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CRITERION-II
EVIDENCE(S), AS PER SOP

METRIC No. 1.4.1 | Structured feedback for design and review of syllabus — semester
wise/ is received from

A. Students

B. Teachers

C. Employers

D. Alumni

METRIC No. 1.4.2 | Feedback processes of the institution may be classified as follows

A. Feedback collected, analysed, action taken and feedback hosted on
the institutional website

B. Feedback collected, analysed and action has been taken

C. Feedback collected and analysed

D. Feedback collected

E. Feedback not collected

e Stakeholder feedback analysis report
e Action taken report of the Institution on feedback report




Feedback for session: 2022-23

SN DEPARTMENT/ Institute
1 School of Studies in Ancient Indian History
Culture & Tourism & Hotel Management

2 School of Studies in Anthropology

3 School of Studies in Biotechnology

4 School of Studies in Chemistry

5 School of Studies in Computer Science & IT

6 School of Studies in Economics

7 School of Studies in Electronics and Photonics

8 School of Studies in Environmental Sciences

9 School of Studies in Geography

10 School of Studies in Geology and Water
Resource Management

11 School of Studies in History

12 School of Studies in Law

13 School of Studies in Library & Information
Science

14 School of Studies in Life Science

15 Institute of Management

16 School of Studies in Mathematics

17 University Institute of Pharmacy

18 School of Studies in Physical Education

19 School of Studies in Physics and Astrophysics

20 School of Studies in Psychology

21 School of Studies in Regional Studies and
Research

22 School of Studies in Statistics

23 Institute of Teacher Education

24 Center for Women’s Studies

25 Institute of Renewable Energy Technology &
Management

26

Center for Basic Sciences




SoS in Ancient Indian History, Culture & Tourism & Hotel Management

Online Students Satisfaction Survey (2022-23)
Summary
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Relevance of additional source material (Library) LD Copy
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School of Studies in Anthropology
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Feedback Report Session 2022-2023 (M.Sc. 11 Semester)

Faculty A

Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total
1 15 4 6 0 25
2 8 14 3 0 25
3 13 11 0 1 25
4 12 9 3 1 25
5 8 10 7 0 25
6 5 9 10 1 25
7 11 12 2 0 25
8 9 8 7 1 25
9 7 15 2 1 25
Total 88 92 40 5 225
% Response 39.11 40.89 17.78 2.22 100
Faculty B
Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total
1 23 2 0 0 25
2 9 10 6 0 25
3 11 8 2 4 25
4 16 7 1 0 24
5 11 11 2 1 25
6 8 9 7 1 25
7 6 12 6 1 25
8 10 8 6 1 25
9 8 14 2 1 25
Total 102 81 32 9 224
% Response 45.54 36.16 14.28 4.02 100
Faculty C
Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total
1 15 9 1 0 25
2 17 5 3 0 25
3 12 10 2 1 25
4 13 8 2 0 23
5 14 9 2 0 25
6 10 12 1 1 24
7 10 9 5 1 25
8 9 12 3 1 25
9 7 13 4 1 25
Total 107 87 23 5 222
% Response 48.19 39.19 10.37 2.25 100
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Faculty D

Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total

1 14 8 3 0 25

2 9 7 8 1 25

3 14 9 2 0 25

4 13 5 6 1 25

5 8 10 6 1 25

6 6 11 7 1 25

7 10 4 10 0 24

8 6 9 9 1 25

9 6 12 7 0 25
Total 86 75 58 5 224

% Response 38.39 33.48 25.89 2.24 100

Faculty E

Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total

1 2 12 7 0 21

2 2 7 12 1 22

3 2 11 8 0 21

4 3 9 9 1 22

5 3 7 10 2 22

6 2 5 12 3 22

7 6 6 7 1 20

8 3 8 7 3 21

9 2 6 12 1 21
Total 25 71 84 12 192

% Response 13.02 36.98 43.75 6.25 100

Faculty F

Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total

1 8 9 5 3 25

2 6 9 7 3 25

3 9 5 7 3 24

4 4 10 10 1 25

5 1 13 9 2 25

6 6 8 6 5 25

7 8 4 7 4 23

8 5 6 11 3 25

9 5 8 9 3 25
Total 52 72 71 27 222

% Response 23.42 32.43 31.99 12.16 100
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Faculty G

Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total
1 9 10 5 0 24
2 11 6 7 0 24
3 10 5 6 0 21
4 10 6 7 0 23
5 7 10 6 0 23
6 8 8 6 1 23
7 12 4 7 0 23
8 7 5 10 0 22
9 10 7 5 0 22
Total 84 61 59 1 205
% Response 40.99 29.75 28.78 0.48 100
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School of Studies in Anthropology
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur
Feedback Report Session 2022-2023

Percent response of faculty

Faculty V.G Good Sat Unsat
A 39.11 40.89 17.78 2.22
B 45,54 36.16 14.28 4.02
C 48.19 39.19 10.37 2.25
D 38.39 33.48 25.89 2.24
E 13.02 36.98 43.75 6.25
F 23.42 32.43 31.99 12.16
G 40.99 29.75 28.78 0.48

Faculty Overall Score 2022-2023 (M.Sc. 11 Sem.)

Faculty Mean Score
A 3.17
B 3.22
C 3.29
D 3.07
E 2.19
F 2.64
G 2.84

3.5

2.5

1.5

0.5

Faculty Overaii Score 2022-2023 (M.Sc. Il Sem.)

3.17

3.22

3.29

3.07
2.84
2.64
I I 2'19 I I
C D E F G
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M.Sc. Program Score

Course Subject Score
Sem. Il
M.Sc. Anthropology 2.53

Student Feedback S.0.S.in Anthropology,

o r N W

2.53

Score

M.Sc. Program Score

B M.Sc. Anthropology

M.Sc. Course (% Response)

V.G Good Sat Unsat
Subject 12.1 44.86 29.59 13.45
M.Sc. Course (% Response)
>0 44.86
40
26,59 mVv.G
30 ® Good
20 W Sat
12.1 13.45 B Unsat
10
0
V.G Good Sat Unsat
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School of Studies in Anthropology
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Feedback Report Session 2022-2023 (M.Sc. 11 Semester)

Percent response of faculty

Faculty V.G Good Sat Unsat

A 39.11 40.89 17.78 2.22
B 45.54 36.16 14.28 4.02
C 48.19 39.19 10.37 2.25
D 38.39 33.48 25.89 2.24
E 13.02 36.98 43.75 6.25
F 23.42 32.43 31.99 12.16
G 40.99 29.75 28.78 0.48

Faculty Mean Score

A (Dr. Ashok Pradhan) 3.17

B (Dr. Jitendra Premi) 3.22

C (Dr. Shailendra Kumar) 3.29

D (Dr. Laxminarayan Devangan) 3.07

E (Dr. Tulsi Rani) 2.19

F (Dr. Udita Kalyan) 2.64

G. (Mr. Sunil Kumar Mehta) 2.84
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School of Studies in Anthropology
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur
Feedback Report Session 2022-2023 (M.Sc. IV Semester)

Faculty A
Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total
1 7 12 0 0 19
2 10 8 1 0 19
3 15 2 1 0 18
4 6 13 0 0 19
5 17 0 2 0 19
6 17 0 0 1 18
7 15 1 3 0 19
8 10 3 0 6 19
9 14 2 1 2 19
10 14 2 3 0 19
Total 125 43 11 9 188
%Response 66.48 22.87 5.85 4.78 100
Faculty B
Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total
1 9 9 1 0 19
2 12 7 0 0 19
3 16 3 0 0 19
4 11 8 0 0 19
5 15 1 2 0 18
6 14 3 0 2 19
7 12 4 2 1 19
8 10 5 3 1 19
9 15 1 1 2 19
10 15 2 2 0 19
Total 129 43 11 6 189
%Response 68.25 22.76 5.82 3.17 100
Faculty C
Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total
1 7 9 3 0 19
2 10 8 1 0 19
3 11 6 2 0 19
4 8 10 1 0 19
5 16 2 1 0 19
6 12 2 3 1 18
7 10 5 3 1 19
8 11 4 3 1 19
9 9 4 5 1 19
10 14 4 1 0 19
Total 108 54 23 4 189
%Response 57.14 28.57 12.2 211 100
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Faculty D

Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total

1 7 12 0 0 19

2 9 9 1 0 19

3 11 8 0 0 19

4 4 14 0 0 18

5 13 4 2 0 19

6 12 3 0 3 18

7 13 2 4 0 19

8 10 6 3 0 19

9 9 6 4 0 19

10 10 7 2 0 19
Total 98 71 16 3 188
%Response 52.12 37.76 8.51 1.59 100

Faculty E

Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total

1 5 14 0 0 19

2 9 9 1 0 19

3 12 5 2 0 19

4 4 14 1 0 19

5 11 2 4 2 19

6 13 3 0 2 18

7 11 7 1 0 19

8 12 3 1 3 19

9 12 6 1 0 19

10 11 6 2 0 19
Total 100 69 13 7 189
%Response 52.91 36.5 6.87 3.7 100

Faculty F

Que. V.G Good Sat Unsat Total

1 4 10 2 2 18

2 6 7 5 1 19

3 8 6 3 1 18

4 6 6 5 2 19

5 10 3 5 0 18

6 10 2 2 4 18

7 9 2 6 2 19

8 9 1 7 2 19

9 11 0 7 1 19

10 9 6 4 0 19
Total 82 43 46 15 186
%Response 44.08 23.11 24.7 8.06 100




School of Studies in Anthropology

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Feedback Report Session 2022-2023

Percent response of faculty

Faculty V.G Good Sat Unsat
A 66.48 22.87 5.85 4.78
B 68.25 22.76 5.82 3.17
C 57.14 28.57 12.16 2.11
D 52.12 37.76 8.51 1.59
E 52.91 36.5 6.87 3.7
F 44.08 23.11 24.73 8.06
Faculty Overall Score 2022-2023 (M.Sc. IV Sem.)
Faculty Mean Score
A 3.47
B 3.54
C 3.39
D 3.37
E 3.35
F 2.97
Faculty Overall Score 2022-2023 (M.Sc.IV Sem.)
3.6 3.54
35 3.47
34 3.39 3.37 3.35
3.3
3.2
3.1
3 2.97
2.9
2.8
2.7
2.6
A B C D E
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M.Sc. Program Score

Course Subject Score (Sem. 1V)

M.Sc. Anthropology 2.97

Student Feedback S.0.S. in Anthropology
M.Sc. Program Score Score

2.97
3
2
1
0
M.Sc. Course % Response
V.G Good Sat Unsat
Subject 24.69 49.38 24.08 1.85
M.Sc. Course (% Response )
49.38
50 -
40 -
30 -
20 -
1.85
10 -
o T T T 1
V.G Good Sat Unsat
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School of Studies in Anthropology

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Feedback Report Session 2022-2023 (M.Sc. IV Sem.)

Percent response of faculty

Faculty V.G Good Sat Unsat

A 66.48 22.87 5.85 4,78
B 68.25 22.76 5.82 3.17
C 57.14 28.57 12.16 2.11
D 52.12 37.76 8.51 1.59
E 52.91 36.5 6.87 3.7
F 44.08 23.11 24.73 8.06

Faculty Mean Score

A (Dr. Ashok Pradhan) 3.47

B (Dr. Jitendra Premi) 3.54

C (Dr. Shailendra Kumar) 3.39

D (Dr. Laxminarayan Devangan) 3.37

E (Dr. Tulsi Rani Thakre) 3.35

F (Dr. Udita Kalyan) 2.97
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School of Studies in Anthropology
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Parents Feedback Report Session 2022-2023

Que. S. Agree Agree Neutral Disagree | S. Disagree Total
1 12 7 0 0 0 19
2 11 8 0 0 0 19
3 7 12 0 0 0 19
4 8 9 2 0 0 19
5 12 6 1 0 0 19
6 8 11 0 0 0 19
7 12 7 0 0 0 19
8 11 7 0 0 1 19
9 10 8 0 0 0 18
10 7 10 0 1 0 18
11 6 5 5 2 0 18
12 7 11 0 0 0 18
13 10 8 0 0 0 18
Total 121 109 8 3 1 242
%Response 50 45.04 3.31 1.24 0.41 100
Percent response of Parents
S. Agree Agree Neutral Disagree S. Disagree
50 45.04 3.31 1.24 0.41
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50
45
40
35
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25
20
15
10

Percent response of Parents

50
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Action Taken Report of Feedback
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Pt. Ravishankar Shuxia Universii
Raipur (C.G.)
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Sectional Feedback Analysis
&
Action Taken Report

Session

July 2022- December 2022
&
January 2023- June 2023

Feedback from Students, Parents,

Supporting Staff and Alumni

School of Studies in Biotechnology
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Page 1 of 27
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Feedback Inventory from Various Stakeholders

SN Particulars Courses Session Page
no.
I Action Taken Report (ATR) July 2022- June 2023
1 Questionnaire -1 M. Sc. I sem July 2022- December 2022
2 Questionnaire -11 M. Sc. I sem July 2022- December 2022
3 Feedback from M. Sc. | sem July 2022- December 2022
Darantc
4 Questionnaire -1 M. Sc. Il sem July 2022- December 2022
5 Questionnaire -11 M. Sc. Il sem July 2022- December 2022
6 Feedback from M. Sc. Il sem July 2022- December 2022
Parents
7 Questionnaire -1 M. Sc. Il sem January 2023- June 2023
Questionnaire -11 M. Sc. Il sem January 2023- June 2023
9 Feedback from M. Sc. Il sem January 2023- June 2023
Parents
10 Questionnaire -1 M. Sc. IV sem January 2023- June 2023
11 Questionnaire -11 M. Sc. IV sem January 2023- June 2023
12 Questionnaire -111 M. Sc. IV sem January 2023- June 2023
13 Feedback from M. Sc. IV sem January 2023- June 2023
Parents
14 Feedback from Staff | Support Staff 2022- 2023
15 Feedback from Alumni 2022- 2023

Association of
Biotechnology

Page 2 of 25
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Al. Feedback Inventory for Students

(Questionnaire -1)
M. Sc. | sem.
Session: July 2022- December 2022

Q_Overall rating by Students

40%
0% 1 (37.93%)
20%

10%

Very good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Very Good Good  Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Remarks

Parameters of Responses (%0)

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory | Total Response

48.28 37.93 13.79 00.00 29.00

* Details analysis sheet attached.

Page 3 of 25

21




A2. Feedback Inventory for Students

(Questionnaire -11)
M. Sc. | sem.
Session: July 2022- December 2022

Q_ Overall rating

100%
0%
0%
70%
80%
B0%
4009
30%
20%
10% .
0%
Dr Jaishankar Dr Magendra Or Kamlesh DOr Afaque
Paul {Cell Kumar Shukla Quraishi
Biology) Chandrawanshi (Microbial (Bio-Molecules)
(Genetics) Physiology)
. Very good - Good Satisfactory lInsatisfact.
Name of Teachers Very good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Dr. Jaishankar Paul 50.00 % 46.43% 3.57% 0.00%
(Cell Biology)
Dr. Nagendra Kumar 60.71% 32.14% 7.14% 0.00%
Chandrawanshi (Genetics)
Dr. Kamlesh Shukla 57.14% 35.71% 7.14% 0.00%
(Microbial Physiology)
Dr.Afaque Quraishi 78.57% 17.86% 3.57% 0.00%
(Bio-Molecules)

* Details analysis sheet attached.

Page 4 of 25
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Suggestions

S1

Add additional course detail in developmental biology

Response: The papers on genetics and cell biology covered several important topics in
developmental biology. Moreover, the upcoming Board of Studies meeting will address
the suggested concerns.

S2

MCAQ test should be organized in every unit and on the competitive level.

Response: Regular unit tests are organized, including MCQs; will further emphasize the
MCQ:s.

S3

Syllabus should be more related to competitive exam and some practice questions should be done rest all
is very excellent.

Response:We design the syllabus in light of the national-level competitive exams and
update it regularly.

S4

Provide some extra classes for competitive exams related to the field and also give career guidance to the
students.

Response: The Department and University also provide focused career guidance and
conduct remedial classes. We will put more effort into this direction.

Page 5 of 25
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(M.Sc.

| sem.)

Feedback from Parents,
Session: July 2022- December 2022

A3. Feedback Inventory for Parents

Q_Getting admission to the University for my ward is a matter of

pride for me.

GRS BRI RIECIECIERERENIERE IR R I EEICIRE)

Answered: 30

Scale

SKipped: U

100%
a0%
80%
70%
G0%
50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

Strongly Agree

Strongly Agree (HEHT) Meutral
Agres [GIE))]
I_E G I_‘l ac-ﬂi

HEHd)

Agree  Neutral  Disagree

Disagree Strongly
{3 ETH) dizagree
HAFH)

Strongly disagree

4 3 2 1
Remarks
Parameters of Responses (%0)
Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Total Response
Aqgree
46.67 46.67 06.67 00.00 24.00

* Details analysis sheet attached.

Page 6 of 25
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Suggestions

P1
While studying the University should conduct internship with best institute like (BIOCON,BHARAT
BIOTECH, SERUM INSTITUTE OF INDIA, ASTRAZENCA PANACEA BIOTECH,etc)

Response:Definitely. Students from the school regularly conduct their M.Sc. dissertations
at various nationally renowned institutes.

P2

The sports event which was held recently should be organized midsession so that every student should be
focused on exam towards the end of the semester

Response: Indeed.

P3

Teachershouldgiveknowledgerelatedsubjectandexamandwhatevertheywantknow

Response:Teachers are well-versed in their subjects, cover the entire syllabus, provide
hands-on training through practical exercises, regularly administer class tests to

evaluate students based on the university exam pattern, conduct weekly seminars to
enhance presentation skills and confidence, and also offer career guidance.

P4
It ¢ o e & e o

Response: We strive diligently for continuous improvement.

P4
Great teaching area for my daughter

Response: Same as P4.

Page 7 of 25
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B1. Feedback Inventory for Students

(Questionnaire-1)
M. Sc. 111 semester
Session: July 2022- December 2022

Q_ Overall rating

Answersed: 24 Skipped: 0

Satisfactory \

Good

Very good

Remarks

Parameters of Responses (%0)

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory | Total Response

66.67 29.17 04.17 00.00 24.00

* Details analysis sheet attached.

Page 8 of 25
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B2. Feedback Inventory for Students

(Questionnaire —I1)
M. Sc. 111 sem.
Session: July 2022- December 2022

Q_Overall rating of the teacher

Angwered: 23 Skipped: 0

0%
BO%
0%
60%
50%
40%
30%
20% I I
10%
0% | . .
Dr Afaque Dr Nagendra Dr.Jai Or Shubhra Dr Kamlesh
Quraishi Kumar Shankar Paul Tiwari Shukla
(Genetic Chandrawanshi (Bioprocess (Bioprocess (Environmenta
Enginesring) (Biology o... Engineerin... Engingerin...
. 'ery good . Good Satisfac Unsatisfac
Name of Teachers Very good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
Dr Afaque Quraishi 95.65% 4.35% 0.00% 0.00%
(Genetic Engineering)
Dr Nagendra Kumar 91.30% 8.70% 0.00% 0.00%

Chandrawanshi (Biology of
Immune System)

Dr Jai Shankar Paul 86.96% 13.04% 0.00% 0.00%
(Bioprocess Engineering and
Technology)

Dr Shubhra Tiwari (Bioprocess 73.91% 26.09% 0.00% 0.00%
Engineering and Technology)
Dr Kamlesh Shukla 69.57% 26.09% 0.00% 4.35%

(Environmental Biotechnology)

Page 9 of 25
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Suggestions

S1

Teacher should give knowledge related subject and exam and whatever they want know

Response: Teachers possess extensive knowledge in their respective subjects, ensuring
comprehensive syllabus coverage. They facilitate practical learning experiences by
incorporating hands-on training exercises. Additionally, they diligently administer
periodic class assessments in alignment with the university examination pattern to
evaluate students' progress. To enhance students' presentation skills and boost their
confidence, teachers organize weekly seminars. Furthermore, they provide valuable
career guidance to assist students in making informed decisions about their future
paths.

S2
All are good
Response: We try hard meticulously for continuous improvement.

P3

All the teachers of our department are very nice... We all need help, they help us all, they support us, we
understand or understand well...
Response: Same as S2

S4

Sports and extracurricular activities should take place in between the regular classes. Not before exams.
Overall everything's good.
Response: Sure.

S5

No suggestions there are just giving there best
Response: Same as S2

S6

Half day leave on Saturday

Response: The academic schedule follows the guidelines set by the university. We will
forward your request to the authorities.

S7
Need half day leave on Saturday
Response: Same as S6

Page 10 of 25
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B3. Feedback Inventory for Parents
Feedback from Parents,
Session: July 2022- December 2022

Q_Getting admission to the University for my ward is a matter of
pride me.

(ﬁﬁ%@ﬁ%ﬁqﬁ%ﬁmﬂﬁmﬁmﬁﬁwﬁ?ﬁaﬁ% )

100%
a0l
0%
T0%
50%
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%%
0%
Strongly Agree (OgHT) Meutral Disagree Strongly
Agree 'GE)] (HEEOT) disagree
HHd) HEGH)
Scale

Strongly Agree Agree  Neutral Disagree  Strongly disagree

5 4 3 2 1
Remarks
Parameters of Responses (%0)
Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Total Response
Agree
66.67 33.33 00.00 00.00 12.00

* Details analysis sheet attached.

Page 11 of 25
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Suggestions

P1
Everything is Good.

Response: University authority andthe Teaching fraternity always try to do their best for
students to each achievable level.

P2
Nothing
Response: Same as P1

P1
Half day leave on Saturday

Response: The academic schedule follows the guidelines set by the university. We will
forward your request to the authorities.

P3

AT 3T ST AT o |TT-A71 Gdha HIehids HIAHH UHiehl A1edh THT-THT T AT 6T

ST AT

Response: Yes. Throughout the year, various sports and cultural programs and competitions are
organized at the department, university, state, and national levels.

Page 12 of 25
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C1. Feedback Inventory for Students
(Questionnaire -1)

M.Sc. Il sem.
Session: January 2023- June 2023

Q_Overall rating by Students

Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Very Good Good | Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Remarks

Parameters of Responses (%0)

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory | Total Response

16.13 74.19 09.68 00.00 23.00

* Details analysis sheet attached.

Page 13 of 25
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C2. Feedback Inventory for Students

(Questionnaire -2)
M.Sc. Il sem.

Session: January 2023- June 2023

Q_Overall rating by Students

Answered: 31  Skipped: 0
100%
90%
S0%
70%
E0%
50%
A%
30%
20% I I
10%
0% I
Prof K K Dr. Dy Dr. Dr. Dr Dir
Sahu Jaishanka Magendra Afaque wamlesh Afaque Jaishanka
(Biostati  r Paul Kumar Quraighi #. Shukla Quraishi  r Paul
stics ... (Biost... Chandr... (Plant... {Macro... (Class... (Class...
. Wery good . Good Satisfactory Unsatisfact...
Scale
Very Good Good | Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Teachers Very Good| Good |[Satisfactory| Unsatisfactory
Prof K K Sahu (Biostatistics & Computel 15.38% 65.38% 11.54% 07.69%
Application in Biotechnology)
Dr. Jaishankar Paul(Biostatistics & 32.26% 51.61% 16.13% 0.00%
Computer Application in Biotechnoloay)
Dr. Nagendra Kumar Chandrawanshi 48.39% 48.39% 03.23% 0.00%
(Molecular Biology)
Dr. Afaque Quraishi 61.29% 32.26% 06.45% 0.00%
(Plant Biotechnology)
Dr. Kamlesh K. Shukla 48.39% 48.39% 03.23% 0.00%
(Macromolecules &Enzymology)
Dr. Afaque Quraishi (Class Seminar) 61.29% 35.48% 03.23% 0.00%
Dr. Jaishankar Paul (Class Seminar) 38.71% 48.39% 12.90% 0.00%

* Details analysis sheet attached.
Page 14 of 25
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Suggestions

Sl

Industrial visit and placement should be given to the students.

