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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM (HI) -FROM TEACHERS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2015-2016 ‘

SEMESTER | BATCH 2015-2017(HI)
SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All SEMESTERS (I /11/)/ FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to
students

HYES
ENO

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

M'.AJJ""



Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

m Appropri
ate

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

e

-~

o More thae 25

 Loss thae V6N

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

W YES
ENO

Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

LRsY

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education

(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

B Suftyionct

¥ Less Sutfioent

I:_\Ii‘a'\;\h'u \J A=



Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

W YES
NO

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

-y
aw
= et

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?

High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Students Potential in Understanding
Course Objectives

w High
o dverage

u Lo

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS
100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -
e Appropriateness of CLO/PLO
e Completion of modules Assigned

Aﬁ;‘dl‘l‘-hu \J A=



e Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

o Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation)
industry/current global scenarios.

e Systmetic IA discussion with students
o A represents overall capacities —opinion
o HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

50% faculty disagreed

e Distribution of credits to the course.
e Opinion on shifting courses

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules whereTime should be More than
Modules whereTime should be Less than Required) Required)
Nil Nil
Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in
in next successive year next successive year
1. Suman Anantnarayan 1. Sandeep Kandar

M'JJJ"“

SEMESTER Il OF BATCH 2015-2017(HI)

SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All SEMESTERS (I /11/)/ FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION) ‘

1. Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning
Outcomes (PLOs) to students? YES/ NO

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to
students

m YES
mNO

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

& qurgea
1 Mg e

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

Do you feel the time / hours / credits aSS|gned for the modules is appropriate overall?.

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

= YES
= NO

Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

Vs
- N
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Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education

(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

Distribution of credits to Courses

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Distribution of credits to the course.

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

L1%Y
el

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall

Capacities
‘ :m‘

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Sound P ialin Und: J.
Course Objectives

ppesbdd



FEEDBACK ANALYSIS
100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -

e Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

e Completion of modules Assigned

e Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

o Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation)
industry/current global scenarios.

e Distribution of credits to the course.

e  Opinion on shifting courses (No 100%)

e Systematic A discussion with students

o |Arepresents overall capacities —opinion

e HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules Modules Suggestion to Replace
whereTime whereTime Suggestion to Repeat Particular Particular Visiting
should be Less should be More | Visiting Faculty in next succesive | Faculty in next succesive
than Required) than Required) year year
Nil Nil 1. Suman Anantnarayan 1. Sandeep Kandar
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT -FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM —FROM TEACHERS IN
ACADEMIC YEAR 2015-2016 (HI)

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

POINT OF ACTION POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

TO BE TAKEN

o Repeating/Rep e Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic year/semester

lacing the e B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designed by

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

faculty. Special Education given by RCI. After every five years ,University of Mumbai

o Distribution of revises its curriculum Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have to

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

course. included in the syllabus copy. Wherever and whenever possible within limits —

e Opinion on for example may be time factor —where more /less time for module needs to be

shifting adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility in

courses 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.
During Syllabus revision at University level suggestion may be given/point can
be raised:

e Distribution of credits to the course.

e Opinion on shifting courses

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

POINT OF POINT OF ACTION TAKEN
ACTION TO BE
TAKEN
e Repeating/ e Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic year/semester
Replacing e B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designed by University of
the visiting Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B Ed Special Education
faculty. 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.
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM (HI & LD) -FROM TEACHERS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-
2017

SEMESTER | BATCH 2016-2018(HI & LD)

SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All Sems (I /11/111/1V)/ FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION) ‘

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

BYES mNO
0%

100%

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

WAt WL Aaepriete

"

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

WMore Hon 5% 0 Lew Hun 5%

s

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits
®mYES mNO

™



Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

MYES NGO

*5 cﬂ

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education

(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

® Sufficienct  m Less Sullicient

%

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

B Appropriate B Less Appropsiste

0%

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

mYES mNG

%

I:_\‘I;,Yl’\l‘—”u \J A=
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Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities
BYES wNO  »Somewhat

%

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising Students
Potential in Understanding Course
Objectives

EHigh ®Average &ilow

0%

33%
).

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -

e Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

e Completion of modules Assigned

e Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

e Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation)
industry/current global scenarios.

e Distribution of credits to the course.

e Systematic IA discussion with students

o |Arepresents overall capacities —opinion

e 67% disgreed to shifting of courses ;33 agreed to shifting of courses
e 33% said HACSE’s performance is average in utilising potential of students in understanding course
objectives ,rest 67% said its high



QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules whereTime should be Less than
Required)

Modules whereTime should be More than
Required)

NIL

NIL

Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting
Faculty in next successive year

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting
Faculty in next successive year

1. Latha Raja
2. Minaz Ajanu

1. Mrs.Snehalata Desai

WEETE

Asemildden

SEMESTER Il BATCH 2016-2018(HI & LD)
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION) ‘

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

EYES ENO

0%
100% ‘

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

B Appropriate M Less Appropriate
0%

100% !

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

o ore han 5% W Less man 5%

™

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours / Credits

EYES ENO
0%

100%

A e ‘\" :
[\ o LS



Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

MYES w0

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education

(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios
& Suthicienct ® L2as Suthicient

0%

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

WAppropeate W Less Approps ke

0%

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

WYES mNO

%

A=



Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion A represents overall
Capacities

MYES MND  wSomen

ot

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?

