2l t7

Course

Name -

Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of programme and Teaching

qqr*v( programme :

Years;2018-19

Percen
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv UnsatisfactorvI

36.36 54.55 9.09 0.00
2 p4L;Kgrounq ror Danellfilng trom the course was. 9.09 45.45 45.45 0.00
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understanO- 0.00 36.36 54.55 9.09
4 How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 0.00 36.36 aa an 36.36
5

yuur optnlon aDout the llbrary material and facilities for the
course? 0.00 54.55 18.18 27.27

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? t 8.18 72.73 0.00 9.09

0.00
How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 45.45 54.55 0.00

8 How well was the teacher able to .o. *icat"? 36.36 27.27 36.36 0.00
9 How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the crass? 36.36 9.09 0.00

0^00

54.55

0^00
l0 if yes, which of the following methodiffi 45.45 )4.))ll

8l .82 18.18 0.00 0.00
12

90.91 9.09 0.00 0.00IJ
8l .82 9.09 0.00 9.09t4 What will be the impact of int..nul arsesrrnerrt * your result? 90.91 9.09 0.00 0.00

15 How frequently you get response the flom teachers on your work. 72.73 )7 )1 0.00 0.00
l6

90.91 0.00 0.00 9.09
t7

yv rcllrir ure rnuoqucrory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? 100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

0.00
l8 )uggesuons and remarks regarding course or teacher ifany 0.00 0.00 0.00
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Subiect - B Com

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory

I Depth of the course content including proiect work if any. 2 2 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 4 0 0 0
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. J 0 0

A
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analltical abilities and broadening perspectives) 4 0 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual readine material. 2 2 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material Oibrarv) 2 2 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 4 0 0 0
8 Overall ratine. J I 0 0

Total 22 10 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaruation

Semester/Year - B Com IInd 2017-18

W Very Good

r Good

Satis fa c tory

I UnsatisfactorV

Faculty/Department -
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Action Taken Report on Feedback from Students : Course Evaluation

Percentage

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Depth of the course content including proiect work if any. 50 50 0 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 100 0 0 n

3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. 25 75 0 0

Aa
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 100 0 0 0

5 3larity and relevance of textual reading material. )U 50 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 50 )U 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 100 0 0 0
8 Overall ratine. IJ 25 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Course-BComIInd
programme :

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv you) 2 2 0 0
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 2 2 0 0
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 2 L 0 0
4 Interest generated by the teacher. 2 2 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide
a broader perspective. 3 I 0 0

o Ability to integrate content with other courses. J 1 0 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

J I 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

2 I 0

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback J 0 I 0
10 Overall rating 2 2 0 0

Total 24 L4 ,,
0

e

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv vou) 50 50 0 0
2 3ommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliW) 50 50 0 0
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 50 50 0 0
A Interest generated by the teacher. 50 50 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide
a broader perspective. /) 0 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 75 z) 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

75 25 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

50 25 z) 0

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback 75 0 25 0
l0 Overall rating 50 50 0 0
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Action Taken Report on student Feedback on Teachers
When feedback is ana$sed it is found that all students are satisfied with E ,aluation of progr
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Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

prograrnme:

Years:2017-18
Name - Ramesh Patel

Course-BComIInd

n
S Very Good

I Good

I

IJlrl
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Action Taken Report on Student Feedback on Teachers
When feedback is apalysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of program
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S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

I Knowledee base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) J I 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) Aa 0 0 0

J Sinceri8/commitment of the teacher. J I 0 0

4 Interest senerated bv the teacher. 2 2 0 0

Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader oersoective.
4 0 0 0

6 AbiliN to intesrate content with other courses. 4 0 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)
3 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understandins ofthe course
2 2 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 3 I 0 0

l0 Overall ratine 4 0 0 0

Total 32 8 0 0

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledee base ofthe teacher (as oerceived bv vou) 75 25 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliU) 100 0 0 0