Response: The University regularly organizes placements through its placement cell; its
notifications are shared with the students and Alumni social media groups. Many
interested candidates participated and benefitted. Industrial visitsare routinely
scheduled at academic sessions. The course curriculum already has a segment for
industrial visits and internships.

S2

All facilities are good we want to guide for innovative idea and what would we do in future and humble
request to provide internship and placement for our bright future.

Response: Same as S1.

S3

All facilities are good and we want to guide new innovative idea and what would we do in future and
humble request for please provide internship and placement. And thank you for hard working for us....

Response: Same as S1.

S4

Industrial visit and classes for competitive exam

Response: Same as S1.The school and university regularly organize classes and invited-
lecturesfor career guidance.We formulate the syllabus that aligns with national-level
competitive exams. Moreover, the university runs a UGC coaching cell targeting
competitive exams.

S5
Classes for competitive exams like NET, ICAR, DBT etc
Response: Same response S4.

S6

Good

Response: University's whole system and Teaching fraternity always try to do the best for
students to each achievable level.

Page 15 of 25
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C3. Feedback Inventory for Parents
Feedback from Parents (M.Sc. Il sem. students)
Session: January 2023- June 2023

Q_Getting admission to the University for my ward is a matter of
pride for me.

GRS BRI RIECIECIERERENIERE IR R I EEICIRE)

100%
0%
0%
T0%
B0%
50%
A%
30%
20%
10%%

19

Agres (HoHO) Meutral Dizagree Strongly
Gy (3FEE) disagree
Scale
Strongly Agree Agree  Neutral Disagree  Strongly disagree
5 4 3 2 1
Remarks
Parameters of Responses (%0)
Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Total Response
Agree
29.03 61.29 09.68 00.00 12.00

* Details analysis sheet attached.
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Suggestions

P1
Good

Response: University's whole system and the Teaching fraternity are always trying to do
the best for students to each achievable level.

P2

university me placement aana chahiye

Response: The University is regularly organizing placements through its placement cell;
its notifications are shared with the students and Alumni social media groups. Many
interested candidates participated and benefitted.

P3
Ok
Response: Same as P1

P4

I want the college to focus on practical knowledge and employability of the students so they can get decent
jobs after post graduation. Thanks.

Response: The course curriculum ‘syllabi* has focused wholly on practical and
employability inclusion with a strengthened careers approach and dynamic learning
outcomes. Thus, faculty members are always motivated to students vigorously participate
in theory as well as practical classes.

P5

Proper care to each & every students

Response: We have evolved the system to deal this important concern (Student Teacher
mentors and Mentees, PTM, regular class tests, attendance and other academic
progression feedback systems) and regular practice in round educational sessions. The
faculty members interacted with students individually and discussed their progression in
academics.

P6
Nothing

P7
All good
Response: Same as P1

Page 17 of 25
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D1. Feedback Inventory for Students

(Questionnaire -1)
M.Sc. IV sem.
Session: January 2022- June 2022

Q_Overall rating

Answered: 14 Skipped: 0

100%
0%
80%
70%
6026
50%
40%
30%
20%
10%

0%

Wery good Good Satisfactory Unzatisfactorny

Scale

Very Good Good | Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Remarks

Parameters of Responses (%0)

Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory | Total Response

50.00 42.86 07.14 00.00 14.00

* Details analysis sheet attached.
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D2. Feedback Inventory for Students

Session:
Q_Overall rating

Answered: 13  Skipped: 0

100%
0%
0%
T0%
80%

B0%

405,

30%

20%

10%

0%
Dr

£ 82 E R K

(Questionnaire -11)
M.Sc. IV sem.
January 2023- June 2023

Dr Dr. Dir Dir Dr Dr

Prof Dr

kamlesh Shubhra Jaishan Magendr Keshav Afague Jaishan Kamlesh Magendr

Shukla, Tiwari, kar a Kumar Kant Quraish  kar Shukla  a Kumar
FAPE... PAPE.. Paul.. Chan... Sahu... .. Paul... {Cla... Chan...
. Very good . Good Satisfactory Unsatisfact...
Teachers Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

Dr Kamlesh Shukla, PAPER -13 53.85% | 38.46% 07.69% 0.00%

Dr Shubhra Tiwari, PAPER-13 38.46% | 46.15% 15.38% 0.00%

Dr Jaishankar Paul, PAPER-14 69.23% | 30.77% 0.00% 0.00%

Dr Nagendra Kumar 76.92% | 23.08% 0.00% 0.00%

Chandrawanshi, PAPER-15

Prof Keshav Kant Sahu, PAPER 16 53.85% | 30.77% 07.69% 07.69%

Dr Afaque Quraishi PAPER-16 76.92% | 23.08% 0.00% 0.00%

Dr. Jaishankar Paul, PAPER-16 76.92% | 23.08% 0.00% 0.00%

Dr Kamlesh Shukla (Class 61.54% | 38.46% 0.00% 0.00%

Seminar)

Dr Nagendra Kumar 76.92% | 23.08% 0.00% 0.00%

Chandrawanshi (Class Seminar)

* Details analysis sheet attached.

No Suggestion
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D3. Feedback Inventory for Students

(Questionnaire -3)

M.Sc. IV sem.,
Session: January 2023- June 2023

Q. Was the teacher?

Answered: 23 Skipped: 0
100%
90%
80%
80%
-
20%
1096 | |
- Prof S K Prof Dr Dr Dr r. Jai Dr.
Jadhav Keshav Afague Kamlesh MNagendra Shankar Shubhra
(M.5c. Kant Sahu Quraishi Kumar Paul Tiwari
Biotech.)  {M.Sc.. (M.5c.... {M.5c.... Chandr... (M.5C.. (M.5¢c....
Courteous . Rude wdifferen Strict
Teachers Courteous Rude Indifferent Strict
Prof S K Jadhav 82.61% 0.00% 04.35% 13.04%
(M.Sc. Biotech.)
Dr. Keshav Kant Sahu 69.57% 04.35% 04.35% 21.74%
(M.Sc. Biotech.)
Dr Afaque Quraishi 95.65% 0.00% 0.00% 04.35%
(M.Sc. Biotech.)
Dr Kamlesh Shukla 95.65% 0.00% 0.00% 04.35%
(M.Sc. Biotech.)
Dr Nagendra K Chandrawanshi 95.65% 0.00% 0.00% 04.35%
(M.Sc. Biotech.)
Dr. Jai Shankar Paul 95.65% 0.00% 0.00% 04.35%
(M.Sc. Biotech.)
Dr. Shubhra Tiwari 91.30% 0.00% 04.35% 04.35%
(M.Sc. Biotech.)
Page 20 of 25
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D4. Feedback Inventory for Parents
Feedback from Parents, M.Sc. IV
Session January 2023- June 2023

Q- Getting admission to the University for my ward is a matter of pride for me (Based on).

Answered: 7  Skipped: 0
100%
90%
B0%
0%
B0%
3-;3'.\':
20%
) Strongly Agree (HpHd) Meutral Dizagree Strongly
Agres {To=n (HFEE) disagree
HeHdD) HEGH)
Scale
Strongly Agree Agree  Neutral Disagree  Strongly disagree
Remarks
Parameters of Responses (%
Strongly Agree | Agre | Neutral | Disagree | Strongly disagree | Total Response
85.71 14.29 00.00 00.00 00.00 38
* Details analysis sheet attached.
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Suggestions for further improvement:

P1

TP T I GATE FT AT (AT ST

Response:Throughout the year, various sports and cultural programs and competitions are
organized at the department, university, state, and national levels.

P2

Give suggestions about his/her future career scope in their field

Response: The University regularly organizes placements through its placement cell. The
school and university regularly organize classes and invited-lectures for career
guidance.We formulate the syllabus that aligns with national-level competitive exams.
Moreover, the university runs a UGC coaching cell targeting competitive exams.

P3

University must have their own transport facility.
Response: We forward the suggestion to the University administration.

P4

It would be great if the University have its own Canteen.
Response: The staff council has communicated their suggestion to the University

administration. However, despite the existence of the facility, the canteen services were
discontinued due to unforeseen circumstances. Nevertheless, it is expected that the canteen
services will be resumed in the future.

P5
No
5/11/2023 12:10 pm
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E. Feedback from Support Staff
Session: 2022- 2023

Based on Q. 2: The procedures followed in the University are effective.

Answered: 3  Skipped: O
100%
90%
S0%
60%
BO%
30%
20%
10%
Strongly Agrae Meutral Disagree Strongly
Agree disagres
Scale
Strongly Agree Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
5 4 3 2 1
Remarks
Parameters (%)
Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly Total Response
Agree disagree
00.00 100.00 00.00 00.00 00.00 03

* Details analysis sheet attached.

Suggestions for further improvement:

SS1

Promotion is due for long time. Its process should be fast.
Response: The matter is forwarded to the university administration.

SS2

There should be promotion scheme in University setup for RA.
Response: The issue is forwarded to the university administration.

Page 23 of 25
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F. Feedback Inventory for Alumni
Alumni Association of Biotechnology

Session: 2022-2023

Q_PRSU is involving alumni in its activities.

trongly Agree Meutral Disagree Strongly
gree disagres

Scale

Strongly Agree Agree  Neutral Disagree  Strongly disagree

5 4 3 2 1
Remarks
Parameters of Responses (%0)
Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Total Response
Agree
50.00 47.50 02.50 00.00 24.00

* Details analysis sheet attached.

Suggestions

AABM1

Please provide placements for students.

Response: The University Placement Cellcirculates notices continuously thatare shared
with the students and the official Alumni social media groups.

AABM?2
Page 24 of 25
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Keep organising Alumni meet every year
Response: As per the association guideline, it should be once a year, and the Association
regularly conducts it.

AABM3

MOU with Industries should be there so that it would help in placement of the students....

Response: At the departmental and university levels, a process has been initiated under the
banner of the Association. It is always requested and created for placement through
industry-established alumni. However, there are still some alumni and current students
who are not effectively communicating. A few have benefited from this initiative.

AABM4

BeRecognise as Identification centre for Bacteria and Fungi.

Response: The department has consistently focused on developing strategies to maintain an
active segment within the consultancy service facility center.

AABM5

1. Placement opportunity for freshers (Industrial/ Pharma/Govt. & Private funding labs must be invited for
placement hiring) 2. weekend off 3. work must be from Monday to Friday and timings can be from 9 am-3
pm 4. tea/ coffee must be served to each and every research scholar on a daily basis 5. Canteen must be
there within a campus 6. More instruments like Scanning emission microscopes with EDAX and XRD
must bring it in the NCNR.

Response:

1.Same as AABM1,

2&3. The academic schedule follows the guidelines set by the university. We will forward
your request to the authorities.

4&5. The canteen services were discontinued due to unforeseen circumstances.
Nevertheless, the canteen services will resume in the future.

6.Forwarding the suggestion to the University administration.

AABMG6

none
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Action Taken Report

1. Feedback received from Students, Parents, and Alumni were, analyzed
using software; Monkey survey
(https://www.surveymonkey.com/home/?ut_source=header){28June
2023, 5.38 pm}.

2. Feedback details were discussed in the Staff Council Meeting
(08.07.2023) of the School, in which members of this council were
unanimously decided to take necessary steps to resolve the issues raised

by the respondents. A summary of the report is mentioned below:

(a) Student is Overall Rating for the Programs
Students of I, Il, Ill, and IV semesters of M Sc were rated the program
satisfactory and above. However, the school is constantly working for

improvement of overall practice.

(b) Student is Overall Rating for the Teachers
Most of the students of all the semesters rated the teachers as satisfactory
and above. A few of the student’s of Illsemesters and | responded a few
teachers as unsatisfactory. Chairperson of the Staff Council discussed it

with the concerned ones for making necessary improvements in them.

(c )Feedback from Supporting Staff
All the supporting staff showed their satisfaction towards university

administration. Same was informed to the authorities.

Page 26 of 25
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(d) Feedback from Parents
Parents of all the students responded their satisfaction towards the efforts

made by this School for grooming of their wards. However, forfurther

improvement, valuable suggestions were received from the parents which

were discussed in the Staff Council of this School.

(e) Feedback from Alumni
Most of the alumnus, except 2.5%, of this School was responded as quite
satisfied and happy for the efforts made by this School. However, for
further improvements, valuable suggestions were received from them,

which were discussed in the Staff Council of this School.
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School of Studies in Chemistry |l
FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT

(2022-2023)

Feedback from Students:

We have collected feedback from students School of Studies in Chemistry,pt, Ravithankar

Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.). For this we have designed a special feedback f for

curriculum development on faculty performance and subject review from academ ic! year

\
2022-2023. The university draws feedback from student for continuous improvemen i

curriculum development and enrichment. For this session 2022-2023 the analysis of facules

performance and department is presented as under: l
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School of Studies in Chemistry

Action Taken Report
&
Summary of Analysis

| A. Feedback Inventory for Students

Parameter of Response (%) 2022-23, I-SEM

\ Very Good

74.7

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory

164

id

16

80
70
60
50

30
20
10

Very Good Good

2022-23 (I-SEM)

16.4

47

Satisfactory Unsatisfactory




v

Session : 2022-23 [I SEM]

e ——

®mVerygood ®Good =Satisfactory # Unsatisfactory

48

S.N. TEACHERS Ve ood — -
F Prof. Kallol K. |75 Iy goo ?800[1 Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
Ghosh g 2
o Prof. M. K. D
__2_°____ ro eb 78 17 5 0
3. Prof. Shamsh 76 20
4 0
Pervez
4. Dr. M. K. Rai 33 27 3 5
5. Dr, Kamlesh K. | 84 14 2
. 0
Shrivas
6. Dr. M. L 85 11 4 0
Satnami
7. Dr. 92 8 0 0
IndrapalKarbhal
Session 2022-23 [I SEM]
100
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g
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5.7
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B. Action Taken Report

ba ts w : : cil meeting.
cedback given by the students were analyzed and discussed in staff coun '
i is further ped
Thﬂf ction was taken so as to satisfy the expectations of students. This fu
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students:
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e e&;:hool of Studies in Chemistry \/
back analysis (1 Sem) 2022-2023

soS in Chemistry
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School of Studies in Chemistry
Feedback analysis (lll Sem) 2022-2023
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School of Studies in chemistry
Feedback Analysis 2022-2023

| semester
Dr. Bhuneshwari Sahu Mr. Anant Ram Satpathi
]
B Very Good ® jary Good
# Good ® Good
Satisfactory Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory Insatitactany

Dr. Sanyukta Patel

mE
® Very Good

# Good
Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory

13; r




School of Studies in Computer Science & IT
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur, Chhattisgarh

STUDENT FEEDBACK 2022-23

Abbreviations used

NAMES OF FACULTY
SK Dr. Sanjay Kumar MC Manisha Chandrakar
VKP Dr. V. K. Patle MK Mukesh Kashyap
DD Deepak Kumar Deshmukh |HP Harsha Pandey
RS Rahul Singh AT Anju Tirkey
Ranu Ranu Sao
4 3 2 1
Very good Good Satisfactory  Unsatisfactory

No. of students participating -MCA(113); MSc(1T)(48)=Total (161) ;
Total faculty members - Permanent(02), Visiting Faculty(07).

MCA
School of Studies in CS & IT
Faculty Overall Score (MCA)
4.00
3.50 307 314 303 . 3.37
o 3.00 - : 555 2.77
O 2.50 -
O
P 2.00 -
g 1.50 -
p
1.00 -
0.50 -
OOO T T T T T T T
VKP DD RS MK AT Ranu HP
Faculty
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M.Sc.(IT)

Mean Score

4.50
4.00
3.50
3.00
2.50
2.00
1.50
1.00
0.50
0.00

School of Studies in CS & IT
Faculty Overall Score (M.Sc.(IT))

Faculty

3.88
3.42 3.43
211 217 212
Sk I o py v I I 3.01
SK VKP MC MK RS Ranu  HP

PERCENT RESPONSE TO COURSES

M.Sc. (IT) Courses (% Response)

60.00

50.00 48.15

40.00 m VGOOD

30.00 - m GOOD
W SAT

20.00 -
B UNSAT

10.00 -

0.00
M.Sc(IT)-I M.Sc.(IT)-llI
MCA Courses (% Response)

60.00

50.00 47.21 48.97

40.00
B VGOOD

30.00 - m GOOD
W SAT

20.00 1 m UNSAT

10.00 -

0.00 -

MCA-| MCA-III MCA-V
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PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY

70.00

60.00

50.00

w
o
o
S

Percent Response

20.00

10.00

0.00

MCA-I

59.17

59.69

40.00 -

HP

Ranu

VKP
Faculty

RS DD

mVGOOD
m GOOD
m SAT

B UNSAT

50.00
45.00
40.00
35.00
o 30.00
< 25.00
20.00
15.00
10.00

5.00

0.00

esponse

Percent

MCA-III

RS

HP

VKP
Faculty

AT

mVGOOD
= GOOD
W SAT

B UNSAT

80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00
10.00

0.00

Percent Response

MCA-V

70.37

Faculty

B VGOOD
B GOOD
W SAT

B UNSAT
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M.Sc.(IT)-I
120.00
97.88
100.00
3
§ 80.00
2 = VGOOD
x 60.00
g B GOOD
a
20.00 B UNSAT
0.00
DD Ranu MC HP RS
Faculty
M.Sc.(IT)-1lI
60.00
51.32 50.26
50.00 48.15
3
< 40.00
S
2 ® VGOOD
< 30.00
2 = GOOD
Q
£ 20.00 w SAT
a
B UNSAT
10.00
0.00
MK RS VKP SK MC
Faculty

ACTION TAKEN REPORT

The overall score given by students to the faculty was circulated among the faculty members and
necessary directions were given to the teachers for further improvement.

Head
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PERCENT RESPONSE TO STAKEHOLDERS

Strongly | Agree | Neutral | Disagree | Strongly
Agree Disagree
Supporting
Staff 12.37 | 73.20 | 9.28 5.15 0.00
Parents 4518 | 45.40 | 6.21 1.93 1.28
Alumini 62.96 | 33.33 | 3.70 0.00 0.00

Percent Response

Feedback Analysis of Stakeholders

80.00
73.20
70.00
60.00
50.00
| Strongly Agree
40.00 = Agree
u Neutral
30.00
M Disagree
20.00 - .
12.3 Strongly Disagree
10.00 -
0.00 -
Supporting Staff Parents Alumini
Stakeholders
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SoS in Economics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University
Raipur (C.G.) 492010

Student Feedback Report 2022-23

Abbreviations used

Abbreviations | Name of Faculty

A Dr. Ravindra Brahme
Dr. R. Prasad
Dr. B. L. Sonekar
Dr. Archana Sethi
Dr. Sunil Kumeti
Dr. Pragati Krishnan

SCORING
2

|

Very good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

No. of students participating —-M.A. Economics IV Sem = 23
Total No. of students —-M.A. Economics IV Sem = 23
Total faculty members Permanent (5) = Total 06

M.A. Programme Student Overall Feedback

Student Overall Feedback
SoS in Economics, MA Programme (Mean Score)

3.3
3.26
3.17 3.17
| I | . 3.08
| I

Mean score

HQl mQ2 EQ3 Q4 m(Q5 mQ6 mQ7 m(Q8 mQ9




PERCENT RESPONSE

Student Overall Feedback
SoS in Economics, MA Programme (Percentage Score)

58.53

H\Verygood ™ Good Satisfactory W Unsatisfactory

M.A. Programme

Student's overall Evaluation of Program and Teaching Feedback

Student's overall Evaluation of Program and
Teaching
SoS in Economics, MA Programme (Mean Score)

373 3.82 e e
3.43 3.52 s ' 3.47 3.47 '
I I I I I I I | I
| | I

Mean score
EHQl1 mQ2 mEQ3 Q4 mQ5 mQ6 mQ7 mQ8 mQ9 mQI10




PERCENT RESPONSE

Student's overall Evaluation of Program and
Teaching
SoS in Economics, MA Programme (Percentage

Score)
64.34

1

W Verygood B Good M Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Faculty Student Feedback

Abbreviations Name of Faculty Mean Score

A . Ravindra Brahme 3.34

. R. Prasad 3.31

. B. L. Sonekar 3.48

. Archana Sethi 3.25

. Sunil Kumeti 3.62

. Pragati Krishnan 3.24

Student Feedback
508 in Economics, Faculty Overall Mean
Score

3.48

3.34 331 ;, 3

Mean score

25
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PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY

M.A. Economics

GOOD
47.34

57.48

36.23

56.52

24.15

20..68

Student Feedback
508 in Economics, Faculty Overall Mean
Score

7151

57.48 56.05 56.52

0
1348734
7 31.22 3623 3131 :
24,15
. | [T |
20 - | i
I9.1? I §.17 0.6
0 182 18 Im 0 0 o 434 IR
A B C D g F

BVGOOD ®GOOD MWSAT UNSAT

ACTION TAKEN REPORT

The overall score given by students to the faculty was circulated among the faculty

members including ad hoc members with the request for improvement in teaching.

Name of Faculty
Professor in charge
Student feedback, SLS




Certificate Course in Econometrics & Mathematical Economics
Student Feedback

Abbreviations used

Abbreviations | Name of Faculty
A Dr. Ravindra Brahme
B Dr. Pragati Krishnan

SCORING
2

|

Very good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

No. of students participating = 11
Total No. of students = 21
Total faculty members (2) = Total 02

Certificate Course in Econometrics & Mathematical Economics
Student Feedback

Student Feedback
SoS in Economics, MA Programme
(Mean Score)

Mean score

mEQl1 202 =03 04 EQ5 EQ6 mQ7 mQ8 mQ9




PERCENT RESPONSE

Student Feedback
SoS in Economics, MA
Programme (Percentage Score)

44.14

1

mVery good m Good Satisfactory m Unsatisfactory

Faculty Student Feedback

Abbreviations Name of Faculty Mean Score

A Dr. Ravindra Brahme 3.26

B Dr. Pragati Krishnan 3.46

Student Feedback
SoS in Economics, Faculty Overall Mean
Score

3.26

Mean score




PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY
M.A. Economics
GOOD

47.47
47.47

FACULTY
A
B

Student Feedback
SoS in Economics, Faculty Overall Mean
Score

49.49 47.47

13.13
B

A
HVGOOD mGOOD SAT UNSAT

ACTION TAKEN REPORT

The overall score given by students to the faculty was circulated among the faculty

members including ad hoc members with the request for improvement in teaching.