High/Average/Low

33%

HACSE performance -Utilising Students
Potential in Understanding Course
Objectives

EHigh ®EAverage &ilow

S

67%

0%

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -
e Appropriateness of CLO/PLO
e Completion of modules Assigned

e Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules
e Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation)

industry/current global scenarios.
e Distribution of credits to the course.
e Systematic IA discussion with students
e |Arepresents overall capacities —opinion

e 67% disgreed to shifting of courses ;33 agreed to shifting of courses
o 33% said HACSE’s performance is average in utilising potential of students in understanding course

objectives ,rest 67% said its high

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules where Time should be Less than Required)

Modules where Time should be More than Required)

NIL

NIL




WEETE

Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty
in next successive year

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year

1.Mrs. Suri

2. Mrs.Apoorva Phanshikar

1. NIMH visiting faculty for pedagogy

Asemiblydden

SEM 111 OF BATCH 2015-2017(HI)

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

FILLED FORMS
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WV
Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes

(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

NO
oA

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

Appropriane
0%

Complete Modules Assigned ..

T

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

#

Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

~

.311“"""5“ yob =
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Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

o S
e
i
ws

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

A
o

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with NO
Students
0%

- —

YES
100%

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion 1A represents overall

......

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising Students
Potential in Understanding Course Low
Objectives 0%

Average /
33% ‘J High
67%

A, s \\I‘
Navoitslly J b=
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

Explanation of CLO/PLO -
Appropriateness of CLO/PLO
Completion of modules Assigned
Distribution of credits to the course.
Systematic IA discussion with students
IA represents overall capacities —opinion

33% responded its less sufficient — for the statement - Depthness of the content in relation to competencies
expected by Special education (Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios.

33% say - time/hours/ credits assigned over modules- not appropriate

33% said HACSE’s performance is average in utilising potential of students in understanding course
objectives ,rest 67% said its high

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules Suggestion to Repeat
whereTime should Modules whereTime Particular Visiting Suggestion to Replace
be Less than should be More than Faculty in next Particular Visiting Faculty in
Required) Required) successive year next successive year
NIL NIL 1. Suman A 1. Sandip Kandar (Social Science)
2. Minaz Ajani 2. Mrs Snehalata Desai

M'JJJ'”

SEM IV OF BATCH 2015-2017(HI)
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to
students

NO
0%

\

100%

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit
Ly

Apgeseriate
o

M\MJ”‘
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Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned ...
—

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits
NO

0%

Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
I Competencies of Sp
T 'Ed/luq_qstry/Global Scenerios

I:_\‘I;,Yl’\l‘—”u \J A=
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Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

Did you discuss IA with stud ents systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Ha Students

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall

e Capacities
N Somewhot
~ (1)

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Students Potential in Understanding
Course_Objectives

s

Ao e
I

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS
100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -



e Appropriateness of CLO/PLO
e Completion of modules Assigned

T cﬂ

e Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules
e Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation)

industry/current global scenarios.
e Systematic 1A discussion with students
o A represents overall capacities —opinion

e 33% responded Distribution of credits to the course is in appropriate.
e 67% disgreed to shifting of courses ;33 agreed to shifting of courses
o 33% said HACSE’s performance is average in utilising potential of students in understanding course

objectives ,rest 67% said its high

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules where Time should be Less than Required)

Modules where Time should be More than Required)

NIL

NIL

Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year

1. M. Mathew

Nil

2. Mrs.Apoorva Phanshikar
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT -FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM (HI & LD) -FROM TEACHERS IN

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017 - SEMESTER | Of BATCH 2016-2018(HI & LD)

POINT OF ACTION
TO BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

Repeating/Repla
cing the visiting
faculty.

Shifting of
courses
HACSE’s
performance
utilising
potential of
students in
understanding
course
objectives —
more efforts
required

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic year/semester

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.

Shifting of the courses —can be taken up while revising syllabus at University
level.

Yes. For utilising the potential of students in understanding course objectives —for
that during staff meeting discussions were held , faculty was advised to take more
efforts with regard to this.

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017 - SEMESTER Il of BATCH 2016-2018(HI & LD)

POINT OF ACTION TO BE

TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

Repeating/Replacing the

visiting faculty.

Shifting of courses
HACSE’s performance
utilising potential of students

in understanding course

objectives — more efforts

required

e Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next
academic year/semester

e 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
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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.

Shifting of the courses —can be taken up while revising syllabus
at University level.

Yes. For utilising the potential of students in understanding
course objectives —for that during staff meeting discussions were
held , faculty was advised to take more efforts with regard to
this.

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017 - SEMESTER |11 of BATCH 2015-17(HI)

POINT OF ACTION TO BE

TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

Repeating/Replacing the
visiting faculty.

Depthness of the content in
relation to competencies
expected by Special
education (Specialisation)
industry/current global
scenarios. ; time/hours/
credits assigned over
modules- not appropriate)-

-Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenarios - Less
Sufficient for Practical Work
-Course Code —C 14 — had time less
than required.

-Course Code —C 15 — had time more
than required.

HACSE’s performance in
utilising potential of students
in understanding course
objectives ,

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next
academic year/semester

Efforts were made to give extra inputs /knowledge on practical
work as course had content less as per expectation/need.

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.

