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

SEMESTER | BATCH 2015-2017HI)
SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All SEMESTERS (I /Il/)/ 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

EmYES
mNO

You find these to be-APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

M'.AJJ""



WkEvE

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

o More thar 25

 Loss thae V6N

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

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

EYES
mNO

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 couligaslation 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

.311“"""5“ yob =



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

mYES
NO

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

= et

Rate our performance in fully utilisy 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

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

1 Explanation of CLO/PLO
1 Appropriateness of CLO/PLO
1 Completion ofmodules Assigned

Ao dd=>



1 Appropriateness dime/hours/ credits assigned over modules

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

1 Systmetic IA discussion with students

1 1A represents overall capacitiegpinion

T HACSEG6s performance utilising potential of stude

50% faculty disagreed

9 Distribution of credits to the course.
1 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 successiverear next successiveear
1. Suman Anamiarayan 1. Sandeep Kandar

M'JJJ"“

SEMESTER Il OF BATCH 2015-2017HI)

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

1. Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLQO®) Rrogramme 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

mYES
mNO

You find these to be-APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

® Agguopaie
L Ao e

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

Complete Modules Assigned

.Mt (A%
» L L

Do you feel the time / hours / credits éssigned for the msdlsnappropriaté overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

= YES
= ND

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

Opinion on Shifting Courses

mvis
L




Depth of the content of syllabus for the courigaslation to the competencies @gbed 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

s
el

Do you think the IA in this seesteractually represent the overall capacit@ghe given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

.
.o
S

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

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

Asesifdd=>



FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

100% Positive responsé faculty agreed to all below listed statements

=A =4 =4 4 =9

Explanation of CLO/PLG
Appropriateness of CLO/PLO
Completion of modules Assigned

Appropriateness dime/hours/ credits assigned over modules
Depthness of the content in relation to competencies &gey Special education (Specialisation)

industry/current global scenarios.

=A =4 -4 -4 =9

HACSEOGSs

Distribution of credits to the course.
Opinion on shifting courseg®o 100%)
Systematic IA discussion with students
IA represents overall capacitieepinion
p eutilising pateatial ofestudents in understanding course objectives

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

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. Suman Anantnarayan

1. Sandeep Kandar
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT TFEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM TFROM 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

1 Repeating/Rep 1 Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next m@agiear/semester
lacing the 1 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designe
visiting University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B
faculty. Special Education given by RCI. After every five years ,University of Mur

9 Distribution of revises its curriclum Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have
credits to the follow the syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are already framed
course. included in the syllabus copy. Wherever and whenever possible within iin

1 Opinion on for example may be time factowhere more /lesime for module needs to K
shifting adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility
courses organisation of |l ectures and prac

to make curriculum delivered effectively to the students .Thatitility is
granted by Principal ,Programme Coordinators and faculty accountab
respective courses , by mutual discussion , for the benefit of the studer
college faculty do the necessary needful keeping the programme coording
the loop.
During Syllabus revision at University level suggestion may be given/poin
be raised:

1 Distribution of credits to the course.

1 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
1 Repeating/ 1 Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic year/semestg
Replacing 1 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designed by Univerg
the visiting Mumbai on basis of Curricufa framework of Two Year B Ed Special Educati
faculty. given by RCI. After every five years ,University of Mumbai revises its curricu

Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have to follow the syllabus frame(
UoM. Even CLO/PLO are already framed andlugled in the syllabus copy
Wherever and whenever possible within liniit§or example may be time factdr
where more /less time for module needs to be adjusted/modified or flexibil
transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectueest d pr act i
to the colleges to decide how best to make curriculum delivered effectively {
students .That flexibility is granted by Principal ,Programme Coordinators and f
accountable for respective courses , by mutual discusdionthe benefit of the
students and college faculty do the necessary needful keeping the prog
coordinators in the loop.
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM (HI & LD) i1 FROM TEACHERS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2016 -
2017

