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INDIRA GANDHI COLLEGE OF ARTS & SCIENCE

KADIRKAMAM, PUDUCHERRY
(A Government of Puducherry institution)
(Accredited B+ by NAAC)

STUDENT’S FEEDBACK SURVEY REPORT 2020-21

A Student’s feedback survey with respect to the course characteristics and individual teachers
performance is carried out using the NAAC student’s feedback questionnaire. The results of the
survey are displayed graphically in this report. The feedback is utilised by the individual teachers
and curriculum designers to better their performance.

SI. No Course Semester No. of' S'tudents Page No
Participated
1 B. Sc. Statistics 1 23 02
2 B. Sc. Statistics 2 29 14
3 B. Sc. Statistics 3 21 26
4 B. Sc. Statistics 4 16 37
5 B. Sc. Statistics 5 22 49
6 B. Sc. Statistics 6 24 62
7 B. Com (Foreign Trade) 1 74 74
8 B. Com (Foreign Trade) 2 75 86
9 B. Com (Foreign Trade) 3 96 98
10 [ B. Com (Foreign Trade) 4 96 110
11 B. Com (Foreign Trade) 5 50 122
12 B. Com (Foreign Trade) 6 45 134
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13 [ B Sc. (Biotechnology) 29 146
14 | B Sc. (Biotechnology) 22 158
15 [ B Sc. (Biotechnology) 26 170
16 B Sc. (Biotechnology) 26 182
17 B Sc. (Biotechnology) 21 194
18 B Sc. (Biotechnology) 18 206
19 B Sc. (Applied Microbiology) 46 218
20 | B Sc. (Applied Microbiology) 41 230
21 B Sc. (Applied Microbiology) 19 242
22 B Sc. (Applied Microbiology) 21 255
23 B Sc. (Applied Microbiology) 14 268
24 | B Sc. (Applied Microbiology) 13 280
25 |[BCA 20 293
26 |[BCA 20 305
27 BCA 27 317
28 |[BCA 20 329
29 |BCA 44 341
30 |[BCA 43 353




B. Sc. STATISTICS

STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIRST SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIRST SEMESTER

Sl. No SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1. [Tamil/ French - I Dr. T. Anbuselvan/Mrs. Bhuvaneswary
o |[English -1 Mrs. F. Mary Judy
3. |[Basic Statistics Dr. M. Vadivel

Dr. M. Vadivel

4  [Fundamentals of Probability Dr. S. Coumaressane

5. Mathematics for Statistics Dr. S. Coumaressane
6. Practical 1 Dr. M. Vadivel
7 Public Administration Mrs. A. Veena

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20
10 II
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary
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AZ. Extent of coverage of course
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

hnhhh

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material
20 @ VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

bbb

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

(4]
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

10

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

A6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

A7.Overall rating
BN VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Likl

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

LLkL

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lkl

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

10

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

20 mmm VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

15

10

Vadivel Coumarassane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [W SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

10

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD | SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

20 @M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
0

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

(9]

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary
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B10. Overall rating
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

bkl

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

30
Il Adequate M Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull
20
10
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

I More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [ Cannot say

15
10
5
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

Il Easy W Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

20
15
10
5
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Il 80tc100% Ml 70to 85% [ 55t070 % M Less than 55 %

20
10
0
Vadivel Coumaressne Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

I More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Very poor

15
10
5
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

30
Il Easily M With some difficulty I Not available at all [l With great difficulty

20
10
0

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?
I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily 000 Poorly [l Indifferently

20
15
10

0

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

(8]

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?
Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily Il Generally ineffective

Lelbll

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

10
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

I Always [ Mostly yes [ Sometimes

I Not at all
20
10
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary
C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?
I Very Helpful M Sometimes helpful I Not at all helpful [l Did not advise
20
10
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary
C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as
I Always courteous [l Sometimes rude W Always indifferent [l Cannot say
20
10
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy

bhuvaneswary

11
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C12. Internal assessment was

Il Always fair [l Sometiems unfair B Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

20
10
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

30 M Helps toimprove M Discouraging I No special effective [l Sometimes effective

LLLL

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

o

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?
B Regulalry/ intime Il With helpful comment [0 Often /late [l Without comments

20
15
10

0

Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

(4]

12
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

Il Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Notdiscussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

20
10
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

Il Yes [ Ifyes, wasithelpful [0 No [l Sometimes discussed

20
10
0
Vadivel Coumaressane Veena Anbuchselvan/ MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below.

29 responses

3(10.3%)
3
2 (6.9%)
2
1(3.49(3.491)(3.49(3.4%) 1(3.4°1)(3.4%) 1(3.491(3.491)(3.491)(3.491,(3.4°1)(3.4%
1
0
Good No all teachers are g... None Thank-you
All teachers good No No suggestions Nothing to say

B. Sc. STATISTICS

13
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SECOND SEMESTER

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SECOND SEMESTER

SI. No SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1. [Tamil/ French - IV Dr. T. Anbuselvan/ Mrs. Bhuvaneswary
o |[English —II Mrs. F. Mary Judy
3. [Probability Theory Mr. K. Beningston
4 Distribution Theory Mr. R. Vijayaragunathan
5. [Health and Vital Statistics Dr. M. Vadivel

Dr. J. Jasmine
Mr. K. Beningston
Mrs. A. Veena

Dr. M. Vadivel

6. Practical — 2

7 Environmental Studies Mrs. A. Veena

SUBJECT FEEDBACK

A1. Depth of the course content including project work if any

- [l VERY GOOD [ GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
15
10
5
0
Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Anbuchselvan/ Bhuvaneswary ~ MaryJudy Vadivel

14



A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

LhhblLL

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Anbuchselvan/ Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

=

=

o

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual sKills, analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

20 @ VERYGOOD [l GOOD WM SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

LebbLLl

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Anbuchselvan/ Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOCD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

whbl

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Anbuchselvan/ Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

15



AS5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lhihbhh

~1GCAS, Puducherry

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Anbuchselvan/ Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

Aé6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

whellLl

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Anbuchselvan/ Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

A7. Overall rating

20 mmN vERY GOOD Ml GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

5

(S,

kobhblll

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Anbuchselvan/ Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

16



B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

» Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
15
10
5
0

“1GCAS, Puducherry

Jasmine Vijayaragunathan Beningston Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

w

Vadivel

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

20
[ VERY GOOD Ml GOOD |7 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

w

Lhobunkd

Vadivel

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy

LELLELL

Vadivel

17
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lhohbbl

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

15

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

INERENN

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IRERRAR]

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

18
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further study and
discussion outside class)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

phonhhl

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

=
o

w

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students understanding of the course
Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

IARR

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

15
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LLhl

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

19
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B10. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lhhh

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

15

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

20 JEE Adequate M Inadequate 1IN Challenging [l Dull

15
10
5
0

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

I More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadeguate [l Cannot say

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

20



C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

Il Easy [ Manageable N Difficult [l Very Difficult

Ll

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

15 MM 80to100% M 70t085% N 55t0 70 % M Less than 55 %

LLLbk

Vadivel

Y IGCAS, Puducherry

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

Bl More than adequate Il Adequate I Inadequate [l Very poor

tddddd

Vadivel

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy

Vadivel

21



C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

20
I Easily M With some difficulty I Not available at all Il With great difficulty

bbbl

“1GCAS, Puducherry

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

20
Il Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily I Poorly [l Indifferently

il

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

20
Bl Always effective [l Sometimes effective Il Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

15
10
5
o]

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

22
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

I Always [ Mostly yes 00 Sometimes [l Not at all

hbLLL

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

20
Il Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful B Notat all helpful [l Did not advise

15
10
5
0

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say
20

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

23
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C12. Internal assessment was

Il Always fair [l Sometiems unfair [ Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy
20

LLLELLLL

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

o

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging I No special effective [l Sometimes effective
20

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

I Regulalry/ in time [ With helpful comment [ Often /late [l Without comments

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

24
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

Il Ves, fuly M Yes, partly [ Notdiscussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes [ Ifyes wasithelpful [0 No [l Sometimes discussed

Jasmine Beningston Vijayaragunathan Veena Siv/ Bhuvaneswary MaryJudy Vadivel

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
23 responses

5 (21.7%)

3(13%) 3 (13%)

1 (4.3%) 1 (4.3%) 1 (4.3%) 1 (4.3%) 1 (4.3%) 1 (4.3%) 1 (4.3%) 1 (4.3%) 1 (4.3%)

0
All done their best except one May be offline class is better No suggestions Thank...
Good No Since this sem is in online mode,...

25
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B. Sc. STATISTICS

STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 THIRD SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR THIRD SEMESTER

Sl. No SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1. [Tamil - III/ French - III Dr. A. Sivakumar/ Mrs. Bhuvaneswary
2.  [English - III Mrs. P. Arularasi
3. |Sampling Methods Dr. C. Anantharaj
4.  [Estimation Theory Mr. R. Vijayaragunathan
5. [Real Analysis Dr. S. Coumaressane
. Dr. C. Anantharaj
0. Practical 3 Mrs. A Veena
SUBJECT FEEDBACK

Al. Depth of the course content including project work if any

20

I VERY GOCD [ GOOD

SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lenbil

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane

Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

26
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AZ. Extent of coverage of course

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
15

| bbbl

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual sKills, analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Llenbhelk

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

15 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan
AS5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Veena
I I VERY GOOD: 13

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Avrularasi Vijayaragunathan

27
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A6. Extent of effort required by students

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

LLLL

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

A7. Overall rating

[ VERY GOOD Ml GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lekblbl

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

28



Y IGCAS, Puducherry

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

15 [l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

kb ELE

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

LLELLLL

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

B4. Interest generated by the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD W SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY
15

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar/ Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan
B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

15 [l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bbb bEL

Anantharaj Beningston Coumarassane Veena Sivakumar Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

29
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B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY Il UNSATISFACTORY

IR AN

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

-
o

o

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further study and
discussion outside class)

15 Ml VERY GOOD [l GOOD N SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bbbkl

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

]

w

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students understanding of the course
Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LEbkbokk

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

=5

w

30



B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

B10. Overall rating

15 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LLLELRLL

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

20
I Adequate M Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull

15
10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

31



IGCAS, Puducherry

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Il More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Cannot say

INRRR

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

5

o

C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy [ Manageable WO Difficult [l Very Difficult

bhul

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

20
I 80to100% M 70t085% W00 55t070% (MM Less than 55 %

ikl

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressne Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

=
o

w
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C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

15
Bl More than adequate Il Adequate I Inadequate [l Very poor

INRNN

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

B Easily M With some difficulty I Not available at all [l With great difficulty

bl

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena

Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

Il Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily WM Poorly [l Indifferently

ITERR RN

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan
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C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

20 mm Always effective [l Sometimes effective Il Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

LLLLLLL

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

w

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

20 mm Always [l Mostly yes Il Sometimes [l Not at all

f L L

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

w

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

Il Very Helpful M Sometimes helpful [ Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

15
10 I
a

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

w
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C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

20 mm Always courteous [l Sometimes rude [ Always indifferent [l Cannot say

LeeblLL

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

C12. Internal assessment was

Bl Always fair [l Sometiems unfair I Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

bELLLL

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging I No special effective [l Sometimes effective

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan
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C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Bl Regulalry/ intime [l With helpful comment [ Often /late [l Without comments

Ll bLL

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

Il ves, fully M Yes, partly [ Notdiscussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

bbbbELL

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

B Yes M Ifyes was it helpful [0 No [l Sometimes discussed

Anantharaj Beningston Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Vijayaragunathan
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C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.

21 responses

4
| |

3 (14.3%)

1(4.8%71 (4.8%1 (4.8%1 (4.8%1 (4.8%1 (4.8%]1 (4.8%1 (4.8%) 1(4.8%1 (4.8%) 1(4.8%71 (4.8%1 (4.8%1 (4.8%;

Good No Super
Can't say Helps to improve our know... No, it's very better We had very good te...

