
   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2015-

2016 

SEMESTER I BATCH 2015-2016 

SAMPLE – EMPTY FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM I and SEM II of BATCH 2015-2017 (HI )  

 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Students were explained about 
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 

and Programme Learning … 

Approp
riate  
100% 

L
es
s… 

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 



   

   

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Overall Appropriateness - time 
/ hours / credits assigned for 

the modules  

YES 
60% 

NO 
40% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 
distribution  

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 



   

   

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM I of Batch 2015-17 ) :  

 60% responses  are of view on deletion of courses – from the students who replied to feedback form 

 60% responses -agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

SEMESTER II OF BATCH 2015-2016 B ED HEARING IMPAIRMENT 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 
 

YES 
60% 

NO 
40% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback 
on curriculum with  mentor 

YES 
80% 

NO 
20% 

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 
to students                                                              

Approp
riate  
60% 

Less 
Approp

riate 
40% 

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 



   

   

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 

YES 
80% 

NO 
20% 

Overall Appropriateness - time 
/ hours / credits assigned for 

the modules  

YES 
0% 

NO 
100% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  



   

   

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM II of Batch 2015-2017):  

 80% responses stated - Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students     

 60% responses stated - Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 80% responses stated - Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 
help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

       

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback 
on curriculum with  mentor 



   

   

ACTION TAKEN REPORT –FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2015-2016 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2015-2016- SEMESTER I Of BATCH 2015-2017 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

60% responses  are of view on deletion of 

courses – from the students who replied to 

feedback form . 

 Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below . May be during 

revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given.  

 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed, Syllabus is designed by 

University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B 

Ed Special  Education given by RCI. After every five years ,University 

of Mumbai revises its curriculum  Colleges affiliated to University of 

Mumbai have to follow the syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO 

are already framed and included in the syllabus copy. 

60% responses -agreed to discuss the detailed 

feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 All the students who provided us with feedback were convinced for sharing 

detailed feedback on curriculum with their mentors. 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2015-2016- SEMESTER II Of BATCH 2015-2017 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

80% responses stated - Students were 

explained about Course Learning Outcomes 

(CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students   - which means all 

100% faculty do not explain  

PLO was explained during DIKSHARAMBH – Induction Day. Care was taken with 

this regards and our teaching faculty were oriented/often reminded to explain 

CLO/PLO to students even before start of course and whenever any module / unit is 

started –faculty is asked to link the CLO with respective module/unit/Subunit of 

respective course/s. 

60% responses stated - Appropriateness of 

explained Course Learning Outcomes 

(CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

Students are told the purpose behind the CLO/PLO prior starting teaching any course 

or respective module of the course and significance of understanding it before 

starting learning the content. Care was taken to focus on significance of CLO and 

always reminded to students respective CLO will help to build the foundation of the 

respective course. 

80% responses stated - Overall 

Appropriateness - time / hours / credits 

assigned for the modules 

Teachers were advised to modify /extend the time /hours if required at individual 

level. May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given.  

B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designed by University of 

Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B Ed Special  Education 

given by RCI. After every five years ,University of Mumbai revises its curriculum  

Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have to follow the syllabus framed by 

UoM. Even CLO/PLO are already framed and included in the syllabus copy. 

Wherever and whenever possible within limits – for example may be time factor –

where more /less time for module needs to be adjusted/modified or flexibility in 

transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures and practical’s , its 
up to the colleges to decide how best to make curriculum delivered effectively to the 

students .That flexibility is granted by Principal ,Programme Coordinators and 

faculty accountable for respective courses  , by mutual discussion , for the benefit of 

the students and college faculty do the necessary needful keeping the programme 

coordinators in the loop. 

 

 

 



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK ON  CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017 

SEMESTER I BATCH 2016-2018 

SAMPLE – EMPTY FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM I,II of BATCH 2016-2018 (HI ) and 2016-18(LD); 

SEM III and SEM IV of BATCH 2015-17(HI) 

 

SEMESTER I (HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2016-2018 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              



   

   

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

Appropria
te  

100% 

Less 
Appropria

te … 

Appropriateness of explained Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours 
/ credits assigned for the modules  

YES 
0% 

NO 
100% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 
distribution  



   

   

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM I of Batch 2016-18 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

SEMESTER I (LEARNING DISABILITY)  OF BATCH 2016-2018 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a 
special educator 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback on 
curriculum with  mentor 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Students were explained about 
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 

and Programme Learning Outcomes 
(PLOs) to students                                                              



   

   

 
 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

Appropria
te  

100% 

Less 
Appropria

te … 

Appropriateness of explained Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours 
/ credits assigned for the modules  

YES 
0% 

NO 
100% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 
distribution  



   

   

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM I of Batch 2016-18  : (Learning Disability)  

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

SEMESTER II (HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2016-2018 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                  

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Students were explained about Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              



   

   

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

Appropriate  
100% 

Less 
Appropriate 

0% 

Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes 
(CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Overall Appropriateness - time / 
hours / credits assigned for the 

modules  

YES 
25% 

NO 
75% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was 
done 

YES 
75% 

NO 
25% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  



   

   

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM II of Batch 2016-18) : (Hearing Impairment) 

 25% responses  are of view on deletion of courses – from the students who replied to feedback form 

 25% responses -disagreed to statement - Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 25% responses -disagreed to statement Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 25% responses -disagreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 
 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done. 

SEMESTER II (LEARNING DISABILITY)  OF BATCH 2016-2017 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

to students                                                              

 

 

 

 

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

YES 
75% 

NO 
25% 

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

YES 
75% 

NO 
25% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback on 
curriculum with  mentor 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Students were explained about Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              



   

   

 
 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

  

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

Appropri
ate  

100% 

Less 
Appr
opria
te … 

Appropriateness of explained Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits 
assigned for the modules  

YES 
0% 

NO 
100% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 
distribution  



   

   

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM II of Batch 2016-18) : (LEARNING DISABILITY) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

SEMESTER III OF BATCH 2015-2017 (HEARING IMPAIRMENT) 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum 
to make a special educator 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback on 
curriculum with  mentor 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Students were explained about Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              



   

   

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Project mode course D17 a good learning experience 

 
 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

Appropriate  
100% 

Less 
Appropriate 

0% 

Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes 
(CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / 
credits assigned for the modules  

YES 
14% 

NO 
86% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Project mode course D17 a good 
learning experience 



   

   

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III of Batch 2015-17): (Hearing Impairment) 

 14% responses  are of view on deletion of courses – from the students who replied to feedback form 

 For Rest ; 7 Statements 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in 

form of  motivation will help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more 

effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Project mode course D17 a good learning experience 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

SEMESTER IV (HEARING IMPAIRMENT)  OF BATCH 2016-2017 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 
distribution  

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Other 
0% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback on 
curriculum with  mentor 



   

   

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 
 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

Appropr
iate  
80% 

Less 
Appropr

iate … 

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / 
credits assigned for the modules  

YES 
40% NO 

60% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 



   

   

 Project mode courses D18/D19 a good learning experience 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM IV of Batch 2015-17 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 20% responses- felt explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) – as inappropriate  

 40% responses  are of view on deletion of courses – from the students who replied to feedback form 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Project mode courses D18/D19 a good 
learning experience 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Comprehensiveness of the 
curriculum to make a special 

educator 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback 
on curriculum with  mentor 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 
distribution  



   

   

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     
 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Project mode courses D18/D19 a good learning experience 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017 



   

   

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017- SEMESTER I Of BATCH 2016-18 (HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to the statements. This 

appreciation in form of  motivation will help to facilitate 

teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still 

more effective manner. No point of action to be taken 

All the courses were carried out as usual with more positive 

thinking  

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017- SEMESTER I Of BATCH 2016-18(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to the statements. This 

appreciation in form of  motivation will help to facilitate 

teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still 

more effective manner.No point of action to be taken 

All the courses were carried out as usual with more positive 

thinking  

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017- SEMESTER II Of BATCH 2016-2018(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

 25% responses  are of view on deletion of courses – 

from the students who replied to feedback form 

 Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed 

below . May be during revision of syllabus –

suggestion can be given.  