SEMESTER | BATCH 2016-2018HI & LD)

SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All Sems (I /I/11I/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 studen

EYESENO
0%

100%

You find these to be-APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

WAggoptide WL Aganegriete

"

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

™

| PR 0 | |
JARAL: res f \) " ES
~



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

Opinion on Shifting Courses

MYES NGO

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courigaslation 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:_\Ii‘a'\;\h'u \J A=
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Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capa€ithes given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities
BYES wNO  »Somewhat

%

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

HACSE performanc#ltilising Students
Potential in Understanding Course
Objectives

EHigh ®Average ulLow

0%

330/(‘ 367%

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

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

= =4 =4 =4 4

= =

Explanation of CLO/PLQ

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

Completon of modules Assigned

Appropriateness dfime/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 cose.

Systematic IA discussion with students

IA represents overall capacitiespinion

67% digreed to shiftingof courses33 agreed to shifting of courses
33%sadHACSEG6 s p eisdveragenatifising potential of students in understandingrse
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

Suggesion to Replace Particular Visiting
Faculty in next successive year

1. Latha Raja
2. Minaz Ajanu

1. Mrs.Snehalata Desai
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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

E YESENO

0%
100‘V! ‘

You find these to be-APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

B Appropriate ® Less Appropriate
0%

100"/!

Did you complete the motks 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

B YESENO
0%

100%

A e ‘\" :
[\ o LS
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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 #gbus for the coursea 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

Ssufficienct  ®Less Sufficent

0%

Distribution of credits to Courses

WAppropeate W Less Approps ke

Distribution of credits to the course.

0%

Did you discuss IA with students systematically YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

WYES mNO

%

I:_\‘I;,Yl’\l‘—”u \J A=



Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capa€itres given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion A represents overall
Capacities

MYES SND  wSomewhat

on

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

HACSE performancdltilising Students
Potential in Understanding Course
Objectives

EHigh HEAverage ilLow
0%

33—

67%

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

Explanation of CLO/PLQ

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

Completion of modules Assigned

Appropriateness dfme/hours/ credits assigned over module

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

Distribution of credits to the course.

Systematic IA discussion with students

1 1A represents overall capacitiespinion

= =4 =4 =4 4

= =

1 67% disgreed to shifting of courses ;33 agreed to shifting of courses
1 33%sadHACSEGs performance is average in utilising
objectives ,rest 67% said its high

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

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




L

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

MU‘JJoA.

SEM Il OF BATCH 2015 -2017H]I)

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

FILLED FORMS
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Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcomes (CLOs) and Programme Learningn@gtc
(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

Appropriane
0%

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

Complete Modules Assigned .. |

T

Do you feel the time / hours / credits assigned for the modubgspropriate overall?

Appropriateness Time / Hours /
Credits

#

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

Opinion on Shifting Courses

-~




WA cﬂ

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courigaslation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current glalscenarios. 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 A Discussion Wmi\l o
Students
0%

- —

YE
100%

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion 1A represents overall

......

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

HACSE performanectltilising Students
Potential in Understanding Course | oy
Objectives 0%

Average _—
33% O High
67%

A, s \\I‘
Navoitslly J b=
A
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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 capacitieepinion

=A =4 =4 4 -4 =9

1 33% responded its less sufficiéntor the statementDepthness of the content in relation to competencies
expected by Special education (Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios.

1 33% saytime/hours/ credits assigned over modulest appropriate

1 33%sadHACSEO®Gs per f or manc e otentiasof siudents in understandingucouisé i s i n ¢
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 Scienc
2. Minaz Ajani 2. Mrs Snehalata Desai

MI.IJJ“"
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS GRAPHI CAL 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 APPRERIATE

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 shiftedhelse?

