
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feed Form for the Aeademic Year

Name' -SliH Course Brl
Department, {U7 Year/Semest", , GZlt"l't tt I tlt I tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(,)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Awrase2. Goodl. Very eood

Extrcmcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModentely
Good

CoodVery
Cood

Extremely
Good

l2456789

aOverallrating7
-lRelevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6.
AExtent of effort required by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4.
hDepth of the course content3

f-Applicabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations2

(
Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadeninc perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularssl.

5. Irrelevant4= Dull3. I uateuate2.I

,)(5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(, )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50olo3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
t00%

5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. Werg you able to get the prescribed readings?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (,)

8. When you mcet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your is?,rv5

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior ( t)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you raie the student-teacher relationship in your departnient?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor u)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (t)
!3. What rvas the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasins u)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant c€ll)

5

l. Very Helptul 2. Hel 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome ( r)

es 3. No

st Itcm Vcry good Good Avcrrge Poor Vely poor

I Academic content
') Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities r,/'^
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreationa! facil ities
8 Extra-curricu lar activities -'/ t
9 Sports facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name. 3lhivontri 6\^$ course , S- A

Department , A+ Year/Semest"r, 1-fl,-1 t t tt t,f t w
l. Please give a rating of your courre on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the libmry holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prcscribed readings?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerarcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I24567I9

"lOverall rating7

3Relevance/learning value of projecU report6.

.lExtent of effort required by students)
aExtent of coverage of course4.
aDepth of the courue content3

1AoolicabiliMrclevance to real life situations2.

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

(L\5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

(L )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 2_ )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7'o/o2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
10070

(J5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

({)5. Very ooor4. Poor3. Averase2. Goodl. Very good

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

l. Verygood 12. Good 13. Averase 4. Poor 5- VeryPoor I tZl
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (r)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the Collcge as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (t)
10. How do you rate the student-rcacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

! 3. What was the anitude of teachers to exm curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( {)

rful 3. Indifferent (4*)4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumbersome

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1)

l. Co{perative 2. Indifferent 3. Di (.L )

l. Yes 2: Margina 3. No (2_)

l. Proudl v 2. Indifferently z>3. Disparagingly

SI Itcm Very good Good Avcrage Poor VcrT poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facilities
8 Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academie Year 2 o-?-'t--? t
e\ ,6,4Name (rqul Course :

Department, A'\L Year/Semester : (---) I I ll Igtlw
I. Please give a rating of your course on the fol lowing

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is lrour opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6- Were you able to get rhe prescribed readings?

Extrennly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModeratcly
Oood

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456\tr89

(Overallratine7
6Relevance/learning value of proiecU report6

+Extent of effort required by students5

+Extent of coverage of course4
+Depth of the course content3
6Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situat ions2

+Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsPanicularssl.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull32.l. Chal

(4J5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 3 )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 507o3. 50 to7So/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(.? )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

7. The internal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. Howdo rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l0- How do you ratethe student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (J)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

I I

l. Very*ood 2. Good I 3. Averase 14. Poor 5. Very Poor

I ual2. 3. lnferior

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor ( I
c)

l. Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarel v 5. Never (.?_)

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis

st Item Very good Good Avcregc Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities \-f
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricu lar activities
9 Sports facilities
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HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 29'21|r;25

Name, Fl, aru, Kq rta*ll' course , g,n

Department ,Axp Year/Semester : (-IE ) I / Il tffilv
l. Please give a rating of your course on the fol

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. Horv much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Oood

GoodVery
Cood

Ercremely
Good

I2456789

t-Overall rating7

gRelevance/ieaming value of proiect/ report6
aExtent ofeffort required by studens5

aExtent of coverage of course4
IDepth of the course contentJ

:+A pp Ii ca-o i I i ty/re levance to real I i fe s i tuat ions2

Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatinsPanicularsst.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull32.l. Chal

)( J5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. RelevantL Highly
Relevant

(-.5 )5. Less than
4oo/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2.75to90Tol. 90 to
l00o/o

(s)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadeouate2. Adequatel. Excellent

5;Verypoor I (J )4. Poor3. Average2.'-Goodl. Very sood

!be

7. The internal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prr'gramme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the Coltege's administrative offices?

