
   

   

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

SEMESTER I BATCH 2015-2017(HI)  

SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All SEMESTERS (I /II/)/ FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS  

SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM  

 

 

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   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  

 

Explained CLOs and PLOs to 

students                                                              
 

YES

NO



   

   

 
 

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

 

 
 

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

 

.  

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

 

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  
 

 

 

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for 
Students Benefit  

Appropri
ate

Appropriateness  Time / Hours / 
Credits  

YES

NO



   

   

Distribution of credits to the course. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO  

 

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS  

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

¶ Explanation of CLO/PLO - 

¶ Appropriateness of CLO/PLO 

¶ Completion of modules Assigned  

Systematic IA Discussion with 
Students  

YES

NO



   

   

¶ 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. 

¶ Systmetic IA discussion with students  

¶ IA represents overall capacities ïopinion 

¶ HACSEôs performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives 

50% faculty disagreed  

¶ Distribution of credits to the course. 

¶ Opinion on shifting courses  

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. Suman Anantnarayan 1. Sandeep Kandar 

 

 

SEMESTER II OF BATCH 2015-2017(HI)  

SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All SEMESTERS (I /II/)/ FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS  

 

 



   

   

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     

                                                      

 

 You find these to be   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  
 

 
  

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

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

 

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

 

Explained CLOs and PLOs to 

students                                                              
 

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. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO  

 

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 



   

   

 

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 ïopinion 

¶ HACSEôs performance utilising potential of students 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 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   

   

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ïFEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM ïFROM  TEACHERS IN 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2015 -2016 (HI)  

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

POINT OF ACTION 

TO BE TAKEN  

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN  

¶ Repeating/Rep

lacing the 
visiting 

faculty.  

¶ Distribution of 

credits to the 
course. 

¶ Opinion on 

shifting 

courses  
 

 

: 

 

¶ 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 ï 

for example may be time factor ïwhere more /less time for module needs to be 

adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility in 
organisation of lectures and practicalôs , 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: 

¶ Distribution of credits to the course. 

¶ Opinion on shifting courses  

 

 

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

POINT OF 

ACTION TO BE 

TAKEN  

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN  

¶ Repeating/

Replacing 

the visiting 

faculty.  

 

: 

 

¶ 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 ï for example may be time factor ï

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

transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures and practicalôs , its up 

to the colleges to decide how best to make curriculum delivered effectively to the 

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

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

students and college faculty do the necessary needful keeping the programme 

coordinators in the loop. 

 



   

   

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM  (HI & LD) ïFROM TEACHERS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2016 -

2017 

SEMESTER I BATCH 2016-2018(HI & LD)  

 SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All Sems (I /II/III/IV)/ FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS  

 



   

   

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   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  

 

 
 
  

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

 

 
 

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

.  

 

100% 

0% 

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students                                                              
 
 

YES NO



   

   

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

 

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. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO  

 



   

   

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 

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. 

¶ Systematic IA discussion with students  

¶ IA represents overall capacities ïopinion 

 

¶ 67% disgreed to shifting  of courses ;33 agreed to shifting of courses  

¶ 33% said  HACSEôs performance  is average in utilising potential of students in understanding course 

objectives ,rest 67% said its high  

 

67% 

33% 

0% 

HACSE performance -Utilising Students 
Potential in Understanding Course 

Objectives  

High Average Low



   

   

 

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 1. Mrs.Snehalata Desai  

2. Minaz Ajanu   

 

SEMESTER II BATCH 2016-2018(HI & LD)  

Filled Feedback forms  

 



   

   

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   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  

 

 
 

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

 

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

 

.  

100% 

0% 

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students                                                              
 
 

YES NO

100% 

0% 

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for 
Students Benefit  

Appropriate Less Appropriate

100% 

0% 

Appropriateness  Time / Hours / Credits  

YES NO



   

   

 

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

 

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. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO  

 



   

   

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 

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. 

¶ Systematic IA discussion with students  

¶ IA represents overall capacities ïopinion 

 

¶ 67% disgreed to shifting  of courses ;33 agreed to shifting of courses  

¶ 33% said  HACSEôs 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 

67% 

33% 

0% 

HACSE performance -Utilising Students 
Potential in Understanding Course 

Objectives  

High Average Low



   

   

 

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  

 

 

SEM III OF BATCH 2015 -2017(HI)  

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)  

FILLED FORMS  

 



   

   

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

 

 
You find these to be   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  

 
 

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

 
 

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

.  