B. Sc. STATISTICS
STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FOURTH SEMESTER

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FOURTH SEMESTER

SI. No SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1. [Tamil - IV/ French - IV Dr. A. Sivakumar/ Mrs. Bhuvaneswary

o [English - IV Mrs. P. Arularasi

3. | Testing of Hypotheses Dr. C. Ananthara]j

. (S)iafstmal Computing with Mrs. A Veena

5. |[Numerical Methods Dr. S. Coumaressane
Dr. C. Anantharaj

6. Practical 4 Mr. R. Vijayaragunathan
Dr. M. Vadivel

7 Official Statistics Dr. J. Jasmine
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SUBJECT FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

L

“1GCAS, Puducherry

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

bk

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual sKills, analytical abilities and broadening perspectives)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Llelekl

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
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A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

hhbbhblh

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

A6. Extent of effort required by students

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY MM UNSATISFACTORY

Linb bk

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
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A7.Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IR EREN]

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Lhhbkk

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bbb Lh

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
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B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

| LLLL

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

B4. Interest generated by the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

bbbkl

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY MM UNSATISFACTORY

bbbk bl

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumarassane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
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B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

BLebbbb

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further study and
discussion outside class)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary
10 VERY GOOD: 8
5 III
0

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students understanding of the course
Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

bbbk

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
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B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj

B10. Overall rating

* IGCAS, Puducherry

Anantharaj

15

Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
Bl Adequate [ Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull

Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

Anantharaj
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C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Cannot say

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy [ Manageable O Difficult [l Very Difficult

Lheb L L

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

15 MM 80to100% MM 70tc85% I 551070 % M Less than 55 %

LLLLLLL

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressne Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
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C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

Bl More than adequate Il Adequate I Inadequate [l Very poor

IRE RN RN

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

15
I Easily WM With some difficulty W9 Not available at all Il With great difficulty

LLull

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly M Satisfactorily W Poorly [l Indifferently

bbbkl

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
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C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

15
Bl Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

LhbbLbLL

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

15 M Always [l Mostly yes I Sometimes [l Not at all

1LeLlLLL

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

I Very Helpful M Sometimes helpful I Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

LEL

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
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C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

15 Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

Lleblll

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

-
o

w

C12. Internal assessment was

15 B Always fair [l Sometiems unfair I Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

LLel Ll

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

-
o

&

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps toimprove M Discouraging W0 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

TLLLLLL

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

=
o

(5]
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C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

15 Bl Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment I Often /late [l Without comments

LLLLLLL

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

-
o

w

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

15 M Yes, fully WM Yes, partly W Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

LLLLLLL

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

15
B Yes WM fyes wasithelpiul [ No [l Sometimes discussed

LEeLEbL

Anantharaj Vijayaragunathan Coumaressane Veena Sivakumar / Bhuvaneswary Arularasi Jasmine
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C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.

16 responses

2

2 (12.5%) 2 (12:5%)
1(6.3%)1(6.3%)1(6.3%)1 (6.3%)1 (6.3%)1 (6.3%)1 (6.3%) 1 (6.3%) 1(6.3%)1 (6.3%) 1(6.3%)1 (6.3%)
1
0
Good No Teaching is very good
Cannot Say Helps to improve our knowledge No, the class was better

B. Sc. STATISTICS
STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIFTH SEMESTER

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIFTH SEMESTER

SI. No SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1. |[Data Analysis Using SPSS Mr. R. Vijayaragunathan

o |Operations Research Dr. J. Jasmine

3. [Stochastic Processes Mr. K. Beningston

4. Applied Statistics Dr. J. Jasmine

5. Sampling Methods Dr. C. Anantharaj

6. Industrial Statistics Mrs. A. Veena

SUBIJECT FEEDBACK

49




A1. Depth of the course content including project work if any

15 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0

~IGCAS, Puducherry

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena

A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Vijayaragunathan

15
10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena

Vijayaragunathan
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A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and

broadening perspectives)

15 [l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

15 |l VERY GOOD |l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan
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A6. Extent of effort required by students

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

A7. Overall rating

15 | VERY GOOD |l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan
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B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan
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B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

15
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

Bé6. Ability to integrate content with other course

15
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

15 |l VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

54



* IGCAS, Puducherry

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

15 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

B10. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK
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C1. The syllabus of the course was

20 mEM Adequate M Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull

15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

5 I More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [ Cannot say

1

10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

15 [l Easy [ Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan
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C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

BN 30t0100% M 70t085% [ 55t070% MM Less than 55 Yeena

80 to 100 %: 14
15
10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

15
I More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Very poor

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

Il Easily WM With some difficulty B Not available at all [l With great difficulty
15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan
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C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

20
I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily [0 Poorly M Indifferently

Ll

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

()]

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

20
Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily Il Generally ineffective

Ll

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan MaryJudy

o

w

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

15 Il Always [ Mostly yes [ Sometimes [l Not at all

bbbl

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

(%]
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C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

Il Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful 0 Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

LLLLL

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

w

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

20
Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

C12. Internal assessment was

20w Always fair MM Sometiems unfair I Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

15

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan
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C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps to improve [l Discouraging [ No special effective [l Sometimes effective

LLLLL

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

I Regulalry/ intime Il With helpful comment 00 Often /late [l Without comments

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

15
I VYes, fuly [ Yes, partly [0 Notdiscussed at all [l Sometimes discussed

10

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan
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C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

15 Il Yes M ifyes, wasithelpful [ No [l Sometimes discussed

1DJI II II II II
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan

(4}

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.

22 responses

6
5(22.7%) 6[(2743%)
4
2(9.1%) 2(9.1%)
1(4.5%) 1(4.5%) 1(4.5%) 1(4.5%) 1(4.5%) 1(4.5%) 1(4.5%)
0
Conduct weekly test Good Great efforts give... No comments Nothing @ thank... Well ah...

Conduct placeme... Good No Nothing Very good

B. Sc. STATISTICS
STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SIXTH SEMESTER

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SIXTH SEMESTER

SLNo | SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

Dr. C. Anantharaj
Mr. R. Vijayaragunathan

1. [Statistics using ‘R’

o [Statistical Quality Control Dr. J. Jasmine

3. |Regression Analysis Mrs. A. Veena

4 Design of Experiments Dr. M. Vadivel

Dr. C. Anantharaj
Dr. J. Jasmine

5. [Project Work
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Mr. R. Vijayaragunathan
Mr. K. Beningston

Mrs. A. Veena

Dr. M. Vadivel

6. Database Management SystemMr. K. Beningston

SUBJECT FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
15

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

RN

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel
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A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual sKills, analytical abilities and broadening
perspectives)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10 II
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

w

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

15 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

AS5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel
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Ae6. Extent of effort required by students

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

A7.Overall rating

20 mEE VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LLLLI

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

20
I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

kbbbl

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

20
Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY MMl UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

VeB3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

20 mmE VERY GOOD [l GOOD W SATISFACTORY MMl UNSATISFACTORY

kLl

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

I VERY GOOD | GOOD [ SATISFACTORY MMl UNSATISFACTORY

IRREREN

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

o

o

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IRRY

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

()]

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10“ h h
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

w
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further
study and discussion outside class)

15 Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY MMl UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel
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B10. Overall rating

[ VERY GOOD | GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

0
Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

Il Adequate M Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull
20

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Cannot say

15
10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

15 Il Easy M Manageable W Difficult [l Very Difficult

IRREREE

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

(4]

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

20 Il 80to100% M 70t085% [0 55t070% M Less than 55 %

LLLLL b

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

o

w

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

15 Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Very poor

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

-0 I Easily M With some difficulty W00 Not available at all [l With great difficulty

LLLLL

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

(5]

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

20
Il Thoroughly [l Satisfactorily W Poorly M Indifferently

15
10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

20 M Always effective Il Sometimes effective WM Just satisfactorily Il Generally ineffective

IARRR

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

70



IGCAS, Puducherry

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

Il Always [ Mostly yes I Sometimes [l Not at all

10JLJI-- h
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

o

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

I Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful W Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

20
15
10
5
0

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

20 M Always courteous M Sometimes rude W Always indifferent [l Cannot say

15

w

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel
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C12. Internal assessment was

20 WM Always fair [ Sometiems unfair W Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

15

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging I No special effective [l Sometimes effective
20

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

15 I Regulalry/in time @ With helpful comment [0 Often /late [l Without comments

IRREREN

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

w
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

15 M Yes, fully M Yes, partly I Not discussed at all [l Sometimes discussed

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel
C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes M If yes, was it helpful 0% No [l Sometimes discussed

Anantharaj Beningston Jasmine Veena Vijayaragunathan Vadivel

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.

24 responses

6
5 (20.8%)
4 (16.7%)
4
2 (8.3%)
1(4.2%1 (4.2%) 1(4.2%1 (4.2%1 (4.2%1 (4.2%) 1(4.2%1 (4.2%1 (4.2%1 (4.2%1 (4.2%1 (4.2%1 (4.2%)
0
All staffs to my inspirations Good experience No Ok

Good | am Satisfied Nothing Very good
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B. Com. (FOREIGN TRADE)

STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIRST SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIRST SEMESTER

SL. NO | SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 English I Mary Judy/ Arularasi
Anbucheselvan/V

2 Language I Uma/Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

. . . Sinouvassane/Mary

3 Financial Accounting
Magdalene

4 Business Law Fransuva M @ Norman

5 Public Administration Sinouvassane/Mary
Magdalene

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

60

I VERY GOOD M GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
40
20 II II
0 - ;
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Mary Fransuva Sinouvassane Anbuchselvan / Uma /

Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

60 I VERY GOOD [ GOOD || SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

60
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [W SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD  [I SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

75



IGCAS, Puducherry

A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi/
Bhuvaneswary

A6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD  [Il] SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Bhuvaneswary Sinouvassane
Umadevi/
Bhuvaneswary

A7.0Overall rating

60 [l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

60 mEE VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

B2. Communication skKills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher
60
B VERY GOOD Ml GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvn / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

60 [l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

Bé6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD | SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

60

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary
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B10. Overall rating

60 MmN VERY GOOD Ml GOOD I SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

I Adequate M Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull
60

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

I More than adequate [l Adequate W00 Inadequate [l Cannot say

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

60 I Easy B Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

60 M 80to100% Ml 70to 85 % M 551070 % [l Less than 55 %

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

Il More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Very poor
40

30
20

10

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvn / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily [ With some difficulty 00 Not available at all [l With great difficulty
60

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

60
I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily W Poorly [l Indifferently

40

20

0
Mary

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

60 MM Always effective [l Sometimes effective [ Just satisfactorily Il Generally ineffective

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

60
Il Always [ Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all

40

20

Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

60 I Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful 00 Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

bbb

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

o

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

60 I Always courteous [l Sometimes rude [0 Always indifferent [l Cannot say

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary
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C12. Internal assessment was

g0 M Always fair [l Sometiems unfair— [ Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps to improve [l Discouraging 00 No special effective [l Sometimes effective
60

40

20

Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Il Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment [ Often /late [l Without comments [l Column 5

40

20

Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

60
Il Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

40

20

Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

60 I Yes [ Ifyes, wasithelpful 000 No [l Sometimes discussed

40

20

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Mary Sinouvassane
Umadevi /
Bhuvaneswary

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below.