I 2. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular aetivities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tictc in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (8)

l 3. Inferior2. ual

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (e)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (r

2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumbersome ({ )

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (l)

l. Co-Operative 2. Indiflerent 3. Di

l. Yes 2. Mar 3. No )(

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis (t)

st Itcor Very good Good Avcrrgc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Librarv facilities \l-
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational fbci ! ities
8 Extra-curricu lar activities

Sports facilities9



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Ferm for the Academic year -H,L?S
Name , bffiIa thulhwa course , B-fl , U s*t

Depanment : Ah) Year/Semester : (-IU--) I / Il / lll / lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Werc you able to get the prcscribed readings?

Extrcrnely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModeratcModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

EOverall rating7

qRelevance/ieaming value of proiecU report6.

IExtent of effort required by students5

gExtent of coverage of course4
IDeoth of the course content3

7Appl icabi I iMre levance to real I i fe situations2

?Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadenin g Derspectives)

I

RatincParticularsst.

5. Inelevant4. DullJ2l. Chal

)(+5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. RelevantL Highly
Relevant

( I )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 507o3. 50 to71o/o2. 75 to90Yol. 90 to
l00o/o

(-s)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(3)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Vetry good

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (?-l

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (l )

10. How do you rate the student-tescher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (l)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the aftitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraeing fl)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

l. Verygood 2- Cooil 3. Averagc 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (zl

U rful 5. Cumbersome (z)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (3)

l. Yes 2 3. No (?-)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3.

sl Item Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

l Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Int.eraction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm in istration €

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational fac i ! ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -Z'glL/ r
Name , D,Yanrh ,finar^X course , B.y'.

Department, Ant Year/Semester:(-4-)l/[,ff*

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extncrrcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Totcrable

ModcrEtcModcratcly
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmcly
Good

I2456789

gOverallrating7

IRelevance/leaming value of proiecU report6.
AExtent of effort required by students5

IExtent of coverage of course4
IDepth of the course content3

9Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situat ions2.

ILearning value (in tenns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadeninq Derspectives)

I

RatinsParticularssl.

n5. Irrelevant4. Dull32l= Chal

z )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lnelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Hiehly
Relevant

( )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Yo2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
t00%

(a)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(z\4. Poor | 5. Verypoor3. Averaqe2. Goodl. Very good
6. Werc yorr able to get the prescribed readin

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your pro$amme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (L\

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
L Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( rr.)

10. How do you rate the student-tescher relationship in your deparrment?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasinc (L)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (z)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant c€ll)

5

l. Very good 2. Cood 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (Ll

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (

I 2 rful 3. Indillerent 4. Unhel rfu! 5. Cumbersome I ,l

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarel

I v 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly Q\

SI Item Vcry good Good Avcrogc Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content l,/
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities 4
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Formier the Academic Year 13'2kTf
Name'il*n fluo
orprrtrlnt , Atk

,/ course , R.A
Year/Semester : (W) I / II I LIU lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

Goodvery
Good

$llr,tfely
Cood

I2456789 -,/ 3

qOverallrating7

RRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.
4Extent of effort required by students5

xExtent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course content3

1Aool icabi I iMrelevance to real I i fb situations2.

q
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was
(l)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel= Challeneing

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was uught in class?

( )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 507o3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
r00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

)(5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

5.V4. Poor3.A2. GoodI

6. Wcreyou able to get tfue bed readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

l. -llerv eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor il)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

fee your programme is ?

9. How do rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very€rfod 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (l )

I l. How you find the College's administrative ofrices?

12. Did you in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What the attitude of teachers to extra g:rrieular aetivities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (ick in the relevant cell)

5.

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior il)

I :ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (t)

l.v rful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome ( I)

t. v pOften 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarcly 5. Never (t )

I ierative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging il)

es ) 3. No

l. Proudls 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ( )

SI Item Very good Good Avcrage Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Libnary facilities
6. ComDuter facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Fcrm for the Academic Year 2h2!L zS

Name , 3nnrt Po^, elu Course , rB . A.

