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Every year, the College collects feedback from students to measure the impact of all the efforts taken by

the institution and to improve quality in all aspects. The College maintains an Institution Level Feedback

Report. Feedback on curriculum and infrastructure is collected in a specific format from students. The

results are formulated by statistically quantifying the received feedback forms. Data collected is

consolidated and a report is prepared. Data entered in the feedback forms is analysed and

suggestions/feedback given by the students is given due attention. Analysis of Feedback is collected on

specific Performa (Courses, Syllabi, Subject Evaluation and Teacher, Infrastructure and Administration)

from Students.

1. Knowledge of the teacher on the subject:

Knowledge of the teachers

Cumulative
i Frequency |Percent |Valid Percent |Percent
Valid Verygood |42 60.9 60.9 60.9
Good 18 26.1 26.1 87.0
Satisfactory |4 58 58 92.8
Poor 2 2.9 2.9 95.7
Very poor 3 4.3 4.3 100.0
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Knowledge of the teachers

Cumulative
Frequency [Percent Valid Percent  |Percent

Valid  Very good 42 60.9 60.9 60.9

Good 18 26.1 26.1 87.0

Satisfactory |4 5.8 58 92.8

Poor 2 29 29 957

Very poor 3 43 43 100.0

Total 89 100.0 100.0

Knowledge of the teachers
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Knowledge of the teachers

The majority of respondents 60.9% rated the teacher's knowledge as "Very good," indicating a
high level of proficiency. Additionally, 26.1% rated it as "Good." This suggests that a significant
proportion of students acknowledge the teacher's strong grasp of the subject matter. Merely 5.8%
of students believe that teachers possess only a satisfactory level of knowledge in the respective
subjects. Conversely, an additional 4.3% of students hold a slightly different perspective,

asserting that teachers exhibit a lesser degree of proficiency in the relevant subject matter.

2, Clarity and understand-ability of Teachers explanation:
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Clarity and understand-ability of Teachers explanation

Cumulative
Frequency |Percent Valid Percent  [Percent

Valid  Very good 38 551 551 551

Good 23 333 33.3 88.4

Satisfactory |4 5.8 58 942

Poor 2 29 29 971

Very poor 2 29 29 100.0

Total 69 100.0 100.0

Clarity and understand-ability of Teachers explanation
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Clarity and understand-ability of Teachers explanation

The majority of participants 55.1% rated the clarity and understandability of the teacher's
explanation as "Very good," indicating a high level of effectiveness in communication.
Additionally, 33.3% rated it as "Good," contributing to a cumulative positive assessment of
88.4%. 5.8% of students perceive that teachers demonstrate a satisfactory level of clarity and
understandability in their explanations. In contrast, a minority, comprising only 2.9% of students,

believe that teachers exhibit a lower standard of clarity and understanding in their explanations.
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Friendly & openness to student

The feedback on fendliness and openness to students 15 averwhelmingly posttive, with 55 1%,

of respondents rating the expenience as "Very Good" and 24 6% as “Good” respectively  Thiy

high percentage reflects a welcoming environment and positive rapport between

students While a small percentape found the interaction only "Satstactory "

stafl and

accounting for
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6% of responses, the overall sentiment is one of satisfaction and appreciation. The institgtion
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should celebrate the majority's positive experiences while considering targeted improvements (o

address the needs of the smaller group who found the interaction only "Satislactory." This

feedback report serves as a valuable tool for continuous enhancement of the institution's

commitment to creating a friendly and open atmosphere for students, While Only 2.9% ol

respondents rated the friendliness as "Poor" and 5.8% "Very Poor." This supgests a relatively

low occurrence of negative experiences in terms of friendliness.

4. Whether the teacher dictates note only without explanation:

Whether the teacher dictates note only without explanation

Cumulative

Frequency |Percent Valid Percent  |Percent
valid  Very good 36 522 522 522
Good 18 261 26.1 783
Satisfactory |9 13.0 13.0 91.3
Poor 2 29 29 94.2
Very poor 4 58 58 100.0
Total 69 100.0 100.0

Whether the teacher dictates note only without explanation
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Whether the teacher dictates note only without explanation
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The tu?dback on the teacher's approach to dictating notes without explanation reveals a
predominantly positive response, with 52.2% of respondents providing rating as "Very Good"
and 26.1% as “Good”. This indicates that a significant majority appreciates the teaching method
employed, finding it effective and satisfactory. While 13% of respondents indicated a less
favorable experience by rating it as "Satisfactory," 2.9 % "Poor,” and 5.8% "Very poor,” it's
essential to recognize the majority sentiment and acknowledge the success of the current
approach. Overall, the report suggests a generally positive perception of the teacher's approach (o
dictating notes, with opportunities for refinement based on the input of a smaller percentage of
respondents.