Opinion on Shifting Courses

Depth of the content of syllabus for the couligaslation 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=



Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

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

Systematic IA Discussion with
" Students

%

Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capa€ithes given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall

e Capacities
N Somewhot
~ (1)

Rate our performance in fully utilisiqgptentials of the students in understiaig 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

1 Explanation of CLO/PLQG



Appropriateness of CLO/PLO
Completion of modules Assigned

= =4 4 =4

industry/current global scenarios.
Systematic IA discussion with students
IA represents overall capacitiespinion

=a =4

L Eila -

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

1 33% responded Distribution of credits to the course is in appropriate.

=

objectives ,rest 67% said its high

67% disgreed to shifting of courses ;33 agreed to shifting of courses
T 33%sadHACSEOGs perfor mance is average in utilisi

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 Replae Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year

1. M. Mathew

Nil

2. Mrs.Apoorva Phanshikar
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ACTION TAKEN REPORT i1FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM (HI & LD) i FROM TEACHERS IN

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017- SEMESTER | Of BATCH 2016-201§HI & LD)

POINT OF ACTION
TO BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

1 Repeating/Repld 1
cing the visiting 1
faculty.

1 Shifting of
courses

T HACSE®GS
performance
utilising
potential of
students in
understanding
course
objectivesi
more efforts
required 1

Faculty wagespectively repeated /replaced for the next academic year/semg
B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designed by Univ|
of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B Ed Spe
Education given by RCI. After eveffive years ,University of Mumbai revises
curriculum Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have to follow
syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are already framed and included
syllabus copy. Wherever and whenever possible within limits example may
be time factoii where more /less time for module needs to be adjusted/modifi
flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures g

practical 6s its up to t heuuwundeliVesd
effectively to the students .That flexibility is granted by Principal ,Prograt
Coordinators and faculty accountable for respective courses , by n

discussion , for the benefit of the students and college faculty do the neg
needtil keeping the programme coordinators in the loop.

Shifting of the course$can be taken up while revising syllabus at Univer
level.

Yes. For utilising the potential of students in understanding course objédive
that during staff meeting discuesis were held , faculty was advised to take
efforts with regard to this.

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

POINT OF ACTION TO BE
TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

1 Repeating/Replacing the
visiting faculty.

1 Shifting of course designed by University of Mumbai on basis of Curricul
T HACSEO®Gs per fd framework of Two Year B Ed Special Education given by R
utilising potential of students After every five years ,University of Mumbai revises

in understanding course
objectivesi more efforts
required

I Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the
academic year/semester
1 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabug

curriculum Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have
follow the syllabudramed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are alrea
framed and included in the syllabus copy. Wherever
whenever possible within limits for example may be tim
factor iwhere more /less time for module needs to
adjusted/modified or flexibility in transactionf @urriculum,
flexibility in organisati ol
the colleges to decide how best to make curriculum deliv
effectively to the students .That flexibility is granted




Wi

Principal ,Programme Coordinators and faculty acciatfor
respective courses , by mutual discussion , for the benefit
students and college faculty do the necessary needful ke
the programme coordinators in the loop.

9 Shifting of the coursescan be taken up while revising syllab
at Universiy level.

1 Yes. For utilising the potential of students in understan
course objectivesfor that during staff meeting discussions w
held , faculty was advised to take more efforts with regar|
this.