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

 



   

   

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. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO  

 

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Systematic IA Discussion with 
Students  

High  
67% 

Average  
33% 

Low  
0% 

HACSE performance -Utilising Students 
Potential in Understanding Course 

Objectives  



   

   

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 ïopinion 

 

¶ 33% responded its less sufficient ï 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  HACSEôs 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) 

Suggestion to Repeat 

Particular Visiting 

Faculty in next 

successive  year 

Suggestion to Replace 

Particular Visiting Faculty in 

next successive  year 

NIL NIL 1. Suman A 1. Sandip Kandar (Social Science) 

    2. Minaz Ajani  2. Mrs Snehalata Desai 

 

 

SEM IV OF BATCH 2015-2017(HI)  

 



   

   

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS GRAPHI CAL REPRESENTATION)  

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

(PLOs) to students?   Yes/NO                                                          

 

 
 You find these to be   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  

 

 
 

  

YES 
100% 

NO 
0% 

Explained CLOs and PLOs to 
students                                                              

 
 



   

   

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

 

 
 

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

 

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

 

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. 

 

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

 

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 

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. 

¶ Systematic IA discussion with students  

¶ IA represents overall capacities ïopinion 

 

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

¶ 67% disgreed to shifting  of courses ;33 agreed to shifting of courses  

¶ 33% said  HACSEôs 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    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   

   

 

ACTION TAKEN REPORT  ïFEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM  (HI & LD) ïFROM TEACHERS IN 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016 -2017 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016 -2017 - SEMESTER I 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  

¶ HACSEôs 
performance 

utilising 
potential of 

students in 

understanding 
course 

objectives ï 

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 ï for example may 
be time factor ïwhere more /less time for module needs to be adjusted/modified or 

flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures and 

practicalôs , 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 ïcan be taken up while revising syllabus at University 

level. 

¶ Yes. For utilising the potential of students in understanding course objectives ïfor 

that during staff meeting discussions were held , faculty was advised to take more 

efforts with regard to this. 

 

 

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

POINT OF ACTION TO BE 

TAKEN  

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN  

¶ Repeating/Replacing the 

visiting faculty.  

: 

¶ Shifting  of courses  

¶ HACSEôs performance 
utilising potential of students 

in understanding course 

objectives ï 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 ï for example may be time 
factor ïwhere more /less time for module needs to be 

adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, 

flexibility in organisation of lectures and practicalôs , 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 ïcan be taken up while revising syllabus 

at University level. 

¶ Yes. For utilising the potential of students in understanding 

course objectives ïfor that during staff meeting discussions were 

held , faculty was advised to take more efforts with regard to 

this. 

 

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016 -2017 - SEMESTER III of BATC H 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 ïC 14 ï had time less 

than required. 
-Course Code ïC 15 ï had time more 

than required. 

 

¶ HACSEôs 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 ï for example may be time 
factor ïwhere more /less time for module needs to be 

adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, 

flexibility in organisation of lectures and practicalôs , 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 ïfor that during staff meeting discussions were 

held , faculty was advised to take more efforts with regard to 

this. 
 

 

 



   

   

 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2016 -2017 - SEMESTER IV of BATCH 2015-17(LD) 

POINT OF ACTION TO BE 

TAKEN  

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN  

¶ Repeating/Replacing the 

visiting faculty.  

¶ More credits to  be given to 

Courses - E and F 

.Distribution is less 
appropriate  

¶ Course D18 to be made more 

practical based than theory 

based   

¶ HACSEôs 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 ï for example 

may be time factor ïwhere more /less time for module needs to be 

adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, 
flexibility in organisation of lectures and practicalôs , 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 ïfor that during staff meeting discussions were held , 

faculty was advised to take more efforts with regard to this. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM(  HI  & LD ) ïFROM TEACHERS IN A CADEMIC YEAR 2017-2018 

SEMESTER I BATCH 2017-2018 (HI & LD)  

SAMPLE EMPTY FEEDBACK FORM All SEMESTERS (I /II/)/ FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS  

 

 



   

   

 

GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION(FEEDBACK ANALYSIS)  

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

(PLOs) to students?   Yes/NO                                                          

 

 You find these to be   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  

 

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

 

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

 

 



   

   

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

 

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. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO 

 

 

2 

1 

YES NO

Opinion on Shifting Courses 

Opinion on Shifting Courses



   

   

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 

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. 