5. Complete Syllabus on time:

Complete Syllabus on time

Cumulative
Frequency [Percent Valid Percent  |Percent
valid  Very good 33 47.8 47.8 47.8
Good 25 36.2 36.2 84.1
Satisfactory |9 13.0 13.0 97.1
Poor 1 1.4 1.4 98.6
Very poor 1 1.4 1.4 100.0
Total 69 100.0 100.0
Complete Syllabus on time
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The feedback on the teacher's ability to complete syllabus in time reveals a predominantly

positive response, with 47.8% of respondents providing rating as "Very Good" and w
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“Good™. This indicates that a significant majority appreciates the teaching method employed,

~adine 1t effectiv ot -
finding it effective and satisfactory. While 13% of respondents indicated a less favorable

experience by rating it as "Satisfactory," 1.4% "Poor" and "Very poor”. Overall, the report

suggests a generally positive perception of the teacher's ability to complete syllabus in time, with

opportunities for refinement based on the input of a smaller percentage of respondents.

6. Teacher’s ability to organize lectures:

Teacher's ability to organize lectures

Cumulative
Frequency [Percent Valid Percent  |Percent
valid  Very good 43 62.3 62.3 62.3
Good 20 29.0 29.0 91.3
Satisfactory |4 5.8 5.8 97.1
Poor 1 1.4 1.4 98.6
Very poor 1 14 1.4 100.0
Total 69 100.0 100.0
Teacher’s ability to organize lectures
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Teacher’s ability to organize lectures

reflects a highly positive perception,

“Good’. This overwhelming

The feedback on the teacher's ability to organize lectures
with 62.3% of respondents rated as "Very Good" and 29% as

majority suggests that the teacher is adept at structuring and delivering lectures effectively,

(% scanned with OKEN Scanner



. f)==aif ' ) Ma 0 >
Cont e postve oaninge experience o the majority of students, While 5.8% of

e vated the onanzation ol Tectures as "Satistactory," it is crucial to note the strong
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anly St o denty sipectiic areas for cnlimeement, I conclusion, the majority of
Aot oxpress highesatetiction with (he teachers orpanizational skills during lectures. I'his
postive edback ndicates the eltectiveness of the current approach and serves as valuable

attivation fon the eachers ability o engage and guide students (hrough well-structured lectures.

+renchers cover toples out of syllabus for lnowledge/career development:

teachers vover toples out of ayllabus for knowledgelcareer development

Cumulative

I iequency — [PPercent Valid Percent  |Percent

Valid — Very good ANl 1.0 170 478
Good 19 270 2715 754
Satlatactory  J1b 217 21.7 971
Vary pool 2 290 2.9 100,0
total 00 100.0 100.0

Teachers cover toplcs out of syllabus for
knowledgelcareer development

- Blvery good
ElGood
[_Satistactory
B very pool

The feedback on teachers covering topics beyond the syllabus for knowledge and career

development is generally positive, with 47.8% of respondents providing ratings of "Very Good"
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and 27.5% as “Good" This indicates a widespread appreciation for the inclusion of
supplementary material that goes beyond the prescribed curriculum. The majority perceives this
approach as beneticial for their knowledge and career development. While 21.7% of respondents
rated the coverage of topics as only "Satisfactory," including 2.9% who rated it as "Very Poor," it
is essential to acknowledge the strong cumulative percentage of positive responses. Overall, the
report suggests a commendable effort by teachers in covering additional topics for the holistic

development of student,

8. Integration of theory and Practical classes (wherever applicable):

Integration of theory and Practical classes (wherever applicable)

Cumulative
Frequency |Percent Valid Percent  |Percent

Valid ~ Verygood |32 46.4 46.4 46.4

Good 16 217 217 68.1

Satisfactory |14 20.3 20.3 88.4

Poor 2 2.9 29 91.3

Very poor 6 8.7 8.7 100.0

Total 69 100.0 100.0

Integration of theory and Practical classes
(wherever applicable)

[ Very good

EGood

[Osatistactory

@Poor

[Overy poor

(% scanned with OKEN Scanner



e bk an e mtopaton of theory aid proctical clisses reveals wornge of perspectives,

with A et respondents st 1w "Very Good" and 21 7% as "Cood " However, it's crucial

| " a
oot that SO a b repondents expresued g i i

i

atitctory”, while 2.9% a5 "Poor," wnd

T a I\/mm; . g
s B2 Ny aor "l indicaten st hcan portion of students who find the integration

fess i aatbfinctoryFasaddiens these concens, e mstitotion should priortize obiaining more

detatted feedbneh rome those who tated o ws "Satistctory," "Poor," or "Very Poor" 1o identify