Department, 4J Year/senlpster:1$--)llyllll/lv

l. Please a of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you ablelo

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModerateModcrately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I9 I24567

+Overall rating7

ARelevance/learnine value of Droiect/ report6.

eExtent of cffort requircd by students5.

(Extent of coverage of course4.
RDepth of the course content3.

CA pp I ieabi I ity./relevance to real I i fe s i tuat ion s)
+

Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

(rl5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adeouatel. Challeneine

3( )5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 3 )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2.75to90%ol. 90 to
lO0o/o

l. Excellent 5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequate

5. Very pooi4. Poor3. Average2. GoodL Very good

the preseribed readings?

t. Very eood 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (?_l
7. The internal evaluation systern as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your progftmme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (z)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (l)
10. How do you rate the student-teacher re in your departnrent?

I l. How do you find the College's adminisrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricularactivities?
l. Co-Opcrative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeine ( )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. -Marginally 3. No l, (q)

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indiflerently 3. Disparagingly e)
16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( \)

u relpful 5. Cumbersome (2)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never [-]-Gl--_l

st Item Very good Good Avcngc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty :/
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Exra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name' FoxF\ -ThGtr\AqYq

Department, R RI-

course' 0. R
Year/Semester : (-94T/ il W tv

l. Please a of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

E:rtrcmely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrable

ModeratcModcratcly
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

246789 I5

(Overall ratine7

xRelevance/learning value of proiecV report6.
?Extent of effort required by students5

+Extent of coverage of course4.
7Depth of the course content3.

_q.Apol icabi I itv/relevance to real I ife situations)
7Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or

broadening penpectives)
I

RatincParticularsSI

r)(5. lnelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. AdesuateL Challeneine

(2I5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. RelevantL Highly
Relevant

QY5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
t00%

(u)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

5.V4. Poor3.A2. GoodI

6. Wereyou able to get the readings?

I. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (o)
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor il I

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your depanment?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor ( )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the Col how willyou talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant c€ll)

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior f

rtul 2. Hel rtul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (r l

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never

l. Co4perative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourag

l. Yes 3. No

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis (

sl Item Very 3ood Good Avcragc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content <
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration
5. Library facilities \/
6. Computer facilities rr'-
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9. Sports facilities



@
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Name

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 
----NonJA Se[, course : 6.sc (r.laffrsl

Department gfiemistny YeaTSemester cJ-[-l untrrrlN
l. Please give a rating of your course on the fol lowing

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrab!e

ModerateModerately
Good

CoodVery
Good

Exlrcmcly
Good

I2456789 3

IOverallrating7
ERelevanee/learn ing val ue of projecU report6
PExtent of effort required by students5
RExtent of ofcourse4
aDepth of the course contentt

J
LAppl icabi I itylrel eVance to real I i fe situations2.
+

Leaming value (in terms of skill
broadeniqg perspectives)

s, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, orI

RatingParticularsSI

2. The syllabus was

(?)5. Irrelevant4. Dul!-?. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Cha!lencins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

( 2_ )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

*'szn2.l. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

I )(5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%o3. 50 to75Vo2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
t00%

( r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatevl. Excellent

(zl5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Good u-l. Verygood

l. Very eood 2. Cood r-z 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (2)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you me€t students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your pro$amme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal \-/ 3. Inferior ( r)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative t-.- 2. Indifferent 3. Discounaging (,)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( t)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly ( l)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Item Very good Good Avcngc Poor Verypoor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Rereational facil ities
8 Extra-curricular acti vities
9 Sports facilities

5

N un Jo; Settr

?66seo8 *29

(l.v 2.

l. Very Good 2. Good v/ 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Verv Poor (0)

4. rful 5. Cumbcrsome (r )

2. Often lJ. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (3)l. Very Often



@
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name' POriu'oruh,i \ertrtq Course: B.Se. (1qathA)

Departnrent: chenit+""& rt'#/Semester: lSZl; I m t III / ry

l. Please give a rating of your coune on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you alle to get thq prescribed readings?

Extrenrcly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolenblc

ModerateModerately,
cdl

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

IOverall rating7

-fRelevanee/learn ing value of project/ report6:
IExtent of effort required by students5.
eExtent of coverage of course4.
-fDepth of the course content3.

(Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations)
38Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abi I ities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatingParticularssl.

( 2-)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequate,/l. Challensine

)(L5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant"y2_l. Highly

Relevant

( I )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to 750/o2.7sW%l. 90 to
l00o/q./

5. Verypoor4. Poor Y3. lnadequac2. Adequatel. Excellent

5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Good /l. Very cood

l. Very good 2. Good,,z 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (Lr
7. The internal evaluation system as it exiss is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogamme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your <iepartment?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (J-)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (L)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

Vanrru1

I 2. ual 3. Infcrior

l. Very Good 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactorv 5. Very Poor ())

4. Unhelltul 2. Hel rful 3. lndifferent

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (3)

v 3. Dis (I)l. Proudly 2. Indifferentl

st Ilcm Very good Good Avcrrgc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8 Extra-curricul ar activities

Sports facilities9

9t{ gL 69 6so G
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Student Feedback Form forthe Academic Year kd -2-S

Name' Saloni ?uoyep# course, €. Sc. ys+ Aem

Departmenr' Science ft hernfu@)year/Semester : 1---L-1 r t tnII / N

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was raught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were ygu able to get the prescribe{ readings?

Extemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModeratcModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmely
Cood

I2456789

-AOverall rating7
eRelevance/learn ing value of projeet/ repori6.

qExtent of effort required by students5.
9Extent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course contentJ
AA ppi icab i I ity/re fevance to real I i fe situati ons2
ILearning value (in terrns of skills, conceprs, knowledge, analyicalabilities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatingParticularsst.

('l)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequarc2. Adesuatel. Challenging

( L )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 9. )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75vo2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

({ )5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(915. Very poor4. Poor3. Averase2. Goodl. Very cood

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (3)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your pnogramme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior (9)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( 3)

10. How do you rate the student-teacher in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra cunicular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (l)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

Mo. Tlo. - gsc.3f1rteo

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor ((

lful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (?)l. Very rtul 2. Hel

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (5)

l. Yes 2. v 3. No (*)lt

I

sr Item Very good Good Avcrrge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm inistration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil i ties
I Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9

+r#d$ Fryrfi
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Student Feedback-Form for the Academic Year WLS
Name,SObAtf' course, $,8c
Department ' $c.re16e Gfi ,^.&E) ycar/Semester : (J.-) I / rr t til t rv

L Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your inion about the library holdings for the course?

Exfemely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcratcModerately
Gmd

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I7456789

aOverallrating7
IRelevance/leami ng value ofprojecU report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5
7Extent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course content3.
AApp ! icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situationsT.
B

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabi
broadening perspectives)

lities, orI
RatinsParticularsst.

(r)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneing

( I )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(t-)5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40to 50Yo3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
r00%

il)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adecuatel. Excellent

(:5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Averace2. Goodl. Very good
6.lVere you able to the prescri bed readin3s?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your progamme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher re in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (,4)

15. After the Col how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant ceil)

5

l. Veryeood I2. Cood 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnfcrior

l. 2. 3 Poor5 ( )

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (

5. Cumbersome cI He

4. Rarely 5. Never G(l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes

(l)I rcrative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging

il)v 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly

sl Itcm Vcry good Good Avcnge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content t/
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with admin istration

Librarv facilities
6. ComDuter faeilities
7 Recreational facilities
E Extra-curricular activ ities
9 Sports facilities

$!tPIi-
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -Z4-\- 4
Name,Tnfrkq \eddy course, B.&. tfflattu)
Department , CBn t*1 year/Semester: 1-I$ t t t trrr / ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

(

3

2.The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the I ibrary holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get $9 prescribed readings?

trlo' no- rcq93q463t

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModeratcModerately
Good

GoodVery
Cood

Extremely
Good

I)456789

aOverall rating7

qRelevance/leaming value of project/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5

gExtent of coverage of course4.
?)ofthe course contentJ.
6Appi icabi i itylrelevancE to real I ife situations2.

+karning value (in terms
broadening perspectives)

of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
RatinsParticularsst.