 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed, 

Syllabus is designed by University of Mumbai on 

basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B Ed 

Special  Education given by RCI. After every five 

years ,University of Mumbai revises its curriculum  

Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have to 

follow the syllabus framed by UoM. Even 

CLO/PLO are already framed and included in the 

syllabus copy. 

 25% responses -disagreed to statement - 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 

distribution 

Teachers were advised to modify /extend the time /hours if 

required at individual level so that there is proper time 

allotted to content as per the requirement of the respective 

unit/subunit of modules of the course. May be during 

revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given on this 

modification in Semester wise course distribution..  

B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is 

designed by University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum 

framework of Two Year B Ed Special  Education given by 

RCI. After every five years ,University of Mumbai revises its 

curriculum  Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have 

to follow the syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are 

already framed and included in the syllabus copy. Wherever 

and whenever possible within limits – for example may be 

time factor –where more /less time for module needs to be 

adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, 

flexibility in organisation of lectures and practical’s , its up 

to the colleges to decide how best to make curriculum 

delivered effectively to the students .That flexibility is 

granted by Principal ,Programme Coordinators and faculty 

accountable for respective courses  , by mutual discussion , 

for the benefit of the students and college faculty do the 

necessary needful keeping the programme coordinators in 

the loop. 

 25% responses -disagreed to statement May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given 



   

   

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a 

special educator 

on this  aspect since syllabus is framed by University of 

Mumbai. Principal and Programme Coordinators have given 

flexibility to faculty teaching respective content to  invite 

expert/ guest lecturer /collaborate with other colleges and  

provide additional content/ input /expertise other than 

covered in syllabus . 

 25% responses -disagreed to discuss the detailed 

feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

All the students who provided us with feedback were 

convinced for sharing detailed feedback on curriculum with 

their mentors. 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed 

statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation 

will help to facilitate teaching learning process and 

transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning 

Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning 

Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits 

assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017- SEMESTER II Of BATCH 2016-18(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to the statements. This 

appreciation in form of  motivation will help to facilitate 

teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still 

more effective manner. No point of action to be taken 

All the courses were carried out as usual with more positive 

thinking  

  

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017- SEMESTER III Of BATCH 2015-2017(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

 14% responses  are of view on deletion of 

courses – from the students who replied to 

feedback form 

 

 Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below . 

May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given.  

 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is 

designed by University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum 

framework of Two Year B Ed Special  Education given by 

RCI. After every five years ,University of Mumbai revises its 

curriculum  Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have 

to follow the syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are 

already framed and included in the syllabus copy. Wherever 

and whenever possible within limits – for example may be 

time factor –where more /less time for module needs to be 

adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, 

flexibility in organisation of lectures and practical’s , its up 

to the colleges to decide how best to make curriculum 

delivered effectively to the students .That flexibility is 

granted by Principal ,Programme Coordinators and faculty 

accountable for respective courses  , by mutual discussion , 

for the benefit of the students and college faculty do the 

necessary needful keeping the programme coordinators in the 

loop. 
 



   

   

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017- SEMESTER IV Of BATCH 2015-2017 (HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

 20% responses- felt explained Course 

Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) – 

as inappropriate  

 Students are told the purpose behind the CLO/PLO prior 

starting teaching any course or respective module of the 

course and significance of understanding it before starting 

learning the content. Care was taken to focus on significance 

of CLO and always reminded to students respective CLO 

will help to build the foundation of the respective course. 

 40% responses  are of view on deletion of 

courses – from the students who replied to 

feedback form 

 Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below . 

May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given.  

 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is 

designed by University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum 

framework of Two Year B Ed Special  Education given by 

RCI. After every five years ,University of Mumbai revises its 

curriculum  Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have 

to follow the syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are 

already framed and included in the syllabus copy. Wherever 

and whenever possible within limits – for example may be 

time factor –where more /less time for module needs to be 

adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, 

flexibility in organisation of lectures and practical’s , its up 

to the colleges to decide how best to make curriculum 

delivered effectively to the students .That flexibility is 

granted by Principal ,Programme Coordinators and faculty 

accountable for respective courses  , by mutual discussion , 

for the benefit of the students and college faculty do the 

necessary needful keeping the programme coordinators in the 

loop. 

 100% responses were positive to the below 

listed statements. This appreciation in form 

of  motivation will help to facilitate 

teaching learning process and transact 

curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course 

Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to 

students     

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / 

credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Project mode courses D18/D19 a good 

learning experience 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 

distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 

make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on 

curriculum with  mentor 

 All the courses were carried out as usual with more positive 

spirit and enthusiasm. 

 

 



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK ON  CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018 

SEMESTER I BATCH 2017-2018 

SAMPLE – EMPTY FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM I,II of BATCH 2017-2019 (HI ) and 2017-19(LD); 

SEM III and SEM IV of BATCH 2016-18(HI) & 2016-18(LD) 

 

SEMESTER I (HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2017-2019 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

0

5

YES NO

Students were explained about 
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 

and Programme Learning Outcomes … 

0

5

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes … 

Appropriat
eness of
explained…



   

   

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 
 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

  

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

0

5

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - 
time / hours / credits 

assigned for the modules  

0

5

YES NO

Discussion about IA was 
done 

Discussi
on
about
IA was…

0

5

YES NO

Appropriateness of  
Semester wise course 

distribution  

YES

NO

0

5

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the 
curriculum to make a 

special educator 

Compre
hensive
ness of
the…



   

   

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM I of Batch 2017-19 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 50% responses  are of view on deletion of courses – from the students who replied to feedback form 

 25% responses disagreed to statement - Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 75% responses agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor. 

 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

SEMESTER I (LEARNING DISABILITY)  OF BATCH 2017-2019 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 

 

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback on 
curriculum with  mentor 

Agreed  to
discuss the
detailed
feedback on
curriculum
with  mentor

0

1

2

3

YES NO

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 
to students                                                              

YES

NO



   

   

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 
 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

0

5

AppropriateLess Appropriate

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

0

5

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes 
(PLOs) 

Appropriat
eness of
explained…

0

5

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

Deletion
of Any
Course/S

0

5

YES NO

Discussion about IA was 
done 

YES

NO

0

5

AppropriateLess Appropriate

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

Appropriaten
ess of
explained
Course…



   

   

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM I of Batch 2017-19 ): (Learning Disability ) 

 67% responses  agreed to statement - Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students     

 33% responses -disagreed to statement Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 33% responses -disagreed to statement -Discussion about IA was done 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 
 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor. 

SEMESTER II (HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2017-2019 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

0

5

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the 
curriculum to make a special 

educator 

YES

NO

0

5

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

Agreed  to
discuss the
detailed
feedback…

0

5

YES NO

Students were explained about 
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 

and Programme Learning Outcomes 
(PLOs) to students                                                              



   

   

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 

0

2

4

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

Appropriatenes
s of explained
Course Learning
Outcomes…

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / 
credits assigned for the modules  

Overall
Appropriate
ness - time /
hours /
credits
assigned for
the modules

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

Deletion of
Any
Course/S

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

Discussion
about IA
was done



   

   

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM II  of Batch 2017-19 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor. 