:,lu'tl‘lt lllll““ll)'l‘?n and arens o ||1pl,||,\;|1||“7”|

Fhe report underseores the need  for a

comprehensiveteview and potential restiactuning: of the intepration of heory and practical

lansen o enhiwnce the averall learming axpertence for all students,

9, Overnll experience with internnl assessment;

Ovaiall skpartonce with Intarnal assessment

r Cumulative
Fraquancy — [Mercen Villd Parcent— [Parcent
Valid Moy good 32 4G4 464 46,4
i 21 401 391 6.6
Lallsfactory T) 17 iy 94.2
[RO] B 4.4 4.4 016
Very poos | 1.4 1.4 1000
I tihal 69 100.0 100.0

Ouerall experience with internal assessment

B Jer g ot
[S ]

[ J i fatin
[~ [

[ 3 ser y yusn

(% scanned with OKEN Scanner



The feedback on the overall experience with internal assessment showcases a predominantly

positive sentiment, with 46.4% of respondents providing ratings of "Very Good" and 39.1% as

“Good." This suggests that a significant majority perceives the internal assessment process

positively. However, it's crucial to acknowledge that some students expressed less favorable

experiences, including 8.7% rating it as "Satisfactory," 4.3% as "Poor,” and 1.4% as "Very

Poor." To address the concerns raised by this minority, the institution should seek more detailed

feedback to understand specific challenges and areas for improvement. While celebrating the

majority's positive experiences, the report emphasizes the importance of refining the internal

assessment process to ensure a more universally satisfactory and effective evaluation for all

students.

10. Opportunities to work in a team:

Opportunities to work in a team

Cumulative
Frequency |Percent Valid Percent  |Percent

Valid  Very good 37 53.6 53.6 536

Good 16 23.2 232 76.8

Satisfactory |7 10.1 10.1 87.0

Poor 5 7.2 7.2 942

Very poor 4 5.8 5.8 100.0

Total Ies 100.0 100.0
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The feedback on opportunities to work in a team reflects a mixed perception, with 53.6% as
“Very good” and as 23.2% “Good™ However, it is noteworthy that only 10.1% rating it as
“Satisfactory.” 7.2% as "Poor,” and 5.8% as "Very Poor." This suggests that there is a substantial
portion of students who perceive the opportunities to work in a team less favorably. To address
this, the mstitution should delve deeper into the feedback provided by those who rated it as
“Satisfactory.” "Poor,” or "Very Poor" to identify specific challenges or limitations. While
acknowledging the majority's positive experiences, the report emphasizes the importance of
refining team collaboration opportunities to ensure a more universally satisfactory and enriching

experience for all students.

11. Behavior of the teachers:

Behavior of the teachers
Cumulative
|Frequency |Percent  [Valid Percent [Percent
Vald  Verygood 45 65.2 65.2 65.2
Good 10 14.5 14.5 79.7
Satisfactory |3 43 4.3 84.1
Poor 10 145 14.5 98.6
Very poor 1 1.4 1.4 100.0
Totsi 69 1000 [100.0
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Behavior of the teachers

B Very good
Good

[ satistactory
Poor

[ Very poor

The feedback on the behavior of teachers indicates an overwhelmingly positive perception, with
65.2% of respondents providing ratings as "Very Good" and 14.5% as “Good”. This reflects a
strong endorsement of the teachers' conduct within the learning environment. While 4.3% of
respondents rating it as "Satisfactory," 14.5% as "Poor," and 1.4% as "Very Poor," it's essential
to acknowledge the robust cumulative percentage of positive responses. Overall, the report
underscores the commendable behavior of the majority of teachers, while recognizing the

opportunity for refinement based on the input from a minority of respondents who found the
behavior less than satisfactory.