(1)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

( 2 )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(L)5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to71o/o2. 75 to 9Uo/ol. 90 to
lO0o/o

(.,1 )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(7\5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Verygood

A'ip,,

l. Verv eood 2 Cood 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (zl
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior (Ll

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the Collcge as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacherrelationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you panicipate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co{perative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (1)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( 1)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant celi)

5

(3l. Ver ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactor 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor

5. Very Poor (l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory

(v)4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersomel. Very Hel rfi,rl 3. Indifferent

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (5)

2. Indifferently 3. Disl. Proudly

st Item Vcry good Good Averege Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaetion with facultv
4. lnteraction with adm i n istration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Soorts facilities



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name , Hai{t?i} /il course , 0J c, ( no,ll )
Department: year/Semest 

"r 
rgLlltdlltt w

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The llabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(J )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50Vo3. 50 Jo 75o/o2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
r00%

5. What is your opinion about the library ho ldings for the course?

(, )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

_6. Werc yog able to get ttre pqescribed readings?- _

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModcrately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremcly
Good

I2456789

4LOverall rating7
vRelevancdiearning value of project/ report6.
7Extent of effort requ ired by students5
7Extent of coverage of course4
7-Depth of the course contentJ
+Appl icabi I itylrelevance to rea I I i fe situations"|
7Leaming value (in terms of skills, conceprs, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatineParticularsSI

L15. Irrelevant4. Dul!3. lnadequate2. AdequateL Challeneine

(7 )5. Completely
Irelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(L)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. GoodL Very cood

l. Verv sood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (L)
7. Thc intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (,)

I l. How do you find the College's adminishative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

L Co-Ooer*ive 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraginc (z )

14. Has your time at the College been intel

15. After leaving the Coll how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

(71I rcrior 2. Equal 3. lnfcrior

l 2. 3. Sat 4

4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (L)l. Very Hel rtul 2. Hel rtul 3. Indifterent

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( z)

I es 3. No (L)

(L)v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly

st Item Verygood Cood Averegc Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content V
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with administration V

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities tf
7 Recreational faci I ities {
8 Extra-curricul ar activi ties V
9 V

AtUJ (r2 7 (/
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Studcnt Fcedback Form for the Academic Year

Name flqwh U'shtpqhqnrna{ Course' B rSC

Year/Semester : (-8-$ 
'1ff)irt

(& tund Seor. )tlv '/Department

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

E:rtremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcratcModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmely
CroOd

l2456789 3

4aOverallrating7

-1-Relevance/leaming value ofprojecU report6.
QrExtent of effort required by students5

CtExtent of coverage of course4.
sDepth of the course content3.
IApp I ieabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

qLeaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatingParticularsSI

2. The syllabus was

(t )5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadesuate2. Adequatel. Challengine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

('l)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your about the library holdings for the course?

(l )5. lrss than
40o/o

4. 40 to 507o3. 50 toT1o/o2. 75 to9OYol. 90 to
t00%

a5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( r)1. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Good'l. Verygood
f. Were you able to get tle readi4gs?

7. The internalevaluation system as it exists is

8. W'hen you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programrire is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the Col lege as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( r)
10. How do you rate the studeil-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Cood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor fi)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co0perative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging (r)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes | 2. Marginally 3. No ( r)

15. A&er leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

I. Very eood 2; Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor il)

l. Superior 2. EquaL 3. Inferior (ol

ltul 3. Inditlerent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome (l)

2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (e)

3. Dis )l. Proudly 2. Indifferently

SI Itcm Vcry good Good Avcngc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaetion with faculty
4 Interaction with administration l--/

Library facilities \)-
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8 Extra-curricular activ ities
9 Sports facilities
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year ?oz u'2-f

Name' nai+f F.r*qtf
Departmen t : C he rrt'i ky

Course: ESc(Mo+h'S)

Year/Semester : (JL-) I / II t m t ty

l. Please give a rating of your coune on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

( r)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(t)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75%o2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
100%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(l)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6-Wee you able_to get

Extrenrly
Po.sf

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Cood

I2456789

gOverall rating7

gRelevance/leaming value of project/ report6.
PExtent of effort required by students5
IExtent of of course4.
zDepth of the course content3
alpplicab i I ity/relevance to real I i fe situat ions2.