 

 

0

2

4

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  

Appropriate
ness of
Semester
wise course
distribution

0

2

4

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

Comprehensi
veness of the
curriculum to
make a
special…

0

2

4

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

Agreed  to
discuss the
detailed
feedback
on…



   

   

SEMESTER II (LEARNING DISABILITY)  OF BATCH 2017-2019 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

0

2

4

YES NO

Students were explained about 
Course Learning Outcomes 

(CLOs) and Programme Learning 
Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

0

1

2

3

Appropriate Less
Appropriate

Appropriateness of explained Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) 

Appropriatenes
s of explained
Course
Learning
Outcomes
(CLOs) and…

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / 
credits assigned for the modules  

Overall
Appropriatene
ss - time /
hours / credits
assigned for
the modules



   

   

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

  

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

Deletion of
Any
Course/S

0

1

2

3

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

Discussion
about IA
was done

0

1

2

3

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  

0

1

2

3

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

YES

NO



   

   

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM II  of Batch 2017-19 ): (Learning Disability ) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor. 

*Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - deletion) 

SEMESTER III (HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2016-2018 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 

 

 

 

0

5

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  

mentor 

Agreed
to discuss
the
detailed…

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Students were explained about 
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 

and Programme Learning 
Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              



   

   

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 
 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

  

0

5

Appropriateness of explained 
Course Learning Outcomes 

(CLOs) and Programme Learning 
Outcomes (PLOs) 

Appropri
ateness
of
explain…

0

2

4

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - time / 
hours / credits assigned for the 

modules  

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES

NO

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

Discussion
about IA
was done



   

   

 Were the project mode courses D17 a good learning experience 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

0

2

4

YES NO

Project mode course D17 a good learning 
experience 

Project mode
course D17 a
good
learning
experience

0

1

2

3

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 
distribution  

YES

NO

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special 
educator 

Comprehensivenes
s of the curriculum
to make a special
educator

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback on 
curriculum with  mentor 

Agreed  to
discuss the
detailed
feedback on
curriculum with
mentor



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III of Batch 2016-18 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will help to 

facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor. 

Whereas : 

 67% responses  are of view on deletion of courses – from the students who replied to feedback form 

 33% responses are of view that there is lack in appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

SEMESTER III (LEARNING DISABILITY)  OF BATCH 2016-2018 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

0

2

4

YES NO

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to 
students                                                              

0

2

4

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

Appropriaten
ess of
explained
Course
Learning…



   

   

 
 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

  

 Were the project mode courses D17 a good learning experience 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

0

2

4

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / 
credits assigned for the modules  

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES

NO

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

Discussion
about IA
was done

0

2

4

YES NO

Project mode course D17 a good 
learning experience 

Project
mode course
D17 a good
learning
experience



   

   

 

 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III of Batch 2016-18 ): (Learning Disability) 

100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will help to 

facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor. 

0

1

2

3

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 
distribution  

YES

NO

0

2

4

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

Comprehensi
veness of the
curriculum to
make a
special
educator

0

2

4

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback 
on curriculum with  mentor 



   

   

Whereas : 

 67% responses  are of view on deletion of courses – from the students who replied to feedback form 

 33% responses are of view that there is lack in appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

SEMESTER IV (HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2016-2018 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 

0

2

4

6

YES NO

Students were explained about Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

0

2

4

6

Appropriate Less
Appropriate

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

Appropriatene
ss of explained
Course
Learning
Outcomes
(CLOs) and…

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits 
assigned for the modules  

Overall
Appropriatenes
s - time / hours
/ credits
assigned for
the modules



   

   

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Project mode courses D18/D19 a good learning experience 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

0

1

2

3

4

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES

NO

0

2

4

6

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

Discussion
about IA was
done

0

2

4

6

YES NO

Project mode courses D18/D19 a good 
learning experience 

Project mode
courses
D18/D19 a
good learning
experience

0

2

4

6

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 
distribution  

Appropriaten
ess of
Semester
wise course
distribution



   

   

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM IV of Batch 2016-18 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 
help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 40% responses  are of view on deletion of courses – from the students who replied to feedback form 

 80% agreed to statement - Project mode courses D18/D19 a good learning experience 

 

 

 

 

 

 

0

2

4

6

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

Comprehensiv
eness of the
curriculum to
make a special
educator

0

2

4

6

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback 
on curriculum with  mentor 

Agreed  to
discuss the
detailed
feedback on
curriculum
with  mentor



   

   

SEMESTER IV (LEARNING DISABILITY) OF BATCH 2016-2018 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students                                                             

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 
 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

0

2

4

YES NO

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 
to students                                                              

0

2

4

Appropriateness of explained 
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 

and Programme Learning 
Outcomes (PLOs) 

Appropriat
eness of
explained
Course
Learning…

0

2

4

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - time 
/ hours / credits assigned for 

the modules  

0

1

2

3

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES

NO



   

   

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Project mode courses D18/D19 a good learning experience 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

0

2

4

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

Discussio
n about
IA was
done

0

5

YES NO

Project mode courses D18/D19 
a good learning experience 

Project
mode
courses
D18/D19
a good…

0

5

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  

0

5

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the 
curriculum to make a 

special educator 

YES

NO

0

2

4

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  

mentor 

YES

NO



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM IV of Batch 2016-18 ): (Learning Disability ) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

*Deletion of Any Course/S ( 33% view – there should be – deletion  of courses) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   

   

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018- SEMESTER I Of BATCH 2017-19(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

For rest all statements - 100%  positive 

feedback was obtained  except for three 

statement there was deviation and hence 

were considered as point of action. 

 Deletion of courses  

 lack in Comprehensiveness of the 

curriculum to make a special educator. 

(25% felt so)  

 Counselling /Awareness of need of 

feedback – for betterment of programme 

/benefit of prospective students – fair to 

discuss. (As 25% responses disagreed to 

discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum 

with  mentor.) 

 

responses were positive to the below listed 

statements. This appreciation in form of 

motivation will help to facilitate teaching 

learning process and transact curriculum in 

still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course 

Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to 

students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course 

Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / 

credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course 

distribution 

All the courses were carried out as usual with more positive thinking. 

 Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below . 

May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given.  

 For Lack of Comprehensiveness - May be during revision of 

syllabus –suggestion can be given on this aspect since 

syllabus is framed by University of Mumbai. Principal and 

Programme Coordinators have given flexibility to faculty 

teaching respective content to  invite expert/ guest lecturer 

/collaborate with other colleges and  provide additional 

content/ input /expertise other than covered in syllabus . 

Further forthcoming years/semesters at college level/faculty 

level/ individual level care will be taken from this aspect.  

 Counselling and Awareness of need of feedback – for 

betterment of programme /benefit of prospective students 

was done with students during discussion of feedback forms 

to be filled i.e. prior filling the feedback forms and  its 

sensitised in them that its fair to discuss for quality 

improvement.  

 

 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018- SEMESTER I Of BATCH 2017-19(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

For rest all statements - 100%  positive 

feedback was obtained  except for three 

statement there was deviation and hence 

were considered as point of action. 

 Explanation of Course Learning Outcomes 

(CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students     

 lack in Comprehensiveness of the 

curriculum to make a special educator. 

(33% responses -disagreed to statement 

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 

make a special educator) 

 Discussion about IA. 

 

 Care to be taken -1. Faculty should circulate CLO/Highlight 

(explain)CLOs /make an effort that students spare few 

minutes to read CLOs before they actually start 

reading/learning respective course. Mostly its explained but 

even that 33% who disagreed that its not explained should be  

made alert , made to pay attention to it. 

 For Lack of Comprehensiveness - May be during revision of 

syllabus –suggestion can be given on this aspect since 

syllabus is framed by University of Mumbai. Principal and 

Programme Coordinators have given flexibility to faculty 

teaching respective content to  invite expert/ guest lecturer 

/collaborate with other colleges and  provide additional 

content/ input /expertise other than covered in syllabus . 

Further forthcoming years/semesters at college level/faculty 

level/ individual level care will be taken from this aspect.  



   

   

 Discussion about IA was done. IA is shown to all the 

students to maintain transparency in assessment. 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018- SEMESTER II Of BATCH 2017-2019(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to the statements. 

