Students Feedback: Commerce Faculty :- 2019-20

R.R.Mehta college of Science and C.L.Parikh college of Commerce, Palanpur

+* Classwise Samples:

B. Com 311 Samples

B.Sc. 318 Samples

< Attachment: Feedback form




B. K. District Kelavani Mandal, Palanpur Managed
R. R. MEHTA COLLEGE OF SCIENCE & C. L. PARIKH COLLEGE OF COMMERCE, PALANPUR

Question: 1 Students’ Feedback on Course

Name : Faculty: Science / Commerce

Department : Class/Years/Semester :

1.1 Please rate the course on the following attributes using the 1 to 5 point scale shown.
D2 2udan A6iRd 501 GuAldL $8A A1eAUSHA 1— U i 38001 20Ul

1. Excellent 2. Very Good 3. Good 4. Poor 5. Very Poor

No. Particulars Rating

1.1.1 Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or broadening
perspectives)
[Qeudd e (Blacy, [@enariil, suq, Yeuis audizil v [@Qha waizAiA [Qegd s seiui)

1.1.2 Applicability/relevance to real life situations
: adls Aot wRRARIUL ciasiAd/ 2l Adcddl

113 Depth of the course content
(Ana aza-l Glaid

1.1.4 Extent of coverage of course
veAA puaRAl g/ [ArdiR

1.1.5 | Extent of effort required by students
(Qenellzti-u vl o 3RuLa-Al Huley [@AzaR

1.1.6 | Relevance/learning value of project/ report
Aoy wigse dal Aui- Riewemi Aldeidy

1.1.7 _ | Overall rating
W5EI YRUiS

1.2 Is the internal assessment system conducive to (tick in the relevant cell)
AR s yeuis ueall uReunas 97 (dou vu-umi V 530)

No. Particulars Highly | Appreciably M%ifﬁ;ely NZ;lat
121 Understanding the course
o el amogdl
Early discovery of difficulties
122 1 (a3ondui o vicurmas waddlil)
123 Interaction with the teacher
22 Qs il (e Sd/ audiaid) 2
regular work
124 1 mubi s
125 continuous self-assessment
e Add [WHRAS




Question: 2 Students’ Feedbacks on Teachers

Name of the Student:-- Semester :

Department; -------------mmnmmmmmmn commmoeeee Faculty: Science / Commerce

Please rate the teacher on the following attributes using the V, G, S and U point scale shown.
A2 200 A6l Astiriql Gualel s34 x1enusid V,G,S i U - 3EloL 2.

V. Very good G. Good S. Satisfactory U. Unsatisfactory

qel AR ETEY AdAMSIRS VRAAMSIRS

No

Code of The Teacher [—

- 1/2(3/4|5|/6|7(8(9]10(11|12 13|14 15|16 |17
Particulars 1

18

2.1

Knowledge base of the teacher

(as perceived by you)
oy A Y
EAUSIAL AL 2AUEUR/ WAL (AHIRL

g2 siel)

2.2

Communication Skills (in terms of
articulation and comprehensibility)
AAR SARL (Rl HA UL )

2.3

Sincerity / Commitment of the
teacher
el dielladl 214 uldeteaa

2.4

Interest generated by the teacher
EAUS GIRL A %O

2.5

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

(Qoutn uRYguui AnAnad 8d vulael xA-/da
oflont 24v, HEI A WA izl axdl

2.6

Ability to integrate content with other
Courses
21w, UL A [QnaardA sl and

2.7

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

adfui § aoi-l stz Riasq adeasell unaidl
250l ([QenellaAiA aof-) i1z 2l w2
BRI AU g L0 URU Syl 112
@iatsl dcucid yeuisq)

2.8

Ability to design quizzes /tests /as
signments / examinations and
projects to evaluate students
understanding of the

Course.

2enAA aHoal W2 Qe usiad,
udlay, RS2, WiFs2 ottad-d audl

2.9

Provision of sufficient time for feedback
[B36is w2 yadi auall gioial

2.10

Overall rating
UHEI HeUisT




Question : 4 student Feedback on Teachers (Overall Teachers Feedback)

Name of the Student:

Semester : Roll No.

Please tike mark shown Rating of the Teacher

Que No. | Particulars Very good | Good | Satisfactory | Unsatisfactory
Knowledge base of the teacher
1 (a s perceived by you)

EAUSIAL Sl 2UA1R/ Wl (a3l g[Resiaiell)

Communication Skills (in terms of

2 articulation and comprehensibility)
AAR Sl (2 244 UL )

3 Sincerity / Commitment of the teacher
wequ sl dielladl 24 uldeteaa

4 Interest generated by the teacher

BLEYIUS GIRL U, UL

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

[Qaun uRYeani AnAmad Sd vulaal A-/dal
oflogt 24x, HEIL 1A WA i3l axdl

Ability to integrate content with other
6 Courses
2=y AeAAL WA [AuaqdA sl amdl

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

adlui 3 aol-l oieiR Riasn udendell noa-l
50 ([Qenefloiia qll oisiz 2l w2 Guid
AR Sd 2N YReU a2 RiasHl
deuRclll YEUis)

Ability to design quizzes /tests /as
signments / examinations and projects
to evaluate students understanding of
8 the

Course.