74 responses

30
23 (31.1%)

20

10 5%) 8 (10.8%)
4 (5.4%)

4%02 1 (10491

3 (4.1%) ‘ , 2/(2.70%)
1 (1.4%1 (1MEAANA A1 (149 1] (1100 1860 1849 1) (138 (AHMAI A 1A T 1A (12 E 1 (14

Excellent teachers No abjection No suggestions Thanks you all sir...
......... Good teaching No comments Nothing There is no sugge...
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B. Com. (FOREIGN TRADE)

STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SECOND SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SECOND SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 English II Mary Judy/ Arularasi
Anbucheselvan/V

2 Language II Uma/Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

3 Business Management Fransuva M @ Norman

4 Company Law Dr. Sinouvassane/
Dr. S Purushothaman

5 Environmental Studies Fransuva M @ Norman

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
20 II
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane
Umadevi /Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

60
I VERY GOOD [ GOOD | SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

€0 Il VERY GOOD Il GOoOoD [ SATISFACTORY Il UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi /Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

A6. Extent of effort required by students

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

A7. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

60 mEE VERY GOOD [l GOOD W SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane/
Umadevi /Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

60 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
40
20
0
Mary Judy / Purushothaman Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane/
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi /Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Purushothaman Purushothaman

Bé6. Ability to integrate content with other course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

60
I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan /Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

60
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
40
20
0
Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman
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B10. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

60
I Adequate [ Inadequate B Challenging [l Dull

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Il More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Cannot say

40
20
0
Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

Il Easy M Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

40
20
0
Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan /Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi /Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

60 MM 80tc100% M 70to85% [N 55tc70% MM Less than 55 %

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

40 WM More than adequate [l Adequate W Inadequate [ Very poor

30
20
10
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily [ \With some difficulty [ Not available at all [l With great difficulty

60
40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma/ Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?
I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily W Poorly [l Indifferently

40
20
0

Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective [ Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

60
40
20
0
Mary Judy / Arularasi Anbuchselvan /Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

94



IGCAS, Puducherry

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

Il Always [ Mostly yes [ Sometimes [l Not at all

40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

I Very Helpful [l Sometimes helpful [0 Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

60
40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan /Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi /Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude [ Always indifferent [l Cannot say

60
40
20
0 |
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

95



~1GCAS, Puducherry

C12. Internal assessment was

aa I Always fair [l Sometiems unfair I Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy
40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi /Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps to improve [l Discouraging [0 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

60
40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

60
Il Regulalry/ intime [l With helpful comment I Often /late M Without comments [l Column 5
40
20
0 | I
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

60
I Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l _Sometimes discussed
40
20
0
Mary Judy /Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

Il Yes [l No [ Sometimes discussed

60
40
20
0
Mary Judy/ Arularasi Anbuchselvan / Uma / Fransuva Sinouvassane /
Umadevi / Bhuvaneswary Purushothaman

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
75 responses

30 26 (34.7%)

20

10

4 (5.3%)

211201 120012011201 238G 1 (112012 G A (3¢

3 (4%) 2,279 ] o2 (2
1 (112(1:3%1 (11211211201 12038517 (112(112(1:3%1] (1.3%1 | (112(112(112(112(1.:3%5; 41

Continue well No No suggestions.al... Thank you so mu... Very helpful
Good No comments Nothing There is no sugge...
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SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR THIRD SEMESTER

“~ IGCAS, Puducherry

B. Com. (FOREIGN TRADE)
STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 THIRD SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Goods & Services Tax Dr. S. Purushothaman
2 Management Accounting I | Dr. S Indira
3 Business Statistics Mr. Beningston/ Mrs. Veena
4 Communicative Skills Dr. N. Sivakoumar

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

Il VERY GOOD [ GOOD SATISFACTORY

60

40
20
0

Il UNSATISFACTORY

Purushothaman Indira

A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD | GOOD SATISFACTORY

60
40
20

0

Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

Il UNSATISFACTORY

Purushothaman Indira

Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar
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A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
60
40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD |[W SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

60 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD |1l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar
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A6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

A7. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD |1 SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

60
40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar
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B2. Communication skKills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

60
40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

B VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar
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B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar
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B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [W SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

80 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

B10. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK
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C1. The syllabus of the course was

100

75

50

25

Il Adequate [ Inadequate

Purushothaman

[0 Challenging |l Dull

Indira

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

60

40

20

0

I More than adequate [l Adequate

I Inadequate

IGCAS, Puducherry

Beningston / Veena

I Cannot say

Sivakoumar

I EE RS

Purushothaman

Indira

Beningston / Veena

C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

80

60

40

20

0

I Easy B Manageable

[ Difficult

I Very Difficult

Sivakoumar

Lokl

Purushothaman

Indira

Beningston / Veena

Sivakoumar
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C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

80 MM 80to100% M 70t085% WM 55t070% M Less than 55 %

L
Sivakoumar
60 80 to 100 %: 77
40
20
0

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

60
I More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [ Very poor

IEERE

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

Il Easily [ With some difficulty B0 Not available at all Il With great difficulty

80
60
40
20

0

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar
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C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

80 I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily 00 Poorly [l Indifferently

Lk L

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective Bl Sometimes effective [ Just satisfactorily Il Generally ineffective

75
50
25

0

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

80 I Always [ Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar
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C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

80 I Very Helpful [l Sometimes helpful [0 Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

LELL

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

I Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

LLLlL

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

C12. Internal assessment was

B Always fair [ Sometiems unfair B0 Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

75
50
25
0 [ ]

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar
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C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps to improve [l Discouraging [0 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

75
50

25

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Bl Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment [ Often /late [l Without comments [l Column 5

60
40
20
0 — —

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

go M Yes, fully M Yes, partly [0 Not discussed at all [l Sometimes discussed
60
40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar
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C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

80 I Yes M Ifyes, was it helpful 00 No [l Sometimes discussed

60
40

20

Purushothaman Indira Beningston / Veena Sivakoumar

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below.

96 responses

30
22 (2|2.9%)
20
11 (11.5%)
9 (9.4%)
10 |
. 4 (4.2%)

3(5254‘\0/3 419 1904 1°(.1°(1 (1,9 Q4004 40(49(4(1°(1C(.1°(1°( 19 03(13154-(:43(5[454‘\0/-) C(40/ 107 1C{ 10/ 1°( 1| 0‘ of40(40

| 1 (| (A2 CAS0T061 (501901 (%1 (1I IO 01001 ACT(T %1 (1‘ (1% \I‘ £ AR (1| (19G1°(TCT901°061 (%6t (?-(41(11_ ”

1111111 [ 1111111 ] | ! | 11111 | |
0
Coursework is to... Good teaching No Nothing Well
All teachers are h... Good It is very useful to... No suggestion Thanks for helpin...
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B. Com. (FOREIGN TRADE)

STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FOURTH SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FOURTH SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Income Tax Dr. S. Purushothaman
2 Management Accounting II | Dr. S. Indira
3 Cost Accounting Ms. A. Mary Magdalene
4 Arithmetic Skills Dr. S. Coumaressane

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

60

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

A2. Extent of coverage of course
60
I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane
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A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

60
I VERY GOOD [ GOOD |1 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

AS5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

60
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane
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A6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Mary Indira Coumaressane

A7.Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

60 mEE VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY Il UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane
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B2. Communication sKills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

60 mEE VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY [ Column 5

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

go M VERY GOOD Ml GOOD [ SATISFACTORY MMl UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

B4. Interest generated by the teacher

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane
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B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

60 M VERY GOOD |l GOOD M SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

60 [l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l _SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane Sinouvassane
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B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane Sinouvassane

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

B10. Overall rating

60 [ VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Il UNSATISFACTORY

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

115



~IGCAS, Puducherry

C1. The syllabus of the course was

80 [ Adequate M Inadequate [ Challenging Il Dull
60
40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

I More than adequate [ Adequate 000 Inadequate [ Cannot say

INANR

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

60 MM Easy MM Manageable I Difficult [l Very Difficult

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane
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C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

80
Il 80to 100% M 70to85% [ 55t070% [ Less than 55 %

60
40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

Il More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Very poor

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily MM With some difficulty [0 Not available at all [l With great difficulty
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane
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C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily 0 Poorly [l Indifferently

HRE

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

60

40

20

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

80

Bl Always effective Il Sometimes effective [0 Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

60
40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

I Always M Mostly yes 00 Sometimes [l Not at all
60

40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane
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C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

80 MM Very Helpful M Sometimes helpful I Notat all helpful [l Did not advise

Libhw

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

so WM Always courteous [l Sometimes rude [0 Always indifferent [l Cannot say

LLL L

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

C12. Internal assessment was

g0 M Always fair [l Sometiems unfair [ Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

LLL L

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane
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C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

75

50

25

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

60

40

20

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

60

40

20

Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging

LLLL

Purushothaman

I Regulalry/ intime [ With helpful comment

Purushothaman

Bl Yes, fully [l Yes, partly

Purushothaman

Indira

Indira

[ Not discussed at all

Indira

[0 No special effective

[0 Often /late

Il Sometimes effective

Mary

Mary

Il Sometimes discussed

Mary

I Without comments

Coumaressane

Il Column5

Coumaressane

Coumaressane

* IGCAS, Puducherry
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C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

Il Yes [ Ifyes, was it helpful [0 No [l Sometimes discussed

60
40

20

Purushothaman Indira Mary Coumaressane

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below.

96 responses

20
|
20 (20.8%)

15 13 (13.5%)

0,
10 9 (9.4%)

4 (4.2%)
: (l2A220/°1\%\ 2 (2 1”/0('-2.‘?2%('\2{5121(2.1%‘
1(1% 1°(1%0)

1 (T (1219 12 %1 (120 (AT (A (A% A 1 (1%) )

A7 (1519 11 (0619 % | (151801819

Better enough I'm fully satisfied No Comments Simply superb Yes
All are good Good teaching Musical instrume... None of them The course is ver...

B. Com. (FOREIGN TRADE)
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIFTH SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIFTH SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

] Fundamentals of Dr. N Sivakoumar
International Trade

2 Foreign Trade Promotion | Dr. Kishore K John

3 EXIM Financing, Shipping | Dr. Kishore K John/
& Insurance Dr. N Sivakoumar

4 Computer Application Dr. Hannah Monisha
Skills

5 Principles of Mrs P. Moganasoundary
Microeconomics

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD

40

SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Llholu

Kishore

Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

40 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Lhielr

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
40

30
20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30

20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

Aé6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

LiLle

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore /Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

A7. Overall rating

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [W SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

1l elw

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

B2. Communication sKills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

1l el s

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

1Ll

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

40
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30

20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

0 B VERY GOOD Ml GOOD |1l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30

20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

40 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

40 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30

20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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B10. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD |1 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
40

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

I Adequate M Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull

40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

40
I More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Cannot say
30

20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

40 W Easy WM Manageable [ Difficult [l Very Difficult

30
20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

I 30t0100% M 70t085% [ 55t070% M Less than 55 %

40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

Il More than adequate [l Adequate 00 Inadequate [l Very poor
30

20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily [ With some difficulty 000 Not available at all [l With great difficulty
40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily I Poorly [l Indifferently
40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective [0 Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

11l

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

40 Il Always [ Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [ Not at all

30
20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

I Very Helpful I Sometimes helpful B Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

Llel

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

Llwll

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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C12. Internal assessment was

I Always fair [l Sometiems unfair 000 Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging [0 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

40 [ Regulalry/in time - Il With helpful comment [0 Often /late [l Without comments
30
20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

40 I VYes, fully [ Yes, partly [0 Notdiscussed at all [l Sometimes discussed
30
20

10

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha
C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes WM Ifyes, wasithelpful 000 No [l Sometimes discussed
40

20

Kishore Sivakoumar Moganasoundary Kishore / Sivakoumar Hannah Monisha

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
50 responses

5 (10%) 5 (10%)

m
6 (12%)

3 (6%)

1 (CMEMEMEMEMEMEAZUEIENR%)] (EIEEIZUEI(1RY%)N (2% (ZH(EWEIEIUEV (RN (I ZI(E14(2%

Development th... Good teaching My professors ar... No comments Nothing
All faculties are... Excellent | think my lectur... No No suggestions Thanks...
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SIXTH SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SIXTH SEMESTER

ey IGCAS, Puducherry

B. Com. (FOREIGN TRADE)

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Foreign Trade Procedure Dr. Kishore K John
& Documentation
2 International Marketing Dr. Kishore K John
3 Forex Management Dr. N Sivakoumar
4 Entrepreneurial Skills Dr Sinouvassane
5 Indian Economy Mrs. P Moganasoundary