This appreciation in form of  motivation will help to 

facilitate teaching learning process and transact 

curriculum in still more effective manner. No point 

of action to be taken 

All the courses were carried out as usual with more positive thinking  

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018- SEMESTER II Of BATCH 2017-2019(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to all the listed 

statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation 

will help to facilitate teaching learning process and 

transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

Only one point –Point of Action - 

*Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% of 

responses  view – there should be - deletion) 

 Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below. 

May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given 

since syllabus is framed by UoM and during revision of 

syllabus –point can be focussed if all special education 

colleges raise it during the discussion/revision. 

 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018- SEMESTER III Of BATCH 2016-2018(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

For rest all statements - 100% positive feedback 

was obtained  except for two statement there was 

deviation and hence were considered as point of 

action. 

 Deletion of courses – from the students 

who replied to feedback form 

 Lack in appropriateness of  Semester wise 

course distribution 

 

Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below. May be 

during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given. 

Lack in appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution- For 

this following action was taken: 

Teachers were advised to modify /extend the time /hours if required 

at individual level so that there is proper time allotted to content as 

per the requirement of the respective unit/subunit of modules of the 

course. May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given 

on this modification in Semester wise course distribution..  

B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designed 

by University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two 

Year B Ed Special  Education given by RCI. After every five years 

,University of Mumbai revises its curriculum  Colleges affiliated to 

University of Mumbai have to follow the syllabus framed by UoM. 

Even CLO/PLO are already framed and included in the syllabus copy. 

Wherever and whenever possible within limits – for example may be 

time factor –where more /less time for module needs to be 

adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, 

flexibility in organisation of lectures and practical’s , its up to the 

colleges to decide how best to make curriculum delivered effectively 

to the students .That flexibility is granted by Principal ,Programme 

Coordinators and faculty accountable for respective courses  , by 

mutual discussion , for the benefit of the students and college faculty 

do the necessary needful keeping the programme coordinators in the 

loop. 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018- SEMESTER III Of BATCH 2016-18(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 



   

   

For rest all statements - 100% positive feedback 

was obtained  except for two statement there was 

deviation and hence were considered as point of 

action. 

 Deletion of courses – from the students 

who replied to feedback form 

 Lack in appropriateness of  Semester wise 

course distribution 

 

Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below. May be 

during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given. 

Lack in appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution- For 

this following action was taken: 

Teachers were advised to modify /extend the time /hours if required 

at individual level so that there is proper time allotted to content as 

per the requirement of the respective unit/subunit of modules of the 

course. May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given 

on this modification in Semester wise course distribution..  

B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designed 

by University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two 

Year B Ed Special  Education given by RCI. After every five years 

,University of Mumbai revises its curriculum  Colleges affiliated to 

University of Mumbai have to follow the syllabus framed by UoM. 

Even CLO/PLO are already framed and included in the syllabus copy. 

Wherever and whenever possible within limits – for example may be 

time factor –where more /less time for module needs to be 

adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, 

flexibility in organisation of lectures and practical’s , its up to the 

colleges to decide how best to make curriculum delivered effectively 

to the students .That flexibility is granted by Principal ,Programme 

Coordinators and faculty accountable for respective courses  , by 

mutual discussion , for the benefit of the students and college faculty 

do the necessary needful keeping the programme coordinators in the 

loop. 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018- SEMESTER IV Of BATCH 2016-2018(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

For rest all statements - 100% positive feedback 

was obtained  except for two statement there was 

deviation and hence were considered as point of 

action. 

 

 Deletion of Courses 

 Making Project mode courses D18/D19 a 

good learning experience 

 

Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below. May be 

during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given. 

 

Efforts are been made and more efforts  will be made for forthcoming 

years to make Courses- D18/D19 a good learing experience by giving 

exposure to various guest speakers expert in the field of D18//D19. 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018- SEMESTER IV Of BATCH 2016-2018(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to all the listed 

statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation 

will help to facilitate teaching learning process and 

transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

Only one point –Point of Action - 

*Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% of 

responses  view – there should be - deletion) 

 Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below. 

May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given 

since syllabus is framed by UoM and during revision of 

syllabus –point can be focussed if all special education 

colleges raise it during the discussion/revision. 

 

 

 



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS CUM ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019 

SEMESTER I & II BATCH 2018-2020 

NOTE- During Exit Survey All together Feedback was obtained for 4 Semesters together SEM I to SEM IV. 

For Analysis Sem I, Sem II , Sem III , Sem IV Feedback is analysed together. Same feedback analysis and same 

action taken report is placed twice separately for academic years 2018-19 and 2019-2020 for BATCH 2018-

2020. 

SAMPLE – EMPTY FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM I and SEM II of BATCH 2018-2020 (HI ) and 2018-

20 (LD) 

 

 



   

   

SAMPLE –FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM I & SEM III  of BATCH 2018-2020 (HI) 

  

 

 



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS OF SEMESTER I AND SEM II OF BATCH 2018-2020 ( HEARING 

IMPAIRMENT) 

 Curriculum planning experienced (SEM I /SEM II) 

 
 

 Completeness of portion and tasks  

 

 
 

 Exposure through practical / internship / Field engagement 

 
 

 Consistency, fairness and transparency of assessment 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Curriculum planning 
experienced 

Curriculu
m
planning
experien
ced

Completeness of portion and 
tasks  

Complete
ness of
portion
and tasks

Exposure through practical / 
internship / Field engagement 

Exposure
through
practical
/
interns…

Consistency, fairness and 
transparency of assessment 

Consistenc
y, fairness
and
transparen
cy of…



   

   

 Echo system and student friendly learning environment 

 

 
 Co-curricular activities  

 

 
 

 Professionalism and quality of teaching faculty  

 

 
 

 Exposure to visiting faculty / experts 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Echo system and student friendly 
learning environment 

Echo system
and student
friendly
learning
environment

Co-curricular activities  

Co-
curricular
activities

Professionalism and quality of 
teaching faculty  

Professiona
lism and
quality of
teaching
faculty

Exposure to visiting faculty / experts 

Exposure to
visiting
faculty /
experts



   

   

 

 Canteen, sports, recreation 

 
 

 Values / professionalism  

 

 
 

 Experiences beyond syllabus 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM I and SEM II –Hearing Impairment of 2018-2020) 

II FEEDBACK ANALYSED OF PROGRAMME  

B Ed BATCH 2018-2020 SEM I & SEM  

Hearing Impairment  

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS Scores  Obtained (Positive 

Response) 

Curriculum planning experienced (SEM I /SEM II) 92%  

Completeness of portion and tasks  96%  

Exposure through practical / internship / Field engagement 96% 

Consistency, fairness and transparency of assessment 93% 

 Echo system and student friendly learning environment 100% 

 Co-curricular activities  72% 

 Professionalism and quality of teaching faculty  96% 

 Exposure to visiting faculty / experts 96% 

 Canteen, sports, recreation 40% 

 Values / professionalism  92% 

 Experiences beyond syllabus 88% 

   

Canteen, sports, recreation 

Canteen,
sports,
recreation

Values / professionalism  

Values /
professionali
sm

Experiences beyond syllabus 

Experienc
es beyond
syllabus



   

   

Students responded: 

From Sem I - Most useful course/s - B7,B8,B9,A1,C12, Audiology,  

                        Least useful Course - A2 

From Sem II – Most useful course/s-B6,A3, Microteaching 

                        Least Useful Course –A4  

 

SAMPLE –FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM I & SEM III  of BATCH 2018-20 (LD) 

 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS OF SEMESTER I AND SEM II- HI (LEARNING DISABILITY) 



   

   

 Curriculum planning experienced (SEM I /SEM II) 

 

 
 

 Completeness of portion and tasks  

 