J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 75 25 0 0

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 50 50 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenUother issues to provide

a broader perspective.
100 0 0 0

6 Ability to inteqrate content with other courses. 100 0 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)
t) 25 0 n

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

)U )U 0 0

9 Provision of suffrcient time for feedback 75 25 0 0

l0 Overall ratine 100 0 0 0



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - Priyanka Jaysawal

Course-BComIInd
programme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledse base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) J 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) J 0 0

J Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 2 0

4 Interest senerated bv the teacher. 2 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader perspective.
J I 0 0

6 Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses. I J 0 0

'7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)

2 1 I 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

J l 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback J I 0 0

10 Cverall ratins I J 0 0

Total 20 l6 4 0

Il]agc

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledse base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv vou) 25 75 0 0

2 lommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 75 0 25 0

J SinceriW/commitment of the teacher. 50 25 25 0
A Interest generated bv the teacher. 25 50 25 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenUother issues to provide

a broader perspective. 75 25 0 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 25 75 0 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)

50 25 25 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

t) 25 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 75 25 0 0

10 Overall ratins 25 /) 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-3
Students overall Evaluation of Programme and Teaching

programme:

Years:2017-18

S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv
I The syllables ofeach course was. J 0 0
2 Background for banehtting from the course was. 2 2 0 0
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. J I 0 0
Aa How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? I

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 2 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? J I 0 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 4 0 0 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 4 0 0 0

o How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 4 0 0 0

l0 ifyes, which of the following methods were used? 4 0 0 0
1l How helpful was the teacher in advisine? 4 0 0 0
t2 The teacher's approach can best be described as. 4 0 0 0
l3 Intemal assessment was. A 0 0 0
t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? A 0 0 0

15 How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work. A 0 0 0

t6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assigrment? J 0 I 0

l7 Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning ofthe
course? 4 0 0 0

18 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if any 0 0 0 0
Total 56 7 4 I

Percen
S.No. Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

The syllables ofeach course was. t) 0 z) 0
2 Background for banefitting from the course was. )U 50 0 0
J Was the course easy bor difficult to understand. 75 25 0 0
AT How much of the syllabus was covered in the class? 25 25 25 25

5
What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the
course? 25 50 25 0

6
To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed
readings? 75 25 0 0

7 How well did the teacher prepare for the classes? 100 0 0 0
8 How well was the teacher able to communicate? 100 0 0 0

o How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class? 100 n 0 0

l0 if yes, which of the following methods were used? 100 0 0 0ll How helpful was the teacher in advising? 100 0 0 0
t2 Ihe teacher's approach can best be described as. 100 0 0 0
l3 Intemal assessment was. 100 0 0 0
t4 What will be the impact of internal assessment on your result? 100 0 0 0

l5 How frequently you get response the fiom teachers on your work. 100 0 0 0

l6 Whether teachers discuss with you on assignment? 75 0 25 0

T7
Whether the Introductory lecture has been given in the beginning of the
course? 100 0 0 0

l8 Suggestions and remarks regarding course or teacher if any 0 0 0 0
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Questionnaire No.-l
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from Students : course Evaluation

Faculty,/Department -

Subject - B Com
Semester/Year - B Com IInd 20lg-19

w VerV Good

U Good

,i"i Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory

Action Taken Report on Feedback from students : course Evaluation
*-:::jt"t_tl:"Lit-::llt-.1]11. t"..nd that all students are satisfied with Evatuation of prosram anteaching on every giv*en parameter for parameter land 6 deparment has n""r, ioJt.u".,.";;f*o
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S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Depth of the course content inrtuoing pffiffiii I J I2 Extent of coverage of course. A I 0

3

4
Leaming value (in terms of knowteage, conc.pts, .nanuai-ki1lq-
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

Aa 2 0 0

2 2 2 0

5 _rarrry anq relevance oI textual reading material 2 J I 0o Relevance of additional source material (Librarv)
I J I7 L LSUL ur Euorr rcqulreo Oy Students.