Yes. For utilising the potential of students in understanding
course objectives —for that during staff meeting discussions were
held , faculty was advised to take more efforts with regard to
this.
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ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017 - SEMESTER 1V of BATCH 2015-17(LD)

POINT OF ACTION TO BE
TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

e Repeating/Replacing the
visiting faculty.

o More credits to be given to
Courses - E and F
.Distribution is less
appropriate

e Course D18 to be made more
practical based than theory
based

o HACSE’s performance in
utilising potential of students
in understanding course
objectives

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester

Efforts were made to make Course D 18 more practical based next
academic year

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.

Yes. For utilising the potential of students in understanding course
objectives —for that during staff meeting discussions were held ,
faculty was advised to take more efforts with regard to this.
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM( HI & LD) -FROM TEACHERS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018

SEMESTER | BATCH 2017-2018 (HI & LD)

SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All SEMESTERS (I /11/)/ FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS
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GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION(FEEDBACK ANALYSIS)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes

(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

® Explaned CLOS and 105 to studenty

- 0

vis N

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

#Approgeateness of COOVM O Sor Students Beeetit

3

0

Appropeiate Less Appropriate

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

N Complete Moy
15 Assigoed

Nore than 0% Lews than 5%

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

® Appropriateness Time / Hours / Credits

2
. |
YES NO

Asesifdd=>



Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

= Opinion on Shifting Courses

2

Il e

YES NO

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Distribution of credits to the course.

a5

15

15

05

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

B Courw Dapthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/inaustyy)/Global
Stendfion

Sufficienct Loss Sutficlent

Distribution of credits to Courses

DT OF MR D) L et

0

appraniar L T

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic A Discussion with
Students

B Syshermatic 1A Discusylon with Students

1

Yis NO

Aﬁ;‘dl‘l‘-hu \J A=



Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion |A represents cuerall
Capacities

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -
Utilising Students Potential
in Understanding Course...

0 B Average

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

Explanation of CLO/PLO -

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

Completion of modules Assigned

Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation) industry/current
global scenarios.

Distribution of credits to the course.

HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

33% disagreed to the below listed statements :

v" Opinion on shifting courses
v' Systematic IA discussion with students

v" 1A represents overall capacities —opinion
QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK
Modules whereTime should be Less than Required) Modules whereTime should be More than Required)
NIL NIL
Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in next Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in next
successive year successive year

1.Mrs .Sangeeta Jagtiani Nil
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes

(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO
Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

Opkets Modues As gre

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

Sppeopriateness Thme | Hows [ Credts

(3]

Did you think any of the course in this»semester can be shifted elsewhere?
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Opinion on Shifting Courses

mOpinion on Shifting Cowses

2
| .
¥ES L]

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

0 Conarsi Dopthnis A pa Compretinches uf 5 £ Mooty ooted Sormernio

(]

Safficenct Less Suttioem

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

® Distribution of credits 10 Courses

o

Appropriate Less Appropriate

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

u Systematic 1A Discussion with Students

3

YES NO

Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

Asesifdd=>



YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall Capacities

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

0 0

YES NO Somewhat

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Students Potential in Understanding
Course Objectives

0 IALSE T e TN SOrds POreriia o1 (ke a0 d0 g Conrie

Her

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e  Completion of modules Assigned

e Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation) industry/current
global scenarios.

o Distribution of credits to the course.

e  Systematic IA discussion with students

e |A represents overall capacities —opinion

e Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

e HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

v' 33% teachers responded —not explained CLO/PLO

v' 33% Shifting- of courses to other Semesters

v' 67% responded Appropriate - Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK
Modules Where Time should be Less than Required) Modules where Time should be More than Required)
NIL NIL

Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in next
next successive year successive year

1. .Mrs.Apoorva Phanshikar NIL
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

B Explained CLOs and PLOs to students
3

YES NO

M@Jn}_



You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for Students
Benefit

B Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for Students

Benefit
3
0
Appropriate Less Appropriate

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

m Complete Modules Assigned

o

Mare than 95% Less than 95'%

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

Appropriateness Time / Hours / Credits

YES NO

Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

B Cpirdon on Shifting Cour ses

1

YES

l);,-\xlﬁ ¥ EL
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Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education

(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

B Course Depthness As per Competencies of Sp

3
J 0
Sufficienct Less Sufficient

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

& Cturaction af iredde b Coumes

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with Students

M Systematic IA Discussion with Students

3
J 0
YES NO

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

Opinion W regeesents averall Capadities

YES NO Samewhat

A s ‘\"
Nl Jd=:
Jat
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Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Students Potential in Understanding
Course Objectives

& HACSE performance -Utilnang Students Potential n Understanding Course

Dbjectives

3

. o !

High Average Low

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS
100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -

e  Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

e  Completion of modules Assigned

e Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation) industry/current
global scenarios.

o Distribution of credits to the course.

e  Systematic IA discussion with students

e |A represents overall capacities —opinion

e HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

33% Shifting- of courses to other Semesters
33% feel time/hours/ credits assigned over modules is not appropriate.

<

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules whereTime should be Less than Required) | Modules whereTime should be More than Required)

NIL NIL
Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year next successive year
1. Bijoy Thomas

,;\;\:ru'! ¥y Jdo
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SEMESTER IV of Batch 2016-2018(HI & LD)

FILLED FEEDBACK FORM
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes

(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

= Explained €105 and MLOs 1o Studfenty

1 1
VES NO

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

» Appropeiatensss of CLO/PLO for Students Benefit

AseoiBidd=



Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

B Complete Modules Assigned

0

More than 95% Less than 95%

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

B Appropriateness Time / Hours /

Credits
2
B
YES NO

Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

® Oplrinn o0 Shifting Courss

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

u Course Dopthewss As per Competencies of Sp Ed/industry/Global Sceeerios

V]

SuMmcienct Less Sufficen

A s \\“
Navoitslly J b=
A



Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses
® Oinbubon of credits 10 Courses
2

Appropaate Lass Appeagy ate

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

Systematic |4 Disrusston ath Students

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

B Opinion (A repr morets over sl Capot e

o o

vES NO Somewrat

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?