 
 

 

 Exposure through practical / internship / Field engagement 

 

 
 

 Consistency, fairness and transparency of assessment 

 

 
 

 Echo system and student friendly learning environment 

 

 
 

Curriculum planning experienced 

Curriculum
planning
experience
d



   

   

 Co-curricular activities  

 
 Professionalism and quality of teaching faculty  

 

 
 Exposure to visiting faculty / experts 

 

 
 

 Canteen, sports, recreation 

 

 
 

 Values / professionalism  

 

 
 

Canteen, sports, recreation 

Canteen,
sports,
recreatio
n

Values / professionalism  

Values /
professio
nalism



   

   

 Experiences beyond syllabus 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM I and SEM II –Learning Disability of 2018-2020) 

II FEEDBACK ANALYSED OF PROGRAMME  

B Ed BATCH 2018-2020 SEM I & SEM  

Learning Disability 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS Scores  Obtained (Positive Response) 

Curriculum planning experienced (SEM I /SEM II) 84% 

Completeness of portion and tasks  85% 

Exposure through practical / internship / Field 
engagement 

89% 

Consistency, fairness and transparency of assessment 84% 

 Echo system and student friendly learning 

environment 

89% 

 Co-curricular activities  75% 

 Professionalism and quality of teaching 

faculty  

85% 

 Exposure to visiting faculty / experts 84% 

 Canteen, sports, recreation 64% 

 Values / professionalism  91% 

 Experiences beyond syllabus 80% 

Students responded: 

From Sem I - Most useful course/s - B7,B8,B9,A1,C12, Audiology,  

                        Least useful Course - A2 

From Sem II – Most useful course/s-B6,A3, Microteaching 

                        Least Useful Course –A4  

SEMESTER III(HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2017-2019 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

Experiences beyond syllabus 

Experien
ces
beyond
syllabus

1 
100% 

2 
0% 

Students were explained about 
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 

and Programme Learning … 



   

   

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Project mode courses D18/D19 a good learning experience  

 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Project mode course D17 a 
good learning experience 



   

   

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III of Batch 2017-19 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 
help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Project mode course D17 a good learning experience 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 20% agreed for deletion of Any Course/S  

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback on 
curriculum with  mentor 



   

   

SEMESTER III (LEARNING DISABILITY) of BATCH 2017-2019 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 
 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 

 

 
100% 

 
0% 

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

Appropr
iate  

100% 

Less 
Appr
opria
te … 

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

YES 
0% 

NO 
100% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 



   

   

 Discussion about IA was done 

 
 

 Project mode courses D17 a good learning experience  

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 
 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III of Batch 2017-19 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Project mode course D17 a good learning experience 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

SEMESTER IV(HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2017-2019 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                        

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 
to students                                                              

Appropriate  
100% 

Less 
Appropriate 

0% 

Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes 
(CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 



   

   

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 \\Project mode courses D18/D19 a good learning experience  

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution  

 

  

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Overall Appropriateness - time / 
hours / credits assigned for the 

modules  

YES 
0% 

NO 
100% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Discussion about IA was done 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Project mode courses D18/D19 a good 
learning experience 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  



   

   

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM IV of Batch 2017-19 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of motivation will help 
to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Project mode course D18/D19 a good learning experience 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

* 17% disagreed with the two statements respectively :  

 Discussion about IA was done  

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 
 

SEMESTER IV(LEARNING DISABILITY) of BATCH 2017-2019 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Comprehensiveness of the 
curriculum to make a special 

educator 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  

mentor 



   

   

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 
 

 Project mode courses D18/D19 a good learning experience  

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 
to students                                                              

Appropri
ate  

100% 

L
es
s… 

Appropriateness of explained Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Overall Appropriateness - time 
/ hours / credits assigned for 

the modules  

YES 
0% 

NO 
100% 

Deletion of Any Course/S 



   

   

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor. 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM IV  of Batch 2017-19 ): (Learning Disability ) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will help to 

facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to 

students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor. 

 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Project mode courses D18/D19 a 
good learning experience 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Appropriateness of  Semester 
wise course distribution  

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Comprehensiveness of the 
curriculum to make a special 

educator 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  mentor 



   

   

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019- SEMESTER I/II Of BATCH 2018-2020HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

Curricular activities and sports are the two areas where the 

core obtained were less than expected .Hence more attention 

would be paid to these two.  

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

Co-curricular activities will be given weightage is what 

has been decided by the college in addition to regular 

teaching. Basically the curriculum is so heavy , time 

taking to give the inputs with limited time at hand ,still 
college will take in account this point hence forth.  

Sports -  College do conduct  assembly where basic 

exercises are taught to them and even yoga sessions are 
started for batch 2019-202 . 

College even has gymnasium those interested can take 

membership and go ahead.  
Still in addition to this more plans will be taken in 

future-   

Point of Action: More inputs to most useful courses to be 

given – more updated information ,external speakers, 
collaborations, visits, practical knowledge etc. And least 

useful courses less weightage to be given rather saving time 

and utilising same for useful courses.  

Point of Action: More inputs to most useful courses is 

given – more updated information, external speakers, 
collaborations, visits, practical knowledge etc are 

invited (online/offline) And least useful courses less 

weightage is given rather saving time and utilising 

same for useful courses. 
 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018--2019- SEMESTER I/II Of BATCH 2018-20(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

Curricular activities and sports are the two areas where the 

core obtained were less than expected .Hence more attention 
would be paid to these two.  

Co-curricular activities will be given weightage is what 

has been decided by the college in addition to regular 
teaching. Basically the curriculum is so heavy , time 

taking to give the inputs with limited time at hand ,still 

college will take in account this point hence forth.  
Sports- College do have assembly where basic 

exercises are taught to them and even yoga sessions are 

started for batch 2019-202 . 

College  even has gymnasium those interested can take 
membership and go ahead.  

Still in addition to this more plans will be taken in 

future-   

Point of Action: More inputs to most useful courses to be 

given – more updated information ,external speakers, 

collaborations, visits, practical knowledge etc. And least 

useful courses less weightage to be given rather saving time 
and utilising same for useful courses.  

Point of Action: More inputs to most useful courses is 

given – more updated information, external speakers, 

collaborations, visits, practical knowledge etc are 

invited (online/offline) And least useful courses less 
weightage is given rather saving time and utilising 

same for useful courses. 

 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019- SEMESTER III Of BATCH 2017-19(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

For rest all statements - 100% positive feedback was obtained  except for  one  Deletion of courses will not 



   

   

statement   on deletion of course/s - there was deviation and hence were 

considered as point of action. 
100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in 

form of  motivation will help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact 

curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Project mode course D17 a good learning experience 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

possible as discussed below. May 

be during revision of syllabus –
suggestion can be given. 

 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019- SEMESTER III Of BATCH 2017-19(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to the statements. This appreciation in form 

of  motivation will help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact 
curriculum in still more effective manner. No point of action to be taken 

All the courses were carried out as usual 

with positive note. 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019- SEMESTER IV Of BATCH 2017-19(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

For rest all statements - 100% positive feedback 

was obtained except for two statement there was 
deviation and hence were considered as point of 

action. 

 Discussion about IA was done  

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

(* 17% disagreed with the two statements 

respectively ) 
 

 May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be 

given on this aspect since syllabus is framed by University 
of Mumbai. Principal and Programme Coordinators have 

given flexibility to faculty teaching respective content to  

invite expert/ guest lecturer /collaborate with other 

colleges and  provide additional content/ input /expertise 
other than covered in syllabus . 

 Discussion about IA was done. IA is shown to all the 

students to maintain transparency in assessment. 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019- SEMESTER IV Of BATCH 2017-19(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to all the listed statements. 

This appreciation in form of  motivation will help to 
facilitate teaching learning process and transact 

curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 

 All the courses were carried out as usual with 

positive note. 

