K.K.Wagh College of Education, Nashik

Teacher's Feedback on Curriculum

'
Name of Teacher/ Faculty - D USL\@* KS L\Qb»f&@k ]

5 point Rating Scale
Excellent=5
Very Good=4
Good=3
Average=2
Poor=1

1. The depth of the course content is adequate to have significant learning outcomes.

Excellent
Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

2. Syllabus is sufficient to bridge the gap between industry standards /current global
scenarios and academics

Excellent

N ery Good
Good
Average
Poor

3. The timely coverage of syllabus is possible in the mentioned number of hours

Excellent

\/Vgry Good
Good
Average
Poor



4. The module / sections in the syllabus are properly sequenced

Excellent
L—Very Good
! Good ! '
Average
Poor

5. Sufficient reference material and books are available for the topics mentioned in the syllabus

Excellent

«Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

6. The curriculum is balanced with regard to the theoretical and practical knowledge

Excellent

v+ Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

7. How do rate the courses in terms of their relevance to the latest and/or the future technologies?

Excellent

v“Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

8. Pedagogy proposed in the curriculum matches the contents

\/Exéellent

Very Good
Good
Average
Poor



9. The curriculum has the potential in developing the habit of self learning among the students
Excellent ’

\/(ery Good
Good
Average
Poor

10. The curriculum has focus on skill development

Excellent

U Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

11. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

Excellent

\/J/ery Good

Good
Average
Poor

12.How do you rate the transformation of your students after the completion of the course?

“Excellent
Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

13. Qualitative feedback
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K.K.Wagh College of Education, Nashik

Teacher's Feedback on Curriculum

i Name of Teacher/ Faculty - HSS$ : PT\‘)C : GQ'H'GS e 5§ P

5 point Rating Scale
Excellent=5
Very Good=4
Good=3
Average=2
Poor=1

1. The depth of the course content is adequate to have significant learning outcomes.

Excellent

a-Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

2. Syllabus is sufficient to bridge the gap between industry standards /current global
scenarios and academics

Excellent
Very Good

—Good
Average
Poor

3. The timely coverage of syllabus is possible in the mentioned number of hours

Excellent
Very Good

LBood
Average
Poor



4. The module / sections in the syllabus are properly sequenced

Excellent .
wVery Good

Good ' '

Average

Poor

5. Sufficient reference material and books are available for the topics mentioned in the syllabus

Excellent

‘)/ery Good
Good
Average
Poor

6. The curriculum is balanced with regard to the theoretical and practical knowledge

Excellent
Very Good

\/Good
Average
Poor

7. How do rate the courses in terms of their relevance to the latest and/or the future technologies?

Excellent
Very Good

\/Good
Average
Poor

8. Pedagogy proposed in the curriculum matches the contents

Excellent

/ery Good
Good
Average
Poor
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9. The curriculum has the potential in developing the habit of self learning among the students

Excellent

 Very Good
Good

Average
Poor

10. The curriculum has focus on skill development

Excellent

Yery Good

Good
Average
Poor

11. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

Excellent
Very Good

v—Good
Average
Poor

12.How do you rate the transformation of your students after the completion of the course?

Excellent

ery Good
Good
Average
Poor

13. Qualitative feedback
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K.K.Wagh College of Education, Nashik h

Teacher's Feedback on Curriculum “
Name of Teacher/ Faculty - /D’X K‘\ 71 i~ \V\J e .

5 point Rating Scale
Excellent=5
Very Good=4
Good=3
Average=2
Poor=1

1. The depth of the course content is adequate to have significant learning outcomes.

vExcellent
Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

2. Syllabus is sufficient to bridge the gap between industry standards /current global

scenarios and academics

Excellent

~Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

3. The timely coverage of syllabus is possible in the mentioned number of hours

Excellent

Very Good
Good
Average
Poor
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4. The module / sections in the syllabus are properly sequenced

Excellent
(_Very Good

Good ! :

Average

Poor

3. Sufficient reference material and books are available for the topics mentioned in the syllabus

Excellent

tVery Good
Good
Average
Poor

6. The curriculum is balanced with regard to the theoretical and practical knowledge

Excellent
Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

7. How do rate the courses in terms of their relevance to the latest and/or the future technologies?

Excellent

\_Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

8. Pedagogy proposed in the curriculum matches the contents

Excellent
Very Good

\_Good
Average
Poor



9. The curriculum has the potential in developing the habit of self learning among the students

r—Excellent
Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

10. The curriculum has focus on skill development

Excellent
Very Good
" Good

Average

Poor

11. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

Excellent

v ¥ery Good
Good
Average
Poor

12.How do you rate the transformation of your students after the completion of the course?