Owerall rqfinc
6 0 0 0

8

Total
I J 2 0

18 l6 12 2

Percentage

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

16.6716.67 16.67 50.00
2

16.67 66.67 16.67 000
J Applicability relevance to real life situationr 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00
4

Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills.
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) JJ.JJ JJ.JJ JJ.JJ 000

5
J J.JJ 50.00 t6.67 0.006

7
t6.67 16.67 50.00 16.67

8
r 00.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
16.67 50.00 JJ.JJ 000

A\ -/-f\f
students query and take necessary action. n*in,nindl



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Course-BComIInd
programme:

Years:2018-19

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv vou) J J 0 0
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comorehensibilitv) 0 6 0 0

J Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 2 J I 0

4 lnterest generated by the teacher. 2 4 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide
a broader perspective. I 4 I 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 1 4 I 0

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further studv and discussion outside class)

2 3 I 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

2 J I 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback I + I 0
10 Overall rating 0 4 2 0

Total t4 38 8 0

S Very Good

I Good

Percen
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S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv vou) 50.00 50.00 000 0.00
2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibiliW) 000 100.00 0.00 000
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. JJ.JJ 50.00 16.67 0.00
4 Interest generated by the teacher. JJ.JJ 66.67 0.00 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide
a broader perspective. 16.67 66.67 16.67 000

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. t6.67 66.67 16.67 0.00

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

JJ.JJ 50.00 16.67 000

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandine ofthe course

JJ.JJ 50.00 16.67 0.00

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 16.67 66.67 16.67 0.00
10 Cverall rating 000 66.67 JJ.JJ 000

Action Taken Report on Student Feedback on Teachers



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

prograrnme:

Years:2018-19

Very Goocl

Name - Ramesh Patel

Course-BComIInd

&t

ffi

Action Taken Report on Student Feedback on Teachers
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S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactorv

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 5 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 3 J 0 o

3 Sinceriff/commitment of the teacher. A 2 0 0

I+ Interest senerated bv the teacher. 3 3 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader perspective.
3 3 0 0

o AbiliW to integrate aontent with other courses. 5 I 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
A 2 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzesiTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
o 0 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 6 0 0 0

10 Jverall rating A 2 0 0

Total 43 t7 0 0

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 83.33 lo.o / 0.00 000

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 50.00 50.00 000 000

3 Sinceritv/commitment of the teacher. 66.67 JJ.JJ 000 000

^ Interest senerated bv the teacher. 50.00 50.00 000 000

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader perspective.
50.00 50.00 000 000

o Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses. 83.33 lo.o/ 0.00 0.00

'7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understandins ofthe course
100.00 000 000 000

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 100.00 000 0.00 0.00

10 Overall rating 66.67 33.3 3 0.00 0.00

s Good

When feedback is ana[ysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of progra
\.



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

programme :

Years:2018-19

N Very Good

Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Course-BComIInd

ers

120
r-00
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0
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=!o;a

r1o

each

When feedb uation

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 2 A 0 n

2 Sommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilify) 0 6 0 0

3 Sinceri8/commitment of the teacher. I 2 2 I

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 0 4 2 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader perspective.
J J 0 0

6 Abilitv to intesrate content with other courses. 0 o 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the

teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)
J 2 I 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understanding ofthe course
A 2 0 0

o Provision of sufficient time for feedback J 3 0 0

10 Overall ratins 0 5 I 0

Total t6 31 6 I

Percen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory U nsatisfactory

Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) JJ.J J 66.67 000 000

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) 0.00 100.00 000 000

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. t6.67 J J.JJ JJ.JJ 16.67

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 0.00 66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide

a broader perspective.
50.00 50.00 000 000

o Ability to integrate content with other courses. 000 100.00 000 000

7
Accessibility ofthe teacher in and out ofthe class (includes avaibility ofthe
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

50.00 JJ.JJ 16.67 0.00

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to

evaluate students understandine ofthe course
66.67 J J.JJ 0.00 000

9 Provision of suflicient time for feedback 50.00 50.00 000 000

10 Jverall ratins 0.00 83.33 t6.67 000



euestionnaire No._3
Students overall Evaluation of programme and Teaching

programme:

Years:2018-19

S.No.