High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential in
Understanding Course Objectives

M HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential in
Understanding Course Objectives

0 0

High Average Low

\
X

A, » il }
PAS ATES S \) 4



FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

Completion of modules Assigned

Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation)
industry/current global scenarios.

Distribution of credits to the course.

Opinion on shifting courses (No 100%)

Systematic |A discussion with students

IA represents overall capacities —opinion

HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

Except —
50% -50% response was obtained when teachers were asked whether CLO/PLO was explained to students.

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules where Time should be More than
Modules where Time should be Less than Required) Required)
NIL NIL
Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in next
in next successive year successive year

1. Vidya Wadadekar .Mumbai University, Music

Department Nil

2. Aporva Phanshikar
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT -FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM (HI & LD)-FROM TEACHERS IN

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-18 - SEMESTER | FEEDBACK FROM TEACHERS Of BATCH 2017-

2019(HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTIONTO
BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

e Repeating/Replacing
the visiting faculty.

o B9 (Less time than
required for two
Module 4 ; Module
5)

e Opinion on shifting
courses - A1/A2 to
Sem Il; A1/B9 Either
to sem I1/Sem IV

e Systematic IA
discussion with
students

o |Arepresents overall
capacities —opinion

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester

B9 was taken care of . Additonal time was given /taken for lectures on B9
Module 4 and Module 5 for Proper delvivery of content .

Shifting 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.

Systematic IA discussion with students — This is done 100% efforts are taken
. Discussion about IA was done. 1A is shown to all the students to maintain
transparency in assessment. Still more care to be taken with this regard-
discussed by Principal mam and advised to discuss with students.

IA represents overall capacities —opinion- again this is personal attitude
towards IA. Principal mam keep giving reminders- 1A to be given carefully
keeping various criteria of representation of overall capacities in mind during
marking the I A of the students

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018 - SEMESTER Il - FEEDBACK FROM Of BATCH 2017-2019 (HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTION POINT OF ACTION TAKEN
TO BE TAKEN
e Repeating/Replac e Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic year/semester
ing the visiting e Shifting not possible as discussed below. May be during revision of syllabus —
faculty. suggestion can be given.
Shifting- of courses to e Marathi Pedagogy -Merging of modules at college level (student /faculty — in
other Semesters — between them during lectures - was done.
Shift A2 to Sem IV e B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , syllabus is designed by University




W

e Pedagogy marathi
modules to be
merged

e Teachers to
explain
CLO/PLO
without forgetting

e Appropriateness
of CLO/PLO

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.

On Diksharambh (Induction Day) and whenever Orientation given to
programmes/Courses — PLO/CLO is explained carefully by respective course
faculty.

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO —again it depends on personal perspective- Also if
CLO/PLO any change to be suggested or addition to be done —teachers can add —
freedom is given .If any modifications at syllabus level ,to be incorporated - then
can be recommended during syllabus revision at University level.

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018 - SEMESTER Ill FEEDBACK FROM TEACHERS - Of BATCH 2016-2018

(HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTION
TO BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

e Repeating/Replac
ing the visiting
faculty.

Point of Action-
Shifting- of courses to other
Semesters

e For course E2
Time was felt
Less required

e For Course -C15
time was felt
more than
required

e Shift- Course F3
to Sem |

Point of Action- Time/hours/
credits assigned over module
to be more appropriate.

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic year/semester.
E2 and C15- Time was adjusted by faculty next semester /year onwards for
effective use of time and more than satisfactory delivery of effective content in
effective way.

Shifting 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.




i

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-18- SEMESTER IV (FEEDBACK FROM TEACHERS) Of BATCH 2016-2018

(HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTION
TO BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

Repeating/Repla
cing the visiting
faculty.

Al Can be
brought to Sem
v

Explanation of
CLO/PLO

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic year/semester.
Shifting 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.

CLO/PLO is explained to students. Fact is that its uploaded on website. Students
are oriented on Induction Diksharambh Day. Via Email /WhatsApp the
CLO/PLO/Syllabus copy with CLO/PLO in it is shared with students. Still Care is
made henceforth reminded to all teachers to explain the CLO/PLO’s.
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM (HI & LD)) -FROM TEACHERS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019 ‘

SEMESTER | BATCH 2018-2020(HI & LD)

SAMPLE FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION) ‘

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

8 Expianed CLOs ad MOsto Sudents

NO ©

- I

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

* Agprogeiate ress of CLOO for Stadents Beserdd

| Less Approgeine &

G _

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

u Complete Modues Assigred

Lss than 95% O

[ _

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

® Approprateness Time [ Houts / Credits

.311“"""5“ yob =



Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

u Opinkan on Shitting Courses

N

L

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education

(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

Less Sufficient -
Ed/Industry/Giobal
oo, |-

8 Course Depthness As pas
Compretencies of 5p

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

Less Appropriate

» Distributicn of credits to
Courses

Appropriate li "

Q i 4 E ) 4

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

o Systematic 14 Discusson wih Sudents

vis =

A‘;x‘d\lw- yd =
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Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

BmYES

NO
|NO

| Somewhat

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Students Potential in Understanding
Course Objectives

® HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential in Understanding Course

Obtyectives

Low 0
Average D

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

Explanation of CLO/PLO -

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

Completion of modules Assigned

Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

Distribution of credits to the course.