¶ HACSEôs 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 IA represents overall capacities ïopinion 

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.Mrs .Sangeeta Jagtiani Nil  
 

 

0

5

HACSE performance -
Utilising Students Potential 
in Understanding Course Χ 

High

Average



   

   

SEMESTER II of BATCH 2017-2018(HI & LD)  

FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS  

 

 



   

   

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHI CAL REPRESENTATION)  

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

(PLOs) to students?   Yes/NO                                                          

 

 You find these to be   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  

 

 
  

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

 
 

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

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



   

   

 

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. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO  

 

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



   

   

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 

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 Special education (Specialisation) industry/current 

global scenarios. 

¶ Distribution of credits to the course. 

¶ Systematic IA discussion with students  

¶ IA represents overall capacities ïopinion 

¶ Appropriateness of time/hours/ credits assigned over modules  

¶ HACSEôs performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives 

V 33% teachers responded ïnot 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 

next successive year 

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in next 

successive year 

1. .Mrs.Apoorva Phanshikar NIL 

 

 

3 

0 0 

YES NO Somewhat

Opinion IA represents overall Capacities  

Opinion IA represents overall
Capacities



   

   

SEMESTER III of Batch 2016-2018(HI & LD)  

FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS 
 

 
FEEDBACK ANALYSIS (GRAPHICAL REPRESENTATION)  

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

(PLOs) to students?   Yes/NO                                                          

 

3 

0 

YES NO

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students                                                              
 
 

Explained CLOs and PLOs to students



   

   

 You find these to be   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  
 

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

 

 
 

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

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

 

3 

0 

Appropriate Less Appropriate

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for Students 
Benefit  

Appropriateness of CLO/PLO for Students
Benefit



   

   

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. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO 

 

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

3 

0 

Sufficienct Less Sufficient

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

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

3 

0 

YES NO

Systematic IA Discussion with Students  

Systematic IA Discussion with Students



   

   

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

High/Average/Low  

 

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS  

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

¶ 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. 

¶ Systematic IA discussion with students  

¶ IA represents overall capacities ïopinion 

¶ HACSEôs performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives 

V 33% Shifting- of courses to other Semesters  

V 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 

next successive year 

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in 

next successive year 

1. Bijoy Thomas    

 

 

 

 

 



   

   

SEMESTER IV of Batch 2016-2018(HI & LD)  

FILLED FEEDBACK FORM  

 

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   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  

 

 
 
 



   

   

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

 
 

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

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

 

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  

 

2 

0 

More than 95% Less than 95%

Complete Modules Assigned 

Complete Modules Assigned

2 

0 

YES NO

Appropriateness  Time / Hours / 
Credits  

Appropriateness  Time / Hours /
Credits



   

   

Distribution of credits to the course. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO  

 

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 

2 

0 0 

High Average Low

HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential in 
Understanding Course Objectives  

HACSE performance -Utilising Students Potential in
Understanding Course Objectives



   

   

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 IA discussion with students  

¶ IA represents overall capacities ïopinion 

¶ HACSEôs performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives 

 

Except ï  

50% -50% response was obtained when teachers were asked whether CLO/PLO was explained to 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 next successive year 

Suggestion to Replace Particular Visiting Faculty in next 

successive year 

1. Vidya Wadadekar .Mumbai University, Music 

Department  Nil  

2. Aporva Phanshikar    
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   

   

 

ACTION TAKEN REPORT ïFEEDBACK ON CURRICULUM (HI & LD) ïFROM TEACHERS IN 

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017 -2018 

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

2019(HI/LD)  

POINT OF ACTION TO 

BE TAKEN  

POINT OF ACTIO N TAKEN  

¶ Repeating/Replacing 

the visiting faculty.  