Name of Faculty
Professor in charge
Student feedback, SLS




SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)
STUDEN FOR COURSE AN LTY(2022-202

Course Feedback

MEAN SCORE

SEMESTER | MEAN SCORE
M.Sc. | 3.2
M.Sc. IlI 3.8

m MEAN SCORE : M.Tech | S Es
M.Tech il 3.31

M.Sc. | MSc. il M.Techl M.Techlll

No. of students
MSc. | =19 M.Tech.l = 3
M.Sc. Ill = 15 M.Tech.lll= 8

Percentage Response to Course
| %000 1_; o ]
! 80.00 - |

70.00 -
60.00
50.00 -
40.00 -
30.00 -
20.00 -
10.00 -
0.00

B M.Sc | i

m M.Sc. I
M.Tech |

m M.Tech lIl

VGOOD GOOD SAT UNSAT

2t
HEAD photonics
\ec {Oﬂ'lcs Un'we'.‘S'- y
pr RV .G 4 :
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SoS in Electronics and Photonics
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)
STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY(2022-2023)

SEMESTER | VGOOD | GOOD | SAT UNSAT
M.Sc. | 26.90 66.67 6.43 0.00
M.Sc. Il 85.19 10.37 3.70 0.74
M.Tech. | 66.67 29.63 3.70 0.00
M.Tech. Ill 43.06 47.22 6.94 2.78
Faculty Feedback
FACULTY SCORE M.Sc lll Sem FACULTY | MEAN SCORE
4.00 N | KT 3.90
sMm 3.80
350 sV 3.50
SKS 3.90
3.00 - AS A
m MEAN SCORE | i
2.50 {—
No. of Students
— | M.Sc. lll Semester = 15
KT SM SV SKS AS
FACULTY | MEAN SCORE
| Sem
KT 3.80
4.00 ¢ SM 3.30
3.50 sV 2.90
3.00 SKS 3.80
2.50 -
AS
2.00 280
e | m MEAN SCORE
1 No. of Students
1.00 -
M.Sc. | Semester = 19
0.50
0.00 !
KT SM SV SKS AS

28\
Vi g piotonte
Sl L.nmﬁkiapuo:fgrstw
wafl
. ;PSR )492
I
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SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)
STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY(2022-2023)

. FACULTY SCORE M.Tech- lll Sem ‘ FACULTY | MEAN SCORE
— KT 3.93
KA 3.89
80 7 MKS 3.91
3.60 — : . . i MA 3.89
3.40 _— ; - m MEAN SCORE
No. of Students
3.20 | . M.Tech. lll Semester = 8
3.00 ; : . |
KT KA MKS MA \
s S S S— o I . — ==
FACULTY SCORE M.Tech-1 Sem
FACULTY | MEAN SCORE
4.00 = KT 3.59
3.50 KA 3.48
3.00 = MKS 3.56
250 - 5 B MA 3.56
2.00 :
m MEAN SCORE
1.50 — E 7 No. of Students
1.00 — M.Tech. | Semester = 3
0.50
0.00 ; . :
KT KA MKS MA
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SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)
STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY(2022-2023)

Percent Response to Faculty

90.00 | —— —
80.00

70.00

60.00
50.00

40.00
30.00 |
20.00
10.00 -
0.00 -

KT

100.00 ———

SM

SKS

AS

M.Sc. Ill Sem

FACULTY

VGOOD

UNSAT

KT

88.89

0.00

SM

83.70

0.00

sV

53.33

0.00

SKS

88.15

0.00

AS

89.71

0.00

90.00 +——
80.00
70,00

10800 y————

60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00 |
10.00

0.00

SKS

AS

® VGOOD

| GOOD
SAT

W UNSAT

No. of Students

M.Sc. lll Semester = 15

= VGOOD

= GOOD
SAT

B UNSAT
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SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY(2022-2023)

M.Sc. | Sem )
FACULTY | VGOOD | GOOD | SAT | UNSAT
KT 80.70 1930 | 0.00 0.00
- SM. 38.59 50.29 | 11.11 0.00
SV | 1754 | 5673 | 2573 000 |
SKS 84.80 | 1520 | 0.00 000
As 77.19 | 22.81 | 0.0 0.00
120.00 |
100.00
80.00 |
60.00 |
40.00
20.00
0.00 : : .
KT KA MKS MA
M.Tech. Ill Sem
FACULTY | VGOOD | GOOD SAT UNSAT
KT 95.83 4.17 0.00 0.00
KA 93.06 6.94 0.00 0.00
MKS 94.44 5.56 0.00 0.00
MA | 8889 | 1111 | 0 0

71

No. of Students
M.Sc. | Semester= 19

®m VGOOD

m GOOD
SAT

= UNSAT

No. of Students
M.Tech. Ill Semester = 8




SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

STUDENT FE D FACULTY(2022-2023

| 10000
| 9000

80.00 |
70.00 |
. 60.00 m KT

50.00 A

40.00 - - MKS

30.00 —

2000

10.00

000 . "

VGOOD GOOD SAT UNSAT

M.Tech. | Sem
FACULTY | VGOOD | GOOD | SAT | UNSAT

KT 59.26 40.74 0.00 0.00

KA 48.15 51.85 0.00 0.00

MKS 55.56 44.44 0.00 0.00 No. of Students

MA 55.56 | 44.44 0.00 0.00 M.Tech. | Semester = 3
Name of Faculty:

KT = Dr. Kavita Thakur

KA = Mr. K. Anil

MKS = Mr. Mohnish Kumar Sahu
AS = Ms. Ayushi Soni

SM = Mr. Sunandan Mandal
SV = Ms. Shalini Verma

SKS = Mr. Sonu Kumar Singh
MA= Mr. Madhu Allalla
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SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)
STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY (2022-2023)

Course Feedback

[ 4
e SEMESTER | MEAN
3 SCORE
2.5 \ M.Sc. Il 3.11
5 "- WSl M.Sc. IV 3.78
N
'1 et @M.Tech |l M.Tech IV | 3.28
pe BMTech IV |
0.5 % |
0 | th' =
MSc.ll  MSc.IV M.Techll M.Tech IV
'|
No. of students
MSc. Il =19 M.Tech. Il = 2
M.Sc. IV = 15 M.Tech. IV= 8
Percentage Response to Course
Percent Response of Course Program
100
Q0
80
70
60
50
0 Lok
30 : 23
20 . ?H ) 20
10 _
; SAT AP otone®
VGOOD GOOD W B ics & PSnN ersity
e\t 2a
mMSc. |l BMSc IV o MTechll mMTechlV 5 _5_'\525;?\“31 ST\U"K\ 92 010
i i}
p\.Ra%NpUR
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SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY (2022-2023)

Semester | VGOOD | GOOD | SAT
M.Sc. Il 19.88 66.67 12.87
M.Sc. IV 48.15 4148 | 9.63
M.Tech Il 11.11 88.89 0.00
M.Tech IV 2500 | 66.67 | 6.94
Faculty Feedback
FACULTY SCORE M.Sc IV Sem
4.00
3so N mm = I
3.00 4
2.50
2.00 i
1.50 ; :
| 1.00
i
0.50
0.00 : .
KT SM sV GS AS
FACULTY SCORE M.Sc. Il Sem
4.50
400 g
3.50 | k3 £
3.00 ' 145
|| |
250 | . o
i | [
2.00 | | %
- | h -"l
150 | § b o
}_ | t | |
1.00 ‘ f | l *
0.50 ! | ‘ | - j
|8 | ors 24 ]
0.00
SNS KT SM sV G5
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UNSAT |
0.58
0.74
0.00

139

OKT
os™Mm
asv
aGs
BDAS

FACULTY | MEAN SCORE |
KT 369

_ SM 3.58
sV | 354

. GS 320
AS 3.65

No. of Students
M.Sc. IV Semester = 15

FACULTY | MEAN SCORE
SNS 4.00
KT 3.60
SM 3.56
sV 3.05
GS 2.76
AS 3.53
No. of Students
M.Sc. Il Semester = 19




SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY (2022-2023)

FACULTY SCORE M.Tech- IV Sem l

FACULTY | MEAN SCORE
KT 3.47
KA 3.26
MKS 3.28
KT MA 3.24
OKA
aMKS | No. of Students
aMA ] M.Tech. IV Semester = 8
MKS
FACULTY SCORE M.Tech- Il Sem FACULTY | MEAN SCORE
4.00 KT 3.50
3.50 | KA 3.00
3.00 MKS 3
2.50 BKT MA 3
=05 BKA
1.50 o MKS No. of Students
1.00 aMA M.Tech. Il Semester = 2
0.50
0.00

B . Dﬁ‘ﬁiﬁw
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SoS in Electronics and Photonics
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY (2022-2023)

Percent Response to Faculty

Percent Response to Faculty M.Sc. IV Sem

100.00
80.00
60.00 ﬂ @VGOOD
40.00 @GOOD
_L _}—‘ @ UNSAT
0.00 - :
KT SM SV GS AS
|| M.Sc. IV Sem
'FACULTY | VGOOD = GOOD | SAT | UNSAT
KT | 7259 | 2148 | 593 | 000 No. of Students
. SM | 6667 | 2519 | 815 | 000 M.Sc. IV Semester = 15
SV 000 | 3481 | 519 | 000
. GS | 4074 | 3926 | 1926 | 074
|
As | 7111 | 2296 | 543 | 000 |
Percent Response to Faculty M.Sc. Il Sem
10000 —p— g SR ]
5000 | f
80.00
70.00 'Il_
60.00 i
5000 |
4000 |
3000 |
2000 |
1000 |
0.00 "10'17)

= VGOOD =GOOD SAT B UNSAT
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SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY (2022-2023)

No. of Students
M.Sc. Il Semester = 19

@VvGo0oD

BB -~ i

@ GO0D
OSAT
UNSAT

No. of Students
M.Tech. IV Semester = 8

M.Sc. Il Sem

FACULTY | VGOOD | GOOD | SAT | UNSAT
_SNS | 100.00 ..i_O;OO__J 0.00 ‘ 0.00
KT | 6023 | 3977 | 000 | 0.00
- SM ___’@1.9_8_‘ 3216 | 585 | 0.00
SV. | 2339 | 5965 | 1637 | 058
G5 | 1287 | 5848 | 2047 | 819
~_AS 55.56 | 4211 | 234 | 000

Percent Response to Faculty M.Tech. IV Sem

90.00
80.00
70.00 [
60.00 J
5000 [T
40.00
30.00
20.00 =
10.00 E
0.00 : —
KT KA
FACULTY | VGOOD | GOOD SAT UNSAT
KT 4722 | 5278 | 000 | 0.00
KA 26.39 73.61 0.00 0.00
MKS 27.78 72.22 0.00 0.00
MA 23.61 | 76.39 0 0
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SoS in Electronics and Photonics

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE AND FACULTY (2022-2023)

Percent Response to Faculty M.Tech Il

100.00
90.00 |
80.00 |
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00 |
20.00 |
10.00
0.00
VGOOD GOOD SAT UNSAT
EKT BKA = MKS mMA
| FACULTY | VGOOD | GOOD | SAT | UNSAT
KT 50.00 | 50.00 | 0.00 | 0.00 No.of Students
T M.Tech. Il Semester = 2
KA | 000 | 10000 | 000 | 0.0
MKS 0.00 100.00 0.00 0.00
| MA 0.00 | 10000 | 000 | 0.00
Name of Faculty:
KT = Dr. Kavita Thakur SM = Dr. Sunandan Mandal
KA = Mr. K. Anil SV = Ms. Shalini Verma
MKS = Mr. Mohnish Kumar Sahu GS = Ms. Gunvati Sahu
AS = Ms. Ayushi Soni MA= Mr. Madhu Allalla
5
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School of Studies in Electronics & Photonics
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS OF M.SC. &
M.TECH (I & Il Semester SESSION 2022-23)

Feedback of M.Sc and M.Tech students of session (2022-23) had been collected in the
feedback form following all the necessary protocols. An unbiased environment was created
for the students where they can freely and frankly give their opinion on classroom teaching
of individual teacher, course content, laboratory experiments and the atmosphere of the
department and can criticize in the feedback form.

The feedback form provided a guide map for teachers and staff from where fruitful
initiations and significant action can be taken strategies were framed by staff members on
implementation of feedback so that students can feel that their feedback is being
implemented so that the environment can be much pleasant and seamless. The actions and
reforms that were taken from the feedback survey has been listed below.

e The general comment, received from majority of students regarding the classroom
teaching skill of the entire department is good. There was query on use of modern
teaching skills.

Action Taken

In spite of good performance all the teachers have been advised it enhances their
mode of teaching to the best capabilities. All the teachers are computer literate and
use technology for classroom teaching.

¢ Enhancement of internet facilities.

Internet facility is accessible to students in computer laboratory which students use
in their practical and other works. Apart from this they worked on simulators and
learned many software viz. Matlab, Expeyes, Silvaco, Labview, etc.
Throughout the year the internet facility is looked after by the Computer Centre of
the University.

e The students also made comments on the content of syliabi. Majority of the students
are satisfied with the syllabi, some felt that the course content is little lengthy.
Action taken

The meeting pf board of studies (BOS) in electronics is held every year and syllabi of
all the theory papers and lab course are reviewed and the course content is revised,
changed if necessary.

e Software training for students.

Action Taken
» ELT program has been organized by Energy Swaraj Foundation.
» Soft Skill Training Program has been organized by Dhavalas Enterprising
Professionals.
» Students were assured that IDEA Lab Visit will be organized for them to
pursue knowledge about advance Hightech equipment.
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School of Studies in Electronics & Photonics
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON FEEDBACK FROM STUDENTS OF M.SC. &
M.TECH (Il & IV Semester SESSION 2022-23)

Feedback of M.Sc and M.Tech students of session (2022-23) had been collected in the
feedback form following all the necessary protocols. An unbiased environment was created
for the students where they can freely and frankly give their opinion on classroom teaching
of individual teacher, course content, laboratory experiments and the atmosphere of the
department and can criticize in the feedback form.
The feedback form provided a guide map for teachers and staff from where fruitful
initiations and significant action can be taken strategies was framed by staff members on
implementation of feedback so that students can feel that their feedback is being
implemented so that the environment can be much pleasant and seamless. The actions and
reforms that were taken from the feedback survey has been listed below.

* The general comment, received from majority of students regarding the classroom

teaching skill of the entire department is good. There was query on use of modern
teaching skills.

Action Taken

In spite of good performance all the teachers have been advised it enhances their

mode of teaching to the best capabilities. All the teachers are computer literate and
use technology for classroom teaching.

* Enhancement of internet facilities.

Action Taken

Internet facility is accessible to students in computer laboratory which students use
in their practical and other works. Apart from this they worked on simulators and
learned many software viz. Matlab, Expeyes, Silvaco, Labview, etc.
Throughout the year the internet facility is looked after by the Computer Centre of
the University.

e The students also made comments on the content of syllabi. Majority of the students

are satisfied with the syllabi, some felt that the course content is little lengthy.
Action taken

The meeting of board of studies (BOS) in electronics is held every year and syllabi of

all the theory papers and lab course are reviewed and the course content is revised,
changed if necessary.

e Training Programs for students.

Action Taken
o IDEA Lab visit has been organized for students for the knowledge of High
Tech Equipment like 3-D Printing, PCB Designing.

W oD o Three days workshop on Advancement in solar Photovoltaic technologies was
n

0(,\ also organized and taken for field visit for practical knowledge.
15 } &5 ISRO START Programme will be started for students for enhancing their
=) NG
1._1;;,.1;_\\_;5 3}?\}{\.\\18&5 knowledge.
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SCHOOL OF STUDIES IN ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE E
|
e STUDENT FEEDBACK (2022-23) o
“‘-‘ [ .
Abbreviations used
d | NAMES OF FACULTY S e
1 |- [ Dr. Shobhana Ramtcke : A o R
2. Mrs. Annu Agrawal : B
3 EA Mr. Sudheer Bhoi C E— 5
e bt R
4. Mr. Domendra Dewangan | : D
5. Mr. Lokesh Kumar Sahu _1 - E o
- 6. Mr. Thakur Vikram Singh : F —

SCORING

Very good Good Satisfactory ~ Unsatisfactory

T

No. of students participating —MSc I** Semester = 11
M.Sc III" Semester =12
Total =23

Total faculty members (Guest Lecturer) = 06

—tr
——y
1
Head . i
§0.S5.in Environmental Sguance

pt. Ravishankar Shukia X
Raipui (C.6.) 45

e
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M.SC COURSE SCORE

M.Sc. | Sem
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40 |
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10 . _ e

VGOOD GOOD SATISFACTORY UNSATISFACTORY
M.Sc lll Sem
80
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] 50
| 40
{ 30
5 20
8 10 :
0 R
VGOOD SATISFACTORY  UNSATISFACTORY
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FACULTY SCORE

60

VGOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

@ M.Sc Ist Sem = M.Sc liird Sem

50
40
30

20

VGOOD GOOD FAIR POOR

# M.Sc Ist Sem = M.Scilird Sem

50

40

30

20

10

GOOD FAIR POOR

®m M.S5c Ist Sem  # M.Sc llird Sem

Head

£.0.8, in Envircnmental Science
Ft. Ravishankar Shukla (niverty
Ralpui (4.9, )=42 0%
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20
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m M.Sc Ist Sem  ® M.5c llird Sem

E
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= M.ScIst Sem  ® M.Sc llird Sem
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Mean Score

Mean Score

4.00
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3.00
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200 |
150 |
100 |

050 L.
000 |

85

T
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PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY (2022-23)

M.Sc I* Semester
FACULTY  [VGOOD | Goob | FAIR |  POOR
A 74.74 23.23 2.02 0
B .11 31.31 41.41 16.16
& 34.34 43.43 71,21 1.01
B D 17.17 29.29 50.5 3.03
E 73.73 26.26 0 0
F 17.18 40.4 39.4 3.03
Faculty Score M.Sc | Semester
Q
(7]
c
o
Q.
v
QU
I~
R
'EVGOOD
= GOOD
@ FAIR “
®POOR |
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 FACULTY

28.33

’ L B 7T U

~ALEr T

38.34 28.34

E 33.34 35

7.8 %) 31.67

FACULTY SCORE, M.Sc Il Semester

% Response

-
278
3167
3017
002 |

E
8338 |
o
li'srer O
S

- |
% 7S | 386 |
2833 3834 4167 = 2834
18.33 2017 | 30 | 334

A
525

D
E VGOOD

® GOOD
# FAIR

ACTION TAKEN REPORT

The overall score given by students to the faculty was circulated among the faculty

members with the request for improvement in teaching.
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Questionnaire No. 1

1. RavishankarShuklanUniversityRaipur
M.A/M.Sc. IV Sem.

Programme:

Department:  S.0.8. in Geography

Semester/Term/Year: 2022-12

Sl'l o BT i
dents are requirved (o rate the courses on the following attributes using the 4 — point scale shown.

g
I'he format given is for one course. Do the same for other coursces on separate page,

4.00 3,00 2.00 1.50 0.0
} HERIRARONYT| C ADEE
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Course- |
Sl. A B C D
3 Tota
No. Ratametors Very Good | Good Satisfactory| Unsatisfactory I
1f Depth of the Course content 15
] “ including Project work if any. 8 6 7§ =
d 2 Extent of Coverage of Course 8 6 15 ) 15
; W3 Applicability/relevance to real life 5 9 1 ; 15
situations
4 Learning value (in terms of 15
) knowledge, concepts, manual 3 - 1
'1 Skills, analytical abilities and
Broadening perspectives)
5 Clarity and relevance of textual 7 8 i 15
reading material
6 Relevance of additional source 6 7 2 ) 15
Material (Library)
7 Extent of effort required by students 6 8 1 ) 15
8 Provision of Sufficient time for a 7 a _ 15
feedback { :
9 Overall rating g 6 2 . 15
Total 59 64 13 135
Percentage 43.70 47.47 9.62 100

88

o T T e R v e e e

e

™

Frr e e TR e e

e g




\
W
—
| A

|

[ “—
i

[

b

.
—_—
i

i
—
K

| -
_
—_—
|5

|
—
—_—
B

|
—
—
—_—
—
—
_—
N
J————
—
—
[
[
=
e

Feedback Analysis
M.A. M.Sc. 1V Semester 2022-23

Questionnaire No. 1

W 2022—23 # UH. U. UG uH. QIR =qef Qe B urH-UERT gRT Hedd
fear mar| ¥' wred® @ 15 wE-—wEel gR1 f@ar AT Questionnaire No. |
qragshd &1 GXYAT 9 IUAAEl 9 Hafdd 8 | Questionnaire No. 1 # 09 tRTHIER B |
53 Afrera el & ureass A vy avg @ WReer & Afy S« 7 © Safd 33
gforerd el = grgmssa &1 arafds Shaq d Iuaifian & gfteeor @4 fy S
2 | 9 & 53 ufqea RenfRial % a7 7 &5 urgama FuiRa w5 9 gwr gam) 47
uferera fenfifal & SIgUR UIsdshd S Hdheddl, @ divel d fageror dra
W%Wﬁgﬁmﬁw%urmﬁm@ﬁzﬁmmw
2 T SR AT Ay Sa| 81 40 ufwa el | gedeera |l @
UrARTRaT @Y 2 SH wET &1 44 uiem fenfil $ IguR deEsd BT AU
3T (Overall rating) 3ifa S 9 SIH TET |
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Questionnaire No. 2

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University

Student Feedback on Teacher (Separate for cach Teacher)
Programme: MA /M.Sc. 1V Sem.
Department S.0.S. In Geography
Teacher: Prof. Uma Gole Sem./Term/Year: 2022-23

Please rate the teacher on the following attribute using the four point scale shown

| ' 9g 4.0 3!0 2;0 ].5 0.0
| o Y| [ ]
i Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
b Course -1
‘ Sl. A B C D
| No. Parameters Very good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory | Total
o 1 Knowledge base of the teacher
. (as Perceived by you) 12 03 - - 1S
) = 2 Communication Skills (in
- terms of articulation 10 04 01 - 15
\- comprehensibility)
T 3 | Sincerity/Commitment of
© teacher 10 05 - B e
=y
- | 4 | Interestgenerated by the ¥
- - 4 12 02 01 - 15
p -
- 5 Ability integrate to course
- material with ;
15 environment/other issues, to 09 9% B v 15
5 o provide a broader perspective
[ 6 | Ability to integrate content
S with other courses u 03 01 - 15
. 7 | Accessibility of the teacher in
— and out of the class (includes _
~ availability of the teacher to 10 05 - - 15
e motivate further study and
lZr discussion outside class)
ol 8 | Ability to design quizzes /
e Tests /assignments / )
B examinations and projects to 10 03 01 01 15
— evaluate students
- understanding of the course
L 9 Provision of sufficient time for
I feedback 10 05 00 - 15
”—- Total 94 36 04 01 15
Fd Percentage
b 69.63 | 26.67 2.96 0.74 100.00
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V4 Questionnaire No. 2

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University

Student Feedback on Teacher (Separate for each Teacher)
Programme: MA/M.Sc.IV Sem.