e aHoal W2 Qe usiadl, uda,
A A2, WiBs2y sritaar-dl axdl

9 Provision of sufficient time for feedback
[B36is W2 yadi wuad Fioia

Overall rating
U5 YRS

10

Signature of the Student



B. K. District Kelavani Mandal, Palanpur Managed

R. R. MEHTA COLLEGE OF SCIENCE & C. L. PARIKH COLLEGE OF COMMERCE, PALANPUR
(Re-accredited at the “A” (CGPA: 3.01) Level by NAAC, 2014)

Question: 3 Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

Name:

Department:

Faculty: commerce / science
Semester: (------- )

v mark in the relevant cell (dioa vuruai \ 21)

w6l ARL ARL A5ER Aol LGR LU
No. Item
Very good Good Average Poor Very poor

31 Academic content
(Qalns )

3.2 . .
Fairness of evaluation
(Heais-Al wrldisa )

33 Interaction with faculty
(A0u 8L WA Aty aal)

34
Interaction with
administration
(uAEst A8 Aty aal)

33 Library facilities
(laneas A2ast)

3.6 -
Computer facilities
(5123 A243l)

37 Hostel facilities
(9rrqull ¥aasl)

3.8 ) e
Recreational facilities
(ol w2193l

3.9
Extra-curricular activities
(Rzdiaz walail)

3.10 S
Sports facilities
(Ruaud-l a2ast)




R.R.Mehta college of Science and C.L.Parikh college of Commerce, Palanpur.

Feedback 2019-20: Commerce Faculty

Question : 1.1 Students’ Feedback On Course (All Questions’ Average )

Grad Grading By Students’ Remark
Excellent 21.59 Received feedback on the course
Very Good 27.74 design prescribed by the
Good 41.94 University for science graduate
Poor .05 level is moderate.
Very Poor 3.35 91.27 Students shown an average
Not respond “0” satisfaction on the curriculum as
it is moderate for professional
0.32 and employability prospects.

Question: 1.2 Students’ Feedback On Course (All Questions’ Average)

As received Feedback data

82.96% students given high rating

that proved the constant internal

monitoring of students’

Grad Rating By Students’
Highly 44.76
Appreciably 38.20
Moderately Poorly 8.75
Not at all 6.17
Not respond “0”
2.12

performance and career-oriented
guidance on time by subject
teachers enhanced their
confidence and motivated them.

Question : 2 Students’ Feedback on Teacher (All Questions’ Average )

All Teachers’ Average

Remark

Grad

Rating By Students’

Very Good 36.91
Good 43.92
Satisfactory 11.25
Unsatisfactory 5.27

Not respond “0” 2.64

Students are contented and
displayed a distinctive figure of
80.83% on all teachers’
performance. With a highly
impressive 0% of discontentment.

Question : 3 Overall Rating

(All Questions’ Average )

Remark

Grad

Grading By Students’

In terms of overall

Very Good 30.35 performance, 68.81% of students
Good 38.46 are highly satisfied with all types

Average 5.66 of facilities provided them by the
Poor 17.68 college.

Very Poor 473

Not respond “0” 3.12




Question :1.1

e

¥ Excellent ¥ Verygood ™ Good ¥ Poor ™ VeryPoor M Empty

Question :1.2

- '\

* Appreciably  * Highly ™ Moderatly poorly * notatall ™ Notresponded




Question 2

2.64

,A 5.27

P L

¥ Very Good ¥ Good ™ Satisfactory * Unsatisfactory ™ Not Responded

Chart Title

473 312

*'VVery good
* Good good
¥ Poor
*'very Poor
® Average

® Not Respond




R.R.Mehta college of Science and C.L.Parikh college of Commerce, Palanpur.

Feedback 2019-20: Science Faculty

Question : 1.1 Students’ Feedback On Course (All Questions’ Average )

Grad Grading By Students’ Remark
Excellent 22.69 Received feedback on the course
Very Good 29.20 design prescribed by the
Good 40.97 University for science graduate
Poor 4.09 level is moderate. 92.86 Students
shown an average satisfaction on
Very Poor — 2.02 the curriculum as it is moderate
0 for professional and
1.03 employability prospects.

Question: 1.2 Students’ Feedback On Course (All Questions’ Average )

Grad Rating By Students’
Highly 44.15
Appreciably 41.01
Moderately Poorly 7.55
Not at all 3.71
IIOII
3.58

As received Feedback data
85.16% students given high rating
that proved the constant internal
monitoring of students’
performance and career-oriented
guidance on time by subject
teachers enhanced their
confidence and motivated them.

Question : 2 Students’ Feedback on Teacher (All Questions’ Average )

All Teachers’ Average

Remark

Grad

Rating By Students’

Very Good 41.57
Good 40.60
Satisfactory 11.32
Unsatisfactory 3.11

Not responding “0” 3.40

With a highly impressive 0%
discontent on all teachers’
performance, students are
content and displayed a
distinctive figure of 82.17% on all
teachers’ performance.

Question : 3 Overall Rating

(All Questions’ Average )

Remark

Grad

Grading By Students’

In terms of overall

Very Good 45.91 performance more than 75.16
Good 29.25 percent of students are highly
Average 13.52 satisfied  with  all  facilities
Poor 2.83 provided by college. It is same
Very Poor 4.40 as last year.

Not responding “0” 4.09




Conclusion of Online feedback: -

Analyzing the data of online feedback taken for 2019-20, the following findings are obtained.

Feedback taken this year as every year seems to be completely satisfied with the expectations
placed by the students from the college.