Systematic IA discussion with students

HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

33% responded — that the Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios is less sufficient.

67% raised their Opinion on shifting courses — according to them shifting should be done.

33% responded — that the IA represents of this Semester represent overall capacities whereas 67% stated
somewhat |A represented overall capacities of the given students.
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QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules where Time should be Less than Required)

Modules where Time should be More than Required)

NIL

NIL

Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in
next succesive year

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in
next succesive year

1. Shuba Tumbe

1. Supriya More

2. Sharmila Dhonde

3. Supriya More

AsssiBifydde

SEMESTER |1 of Batch 2018-2020(HI & LD)

FEEDBACK ON FORM FILLED
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PO
St 1 OfEath 201820 & Sem IV Bateh 10172018 Aaddemis Vemr 20082053 Dase 481
e P S —
ettt el bttt A el ey

P Do e empiain Caumme Lewming Cutcamms (E10s) and Poa g Lonming.
Crascmmes FLOS) o v ] w=[ ]
Vs Emd damees E smsmmsssms i | o smespmaes [
2. Dt e cmcmiens e e duios mmainmod = v
LT aTE e

P S ———

EE - R |
e sare et e s e s o s s e fe fene . g (Speiemal)

Al Tomssmen mas Adusased 13 Cumeitim i
S e i (s e e w3 Samghn e S e e . i (D)
3 Dok e i a2 s e o e st e 52 . Sl
[y s e ]
[P

= Py
B USSP p—
ottt epeyhremdetd e e
siEme—s ] Lera Semeems [
FRe—
g e O —
S e iainin . Sl e cam e oo mes s
oy
[P — RS~y S s |
Dt e S 1A i amad s ey o | S
Do o i m R e e s i s S e i e e e

o] =0 T
e P .
amefl_] A ] ]

sigrature ot racury signature ot Prinspas

M\MJ”‘




-ﬁ-u’ cﬂ

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

You find these to be

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

& bxplalted CLON and PUON Lo Mudeets

e _

-APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

B Appropcatensss of CLOPLO for Students Benelit

! o0 Approprate @

|
e _

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

Compiete Modules Assigned

Less than 5% @

Aore than 6% A

|

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

YES WMO

N:‘_

YES 2

A s ‘\"
Nl Jd=:
Jat



Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

8 Cipinion on Shifting Couree

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education

(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

ot e o of %P EAVER Y \2chat Sonnwrkn

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic |A Discussion with
Students

AT LN Do ariae WY ket s

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion |A represents overall
Capacities

ARS BN W Saeatal

A s \\“
Navoitslly J b=
A
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Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Students Potential in Understanding
Course Objectives

F pedomence Jiking Shiadents Potentlal b ndesstandng Cowne

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

4

Explanation of CLO/PLO -

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

Completion of modules Assigned

Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation)
industry/current global scenarios.

Distribution of credits to the course.

Opinion on shifting courses (No 100%)

Systematic IA discussion with students

IA represents overall capacities —opinion

HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives
Whereas;

33% responded —that time/hours/ credits assigned over modules are inappropriate.

v 67% responded by saying yes to the statement -I1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of

the students whereas 33% responded by saying that somewhat IA of this semester represents overall capacities
of the students.

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules whereTime should be Less than Required) | Modules whereTime should be More than Required)

NIL NIL
Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in next
in next succesive year succesive year

1. Dr.Suri

NIL
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SEMESTER Il of Batch 2017-19 (HI & LD)

FEEDBACK FORM FILLED
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

AseoiBidd=



Explained CLOs and PLOs to
students
NO B YES mNO
YES

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for

Students Benefit
. Appropriate Less Appropriate
Less Appropeate 3

i _

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

®mMore than 95%  mLess than 965%

less than 95% ¢

MU’! b gf,& _

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

BYES ENO

NO

N sty o



Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

WYES mND
" _
" -

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global...

[ ]
Less Sufficient

Sufficienct

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

W Distribution of credits to Courses

Less Appeopriste 0

e _

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

Systematic IA Discussion with Students

NO

YES 3




Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

Opiman 1A represents overall Capacities
somewhat ()
NO 1)

VES 4

“ﬁgn c ﬂ

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Students Potential in Understanding
Course Objectives

8 HACSE perfarmance -Utlising Students Potential in Understanding Course
Obpectives

tow 0
Average 0

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -

e Completion of modules Assigned

e Distribution of credits to the course.

e Systematic IA discussion with students

o |Arepresents overall capacities —opinion

e HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives
Whereas :

33% responded- that CLO/PLO were not appropriate for student benefit..
33% responded that the time/hours/ credits assigned over modules was inappropriate.
33% were of Opinion on shifting to Semesters



QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

W

Modules
whereTime
should be Less
than Required)

Modules whereTime
should be More than
Required)

Suggestion to Repeat
Particular Visiting
Faculty in next
succesive year

Suggestion to Replace

Particular Visiting Faculty in

next succesive year

NIL

NIL

1. Mr.Vengurlekar

2. Shahida Mogar

3. Renu Nargunde

SEMESTER IV of Batch 2017-2019 (HI & LD)

FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS

Dol

AseoiBidd=
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GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes

(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

& Bplained C1L0xs and PLOs to students

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

= Appropelate Less Appropriate

Less Appropriate 1

R _




Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

B Complete Modules Assigned

Less than 95%

More than 95%

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

» Appropriateness Time [/ Hours / Credits

Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

Opinion on Shifting Courses

NO 2

YES

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per Competencies
of Sp Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

M Course Depthness As per Competencies
of Sp Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

Less
Sufficient

Sufficienct




Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

W Distribution of credits to Courses

Less Appropriate

Appropriate

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

Syslenat LA [Xveussion with Stedeets

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall Capacities

M Opinion IA represents overall Capacities

Somewhat
NO
YES

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential
in Understanding Course Objectives

m HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential in
Understanding Course Objectives

Low

Average

High




FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

Explanation of CLO/PLO -

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

Completion of modules Assigned

Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation)
industry/current global scenarios.

Distribution of credits to the course.

Opinion on shifting courses (No 100%)

Systematic IA discussion with students

IA represents overall capacities —opinion

HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules where Time should be Less than Required)

NIL NIL

Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in

next successive year next successive year

NIL NIL

Modules where Time should be More than Required)

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in




i

ACTION TAKEN REPORT -FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM (HI & LD) -FROM TEACHERS IN ACADEMIC

YEAR 2018-2019

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019 - SEMESTER | Of BATCH 2018-2020 (HI/LD)- (TEACHERS FEEDBACK))

POINT OF ACTIONTO

BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

Repeating/Replacing
the visiting faculty
Shifting courses —: .
Al to Sem IV

Al /A2 to Sem I
Depthness of the
content in relation to
competencies
expected by Special
education
(Specialisation)
industry/current
global scenarios is
less sufficient.
Deviation in
representation of
Students overall
capacities through
their 1A of Current
Semester

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester

Shifting 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.

For Depthness of content ,freedom was given to outsource ,invite expert / do
collaborative faculty exchange so that best and indept knowledge can be
made available to the students. Even freedom is given for - flexibility in
lectures /giving additional time , showing more online material, if content
requires more in-depth knowledge.

Again this 1A to be carefully allotted and variation in unit tests to be done ,so
that students as learners may vary in their learning style hence during setting
of unit tests too , it was recommended to follow educational taxanomy , think
from variety aspect while setting unit tests or giving notional tasks ort
modifying notional tasks. Even liberty was given to modify notional task if
required for betterment of overall capacities of the students.

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-19 - SEMESTER |1 Of BATCH 2018-2020(TEACHERS FEEDBACK (HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTIONTO

BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

Repeating/Replacing
the visiting faculty.
Time/hours/ credits
assigned over
modules -
inappropriateness

Less time than required
for two : B 6 Module 4

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester

Additional time was given /taken for lectures on B6 Module 4 and 5

Less time was given for Pedagogy of Marathi language Module 4 and 5 .
Rather same time was used for other courses / tasks/activities .

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
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and5;

e More than time
required : Marathi
Pedagogy Module 4
and 5

e Deviation in
representation of
Students overall
capacities through
their 1A of Current
Semester

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.

Again this 1A to be carefully allotted and variation in unit tests to be done ,so
that students as learners may vary in their learning style hence during setting
of unit tests too , it was recommended to follow educational taxanomy , think
from variety aspect while setting unit tests or giving notional tasks ort
modifying notional tasks. Even liberty was given to modify notional task if
required for betterment of overall capacities of the students.

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-2019 - SEMESTER 111 Of BATCH 2017-2019- TEACHERS FEEDBACK - (HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTIONTO
BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

e Repeating/Replacing
the visiting faculty.

e Inappropriateness in
time/hours/ credits
assigned over
modules

.Less time than required to
teach is given to course E2
More time is given to teach
Course C15 and C16 is felt .

e Shifting: Field
Engagement to
Semester | or
Semester Il Sem | or
Sem Il

e CLO/PLO -
Inappropriateness for
Student Benefit

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester

For Course E2 in next semester /year — More time was allotted / Time was
extracted from other courses .C15 and C16 courses were taught by reducing
the lectures and rather same time was used for teaching other courses and
other college activities.

Shifting 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.

CLO/PLO —Inappropriateness is again a personal response/attitude. Yes it
can be said that some modification in CLO or more points other than those
mentioned can be included while explaining Clos to students. But CLO’s are
must. As course learning outcomes are necessary to know why are they
learning respective course, what have they to know ,so that at the end of the
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course/on completion the students can self reflect and learn more if they feel
the necessary input expected from course they have not got. But CLOs are
must like PLO’s. College during During the Induction  Ceremony
/Diksharambh explains - PLOs and even during the regular
lecturres/orientations of courses by respective faculty —CLO’s are to be
explained to students and also CLO?PLOs are circulated ?uploaded on
website.

ACADEMIC YEAR 2018-19 - SEMESTER 1V Of BATCH 2017-2019 ( TEACHERS FEEDBACK (HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTIONTO
BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

e Repeating/Replacing
the visiting faculty.

e CLO/PLO canbe
made measurable.

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester

CLO/PLO can be made measurable . Basically all evaluation of whatever the
students gained — evaluation in IA and University exam along with feedback
from Employers — csn showcase if CLO/PLO are achieved. College planned
to take as usual employer feedback on curriculum and indirectly their
students evaluation of CLO/PLO.