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

40 [ VERY GOOD |l GOOD SATISFACTORY

Il UNSATISFACTORY

1lel

Kishore

Kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

A2. Extent of coverage of course

40 mEE VERY GOOD [l GOOD SATISFACTORY

Il UNSATISFACTORY

llele

Kishore

Kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
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A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

40 [ VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30
20

10

Kishore Kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Bl VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
30
20
10

0

Kishore Kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [/ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30

20

10

Kishore kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

135



~IGCAS, Puducherry
A6. Extent of effort required by students

40
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30

20

10

Kishore Kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
A7.Overall rating

40 [ VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30

20

Kishore kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

40 [ VERY GOOD [l GOOD- [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30
20

10

Kishore Kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
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B2. Communication skKills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

1Ll

Kishore Kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

1lel b

Kishore Kishore Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

B4. Interest generated by the teacher

40 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

1Ll e

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
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B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

40 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30
20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

40 mEE VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

40 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD |1l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30

20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
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B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

40 mEE VERY GOOD Ml GOOD [l SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

30
20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

40
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD | SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Llele

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

B10. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [/ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

40
30
20
10

0

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
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SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

I Adequate [ Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull

11

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Bl More than adequate [l Adequate 0 Inadequate [l Cannot say

IANEEN

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

40
Il Easy [ Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult
30

20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
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C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

B 50t0100% MM 70t085% W 55t070% M Less than 55 %
40

30
20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

30 Il More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Very poor

20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

40 N Easily [ With some difficulty 00 Not available at all [l With great difficulty

Llelw

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
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C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

40 MM Thoroughly WM Satisfactorily W Poorly I Indifferently

30
20

10
Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective [ Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

11wl

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

40 M Always Il Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all
30
20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

142



" IGCAS, Puducherry

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

40 I Very Helpful [l Sometimes helpful [ Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

30
20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

40 Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

30
20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

C12. Internal assessment was

Bl Always fair [l Sometiems unfair 00 Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy
40

20

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
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C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps to improve [ Discouraging [0 No special effective [l Sometimes effective
40

20

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

I Regulalry/intime [ With helpful comment [0 Often /late M Without comments [l Column 5

Lhel b

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

o

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

40 M ves, fully WM Yes partly I Notdiscussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

30
20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane
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C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

40 W Yes WM Ifyes, was it helpful I No M Sometimes discussed

30
20

10

Kishore Kishore. Moganasoundary Sivakoumar Sinouvassane

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
45 responses

5 (11.1%) 5 (11.1%)

4 (8.9%)

1 (212 (2121222 (212122122 2% (212 2122 12(212(212(2- 2% | Z12(212(212(212(2: 2% | (12 2 (21212212 (212 12212 (2 2"

Appointment num. .. Good No Nothing Thank you for yo...
Extra curricular a... Nice No idea sir Sometimes stude...

B. Sc. BIOTECHNOLOGY
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIRST SEMESTER

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIRST SEMESTER

SL. NO | SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 Dr. V. Uma

LANGUAGE - 1 Mrs. P. Bhuvaneswary
Dr. D.Umadevi

2 ENGLISH - 1 Mrs. T. Uma

3 CELL BIOLOGY Dr. A. Moushumi Priya

4 BIOMOLECULES Dr. P. Gunavathy

5 CHEMISTRY-I Mrs. Jacqueline Stella

6 INTRODUCTION TO
PUBLIC Dr. R. Sharmila
ADMINISTRATION

7 Dr. A. Moushumi Priya
CELL BIOLOGY LAB Dr. P. Gunavathy

8 BIOMOLECULES LAB Dr. P. Gunavathy

9 CHEMISTRY-I LAB Mrs. Jacqueline Stella

SUBJECT FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD | GOOD

SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lebbil

Gunavathy

Moushumi JacquelineStella

Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/
Umadevi

UmaT
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and broadening
perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

20
15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

hLbk

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

Ae6. Extent of effort required by students

20 mEE VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

A7. Overall rating

30
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

INRN

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ Uma T
Umadevi

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

150



-~ |1GCAS, Puducherry

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further
study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY
20

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ Uma T
Umadevi

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ Uma T
Umadevi

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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B10. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD | GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

Il Adequate M Inadequate I Challenging [l Dull

20
10
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was
I More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Cannot say

INENI

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?
Il Easy M Manageable [0 Difficuit [l Very Difficult

inn kbl

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Il 30to100% M 70t085% I 55t070% M Less than 55 %

1LLLLLL

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

20
Il More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Very poor

IERRERE

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

w
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

30
I Easily M with some difficulty I Not available at all [l With great difficulty

Lellll

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?
I Thoroughly [l Satisfactorily W Poorly [l Indifferently

hbbnkl

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

20
10
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

I Always [l Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all

20
10
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

Il Very Helpful M Sometimes helpful B Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

LELLL

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

30 [ Always courteous [l Sometimes rude — Il Always indifferent [l Cannot say

20
10
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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C12. Internal assessment was

30 M Always fair [l Sometiems unfair — [ Usually unfair — [l Sometimes easy

11

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

i Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging I No special effective [l Sometimes effective

20 J_A—I— | I I
1
0 f— - _— -

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

o

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Il Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment I Often /late [l Without comments

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

Il Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Sharmila Uma/Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes M Ifyes, was it helpful 000 No [ Sometimes discussed

20

10

Gunavathy Moushumi JacquelineStella Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below.

29 responses

3 (10',3%)
2 (6.9%)

1 (3.4%(3.413(3.1%(3.493.4%(3.19(3.1%(3.19(3.4%(3.1%(3.19(3.1(3.19(3.1%(3.13(3.18(3.1%(3.4%) 1 (3.19(3.413(3.1%(3.49(3.40%(3.49
1

Entrance coaching No Nothing This course...
Good No comments Overall contribution of al...
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B. Sc. BIOTECHNOLOGY

STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SECOND SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SECOND SEMESTER

SL. NO | SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 Dr. V. Uma

LANGUAGE - 1I Mrs. P. Bhuvaneswary
Dr. D.Umadevi

2 ENGLISH - II Mrs. T. Uma

3 FUNDAMENTALS OF
MICROBIOLOGY Dr. P. Gunavathy

4 INTERMEDIARY .
METABOLISM Dr. S. Dhevika

S CHEMISTRY -1I Mrs. Jacqueline Stella

6 ENVIRONMENTAL .
STUDIES Mr. M. Gandhi Pragash

7 FUNDAMENTALS OF
MICROBIOLOGY LAB Dr. P. Gunavathy

8 INTERMEDIARY Dr. S. Dhevika
METABOLISM LAB Dr. A. Moushumi Priya

9 CHEMISTRY -II LAB Mrs. Jacqueline Stella

SUBJECT FEEDBACK

Al. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD | GOOD

SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bLLE

Gunavathy

Dhevika JacquelineStella

GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi

UmaT
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

15 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and broadening

perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [WiN SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi Uma T

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

Ae6. Extent of effort required by students

15 | VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

A7. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

20 mEE VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further
study and discussion outside class)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

15 I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi Uma T

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY
15

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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B10. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

Bl Adequate M Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull
20

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

15 M More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Cannot say

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

20
I Easy WM Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

ik bll

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

(4]

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

20 BN S0to100% M 70t085% MMM 55t070% M Less than 55 %

15

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

Il More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Very poor

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily [ With some difficulty B Not available at all [l With great difficulty
20

whlLL

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

w

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly [l Satisfactorily % Poorly [l Indifferently

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

20 mEE Always effective [l Sometimes effective WM Just satisfactorily Ml Generally ineffective

LLLLLL

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

o
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

20 mm Always [l Mostly yes I Sometimes [l Not at all

15

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

20

I Very Helpful [l Sometimes helpful [ Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

15
10
5
0
Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

LLLLLL

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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C12. Internal assessment was

Bl Always fair [l Sometiems unfair I Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy
20

LLLLLL

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

o

w

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

20 MM Helpstoimprove Ml Discouraging MMM No special effective [l Sometimes effective

15

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Il Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment I Often /late [l Without comments
10

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

I Ves, fully [ Yes, partly I Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

0
Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes M Ifyes, was it helpful 00 No [l Sometimes discussed

Gunavathy Dhevika JacquelineStella GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below.

22 responses

3
3 (1-3%%)

2(9.1%)
2
1 (4.59(4.5%1)(4.51(4.5%1)(4.5%1)(4.5%,(4.5%1)(4.5%1)(4.5%.'(4.5%1)(4.5%1.(4.591)(4.591)(4.5%) 1 (4.591°(4.5%1)(4.5%
1
0
- Extend the practical s... | need more about sci... No suggestions Null
As it was online class... Gandhi sir: super tea... No Nothing Tre...
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SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR THIRD SEMESTER

e IGCAS, Puducherry

B. Sc. BIOTECHNOLOGY
STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 THIRD SEMESTER

SL. NO | SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 Dr. T. Anbucheselvan.T

LANGUAGE - III Mrs. P. Bhuvaneswary
Dr. D.Umadevi

2 ENGLISH - III Mrs. F. Mary Judy

3 MOLECULAR BIOLOGY Mr. M. Gandhi Pragash

4 ANALYTICAL
TECHNIQUES IN Dr. S. Dhevika
BIOLOGY

5 ALLIED: GENERAL Dr. J. Presena
BIOLOGY o

6 Eﬁ%ﬁg?}é%%ﬁ( AND Dr. R. Sharmila

7 MOLECULAR BIOLOGY Mr. M. Gandhi Pragash
LAB Dr. R. Sharmila

8 ANALYTICAL
TECHNIQUES IN Dr. S. Dhevika
BIOLOGY LAB

9 Dr. T. Anbucheselvan.T
LANGUAGE - III Mrs. P. Bhuvaneswary

Dr. D.Umadevi
SUBJECT FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD

15
10

5 II
0

Sharmila

I GooD

SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Dhevika Presena

GandhiPragash

MaryJudy
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and broadening
perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

15 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

A6. Extent of effort required by students

15 I VERY GOOD | GOOD | SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

A7.Overall rating

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Dhevika Sharmila Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

15
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD | GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further
study and discussion outside class)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

15 | VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

15 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy
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B10. Overall rating

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

Il Adequate M Inadequate I Challenging [l Dull

20

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Cannot say

15
10
5
0

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

20
Il Easy M Manageable W Difficult [l Very Difficult

0

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy
C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Il 30to100% M 70t085% [ 55t070% M Less than 55 %

20

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy
C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

- Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Very poor

14111

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

o

w
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

20 M Easily WM With some difficulty I Not available at all Il With great difficulty

15

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly Bl satisfactorily 0 Poorly M |ndifferently

20
15
10

5

0 " - "

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Anbuchselvan / MaryJudy
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

20 M Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily Il Generally ineffective

15

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

15 Il Always [ Mostly yes 0 Sometimes [l Not at all

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

20
Il Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful I Not at all helpful Il Did not advise

w

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude B Always indifferent [l Cannot say
20

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

179



IGCAS, Puducherry

C12. Internal assessment was

20 WM Always fair [ Sometiems unfair W Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

15

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy
C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?
I Helps to improve [l Discouraging W No special effective [l Sometimes effective

LLLLLL

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Il Regulalry/ intime [l With helpful comment B Often /flate Il Without comments

1NN

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

o
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

15 I Yes, fuly M Yes, partly [0 Notdiscussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

15 I Yes M Ifyes, was it helpful 0 No [l Sometimes discussed

Sharmila Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash MaryJudy

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
26 responses

6
5 (19|.2%)
4
3 (11‘_5%) 3 (11|.5%) 3 (11‘.5%)
1 (3.‘8%,1 (3.|8%1 (3.‘8%1 (3]8%1 (3.|8%1 (3.‘8%',1 (3.|8%) 1 (3.\8%} (3]8%) 1 (3.‘8%) 1 (3.‘8%,1 (3.|B%]
0
- Good and well doing theirj... No None
Good | agree with the intension... No comment Nthg

B. Sc. BIOTECHNOLOGY
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FOURTH SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FOURTH SEMESTER