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016-2017- SEMESTER Il of BATC H 201517(HI)
POINT OF ACTION TO BE POINT OF ACTION TAKEN
TAKEN
1 Repeating/Replacing the I Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the
visiting faculty. academic year/semester
9 Efforts were made to give extra inputs /knowledge on prag
1 Depthness of the content in work as couse had content less as per expectation/need.
relation to competencies 1 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus
expected by Special designed by University of Mumbai on basis of Curricul
education (Specialisation) framework of Two Year B Ed Special Education given by R
industry/current global After every five years ,University oMumbai revises itg
scenarios. time/hours/ curriculum Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have
credits assigned over follow the syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are alre
modules not appropriate) framed and included in the syllabus copy. Wherever
whenever possible within limits for example may be tim
-Course Depthness As per factor Twhere more /less time for module needs to
Competencies of Sp adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculu
Ed/Industry/Global Scenaried_ess flexibility in organisati ol
Sufficient for Practical Work the colleges to decide how best to make curriculum deliv|
-Course CodéC 147 had time less effectively to the students .That flexibility is granted
than required. Principal ,Programme Coordinators and faculty accountabl
-Course CodéC 157 had time more respective courses , by mutual discussion , for the benefit
than requied. students and college faculty do the necessary needful ke
the programmeoordinators in the loop.
T HACSEG6s perf(
utilising potential of students 1 Yes. For utilising the potential of students in understan
in understanding course course objectivesfor that during staff meeting discussions w
objectives , held , faculty was advised to take more efforts with regar
this.
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ACADEMIC YEAR 2016 -2017- SEMESTER IV of BATCH 2015-17(LD)

POINT OF ACTION TO BE

TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

1
1

Repeating/Replacing the
visiting faculty.

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

Course D18 to be made mo
practical based thah¢ory
based

HACSEG6s per f ¢
utilising potential of students
in understanding course
objectives

1
1
1

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

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

B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is desi
by University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of T
Year B Ed Special Education given by RCI. After every five y¢
,University of Mumbai revises its curriculum GCadles affiliated tg
University of Mumbai have to follow the syllabus framed by Ug
Even CLO/PLO are already framed and included in the syll{
copy. Wherever and whenever possible within liniiteor example
may be time factoi where more /less time for adule needs to b
adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculu
flexibility in organisation
colleges to decide how best to make curriculum delivered effect
to the students .That flexibilitis granted by Principal ,Programn
Coordinators and faculty accountable for respective courses
mutual discussion , for the benefit of the students and college fg
do the necessary needful keeping the programme coordinators
loop.

Yes. For tilising the potential of students in understanding col
objectivesi for that during staff meeting discussions were he
faculty was advised to take more efforts with regard to this.
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM( HI &LD)1FROM TEACHERS IN A CADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018

SEMESTER | BATCH 2017-2018(HI & LD)

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

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

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students

W Explaned CLOS and 105 to studenty

. 0

vis N

You find these to be-APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

wApprapeateness of CLOYM O S Students Beeetit

3

0

Appropeiate Less Appropriate

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

Complete Modules Assigned

S Complete Moy
15 Assigoed

More than 0% Lo tham 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

m Opinion on Shifting Courses
2
J :
YES NO

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courigaslation to the competencies @gbed by Special education
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios. Sufficient/Less Sufficient

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

15
B Courw Dapthness As per

Competencies of Sp
15 Ed/inaustyy)/Global
1 Stendfion
05

Sufficienct Loss Sutficlent

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

DT OF MR D) L et

0

appranier Lem g e

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic A Discussion with
Students

B Systematic LA Discusylon with Students

1

YEs NO

Ao dd=>



Do you think the IA in this semester aally represent the overall capacit@she given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion |A represents cuerall
Capacities

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

HACSE performance
Utilising Students Potential
in Understanding Coursé

0 m Average

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

Explanation of CLO/PLQ

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO

Completion of modules Assigned

Appropriateness dime/hours/ credits assigned over modules

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

1 Distribution of credits to the course.

T HACSEG6s performance utilising potenti al of students

=A =4 =4 -4 =

33% disagreed to the below listed statements :

V  Opinion on shifting courses
V  Systematic IA discussion with students
V IA represents overall capacitiespinion

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

Modules whereTime should be Less than Required) Modules whereTime should be More than Required)
NIL NIL
Suggestion to Repat Particular Visiting Faculty in next Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in next
successive year successive year

1.Mrs .Sangeeta Jagtiani Nil




SEMESTER Il of BATCH 2017-2018HI & LD)
FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS
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Rf.A cﬁ

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHI CAL 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 APPRGBRATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for
Students Benefit

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

Complete Modules Assigned

pkets Modues Ass 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 essivh



Ll

Opinion on Shifting Courses

mOpinion on Shifting Cowses

2
| .
¥ES L]

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courigaslation 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 discss 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 capa€ities given students?