 

 



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK ON  CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 

2019-2020  TILL SEM ESTER III(Batch 2019-2020( COVID 19 )- UPTO DEC 31
st
 2020 

SEMESTER I BATCH 2019-2020 

SAMPLE – EMPTY FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM I and Sem II of BATCH 2019-2021 (HI and 2019-

2021(LD)  

 

SAMPLE – EMPTY FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM III and SEM IV of BATCH 2018-2020 (HI ) and 

2018-20 (LD) / EXIT SURVEY- SAME FORM) 

 



   

   

 

B Ed Special Education (Hearing Impairment)-  SAMPLE – EMPTY FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM 

I/II/III 

 

 

 



   

   

SEM I B Ed Special Education (HEARING IMPAIRMENT )-  SAMPLE FILLED FEEDBACK FORM 

 

SEMESTER I (HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2019-2020 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

.  

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

0

10

YES NO

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 
to students                                                              

0

10

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 



   

   

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 

 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

0

5

10

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours 
/ credits assigned for the modules  

0

5

10

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

Deletion of
Any
Course/S

0

5

10

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

Discussion
about IA
was done



   

   

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 
 
 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM I of Batch 2019-21 ): (Hearing Impairment ) 
 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This 

appreciation in form of  motivation will help to facilitate teaching 

learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 80% responded- Students were explained about Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to 

students     

 80% responded -Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits 
assigned for the modules 

 90% agreed - Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 80% agreed- Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special 

educator 
  

SEMESTER I (LEARNING DISABILITY ) of BATCH 2019-2020 

SEM I B Ed Special Education (LEARNING DISABILITY)-  SAMPLE FILLED FEEDBACK FORM 

0

10

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum 
to make a special educator 

Comprehen
siveness of
the
curriculum
to make a…

0

5

10

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

Agree
d  to
discus
s the…



   

   

 

Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

010

YES NO

Students were explained about 
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 

and Programme Learning Outcomes 
(PLOs) to students                                                              

0

10

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

Appropriate
ness of
explained
Course…



   

   

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

0

5

10

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

Deletion
of Any
Course/S

0

10

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  

0

2

4

6

8

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

YES

NO



   

   

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 
 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM I of Batch 2019-21 ): (Learning Disability ) 

100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in 
form of  motivation will help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact 

curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

*33% disagreed to two statements : 

Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students     
Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 67% agrred- Discussion about IA was done 
 

SEMESTER  II (HEARING IMPAIRMENT) of BATCH 2019-2020 

SEM II B Ed Special Education (Hearing Impairment)-  SAMPLE FILLED FEEDBACK FORM 

 

0

10

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed feedback 
on curriculum with  mentor 

Agreed  to
discuss the
detailed
feedback on
curriculum…



   

   

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

0

10

YES NO

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

0

10

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

0

10

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - time / hours 
/ credits assigned for the modules  

0

5

10

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

Deletion of
Any
Course/S



   

   

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM II of Batch 2019-21 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements except Statement - Comprehensiveness of the 

curriculum to make a special educator , where 25% disagreed to it.  

This appreciation in form of motivation will help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact 

curriculum in still more effective manner. 

0

5

10

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

YES

NO

0

10

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

Comprehensi
veness of the
curriculum
to make a
special…



   

   

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

SEMESTER II (LEARNING DISABILITY ) of BATCH 2019-2020 

SEM II B Ed Special Education (Learning Disability)-  SAMPLE FILLED FEEDBACK FOR 

 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              

 

 

0

10

YES NO

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 
to students                                                              



   

   

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 



   

   

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM II  of Batch 2019-21 ): (Learning Disability ) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

Deviation was found:  

87.5% responded -  

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 
(PLOs) to students     

0

10

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester 
wise course distribution  

0

10

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 
make a special educator 

Comprehensi
veness of the
curriculum to
make a
special…

0

5

10

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

Agreed  to
discuss the
detailed
feedback
on
curriculum
with…



   

   

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

75% responded - Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III and SEM IV) of B Ed Hearing Impairment of BATCH  2018-2020 

NOTE- During Exit Survey All together Feedback was obtained for 4 Semesters together SEM I to SEM IV. 

For Analysis Sem I, Sem II , Sem III , Sem IV Feedback is analysed together. Same feedback analysis and same 

action taken report is placed twice separately for academic years 2018-19 and 2019-2020 for BATCH 2018-

2020. 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS OF SEMESTER I AND SEM II OF BATCH 2018-2020 ( HEARING IMPAIRMENT) 

 Curriculum planning experienced (SEM I /SEM II) 

 
 

 Completeness of portion and tasks  

 

 
 

 Exposure through practical / internship / Field engagement 

 
 

 Consistency, fairness and transparency of assessment 

 

 

Curriculum planning experienced 

Curriculum
planning
experience
d

Completeness of portion and 
tasks  

Exposure through practical / 
internship / Field engagement 

Exposure
through
practical /
internshi…

Consistency, fairness and 
transparency of assessment 

Consisten
cy,
fairness
and
transpar…



   

   

 

 Echo system and student friendly learning environment 

 

 
 Co-curricular activities  

 

 
 

 Professionalism and quality of teaching faculty  

 

 
 

 Exposure to visiting faculty / experts 

 

 
 

 Canteen, sports, recreation 

 
 

Echo system and student 
friendly learning 

environment 

Echo
system
and…

Co-curricular activities  

Co-
curricular
activities

Professionalism and quality of 
teaching faculty  

Exposure to visiting faculty / 
experts 

Exposure
to visiting
faculty /
experts

Canteen, sports, recreation 

Canteen,
sports,
recreation



   

   

 Values / professionalism  

 

 
 

 Experiences beyond syllabus 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III and SEM IV –Hearing Impairment of 2018-2020) 

II FEEDBACK ANALYSED OF PROGRAMME  

B Ed BATCH 2018-2020 SEM I & SEM  

Hearing Impairment  

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS Scores  Obtained (Positive Response) 

Curriculum planning experienced (SEM I /SEM II) 92%  

Completeness of portion and tasks  96%  

Exposure through practical / internship / Field engagement 96% 

Consistency, fairness and transparency of assessment 93% 

 Echo system and student friendly learning environment 100% 

 Co-curricular activities  72% 

 Professionalism and quality of teaching faculty  96% 

 Exposure to visiting faculty / experts 96% 

 Canteen, sports, recreation 40% 

 Values / professionalism  92% 

 Experiences beyond syllabus 88% 

From Sem III-Most useful Course –B 11, D17, B11,ABA,C15, F1- Disability Specialisation Field Engagement, C14 

                        Least Useful Course –D17 

From Sem III-Most useful Course –B10, D18,D19 

   Least Useful Course-D18,D19 

 

SAMPLE –FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM I & SEM III  of BATCH 2018-20 (LD) 

Values / professionalism  

Values /
professionali
sm

Experiences beyond syllabus 

Experiences
beyond
syllabus



   

   

 

 FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III and SEM IV) of B LEARNING DISABILITY of BATCH  2018-

2020 

 



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS OF SEMESTER I AND SEM II- HI  

 Curriculum planning experienced (SEM I /SEM II) 

 

 
 

 Completeness of portion and tasks  

 

 
 

 Exposure through practical / internship / Field engagement 

 

 
 

 Consistency, fairness and transparency of assessment 

 

 
 

 Echo system and student friendly learning environment 

 

 
 

Curriculum planning 
experienced 

Curriculu
m
planning
experie…



   

   

 Co-curricular activities  

 
 Professionalism and quality of teaching faculty  

 

 
 Exposure to visiting faculty / experts 

 

 
 

 Canteen, sports, recreation 

 

 
 

 Values / professionalism  

 

 
 

Canteen, sports, recreation 

Canteen,
sports,
recreation

Values / professionalism  

Values /
profession
alism



   