SL. NO | SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 Dr. V. Uma

LANGUAGE - IV Mrs. P. Bhuvaneswary
Dr. D.Umadevi

2 ENGLISH - IV Mrs. F. Mary Judy

3 GENETIC ENGINEERING | Dr. A. Moushumi Priya

4 IMMUNOLOGY Mr. M. Gandhi Pragash

5 ALLIED: EVOLUTION & Dr. J. Presen
GENETICS - o Fresena

6 GENOMICS & .
PROTEOMICS Dr. S. Dhevika

7 I(:IEIIB\I ETIC ENGINEERING Dr. A. Moushumi Priya

8 Mr. M. Gandhi Pragash

IMMUNOLOGY LAB

9 ALLIED: EVOLUTION &
GENETICS LAB

Dr. R. Sharmila

Dr. J. Presena

SUBJECT FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

20 g VERY GOOD [ GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

20 MmN VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and broadening
perspectives)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lbbid

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

T hnrbh

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy
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AS5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IR

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

-
o

o

Aé6. Extent of effort required by students

20 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY
15
10
5
0

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

A7. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

Lhhubl

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy
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SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

Lhhbkl

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

Lhiil

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [I SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

20 m
Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi
15 VERY GOOD: 20
10
5
0
Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvana/Umadevi MaryJudy
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

20 I VERY GOOD | GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

Lhebhbb

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

o

w

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

20 mEE VERY GOOD [ GOOD [N SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

bhonbb

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [I SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further
study and discussion outside class)

20 mEE VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Il UNSATISFACTORY

15

ISEERY

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

o

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

ATI
20 mEE VERY GOOD [l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Ehhnh

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lhbnhl

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy
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B10. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

1 hnbkl

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

I Adequate M Inadequate W Challenging [l Dull

LLLLI

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Il More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Cannot say

15
10
5
0

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy M Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

Lhbbkll

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Il 80to100% M 70t085% M 55t0 70 % M Less than 55 %

Lelell

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

I More than adequate [l Adequate W0 Inadequate [l Very poor

IRRRNN

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

=y
o

(4]

189



C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily WM with some difficulty W00 Not available at all [l With great difficulty

bbbl

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly M Satisfactorily W0 Poorly [l Indifferently

LLELLL

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

I Always effective [l Sometimes effective [0 Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

LLLLLL

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

Bl Always [l Mostly yes B Sometimes [l Not at all

20
m LJL L
0

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

Il Very Helpful M Sometimes helpful I Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

Wil

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

I Always courteous [ Sometimes rude 0 Always indifferent [l Cannot say

20

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy
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C12. Internal assessment was

Il Always fair [l Sometiems unfair B Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy
20

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps to improve [l Discouraging W No special effective [l Sometimes effective

LLLLLL

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Il Regulalry/ intime [l With helpful comment [ Often /late [l Without comments

LELLLL

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

-
()]

-
o

(4]
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

Il Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed
20

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes [ Ifyes, wasithelpful 8 No [l Sometimes discussed
20

Moushumi Dhevika Presena GandhiPragash Uma/Bhuvaneswary /Umadevi MaryJudy

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below.

26 responses

4
4 (?.4.%)

3 (11.5%) 3'(11 5%)

8%1 (3.8%1 (3.8%1 (3.8%)

1 (3.8%) 1 (3.8%) 1(3.

1(3.8%1 (3.8%) 1 (3.8%1 (3.8%1 (3.8%)

- Having more standardized... No comment Nthg
Good Nil No need online class Teachers always hel...
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B. Sc. BIOTECHNOLOGY

STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIFTH SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIFTH SEMESTER

SL. SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

NO
1 SEMINAR Dr. P. Gunavathy
2 BIOPROCESS TECHNOLOGY | Dr. S. Dhevika
3 ANIMAL BIOTECHNOLOGY Dr. A. Moushumi Priya
4 MARINE BIOTECHNOLOGY Mr. M. Gandhi Pragash
5 DEVELOPMENTAL BIOLOGY | Dr. R. Sharmila
6 ELC];PROCESS TECHNOLOGY Dr. S. Dhevika
7 IEE];MAL BIOTECHNOLOGY Dr. A. Moushumi Priya
8 MARINE BIOTECHNOLOGY Mr. M. Gandhi Pragash

LAB
SUBJECT FEEDBACK

A1. Depth of the course content including project work if any

B VERY GOOD [ GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

ITEEY

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

10.0

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

7.5

5.0

2.3

0.0
Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

A6. Extent of effort required by students

15 [l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

A7. Overall rating

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila Gandhipragash Moushumi Priya

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
10

0
Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD | SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priyva

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD | SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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B10. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

20
Il Adequate M Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull

15

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

15 I More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate M Cannot say

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy M Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

10
5
0

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

15
I 30t0100% MMM 70t085% [ 55t070% MM Less than 55 %

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

15
B More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Very poor

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

15 M Easily M With some difficulty — I Not available at all [l With great difficulty

10
5
0

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

15 M Thoroughly [l Satisfactorily — [0 Poorly [l Indifferently

10
5JI--
0

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

15 M Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Generally ineffective

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

15 M Always [l Mostly yes — I Sometimes [l Not at all

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

15 Il Very Helpful [l Sometimes helpful 00 Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

10

[4)]

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

20 MM Always courteous M Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

13

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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C12. Internal assessment was

I Always fair [ Sometiems unfair 00 Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy
15

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

20
I Helps to improve [l Discouraging 0 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

15

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

15
Il Regulalry/ intime [l With helpful comment 00 Often /late [l Without comments

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

I Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [0 Notdiscussed atall [l Sometimes discussed
10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

15
I Yes M Ifyes, wasithelpful 00 No [l Sometimes discussed

10

Gunavathy Dhevika Sharmila GandhiPragash Moushumi Priya

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
21 responses

4
41(19%
3 (14.3%) (o)
3
2(9.5%)2 (9.5%)
2
1(4.8%)1 (4.8%) 1(4.8%)1 (4.8%)1 (4.8%) 1(4.8%)1 (4.8%) 1(4.8%)1 (4.8%)1 (4.8%)
1
0
- May be telling their experience... No suggestion Somewhat k
Good No Nothing

B. Sc. BIOTECHNOLOGY
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SIXTH SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SIXTH SEMESTER

SL. NO | SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 ENTREPRENEURIAL
DEVELOPMENT, Dr. R. Sharmila
BIOSAFETY, BIO-ETHICS
2 PHARMACEUTICAL
BIOTECHNOLOGY Dr. P. Gunavathy
3 BIOINFORMATICS Dr. A. Moushumi Priya
4 PLANT BIOTECHNOLOGY | Mr. M. Gandhi Pragash
5 Dr. P. Gunavathy
PROJECT Dr. A. Moushumi Priya
6 PHARMACEUTICAL
BIOTECHNOLOGY LAB | P P- Gunavathy
7 BIOINFORMATICS LAB Dr. A. Moushumi Priya
8 PLANT BIOTECHNOLOGY | Mr. M. Gandhi Pragash
LAB Dr. R. Sharmila
SUBJECT FEEDBACK

A1. Depth of the course content including project work if any

10.0

B VERY GOOD [ GOOD SATISFACTORY

7.5

5.0

2.5

0.0

Il UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Sharmila

Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

10.0
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
7.5

5.0

2.5

0.0
Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

10.0
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
7.5

5.0

2.3

0.0
Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

o]

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya Gandhipragash
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

o]

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

A6. Extent of effort required by students

10.0

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

7.5

5.0

25

0.0

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

A7. Overall rating

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash
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SPECIFIC SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

10.0
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
7.5

5.0

2.5

0.0
Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

B2. Communication sKkills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

10.0
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
7.5

5.0

25

0.0
Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

10.0
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
7.5

5.0

25

0.0

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

10.0

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

7.5

5.0

2.5

0.0
Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

8 I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya Gandhipragash

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

10.0
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
7.5

5.0

2.5

0.0
Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash
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B10. Overall rating

10.0

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

7.5

5.0

2.5

0.0
Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

Il Adequate [ Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull

15
10
5
0 I —— ]

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

I More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [ Cannot say

10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy M Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Bl 80t0100% MM 70t085% W 55t070% M Less than 55 %

10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

Bl More than adequate [l Adequate 0 Inadequate [l Very poor
10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

15
I Easily M With some difficulty 000 Not available at all [l With great difficulty

bbb

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

Il Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily B Poorly [l Indifferently

0

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

I Always effective [l Sometimes effective [0 Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?
15

I Always M Mostly yes 00 Sometimes [l Not at all

10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

15 [l Very Helpful [l Sometimes helpful-— I Not at all helpful - [l Did not advise

ISR

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

(4]

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude 00 Always indifferent [l Cannot say

L LL

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

(%]
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C12. Internal assessment was

15 M Always fair— [l Sometiems unfair— [ Usually unfair — [l Sometimes easy

LLLIL

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

w

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging W00 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

LLLL

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

[4)]

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Il Regulalry/ intime [l With helpful comment [ Often /late [l Without comments

10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

216



~1GCAS, Puducherry

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

I VYes, fully [ Yes, partly [0 Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed
10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

0

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

Il Yes WM Ifyes, was it helpful 00 No [l Sometimes discussed

10

Gunavathy Sharmila Moushumi Priya GandhiPragash

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
18 responses

1(5.6%1 (5.6%)1 (5.6%) 1(5.6%)1 (5.6%)1 (5.6%)1 (5.6%)1 (5.6%1 (5.6%)1 (5.6%)

1(5.6%)1 (5.6%)

- Improve classroom and lab f... No comments Nothing
Good No No suggestions nothing

B. Sc. APPLIED MICROBIOLOGY
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIRST SEMESTER

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIRST SEMESTER

;16 SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Tamil-I Mr. A. Sivakumar
2 French -1 Dr. P. Bhuvaneswari
3 Hindi - I Dr. V. Umadevi
4 English - I Mrs. P. Arularasi
5 andarpentals of Mr. D. Satish Kumar
Microbiology
6 Cell Biology Dr. V.S. Saravanan

Fundamentals of
7 Biochemistry Dr. A. Ilavarasi (On Contract)
(Biochemistry - )

8 | Introduction to Public Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
Administration Dr. A. llavarasi (On Contract)
9 ;
Practicals -1 Mr. D. Satish Kumar

Fundamentals of

10 Microbiology Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari

11

Practicals - II Cell Biology

Dr. V.S. Saravanan

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

30 MM VERY GOOD [l GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar / Bhuvana/
Umadevi

Arularasi
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A2. Extent of coverage of course
B VERY GOOD Ml GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10

0

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and broadening
perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [WIN SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10

0

Satish Kumar Saravanan llavarasi Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Priya Arularasi
Umadevi
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

Ae6. Extent of effort required by students
50 mmm VERYGOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Arularasi Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Priya
Umadevi

A7.Overall rating

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LELLLL

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lk

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravavan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

30 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [I SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar Arularasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ llavarasi
Umadevi
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further

study and discussion outside class)

30 MM VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bhbbbd

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

30 mmm VERYGOOD [N GOOD WM SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Jacqueline Stella Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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B10. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was
40 Il Adequate M Inadequate M Challenging [l Dull

30
20
10
0 —

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was
I More than adequate [l Adequate W Inadequate [l Cannot say

IRRERR

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

30
Il Easy W Manageable W Difficult [l Very Difficult

20
10
0

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/
Umadevi

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

40 BN 80tc100% MM 70t085% MMM 55t070% MM Less than 55 %

o

o

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/
Umadevi

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

I More than adequate [l Adequate W Inadequate [l Very poor

Arularasi

1Ll

Arularasi

20
10
0

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/
Umadevi

Arularasi
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

Il Easily [ With some difficulty I Not available at all Il With great difficulty

LLLLLI

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

w
o

N
o

-
o

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?
Il Thoroughly M Satisfactorily I Poorly M Indifferently

30
20
10

0

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?
Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

LELELL

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?
Il Always [ Mostly yes B Sometimes [l Not at all

bl

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?
I Very Helpful @ Sometimes helpful I Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

bLbbbkd

Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

40 [ Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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C12. Internal assessment was

40 [ Always fair— [l Sometiems unfair— B0 Usually unfair— [l Sometimes easy

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

40 Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging I No special effective Il Sometimes effective
30
20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

30
Il Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment I Often /late [l Without comments

20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

Il Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

40
I Yes [ Ifyes, wasithelpful [0 No [l Sometimes discussed
30
20
10
0
Saravanan Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
41 responses

8
6 7 (%) 5 (12.2%)
4 (9.8%)
4 3 (7.3%)
2 (4.9%)
21 (2422422422422, 40(2.4%2.4(2.4%) 1 (2.40(2.4%(2.0(2.40(2.0(2.42(2.4(2.4%) 1 (2.4(2.49

0
Acquired good... Ddddd | really happy t... No comments No thanks Nothing 0...
All course teac... Good No No everything i... Noo Qur college do...