B
Learning value (in terrns
broadening perspectives)

of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyicalabilities, orI

RatingParticularsst.

( I )5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(') .)5. Very poor4. Pooi3. Average2. Goodl. Verygood

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

l. Verycood 12. Good 3. Avcrage 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (21

8. When you mcet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your gramme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate thestudent-teacher rclatiorship in yourdepartment?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the Col been intellectral ly enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

l. Proudly 2. Indiflerently 3. Disparagingly ("J

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in th: relevant cell)

5.

mo6. tislsoosii

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ( q.)

l 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (9-)

3. Satisfactop 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoorl. Very Good 2. Good

l. Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. lndifferent

5. Never ('tl. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely

(ll. Co-Ooerative 2. Indiflerent 3. Discouraging

I es 3. No

sl Itcm Vcry gmd Good Avcnge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
J lnteraction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm in istration t

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-cunicular activ ities

Sports facilities9.



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year Z1'?S
Name' Mgenq D4 i n+ course , Bsc Cc-lre ,nisb6,zo-!oyX)

Department,*<)-Ozrl<g year/Semeste,,1-?5y I/ t'III|/tv
L Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extrcmely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerab!c

ModerateModeratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

l2456789 3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for rhe course?

6. Werc you ableJo get lhc readings?

d\Overall rating7
5',Relevance/leamin g value of project/ report6.
o,Extent of effort required by students5
r.gExtent of coverage of course4.
q&pth of the course content3

qAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situat ions2.

Leaming value (in terrns
broadening perspectives)

of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyicalabiliries, or
RatineParticularsSI

u_\5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

({l5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( {-)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90Yol. 90 to
l00o/o

( 4)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( 2)-4. Poor I 5. Very poor3. Avtrage2. Goodl. Very good

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you

feel th* )our programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your departnrent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeine ( r)
14. Has your time at rhe College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

ttBll.+ulsL

l. Verv cood 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor (2. Good 3. Average

I 3. Inferior2.

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (4 I

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (z)

e 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (r )

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (2)

Nol. Yes 2. Marg

2. lndifferentl v 3. Disparagingly (/)l. Proudl v

st Itcm Vcry good Good Averrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation w/'
3 Interaction with facu lty t/
4 Interaction with adm in istration 1/

Library facilities lL-

6 Computer facilities l/
7 Recreational faci I ities l-/
8 Extra-curricular activities t v
9 Soorts facilities l--



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year -flllq
Name' prpiko Vrb"l course , BSC (Bz c)
Departmentr SUenC 

A 
year/Semester:(-95- -)rrylur/Iv

l. Please give a of your courue on the follouing
3

2.The syllabus was

( )5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4 much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModeratcly
Gd

GoodVery
Cood

lremely,/ Good

I2456789

cOverallrating7
loRelevance/leami ng value ofDroject/ report6.
oExtent of effort students5.

Extent of coverage of course4.
Depth of the course content3.

!AppI icabi I ity/relevance to reai I ife situations2.

ILeaming value (in terms
broadening penpectives)

of skills, concepts, knowledge, analltical abilities, orI
RatingParticularsst.

()5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantfitishty' Relevant

()5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40to 50%o3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 9oo/o1.r90 to
V looo/o

)(5. Very ooor4. Poor3. lnadequaterdequate2ll. Excellent

()5. Verypoor4- Poor3. Average2. Good'ery good
6.W you able to get the presgribed readings?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

l. Very eood 2rtood 3. Average 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor ()

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2, Equal ,/ 3. lnferior ( )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the Co as a whole?

10. How do you rate the stucient-teacher relationship in your deparonent?

l. Very Good 2. Good -/ 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co4perative -/ 2. Indiflerent 3. Discouraging ( )

14. Has your time at Col lege been intellectually

15. After leaving the llege how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

mo$ile frlo.