¶ B9 (Less time than 

required for two 

Module 4 ; Module 

5) 

¶ Opinion on shifting 

courses - A1/A2 to 

Sem II; A1/B9 Either 

to sem III/Sem IV 

¶ Systematic IA 

discussion with 

students  

¶ IA represents overall 

capacities ïopinion 

 
 

¶ 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 

ïsuggestion 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 ï for example may be time factor ïwhere more /less time for 

module needs to be adjusted/modified or flexibility in transaction of 

curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures and practicalôs , 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 ï This is done 100% efforts are taken 

. Discussion about IA was done. IA 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 ïopinion- again this is personal attitude 

towards IA. Principal mam keep giving reminders- IA to be given carefully 

keeping various criteria  of representation of overall capacities in mind during 
marking the IA of the students 

 

 

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

POINT OF ACTION 

TO BE TAKEN  

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN  

¶ Repeating/Replac

ing the visiting 

faculty.  
Shifting- of courses to 

other Semesters ï 

Shift A2 to Sem IV 

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

¶ Shifting not possible as discussed below. May be during revision of syllabus ï

suggestion can be given.  

¶ Marathi Pedagogy -Merging of modules at college level (student /faculty ï in 

between them during lectures - was done. 

¶ B Ed Special Education Curriculum is framed , syllabus is designed by University 



   

   

¶ Pedagogy marathi 

modules to be 

merged 

¶ Teachers to 

explain 

CLO/PLO 

without forgetting 

¶ 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 ï for example may 
be time factor ïwhere more /less time for module needs to be adjusted/modified or 

flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures and 

practicalôs , 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 ï PLO/CLO is explained carefully by respective course 

faculty.  

¶ Appropriateness of CLO/PLO ïagain it depends on personal perspective- Also if 

CLO/PLO any change to be suggested or addition to be done ïteachers can add ï
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 III  FEEDBACK FROM TEACHERS - Of BATCH 2016-2018 

(HI/LD)  

POINT OF ACTION 

TO BE TAKEN  

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN  

¶ Repeating/Replac

ing the visiting 
faculty.  

Point of Action-  

Shifting- of courses to other 

Semesters  

¶ For course E2 

Time was felt 

Less required 

¶ For Course -C15 

time was felt 

more than 

required   

¶ Shift- Course F3  

to Sem I 
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 ï

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 ï for example may 
be time factor ïwhere more /less time for module needs to be adjusted/modified 

or flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures 

and practicalôs , its up to the colleges to decide how best to make curriculum 
delivered effectively to the students .That flexibility is granted by Principal 

,Programme Coordinators and faculty accountable for respective courses  , by 

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

necessary needful keeping the programme coordinators in the loop. 

 

 



   

   

ACADEMIC YEAR 2017 -18- SEMESTER IV (FEEDBACK FROM TEACHERS) Of BATCH 2 016-2018 

(HI/LD)  

POINT OF ACTION 

TO BE TAKEN  

POINT OF ACTION TAKEN  

¶ Repeating/Repla

cing the visiting 

faculty.  

¶ A1 Can be 

brought to Sem 

IV  

¶ 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 ï

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 ï for example may 

be time factor ïwhere more /less time for module needs to be adjusted/modified or 

flexibility in transaction of curriculum, flexibility in organisation of lectures and 
practicalôs , 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/PLOôs.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



   

   

FEEDBACK ANALYSIS ON CURRICULUM  (HI  & LD) ) ïFROM TEACHERS IN ACADEMIC YEAR 2018 -2019 

SEMESTER I BATCH 2018-2020(HI & LD)  

SAMPLE FILLED FEEDBACK FORMS  

 
 

 



   

   

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   -APPROPRIATE/LESS APPROPRIATE  
 

 
  

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

 
 

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

.  



   

   

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

 

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. 

 

 Did you discuss IA with students systematically?     YES/ NO  

 



   

   

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

YES/NO/SOMEWHAT 

 

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

High/Average/Low  

 

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  

¶ HACSEôs performance utilising potential of students in understanding course objectives 

 

¶ 33% responded ï 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 ï according to them shifting should be done. 

¶ 33% responded ï that the IA represents of this Semester represent overall capacities  whereas 67% stated 

somewhat IA 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 

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   

 

SEMESTER II of Batch 2018-2020(HI & LD)  

FEEDBACK ON FORM FILLED  

 

 


