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STUDENTS'FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPOYT - 2O2I. 22

The college has obtaind feedback ftom stakeholders for self evaluation in order to improve the

qualtty of education. In the manual of Self Study for affiliated /constituent colleges, published by

National Assessment and Accreditatiott Corrncil, it has been suggested to get feedback from the

students, teachers, ernployers and alumni. On the basis of guidelines given in the NAAC manual,

feedback forms were designed and obtained the responses from students.

Data Analysis Method: Data was collected online and analyzed with the help of count,

percentage and average- Data analysis is presented with &e help of tables and graphs.
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STUDEM TEEDBACK ON TEACHERS

Table 1: Year of Study

S. No. Year Count Percentage

I First year 213 43.E

2 Second Year 151 31-1

Third Year 122 25.1

4 TotaI 486 ro0
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Chart I: Ye*rof $tu*y

Year of *tndy

TsbI* 2: $tsd*t*s F'e€db*ck *m Tae&ers

S. Na AftribEffi Ts,&I Scare Me*n Scare

I Knowledge 2179 4.48

2 Ccmmrmication Skills 2tt2 4.35

3 Sinssrity & Comrnitment zwv 4.3t

4 IoterEst gqre.6ed 2119 4.36

5 Abitify to int*grat* seurse materiel with envircamei$ 2*46 4.7.t

6 Abilify tu iutegraicd cofltert wi*r other eourx€s ?:CI26 4.17

7 Aecessibilitv
J zM7 4.21

3 Abitify tu design quizzm/ Tastl assignments ?:854 4.23

I knvision of suffi*ient tir*e for fdbask 2S'1"3 4.2$

l0 Ovemll Eding 2149 4.42
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Table 2 reveal the fdback results af the sudent on tmshsr$ sf the college conducted for

acadcrnic ye.ar 20201+2. W was fuirnd that average Scsre of all the parar_rcters mentioned in the

qusstionnairc qras *bove 4 ard it is deeatd as "Yery Gacd* on 5 pai*t liker scale.It implies that

sstjority *f the s*udents wme opi*d as Very GoCId or exellemt on atf:ibutedp*rameters of

teacher$- It can be concluded tlr* students me foapFy wi* kiowtrdge base af teacher,

epmmtnicsioa *illsn sin*erity, cs$Irniftnent, intcrest gemrsed by the teachere, accessibility,

abilfy ta integrate @rrrsa material witJr environment and corme, *ihty & design quizzes, test

ard assignrnants-
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S?III}ENT I.EEI} BA tr( ON COTIRSE

T*bIe3: Yearof Study

Ch*rt3: Yer*f SfES,y

Ye*r ofStudy

S. No. Ysr Coxnt Peremtage

I First ymr zv7 36-ffi

2 Secorrd Year t77 23.0S

J Third. Year 3ls 4I.8S

4 Totcl 769 I{X}
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S. No. Attritrutes Total Score Mean Score

I Ilepth of Course )-/. I O 4.26

2 Extent of Course Coverage 3224 4.19

aJ Applicability / Relevance to real li& situatians 3141 4.08

4 Learning value {in terms of knorvledge, concepts, manual

ski I I s" anal lticai abi I ities and broade;ring perspectives

3198 4.16

5 Clarity and rslevance of textual reading rnaterial 3166 4.t2

6 Relevance of additional souree material (Libraryi 3128 4.47

7 E,xtent cf effort required by students 3 186 4.14

I Or,erall rating 3304 4.30

Table 4: Students'Feedbark on Cour:se

Chart 4: Students' Feedhack on Course

Students' Feedback on Course
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Attritrutes

Tabie 4 depicts the feedback results of student on course conducted for acadernic .vear 2A2l -22

and it was fc*nd that average score of the a*riburteslparameters mentione in the questionnaire

was abcve 4 and it is denoted as "'Very GGod" on 5 point likm scale. It implies that majority of

the students opined as Very Cood on attributesl peirarneters of csurses sffered by the college. It

can be concluded that students are happy/satisfied with courses oflbred by the College.
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$YERALL RATING OT ?HE PROGRAhIME

(To be *ubr,nittd *fiter t&r fir*I exauixa*iox rmults {Ae*deuic Ym;r 2*21*22}

TahXc 5; Over*ll Rating af t&e Stud*nt

S- No. Afirihute Total Sctlre Mmlr Score

I Academie ccntert rs82 4.44

2 Usefu lness of teaching materials 1626 4-29

t Usefulness ef study-grcups in further iearning I51S 4"25

4 Timeli*ess cfpr*etical wod< 1618 4"27

5 Edusdivs v*h;e of mid-pmgFaIffns plaeemect 15S4 4,18

6 Offeri*g and seeki*g&elpftl &edba*k I59I 4-24

7 In&astrugure frci lities ts66 4.1"3

I Fairness af waluation 1582 4-17

9 I nteraction with faculty r5*3 4.18

l0 Interaetiou wi*r adrninishation I54q 4-09

II Library facilities 1566 4.13

l2 Computer fecilities 1622 4.28

I3 Exta*urricular astiYities 1586 4,;1

t4 Spcrts facilities 15S5 4_zfi

t5 Overall I629 4.30
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Chart 5: Overall Ratingof the Student
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Overall Rating of the Student 
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Table 5 show the survey resul8 of student feedback on overall rating of the College conducted

for academic year 2021-22. It was found thal average score cf the altributes/parameters

mentioned in the questionnaire was above 4 and it is denated as'Yery Good" on 5 point liker

scale" It implies that majority $rere expressed their opinion as Yery Good on various

parameter#attributes of overall rating of the college. It can be concluded that students are

happy/satisfied with the services offered by &e college.
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