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 statements. This appreciation in form of
motivation will help to facilitate teaching learning process and transact
curriculum in still more effective manner. No other point of action were to be
taken other than those listed above. All the courses were carried out as usual with
more positive thinking
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM (HI& LD)) -FROM TEACHERS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020 ‘

SEMESTER | BATCH 2019-2021(HI & LD)
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FEEDBACK ANAYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes

(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

M Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

o Appropeiabe ey of
CLOMLO Sor Shatkenty
Benefe

Appropriane LEss Agyinoge st

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

Complete Maodubes
Assigned

<=

Mare than 55% Less than 95%

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

W Appropriate
ness Time /
Hours /
Credits

o » N W

YES NO

A s ‘\"
Nl Jd=:
Jat



Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

05 1

Opinion on Shifting Courses

® Opirion on Shifting
Courses

W

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

- oNw e

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

& Course Depthoims As per
Competencies of Sp
L IndoustryGlobasl
Sepnerion

Suffickenct Less Sutficient

Distribution of credits to the course.

e,
35 1
] +
25 ¢
2+
15 ¢
1 -
as
0~

Distribution of credits to Courses

u Distribution of credits to
Caurses

Appropnate Less Appropriate

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

= Systematic 1A Discussion
with Students

YES NO




L Eila -

Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion 1A re
Cap

presents overall
acities

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?

High/Average/Low

HACSE perfor

mance -Utilising

Students Potential in Understanding
Course Objectives

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -

e Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

e  Completion of modules Assigned

e Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over m

e  Depthness of the content in relation to competencies ex
global scenarios.

o Distribution of credits to the course.

e  Systematic IA discussion with students

o |A represents overall capacities —opinion

odules
pected by Special education (Specialisation) industry/current

e HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

Whereas 50-50% were the views on shifting courses to semesters.

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules where Time should be Less than Required)

Modules where Time should be More than Required)

NIL

NIL

Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty
in next successive year

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in next
successive year

1.Meena Bindal

Nil

2. Mrs. Snehalata Desai

3. Yukti Gupta
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FEEDBACK ANAYSIS GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes

(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO
Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

& Eaplained CLOs and PLOY
0 students

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

Appeopdi e ness of
CLOMPRQ for Stadnts
Besent

Appropriate Less Appeoprote

Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

H Complete
2 Modules
0 - Assigned

More tharL8§¢4han 95%

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

WApprogeimensss Tane /
A /

Wours J Credits



Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/industry/Global Scenerios

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

et et

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic |A Discussion with
Students

SyeTate U D en
i STess

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

M Opinion IA

represents
/IT.— overall

Capacities

0
€ e

R Sonn ‘\" }
JARAaEte, \J" )
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Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Students Potential in Understanding
Course Objectives

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS:
100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -

e  Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

e Completion of modules Assigned

e Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

o  Shifting courses to semesters. ( 100%- No Shifting)

e Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation) industry/current
global scenarios.

o Distribution of credits to the course.

e  Systematic IA discussion with students

e HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

*50% responded- 1A in this semester actually represented overall capacities of the given students; whereas 25%
responded 1A somewhat represented overall capacities of the given students.

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules where Time should be Less than Required) | Modules where Time should be More than Required)

NIL NIL
Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year next successive year
1. Collaborative Lectures with SNDT (Neet to be
Continued) NIL

2.Meena Bindal (Life Skills/Value Education)

3. Shahida Mogar
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes

(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

M Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for

Students Benefit
o Aggrgtiatesess of (300 fur Stardenis Bore s
A =

Appropeiae Less Appiopriate

A s ‘\"
Nl Jd=:
Jat



Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

¥ Complete Modules Assigned

More than 9586s than 95%

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours / Credits

B Appropriateness Time / Hours / Credits

3 2
YES NO

Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

8 Oginion on Shifting Cowrses

]
‘ |
YES NO

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

® Course Depthness As per Competencies of Sp Ea/industry/Glokal Sosnerio

3

A &

Sulficaenct Less Sutficient

R Sonn ‘\" }
JARAaEte, \J" )



Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

Distribution of credits to Courses

A _

Appropriate Less Appropriate

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

W Systernatic LA Discussion with Students

Yis NO

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT
Opinion 1A represents overall
Capacities
Opwion 1A regresents overall Capaaties
3
| S—
YES NO Somewbat

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising
Students Potential in Understanding

x
Course Objectives
. HACSE performance lll|lnr€ Students Polertial m ln'br\\,\njnu_ Coune
Obpctives
s
A & -
-
g Averagy Lirm

| PR 0 | |
JARAL: res f \) " ES
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS:
100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

e Explanation of CLO/PLO -

e  Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

e  Completion of modules Assigned

o Distribution of credits to the course.

e  Systematic IA discussion with students

e HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

*60% responded- 1A in this semester actually represented overall capacities of the given students; whereas 40%
responded 1A somewhat represented overall capacities of the given students.

e 40% responded there is In-appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules

e 40% disagreed on Shifting courses to semesters.

e 40% responded that there is less sufficient - Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special
education (Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios.