1

2

J

4

Parameters
'l'hF Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

2 4 0 0
0 J 2
0 J J 0
0 0 5

I 2 J 0

6
0 A 0 2

7
8

raSscs
F] I

5 0 I 0

9

. .._-- ,,6v !'v lvevrrvr 4urv Lv gurttrrrulllgaler

How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

ifwec rwhi^L ^f

J 2 I 0

2 0
l0
ll
I2
lf

wgre useo/
Hnur ff,1

J z 0
6 0 0 0
4 2 0 0

14 'Whaf uri|| hp th-
A

0 I

l5

_-__ ..-_, _- ..., ",.y*". ". ,rrrsrrrar assessmenr on yoUr resUlt./

How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work.
V,./hefhe. f^.^L^--

4 0 I

4 2 0 0
16

I7
course?

A

) I 0 0

5 I 0 0
t8

reacner lI
Total

0 0 0 0
48 32 1l 11

Pe
S.No.

rcen

I The cwllohlo" ^f
Very Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

2 Backqrnrrnd fnr ha-off JJ.JJ 66.61 0.00 0.00

J
0.00 50.00 JJ.JJ t6.67

4
0.00 50.00 50.00 0.00

5
what is your opinion ubout ttt.ffi
course?
Tn ",L^+

0.00 t6.67 0.00 83.33

t6.67 50.00 0.00

6
w^re'r wsrE yuu aDlo Io get matenal tor the prescribed

readinss?

How well ai.l tt
0.00 66.67 0.00

7

8
83.33 0.00 16.67 0.00

9

=IU
How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

if ves- which of tho

50.00 JJ.JJ 16.67 0.00

JJ.JJ 50.00 0.00 lo.o/

II 50.00 JJ.JJ 16.67 0.00

t2
: . _.- .'-- ".^- .-

The teacher'. annr^-^L, ^-6 L^^r L- r
100.00 0.00 0.00 0.00

l3 66.67 JJ,JJ 0.00 0.00

14
66.67 t6.67 0.00 16.67

t)

- __ -^^-r"_, "^ ,,[vrusr qr.vp)rueut ulr your result/

How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work.

Whether teache

66.67 16.67 0.00 ro.o/

66.67 JJ.JJ 0.00 0.00
16

l7

18

Whether the Introductory t..tu,
course?

Sussestinns a..l

83.33 16.67 0.00 0.00

83.33 t6.67 0.00 0.00
- rL6qrurrrS euurrE ut Ltraclter lI any . 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
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-BCom 2018-19

S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Depth ofthe oourse content including Droiect work ifanv. 0 4 0

2 Extent of coverase of course. I A 0 0
3 Applicability relevance to real life situations. J 2 0 0

4
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 4 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 5 0 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 3 2 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required bv students. 4 I 0 0
8 Overall rating. A I 0 0

Total 24 15 I 0

Questionnaire No.-1
Sample Questionnaires for Feedback from students : course Evaluation

Faculn Department - Semester/Year - B Com IIIrd

Very Goorl

s Good

: (rfi<frrfnru

I Unsati-sfactory

Action Taken Report on Feedback from students : course Evaluation

When feedback is analysed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation oL program
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S.No. Parameters Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Depth ofthe course content includins proiect work ifanv. 0 80 20 0
2 Extent of coverage of course. 20 80 0 0
J Applicability relevance to real life situations. 60 40 0 0

A
Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills,
analytical abilities and broadening perspectives) 80 20 0 0

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material. 100 0 0 0
6 Relevance of additional source material (Librarv) 60 40 0 0
7 Extent ofeffort required by students. 80 ?n 0 0
8 Overall rating. 80 20 0 0

r,N teach g on every given parameter hence no need to take action.
l'\ r o.i,-rciPal