Excellent
Very Good

_Good

Average
Poor

13. Qualitative feedback
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K.K.Wagh College of Education, Nashik -

Teacher's Feedback on Curriculum K

, n ] .
Name of Teacher/ Faculty - Shob h g D1ncSh —=h Uunigec __

5 point Rating Scale
Excellent=5
Very Good=4
Good=3
Average=2
Poor=1

1. The depth of the course content is adequate to have significant learning outcomes.

Excellent
Very Good
Good

«Average
Poor

2. Syllabus is sufficient to bridge the gap between industry standards /current global

scenarios and academics

Excellent

Very Good
\/co)od

Average
Poor

3. The timely coverage of syllabus is possible in the mentioned number of hours

Excellent
Very Good
Good

verage
Poor



4. The module / sections in the syllabus are properly sequenced

Excellent
Very Good

wBood ! ’
Average
Poor

5. Sufficient reference material and books are available for the topics mentioned in the syllabus

Excellent
Very Good
wGood

Average
Poor

6. The curriculum is balanced with regard to the theoretical and practical knowledge

Excellent
Very Good

\/860d

Average
Poor

7. How do rate the courses in terms of their relevance to the latest and/or the future technologies?

Excellent

aYery Good
Good

Average
Poor

8. Pedagogy proposed in the curriculum matches the contents

Excellent

Very.Good
Coad

Average
Poor



9. The curriculum has the potential in developing the habit of self learning among the students

Excellent

\/\G/e/ry Good
! ood '

V' Average
Poor

10. The curriculum has focus on skill development

Excellent
Very Good

ood
Average
Poor

11. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

Excellent

\/Ve?y Good
Good
Average
Poor

12.How do you rate the transformation of your students after the completion of the course?

Excellent

Very Good
\/Gf?:i

Average
Poor

13. Qualitative feedback
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K.K.Wagh College of Education, Nashik -

Teacher's Feedback on Curriculum

Name of Teacher/ Faculty - \,103"\31 Lug L\Oeb Kﬂ) ‘\/\9~

5 point Rating Scale
Excellent=5
Very Good=4
Good=3
Average=2
Poor=1

1. The depth of the course content is adequate to have significant learning outcomes.

Excellent
XNery Good
Good
Average
Poor

2. Syllabus is sufficient to bridge the gap between industry standards /current global
scenarios and academics

Excellent

\Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

3. The timely coverage of syllabus is possible in the mentioned number of hours

Excellent
Very Good

\Good
Average
Poor
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4. The module / sections in the syllabus are properly sequenced

Excellent
Very Good
t—Good ! '
Average
Poor

5. Sufficient reference material and books are available for the topics mentioned in the syllabus

Excellent

—Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

6. The curriculum is balanced with regard to the theoretical and practical knowledge

\__Excellent
Very Good

Good
Average
Poor

7. How do rate the courses in terms of their relevance to the latest and/or the future technologies?

Excellent

t_Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

8. Pedagogy proposed in the curriculum matches the contents

:\/EXcellent

L Very Good
Good
Average
Poor




9. The curriculum has the potential in developing the habit of self learning among the students

Excellent

v Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

10. The curriculum has focus on skill development

Excellent

NVery Good
Good
Average
Poor

11. Evaluation of the course is appropriate to discriminate the students

Excellent
Very Good

vGood
Average
Poor

12.How do you rate the transformation of your students after the completion of the course?

—Excellent
Very Good
Good
Average
Poor

13. Qualitative feedback ;
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