I V Poor

* 3. indifferent 4. Unhelpftrl 5. Cumbersome ()

I lirnes 4. Rarely 5. Never ()

2. Margina 3. No ()l. Yes

)2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly

sr Itcm very gryL Good Avcrrge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with admin istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7. Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curticular activities
I Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Acedemic year 32 5'- 2J-

Name: qglui.re 4^^1'J4 Course: $4c flofn"*.fu *
Year/Semester:1-Jl$ I tJyl tn i IvDepartment : C/' ,t/*t 6+

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

( 2)5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
t00%

5. Whai is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(( )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2; Goodl. Very sood

Extrenrly
Poor

Very
Pocr

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModerateModcrately
Good

GoodVery
Cn{

Extremely
Good

I2456789

}JOverallrating7
aRelevance/leamin g val ue of projcc/ rcport6.
4Extent of effort required by students5.
nExtent of coverage of course4

RDepth of the course content3
BApplicab i I ity/re levance to real I i fe si tuat ions

.,
s

Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatineParticularssl.

(3)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensins

( I )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

6. Were you abJe to get the prescribed

96r'r"h-n.uon-,

l. Verv good 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (q)
7. The intcmal evaluation syslem as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your prognrnme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (Ll

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

I0. How do you rate the student-teacher rClationship in your departrnent?

I l. How do you find the College's adminisuative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (r )

15. After lea the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

5. VeryPoor ( r)ood 2. Good 3. S*isfactory 4. Unsatisfactory

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (zl

(2)rtul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. CumbersomeI rtul 2. Hel

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (2)

3. Discouracinc (z-)I )perative 2. Indifferent

3. Dis ly (r)l. Proudly 2. Indifferently

sl llcm Vcrygood Good Avcrrge Poor Verypoor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Reereational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activ ities
9 Soorts facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedbsck Form for the Academie year .9.1=2oLS

Name'Vfpin Kqrtnr course,tsc tiO
Departmentr ch.0hll+ry year/Semester:(.F--)r/u nnnv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2.The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your about the library holdings for the course?

Extrenrly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcrateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Cood

Exremely
Good

I2456789

9Overallrating7

'ARelevance/learn ing value ofprojecUrepon6.
otExtent of effort required by students5.
RExtent of ofcourse4.
9Depth of the course content3.
fl-A ppl icabi i ity/relevance to real I i fe s ituat ion S2.
S

Learning value (in terms of
broadenin g perspectives)

skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
RatineParticularsst.

il)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

( )5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(
I )5. Less than

40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2.75to90%ol. 90 to
t00%

(:5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(9)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodood

6. Were you abJe to theprescgi bed readia gs?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor il)

8. When you meet students who have takcn a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that )our programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Infcrior ( )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Verv Poor il)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( l)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Ver ( )l. Very good 2. Good

( t II rful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome

4. Rarely 5. Never Il. VeryOften 2. Often 3. Sometimes

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No

I(l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly

st Itcm Very good Good Averegc Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content \.r'
2 Fairness of evaluation Y
3 Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with adm inistration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities t\-/
7 Recreational faci ! ities
8 Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

['1 o - JSE ],11523 o



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedbaek Form for the Academic Year %LzS
Name: Shwc^'rl f1au1y course : 6. 5c (n ld\4)

Department : FqJke;'nohcs Year/semester: 1-Jff'y r r lLl ilr / ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following t

3

2. The syllabus was

(t )5. Irrclevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2= Adequatel. Challeneing

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

( I )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( , )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50olo3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to90Yol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

( r.)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. Were you able to get the bed readings?

c 090 t 3?6 tz 7

$<r.,v #A

Exfemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModersleModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extnemely
Good

I2456789

?Overall rating7
tpvalue of ect/6.
a)Extent of effort required by students5
nExtent of coverage of course4
Rpepth of the course content3
1Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatingParticularsSI

(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average?. Goodl. Very good

l+ulql o /,

7. The internal evaluation system as it exiss is

8. When you rneet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

L Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior ( t)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (? )

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your departnrent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor ( r)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1)

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( t)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (r)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the rclevant cell)
sl Itcm Very good Good Avcrrgc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4 lnteraction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities

-^-/

7 Recreational facilities
8 Extra-curricular activities t
9 Sports facilities

5

tto 351 61 zf
S\tuo,r,, tlara,rq a

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ( 2_l

ltul 5. Cumbersome (r )I

(\)l. Yes 2. 3. No



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year -29 25

Name, C6 d*o Sis,oal course , Bs c

Department: 0ioloqv{{ i..rn"i-rster : (.8- -l t ,lu tn / Iv

l. Please give a rating of your cou6e on the following
3

Z.The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about rhe library holdings for the course?