Department S.0.S. In G h
Teacher: Dr. Tike Singh P e

ft _ Please rate i Sem.J/Term/Year: 2022-23
> | rate the teacher on the following attribute using the four point scale shown
g8
), 2 L 3.0 2.0 1.5 0.0
4 3 , M B RO | 1 |
= Very Good Good Satisfactory  Unsatisfactory
‘ . Course-1
E | S A B G D
| No- Parameters Very good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory | Total
' 1 Knowledge base of the
teacher (as Perceived by you) 12 03 - - 15
2 Communication Skills (in
terms of articulation 11 04 » - 15
comprehensibility)
3 Sincerity/Commitment of _
——— 11 03 - 01 15
4 | Interest generated by the
teacher 09 04 01 = 15
5 | Ability integrate to course
material with
environment/other issues, fo 11 03 01 - 15
provide a broader
perspective
6 | Ability to integrate content _
with other courses s 06 01 3 15
7 | Accessibility of the teacher in
and out of the class (includes ' )
availability of the teacher to 10 04 01 - 15
motivate further study and
discussion outside class)
8 | Ability to design quizzes /
Tests /assignments /
examinations and projects to 11 03 01 - 15
evaluate students
understanding of the course
9 | Provision of sufficient time
for feedback 10 04 o i 15
Total 93 34 06 01 135
Percentage 68.89 25.19 4.44 0.74 100.00
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M. A./M. Sc. IV Semester 2022-23

Questionaire No. 2

Questionaire No. 2 § faenfla gr1 S5 Rl & forv ufifro ar
Preds fear w3, e 9 f[aenfial @) sigda ¥ ugrn @) 39 guemaeh
¥ o1 09 WRPfieR €, s forw o 15 REnfeir grT Wisds faar mar )
al. S| M

go ufawra faenfehal 3 o ST M & Rrfe & 39 @ e w®
9gd YT Pyl 2| 86 Midwd fAeEmial w7 WL S el B WHmer gerar
@rfrTRIaT IR ST @ JeY H), REte @ rRiaar vd ufdeear,
fRrerp gNT S B g AWHld, Rieres favg awg o7 3= usasmal 9
FHfad B B AIar ¥g 9gd 8T &1 Sl H @T B AT Sfidbol
(overall rating) @ AR FHA 69.63 AT fIenfeal s AL el &1 9ga

Scpe Ruers oY Soft § <@ 7
sI. feas R

go wfawra faenfial 9 feres & o9 @ MR W i fed g =
9gd 3rewT HAT | 82 ufava faemffal w1 wwiwur <erar ¥g, Rt @6
oTENeIaT Ud Ufddedr, A9 9xg BI S UISHshHI W HHNIT B @t
Iraar @ forg SF. fed Rig & 98 aresT o vt § @1 & | T9T ATHad
(overall rating) @ SIUR ol 68.89 Hfuzra fenffal 71 €f. e Rig &r

ggd Sape ers @Y oft 7 @ g

PG

F IR
st
g
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Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur
Name of the Department: Geography
Questionnaire-3 (for final year student only)
Year: 2022-23

Students' overall Evaluation of Program and Geography
Teaching
Name of the Teacher Dr. Uma Gole

Course/Program: M.A./M.Sc. Geography IV Sem.

Year 2022-23

SI. No Parameter A B C D | Total
1 Your background for benefiting from the course was 10 05 - - |15
2 Was the course conceptually difficult to understand 12 03 - - |15
3 Were your able to get the prescribed reading 14 01 - N
4 How well did the teacher prepare for class in | 11 02 02 - |15
advising
5 How helpful was the teacher in advising 15 - - - |15
6 Was the teacher 10 1 1 2 |15
7 Was there any opportunity for personal interaction 12 3 - - 115
with teacher
8 Was there any opportunity for small group work 11 3 1 15
9 Were outsider experts invited to address you 11 3 == fial=wl 15
10 | Did you visit industries, laboratories, banks and | 09 1 4 I 113
outside universities
Total | 115 |22 8.u|.-4. 150
Percentage 76.66 | 14.66 | 5.33 | 2.66 | 100
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Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur
Name of the Department: Geography
Questionnaire-3 (for final year student only)

Year: 2022-23

Students' overall Evaluation of Program and

HEicugrnphy

Teaching
Name of the Teacher Dr. Tike Singh
Course/Program: M.A./M.Sc. Geography IV Sem,
Year 2022-23
SL. No Parameter A B C D Total
1 Your background for benefiting from the course was i 8 - - 15
2 Was the course conceptually difficult to understand 15 - E - 15
3 Were your able to get the prescribed reading 15 - - - 15
4 How well did the teacher prepare for class in| 13 1 1 - 15
advising
5 How helpful was the teacher in advising 14 1 - - 15
6 Was the teacher 15 - - - 15
7 Was there any opportunity for personal interaction 12 3 - - 15
with teacher
8 Was there any opportunity for small group work 12 3 - - 15
9 Were outsider experts invited to address you 12 3 - - 15
10 Did you visit industries, laboratories, banks and 9 1 4 1 15
outside universities
Total 124 20 5 1 150
Percentage 82.67 | 13.33 | 3.33 | 0.67 | 100.00
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M. A./M. Sc. 1V Semester 2022-23
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School of Studies in Geology and Water Resources Management

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur 492 010

Student Feedback 2022-23

NAMES OF FACULTY

NAMES OF FACULTY | Abbreviations used
Dr. N. Bodhankar A il
Dr. K.R. Hari B 8
lyoti Chandrawanshi C :
1
Korma Munna D

Sadiva ldris Khan B
No. of’ students participating — M.Se¢. Geology (34) i

SCORING |
-+ 3 . 1

VERY GOOD | GOOD " SATISFACTARY | UNSATISFACTARY

STUDENT FEEDBACK

Sudent Feedback
M.Sc. Program

100.00

80.00 -

60.00 - I
m Seriesl
40.00 +

20.00 -

: S - / 1
0.00 + : {i

Seml &1
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Cmntewen -T

STUDENT FEEDBACK

Sudent Feedback
NL.Sc. Program

100.00 9333

80.00 -

60.00 -
® Seriesl

40.00 - <
16.67 - e
20.00 - -

0.00 |

Sem I &IV i 11

SCORFE OF A, B, C, D & E FACULTIES FOR M.Se. Geology

—_— e
HAL. T

i i §

M.Se. Geology 4 ¢ i
Faculty Score b il 4 ti
t
i

100.00 : =
90.00 -

="
¥
A
e

80.00 -

e i o I TR S

WA
70.00 -

NS, LN P
60.00 - |

50.00 -
40.00 -

e

30.00 -
20.00 A

10.00 - B
, 0.00 + . i . Sl I 5Es
VGOOD GOOD SAT UNSAT - — i | S
i t _rl
Sem | &Il e _i | _ ek
SRR | B[t AR (R

Bt | A LT
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SCORE

OF A, B, C. D & E FACULTIES FOR M.Se¢. Geology

f4
|

1

1+ Y] « qhi{g Fokga. g ¢

| I

M.Sc. Geology

Faculty Score
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(M) e foyez— (B

Very goad Good Satisfactory  Unsatistactory

M.Sc. Geology
1 Depth of the course content including project work, if any
2 Ixtent of coverage of course
3 Applicability / relevance to real life situutions

Learning valuce (in terms of knowledue, concepts, manual

4 skills, analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)
Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

107

Relevance of additional source material (Library)

6
Extent of effort required by students

Overall rating
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Ability 10 inte : ith other

class (includes availability of the teacher to
maotivate further study and discusston outside
class)

examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course

&

C

_W:aE_mn_mﬁ base of the teacher (as p
1|by student)

Communication Skills (in terms of
2|articulation and comprehensibility)
3|Sincerity / Commitment of the teacher
4linteres! gencrated by the teacher

Ability to integrate course material with

environment/other issues, to provide z
5|broader perspective

Ability to integrate content with other
6|courses

4°3.

00

7778

00




= ,ﬁm_im__uba 51) 10YORA1 A JO 8Rq 23
[CECE i3

€1/095 ZII03D [1/09D OT|03D 6/090 8|03D L|03D 9|03 G[03D plodD  £[03D /03D A

% ¥ 1% 6888t V¢ v BLLLE ¥ 6888'¢ v SLLLE ¥ 6888°¢

sunel [[reaQ

(=3}

3SIN0OD Y] JO TUIPUBISIIPUN SJUIPIIS
ajen(ead 01 s1aload pue suoneuiuexa
/S1uatUSIsse 8183 [ /sazzinb usisap 01 Ay

(ssepo

112

P~

APISINO UOISSNOSIP PUR APNIS 1YL dRALIOW
01 121283 Y1 JO AJ|IGR[IBAR SApN[IUL) SSED
S} JO N0 puR UL 13T ) JO AN[IGISSIOY
$38.IN02|9

JAYIO I JUDILOD AesFaul 03 AN[IQY
aandadsiad aproiq|s

2 ap1a0ad 01 “SaNSSIIAI0AUAUUOHAUD

(1A [RLIDIRL 2SIN0D djeidaul 01 AljIqy
I2UIB AU AQ PAIRIDUIT 1S |

19UORa) A1 O 1UdUNIWWO)) / ANLIdJUIS|€
(Anpgisuayaaditod pue uonenotue|z

JO SUWLDY UL S]1YS UOHEIIUILULWO )
C:.u_,:.:m._mlﬁ_;

~

Tide_aiid 3

11055 109D I1/09D OT/099 6l099 §I09D LI03D 0[0D 5|09 pload £l03D Z|03D  T|03D a

Q‘U Z ) Pvwp (*h 1~ @ VRN




Ability to integrate content with other
blcourses

Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the
class (includes availability of the teacher to
motivate further study and discussion outside

E

7lclass)
Ability to design quizzes/Tests/ assignments/ |
examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course

9({Overall rating

T4 38889 4 38889 38889 4 4 4 38880 38889 3.8889 3.8889

3.8889
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3.89  4.00

Geolld4 Geolis

3.96

Cyencn Z L7
Ll anned ff..ul..l@

14

12

13

13

Total

12%

130

% Response

93.08

3.85

3.08

0.00

QUESTIONS

VGOOD

GOQOD

SAT

UNSAT

TOTAL

13

14

L

13

]

<

14

115




e Bl

g rimes

2

P 1A

¥

| * |
w1o1| 1vsnn|  1vs[ aooo|aoosa| SNOILSIND
0 o'y |61°S |LE°06 asuodsay %
ST |0 9 L 24 |e1oyL

0 z 1 48 6

0 0 1 vi B8

0 I T €1 L

0 0 0 ST 9

0 T T €1 [5

0 0 z €1 v

0 ! 0 rT €

0 0 1 p1 z
0 T o et |t ]
v1loL| 1vSNn|  LvS| 00D | GOO9A| SNOILSIND
000 |vzw [80°S |89°06 asuodsay %

T ongeah D

-

I8V6'E ¥ 14

116

STI02D #TI039



s on =3 T‘.w Cnd —,.f_..\u\. @ .

13 il 1

4 4 3.9407 Total 1230 8] &
% Response 89.78| 5.84| 4.38

(o]

137

=i =B E=2K=]

N~
—
—

o . - — - e e LR~ ¥r PN e RS T T S R S
- -t =
- - S - - il ey i - i s -
iy
s §
.- - - - " g =
T W e e e T - gy B T e - - s iz i - - S T—— e




iE ng W

.o\

B

proi]s-

il MﬁquQ.

JO S I S[IHS U wop|
~ (uopms £q|

pasatasad s&) 1aUoEa) ) JO I88q AFPaMOU]

s ¥

mﬁ_om_..u ZTI099 TT|09D (TI099 §|03D 8|03 L|03D 9|05  G|03D P03 €[0T ZIo99  T|029 fq

68'E 00w 00'r 00 68°¢ 68°€ 68't 68'E 00'v 0oy 68'E 00y 68t

sunes [[RAO |6

um._::u.#_C:m:%:ﬁﬂ%::mEu?:m
aenjeaa of spoload pue suoneuIUEXS
[ /Sazzmb usisap 01 AU[IQY
(ssejo)L

APISINO UOISSNISIP PU APNIS 1ALLINJ AeANOwW
01 J19U2R3) A1 Ju AJL[IGR[IBAR SIPN|JUT) SSB]D
S} JO INO PUE L1 I1DILI] AU JO AN[1{ISSIIY
S2SI02(9

IO YIIAY JUUOD dJRIBANUL O] A IV
aandadsiad aapeoiq|s

© ap1A0ad 0] *SINSSI 1AYJO/IUDWUOIIAUI

A [BLIDIEU ISIN0D dIRIFUT 01 AN[IQY
JOUJ1] DY AQ PAIBIDUDT JS2IU] | &

12UAE] A1 JO JUDUNIWWOY) / AILIdUIS
(Spgisuayaadwod pue vonemanIe|z

JO suLIdL UL S[[IRYS uoneaunuuos

o (uapms Aq

/SIUDLUTISSE /518D

118

g

—

saaataiad se) 1ayoear ayl Jo aseq aFpajmou
! J I

S e e

€1/09D ZT|09D TT|039 (QT|02D 6029 8|09  [L|03D  9]03D

§|0a9 (|09 €103  Z|02D 11099 Vv

@ vh e hy EENMER Y .
~ A




Cr¥eion-E RV AP R &

Ahility to integrate content with other
Blcourses

Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the
class (includes availability of the teacher to
motivate further study and discussion outside

7|class)

Ability to design quizzes/Tests/ assignments/
examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course

9|Overall rating

378 378 400 378 389 378 389 38 389 400 400 400 3.89

Geolé Geol? Geol8 Geol9 Geolll mmo_pﬁ.nno_.nm Geoll3

Geold Geols

C

Knowledge base of the teacher (as percieved
Communication Skills (in terms of
2|articulation and comprehensibility)
Sincerity / Commitment of the teacher
a|Interest venerated by the teacher

Ahility to integrate course material with
environment/other issues, to provide a
5|broader perspective

Ability to integrate content with other
b|courses

Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the
:|class (includes availability of the teacher to
mativate further study and disctission cutside

Geoll Geol2 Geol3

T

it

-

[EV]

- 3.6667
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Ability to integrate content with other

| Gleourses

| Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the
class (includes availability of the teacher to

motivate further study and discussion outsid
7|class)

examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course

9(Overall rating

3.8889 37778

T 4 3.8889 4 37778 4 3.8889 38889 3.8880 3.8889
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3,388

3.89

889

Con o =3

11

10
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11

10

[=]

Total

106

10

125

% Response

84.80

7.20

8.00

0.00

100.00

QUESTIONS

VGOOD

GOOD

SAT

UNSAT

TOTAL

1
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6 12 2 0 0
7 10 2 2 0
8 10 2 2 0
9 11 1 2 0
4 3.912698 Total 101 14 11 o 126
% Response 80.16 11.11| 8.73 0.00

125




i 711123, 113 PM Sos in HlStorY Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester/ Year Students
|
|
|

. Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For
Final Semester/ Year Students |

3 responses

Dy DR Khutee

01. Your Beck grand for benefiting from the Course was 0 Copy

3 responses

“# More than adequate

&% Just adequate
inadequate

& Cannot say

02. Was the Course Conceptually difficult to understand? La Copy

3 responses

& Easy

i Manageable
difficult

@ very dificult

03. Were you able to get the prescribed reading? 1@ Copy

3 responses

i Easly
¢ With Difficulty
Not at all
0 With Great Difficully

https://docs google.com/forms/d/137mzVusYuYgys_2Smo Ry4thlKu,idzchs LW58aZCCY/lviewanalytics 115
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SoS in History


r Final gemester/ Year Students

5 e
&
1113 PM Online Student FEEDBACK (2022—23)F0

02. Was the course conceptually difficult Lo understand ?

7 responses L
@ Easy
B Manageable

Difficult

@ very difficult

03. Were you able to get the prescribed reading ?

7 responses
@ Easily
& With difficulty
Not at all
@& With great difficulty

04. How well did the teacher prepare for class ?

9 responses
@ Thoroughly

% Satisfactorﬂy
poorly
L lnqjiﬁefentiy

a1 3TmEVUSYY Yqu_BSmDRy Mi?\?uzd cAASLY 58aZCCYI/ yiewanalytics

t@ Copy

@3 Copy

@ Copy
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emester/ Year Students

13 PM Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final S
r

05. How helpful was the teacher in advising ? L3 Copy

7 responses

¢ Helpful

£ Unhelpful
Sometimes helpful

o Sometimes unhelpful

%}l;} Copy

06. was the teacher ?
7 responses

£9 Courteous
= Rude

Indifferent
% Strict

nal interaction with teacher ? 1=

07. was there any opportunity for perso

2 responses

& Yes

& To some external
INil

= Cannct say

a/15

I T ey Sy P e oL MRy P U 18 i) 7SSmoRy41EsiKuzdébZ&VSﬁaZCCYHviewana!ytics



3,113 PM Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester/ Year Students
: X
08. was there any opportunity for small group work ? L Copy
Z FRSPONses
: & Yes
i “ To some externt
Nil
“ Cannot say
09. were outside experts invited to address you ? Ld Coepy
7 responses
) Yes, frequently
_ 1 Yes, sometimes
iR o Yes, rarely
: e & Ko
10. Did you visit industries, laboratories, banks located outside the iLJ Copy

university ?

2 responses

2 Yes, frequently
Fhpl Sl : - “ Yes, sometimes
o . Yes, rarely
& No

httos://docs .gooqle.com/iformsid/ 1 37mzVusYuYay5_ 3SmoRy4i6siKuzdcAAPPEBaZCCYIviewanalytics 10/15
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1:13 PM % v Aho Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester/ Year Students

01. Your Background for benefiting from the Course was ? |E

2 responses

+ More than adequate
 Just adeguate
inadeguate
& Cannot say

o |

02 Was the Course conceptually difficult to understand ? ; L Copy

2 responses

- Easy
' Manageable
Difficult
-~ Very difficult

e

03. Were you able to get the prescribed reading ?

2 responses

- Easily
With difficulty
Not at all
£ With great difficulty

https://docs google.com/forms/d/1 37mzVusYuYoys_3S moRya16sKuzdchB@V58aZCCY Iiviewanalytics 11715



(13PM Online Studént FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester/ Year Students

04. How well did the teacher prepare for class ? " &) Copy
Z responses '

@ Thoroughly

) Satisfactorily

Poorly
) Indifferenity

05. How helpful was the teacher in advising ? . O copy

2 responses

5 Helpiul

i Unhelpful
Sometimes helpful

' Sometimes unhelpful

LD Copy

06. was the teacher ?

2 responses

i Courteous
' Rude

Indifferent
&5 Strict

12/15

https://docs.google. com/forms/df 1-3'7mz\!uﬁYquyS_BSmoR.yd-tﬁsIK-uzdciésiVSBaZGC'Y Ilviewanalytics



13 PM Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester/ Year Students

07. was there any opportunity for personal interaction with teacher ? [ Copy
2 responses ' '
& Yes
i To some external
Nil
A @ Cannot say
@ LORY

08. was there any opportunity for small group work ?

2 [espOnses

& Yes

2 To some extent
Nil

4 Cannot say

09. were outside experts invited to address you ? i

2 responses

1 Yes , frequently

U Yes, sometimes
Yes, rarely

& No

https://docs.google. comfforms/d/137mzVusYu Yqyﬁ_'JSlnoRy4IBSiKuzdlﬁz‘L\.‘EBGZCCY”ViEWaﬂamiCS

]E;] Copy

13/15



3PM Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester/ Year Students

10. Did you visit industries, laboratories, bank located outside the L[;] Copy
university ? ' '

3 respanses

0 Yes , freqently

1 Yes, sometimes
Yes, rarely

& No

Db- B Musnt

01. Your Beck grand for benefiting from the Course was |5 Copy
3 respaonses
4 More than adequate
0 Just adequate
Inadequale
& Cannot say
& Option 2
02. Was the course conceptually difficult to understand? @ Copy

3 responses

© Easy

& Manageable
Difficult

& Very difficult

https://docs google. com/forms/d/137mz\VusYu Yay5_3S muR;ycuﬁs_iKuzﬂcfgéLVSBaZCC Yliviewanalytics. 4/15



Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester/ Year Students

13 PM
03. Were you able to get the prescribed reading? L[;i Copy
3 responses
&) Easily
2 With difficult
Not at all
@ With great difficulty
04. How well did the teacher prepaie for class? @ Copy
2 responses | '
“0 Thoroughly
4 Satisfactorily
Poorly
i Indifferently
05. How helpful was the teacher in advising ? @ Copy
Z responses
& Helpful
4% Unhelpful

Sometimes halpful
Sometimes unhelpful

Lt e [TAsAe rannla comiformsidil 37szusYquyS_SSmoRydftleKuzdl%LVSBaZCCYleewanaMics 515
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Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-2 3)For Final Semester/ Year Students

13PN
06. Was the teacher ? ; L[_:' Copy
2 responses
& Courteous
9 Rude
: Indifferent
4 Strict
07. Was there any opportunity for personal interaction with teacher ? @ Copy
7 responses ‘
£ Yes .
45 To some external
Nil
& Cannot say
08. Was there any opportunity for small group work ? L[_] Copy
2 responses
& Yes
) To some externt
Nil

& Cannot say

6/15

https://docs.google.co miformsid/137mzVusYuYqys_3S moRy416sl Kuzfg%ﬁs L\V58aZCCYliviewanalytics
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13 PM Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester! Year Students

09. Were outside experts invited o address you ?

7 responses

/ NI . & Yes , frequently
L ol . Yes , sometimes
Yes, rarely
5 No

10. Did you visit industries, laboratones, bank located outside the
university ?

2 responses

W Yes , frequently
Yes , sometimes
Yes, rarely

: No

01. Your Beck grand tor benefiting from the Course was ?

2 responses

More than adequate
Just adequate
inadequate

' Cannot say

https:/idocs .google. comfforms/di137mzVusYuYayS_3Sm oRy4tBsIKu zrjcié \V58aZCCYIviewanalytics 7115



13PN : Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23 For Final Semester/ Year Students.
04. How well did the teacher prepare for class? ‘ 1D copy

3 responses

& Thoroughly

& Satisfactorily
-~ Poorly

@ Indifferently

05. How Helpful was the teacher in advising? ' @ Copy

3 responses

@ Helpful
1 Unhelpful

- Sometimes helpful
@ Sometimes Unhelpful

06. Was the Teacher ? I8 copy
3responses :
&% Courteous
@ Rude
 Indifferent
i Strict

h'ttns:ﬁdocs:gaog_le.r;;cm!fenn_sidf1.SYmZVu_s?uYQyS_SSmoR;mt'ﬁslKuzdéAfg%VSﬁgZﬁWMémnalyﬁps

2115



Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester/ Year Students

07. Was there any Opportunity for personal interaction with teacher ? 10} Copy

3 responses

& Yes
“ To some exiernal

Nil
i Cannot say
08. Was there any Opportunity for small group work ? iﬂ Copy
3 responses
Yes

= To some extent
Mil
& Cannot say

09. Were outside experts invited to address you ? =

3 regponses

% Yes , fregently

40 Yes, sometimes
Yes, rarely

& No

&

hl‘tps:Hdocs.goog1e.comiiormss‘df1 STmz\fusYuYqyﬁ_SSnwoRyc}tSsMuz]!_ggkva 523ZCCYlviewanalytics 315



Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)For Final Semester/ Year Students

10. Did you visit industries, laboratories, banks located outside the
university 7

£ Tesponses

Yes | frequently
¢ Yes, sometimes
Yes, rarely

No

Rydt6siKuzd CAA:ES‘gGSaZCC Yl/viewanalytics

hitps://docs.google.com/forms/d/137mzVusYuYqy s



71123, 119 PM Online Student FEEDBACK On leacher | Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Whao have taught you. ..

—Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher
Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only
for those Teacher Who have taught you in
this Semester (2022-23)

18 responses

01. Knowledge base of the leacher (as perceived) by you

18 responses

i Very good
0 Good
Satisfactory

" Unsatisfactory

02. Communication skills (in 'eris of articulation and comprehensibility)

17 responses

! Very good

' Good
Satisfactory

* Unsatisfactory

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/11dJfipafOI1Y8prBKKJbrgQbgvPul kdi45:ZI-E]iGCI)EoIUAinewanalytics 112



] Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher | Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you...
'
y

10 Copy

" Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

J responses

© Very good

& Good
Satisfactory

£ Unsatisfactory

04. Interest generated by the teacher I Copy
17 responses
1 Very good
i Good '
Satisfactory
] &7 Unsatisfactory

05. Ability to integrate course material with environment/ other issues 1o

provide a broader perspective

17 responses

¢ Very good

! Good
Satisfactory

1 Unsatisfactory

2/12

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1 IdJﬂpaTOHYBprBKKJbqubgqu|kdi?fiiﬁEolUAYMewanah,rﬁcs



[ i e

Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher ( Separate tor each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you.

Ability to integrate content with other courses

responses

1 Very good
) Good
o : Satisfactory
o : & Unsatisfactory

07. Accessibility of the teacher In <nd out of the class (include availability
of the teacher to motivate furthei study and discussion outside class)

17 res ponses

& Very good

* Good
Satisfactory

£ Unsatisfactory

08. Ability to design ¢ dizzes/ tests/ assignmerit/ examination and (L)
projects to evaluale students understanding of the course

|7 responses

4 Very good

i Good
Satisfactory

< Unsatisfactory

N

httpszﬁdocs.google.ccmiformsfdf 11dJfipafOll Y BprBKKJ broling quIthﬂﬁ)ﬁEinAvaiewanmytics N2
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Online Student FEEDBACK On leacher ( Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you...

J.Overall rating i

/[ responses

i Very good

% Good
Satisfactory

i Unsatisfactory

Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher ( Separate for each Teacher Pleade |0 Copy
give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you in this Semester (2022-

23)

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Name of The Teacher : Dr. Banso nuruti

Name of the Course Taught: M A 1l Semester& IV Semester

Year: 2023

9 responses

! Option 1

https:/idocs.google.com/forms/d/ IcIinpafOH"r‘SprBr&Ku's:rLMbujvPuikdi45i26éEDIUAY/viewanalytics 4112
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M Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher { Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you. ..

(. Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived) by you

[3 responses

& Very good
_ i Good
- Satisfactory
; % Unsatisfactory

| =

02. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

13 responses

& Very good

i Good
Satisfactory

7 Unsatisfactory

03. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

13 responses
4 Very good
- Good

Satisfactory
¢ Unsatisfactory

https://docs.google.comiforms/d/ 1 IdJfipafOIny Sy ::MxJ!_u'q-'.')LJ\_ivF‘uIkdiﬁfip@EolUAinewa nalytics
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M Online Student FEEDBACK On leacher | Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you. ..

i i3
4. Interest generated by the teacher |
| 3 responses
5 Very good
¢ Good
Salisfactory
& Unsatisfactory
05. Ability to integrate course material with environment/ other issues to  [.J ~opy
provide a broader perspectve
13 responses
i Very good
¢ Good
Satisfactory
&5 Uhsalisfaciory
il
06. Ability to integrate content with other courses |L

13 responses

i Very good
Good
Satisfactory

~ Unsatisfactory

https://docs.google.com/formsid/11dJfipaiOn YaprEiKKJu:-qu-;;gvr-’u|kdi41245EolUAYMewanatytics 6/12
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M

/. Accessibility of the t

her in and out of the class (include availability

of the teacher to motivate further study and discussion outside class)

06. Ability to integrate content with other courses

12 responses

= Very good
Good
Satisfactory

¢ Unsatisfactory

08. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignment/ examination and.
projects to evaluate students understanding of the course

13 responses

09.0verall rating

13 responses

. Very good

&4 Good
Satisfactory

¢ Unsatisfactory

! Very good

) Good
Satisfactory

7 Unsatisfactory

https:/idocs google. comiforms/d/1IdJfipafO 1 Y8prBKKJbraQbgvPulkdiss2MBeIUAY Niewanalytics

Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher | Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you. ..

@ ’:_- Yy
10 Copy

7M2



71/23, 1:19 PM Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher ( Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you...
1

Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher ( Separate for each Teacher Pleade give
Only for those Teacher Who have taught you in this Semester (2022-23)

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur
Name of The Teacher : Dr. Uday Adhau
Name of the Course Taught: M.A |l Semester& IV Semester

Year: 2023

Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher ( Separate for each Teacher Pleade ILJ copy
give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you in this Semester (2022-
23)

Pi. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur
Name of The Teacher : Dr. Seema Pal
Name of the Course Taught: M. A || Semester& IV Semester

Year: 2023

6 responses

Cr. Seema pul

Dr Uday adhau sir ———  M.AHistory 2nd s...
Dr. Seema pal mam Good e SO

https://docs.google.com/forms/d/1 [dJﬂpafD!’vYBp.rEiKKJbqu‘bgquIkdi%TEJ;GIU&YNiewanalytics 812



1219 PM Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher ( Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you...

01. Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived) by you i) Copy

15 responses

i Very good

@ Good
Satisfactory

7 Unsatisfactory

02. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility) EQ Copy

15 responses

& Very good

® Good
Salisfactory

i Unsatisfactory

03. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher |5 Copy

15 responses

i Very good

& Good
Satisfactory

£ Unsatisfactory

https://docs .google comiforms/d/ IdJfipafQl 1Y 8o BKKbrg QbgvPulkdi4 ngeEinAYMewanalytics 912



e it
119 PM Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher ( Separate for each Teacher Pieace ove Only for those Teacher Who have tan-j'ﬂ‘; you
04. Interest generated by the teacher @ Copy

15 responses

&5 Very good

% Good
Satisfactory

1 Unsatisfactory

05. Ability to integrate course material with environment/ other issues 10 @ Copy
provide a broader perspective

15 respanses

£ Very good

 Good
Satisfactory

&3 Unsatisfactory

06. Ability to integrate con tent with other COUrses 5-:1 Copy

15 responses

. Very good
& Good
) Satisfactory
1 Unsatisfactory

https://docs google com/forms/d/1 jdJfipafOit Y 8prBRkikius q-C;'rbgvPulkcﬂﬁépeEolUP\YMewanalyﬁcs 10112



1719 PM Online Student FEEDBACK On teacher ( Separate for each Teacher Pleade give Only for those Teacher Who have taught you...

07. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (include avaiiability |0} Copy
of the teacher to motivate further study and discussion outside class)

1 !'-.’ﬂj;_’i:-]'_:r.'_"‘:-

“ Very good

i Good
Satisfactory

£ Unsatisfactory

08. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignment/ examination and |
projects to evaluate studs arstanding of the course
15 responses
70 Very good
1 Good
Satisfactory
Unsatisfactory
il ¢
i—

09.0verall rating

14 responses

% Very good

i Good
Satisfactory

1 Unsatisfactory

~ Biolioy
Y T OHGY

 hitps://docs.google.com/forms/di1 dJfipafOI1Yep: 55K'r\Jl:-qu':;g'.rPulkdidSZpﬁEfyaYNiewanalyt'ms 112



711/23, 1:05PM Onine Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)

Online Student FEEDBACK (2022-23)

7 responses

1. Depth of the course content including project work, if any ' LQ Copy

7 Tesponses

i Very good

&4 Good
Satisfactory

% Unsatisfaciory

2. Extent of coverage of course* gg:a Copy
7 responses :
' - Very good
&+ Good
Salisfactory
£+ Unsatisfactory
b N ) -

3. Applicability / relevance to real life situations* Extent of coverage of L Copy

course®

7 responses

“= Very good

o Good
Satisfactory

¢ Unsatisfactory

https //docs.google camiforms/d/ ke X7 Lr_-cuvCMQJbhoUR DLAw1 XHeLmhsl THDmweM/viewanalytics 1/5
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ge, concepts, manual skills, = =

erms of knowled

1*
4. Learning value (Int
analytical abilities and broadening persp.eoti-ves)
7 responses -
@ Very good
& Good
- gatisfactory

-] Unsatisfactary

5 Clarity and relevance of textual reading material* [[_J Copy
7 responses '
& Very good
& Good
satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
6. Relevance of additional gource material (L".-brary)* LD Copy
7 responses
@ Very good
@ Good
gatisfactory
% Unsatisfactory
1
CMQthQUF‘IDLtmXH.c;LmhsliTHmeaM-‘vieWanalyﬁcs

https:// docs.google.eom.‘forms! dIkeOXTLr_-cuv
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& ey good

® God
- gatistecto?y
@ Ursatistecto

@ Copy

& Very 90

@ Good
; saﬁstaﬁtﬁw
& Unsatsfaco

@ Copy

. satisfaclo”y

& unsatsfact”

£ qpLAWAXHC _.mmllwﬁﬁmweﬁ““‘““aﬂa1wcs

_.-QWCMQ‘“’th
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PM . wd .
| - D copy

Overall rating*

7 responses

@& Very good

& Good
Satisfactory

& Unsatisfactory

HYaCY. Eg}it:y_

This content i nerhes created nor endorsed by Google. Repott Abhuse - Te(ns of Service - Bt
oogie rOr ms
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School of Studies in Law

B.A.LL.B. Course Score
Feedback for the Course Given by the Students 2022-23

7th Semester

50
as
40
35
30
25
20
15
10

Axis Title

2 EEwaen 0

0 _
V. Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

| Series 1 30 43 15 1

9th Semester

35 ’—
30

25

20

15

10

5

.

0 V. Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

m Series 1 16 32 24 4
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Faculty Score

Feedback for the Faculty given by the Students 2022-23

70

60

50

40

30

20

10 |

Mr. Abhay Tiwari

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory

& 7th Sem

4

1

60

50

40

30

20

10

0

Mr. Bhavesh Charyani

V. Good

Good

Satisfactory

-

Unsatisfactory

| 7th Sem

46

31

11

2

| 9th Sem

49

25

16

3
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Feedback for the Faculty given by the Students 2022-23

Faculty Score

35

30

25 |

20

15

10 |

5

0

Ms. Nidhi Singh

.

V. Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
m 9th Sem 30 33 10 3
Mr. Subrat Mandal

60

50 |

40

30

20

10

0 : — e
V. Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

m 7th Sem 52 31 8 3
m 9th Sem 35 29 10 >

A
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SoS in Library & Information Science

Rt @ for RrenPfl g € S arel gfifear (Brsds)

4. YAviex e fAvafdeneay, AR

2021—2022
Bl B GEH(Bred®) = 41
| 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 ‘ 10 |
: B 4 T OEE |k e
| E B E E— Eg EE EEE’EE’QEE “‘E =B E
I A A e UL
5 2% | e B |ZeE|pe |E2ERE 1 T
£ FE [FE|Faeipiis ok Ec5
} E |55 |8 |5° : E BEEEE= kit s g™ | B
w, 7T 9t
4.17 |3.74 3.71 |3.74 [3.70 3.56 |3.48 3.66 3.64 3.64 | 3.70
3.64 |3.65 3.42 |3.51 |[3.47 3.54 |3.34 3.45 3.47 3.52|3.50
L
3.93 |3.85 3.63 [3.65 |3.61 3.62 [3.51 3.62 3.62 3.60 | 3.66
391 |3.74 |[3.58 [3.63 |3.59 3.57 |3.44 3.57 3.57

4.00 - 3.00 = aga arsr, 3.00 — 2.00 =arsT, 2.00 — 1.50 = warwe
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Wﬁaﬁﬁmﬁmﬁu‘lmﬁmﬁmﬁ wfafear (Pred)
4. <Rvie e feafdened, TR

Course/Program- B.Lib.1.S¢/M. Lib.1.Sc./M.Phil/Ph.D

2021—2022
e O AE(Predd) = 41
_r__ 1 2 3 4 %5 Eﬁ E? g8 |
. TR | Epsl %o E B
l 382 | 3.43 3.64 2.92 337 | 362 | 320 | 3.19 |
V Good = 4, Good = 3, Satisfactory =2, Unsatisfactory = 1.5 {h &/

_‘“/

LR

NERERR

| I. ‘ Il
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SOS IN LIFESCIENCES

STUDENT FEEDBACK (2022-23)

Abbreviations used

NAMES OF FACULTY

rof. Aditj P Poddar

AE Prof Amia Ekka |

AI(_G_ﬁ_PmT_A_K_GlHJt:; -
'SKP | Prof SK Prasad
m_ Prof RK Pradhan

(ARTI | Prof. Ami Parganiha |
Mr Labya Prabhas (AP) [ Mr Ranjit Kumar (Guest faculty)

[ MKP | Dr. Manj Kr. Patel (AP)
|'SSD | Dr. Shivendra S Dx Dcwhare(AP)
| PAK | Dr.p Pervez Ahmed Khan (Research Assistant)
[AKS [Dr. Alok Kr Sahu (Guest faculty)
aZS_H_mChand Sahu (Guest faculty)
| Ms Shobha Kshatriy (Guest faculty)

4 3 2 1
A B C D
Very good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Feedback acquired through online mode by using Google forms

4.00 32
293 7%
3.00 —
2.00 -
1.00 -
0.00 -
Microbiology

MSc Course score Year : 22-23

SoS in Lifescience

3.56

ey

Bioscience

BSEMIIL w SEMII IV
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MSC MICROBIOLOGY

4.50

4.00

3.50

300

394
AKG

2.50
2.00
1.50
1.00

050 -

0.00

MSc Microbiology (Sem | & II )
Faculty score (22-23)

3

AP ARTI L

b7 358 . . T et
317336 347 3
I . I I I I

P MKP  SSD sk

RK

4.50 -
4.00 -
3.50 -
3.00 -
2.50 -
2.00 -
150 -
1.00 -
0.50 —
0.00 -

MSc Microbiology (Sem IIl & IV )
Faculty score (22-23)
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MSC BIOSCIENCES

4.50 -
4.00 - 3.6

3.50
3.00
2.50
2.00
150
1.00
0.50
0.00

MSc Bioscience (Sem | & I1)
Faculty Score (22 -23)

353 366 T 353 345 365 3.62

AKG SKP RKP AP ARTI LP MKP SSD PAK GCS

4.00 -
3.50 -
3.00 -
2.50 ~
200 -
150 -
1.00 -
0.50 -

MSc Bioscience (Sem Ill &IV)

3.58"

000 —

AKG

Faculty Score (22-23)

3.68—- 3.75
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MSC BIOCHEMISTRY
MSc Biochemistry (Sem | & 11)
Faculty Score (22-23)
4,50 - 5 . = . . s e o
.00 L2983 2369 -
;.50'0 + : . 3_38 33§ ; o — 3]
3.00 - - ; 268 .
2.50 : "
2.00 : i
150 - 3 ! :
1.00 .
0.50 - —— § P :
0.00 - ’ = o )
AKG AP ARTI LP SSD AKS GCS
MSc Biochemistry (Sem 111 &IV)
Faculty Score (22-23)
4 oo = = . 1 | TR Y
39 . 387 3‘91_ sara
3.8
17 T 2
34 I
33 .
AKG SKP RKP

ACTION TAKEN REPORT
The grading given by students to the Courses and faculty was circulated among the faculty

members for needful action.

A
&
\
Dr Aditi Poddar

Professor and Head
H EATY

b/
Sehinol of Studi
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla Universin,

Raipur {C.6.J-492010

s im i @ al .
29 IN LITE MElence
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Institute of Management

Feedback of Bateh 2021-2023

1. Student's overall Evaluation of program and teaching

| Student's overall Evaluation of program and teaching Count Percentige
Cannot say z 4 BT
Inadequaie 3 1.32%
| Just Adequale T R et
Muore than adequate [ 1¥ 24, 39%,
Tutal 4 _ 1007, B
Kespornsas
i hi-—: Y dorr | I | —
Wnre Lhan adsguais 150 ST It gela TR 1! ]

The above table and chart shows that 41 students provided their response. Oul ol lotal responses
6341%  responded “Student's overall Evaluation of program and teaching”™ as “just
adeguate™, followed by “more than adequate™ is (24.39%), “inadequate” (7.32%). and “cannot
say T 48T respectively,

2 Your background for benefiting from the eourse was

Your background for benefiting from the course was Chiing Percentnse
| Crnnnt say 2 %% 1
Just Adlequate a7 6?-.?%
Mune than adequate T 27.3% I
Total 40 100%
Chart Title

PACrE 11 an adeqaita

The above table and chart shows that 40 students prowided their response, Cut of total responses
67.5% responded “Your background for benefiting from the course was™ as st adequate”.
followed by “more than adequate’ is (27.3%). and “cannol say " (3%, respectively.
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Feedback of Batch 2021-2023

3. Was the course conceptually difficult to understand?

Was the conrse conceptually difficult to understand Count Eerecitage
= 83.37%
| Manageable 35
4 forus
E:.'I:-i].' 6 1463%:
(]
Total 41 His

nact Title

The above table and char shows that 47 the students provided their response. Our of 1ol FEspOnses

85.37% responded “Was the course conceptually difficolt 1o understand” as “mangzeable” and
14.03% as “ensv “respectively.

4. Were you able to get the prescrilicd reading?

,|_‘||‘|r'1:m vou able to gt the preseribed repding | C ot | Percentage _|
| Notatall ] 2.44% I
_With difficulry § 26.83%

Easily 249 TIRT3%%

Tatal 41 LMY,

Chart Title

The above table and chart shows that 4 students provided 1he
responded T0.73% responded “Were you able to zet the
FWith diffienlny™ is {26,83%) and “Naot at al]™ (240 re

ir response. Out of total responses
preseribed reading” as “Easilv®, faliowed by
spectively.
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Feedback of Batch 2021-2023

5. How well did the teacher prepare for class?

How well did the teacher prepare for class Count Pereengage
Theroughly G 21.95%
Satisfactory i 78.05%
Total 41 10

Chart Titls

The above table and chart shows that 4] the students provided their response, Cut of wial responses
RO responded “How well did the teacher prepare for class™ as “satisfectony™ followsd by

“thoroughly™ 21.95%  respectively.

6. How helpful was he teacher in advising?

How helpful was he teacher in advising Connt | Pereentage
helptisl 33 B0.5%

satisfactory i 19.5%

Tutul 41 LTI

Ihe above table and chart shows that 41 the students provided their response. Ot of eial rESpOTISEs
BUL5% responded “How helpful was he teacher in advising™ as “helpful” followed by “satisfacton

C19.5%) respectively,
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Feedback of Batch 2021-2023

7. Was the teacher?

" Was the fescher Couni Percentage
| anreoLs 27 A7.5%
sirie i 25%
[ndi frerent 3 5%
|| Rude [ 2.5%
| Tutal 40 TEH) "%
Chart Title

==L e

HEH T TR TRL ST Wedieren

Tl above table and chart shows thet 47 students provided their response. Out of
responded “Was the teacher as “Couneous™. followed by “strict™ is (25%),

“Rude™ {2.5%) respectively,

8. Was there any opportunity for personal interaction with teacher?

total responses 67 5%
Sindifferent™ (3%%), and

Was there any epportunity fer personal intersction with Percentage
| teacher Count
= a0 T T4%
T some extent ) 14,54
il I 2.44%
Cannaot say 3 7.321%
Total 41 100"
I: | Litie
% p
i) bt o
e Ta st st

The above table and chart shows 1hat 41 students provided their response. Qut of total responses 70, 74%
responded “Was there any opportunity for personal interaction with teacher” as “ves”, followed by

“To some extent™ is (19.5%, “cannol sy (7.32%) and “Nil™ (2.44%), and respectively.
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Feedback of Batch 2021-2023

% Was there any apportunity for small group work ¢

| Was there any epportunity for small group work Count | Percenta,
Vs 24 20.74%
| To somne exten 5 19.5%
Nil | 2.44%,
| Cennot say 3 7.33%
 Total 41 100%,
Chiart Title

|

= 24| e TR

]
i B L P SRR

The above table and eharst shows that 41 students provided their response. it of tolal responses

responded “Was there any opportunity for small group work™ s “ves”, followed by “To some ¢
15 {19 5%0), ““cannm say " (7.32%) and NI (204 boand respectively,

N Were outsider experts invited to aildress vou?

| Were sutsider experts invited to address Vo ' Count Pereentage

| ves 2 ﬂ--’]:'}"ﬁ_
Frequently 3 12.2%

| Mone | 24445

Rarely G 2104y
Tutal dl L%,

The above tble and ¢hart shows that 41 students provided their response, Out of tolal responses 63,
responded “Were outsider Experts invited to address vou™ a5 yesT Molfowed by “Rarely™ (2] 9
“Trequenthy™ is ¢ 12.2%3, and PNone™ (2.44%, and respectively,
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Feedback of Batch 2021-2023

1. Did you visit industries, laboratories, banlks and outside universities”
Didh you visit industries, laboratorics, banks andd ouwtside Percentage
| universities Count
Mo 27 3 85%
Yes, Freguently i ' [4,63%
Soime times 7 17.08%
Yo, Rarcly 1 2.44%, i
Crart Title 1
- PUT
e
|‘l'l;-'-|" 1] o
7 : 5
i
e
The abirve talle snd ehart shows that 41 students provided their response. Out of total responses 63 85%
respanded “Did vou visit industries, laboratorics, banks and outside universities” as “Mo”, ollowed Tl
by “Sometimes™ (17.08%), “yes, frequently™ is (14.63%), and “ves, I arely™ {2.44%) respectively. o
r
]
—
-
r
A
f
1
r'
|
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Session 2022-23

SoS in Mathematics
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.C.)

Semester 1/

Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Dr. Dipti Thakur 100 0 0 0
Dr.M.R. Yadav 80.95 19.47 0 0
Ms. Ekta Tamrakar 47.6 47.61 4.76 0
Mr. Indra Kumar 38.09 33.33 23.8 4.76

Semester IlI/IV

Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Dr. B.S. Thakur 72.72 22.72 4.56 0
Dr. Dipti Thakur 72.72 22.72 4.56 0
Dr.M.R. Yadav 59.09 36.36 4.56 0
Ms. Ekta Tamrakar 63.64 31.82 4.56 0
Mr. Indra Kumar 54.54 40.4 456 0

Achen TFatken KQPOM_ s ven b-Ctuale s
onlp = T ovEA all scove h el
g | way Ciac wlated ome~y o

,J.{;c_# -Fqc,u_i | : ’H
ﬂrfﬁ'ru_f, T—J' memhes WA ﬁ-ﬁ‘éﬁ“'ﬂ‘—’ﬁl Y
| . f‘“ in {—P(‘f L\-D’g :

j mFﬁ Veme

School Of Studfles In Mathematics
PR Ravishankar Shubla University
RAIPUR{CG.) 92010
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SoS in Mathematics
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

Questionaire-01
[ _ SCALE USES - _
| Very good | Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
L 4 | 3 2 | 1
Semester I11/IV
Dr. B.S. Thakur s w3 m2
78.95
68.42 . E8.43 ?3'.58
57.89 i - 3 57.89 57.89
. 4211
' g 08 4 g - 3158
. 2632 - = - 26.32 ¢ 3
= e 15,79 3 £ 7
! L : B0.53
1 5.26 . 526 w526 ! 5.26 .
1. Depth of the 3. Extent of 3. Applicability / 4 Learning value.. 5. Clarity and 6. Relevance of 7. Extentof effort 8 Prowision of
course content... coverage of course  relevance to real relevance of textual additional source... required. sufficient time...
reading...

life...
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73.68

o 2632

0

L

9. Owerall rating



Dr. Dipti Thakur YT

63.16 63.16 63.16
63 3
526 47.37 47.37 47.37 :‘E 47.37
42.11 i e 4211
36.84 ol 1  36.84 36.84
10.53 ' 053
00 8o s : 0 :
i &8 _ L © o0 00

1. Depth of the 2. Extent of 3. Applicability / 4. 5. Clarity and 6. Relevance of 7. Extent of effort 8 Prowision of 9. Owverall rating

course content... coverage of course relevance to real relevance of textual additional source... required. . sufficient time
life... reading...
Dr.M.R. Yadav 24 =3 82 =l

57.89 57.89 <69

52 57.39
737 47.3747.37 47.37
; j a2.11 421 a211
e L ' 053
3 - - o0 0o = o 0o

52,63
4211 4211
5.26
o 00 00

Bty % Extouliof 3. Applicabllity / 4. Learning value... 5. Clarity and 6. Relevance of 7. Extent of effort 8. Prowision of
course content.. coverage of course  relevance to real relevance of textual additional source... required... sufficient time...
life... reading...