Asesifdd=>



YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall Capacities

Opinion 1A represents overall
Capacities

0 0

YES NO Somewhat

Rate our performance in fully utilisiqgptentials of the students in understandimgcourse 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

=

Completion of modules Assigned

Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Speciibad@@ecialisation) industry/current
global scenarios.

Distribution of credits to the course.

Systematic IA discussion with students

IA represents overall capacitiespinion

Appropriateness dfime/hours/ credits assigned over modules

HACSEO® s pce utilfsing patential of students in understanding course objectives

=

33% teachers respondedot explained CLO/PLO
33% Shifting of courses to other Semesters
67% responded Appropriaté\ppropriateness of CLO/PLO

QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

<< < =a=a-ac-a-a

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.Apoava 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

m Explained CLOs and PLOs to students
3

YES NO

Amﬂ#mun_



You find these to be-APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for Students
Benefit

B Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for Students

Benefit
3
J 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 assigfedhe 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

Wl =
\ cyrnn sl o b



oA cﬂ

Depth of the content of syllabus for the courigaslation to the competencies expected by Special education
(Specialisation) indusg/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

3
J O
Sufficienct Less Sufficient

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses

& Cturaction af iredde b Coumes

Apyrourule L AppTigY Wi

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic A Discussion with Students

m Systematic IA Discussion with Student

3
J 0
YES NO

Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capafithes giverstudents?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

Opinion W regeesents averall Capadities

YES NO Samewhat

R Sonn ‘\" }
JARAaEte, \J" )



Rf.A cﬁ

Rate our performance in fully utilisiqgotentials 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 -Utilnang Students Potential n Understancing Course

Dbjectives

:
. o !

High Average Low

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

Explanation of CLO/PLQ

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 cose.

Systematic IA discussion with students

IA represents overall capacitiespinion

HACSEOGs performance utilising potential of students

=A =4 4 =4

33% Shifting of courses to other Semesters
33% feeltime/hours/ credits assignester moduless not appropriate.

<< =a-a-ac-a

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 Remce Particular Visiting Faculty in
next successive year next successive year

1. Bijoy Thomas

J‘\’)\A‘f"“" » PLL
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SEMESTER IV of Batch 20162018 HI & LD)

FILLED FEEDBACK FORM
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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ( GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)

Learning Outcomes: Did you explain Course Learning Outcom&.Qs) 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% Waes85%

Complete Modules Assigned

m 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

m Appropriateness Time / Hours /

Credits
2
o
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 courisaslation to the compencies 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

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

Af.‘:c- poate Lass Appeagr iate
Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students

Systematic |4 Disrusston ath Students

Do you think the IA in this seester actually represent the overall capacifdbe 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 utilisiqgptentials of the students in understanding the course objectives to be:?
High/Average/Low

HACSE performancdltilising Students Potential in
Understanding Course Objectives

B HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential in
Understanding Course Objectives

2

High Average Low

A e ‘\" :
[\ o LS



FEEDBACK ANALYSIS

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

1 Appropriateness of CLO/PLO
1 Completion of modules Assigned
9 Appropriateness dime/hours/ credits assigned over modules
1 Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected byl peciation (Specialisation)

industry/current global scenarios.
9 Distribution of credits to the course.
9 Opinion on shifting courses (No 100%)
1 Systematic IA discussion with students
1 1A represents overall capacitieéspinion
T HACSEGs per f or reatial ofstudantsiinlunderstanding gourse objectives

Excepti

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

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 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 i1FEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM (HI & LD) 1 FROM TEACHERS IN