Questionnaire No.-2
student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each reacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

Name - N. K. Dewangan

Course-BComIIIrd
programme :

Years;2018-19

& Very Good

P

E.u
o

G

U

o

Act Report k on Teach
When feedback is found that ith Evaluation

ftlt\ ^ n' very given n tqtzoqnrin-

90
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and

S.No. Parameters Ve"y
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv vou) J 2 0 0
2 communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 4 I 0 0
J Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. z J 0 0A Interest generated by the teacher. 2 2 0

Ability to inte grate course material with "nui.on-".rtlotG-rr*i6liGa broader perspective. 2 J 0 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other cou.r.s" J 2 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class linrtua.' *uitiffi?it!
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

2 3 0 0

8
Abilitytodesignqiuzzes/Tests/assignments/.**-nutiotr--ndl-1"il
ryq\ate students understanding of the course 4 n 0

o Frovrslon oi suttlclent time tbr feedback 2 2 0l0 Overall rating A 0 0
Total 28 20 ) 0

ercen

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory
\ruwrEqBc oase or Ine leac]ler (as percelved by you) 60 40 0 0

2

Sincerity/commitment of the teacher.
80 20 0 0

J
40 60 0 0

4 nterest generated by the teacher 40 40 20 0

5 ^uurly ru rllrEgrare course matenal wlth environmenvother issues to provide
a broader perspective. 40 60 0 0

6 ADllrry to lntegrate content with other courses 60 40 0 n

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class lin.tuo.' *uluitity oEt!
teacher to monivate further study and 4iscussion outside class)

40 60 0 0

8
ADlllty to deslgn qiuzzeslTests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course 80 20 0 0

:
U

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 40 40 20
10 v v9r 4rr t alllllg

80 )0 0 0



Questionnaire No.-2
Student Feedback on Teachers (separate for each reacher

(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

programme :

Years:2018-19

Very Good

\ane - Ramesh Patel
Course-BComIIIrd

taP

g #€! €: :!* s-=i *=

Ee Fi€ ,;F -:{ is* ii
gn Ets :=q ;E.e ,;; Efiv; ;:= ;id 

=:n 
E{E -ttEs ;g= ;H" flt: E3F ;tt ed5 as :ir 2 EE

=:136 ? T Et:-- !*i EbA: > c o 6 =ELO9^ir - F - 
^ 

< o
lg; X o c: : o
lioli .ohH l-{P
:!'; cr:{ <o< o X = - I >r
= 

J .'

; o- € h uo
O --
-6

1.20

l Olr

80

60

40

20

0

10

Action Taken Report on Student Feedback on Teachers
When feedback 

\analysed it is found that alt students are satisfied with Evaluation
.)tqaching on every given parameter hence no need tn tqtro qnrinn

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactory
I

5 0 0 02 t ;lt"

3
tprenensl oltlIY ] 5 0 0 0

J 2 0 0
4

A+ 0 0
5

Ability to integrate course material with .*iro.t-"nt/oth.. irru"ilo o-ut
a broader perspective. J 2 0 0

6 .y ro Inregrate content wlth other courses. 4 I 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out ortn. @
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class) 5 0 0 0

8 ^urrly ro ucslgn qruzzes/ | ests/ asslgnments/examinations and proiects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course 5 0 0 0

o rruvrslul ur surnclent llme lor teedback
Overall ratins

5 0 0 0l0
5 0 0 0

utal 44 6 0 0

ercen

S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived bv vou) 100 0 0 0

2 communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibilitv) 100 0 0 0
3 )lncenty/commltment of. the teacher. 100 0 0 U!
5

Interest generated by the teacher. 100 0 0 0
Aolllry ro lntegrate course material with environment/other issues to provide
a broader perspective. 100 0 0 0

o y ro lnregrare content wtth other courses 100 0 0 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and our of the class lin.tuGi*uiuillty oTlil.
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