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules whereTime should be Less than Required) | Modules whereTime should be More than Required)

NIL NIL
Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year next successive year

1. Shahida Mogar
2. Mr.Ninad
3. Ms.Snehalata Desai NIL
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WEETE

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learning Outcomes
(PLOs) to students? Yes/NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

B Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

5
- — -
YES NO

You find these to be -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

® Apprapriateness of CLO/ALO for Sudents Benefit

Approguiate Less Approge sate

Asmlhu'\l)J"‘



Did you complete the modules assigned to you? More than 95% /Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned

B Complete Modules Assigned

5
A
- -
More thanl9s%than 95%

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modules is appropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

B Appeogeiateress Tine [ Hoars / Credits

YES NO

Did you think any of the course in this semester can be shifted elsewhere?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

u Opinjon on Shifting Cowrses

3

YES NO

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courses in relation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

Course Depthness As per
Competencies of Sp
Ed/Industry/Global Scenerios

Course Depthiness As per Competencies of Sp Ed/industry/Glabal Scenerios

H =

Sutficienct Less Sufficient

Distribution of credits to the course.
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Distribution of credits to Courses

B Ot of CredRs Te Courwy

Approgelate L Aggrops Ml

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with Students

B Systematic IA Discussion with Students
5

o
g U

YES NO

Do you think the 1A in this semester actually represent the overall capacities of the given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall Capacities

Opinion IA represents overall Capacities

i i -

-
- "

5
\ 0 0
1]
o

o &
S <
0)

R\

Rate our performance in fully utilising potentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?

High/Average/Low

HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential
in Understanding Course Objectives

B HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential in
Understanding Course Objectives

5

A = =
- S -

High Average Low

=




FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responses / faculty agreed to all below listed statements

o CLO/PLO were explained to students
e Completion of modules Assigned

e Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules
o Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special education (Specialisation)

industry/current global scenarios.
o Distribution of credits to the course.
e Systematic 1A discussion with students
o A represents overall capacities —opinion

o HACSE’s performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives

Whereas

20% responded — In-Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

40% agreed with shifting of courses to other semesters.

QULAITIATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules where Time should be Less than Required)

Modules where Time should be More than Required)

NIL

NIL

Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year

1. Jui Khopkar - Voice Modulation

NIL

2. Dr. Kirti Pathak (B 10 ECCE)

3. Meena Bindal - Value Education
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT -FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM —FROM TEACHERS IN
ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020 (HI/LD)

ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020- SEMESTER | Of BATCH 2019-2021(HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTIONTO
BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

e Repeating/Replacing
the visiting faculty
e Shifting :
Al to Be Shifted to Sem IV
A2 to be Shifted to Sem IV
o Lesstime is Allotted
than actually
required for Course
Code C 13 Module 4

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester

For C13 Module 4 More time to be allotted in time table/ more time faculty
will be given as per need to take C 13 Module 4 content

Shifting 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 2019-2020 - SEMESTER Il Of BATCH 2019-2021 (TEACHER FEEDBACK —HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTION TO BE
TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

¢ Repeating/Replacing the
visiting faculty

¢ Online mode - Covid 19
Where Time was felt less
as in online mode ,the
speed gets slower.

More time /flexibility
should have been there to
reduce modules/so by
university of Mumbai.

e Deviation in representation
of overall capacities of the
given students- through 1A’
Scores.

o Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester

e If learning is online /any sessions are online —more time will be
accordingly given for it.

e 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




G
keeping the programme coordinators in the loop.

Again this 1A to be carefully allotted and variation in unit tests to be
done ,so that students as learners may vary in their learning style hence
during setting of unit tests too , it was recommended to follow
educational taxanomy , think from variety aspect while setting unit tests
or giving notional tasks ort modifying notional tasks. Even liberty was
given to modify notional task if required for betterment of overall
capacities of the students.

ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020 - SEMESTER 111 Of BATCH 2018-2020(HI & LD)

POINT OF ACTION TO BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

Repeating/Replacing the visiting
faculty

In-appropriateness of time/hours/
credits assigned over modules/
Shifting/- Depthness of the content in
relation to competencies expected by
Special education (Specialisation)
industry/current global scenarios.
SUGGESTIONS WERE:

D 17 to Sem I/ Sem IV
C15to Sem Il
Cl4to Sem Il

v
v

v

Less time allotted to C14

More time Allotted to C15 than
required

C 15 Module 2 ( Time more than
sufficient)- Module 5 to be merged
Less than Sufficient Time is allotted
for Practical Work

More Focus on AVT and Practical

e Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester.

e  Where ever time — to be increased/decreased-freedom and flexibility
will be given to the faculty as desired and need arises. For practical —
more time is required to be allotted but again it will be tried in the
coming years too but ultimately since the university syllabus has
already decided the schedule/duration no more changes possible , if
any scope surely college will decide /take this point into
consideration.

e It was decided for more focus to be given to AVT.

e Shifting not possible as discussed below . May be during revision of
syllabus —suggestion can be given.

e 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.

e For Depthness of content ,freedom was given to outsource ,invite
expert / do collaborative faculty exchange so that best and indept
knowledge can be made available to the students. Even freedom is
given for - flexibility in lectures /giving additional time , showing
more online material, if content requires more in-depth knowledge.
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ACADEMIC YEAR 2019-2020 - SEMESTER IV Of BATCH 2018-2020(HI & LD)

POINT OF ACTIONTO

BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

Repeating/Replacing
the visiting faculty
Need to male
CLO/PLO more
specific

Shifting: D18 to Sem
I, Sem Il. *Spread
through out 4 years.
Just Certification of
this should be
mandatory before
completing B Ed
degree. D18 to Sem
I, Semlll

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic
year/semester

Shifting not possible as discussed below . May be during revision of syllabus
—suggestion can be given.

Need to male CLO/PLO more specific — Again this hopefully may be revised
during curriculum revision.

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.