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018

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

2019HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTION TO

BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTIO N TAKEN

1
1

Repeating/Replacing
the visiting faculty.
B9 (Less time than
required for two
Module 4 ; Module
5)

Opinion on shifting
courses Al/A2 to
Sem Il; A1/B9 Either
to sem lll/Sem IV
Systematic 1A
discussion with
students

IA represents overall
capacitesi opinion

=

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next aca

year/semester

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

9 Shifting not possible as disssed below . May be during revision of syllak
T suggestion can be given.

1 B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designe
University of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B
Special Education given by RCI. Aftevegy five years ,University o
Mumbai revises its curriculum Colleges affiliated to University of Murm
have to follow the syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are alrg
framed and included in the syllabus copy. Wherever and whenever pg
within limits i for example may be time factdwhere more /less time fg
module needs to be adjusted/modified or flexibility in transactior
curriculum, flexibility in organ
colleges to decide how best to makericulum delivered effectively to th
students .That flexibility is granted by Principal ,Programme Coordin{
and faculty accountable for respective courses , by mutual discussio
the benefit of the students and college faculty do the necessadful
keeping the programme coordinators in the loop.

1 Systematic IA discussion with studeint3 his is done 100% efforts are take
. Discussion about IA was done. 1A is shown to all the students to maints
transparency in assessment. Still more cabeettaken with this regard
discussed by Principal mam and advised to discuss with students.

1 1A represents overall capacitiespinion again this is personal attitude

towards IA. Principal mam keep giving reminddis to be given carefully

keeping variousgriteria of representation of overall capacities in mind du
marking the IA of the students

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

POINT OF ACTION
TO BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

1 Repeating/Replag

Shifting- of courses to
other Semesteiis
Shift A2 to Sem IV

ing the visiting
faculty.

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the negeata year/semester

Shifting not possible as discussed below. May be during revision of sylia

suggestion can be given.

1 Marathi PedagogyMerging of modules at college level (student /factiltyn
between them during lecturesvas done.

9 B Ed SpeciaEducation Curriculum is framed , syllabus is designed by Unive

1
1
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1 Pedagogy marath
modules to be
merged

I Teachersto
explain
CLO/PLO
without forgetting

1 Appropriateness
of CLO/PLO

of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B Ed Spe
Education given by RCI. After every five years University of Mumbai revise
curriculum. Colleges affiliated to Univa@ty of Mumbai have to follow the
syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are already framed and included

syllabus copy. Wherever and whenever possible within limftsr example may
be time factoif where more /less time for module needs to be azjirsiodified or
flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures g
practical 6s its up to the coll ed
effectively to the students .That flexibility is granted by Princig&logramme
Coordinators and faculty accountable for respective courses , by n
discussion , for the benefit of the students and college faculty do the neg
needful keeping the programme coordinators in the loop.
On Diksharambh (Induction Day) andvhenever Orientation given
programmes/Courses PLO/CLO is explained carefully by respective cou
faculty.

Appropriateness of CLO/PL®again it depends on personal perspeetMso if

CLO/PLO any change to be suggested or addition to beideaelers can add

freedom is given .If any modifications at syllabus level ,to be incorporétesh
can be recommended during syllabus revision at University level.

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018- SEMESTER Il

FEEDBACK FROM TEACHERS - Of BATCH 2016-2018
(HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTION
TO BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

1 Repeating/Replag
ing the visiting
faculty.

Point of Actiont

Shifting- of courses to other
Semesters

i For course E2
Time was felt
Less required

1 For CourseC15
time was felt
more than
required

9 Shift- Course F3
to Sem |

Point of Actionr Time/hours/
credits assigned over modu
to be moreppropriate.