   

 Experiences beyond syllabus 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III and SEM IV–Learning Disability of 2018-2020) 

II FEEDBACK ANALYSED OF PROGRAMME  

B Ed BATCH 2018-2020 SEM I & SEM  

Learning Disability 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS Scores  Obtained (Positive 

Response) 

Curriculum planning experienced (SEM I /SEM II) 84% 

Completeness of portion and tasks  85% 

Exposure through practical / internship / Field engagement 89% 

Consistency, fairness and transparency of assessment 84% 

 Echo system and student friendly learning environment 89% 

 Co-curricular activities  75% 

 Professionalism and quality of teaching faculty  85% 

 Exposure to visiting faculty / experts 84% 

 Canteen, sports, recreation 64% 

 Values / professionalism  91% 

 Experiences beyond syllabus 80% 

 

From Sem III-Most useful Course –B 11, D17, B11,ABA,C15, F1- Disability Specialisation Field Engagement, C14 

                        Least Useful Course –D17 

From Sem III-Most useful Course –B10, D18,D19 

   Least Useful Course-D18,D19 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Experiences beyond syllabus 

Experienc
es beyond
syllabus



   

   

B Ed Special Education (Hearing Impairment)-  SAMPLE – EMPTY FILLED FEEDBACK FORM- SEM 

I/II/III 

 

 

SEM III B Ed Special Education (Hearing Impairment)-  SAMPLE FILLED FEEDBACK FORM 

  

SEMESTER  III (HEARING IMPAIRMENT ) of BATCH 2019-2021 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students 



   

   

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

0

10

YES NO

Students were explained about Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes … 

0

10

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

Deletion
of Any
Course/S

0

10

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

Discussion
about IA
was done



   

   

 Project mode course D17 a good learning experience 

 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III of Batch 2020-21 ): (Hearing Impairment) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements except two statements the responses varied . This 

appreciation in form of  motivation will help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in 
still more effective manner. 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

0

5

YES NO

Project mode course D17 a good 
learning experience 

Project
mode
course D17
a good
learning…

0

10

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  

Appropriate
ness of
Semester
wise course
distribution

0

10

YES NO

Comprehensiveness of the curriculum 
to make a special educator 

Comprehens
iveness of
the
curriculum
to make a…

0

10

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

Agreed  to
discuss the
detailed
feedback
on…



   

   

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Project mode course D17 a good learning experience 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

25% disagreed to two statements – 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

SEM III B Ed Special Education (LEARNING DISABILITY)-  SAMPLE FILLED FEEDBACK FORM 

 

SEMESTER  III (LEARNING DISABILITY ) of BATCH 2019-2021 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning 

Outcomes (PLOs) to students 

 

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) 

010

YES NO

Students were explained about 
Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) 

and Programme Learning 
Outcomes (PLOs) to students                                                              



   

   

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 

 Deletion of Any Course/S 

 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 Project mode course D17 a good learning experience 

 

0

10

Appropriateness of explained Course 
Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

Programme Learning Outcomes 
(PLOs) 

Appropriat
eness of
explained
Course…

0

10

YES NO

Overall Appropriateness - time / 
hours / credits assigned for the 

modules  

0

10

YES NO

Deletion of Any Course/S 

Deletion
of Any
Course/S

0

10

YES NO

Discussion about IA was done 

Discussio
n about
IA was
done

0

5

YES NO

Project mode course D17 a good learning 
experience 

Project
mode course
D17 a good
learning…



   

   

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor 

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (SEM III of Batch 2019-21): (Learning Disability) 

 100% responses were positive to the below listed statements. This appreciation in form of  motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact curriculum in still more effective manner. 

 Students were explained about Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes 

(PLOs) to students     

 Appropriateness of explained Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Project mode course D17 a good learning experience 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – there should be - No deletion) 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution 

 90% responded  it positively to each of the three below listed statements : 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback on curriculum with  mentor  

 

 

 

0

10

YES NO

Appropriateness of  Semester wise 
course distribution  

YES

NO

0
10

YES NO

Agreed  to discuss the detailed 
feedback on curriculum with  

mentor 

Agreed  to
discuss
the…



   

   

 

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ON CURRICULUM –FROM STUDENTS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020  TILL SEM 

ESTER III(Batch 2019-2020( COVID 19 )- UPTO DEC 31
st
 2020 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-20- SEMESTER I Of BATCH 2019--20(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

For rest all statements - 100%  positive feedback 

was obtained  except for three statement there 
was deviation and hence were considered as point 

of action. 

 

 Explanation of Course Learning 

Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 
Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students 

 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 

make a special educator 
 

 Discussion about IA was done 

 

 

 
 

 

All the courses were carried out as usual with more positive 

thinking. 

 Care to be taken -1. Faculty should circulate 

CLO/Highlight (explain)CLOs /make an effort that 

students spare few minutes to read CLOs before they 

actually start reading/learning respective course. Mostly 

its explained but even that 33% who disagreed that its not 
explained should be  made alert , made to pay attention to 

it. 

 For Lack of Comprehensiveness - May be during revision 

of syllabus –suggestion can be given on this aspect since 
syllabus is framed by University of Mumbai. Principal and 

Programme Coordinators have given flexibility to faculty 

teaching respective content to  invite expert/ guest lecturer 

/collaborate with other colleges and  provide additional 
content/ input /expertise other than covered in syllabus . 

Further forthcoming years/semesters at college 

level/faculty level/ individual level care will be taken from 
this aspect. 

 Discussion about IA was done. IA is shown to all the 

students to maintain transparency in assessment. 



   

   

ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-20- SEMESTER I Of BATCH 2019--20(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to the below 

listed statements. This appreciation in form of  

motivation will help to facilitate teaching 
learning process and transact curriculum in still 

more effective manner. 

 Appropriateness of explained Course 

Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 
Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view 

– there should be - No deletion) 
 Discussion about IA was done 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback 

on curriculum with  mentor 

Except for four statement there was 

deviation and hence were considered as 
point of action. 

 80% responded- Students were 

explained about Course Learning 
Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme 

Learning Outcomes (PLOs) to students     

 80% responded -Overall 

Appropriateness - time / hours / credits 
assigned for the modules 

 90% agreed - Appropriateness of  

Semester wise course distribution 
 80% agreed- Comprehensiveness of the 

curriculum to make a special educator 

 

 Care to be taken -1. Faculty should circulate CLO/Highlight 

(explain)CLOs /make an effort that students spare few 
minutes to read CLOs before they actually start 

reading/learning respective course. Mostly its explained but 

even that who disagreed that its not explained should be  

made alert will be made to pay attention to it. 
 

 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed, Syllabus is 

designed by University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum 
framework of Two Year B Ed Special  Education given by 

RCI. After every five years ,University of Mumbai revises 

its curriculum  Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai 
have to follow the syllabus framed by UoM.  

Hence this aspect of - Appropriateness of  Semester wise 

course distribution- only during syllabus revision may be 

taken into account by university ,again depends on opinion 
of all colleges.  

 

For Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution/ 
Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned for 

the modules - 

 Teachers were advised to modify /extend the time /hours if 
required at individual level so that there is proper time 

allotted to content as per the requirement of the respective 

unit/subunit of modules of the course. May be during 

revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given on this 
modification in Semester wise course distribution..   

 

B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is 
designed by University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum 

framework of Two Year B Ed Special  Education given by 

RCI. After every five years ,University of Mumbai revises 

its curriculum  Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai 
have to follow the syllabus framed by UoM. Even 

CLO/PLO are already framed and included in the syllabus 

copy. Wherever and whenever possible within limits – for 
example may be time factor –where more /less time for 

module needs to be adjusted/modified or flexibility in 

transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of 
lectures and practical’s , its up to the colleges to decide how 

best to make curriculum delivered effectively to the 

students .That flexibility is granted by Principal 

,Programme Coordinators and faculty accountable for 
respective courses  , by mutual discussion , for the benefit 

of the students and college faculty do the necessary needful 

keeping the programme coordinators in the loop. 
 