9. Overall rating
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Ms. Nirmala Rai

m4 wm3 m2 =&}

63.16 63.16
57.89 57.89

52.63

5263
47.347.37 47.3747.37

36.84
31.58

5.26

0 oo

1. Depth of the 2. Extent of 3. Applicability / 4. Learningvalue.. 5. Clarity and 6. Relevance of 7. Extent of effort  B. Provisien of 9. Overall rating
course content... coverage of course relevance to real relevance of textual additional source... required... sufficient time. ..
life... reading...
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Semester I/11

Dr. Dipti Thakur

94.44
B3.33
72.22 7778 i
61.11 g
27.78 27.78 S5 33,33
16.67 )
11.11
5.56
oo 0o =3 o 00 ao o0
1. Depth of the 2. Extent of 3. Applicability / 4. Learningvalue.. 5. Clarity and 6. Relevance of
course content... coverage of course  relevance to real relevance of textual additional source...
life... reading...
Dr.M.R. Yadav
94.44
6 66.67
. OET 6111
8538 50 50
38.8 —_— 33.33
E 22.22 Ll
X 11.11
5.56 5.56 5.56
5.‘5% 00 0 0 ] 00
| EL - -+
2. Extent of 3, Applicability/ 4. Learning value... 5. Clarity and 6. Relevance of
| e of textual add I saurce...

1. Depthofthe

course content... relevance to real

life...

coverage of course
reading...

177

=4 w3 w2 0]

B6.67 66.67
33.33 27.78
5.56
00 [v]
7. Extent of effort 8. Provision of

required... sufficient time.
=4 M3 w2l
6111
50
44,
38.89
5.56
(U 0

8. Prowvision of
sufficient time..

7. Extent of effort
required

1111
20

9 Overall rating

55.56

3339

56
Q

9 Overall rating




"4 W3 w2l

Mr. Ajay Kumar

66.67
61.11

66.67
61.11 61.11
3g.g9
27.78 >
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University Institute of Pharmacy

Feedback Analysis (M.pharm)

1.Depth of the course content including project work, if any
1 response

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

2. Extent of coverage of course
1 response

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

3. Applicability / relevance to real life situations
1 response

® Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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4. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and

broadening perspectives)
1 response

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

5. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material
1 response

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

6. Relevance of additional source material (Library)
1 response

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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7. Extent of effort required by students

1 response

8. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

1 response

9. Overall rating
1 response
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@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory



Feedback analysis (B.Pharm Student)

1.Depth of the course content including project work, if any

16 responses

2.Extent of coverage of course
16 responses

3. Applicability / relevance to real life situations

16 responses

186

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory



4. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and

broadening perspectives)
16 responses

@ Very Good

@® Good

© satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

5. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material
15 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactary

46.7%

6. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

16 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

12.5%
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7. Extent of effort required by students

16 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

=

\._ I 2 q o
N, 12.5%
N
\\.

™
%

8. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

16 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

9. Overall rating
15 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

STUDENT FEEDBACK SUMMARY REPORT (2022-23)
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The feedback forms were collected from the students of both B.Pharm and M.Pharm at the

end of even semester.

The feedback received was discussed in details in the staff Council meeting. It was
unanimously decided to find out the weak points from the feedback and resolve them for
improvement. The suggestions made by the staff may be also taken into consideration. It was
resolved to include the senior teachers in the B.Pharm course and all strongly agreed about

the new time table with inclusion of senior teachers in B.Pharm level.

Overall, there was more positive feedback on departmental talks.

The thorough analysis of feedback forms stands from very good to satisfactory. Overall good

performance of the institute was observed.

In/charge Feedback Cell
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Feedback Analysis (Alumni's)

1. | feel proud to be the student of Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

55 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

2. The learning | had in the University is useful in my career.

55 responses

@ Very Good

@ Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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3. The developments in the University in recent years are laudable.

55 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactary

4. The new courses introduced meet contemporary requirements.

55 responses

|

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

5. PRSU is involving alumni in its activities.
55 responses

30.9%

@ Very Good

@® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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6. The alumni have a role to play in academically strengthening the University further.

55 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactary

7. The alumni have a role to play in financially strengthening the University.

55 responses

@® very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

8. Formation of department wise alumni associations is a step in the right direction.

54 responses

@ Very Good
38.9% ® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactary
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9. The department administration should take initiative to efficiently enroll and strengthen the

alumni association.
54 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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ALUMNI’S FEEDBACK SUMMARY REPORT (2022-23)

The feedback forms were collected from the alumni’s at the end of every semester.

The feedback received from the alumni’s was discussed in details in the staff Council meeting.
It was unanimously decided to find out the weak points from the feedback and resolve them
for improvement. The suggestions made by the supporting staff may be also taken into

consideration. It was resolved to prepare the action taken report for the feedback.

Most of the alumni’s strongly agreed about the formation of department wise alumni

associations is a step in the right direction.

Overall, there was more positive feedback on departmental talks.

The thorough analysis of feedback forms stands from very good to satisfactory. Overall good

performance of the institute was observed.

In/charge Feedback Cell
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Feedback Analysis (Parents) 2022-2023

1. Getting admission in the PRSU for my ward is a matter of pride for me.

19 responses

el

36.8%

® Very Good

@® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

2. The admission process in the University is fair and accurate.

19 responses

@

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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3. My wards is improving his knowledge-base through interaction with professors of the University.
19 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

4. The discipline in the University is good.

19 responses
@ Very Good
@® Good
@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

0
47.4% G

5.The atmosphere in the University is conducive for learning.

19 responses
@® Very Good
@® Good
@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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6.There is a positive change in the behavior of my ward after joining the university.
19 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

7. | have great respect to the Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University.
19 responses

@ Very Good

@® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

8. Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University is one of the best Universities of the state.

19 responses
@® Very Good
@® Good
@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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9.The University information is accessible to all.
19 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

10.The Curriculum of the course is well designed and promotes learning experience of the students.
19 responses

@ Very Good

@® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

11.Employability is given focus in the curriculum design.
19 responses

@® Very Good

@® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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12.The curriculum incorporates recent changes in the area.
19 responses

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

13.The University employees are co-operative
19 responses

@ Very Good

@® Good

© satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

14.The changes introduced in the University in recent years are progressive.

19 responses

@® Very Good

@® Good

© satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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PARENTS FEEDBACK SUMMARY REPORT (2022-23)

The feedback forms were collected from the parents at the end of every even semester.

The feedback received from the parents was discussed in details in the staff Council meeting.
It was unanimously decided to find out the weak points from the feedback and resolve them
for improvement. It was resolved to meet the parents in person by parents meeting annually to
prepare the action taken report for their feedback.

Overall, there was more positive feedback on departmental talks.

The thorough analysis of feedback forms stands from very good to satisfactory. Overall good

performance of the institute was observed.

In/charge Feedback Cell
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Feedback analysis ( Supporting Staff) 2022-2023

1. The procedures followed in the University are effective.
1 response

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

2. The Work distribution is fair.

1 response

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory
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3. The work load is reasonable.

1 response

@® Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

4. The placement of the employees is as per the job requirements.

1 response

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory

5. The training programs organized at the Human Resource Development Center of the University

are helpful.
1 response

202

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactory



6. The promotion policies of the University are encouraging.

1 response

@® Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactary

7. The infrastructure facilities are supporting the work environment.

1 response

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactary

8. The employees are having clear understanding of their roles and responsibilities.

1 response

203

@ Very Good

® Good

@ Satisfactory
@ Unsatisfactary



SUPPORTING STAFF FEEDBACK SUMMARY REPORT (2022-23)

The feedback forms were collected from the supporting staff at the end of even semester.

The feedback received was discussed in details in the staff Council meeting. It was
unanimously decided to find out the weak points and resolve them for improvement. The
suggestions made by the supporting staff may be also taken into consideration. It was

resolved to prepare the action taken report for the feedback.

Most of the staff strongly agreed on positive feedback on departmental talks. The thorough
analysis of feedback forms stands from very good to satisfactory. Overall good performance

of the institute was observed.

In/charge Feedback Cell
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School of Studies in Physical Education

Class: B.P.Ed. 1* Semester 2022-23

Total No. of Students- 35

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-1

S. No. Question
1. | Depth of the course content including project work, if any.
2. | Extent of coverage of course.
3. | Application /relevance to real life situation.
4. | Learning value (in term of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical
abilities and broadening perspectives).
5. | Clarity and relevance of textual reading material.
6. | Relevance of additional source of material (Library).
7. | Extent of effort required by students (You) to cope with the course/program.
8. | Provision of sufficient time for feedback.
9. | Overall rating.

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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S. No. | Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 24 10 1 0
2. B 19 13 3 0
3. C 20 13 2 0
4. D 29 6 0 0
5 E 20 14 1 0
6. F 23 10 2 0
7. G 24 11 0 0
8. H 23 11 1 0
9. I 29 6 0 0

TOTAL 211 94 10 0

Overall Response
B Very Good mGood  Satisfactory © Unsatisfactory
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Class: B.P.Ed 2" Semester 2022-23

Total No. of Students- 35

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-1

S. No. Question
1. | Depth of the course content including project work, if any.
2. | Extent of coverage of course.
3. | Application /relevance to real life situation.
4. | Learning value (in term of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical
abilities and broadening perspectives).
5. | Clarity and relevance of textual reading material.
6. | Relevance of additional source of material (Library).
7. | Extent of effort required by students (You) to cope with the course/program.
8. | Provision of sufficient time for feedback.
9. | Overall rating.

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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S. No. | Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
1. A 11 1 0
23

2. B 23 11 1 0
3. C 23 10 2 0
4. D 26 9 0 0
5 E 22 12 1 0
6. F 23 10 2 0
7. G 21 13 1 0
8. H 25 10 0 0
9. I 9 25 1 0

TOTAL 193 111 9 0

Overall Response

B Very Good ®mGood

Satisfactory  Unsatisfactory
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Class: B.P.Ed. 3rd Semester 2022-23

Total No. of Students- 12

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-1

S. No. Question
1. | Depth of the course content including project work, if any.
2. | Extent of coverage of course.
3. | Application /relevance to real life situation.
4. | Learning value (in term of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical
abilities and broadening perspectives).
5. | Clarity and relevance of textual reading material.
6. | Relevance of additional source of material (Library).
7. | Extent of effort required by students (You) to cope with the course/program.
8. | Provision of sufficient time for feedback.
9. | Overall rating.

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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S. No. Question Response
Very Good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
1. A 7 0 0
5

2. B 3 9 0 0
3. C 4 8 0 0
4. D 7 5 0 0
5 E 5 7 0 0
6. F 2 10 0 0
7. G 5 7 0 0
8. H 3 9 0 0
9. I 5 7 0 0

TOTAL 39 69 0 0

Overall Response
B Very Good B Good m Satisfactory * Unsatisfactory
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Class: B.P.Ed. 4™ Semester 2022-23

Total No. of Students- 12

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-1

S. No. Question
1. | Depth of the course content including project work, if any.
2. | Extent of coverage of course.
3. | Application /relevance to real life situation.
4. | Learning value (in term of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical
abilities and broadening perspectives).
5. | Clarity and relevance of textual reading material.
6. | Relevance of additional source of material (Library).
7. | Extent of effort required by students (You) to cope with the course/program.
8. | Provision of sufficient time for feedback.
9. | Overall rating.

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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S. No. | Question Response

Very Good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 8 0 0

4

2. B 4 7 1 0

3. C 3 9 0 0

4. D 6 6 0 0

5 E 3 9 0 0

6. F 4 8 0 0

7. G 4 8 0 0

8. H 5 7 0 0

9. I 4 8 0 0

TOTAL 37 70 1 0

Overall Response

B Very Good mGood Satisfactory © Unsatisfactory
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Class: M.P.Ed. 1°t Semester 2022-23
Total No. of Students: 18

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-1

S. No. Question
1. | Depth of the course content including project work, if any.
2. | Extent of coverage of course.
3. | Application /relevance to real life situation.
4 Learning value (in term of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical
abilities and broadening perspectives).
5. | Clarity and relevance of textual reading material.
6. | Relevance of additional source of material (Library).
7. | Extent of effort required by students (You) to cope with the course/program.
8. | Provision of sufficient time for feedback.
9. | Overall rating.

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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S. No. | Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1 A 18 0 0 0
2 B 18 0 0 0
3 C 8 10 0 0
4 D 7 11 0 0
5 E 0 15 2 1
6 F 1 14 3 0
7 G 7 11 0 0
8 H 1 15 2 0
9 I 2 16 0 0

TOTAL 62 92 7 1

Overall Response

B Very Good Good m Satisfactory B Unsatisfactory
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Class: M.P.Ed. 2" Semester 2022-23

Total No. of Students- 18

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-1

S. No. Question
1. | Depth of the course content including project work, if any.
2. | Extent of coverage of course.
3. | Application /relevance to real life situation.
4. | Learning value (in term of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical
abilities and broadening perspectives).
5. | Clarity and relevance of textual reading material.
6. | Relevance of additional source of material (Library).
7. | Extent of effort required by students (You) to cope with the course/program.
8. | Provision of sufficient time for feedback.
9. | Overall rating.

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory

216




S. No. Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
1. A 0 0 0
18
2. B 18 0 0 0
3. C 10 8 0 0
4. D 8 10 0 0
5. E 0 15 3 0
6. F 1 11 6 0
7. G 6 12 0 0
8. H 2 14 2 0
9. I 2 16 0 0
TOTAL 65 86 11 0
Overall Response
B Very Good mGood  Satisfactory  Unsatisfactory
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Class: M.P.Ed. 3rd Semester 2022-23

Total No. of Students- 17

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-1

S. No. Question
1. | Depth of the course content including project work, if any.
2. | Extent of coverage of course.
3. | Application /relevance to real life situation.
4. | Learning value (in term of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical
abilities and broadening perspectives).
5. | Clarity and relevance of textual reading material.
6. | Relevance of additional source of material (Library).
7. | Extent of effort required by students (You) to cope with the course/program.
8. | Provision of sufficient time for feedback.
9. | Overall rating.

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
A 8 0 0
9
B 8 5 4 0
C 10 7 0 0
D 12 5 0 0
E 9 6 2 0
F 7 5 5 0
G 7 10 0 0
H 9 8 0 0
I 9 8 0 0
TOTAL 80 62 11 0

Overall Response

B Very Good Good ® Satisfactory B Unsatisfactory
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Class: M.P.Ed. 4th Semester 2022-23
Total No. of Students: 18

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-1

. No. Question
1. | Depth of the course content including project work, if any.
2. | Extent of coverage of course.
3. | Application /relevance to real life situation.
4. | Learning value (in term of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical
abilities and broadening perspectives).
5. | Clarity and relevance of textual reading material.
6. | Relevance of additional source of material (Library).
7. | Extent of effort required by students (You) to cope with the course/program.
8. | Provision of sufficient time for feedback.
9. | Overall rating.

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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S. No. Question Response
Very Good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
1 A 3 10 0 0
2 B 3 5 5 0
3 C 5 8 0 0
4 D 7 6 0 0
5 E 3 9 1 0
6 F 3 5 5 0
7 G 3 10 0 0
8 H 2 10 1 0
9 I 5 8 0 0
TOTAL 34 71 12 0
Overall Response
B Very Good mGood  Satisfactory © Unsatisfactory
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CLASS: B.P.Ed 1t Semester 2022-23

S. No. Subjects Name of Teacher
1. | Health Education and Environmental Studies Prof. Reeta venugopal
2. | Anatomy and Physiology Dr. N.M Ghosh
3. | Officiating and Coaching Mr.Anupam Kumar Singh
4. | History Principle Foundation of Physical Education Mr.Rahul Kumar Paswan

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-2

to provide a broader perspective

S. No Question
1. Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)
2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation & comprehensibility
3. Sincerity/ Commitment of the teacher
q. Interest generated by the teacher
5. Ability to integrate course material with others environment / other issues,

6. Ability to integrate content with other courses

7. Accessibility of the teacher in & out of the class (include availability of the
teacher to motivate further study & discussion outside class)

8. Ability to design quizzes /tests/assignment/ examination & projects to
evaluate students understanding of the course

9. Overall rating

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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Prof. Reeta Venugopal
Subject: Health Education and Environmental Studies
Total No. of Students: - 35

Response

S.No. | Question | Very

Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
good
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26
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Total 261 42

=
N

Prof. Reeta Venugopal Subject:
Health Education

M Very Good
H Good
Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory
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Mr.Rahul Kumar Paswan
Subject: History Principle Foundation of Physical Education

Total No. of Students: - 35

Response
S.N |Question _ _
Very good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 14 19 2 0
2. B 20 13 2 0
3. C 18 16 1 0
4, D 18 15 2 0
5. E 17 17 1 0
6. F 18 13 4 0
7. G 19 15 1 0
8. H 20 14 1 0
9. I 22 13 1 0

Total 166 135 15 0

Mr.Rahul Kumar Paswan
Subject - History Principle and Foundamental
in Physical Education
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M Very Good
B Good
Satisfactory

M Unsatisfactory



Total No. of Students: - 35

Mr.Anupam Kumar Singh
Subject: Officiating and Coaching

Response

>N | Question ;/Oe;:; Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
1. A 14 17 4 0
2. B 20 14 1 0
3. C 21 13 1 0
4, D 20 15 0 0
5. E 22 14 0 0
6. F 12 19 4 0
7. G 20 15 0 0
8. H 20 15 0 0
9. | 22 13 0 0

Total 171 135 10 0

Mr.Anupam Kumar Singh
Subject - Officating And Coaching
m Very Good

225

H Good
m Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory




Dr. N.M Ghosh
Subject: Anatomy and Physiology

Total No. of Students: - 35

226

S. No | Question Response
Very Good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 35 0 0 0
2. B 26 8 1 0
3. C 20 15 0 0
4, D 30 4 1 0
5. E 25 9 1 0
6. F 29 5 1 0
7. G 29 5 1 0
8. H 29 6 0 0
9. I 31 4 0 0

Total 254 56 5 0

Dr. N.M. Ghosh
Subject: Anatomy and Physiology
H Very Good

M Good
m Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory
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Class: B.P.Ed 2" Semester 2022-23

. No. Subjects Name of Teacher
1. | Sports Nutrition and Weight Management Prof. Reeta venugopal
2. | Yoga Education Prof. Rajeev Choudhary
3. | Organization & Administration Mr.Anupam Kumar Singh
4. | Education Technology and Methods of Teaching in Mr.Rahul Kumar Paswan
physical Education

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-2

S. No Question

1. Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation & comprehensibility

3. Sincerity/ Commitment of the teacher

4. Interest generated by the teacher

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

6. Ability to integrate content with other courses

7. Accessibility of the teacher in & out of the class (include availability of the
teacher to motivate further study & discussion outside class)

8. Ability to design quizzes /tests/assignment/ examination & projects to
evaluate students understanding of the course

9. Overall rating

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4 Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Prof. Reeta Venugopal

Subject: Sports Nutrition and Weight Management

Total No. of Students: - 35

Response

S.No. | Question ;/ci;:; Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
1 A 31 4 0 0
2. B 28 7 0 0
3. C 28 6 ! 0
4) D 26 8 ! 0
c E 30 5 0 0
6. F 27 8 0 0
7. G 27 7 1 0
8. H 28 | 6 1 0
9, | 31 4 0 0
Total 256 55 4 0

Prof. Reeta Venugopal
Subject: Sports Nutrition and Weight
Manegement

M Very Good
M Good
m Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Subject:Yoga Education

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Total No. of Students: - 35

S.N. [ Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 A 33 2 0 0
2 B 33 2 0 0
3 C 33 2 0 0
4 D 32 3 0 0
5 E 30 3 2 0
6 F 30 4 1 0
7 G 33 2 0 0
8 H 27 7 1 0
9 I 33 1 1 0

Total 284 26 5 0

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary
Subject - Yoga Education
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m Very Good
B Good
m Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory



Feedback

Mr.Anupam Kumar Singh
Subject:Organization & Administration

Total No. of Students: - 35

Response

>N | Question ;/;;:; Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
1. A 24 11 0 0
2. B 21 14 0 0
3. C 20 15 0 0
4. D 20 15 0 0
5. E 18 17 0 0
6. F 16 19 0 0
7. G 21 14 0 0
8. H 24 10 1 0
0. I 24 11 0 0

Total 188 126 1 0

Mr.Anupam Kumar Singh

Subject - Organization and Administration
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m Very Good
 Good
I Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory



Feedback

Mr.Rahul Kumar Paswan

Subject: Education Technology and Methods of Teaching in Physical Education

Total No. of Students: - 35

Response
S.N | Question \Y
er Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
good

1. A 14 19 2 0
2. B 20 13 2 0
3. C 18 16 1 0
4. D 18 15 2 0
5. E 17 17 1 0
6. F 18 13 4 0
7. G 19 15 1 0
8. H 20 14 1 0
9. I 22 13 1 0

Total 166 135 15 0

Mr.Rahul Kumar Paswan
Subject - Educational Technology
m Very Good

M Good

232

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Class: B.P.Ed 4th Semester 2022-23

. No. Subjects Name of Teacher
1. | Test Measurement and Evaluation Prof. C.D Agashe
2. | Research and Statistics in Physical Education Prof. Rajeev Choudhary
3. | Kinesiology & Biomechanics Dr. N.M Ghosh
4. | Sports Management Mr. Rahul Kumar Paswan

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-2

S. No Question

1. Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation & comprehensibility

3. Sincerity/ Commitment of the teacher

4. Interest generated by the teacher

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

6. Ability to integrate content with other courses

7. Accessibility of the teacher in & out of the class (include availability of the
teacher to motivate further study & discussion outside class)

8. Ability to design quizzes /tests/assignment/ examination & projects to
evaluate students understanding of the course

9. Overall rating

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4 Unsatisfactory
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Feedback
Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Subject: Research and Statistics in Physical Education

Total No. of Students: - 14

S.N. [ Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 A 9 5 0 0
2 B 7 6 1 0
3 C 7 6 1 0
4 D 8 6 0 0
5 E 7 7 0 0
6 F 8 6 0 0
7 G 11 3 0 0
8 H 5 9 0 0
9 | 8 6 0 0

Total 70 54 2 0

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary
Subject - Reasarch and statistics

 Very Good
M Good
I Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Feedback
Prof. C.D Agashe

Subject: Test Measurement and Evaluation

Total No. of Students: - 18

S.N

Question

Response

Very
good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Prof. C.D. Agashe Subject: Test Measurement

M Very Good
B Good
m Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Mr. Rahul Kumar Paswan

Subject: Sports Management

Total No. of Students: - 12

Response
S.N | Question ] )
Very good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 5 6 1 0
2. B 4 7 1 0
3. C 3 8 1 0
4. D 2 10 0 0
5. E 3 8 1 0
6. F 2 9 1 0
7. G 4 7 1 0
8. H 5 7 0 0
9. I 5 7 0 0