B. Sc. APPLIED MICROBIOLOGY
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SECOND SEMESTER

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SECOND SEMESTER

;16 SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Tamil-II Mrs. A. Sivakumar
2 French — II Dr. P. Bhuvaneswari
3 Hindi - II Dr. V. Umadevi
4 English - II Mrs. P. Arularsi
5 Molecular Biology Dr. V.S. Saravanan
6 Immunology Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
Clinical Biochemistry .
7 (Biochemistry - I Dr. A. Ilavarasi (On Contract)
8 Environmental Studies Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
9 Pljactlcals - IV Molecular Dr. V.S. Saravanan
Biology
Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
10 Practicals - V Immunology
Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
11 | Practicals - VI Clinical Dr. A. Ilavarasi (On Contract)
Biochemistry

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

40 W VERY GOOD

o

-
o

Saravanan Lydia

I GOooD SATISFACTORY

Il UNSATISFACTORY

LLLell

llavarasi

Priya Sivakumar / Bhuvana/
Umadevi

Arularasi
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

40 mEE VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LLLLLL

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

w
o

[a~]
o

-
o

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and broadening
perspectives)

40
I VERY GOOD |l GOOD |7 SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Lydia Saravanan llavarasi Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Priya Arularasi
Umadevi
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

Aé6. Extent of effort required by students

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Arularasi Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Priya
Umadevi

A7.Overall rating
40 MM VERY GOOD Ml GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10

0

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

232



~IGCAS, Puducherry

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LLLLLL

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

40 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LLhkk

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher
40 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LLLL

Saravavan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia Arularasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ llavarasi
Umadevi

234



IGCAS, Puducherry

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further
study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

235



~1GCAS, Puducherry

B10. Overall rating

40 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

Bl Adequate M Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull

40
20
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

30 I More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Cannot say

20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

Il Easy W Manageable W Difficult [l Very Difficult

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

N 80t0o100% WM 70t085% [ 55t070% MM Less than 55 %

40
30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

30
Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Very poor

20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily [ With some difficulty W80 Not available atall [l With great difficulty

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?
I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily % Poorly [l Indifferently

30
20
10

0

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

40
20
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

40 Bl Always [ Mostly yes B Sometimes [l Not at all
30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

40 M Very Helpful MM Sometimes helpful MM Not atall helpful [l Did not advise

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

LELLLL

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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C12. Internal assessment was

Bl Always fair [l Sometiems unfair B Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

40
20
0 - | - | -

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?
Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging I No special effective Il Sometimes effective

LLLLLL

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Il Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment [0 Often /late [l Without comments

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

40 B vYes, fully  NEM Yes, partly W Not discussed atall Il Sometimes discussed

30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

40 I Yes [ Ifyes, wasithelpful 88 No [l Sometimes discussed
30
20
10
0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Priya Sivakumar /Bhuvana/ Arularasi
Umadevi

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
46 responses

8

6 7 (1&2%)
4(8.7%)

4

21 erErereeErERIEYRL@2%) 2.2% 1] erererererer@2%) K (21 @1E2% (2 RRET R 12120

....... Good No comments Noo Our college does no...
All were good No No everything is good Nothing to say Our teachers are...
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 THIRD SEMESTER

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR THIRD SEMESTER

7 IGCAS, Puducherry

B. Sc. APPLIED MICROBIOLOGY

;16 SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Tamil-III Dr. V. Uma
2 French — III Dr. P. Bhuvaneswari
3 Hindi - III Dr. V. Umadevi
4 English - III Mrs. T. Uma
5 Bacter1a} Physiology and Dr. V.S. Saravanan
Metabolism
6 Recombinant DNA Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
Technology
Economic and Medical
7 Entomology (Biological Dr. J. Presena
Science - )
Public Health .
8 Microbiology Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
Practicals - VII
Bacterial Physiology and Dr. V.S. Saravanan
9 Metabolism
Practicals - VIII Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
Recombinant DNA ;
10 Technology Dr. A. Illavarasi (On Contract)
Practicals - IX
11 Economic and Medical Dr. J. Presena
Entomology
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COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma/ Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

whoddd

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya \/ Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

(4]

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and broadening
perspectives)

15 |l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0
Lydia Saravanan Presena V Uma /Bhuvana/ Priya UmaT
Umadevi

A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

10.0
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
7.5
5.0
25
0.0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

Aé6. Extent of effort required by students

15
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
| II “I
0

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ T Uma
Umadevi
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A7.Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Bhebdl

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)
I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IARNEN

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

15 | VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IREREER

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

15
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IRER R

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

B4. Interest generated by the teacher
B VERY GOOD Ml GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

INETR

Saravavan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

15 Ml VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further
study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ Uma T
Umadevi

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ Uma T
Umadevi
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B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

B10. Overall rating
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LIkl

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

20
Il Adequate M Inadequate M Challenging [l Dull
15
10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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C2. Background for benefitting from the course was
15 M More than adequate [l Adequate — [l Inadequate [l Cannot say

IEER

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

o

C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

Il Easy W Manageable W Difficult [l Very Difficult

10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Il 80to100% M 70to85% [ 55t070% M Less than 55 %

15
10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

15 | More than adequate [l Adequate — [ Inadequate [l Very poor

10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?
Il Easily [ With some difficulty I Not available at all Il With great difficulty

10
| II
0

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

15
Il Thoroughly M Satisfactorily WM Poorly M Indifferently

IR

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

I Always effective Bl Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily I Generally ineffective

10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ Uma T
Umadevi

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

Bl Always [l Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all

10
5
o]
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ Uma T
Umadevi

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

Il Very Helpful Il sometimes helpful [ Not at all helpful I Did not advise

15
10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ Uma T
Umadevi
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C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

I Always courteous Bl Sometimes rude I Always indifferent Bl Cannot say

15
10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ Uma T
Umadevi

C12. Internal assessment was

Il Always fair [l Sometiems unfair B Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

15
10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

20
Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging I No special effective Il Sometimes effective

LELLLL

Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

w
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C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Bl Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment [ Often /late Il Without comments

10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

I Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Presena Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

15 Ml Yes M If yes, was it helpful — I No [l Sometimes discussed

10
5
0
Saravanan Lydia Priya Presena V Uma /Bhuvana/ UmaT
Umadevi
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C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
19 responses

3
3(( 5'.8%)
2
1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%) 1(5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%1 (5.3%
1
0
Friendly to students' it's... Nil No comments Nothing Yes

Good No comment No other comments Really Good
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FOURTH SEMESTER

v IGCAS, Puducherry

B. Sc. APPLIED MICROBIOLOGY

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FOURTH SEMESTER

gl(') SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Tamil-IV Dr. V. Uma
2 French - IV Dr. P. Bhuvaneswari
3 Hindi - IV Dr. V. Umadevi
4 English - IV Mrs. T. Uma
5 Virology Mr. D. Satish Kumar
6 . . Dr. A. Ilavarasi (On Contract)
Medical Bacteriology
Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
’ fl)é?(?l‘([)giigoslggnce - 1) Dr. J. Presena
8 ICVII;’IIZSZEE)IS and Spirulina Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
Mr. D. Satish Kumar
9 Practicals - X Virology Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
Dr. V.S. Saravanan
10 Practicals - XI Medical Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
Bacteriology Dr. A. Ilavarasi (On Contract)
11 lzgiﬁzlcoagl; — XII Plant Dr. J. Presena
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COURSE FEEDBACK

A1. Depth of the course content including project work if any

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma/ Bhuvana/ Umadevi UmaT

A2. Extent of coverage of course

15
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and broadening
perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi Uma T
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A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

15
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi Priya UmaT

A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

15 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

Aé6. Extent of effort required by students

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi T Uma
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A7.Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

B2. Communication sKills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Jolila

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

15
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [0 SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Ll

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

B4. Interest generated by the teacher

15 Ml VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IRRRI

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

o

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective

15 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further
study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

IRRERN

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi Uma T

w

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi Uma T
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B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

B10. Overall rating

15 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

I Adequate M Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull

LiLl

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

15 Il More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [l Cannot say

IEEERN

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

o

C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

15 M Easy M Manageable W0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

IRERER

Satish Kumar Priya llavarasi Presena V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

o

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Il 80to100% M 70to85% [ 55t070% M Less than 55 %

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

20

Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Very poor

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily [ With some difficulty B8 Not available atall [l With great difficulty

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

15 Il Thoroughly M Satisfactorily WM Poorly M Indifferently

IRRRAR

Satish Kumar Priya llavarasi Presena V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

o
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C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Bl Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

I Always [l Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

Il Very Helpful M Sometimes helpful I Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

LLL

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

w
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C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

20 mm Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say
15
10
5
0
Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C12. Internal assessment was

Il Always fair [l Sometiems unfair B Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy
20

LLLLLI

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

(4]

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

Il Helps to improve [l Discouraging I No special effective Il Sometimes effective
20

LLLLLL

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

w
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C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

Il Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment [ Often /late [l Without comments

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

Il Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes [ Ifyes, wasithelpful [ No [l Sometimes discussed

Satish Kumar Presena llavarasi Priya V Uma /Bhuvana/Umadevi UmaT
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C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
21 responses

4
3
2

1(4.8%)1 (4.8%)1 (4.8%)1 (4.8%/1 (4.8% 1 (4.8%) 1(4.8%)1 (4.8%)1 (4.8%)1 (4.8%1 (4.8%)1 (4.8%)1 (4.8%)
1
0

All good NO No other comments They taught us very good an...

Good and neat No Not so good
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SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIFTH SEMESTER

B. Sc. APPLIED MICROBIOLOGY
STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIFTH SEMESTER

;1(') SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Medlgal Mycology and Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
Parasitology
2 Pharmaceutical Microbiology Mr. D. Satish Kumar
3 Industrial Microbiology Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
4 Practicals - XIV Medical Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
Mycology and Parasitology Mr. D. Satish Kumar
5 Practicals - XV Pharmaceutical Mr. D. Satish Kumar
Microbiology Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
6 Practicals - XVI Industrial Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
Microbiology
Mr. D. Satish Kumar

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD | GOOD SATISFACTORY

Il UNSATISFACTORY

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

BEL

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

[=)]

s

%]

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bR R

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

[e>]

~

[iS]

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

BELL

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

[=>]

s

]
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Foar S s

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

[e2]

[}

~

)

A6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

b h bk

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

[e:]

o]

s

}S]

A7. Overall rating

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

BRLL

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

I

]

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

kL

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LI

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

S

)8

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

i W !

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

'

3S]
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

hERLL

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

2]

'S

N

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LLL

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

'S

]

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

ol d

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

[}

[e2]

S

)
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [W SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

kR

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

~

[}S)

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LEk

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

~

n

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IE WS

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

~

n
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B10. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

15
I Adequate [ Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull
10
5
0 || [

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

I More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Cannot say
10

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

Il Easy W Manageable [ Difficult [l Very Difficult

hh

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

[e2]

~

[}S)

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Il 80tc100% Ml 70to85% [ 55t070% M Less than 55 %

L e

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

I More than adequate [l Adequate W Inadequate M Very poor

d d

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

10.0
I Easily M With some difficulty 00 Not available at all [l With great difficulty
7.5

5.0

2.5

0.0

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily 000 Poorly [l Indifferently

@

[«)]

~

n

o

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective [ Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

w

o

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

I Always [ Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all

* IGCAS, Puducherry

LL L

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

I Very Helpful M Sometimes helpful [0 Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

kL L L

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

15
Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude 00 Always indifferent [l Cannot say

[4)]

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

1L L L
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C12. Internal assessment was

Il Always fair [l Sometiems unfair [ Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

L L.