 For Lack of Comprehensiveness - May be during revision 

of syllabus –suggestion can be given on this aspect since 
syllabus is framed by University of Mumbai. Principal and 



   

   

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020- SEMESTER II Of BATCH 2019-2020(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

100% responses were positive to the below 

listed statements except Statement - 
Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a 

special educator , where 25% disagreed to it. 

This appreciation in form of motivation will 

help to facilitate teaching learning process and 
transact curriculum in still more effective 

manner. 

Point of Action –  
Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to make a 

special educator 

 

All the courses were carried out as usual with more positive 

thinking  
 For Slight Lack of Comprehensiveness - May be during 

revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given on this aspect 

since syllabus is framed by University of Mumbai. 

Principal and Programme Coordinators have given 
flexibility to faculty teaching respective content to  invite 

expert/ guest lecturer /collaborate with other colleges and  

provide additional content/ input /expertise other than 
covered in syllabus . Further forthcoming years/semesters 

at college level/faculty level/ individual level care will be 

taken from this aspect.  

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020- SEMESTER II Of BATCH 2019-2020(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

Deviation was found:  

87.5% responded -  

 Students were explained about Course 

Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 
Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

to students     

 Deletion of Any Course/S ( 100% view – 
there should be - No deletion) 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback 

on curriculum with  mentor 

75% responded - Overall Appropriateness - time / 
hours / credits assigned for the modules 

 100% responses were positive  to other 

four statements .  
Hence four 4 points Point of Action was 

taken /were points of action-  

1. Explanation of CLO/PLO 
2. Deletion of courses 

3. Sharing feedback with mentors  

4. Assignment of Credit/time/hours – 

Overall Appropriate  

 

 Care to be taken -1. Faculty should circulate 

CLO/Highlight (explain)CLOs /make an effort that 

students spare few minutes to read CLOs before they 
actually start reading/learning respective course. Mostly 

its explained but even that who disagreed that its not 

explained should be  made alert will be made to pay 
attention to it. 

 

 Deletion of courses will not possible as discussed below . 

May be during revision of syllabus –suggestion can be 
given.  

 

 All the students who provided us with feedback were 
convinced for sharing detailed feedback on curriculum 

with their mentors. 

 For Appropriateness of  Semester wise course distribution/ 
Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned 

for the modules - 

 Teachers were advised to modify /extend the time /hours 

if required at individual level so that there is proper time 
allotted to content as per the requirement of the respective 

unit/subunit of modules of the course. May be during 

revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given on this 
modification in Semester wise course distribution..   

 

Programme Coordinators have given flexibility to faculty 

teaching respective content to  invite expert/ guest lecturer 
/collaborate with other colleges and  provide additional 

content/ input /expertise other than covered in syllabus . 

Further forthcoming years/semesters at college level/faculty 

level/ individual level care will be taken from this aspect.  
 



   

   

ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020- SEMESTER III /IV Of BATCH 2018-2020(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

Curricular activities and sports are the two areas 
where the core obtained were less than expected 

.Hence more attention would be paid to these 

two.  

Co-curricular activities will be given weightage is what has been 
decided by the college in addition to regular teaching. Basically 

the curriculum is so heavy , time taking to give the inputs with 

limited time at hand ,still college will take in account this point 
hence forth.  

Sports- College do have assembly where basic exercises are 

taught to them and even yoga sessions are started for batch 2019-

202 . 
College  even has gymnasium those interested can take 

membership and go ahead.  

Still in addition to this more plans will be taken in future-   

Point of Action: More inputs to most useful 

courses to be given – more updated information 

,external speakers, collaborations, visits, practical 

knowledge etc. And least useful courses less 
weightage to be given rather saving time and 

utilising same for useful courses.  

Point of Action: More inputs to most useful courses is given – 

more updated information, external speakers, collaborations, 

visits, practical knowledge etc are invited (online/offline) And 

least useful courses less weightage is given rather saving time 
and utilising same for useful courses. 

 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020- SEMESTER III/IV  Of BATCH 2018-20 (LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

Curricular activities and sports are the two areas 
where the core obtained were less than expected 

.Hence more attention would be paid to these 

two.  

Co-curricular activities will be given weightage is what has been 
decided by the college in addition to regular teaching. Basically 

the curriculum is so heavy , time taking to give the inputs with 

limited time at hand ,still college will take in account this point 

hence forth.  
Sports- College do have assembly where basic exercises are 

taught to them and even yoga sessions are started for batch 2019-

202 . 
College  even has gymnasium those interested can take 

membership and go ahead.  

Still in addition to this more plans will be taken in future-   

Point of Action: More inputs to most useful 
courses to be given – more updated information 

,external speakers, collaborations, visits, practical 

knowledge etc. And least useful courses less 
weightage to be given rather saving time and 

utilising same for useful courses.  

Point of Action: More inputs to most useful courses is given – 
more updated information, external speakers, collaborations, 

visits, practical knowledge etc are invited (online/offline) And 

least useful courses less weightage is given rather saving time 
and utilising same for useful courses. 

 

 

*****COVID PERIOD  AS PER NAAC DATA TILL 31
st
 DEC 2020 Hence FEEBACK OF SEM III BATCH 

2019-2021) ANALYSED TOO 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2020-2021- SEMESTER III Of BATCH 2019-21(HI) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

 100% responses - positive responses  - 
except two statements the responses 

varied .  

25% disagreed to two statements – 
 Students were explained about Course 

Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and 

 Students are told the purpose behind the CLO/PLO prior 
starting teaching any course or respective module of the 

course and significance of understanding it before starting 

learning the content. Care was taken to focus on 
significance of CLO and always reminded to students 

respective CLO will help to build the foundation of the 



   

   

Programme Learning Outcomes (PLOs) 

to students     
 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 

make a special educator 

 

 

respective course. 

 
 For Slight Lack of Comprehensiveness - May be during 

revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given on this 

aspect since syllabus is framed by University of Mumbai. 

Principal and Programme Coordinators have given 
flexibility to faculty teaching respective content to  invite 

expert/ guest lecturer /collaborate with other colleges and  

provide additional content/ input /expertise other than 
covered in syllabus . Further forthcoming years/semesters 

at college level/faculty level/ individual level care will be 

taken from this aspect.  

 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2020-2021- SEMESTER III Of BATCH 2019-21(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN  POINT OF ACTION TAKEN 

 100% responses -  positive responses  - 

except two statements the responses 

varied .  
 90% responded  it positively to each of 

the three below listed statements and 

these were the action points to be worked 
on-  

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / 

credits assigned for the modules 

 Comprehensiveness of the curriculum to 

make a special educator 

 Agreed to discuss the detailed feedback 

on curriculum with  mentor 
 

 

 Overall Appropriateness - time / hours / credits assigned 

for the modules - 
 Teachers were advised to modify /extend the time /hours 

if required at individual level so that there is proper time 

allotted to content as per the requirement of the respective 
unit/subunit of modules of the course. May be during 

revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given on this 

modification in Semester wise course distribution..   

 For Slight Lack of Comprehensiveness - May be during 
revision of syllabus –suggestion can be given on this 

aspect since syllabus is framed by University of Mumbai. 

Principal and Programme Coordinators have given 
flexibility to faculty teaching respective content to  invite 

expert/ guest lecturer /collaborate with other colleges and  

provide additional content/ input /expertise other than 

covered in syllabus . Further forthcoming years/semesters 
at college level/faculty level/ individual level care will be 

taken from this aspect.  

 All the students who provided us with feedback were 
convinced for sharing detailed feedback on curriculum 

with their mentors. 

 

 

 