12. Sincerity of the teachers:

Sincerity of the teachers

Cumulative
Frequency |Percent Valid Percent  |Percent

Valid  Very good 51 739 739 739

Good 8 11.6 116 85.5

Satisfactory |5 7.2 7.2 92.8

Poor 3 4.3 4.3 97.1

Very poor 2 2.9 2.9 100.0

Total l69 100.0 100.0
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Sincerity of the teacher
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The feedback on the sincerity of the teachers reflects an overwhelmingly positive perception,
with 73.9% of respondents providing ratings of "Very good" and 11.6% as "Good." This
indicates a high level of trust and confidence in the sincerity of the teaching staff. While 7.2%
rating it as "Satisfactory," 4.3% as "Poor," and 2.9% as "Very Poor," it is crucial to acknowledge
the substantial cumulative percentage of positive responses. Overall, the report underscores the
commendable sincerity of the majority of teachers, while recognizing the opportunity for
refinement based on the input from a minority of respondents who found the sincerity less than

satisfactory.
13. The overall quality of teaching-learning process in your institute:

The overall quality of teaching-learning process in your institute

Cumulative
Frequency |Percent Valid Percent  |Percent

Valid  Very good 34 493 493 493

Good 17 246 246 73.9

Satisfactory |14 203 203 94.2

Poor 1 1.4 1.4 95.7

Very poor |3 4.3 4.3 100.0

Total isg 1000  [100.0
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The overall quality of teaching-learning process in

__your institute
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The feedback on the overall quality of the teaching-learning process in the institute reveals a

predominantly positive perception, with 49.3% of respondents providing ratings of "Very Good"

and 24.6% as “Good." This indicates a high level of satisfaction and effectiveness in the

teaching-learning methods employed. While the 20.3% rating it as "Satisfactory," 1.4% as

"Poor," and 4.3% as "Very Poor”. Overall, the report underscores the commendable quality of

the teaching-learning process, with an opportunity for refinement based on the input from a

minority of respondents who found the overall quality less than satisfactory.

14. Library facilities:

Library facilities

Cumulative
Frequency [Percent |Valid Percent |Percent

Valid  Very good 34 49.3 49.3 49.3

Good 18 26.1 26.1 754

Satisfactory |5 7.2 7.2 826

Poor 2 29 2.9 85.5

Very poor 10 14.5 14.5 100.0

Total 69 100.0 100.0
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The feedback on library facilities reflects a predominantly positive perception, with 49.3% of

respondents providing ratings of “Very good" and 26.1% "Good." This suggests a high level of

satisfaction with the library resources and services. While with 7.2% rating it as "Satisfactory,"

2.9% as "Poor," and 14.5% as "Very Poor," it is important to acknowledge the robust cumulative

percentage of positive responses. To address the concerns raised by the smaller group, the

institution may consider seeking more detailed feedback to identify specific areas for

improvement in library facilities. Overall, the report highlights commendable library facilities,

with an opportunity for refinement based on the input from a minority of respondents who found

the facilities less than satisfactory.

15. Computer & Internet facilities:

Computer & Internet facilities

Cumulative
|Frequency  |Percent Valid Percent  |Percent

\Valid  Very good 29 42.0 42.0 42.0

Good 19 275 27.5 69.6

Satisfactory |8 11.6 11.6 81.2

Poor 10 14.5 145 95.7

Very poor 3 4.3 4.3 100.0

Total 69 1000  [100.0
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Computer & Internet facilities
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The feedback on computer and internet facilities indicates an overall positive perception, with
42% and 27.5% of respondents providing ratings of "Very Good"

sugg

and "Good" respectively. This
ests a commendable satisfaction with the available technological resources. While the

11.6% rating it as "Satisfactory," 14.5% as "Poor," and 4.3% as "Very Poor," it is important to

recognize the substantial cumulative percentage of positive responses. Overall, the report
highlights effective computer and internet facilities, with an opportunity for refinement based on

the input from a minority of respondents who found the facilities less than satisfactory.

16. Sports facilities:

Sports facilities

Cumulative
Frequency |Percent Valid Percent Percent

Valid  Very good 22 31.9 31.9 31.9

Good 27 39.1 39.1 71.0

Satisfactory |11 15.9 15.9 87.0

Poor 6 8.7 8.7 957

Ve

Ty poor 3 43 4.3 100.0
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Sports facilities

Cumulative
Frequency |Percent Valid Percent  |Percent

Valid  Very good 22 319 31.9 319

Good 27 391 39.1 71.0

Satisfactory |11 159 159 87.0

Poor 6 8.7 8.7 95.7

Very poor 3 43 43 100.0

Total 69 100.0 100.0

Sports facilities

B Very good
Good

O satistactory
B Poor

0 Very poor

Based on the feedback received from 69 respondents regarding the sports facilities, the

s as "Very poor," 8.7% as "Poor,"
"Good," and the majority, 31.9%, considered them

distribution of opinions s as follows: 4.3% rated the facilitie
15.9% as "Satisfactory," 39.1% as

ll‘vfc:r)l
good." The overall estimate shows that a significant portion of respondents had positive
impressions of the sports facilities, with the majority rating them gas either "Good" or "Very
good."
17. Gymnasium facilities:
Gymnasium facilities
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