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

F

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

15 [ Helps to improve [l Discouraging [0 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

10
5
0

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

I Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment 00 Often /late [l Without comments

8
6
4
2
0

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

10.0
Il Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

7.5
5.0
2.5
0.0

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes WM fyes, was it helpful [0 No [l Sometimes discussed

Lk

Lydia Satish Kumar Priya

[e=]

[e>]

~

3%

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
14 responses

3
31(21%4%)
2(14.3%) 2(14.3%)
2
1
0
If, it possible to mak... No No comments sir Nothing Thank you for giving...

Nil No comments No more comments Nothing. Yes
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SIXTH SEMESTER

SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SIXTH SEMESTER

v IGCAS, Puducherry

B. Sc. APPLIED MICROBIOLOGY

;1(') SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Food and Dairy Microbiology Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
2 Mlcr.Oblal Ecology . and. Mr. D. Satish Kumar

Environmental Microbiology
3 So.ﬂ anfi Agricultural Dr. V.S. Saravanan
Microbiology
Mr. D. Satish Kumar
Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
4 Micrgbes apd their Applications Dr. V.S. Saravanan
Credit Seminar
Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
Dr. A. Ilavarasi (On Contract)
Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
Practicals - XVIII Food and
5 Dairy Microbiology Mr. D. Satish Kumar
Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
Practicals - XIX Microbial Mr. D. Satish Kumar
Ecology and Environmental
Microbiology Dr. M. Priya (On Contract)
6
Dr. V.S. Saravanan
Practicals - XX Soil and
7 Agricultural Microbiology Lt. Dr. M. Lydia Rajakumari
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COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [W SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia Satish Kumar llavarasi Priya

A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

8 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya
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A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lydia Saravanan llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

A6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Lydia Satish Kumar Saravanan llavarasi Priya
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A7. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya
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INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

285



-~~~ 1GCAS, Puducherry

B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravavan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya Arularasi

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD  [I SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya
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B10. Overall rating

Bl VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

Il Adequate M Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull

10

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

10.0

I More than adequate [l Adequate W Inadequate [l Cannot say
7.5
5.0

2.5

0.0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy M Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

10.0
Il 30t0100% Ml 70t085% [ 55t070 % [ Less than 55 %

7.5

5.0

2.5

0.0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

I More than adequate [l Adequate W Inadequate [ Very poor

IEREN

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

[o:]

)]

s

\S]
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

10.0

I Easily M With some difficulty I Not available at all [l With great difficulty
7.5
5.0

2.5

0.0
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily T Poorly [l Indifferently

IRRR R

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

@

(2]

'S

n

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective N Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

LLILLL

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

Il Always [ Mostly yes I Sometimes [l Not at all

LLLELL

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

I Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful [ Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

LLL kL

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

I Always courteous [l Sometimes rude [ Always indifferent [l Cannot say

10

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

201
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C12. Internal assessment was

Il Always fair [l Sometiems unfair B Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

LiLLl

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps to improve M Discouraging I No special effective [l Sometimes effective

10
5
0 [ - . ] m

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

10.0

o

I Regulalry/ intime [ With helpful comment I Often /late [l Without comments
7
5

hhhhh

2
Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

o

(4]
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

8
Il Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [0 Not discussed at all [l Sometimes discussed

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

Il Yes WM Ifyes, was it helpful 00 No [l Sometimes discussed

IEERES

Saravanan Lydia llavarasi Satish Kumar Priya

[}

IS

n

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
13 responses

- Nil No comment No more comments Nothing.
If, it possible to mak... No No comments Nothing Thank yo...

BCA
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIRST SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIRST SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 Tamil — Dr. A. Sivakumar

2 French -1 Mrs. P. Bhuvaneswary

3 Hindi -1 Dr. D. Umadevi

4 English - I Mrs. T. Uma

5 Intrqductu?n to Problem Mr. T. Bharathi
Solving using C

6 Digital Electronics Mrs. V. Yamunarani

7 Introduction to Public
Administration Mrs. P. Mogasoundary

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1. Depth of the course content including project work if any

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15

10

| Lll_l

0 - - :

Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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AZ2. Extent of coverage of course

Il VERY GOOD Il GooD [ SATISFACTORY Il UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
0 ; - ;
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
]
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
| JII-—.II.
0 ; - ;
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

10

Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

A6. Extent of effort required by students

15 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0 - - -
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

A7. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0 " - .
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
| JII-—lIII
0 " - ;
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)
I VERY GOOD [ GOOD | SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
0

Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
0 ; - -
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0 " - :
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

15
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
(o} " - -
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

Bé6. Ability to integrate content with other course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0 - ; ;
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

15
I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

10

Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0 . . .
Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

15 | VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10

Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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B10. Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10 I I
5
0

Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

I Adequate M Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull
20

Ll |l

Yamunarani Moganasoundary Bharathi UmaT Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

(4]

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

I More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Cannot say

10
5
0 - - -
Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

15 I Easy M Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

b sl

Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Il 30t0100% Ml 70t085% [ 55t070 % M Less than 55 %

15
10
5
0

Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

15
Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Very poor

10

5

0 ; - ;

Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

Il Easily [ With some difficulty I Not available at all [l With great difficulty

Ll oLl

Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily 000 Poorly [l Indifferently

15
10
| JI_I
0 ; - ;
Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective [0 Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective
15

Ll wl

Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

Il Always [ Mostly yes B Sometimes [l Not at all

10
5
0 ; - n
Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

Il Very Helpful [l Sometimes helpful B Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

10
5
0 " - .
Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude [0 Always indifferent [l Cannot say

15
10
5
0 ; - ;
Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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C12. Internal assessment was

20
I Always fair [l Sometiems unfair 00 Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

15
10

5

0 - - ;

Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

20 Il Helps to improve M Discouraging 0 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

15
10
5
0 - - -
Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

15
I Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment I Often /late [l Without comments
10
5
0
Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

15 M Yes, fully M Yes, partly — 00 Not discussed at all [l Sometimes discussed

10
5
0 - - -
Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

15
Il Yes [ fyes, was it helpful [ No [l Sometimes discussed

10

5

0 - : -

Yamunarani Bharathi Moganasoundary Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.

20 responses

1(5%)1 (5%)1 (5%)1 (5%) 1 (5%)1 (5%) 1 (5%)1 (5%) 1 (5%) 1(5%)1 (5%)1 (5%) 1 (5%)1 (5%) 1 (5%)1 (5%) 1 (5%)

Bharathi sir best sir co... More over satisfaction Null Thanks
Mogansoundary was n... Non Please mam change th...

BCA
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SECOND SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SECOND SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF
1 Tamil - 11 Dr. A. Sivakumar
2 French —1I Mrs. P. Bhuvaneswary
3 Hindi - II Dr. D. Umadevi
4 English - I Mrs. T. Uma
5 Python Programming Dr. R. Muthamizhan
6 Elag E)arifflrr;lgtures & Dr. C. S. Rajarajeswari
7 Environmental Studies Mrs. V. Yamunarani
8 Python Lab Dr. R. Muthamizhan
9 Data Structures &

Algorithms Lab Dr. C. S. Rajarajeswari

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

15 |l VERY GOOD |l GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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AZ2. Extent of coverage of course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0 — - - . .
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual sKills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

15 [ VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

ok

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0 — - - - "
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani UmaT Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

A6. Extent of effort required by students

15 |l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0 — - ; . :
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani UmaT Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

A7.Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0 — - ; " ;
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani UmaT Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

20
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

L Lh mh

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani UmaT Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

()}

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

Il VERY GOOD Il GooD N SATISFACTORY Il UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0 — - : - n
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0 — - ” - "
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani UmaT Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher

motivates further study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0 — - - - "
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0 — - , - "
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakoumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakoumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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B10. Overall rating

15 |l VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
5
0 — - - - "
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakoumar /
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

20
Il Adequate B Inadequate [ Challenging B Dull

15

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Uma T Muthamizhan Sivakumar/
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

I More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Cannot say

10

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy [ Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

15
10
5
0 — - . . .
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

20
I 80to100% WM 70to85% [ 55t070% M Less than 55 %

15
10

5

0 — - ; - -

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

I More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Very poor

10

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

15 [ Easily [l With some difficulty — I Not available at all - [l With great difficulty

10
5
0 — - - - ”
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

Il Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily [ Poorly [l Indifferently

15
10
5
0 — - ; - ;
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective [l Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

15
10
5
0 — - ; - -
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

Il Always [ Mostly yes [ Sometimes [l Not at all

10
5
0 — - - - .
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

15
I Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful 00 Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

10
5
0 — - ; - ;
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude [ Always indifferent [l Cannot say

15
10
5
0 —— - - - ;
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary /
Umadevi
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C12. Internal assessment was

20
Il Always fair [l Sometiems unfair B Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

15
10
5
0 — . . - .
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps to improve M Discouraging W No special effective [l Sometimes effective

15
10
5
0 — - - - .
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / Uma T
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

15
I Regulalry/ intime [l With helpful comment [0 Often /late [l Without comments

10
5
0 — ; ; " .
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

I Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed at all [l Sometimes discussed

10

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

Il Yes [ fyes, was it helpful [ No [l Sometimes discussed

10
5
0 — " - - .
Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Muthamizhan Sivakumar / UmaT
Bhuvaneswary/
Umadevi

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below.

20 responses

3
2 (10%) 2 (10%) 2 (10%) 2 (10%)
2
1
0
Good No Rajarajeswari difficult su...
Fair because of the online clas... Muthamizhan sir is good sir but... Nothing
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 THIRD SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR THIRD SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 Object Oriented
Programming using Mrs. V. Yamunarani
Java

2 Computer Networks Dr. K. Ratnapavani

3 . . Dr. C. S. Rajarajeswari
Software Engineering Dr. R. Muthamizhan

4 Operating System Dr. R. Muthamizhan

5 Office Automation Dr. J. Hannah Monisha

6 Java Lab Dr. J. Hannah Monisha

7 Computer Networks Lab | Dr. J. Hannah Monisha

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1. Depth of the course content including project work if any

20 Il VERY GOOD [ GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
15
10
5
0
Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

15
10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

20 mmm VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

bbbk

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

(]

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

20 mEE VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

319



A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0

~1GCAS, Puducherry

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani

A6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Muthamizhan

20
10 I
0
Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani

A7.Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bbbl

Muthamizhan

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

Muthamizhan
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LLblbl

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

20 mEE VERY GOOD Ml GOOD W SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bbbk

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

(6]

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
20

LLLl

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bbb b

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

(4]

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

20 mmm VERY GOOD [l GOOD [N SATISFACTORY MMl UNSATISFACTORY

bhal

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

()}

Bé6. Ability to integrate content with other course

20
Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

15 [
Rathapavani
VERY GOOD: 17
10
0

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

(8]
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

20 mEE VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bbbk

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

(6]

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

LEL

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

[}
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B10. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

INER

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Monisha Muthamizhan

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

I Adequate [ Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull
20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Il More than adequate [l Adequate I Inadequate [ Cannot say
15

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy W Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult
15

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

I 30t0100% M 70t085% [ 55t070% [ Less than 55 %

15

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

15 [ More than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Very poor

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Yamunarani Muthamizhan
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily [ With some difficulty 00 Not available at all [l With great difficulty
20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

20 mmm Thoroughly Il Satisfactorily I Poorly [l Indifferently

15

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Yamunarani Muthamizhan

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective [0 Just satisfactorily Il Generally ineffective

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

I Always [ Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all

L

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

I Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful [0 Not at all helpful Il Did not advise

LL

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

Il Always courteous [l Sometimes rude I Always indifferent [l Cannot say

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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C12. Internal assessment was

I Always fair [l Sometiems unfair 00 Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy
20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

I Helps to improve [l Discouraging [0 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

20 mEE Regulalry/intime [ With helpful comment I Often /late [l Without comments

15

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

Il Yes, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

LLLLL

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

Il Yes WM Ifyes, was it helpful 00 No [l Sometimes discussed

LLLLI

Rajarajeswari Monisha Yamunarani Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
27 responses

- Everything will be ok No comments Null good teachers
All good Good learning in onlin... Nothing Thanks for all teacher. ..