=a =

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

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

B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed, sylmiidesigned by Universit
of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B Ed Spe
Education given by RCI. After every five years University of Mumbai revise
curriculum. Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have to follow
syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are already framed and included
syllabus copy. Wherever and whenever possible within limfts example may
be time factofi where more /less time for module needs to be adjusted/mo(
or flexibility in transactimm of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lecture
and practical 6s its up to the
delivered effectively to the students .That flexibility is granted by Pring
,Programme Coordinators and faculty aoutable for respective courses
mutual discussion , for the benefit of the students and college faculty g
necessary needful keeping the programme coordinators in the loop.
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ACADEMIC YEAR 2017 -18 SEMESTER IV (FEEDBACK FROM TEACHERS) Of BATCH 2 016-2018

(HI/LD)

POINT OF ACTION
TO BE TAKEN

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN

1 Repeating/Repla
cing the visiting
faculty.

1 AlCanbe
brought to Sem
v

1 Explanation of
CLO/PLO

1
1

T

Faculty was respectively repeated /replaced for the next academic year/sem
Shifting not possible as discussed below. May be during revision of sylial
suggestion can be given.

B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , Syllabus is designed by Univ|
of Mumbai on basis of Curriculum framework of Two Year B Ed Spe
Education gzen by RCI. After every five years ,University of Mumbai reviseg
curriculum Colleges affiliated to University of Mumbai have to follow

syllabus framed by UoM. Even CLO/PLO are already framed and included

syllabus copy. Wherever and whenepessible within limitsi for example may
be time factoii where more /less time for module needs to be adjusted/modifi
flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures g

practical 6s i t se hovpbedt to makédncarricalum deligeg
effectively to the students .That flexibility is granted by Principal ,Prograt
Coordinators and faculty accountable for respective courses , by n

discussion , for the benefit of the students and collegetfadol the necessar
needful keeping the programme coordinators in the loop.

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

SEMESTER | BATCH 2018-202QHI & 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

* Apprognate ness of CLEPIC for Sadernts Beserbt

| Lo Aopeopene &

G 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

u Approprateness Time / Houts [/ Credits

‘3#2;‘.’1‘\;\}—5“ \J A=
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2

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

Opinion on Shifting Courses

u Opinkan on Shitting Courses

m _

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

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

Less Sufficient -
Ed/Industry/Giobal
- e

8 Course Depthness As pes
Comprtencies of 5p

Distribution of credits to the course.

Distribution of credits to Courses
Less Appropriate
» Distribution of credits to
Courses
Appropriate “ T'
Q 1 J El 4

Did you discuss IA with students systematically? YES/ NO

Systematic IA Discussion with
Students
Systematic 1A Discusson wih Sudents
NO O
vis =

IA‘:‘wix’-hu- \):""-‘
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Do you think the IA in this semester actually represent the overall capa€itres given students?

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities

BmYES

NO
|NO

| Somewhat

Rate our performance fally 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
Obgectives

o 0
Average D

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

Explanation of CLO/PLQ

Appropriateness of CLO/RL

Completion of modules Assigned

Appropriateness dime/hours/ credits assigned over modules

Distribution of credits to the course.

Systematic IA discussion with students

HACSEG6s performance utilising potdwsial of stude

= =4 =4 4 -4 -4 4

1 33% respondet that the Depthness of the content in relation to competencies expected by Special educatiol
(Specialisation) industry/current global scenarios is less sufficient.

1 67% raised their Opinion on shifting cour$esccording to them shifhg should be done.

1 33% respondet that thelA represents of this Semester represent overall capacities whereas 67% stated
somewhat |IA represented overall capacities of the given students.
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QUALITATIVE FEEDBACK

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

NIL NIL
Suggestion to Repeat Particular Visiting Faculty in | Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in
next succesive year next succesive year
1. Shuba Tumbe 1. Supriya More

2. Shamila Dhonde

3. Supriya More

Asmihﬂudu"’*

SEMESTER Il of Batch 2018202(QHI & LD)

FEEDBACK ON FORM FILLED
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