100 0 0 0

8
Ability to des ign qiuzzes/Tests/ ass i gnments/.*u--*tio^ unfrffi
evaluate students understanding ofthe coruse 100 0 0 0

a surnclent ume lor leeclback 100 0 0 0l0 rg r00 0 0 0



Questionnaire No.-2

Student Feedback on Teachers (Separate for each Teacher
(To be submitted after the final examination results) (Tick only one of the four atternatives)

programme :

Years:2018-19

Name - Priyanka Jaisawal

Course-BComIIIrd

Pe

S Very Good

I Good

I

Action Taken Report on Student Feedback on Teachers .
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S.No. Parameters Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I Knowledge base ofthe teacher (as oerceived by vou) z J 0 0

2 Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comorehensibilitv) 4 0 0

3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 3 2 0 0

4 Interest generated by the teacher. I 4 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environmenVother issues to provide
a broader perspective. 3 I I 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. J I I 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

3 2 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understandins ofthe course

J 2 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback J 2 0 0
l0 Overall rating A I 0 0

Total 29 l9 ) 0

rcen

S.No. Parameters
Very
Good

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

I (nowledge base ofthe teacher (as perceived by you) 40 60 0 0
z lommunication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibili8) 80 20 0 0
3 Sincerity/commitment of the teacher. 60 40 0 n

4 Interest generated by the teacher. 20 80 0 0

5
Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues to provide
a broader perspective. 60 20 20 0

6 Ability to integrate content with other courses. 60 20 20 0

7
Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes avaibility of the
teacher to monivate further study and discussion outside class)

60 40 0 0

8
Ability to design qiuzzes/Tests/ assignments/examinations and projects to
evaluate students understanding ofthe course

60 40 0 0

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback 60 40 0 0
l0 Overall rating 80 20 0 0

When feedback sed it is found that all students are satisfied with Evaluation of
i-a 
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programme:

Years;2018-19

S-Nn

1

IIrCTCTS
The crrllaLl

Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv
A 0 0

ure oourse was,
\t/ 2 J 0 0

A
ro unqersBno.

IJ^u, I 3 0
u()vcrcq m me class'/

\t/L I 2 I
/vur vpuruu 4uuut rfle llorary materlal ancl tacilities for the

course?

-

To what.*t.nt *

How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

;f.,-. ,,,L:^L ^r.

I 2 2 0

6
I 0 I

7

8
5 0 0 0

9

4 I 0 0

A 0 0
tn
lt

melnoqs were usecl'/
If G,l

5 0 0 0

l) teacher's approach can best be d.r..ib.d a"
5 0 0 0
5 0 0 0

14

How frequently you get response the from teachers on your work.

4 0 0

l5

th

5 0 0 0

4 I 0 0

t7
4 0 I 0

5 0 0 0
IR

cuurse or teacner lI any ......
Total

0 0 0 0
60 15 7 3

Percen
S.No.

I
a

:
J

T

Parameters Verv Good Good Satisfactorv Unsatisfactorv

f,or banefitting from the iourse was.
w fhc

80 0 20 0
40 60 0 0

lugfsIan(].
,nh ^f

20 60 20 0
20 20 40 20

20 40 40 0

6
20 60 0 1n

7

8 Ho* *ell *as the t.a.h.i ubl.

How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

-

ifves rvhinh nfd.

100 0 0 0

o
80 )0 0 0

80 0 0 20
10

ll
12

wg.rc useqa
H he fi,1

100 0 0 0
100 0 0 0

l3 100 0 0 0

l4 What will hc fhp i 80 20 0 0

t) How ffequently you get response the fiom teachers on your work.

100 0 0 0

80 20 0 0
l6

17

80 0 )n 0

100 0 0 0
l8

reacner lI any ...... 0 0 0 0



50

80

I Very Good

I Good

S Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory

10 11, 72 13 14 15 16 t't 18

ACTION TAKBN REPORT ON EVALUATION OF PROGRAM AND TEACHING

teaching on every given 
R?rameter in some parameters students are not satis
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