BCA

329



“~IGCAS, Puducherry

STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FOURTH SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FOURTH SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 Programmmg with Visual Mr. T. Bharathi
Basic

2 Database Management Dr. K. Ratnapavani
System

3 Data Communlcatlon Mrs. V. Yamunarani
Technologies

4 . Dr. C. S. Rajarajeswari

IT Project Management Dr. R. Muthamizhan

5 Principles of Management | Dr. N. Sivacoumar
6 VB and DBMS Lab Mr. T. Bharathi
7 Programming with C++ Mrs. V. Yamunarani

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

15 M VERY GOOD [l GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bbbl

Rajarajeswari Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Yamunarani Muthamizhan Bharathi

330



IGCAS, Puducherry

A2. Extent of coverage of course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bhoekh

Rajarajeswari Ratnapavani Yamunarani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and broadening
perspectives)

15 I VERY GOOD |l GOOD |7 SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

bhbkblb

Rajarajeswari Ratnapavani Yamunarani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

15
I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

IRRER]

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

A6. Extent of effort required by students

15 | VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Rajarajeswari Ratnapavani Yamunarani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

A7.Overall rating

I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

LLeLl

Rajarajeswari Ratnapavani Yamunarani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

o

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

15 I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [I SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bebh bkl

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

(4]

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

15 I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

bbb bl

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

(4]

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

15 | VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10ALII- h
0

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

w
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

15 Ml VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi
B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader perspective
B VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
10 LII- II h-
0

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

w

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

15
I VERY GOOD |l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

10
| II
0

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher motivates further
study and discussion outside class)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

10
| II
0

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate students
understanding of the course Overall rating

15 | VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

10
| II
0

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi
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B10. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

15
10
5
0

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

Il Adequate M Inadequate [ Challenging [l Dull

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

I More than adequate [l Adequate W Inadequate [l Cannot say

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

15
Il Easy M Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

I 80t0o100% M 70t085% [ 55t070% M Less than 55 %

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Very poor

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnhapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

I Easily [ With some difficulty B Not available at all [l With great difficulty

LELLLL

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

o

[$2]

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly [l Satisfactorily 0% Poorly [l Indifferently

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

20
Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective B Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnhapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

15 B Always [ Mostly yes I Sometimes [l Not at all

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

20 M Very Helpful M Sometimes helpful MM Not at all helpful Il Did not advise

15

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

20w Always courteous Ml Sometimes rude WM Always indifferent Il Cannot say

15

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C12. Internal assessment was

Bl Always fair Il Sometiems unfair I Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

20
I Helps to improve Il Discouraging W No special effective [l Sometimes effective

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

I Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment [0 Often /late [l Without comments

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

I Ves, fully [ Yes, partly [ Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes WM Ifyes, wasithelpful 00 No [ Sometimes discussed

LLELLL

Rajarajeswari Yamunarani Ratnapavani Sivakoumar Muthamizhan Bharathi

o

o

C17. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
20 responses

4
T

4 (20%)
3
2 (10%)
2
1(5%) 1(5%) 1(5%) 1(5%) 1(5%) 1(5%) 1(5%) 1(5%) 1 (5%) 1 (5%) 1(5%) 1(5%) 1(5%) 1(5%)
1
0
- Blessed to have such teac... IV sem is easily learned a... No suggestions
Good No Null
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SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR FIFTH SEMESTER

BCA
STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 FIFTH SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 Visual Programming L .
with C# Dr. C. S. Rajarajeswari

2 Introduct}on .to Mobile Dr. R. Muthamizhan
Communication

3 Software Testing Dr. J. Hannah Monisha

4 Introduction to E- Dr. K. Ratnapavani
Business Dr. R. Muthamizhan

S Linux and .Shell Dr. R. Muthamizhan
Programming

6 Online Certification Dr. J. Hannah Monisha
Course

7 Visual Programming Lab | Dr. C. S. Rajarajeswari

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD | GOOD SATISFACTORY

Liihk

Rajarajeswari Monisha

Il UNSATISFACTORY

Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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AZ2. Extent of coverage of course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

30 [ VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

hhuh

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [W SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

A6. Extent of effort required by students

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

A7. Overall rating

30

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK
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B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

30 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

B2. Communication skills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

30 M VERY GOOD [ GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

30

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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B4. Interest generated by the teacher

30 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

Bé6. Ability to integrate content with other course

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD  [W SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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B10. Overall rating

30

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK

C1. The syllabus of the course was

40
I Adequate [ Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull
30

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Cannot say

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy WM Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

30
20

10
Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

Il 30t0100% Ml 70t085% [ 55t070% M Less than 55 %

30
20
10
0 —

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

I VMore than adequate [l Adequate [0 Inadequate [l Very poor

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

30

N Easily [ With some difficulty I Not available at all [l With great difficulty

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily 0 Poorly [l Indifferently
30

20

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

Il Always effective [l Sometimes effective I Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective
30

Likbk

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

30 I Always [ Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

0 I Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful 00 Not at all helpful [l Did not advise

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

I Always courteous [l Sometimes rude [0 Always indifferent [l Cannot say

30

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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C12. Internal assessment was

I Always fair [l Sometiems unfair 00 Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

bbb

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

30

20

C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

40
I Helps to improve M Discouraging W No special effective [l Sometimes effective

30
20
10
0 .

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

30 I Regulalry/ intime [l With helpful comment 00 Often /late [l Without comments

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan
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C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

30 I Yes, fully M Yes, partly [0 Notdiscussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

20

Rajarajeswari Meonisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

I Yes M Ifyes, wasithelpful 000 No [l Sometimes discussed
30

20

10

Rajarajeswari Monisha Ratnapavani Muthamizhan

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you

may do so in the space given below.
44 responses

10.0
10 (57%)
75
6 (13.6%)
5.0 4(9.1%)
3 (6.8%)
5 2 (45%) 2 (4.5%)

5
1 (2.504(2.314(2.517(2.3%) I (2.3% )1 (2.3%)J1 (2.3% )1 (2.314(2.314(2. 514(2.314(2.51/(2.3% gl (2.3% gl (2.517(2.314(2.3%

0.0

Good No comments Satisfactory They are very he... Your expertise in...
All good No Nothing Thank you for ur...  Very usefull clas...

BCA
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STUDENTS FEEDBACK SURVEY - 2020-21 SIXTH SEMESTER
SUBJECTS HANDLED FOR SIXTH SEMESTER

SL. NO SUBJECT HANDLED NAME OF TEACHING STAFF

1 Web Technology Dr. N. Gnanambigai

2 Pr1nc1p1es of Information Mr. T. Bharathi
Security

3 Software Quality Dr. R. Muthamizhan
Management

4 Web Technology Lab Dr. N. Gnanambigai

5 Project Dr. N. Gnanambigai

COURSE FEEDBACK

A1l. Depth of the course content including project work if any

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY
30
20
10
0
Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

AZ2. Extent of coverage of course

Il VERY GOOD |l GOOD SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

L L L

Gnanambigai Bharathi Muthamizhan
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A3. Learning value (in terms of knowledge, concepts, manual skills, analytical abilities and
broadening perspectives)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

LLL

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

A4. Clarity and relevance of textual reading material

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10

0

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

A5. Relevance of additional source material (Library)

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD  [W SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY
30

L L L

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi
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A6. Extent of effort required by students

I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10

0

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

A7.Overall rating

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10

0

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

INDIVIDUAL SUBJECT & TEACHER FEEDBACK

B1.Knowledge base of the teacher (as perceived by you)

40
I VERY GOOD [ GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

LLL

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

356



* IGCAS, Puducherry

B2. Communication sKills (in terms of articulation and comprehensibility)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY M UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10

0

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

B3. Sincerity/Commitment of the teacher

Il VERY GOOD Il GooD N SATISFACTORY Il UNSATISFACTORY

30
20
10

0

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

B4. Interest generated by the teacher

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

LLL

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

357



" IGCAS, Puducherry

B5. Ability to integrate course material with environment/other issues, to provide a broader
perspective

Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

L L L

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

B6. Ability to integrate content with other course

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD |1l SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

L L

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

B7. Accessibility of the teacher in and out of the class (includes availability of the teacher
motivates further study and discussion outside class)

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD  [W SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY

kL kb

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi
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B8. Ability to design quizzes/ tests/ assignments/ examinations and projects to evaluate
students understanding of the course Overall rating

30 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY [l UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

B9. Provision of sufficient time for feedback

20 Il VERY GOOD [l GOOD [l SATISFACTORY [ UNSATISFACTORY

20

10

L

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

B10. Overall rating

I VERY GOOD [l GOOD [ SATISFACTORY Ml UNSATISFACTORY
30

20

10

ol
WA

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

SEMESTER END FEEDBACK
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C1. The syllabus of the course was

40 [ Adequate [ Inadequate [0 Challenging [l Dull

LLI1

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C2. Background for benefitting from the course was

Il More than adequate [l Adequate [ Inadequate [l Cannot say

30
20
10

0

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C3. Was the course was easy or difficult to understand?

I Easy W Manageable [0 Difficult [l Very Difficult

L L L

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C4. How much of the syllabus was covered in the class?

40 I 80to100% M 70t085% [ 55t070% M Less than 55 %

LLL

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C5. What is your opinion about the library materials and facilities for the course?

I More than adequate [l Adequate 00 Inadequate [l Very poor

L kL

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C6. To what extent were you able to get materials for the prescribed readings?

40 I Easily [ With some difficulty 00 Not available at all [l With great difficulty

LLI

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C7. How well did the teacher prepare for the classes?

I Thoroughly [ Satisfactorily I Poorly [l Indifferently

30
20
10

0

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

40
I Always effective [l Sometimes effective [0 Just satisfactorily [l Generally ineffective

30
20
10

0

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C9. How far does the teacher encourage student participation in the class?

I Always [ Mostly yes [0 Sometimes [l Not at all

LLL

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C10. How helpful was the teacher in advising?

I Very Helpful [ Sometimes helpful 00 Not at all helpful [l Did not advise
30

20

o

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C11. The teacher’s approach can best be described as

40 mEE Always courteous Ml Sometimes rude M Always indifferent [l Cannot say

30

20

o

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C12. Internal assessment was

40 : . : . :
Il Always fair [ Sometiems unfair 000 Usually unfair [l Sometimes easy

30

20

o

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C13. What effect do you think the internal assessment will have on your course grade?

40 I Helps to improve M Discouraging 00 No special effective [l Sometimes effective

L LL

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C14. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?

30 I Regulalry/ in time [l With helpful comment [ Often /late [l Without comments

20
10
0

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C15. Were your assignments discussed with you?

I vYes, fully [ Yes, partly [0 Not discussed atall [l Sometimes discussed

LLL

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi
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C16. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?

40

30

20

Il Yes WM Ifyes, was it helpful [0 No [l Sometimes discussed

Gnanambigai Muthamizhan Bharathi

C17.If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below.

43

responses

10.0

] (20'.9%)
6 (14%)

75

50

2 (4.7%) 2 (4.7%) 2 (4.7%)
1 (2.42(2.42(2.3%) 1 (2.3%)pd (2.20(2.4%2. 432,22, 20(2. (2. 202 22,42 (2. 3% ) (2.4%(2.21%(2.42(2.42(2.39

2.5

0.0
"Your expertise... Good Nope Satisfactory They are friendly Yes
All good No comments Nothing Teaching very... Very Good
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