Total 33 69 6 0

Mr.Rahul Kumar Paswan
Subject - Sports Management

M Very Good
H Good
m Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Feedback
Dr. N.M. Ghosh

Subject: Kinesiology and Biomechanics

Total No. of Students: - 14

S. No | Question Response
Very Good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 7 7 0 0
2. B 4 8 2 0
3. C 6 6 2 0
4, D 2 11 1 0
5. E 6 6 2 0
6. F 4 8 2 0
7. G 7 5 2 0
8. H 4 10 0 0
9. I 7 7 0 0

Total 47 68 11 0

Dr. N.M. Ghosh
Subject: KINSIOLOGY AND BIOMECHANICS

H Very Good
H Good
m Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Class: B.P.Ed 3" Semester 2022-23

. No. Subjects Name of Teacher
1. | Sports Psychology & Sociology Prof. C.D. Agashe
2. | Computer Application Prof. Rajeev Chuodhary
3. | Sports Training Mr.Anupam Kumar Singh
4. | Sports Medicine & Rehabilitation Dr. N.M. Ghosh

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-2

S. No Question

1. Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation & comprehensibility

3. Sincerity/ Commitment of the teacher

4. Interest generated by the teacher

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

6. Ability to integrate content with other courses

7. Accessibility of the teacher in & out of the class (include availability of the
teacher to motivate further study & discussion outside class)

8. Ability to design quizzes /tests/assignment/ examination & projects to
evaluate students understanding of the course

9. Overall rating

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4 Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Subject: Computer Application

Total No. of Students: - 10

S.N. [ Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
1 A 5 4 1 0
2 B 7 3 0 0
3 C 3 7 0 0
4 D 4 5 1 0
5 E 6 4 0 0
6 F 4 6 0 0
7 G 4 5 1 0
8 H 5 5 0 0
9 | 6 4 0 0
Total 44 43 3 0
Prof. Rajeev Choudhary Subject -
Computer Application
m Very Good
m Good
I Satisfactory

240

Unsatisfactory



Feedback

Mr.Anupam Kumar Singh

Subject: Sports Training

Total No. of Students: - 12

Response
S.N | Question ) _
Very good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 4 8 0 0
2. B 4 8 0 0
3. C 3 9 0 0
4. D 4 8 0 0
5. E 2 10 0 0
6. F 4 8 0 0
7. G 4 8 0 0
8. H 4 8 0 0
9. I 4 8 0 0

Total 33 75 0 0

Mr.Anupam Kumar Singh
Subject - Sports Training
M Very Good

241

M Good
m Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory




Feedback

Prof. C.D Agashe

Subject: Sports Psychology & Sociology

Total No. of Students: - 13

Response
S.N | Question _ _
Very Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
good
1. A 7 6 0 0
2. B 5 8 0 0
3. C 6 7 0 0
4. D 6 7 0 0
5. E 7 6 0 0
6. F 6 7 0 0
7. G 9 4 0 0
8. H 7 6 0 0
9. I 6 7 0 0
Total 59 58 0 0

Prof. C.D. Agashe

Subject: Sports Psychology & Sociology
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m Very Good
H Good
m Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory



Feedback

Dr. N.M Ghosh

Subject: Sports Medicine & Rehabilitation

Total No. of Students: - 11

S. No | Question Response
Very Good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
1. A 4 7 0 0
2. B 7 4 0 0
3. C 6 5 0 0
4, D 3 8 0 0
5. E 2 9 0 0
6. F 4 6 1 0
7. G 5 6 0 0
8. H 2 9 0 0
9. I 5 6 0 0
Total 38 60 1 0
Subject: Sports Medicine
m Very Good

243

B Good
m Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory



Class: M.P.Ed 1st Semester 2022-23

S. No. Subjects Name of Teacher
1. | Exercise Physiology Prof. Reeta Venugopal
2. | Test Measurement & evaluation in physical Prof. C.D. Agashe
education
3. | Professional Preparation and Curriculum design Mr. Rahul Kumar Paswan
4. | Management Of Physical Education Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-2

S. No Question

1. Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation & comprehensibility

3. Sincerity/ Commitment of the teacher

4. Interest generated by the teacher

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

6. Ability to integrate content with other courses

7. Accessibility of the teacher in & out of the class (include availability of the
teacher to motivate further study & discussion outside class)

8. Ability to design quizzes /tests/assignment/ examination & projects to
evaluate students understanding of the course

9. Overall rating

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Prof. Reeta Venugopal

Subject: Exercise Physiology

Total No. of Students: - 15

Response
S.No. | Question . .
Very good Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 15 0 0 5
2. B 15 0 0 0
3. C 15 0 0 5
4. D 14 1 0 5
5. E 15 0 0 0
6. F 15 0 0 0
7. G 14 1 0 5
8. H 15 0 0 5
0. | 14 1 0 5
Total 132 3 0 0

Prof. Reeta Venugopal Subject: Exercise
Physiology

m Very Good
Good
W Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Subject: Test Measurement

Total No. of Students: - 18

Prof. C.D. Agashe

»n
2

Question

Response

Very good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Prof. C.D. Agashe Subject: Test
Measurement
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m Very Good
Good
M Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory



Feedback

Subject: Professional Preparation and Curriculum design

Mr. Rahul Kumar Paswan

Total No. of Students: - 18

S.N. | Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 A 5 6 7 0
2 B 7 11 0 0
3 C 7 10 1 0
4 D 4 12 2 0
5 E 3 13 2 0
6 F 6 7 5 0
7 G 8 9 3 0
8 H 6 9 3 0
9 I 6 6 6 0

Total 52 83 29 0

Mr. Rahul Kumar Paswan
Subject -Professional Preparation and Curriculum
design

247

H Very Good
H Good
m Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory



Feedback
Prof. Rajeev Choudhary
Subject: Management of Physical Education

Total No. of Students: - 17

S.N. | Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 A 15 2 0 0
2 B 14 2 1 0
3 C 12 3 2 0
4 D 12 4 0 1
5 E 12 4 0 1
6 F 15 1 0 1
7 G 12 4 0 1
8 H 13 3 0 1
9 | 13 1 2 1

Total 118 24 5 6

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary Sub.-Management of
physical education

m Very Good
Good
M Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory
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CLASS: M.P.Ed 2"! Semester 2022-23

0. SUBJECT TEACHER

Research Process Prof. Reeta Venugopal

Training Method Prof. C.D. Agashe

Statistics & Computer Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

rAwinRZ

Biomechanics Dr.N.M.Gosh

FEEDBACK QUESTIONNAIRE: 2

Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Communication skills (in terms of articulation & comprehensibility)

Sincerity/ Commitment of the teacher

Interest generated by the teacher

VI WIN|F

Ability to integrate course material with others environment / other
issues, to provide a broader perspective

()]

Ability to integrate content with other courses

~

Accessibility of the teacher in & out of the class (include availability of the
teacher to motivate further study & discussion outside class)

Ability to design quizzes /tests/assignment/ examination & projects to
evaluate students understanding of the course

Overall rating

FEEDBACK RESPONSE

o. Category

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

ArlwW(NIFRLZ

Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Prof. Reeta Venugopal

Subject — Research Process

Total no. of Student- 15

Response
S.No. | Question . _
Very Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
good
1. A 15 0 0 0
2. B 15 0 0 0
3. C 15 0 0 0
4, D 14 1 0 0
5. E 15 0 0 0
6. F 14 1 0 0
7. G 14 1 0 0
8. H 14 1 0 0
9. I 15 0 0 0
Total 131 4 0 0

Prof. Reeta Venugopal Subject: Research

Process
ey

Very Good
Good

M Satisfactory
(]

B Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Subject — Statistics & Computer

Total no. of Student- 18

S.N. Question Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 A 17 1 0 0
2 B 16 2 0 0
3 C 14 4 0 0
4 D 15 3 0 0
5 E 16 2 0 0
6 F 16 2 0 0
7 G 11 5 0 0
8 H 14 4 0 0
9 I 13 5 0 0

Total 132 28 0 0

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary Subject -Statistics

and computer

252

Very Good
M Good
W Satisfactory

M Unsatisfactory




Feedback

Subject — Training Method

Total no. of Student- 17

Prof. C.D. Agashe

Response
S.N | Question _ _
Very Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
good
1. A 12 5 0 0
2. B 6 10 1 0
3. C 8 7 2 0
4. D 9 6 2 0
5. E 8 7 2 0
6. F 8 8 1 0
7. G 9 5 3 0
8. H 9 8 0 0
9. I 8 9 0 0
Total 77 65 11 0

Prof. C.D. Agashe Subject: Trainig
Method

253

Very Good
m Good
W Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory




Feedback

Dr.N.M.Gosh
Subject — Biomechanic
Total no. of Student- 18
S. No | Question Response
Very Good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
1. A 15 3 0 0
2. B 18 0 0 0
3. C 13 5 0 0
4. D 12 6 0 0
5. E 17 1 0 0
6. F 12 6 0 0
7. G 9 9 0 0
8. H 11 6 1 0
9. I 12 6 0 0
Total 119 42 1 0
Dr. N.M. Ghosh Subject: Biomechanics
m Very Good

254

H Good
M Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory
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Class: M.P.Ed 3" Semester 2022-23
Total No. of Students: 10

. No. Subjects Name of Teacher
1. | Sports Medicine Prof. Reeta Venugopal
2. | Specialization Dr. N.M. Ghosh
3. | Psychology of coaching & counselling Prof. C.D. Agashe
4. | Scientific coaching methods Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-2

S.No Question

1. Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation & comprehensibility

3. Sincerity/ Commitment of the teacher

4. Interest generated by the teacher

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

6. Ability to integrate content with other courses

7. Accessibility of the teacher in & out of the class (include availability of the
teacher to motivate further study & discussion outside class)

8. Ability to design quizzes /tests/assignment/ examination & projects to
evaluate students understanding of the course

9. Overall rating

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4, Unsatisfactory

Prof. Reeta Venugopal
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Subject -Sports Medicine

Total No. of Students: -15

Response
S.No. | Question . .
Very good Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 15 0 0 5
2. B 15 0 0 5
3. C 15 0 0 5
4 D 14 1 0 5
5. E 15 0 0 5
6. F 13 5 0 5
7. G 15 0 5 .
8. H 14 1 0 5
9. | 15 0 0 0
Total 131 4 0 0

Prof. Reeta Venugopal Subject: Sports
Medicine

Very Good
Good

M Satisfactory
B Unsatisfactory

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary
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Subject -Scientific coaching methods

Total No. of Students: -19

S.N. | Question Response
(\}sz Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 A 18 1 0 5
2 B 16 2 0 5
3 C 14 4 0 5
4 D 12 6 0 5
5 E 14 3 1 5
6 F 14 3 1 5
7 G 13 3 > 5
8 H 13 5 0 5
9 I 14 4 0 5

Total 128 31 4 0

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary Subject -Scientific
Coaching Method

Prof. C.D. Agashe
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Very Good
B Good
M Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory



Subject — Psychology of coaching & counseling

Total No. of Students: -18

S.N | Question

Response

Very
good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Prof. C.D. Agashe Subject: Psychology of

Dr. N.M. Ghosh

Coaching & Counseling
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Very Good
m Good
M Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory

Prof.



Subject-Specialization
Total No. of Students: - 8

Dr. N.M. Ghosh
Subject: Specilization
S. No [ Question Response
Very Good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 8 0 0 0
2. B 6 2 0 0
3. C 6 2 0 0
4, D 7 1 0 0
5. E 8 0 0 0
6. F 7 1 0 0
7. G 6 2 0 0
8. H 8 0 0 0
9. I 8 0 0 0

Total 64 8 0 0

Dr. N.M. Ghosh Subject: Specilization

Very Good
Good

M Satisfactory

()
B Unsatisfactory
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Class: M.P.Ed 4" Semester 2022-23

. No. Subjects Name of Teacher
1. | Health Education Prof. Reeta venugopal
2. | Psychology of Coaching and Counselling Prof. C.D. Agashe
3. | Sports Physiotherapy Dr. N.M. Ghosh
4. | Foundation of Physical Education & Current Trends Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-2
S. No Question

1. Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation & comprehensibility

3. Sincerity/ Commitment of the teacher

4. Interest generated by the teacher

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

6. Ability to integrate content with other courses

7. Accessibility of the teacher in & out of the class (include availability of the
teacher to motivate further study & discussion outside class)

8. Ability to design quizzes /tests/assignment/ examination & projects to
evaluate students understanding of the course

9. Overall rating

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Prof. Reeta Venugopal

Subject: Health Education.

Total No. of Students: - 16

Response
S.No. [ Question . .
Very good Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1. A 16 0 0 5
2. B 16 0 0 5
3. C 16 0 0 5
4. D 16 0 0 5
5. E 16 0 0 5
6. F 16 0 0 5
7. G 15 1 0 5
8. H 15 1 0 5
9. | 16 0 0 5

Total 142 2 0 0

Prof. Reeta Venugopal Subject: Health
Education

M Very Good
Good
m Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Prof. C. D. Agashe

Subject: Psychology of Coaching and Counselling

Total No. of Students: - 18

S.N

Question

Response

Very good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Prof. C.D. Agashe Subject: Psychology of
Coaching & Counseling

11% 1%
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M Very Good
Good
| Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory



Feedback

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Subject: Foundation of Physical Education & Current Trends

Total No. of Students: - 16

S.N. | Question Response
Very Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
Good
1 A 14 2 0 0
2 B 13 3 0 0
3 C 9 7 0 0
4 D 9 7 0 0
5 E 12 0 0
6 F 13 3 0 0
7 G 9 6 1 0
8 H 11 4 1 0
9 I 12 4 0 0
Total 102 40 2 0

Prof. Rajeev Choudhary
Subject -Foundation of Physical Education &
Current Trends

m Very Good
Good
W Satisfactory

MW Unsatisfactory
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Feedback

Dr. N.M. Ghosh

Subject: Sports Physiotherapy

Total No. of Students: - 18

S. No

Question

Response

Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory
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Dr. N.M. Ghosh Subject: Sports
Physiotherapy
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M Very Good
Good
M Satisfactory

M Unsatisfactory
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Student’ feedback about Course contents based on
Questionnaire No.-3
(Feedback Inventory for Students)

B.P.Ed.
2022-2023
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Class: B.P.Ed 4" Semester 2022-23

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-3

S. No Question

1. | Your background for benefiting from the course was?

2. | Was the course conceptually difficult to understand?

Were you able to get the prescribed reading?

How well did the teacher prepare for class?

How helpful was the teacher in advising?

2 AN e

Was the teacher?

7. | Was there any opportunity for personal interaction with teacher?

Was there any opportunity for small group work?

9. | Were outside experts invited to address you?

10. | Did you visit industries, laboratories, banks and outside
universities?

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4, Unsatisfactory
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Total No. of Students- 11

Prof. C.D. Agashe

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
L 3 8 0 0
2 11 0 0 0
3 10 1 0 0
4 3 8 0 0
> 11 0 0 0
° 6 0 0 5
£ 8 3 0 0
8. 9 1 1 0
. 6 4 1 0
10. 3 5 1 2
TOTAL 70 30 3 7
Overall Response
m very good
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® good
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Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Total No. of Students- 13

270

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
L 6 7 0 0
2 5 8 0 0
3 9 4 0 0
4 12 0 1 0
> 13 0 0 0
° 8 3 2 0
£ 7 6 0 0
8. 7 6 0 0
. 7 6 0 0
10. 7 6 0 0
TOTAL 81 46 3 0
Overall Response
® very good

m good
m stisfactory
unstisfactory




Total No. of Students- 11

Dr. N. M. Ghosh

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

1 4 7 0 0

2 5 5 1 0

3 7 4 0 0

4 3 8 0 0

> 8 2 1 0

6 6 3 1 1

£ 4 7 0 0

8. 6 4 0 1

o 6 3 1
10 3 5 2 1
TOTAL 52 46 8 4

Overall Response
m very good
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Total No. of Students- 12

Mr. Rahul Kumar Paswan

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
L 4 8 0 0
2 5 7 0 0
3 8 4 0 0
4 1 11 0 0
> 8 3 1 0
° 9 2 0 1
£ 6 5 0 1
8. 5 7 0 0
2 7 3 2 0
10. 5 6 0 1
TOTAL 56 56 3 3
Overall Response
® very good
m good
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Total No. of Students- 12

Mr. Anupam Kumar Singh

273

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

L 5 7 0 0

2 5 7 0 0

3 7 5 0 0

4 5 7 0 0

> 8 4 0 0

° 10 1 0 0

£ 6 5 1 0

8. 8 4 0 0

. 7 5 0 0
10. 3 9 0 0
TOTAL 64 54 1 0

Overall Response
® very good

m good
m stisfactory

unstisfactory




Student’ feedback about Course contents based on
Questionnaire No.-3
(Feedback Inventory for Students)

M.P.Ed.
2022-2023
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Class: M.P.Ed 4™ Semester 2022-23

Questions for Feedback: Questionnaire-3

S. No. Question

1. | Your background for benefiting from the course was?

2. | Was the course conceptually difficult to understand?

Were you able to get the prescribed reading?

How well did the teacher prepare for class?

How helpful was the teacher in advising?

2 AN e

Was the teacher?

7. | Was there any opportunity for personal interaction with teacher?

Was there any opportunity for small group work?

9. | Were outside experts invited to address you?

10. | Did you visit industries, laboratories, banks and outside
universities?

Categories of responses for feedback from students

S. No. Category for response
1. Very Good
2. Good
3. Satisfactory
4. Unsatisfactory
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Prof. C.D. Agashe

Total No. of Students-22

276

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
L 14 8 0 0
2 14 8 0 0
5 22 0 0 0
4 11 9 2 0
5.
22 0 0 0
6.
11 11 0 0
7.
17 0 0 3
8 19 1 1 1
9.
15 3 3 1
10.
22 0 0 0
TOTAL
167 40 6 5
Overall Response
m very good
= good

m stisfactory

unstisfactory




Prof. Reeta Venugopal

Total No. of Students- 16

277

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

1 9 7 0 0
2 6 10 0 0
3 15 1 0 0
4. 8 7 1 0
> 16 0 0 0
° 12 3 0 1
’ 12 1 2 1
8. 11 6 1 1

9.
13 1 2 0

10.
7 9 0 0

TOTAL
109 45 6 2
Overall Response
m very good

= good
m stisfactory

unstisfactory




Prof. Rajeev Choudhary

Total No. of Students-10

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
L 6 4 0 0
2.
3 7 0 0
3.
10 0 0 0
4,
5 5 0 0
> 9 1 0 0
6. 8 1 0 1
! 6 1 1 0
8 9 0 1 0
9.
7 0 1 2
10.
5 5 0 0
TOTAL
68 24 3 3
Overall Response
® very good
® good
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Dr. N. M. Ghosh

Total No. of Students-8

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
L 4 4 0 0
2.
5 3 0 0
3 8 0 0 0
4 2 6 0 0
> 8 0 0 0
6. 5 2 1 0
! 6 1 1 0
8 7 0 0 1
9.
6 2 0 0
10.
3 5 0 0
TOTAL
54 23 1 1
Overall Response
® very good
® good
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Mr. Anupam Kumar Singh
Total No. of Students-3
S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

L 2 1 0 0
2 2 1 0 0
3 2 1 0 0
4 2 1 0 0
> 2 1 0 0
6 2 1 0 0
! 2 1 0 0
8. 3 0 0 0
9.

2 1 0 0
10.

2 1 0 0

TOTAL
21 9 0 0
Overall Response
® very good
= good
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Mr. Rahul Kumar Paswan

Total No. of Students-4

S. No. Response
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
L 1 3 0 0
2 3 1 0 0
3 3 1 0 0
4 3 0 1 0
> 4 0 0 0
6. 4 0 0 0
" 4 0 0 0
8 3 1 0 0
9.
2 0 0 2
10.
1 1 0 2
TOTAL
21 9 0 0
Overall Response
m very good
= good
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Action taken Report

The result of the feedback reviewed from students were discussed in
staff council & it was instructed to take appropriate action.

Signature of Head

Prof. C.D.Agashe
Head
School of Studies in Physical Education
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University
Raipur, Chhattisgarh (492010)
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School of Studies in Physics & Astrophysics

Remarks of the students on teachers
M. Sc. I Semester —Session- 2022-23
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School of Studies in Physics and Astrophysics
Pt Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur
Action Taken Report on Feedback from Students (Session 2022-23)

Duly filled feedback forms for the session 2022-23 by the students of M.Sc. I and 11l semesters were
cq_l_[_ecte&'baen..collected_'orﬂine- by Google: form. A staff council meeting was held on 24.04.20223 at the
Head chamber to analyze the feedback. The feedback forms were revealed in front of the faculty
members.
The students have candidly expressed their opinions: regarding the classreom lcaching skill of the
individual teachers, and the prescribed M.Sc. syllabi. Their opinivns were gon eyed to the faculty
members. It was found very efficacious in assessing the teaching methodology amprovenient. and
restructuring the syllabi. '
We will continue to collect student feedback in the future, and actions will be taken accordingly after
analyzing the report.
Students' Remarks and Actions Taken
« Teaching skills of tgachers: Kost of the students gave 'very -ggcid‘ and 'good' Temarks about the
teaching skill of all the teachers, However, there remains always a scope for improvement.
Action taken: Faculty members arc suggested to vpgrade themselves and keep updated with the
present scenario. All the teachers ate also: suggested to go 1o the classroom weli-prepared and

. Course contents: Most students gave 'good” remarks about the course conter®
Action taken: The comtent of the syllabi is continuously reviewed cvery yeet By U Bastialt
Studies, and the hefterments are incorporated whenever noeded.
In order to improve the personality of the students, student seminar is organized every Saturday b
the presence of all faculty members and research scholars.
The teachers are available to help students at any time.

' ‘Professor & Hesd

$.055. ini Physics & Astrophysics,

Py, Ravishankar Shukia University,

Raiph. {C.6.) 652010

285



SOS IN PSYCHOLOGY

STUDENTS FEEDBACK 2022-23

Abbreviations used

S. No. Name of Faculty Abbreviations
1 Dr. Prabhavati Shukla A
2 Dr. Basheer Hasan B
3 Dr. Priyamvada Shrivastava C
4 Dr. Meeta Jha D
5 Dr. Roli Tiwari (Guest Faculty) GF1
6 Dr. Jita Behera (Guest Faculty) GF2
7 Mr. Tikeshwear Prasad Sahu (Guest Faculty) GF3
SCORING
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
4 3 2 1

Number of Students Participating:
M.A. Psychology First Year (I & Il Semester) — 22
M.A. Psychology Second Year (1l & IV Semester) — 20

1.

2.
3.
4

>R

P.G. Diploma in Psychological Guidance & Counselling (P.G.C.) — 14

P.G. Diploma in Rehabilitation Psychology (P.G.D.R.P.) — 10

Total Students: 66

Total Faculty Members: 07 (Permanent: 04, Guest Faculty: 03)

SOS IN PSYCHOLOGY
STUDENT FEEDBACK SCORE
COURSE PROGRAM SCORE

M.A. Psychology First Year (I & Il Semester)
M.A. Psychology Second Year (11 & IV Semester)
G. Diploma in Psychological Guidance & Counselling (P.G.C.)
P.G. Diploma in Rehabilitation Psychology (P.G.D.R.P.)
3.6
;2 3.136 3.2
3
2.8
2.6
2.4
2.2
2
M.A. Psychology M.A. Psychology P.G.C. P.G.D.R.P.

First Year

Second Year
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SOS IN PSYCHOLOGY
STUDENTS FEEDBACK SCORE (FACULTY SCORE)

M.A. PSYCHOLOGY (FIRST YEAR) FACULTY SCORE
3.45 4

3.4 -
3.35 -
3.3 4
3.25 ~
3.2 -
3.15 -
3.1
3.05 -

A C D GF1

M.A. PSYCHOLOGY (SECOND YEAR) FACULTY SCORE

33.7 3.65

3.6
3.
3.5
3.
3.4
3.
3.3
3.2

375
3.7
3.65
qqq I
B C GF1 GF2

GF3

P.G.C. FACULTY SCORE
3.55 35

3.45

3.4
3.35
3.3
3.25
3.2
3.15
31
3.05

; 3.428 3.428
GF1

GF2 GF3
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P.G.D.R.P. FACULTY SCORE

3.55 35 35
3.5

3.45
3.4
3.35
3.3 A
3.25 ~
3.2 A
3.15 -
3.1 +
3.05 -

C GF1 GF2 GF3

COURSE PERCENT RESPONSE

70

60

m Very Good

H Good

m Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory

M.A. Psychology M.A. Psychology P.G.C. P.G.D.R.P.
(First Year) (Second Year)
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FACULTY PERCENT RESPONSE

70
60

M.A. PSYCHOLOGY (I, Il SEMESTER) FACULTY PERCENT RESPONSE

M Very Good

Good

Satisfactory

Unsatisfactory

D GF1

80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

M.A. PSYCHOLOGY (l11, IV SEMESTER) FACULTY PERCENT RESPONSE

H Very Good

H Good

m Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory
B C GF1 GF2 G

F3

60
50
40
30
20
10

P.G.C. FACULTY PERCENT RESPONSE

B Very Good

H Good

m Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory

GF1 GF2 GF3
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80
70
60
50
40
30
20
10

P.G.D.R.P. FACULTY PERCENT RESPONSE

C GF1 GF2 GF3

m Very Good
H Good
m Satisfactory

B Unsatisfactory

ACTION TAKEN REPORT

The overall score given by students to the faculty was circulated among the faculty

members including guest faculty members with the request for improvement in teaching.

Dr. Prabhavati Shukla

Professor & Head

S.0.S. in Psychology, Pt. R.S.U. Raipur

Professor & Head -

§ch ool of Studies in Psycholog'y
Fl. Ravishankar Shukla University

RAIPUR (C.G.)
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School of Regional Studics and Research
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur (C.G.)

Student Feedback 2022-23

NAMES OF FACULTY
NAME Abbreviations used
Prof. Basheer Hasan A
Dr. Raj Kamal Roy B
Mr. Sameer Sahu 6
Mrs. Khushboo Sahu D

No. of students participating — MA in Rural Development (24) & PG DIPLOMA (4)

SCORING
4 3 2 1
VERY GOOD GOOD SATISFACTARY | UNSATISFACTARY

STUDENT FEEDBACK

Student Feedback

4.00 -

3.70

3.55
3.50

3.00 2.65
2.50

2,00

Score

150

1.00 -

0.50 -

0.00

MA Sem-I &Il MA Sem- 1I& IV PG Diploma Sem- 1 & Il

o i

Prof. Basheer Hasan
Head
School of Regional Studies and Research
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University
RAIPUR (C.G.)
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¥ 4
# 4
#/I
7

/
/ COURSE WISE RESPONSE PERCENT

/ S—
Response % of MA & PG Diploma

" MA

B PG Diploma

Percent

»
8 8
1 1

—
o
I

(=]
L

Very Good
Good Satisfacory Unsatisfactory

SCORE OF A, B, C
,C&DF :
ik ACULTIES BY MA IN RURAL DEVELOPMENT & PG

Faculty Score by MA & PG Diploma Students

BMA
B PG Diploma

prof. Basheer Hasan
Head
School of Regional Studies and Research
P1. Ravishankar Shukla University
RAIPUR(C.G.)
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/

4

4
-

OVERALL SCORE OF Ay B,C & D FACULTIES

Score

3.8
3.75
3.7
3.65
3.6
3.55
3.5
3.45
3.4

3.35

3.55

Overall Faculties Score

3.75
I 3'5
c D

SCORE OF A, B, C & D FACULTIES RESPONSE PERCENT BY MA STUDENTS

Score

70 -

65.12

62.34
61.58

Very Good

62.506

Faculty Response

HA
=mB
=C
=D

o o o o

Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

QP ol .
Prof. Bagh€er Ha

Head
School of Regional Studies and Research

Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University
RAIPUR (C.G))
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'

t

J
7 SCOREOF A, B,C & D FACULTILS RESPONSE PERCENT BY PG DIPLOMA STUDENTS

Faculty Response Percent

A
ml()
€
S "o
]
o D

o o o O

, e

Very Good Good Satlsfactory Unsatlslactory

OVERALL RESPONSE PERCENT OF A, B, C & D FACULTIES

Overall Faculty Response

mA
|0

mC

Score

mD

o O © ©

Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

ACTION TAKEN REPORT

The overall score given by students to the faculty was circulated among the faculty members
including Guest Faculty & also discuss in Staff Council meeting. Although the performance of the

faculty is quite satisfactory but it was assumed by the faculty to the excellent in teaching.

[ i ] 8
. Prof. Basheer Hasan
'I Head
School of Regional Studies and Research
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University
RAIPUR (C.G.)
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School of Studies in Statistics

Student Feedback 2022-23

M.Sc. IV Semester, 2022-23

Course Feedback

Course Mean Score
Course | 3.48
Course Il 3.44
Course Il 3.42
Course IV 3.44

Mean Score

3.48 3.44 3.44
35 | 3.42

15 -

0.5 -

Course | Course Il Course lll Course IV
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Faculty Feedback

Faculty Mean Score
Dr. Vyas Dubey 3.62
Dr. Pradip Kumar Chourasia 3.48
Mr. Krishna Kumar 3.42
Miss Shubhangi Thakur 3.42
Mean Score
4 -
35 362 3.48 3.42 3.42
3
2.5 -
2
1.5 +
1 -
0.5 -
0 -
Dr. Vyas Dubey Dr. Pradip Kumar Mr. Krishna Kumar ~ Miss Shubhangi Thakur
Chourasia
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M.Sc. IV Semester, 2022-23

Course Feedback
Course Mean Score
Course | 3.15
Course ll 3.21
Course Il 3.44
Course IV 3.48
Mean Score
4
3.48
35 3.44
3.15 3.21
3
2.5
M Course |
2 Course Il
M Course lll
1.5
W Course IV
1
0.5
0
Course | Course |l Course lll Course IV
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Faculty Feedback

Faculty Mean Score
Dr. Vyas Dubey 3.66
Dr. Pradip Kumar Chourasia 3.49
Mr. Krishna Kumar 3.48
Miss Shubhangi Thakur 3.44
Mean Score
4 -
3.66
3.49 3.48
35 3.44
3 4
2.5 -
2 4
1.5 +
1 ,
0.5 +
0 1 T T T
Dr. Vyas Dubey Dr. Pradip Kumar  Mr. Krishna Kumar  Miss Shubhangi
Chourasia Thakur
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Centre for Women’s Studies
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Analysis of the Student feedback (2022-23)

Certificate Course on “Women Law and Gender Justice"

No. of Students (14)

60.0 -

50.0 A

40.0 -

30.0 A

20.0 A

10.0 A

0.0

51.3
38.2
10.5
T T T 1
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory

Certificate Course “Community Based Participatory Research

(CBPR)
No. of Students (05)

60.0 -

50.0 A

40.0 A

30.0 A

20.0 A

10.0 A

0.0

58.3
31.7
121
. 0.0
ey
Very Good Good Satisfactory Unsatisfactory
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Centre for Women’s Studies
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Analysis of the Feedback from Support Staff (2022-23)

Aniksha Varoda (Research Assistant)

80% /

70%
60% -
50% -
40% 1
30% 1
20% -
10%
0%

ﬁ

Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
Agree Disagree

Keyoor Bhushan Rao (Professional Assistant)

80% / -

70% -
60% -
50%
40%
30% -
20% -
10%
0%

o
Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
Agree Disagree
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Centre for Women’s Studies
Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University, Raipur

Analysis of the Feedback from Alumni (2022-23)

60% - 58
50% - 44
40% -
30% -
20% -
10% -
0% . . . .
Strongly Agree Neutral Disagree Strongly
agree disagree
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STUDENT FEEDBACK FOR COURSE & FACULTY (2022-23)

COURSE FEEDBACK
B.VOC RETM
4.00
3.50
3.00
2.50
2.00
1.50
1.00
0.50
0.00
MEAN SCORE
|MB.VOC RETM 3.35
PERCENT RESPONSE TO COURSE
B.VOC RETM
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00
10.00
0.00
VGOOD GOOD SAT UNSAT
HB.VOC RETM 44.44 48.68 4.76 2.12
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FACULTY FEEDBACK

3.70

3.60

3.50

3.40

3.30

3.20

3.10

FACULTY SCORE (SEMESTER1)

|

AKS

AYS

BN

GS

GSR

SS

SSV

@ MEAN SCORE

3.30

3.62

3.65

3.49

3.64

3.40

3.42

4.00
3.50
3.00
2.50
2.00
1.50
1.00
0.50
0.00

FACULTY SCORE (SEMESTER II)

AKS

AS

AYS

GS

GSR

KS

PN

SS

SSv

E MEAN SCORE

3.42

3.03

3.47

3.32

3.69

3.40

341

3.49

3.65
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4.50
4.00
3.50
3.00
2.50
2.00
1.50
1.00
0.50
0.00

FACULTY SCORE (SEMESTER III)

AKS

AS

AY

AYS

GSR

LS

MS

PN

RT

SS

YS

# MEAN SCORE

3.43

297

3.55

2.98

3.86

3.06

3.16

3.36

3.59

3.63

3.06

4.00
3.90
3.80
3.70
3.60
3.50
3.40
3.30
3.20
3.10
3.00
2.90

FACULTY SCORE (SEMESTER1V)

AKS

AS

AYS

GSR

PN

SS

YS

E MEAN SCORE

3.69

3.46

3.42

3.57

3.47

3.26

3.88
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4.00

3.50

3.00

2.50

2.00

1.50

1.00

0.50

0.00

FACULTY SCORE (SEMESTER V)

AKS

AS

AY

AYS

GS

GSR

PN

RT

SSv

# MEAN SCORE

3.46

3.24

3.73

3.47

3.31

3.62

3.42

2.94

3.55

FACULTY SCORE (SEMESTERI-V)

3.80
3.70

3.60

3.50

3.40
3.30
3.20
3.10
3.00
2.90
2.80
2.70

AYS

# MEAN SCORE

3.39|3.65
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PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY

PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY

SEMESTER-I

70.00
60.00
50.00 .
40.00 '
30.00 1 1
20.00
10.00
0.00

AKS AYS BN GS GSR SS SSv
HVGOOD| 44.44 66.67 64.81 54.94 63.58 46.30 55.56
4 GOOD 41.98 29.01 35.19 38.89 36.42 48.15 33.33
M SAT 12.35 3.70 0.00 6.17 0.00 432 8.64
BUNSAT | 123 0.62 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.23 2.47

PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY

SEMESTER-II

80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00 { 4 { 7
30.00
20.00
10.00
0.00

AKS AS AYS GS GSR KS PN SS Ssv
HVGOOD| 4861 | 3056 | 53.47 | 43.06 | 7014 | 47.92 | 4722 | 5486 | 67.36
MGOOD | 4514 | 41.67 | 4097 | 4722 | 2917 | 44.44 | 4653 | 3889 | 31.25
M SAT 625 | 2778 | 486 8.33 0.69 7.64 6.25 6.25 0.00
®UNSAT | 0.00 0.00 0.69 1.39 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.39
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PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY SEMESTER-

100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00
10.00

0.00

I11

AKS

AS

AY

AYS

GSR

LS

MS

PN

RT

SS

YS

EVGOOD

52.78

28.70

61.11

37.04

87.96

32.41

42.59

47.22

67.59

65.74

30.56

4 GOOD

39.81

43.52

33.33

25.00

10.19

45.37

38.89

41.67

25.93

31.48

45.37

M SAT

4.63

24.07

4.63

37.04

1.85

18.52

10.19

11.11

4.63

2.78

24.07

H UNSAT

2.78

3.70

0.93

0.93

0.00

3.70

8.33

0.00

1.85

0.00

0.00

PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY SEMESTER-

100.00
90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00
10.00

0.00

IV

AKS

AS

AYS

GSR

EVGOOD

73.61

58.33

55.56

62.50

59.72

40.28

90.28

4 GOOD

22.22

29.17

30.56

34.72

27.78

47.22

6.94

M SAT

4.17

12.50

13.89

0.00

12.50

11.11

2.78

E UNSAT

0.00

0.00

0.00

2.78

0.00

1.39

0.00

307




PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY SEMESTER-V

90.00
80.00
70.00
60.00
50.00
40.00
30.00
20.00
10.00

0.00

AKS AS AY AYS GS GSR PN RT SSv YS

EVGOOD| 53.70 35.19 80.56 56.48 44.44 65.74 56.48 32.41 61.11 43.52

4 GOOD 39.81 54.63 15.74 35.19 43.52 3241 30.56 29.63 33.33 44.44

M SAT 5.56 9.26 0.00 7.41 11.11 0.00 11.11 37.04 4.63 9.26

EUNSAT | 0.93 0.93 3.70 0.93 0.93 1.85 1.85 0.93 0.93 2.78

OVERALL PERCENT RESPONSE TO FACULTY

80.00

70.00

60.00

50.00

40.00

30.00
20.00

10.00

0.00
AKS | AS | AY |AYS| BN | GS |GSR| KS | LS | MS | PN | RT | S SSV | YS

HVGOOD |54.63|38.19(70.83|53.84|64.81|47.48|69.98|47.92|32.41|42.59|52.66|50.00({51.79|61.34|54.78

M GOOD |37.79(42.25|24.54|32.15/35.19|43.21|28.58|44.44|45.37|38.89|36.63(27.78|41.44|32.64|32.25

H SAT 6.59 (18.40| 2.31 |13.38| 0.00 | 8.54 | 0.51 | 7.64 |18.52(10.19(10.24|20.83| 6.11 | 4.42 |12.04

EUNSAT | 099 | 1.16 | 2.31 | 0.63 | 0.00 | 0.77 | 0.93 | 0.00 | 3.70 | 8.33 | 0.46 | 1.39 | 0.66 | 1.59 | 0.93
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ABBREVIATIONS USED

GSR Mr. Gajendra Singh Rathore SS Dr. Swati Sahu
BN Dr. Basumati Nadig MS Dr. Manisha Shrivastava
AKS Ms. Ankita Sao AY Dr. Aparna Yadu
ANKUR Mr. Ankur Shrivasatava Ssv Mrs. S.Srividhya
GS Mr. Gaurav Sonkar LS Ms. Latika Singh
RT Mr. Ravi Tiwari KS Ms. Kusum Sonkar
YS Mr. Yagya Kumar Sahu PN Ms. Preeti Nema
AYS Ms. Aayushi Sharma

SUGGESTIONS GIVEN BY STUDENTS

1. Application received for organizing PV training sessions & industrial visits.

2. Application received for a wall mounted white board in Sem-IV Classroom.

3. Application received for repairing of the washroom latches

The feedback received from the students of B.Voc. 15t to 5t Semesters (2022-23)
was discussed in details in the Staff Council meeting. The overall score given by
students to the faculty was circulated among the faculty members including guest
faculties with the request for improvement in teaching. It was unanimously decided to
find out the weak points from the feedback and resolve them for improvement.
Faculties were suggested for incorporation of virtual / e-learning content development
and discussed about syllabus content. Few suggestion received for addition of
equipments for Electronics Lab. The suggestions made by the students may be also

taken into consideration. It was resolved to prepare the action taken report for the

feedback.
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT

. Institute has organized one 3-days workshop on Solar PV advancements during 27-
29t April 2023. Two Industrial Visit namely Plastic Molding Facility at CIPET,
Raipur & CSPDCL Site Visit was also organized for the students of B.Voc. all
semesters.

. Separate whiteboard has been mounted in the Classroom-3.

. Issues related to washroom doors & latches were fixed.
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[ Center For Basic S‘:ie“‘:eS,Pt. Ravishankar Shukla University,Raipur

| Students Feedback Analysis Report For The Session 2022-23 : ‘1?'
Gaa, ODD SEMESTER e
| QUESTIONNAIRE 2 : Students feedback on teachers

Scale Used L : N g g I: Lo
__’ — z __E_E_WEDGd Good Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory

OOD SEMESTER(Questionnaire 2)2022-23 §venell ; s
Teachers Name Average

GPS_[Dr. Govind Prasad Sahu 3,54

LKC |Dr. Laxmi Kant Chawre 3.84

BG  |Dr. Bhanushree Gupta 3.47

VJ  |Dr. Veenu Joshi 2.84

GSG |Dr. G.S. Gautam 343

SS Dr. Smita Sharma 3.39

RG  |Dr.Rashi Gupta 1.71

VC  |Mr. Vikram Chandravanshi 3.66

RC |Ms.Reena Choudhary 3.24

BSS [Mr.Bhavsagar Sao 3.23

TY  |Dr. Toshikee Yadav 2.95

SY Mr.Sanjay Yadav 3.27

NC  |Dr.Nisha Chhetri 2.89

GL  |Mr.Girdharilal Sahu 3.17

MM |Dr.Madhu Manikpuri 3.86

JC  |Dr. Jipsi Chandra 3.16

SA  |Dr.Smriti Adil 2.97

MK |Mr.Manoj Kumar 3.97

DP  |Dr.Dipti Pateria 234

YP  |Dr. Yogita Parganiha 3.22

VG [Ms.Venika Ganjir 3.29

VG  [Ms.Priti Verma 2.90
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Wi

1st Sem &
Teachers Name Score
GPS [Dr. Govind Prasad Sahu 3.45
L R LKC |Dr. Laxmi Kant Chawre NA
BG  |Dr. Bhanushree Gupta NA
TR e VJ  |Dr. Veenu Joshi 2.71
GSG |Dr. G.S. Gautam NA
SS Dr. Smita Sharma 3.44
RG  |Dr.Rashi Gupta NA
VC  [Mr. Vikram Chandravanshi 3.58
RC  [Ms.Reena Choudhary 2.97
e BSS |Mr.Bhavsagar Sao 3.18
TY  [Dr. Toshikee Yadav 2.71
SY  |Mr.Sanjay Yadav 3.17
NC  |Dr.Nisha Chhetri 2.77
GL  [Mr.Girdharilal Sahu : 2.89
B 1 MM [Dr.Madhu Manikpuri 3.90
JC  |Dr Jipsi Chandra 321
SA  |Dr.Smriti Adil 2.76
MK |Mr.Manoj Kumar NA
My DP  [Dr.Dipti Pateria 2.18
YP  |Dr. Yogita Parganiha NA
E VG  [Ms.Venika Ganjir NA
YL J 2.74
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3rd Sem T e
Teachers Name Score |
GPS |Dr. Govind Prasad Sahu 351 | ———— e )
LKC [Dr. Laxmi Kant Chawre 4.00 e
BG  [Dr. Bhanushree Gupta NA | ;
VJ  |Dr. Veenu Joshi 258 |=—— - L-”";T@' o
GSG |Dr. G.S. Gautam i R . 8
SS  |Dr. Smita Sharma NA /S‘&"’/ -
RG |Dr.Rashi Gupta 1.70 ’E’—/_ &
|VC |Mr. Vikram Chandravanshi B |t
RC |Ms.Reena Choudhary 318 Reena Uorelbo=g
BSS |Mr.Bhavsagar Sao NA
TY (Dr. Toshikee Yadav 393 | — =—= = e i
SY |Mr.Sanjay Yadav 3.50 N _— =
NC |Dr.Nisha Chhetri 2.73 ' } @V'(T"'l" wars
GL |Mr.Girdharilal Sahu 3.16 s )
MM |Dr.Madhu Manikpuri NA Jo W ‘ %&
JC  |Dr. Jipsi Chandra 3.33 A
SA  |Dr.Smriti Adil NA 7 -
MK [Mr.Manoj Kumar 3.97 \AW}..H/ \ J:ﬁ::q_
DP  |Dr.Dipti Pateria 2.71
YP [Dr. Yogita Parganiha NA
VG  |Ms.Venika Ganjir 3.47
PV  |Ms.Priti Verma 3.00
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Mr.Sanjay Yadav
Dr.Nisha Chhetri
Mr.Girdharilal Sahu
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5th Sem

Teachers Name Score
Dr. Govind Prasad Sahu 3.30
Dr. Laxmi Kant Chawre 3.90
Dr. Bhanushree Gupta 3.03
Dr. Veenu Joshi NA
Dr. G.S. Gautam NA
Dr. Smita Sharma 3.20
Dr.Rashi Gupta 1.50
Mr. Vikram Chandravanshi 3.90
Ms.Reena Choudhary 3.65
Mr.Bhavsagar Sao NA
Dr. Toshikee Yadav 2.80
Mr.Sanjay Yadav 3.23
Dr.Nisha Chhetri 3.22
Mr.Girdharilal Sahu 3.12
Dr.Madhu Manikpuri NA
Dr. Jipsi Chandra 3.33
Dr.Smriti Adil NA
Mr.Manoj Kumar NA
Dr.Dipti Pateria NA
Dr. Yogita Parganiha 3.44
Ms.Venika Ganjir 3.22
Ms.Priti Verma 3.00
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Dr.Dipti Pateria
Ms.Priti Verma

Dr. Yogita Parganiha
Ms.Venika Ganijir
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7th Sem
Teachers Name Score
GPS  |Dr. Govind Prasad Sahu 3.78 /
LKC |Dr. Laxmi Kant Chawre 3.57 :
BG Dr. Bhanushree Gupta 3.78 %—-——’”

\A Dr. Veenu Joshi NA ¥

GSG |Dr. G.S. Gautam NA V
SS Dr. Smita Sharma NA 3 g
RG  [Dr.Rashi Gupta 1.89 ______(‘ﬁ.‘Z—g—\M’—

L]
VC___ |Mr. Vikram Chandravanshi 3.67 25)
RC Ms.Reena Choudhary 3.85
BSS Mr.Bhavsagar Sao 341
TY Dr. Toshikee Yadav 2.86
SY Mr.Sanjay Yadav 3.15
NC Dr.Nisha Chhetri 2.86
GL Mr.Girdharilal Sahu 3.12
MM Dr.Madhu Manikpuri 3.76
JC Dr. Jipsi Chandra 224
SA Dr.Smriti Adil 3.17
MK  [Mr.Manoj Kumar NA
DP Dr.Dipti Pateria NA
" | YP Dr. Yogita Parganiha - 2.88
g - | VG Ms. Venika Ganjir 3.08
PV Ms.Priti Verma NA
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Feedback Analysis Report 2« Action Taken Repns

The feedback has been taken from students for their respective courses and faculties.

Suggestions and problems discussed in staff council meeting. Problem and suggestion have

been resolved through proper discussion and actions were taken for betterment. In staff

council meeting feedback of faculties and their performance were discussed. All faculties
were advised to conduct extra classes and try to resolve the difficulties of students and

modify teaching styles
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