S. Were you ableto ge! ths prescribed read

Enremcly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModcrateModerately
Cood

GoodVcry
Good

Exremely
Good

I2456789

IOverall rating7
5Relevance/learn ing val ue ofproject/ repon6
,0Extent of effort required by students5
loExtent of ofcourse4.
3Depth of the course content3
eApp! i cabi I i tylre levance to rea I I i fe s ituat ions2.

gLearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening p€rspectives)

I

Particularssl

( 1)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequalel. Challenging

( L )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. RelevantHighly
Relevant

( T )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 507o3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90Yol. 90 to
l00o/o

(? )5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(L )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very sood

l. Vervcood 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (9 1

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your prognmme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (5)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (Ll

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your departnrent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (rl

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging u)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

ltul 5. Cumbersome (3 )I ery

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (Ll

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No

ly (L)L Proudly 2. Indifferentl v 3

st Itcm Vcrygood Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm in istration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facilities
8. Extra-curri cular act i vities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

student Feedback Form for the Academic Year €#4-
Name' Qsdy,"e Clw*roXiVU

Department' h{oltl'e*..h. \

courset ?.V. (mn.ltr I

Year/Semes ter : (Jf.-) I I LJ III / ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the fol lowing

3

2. The syllabus was

(r)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

(r)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( I )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
100%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

( l)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. Were you able to get the prescribedreadings?

(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very sood

Ri ^,. cho'nouq

n€'\q cG q'o' oG

E:rtremcty
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrablc

ModerateModcratcly
Gmd

CoodVery
Good

Ercrcmely
Good

I2456789

tOverall rating7
4Relevance/learning value of projecU report6.

Extent of effort required by students5
oExtent of coverage of course4.
{Depth of the course content3.
RApplicabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations)
+

Leaming value (in terrns
broadening perspqtives)

of skills, concepts, knowledge, analltical abilities, orI
RatineParticularssl.

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 14. Poor 5. Very Poor (r )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that )our progftmme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (n)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

lO-How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeins ( I )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (g)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

5. Very Poor (.rJood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory

(e)4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoorl. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory

4. Unhel pful 5. Cumbersome (q.Jl. Very Helptul 2. Helptul 3. lndifferent

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (()

2. Indiflerentl v 3. Disparagingly (r)I v

sl Item Vcrygood Good Avenge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities €t
8 Extra-curricular activities
9 Soorts facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Acadernic Year

Name: Saryiono Palel Course: Bsc2ld

Year/Seme ,t", ,6{1 t ll t ttt t ty-Department ,fll,r*Ah7
l. Please give a of your course on the following

3

2. The was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prgscribed readings?

Extrcnrly
Poor

Very
Pcor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrsblc]/

ModerateModcratcly
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Exuemely
Good

I2456789

9Overallrating7

gRelevance/learn ing val ue of project/ repn6.
/Extent of effort requ ired by students5
aExtent of coverage of course4
aDepth of the course content3
IAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real li fe situations2.

7Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abi I ities, or
broaden in g perspectives)

RatinsPanicularsSI

(t5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel. Challeneine

( 2 )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(2 )5. I-ess than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7iVo2. 75 to9ff/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(t )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

e)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Av€rage2. Goodl. Verygood

l. Very good 2. Good 3 Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor e)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Ooerative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (l_)

14. Has your time at the Co been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

| 3. lnferior2. Equa! o)l.s renor

e_)3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poormd 2. Good

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor ( 2-\

rtul 5. Cumbersome (?-)2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhell. VeryHelphri

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never 1)

I es 3. No (l )

v 2. Indifferentl v 3. Disparagingly (J)l

st Itcm Vcry good Good Avcnge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content L/
2. Faimess of evaluation t/
3. Interaction witlr facu lty V
4. Interaction with adm inistration l/

Librarv facilities L/
6. Computer facilities a/
7 Recrcational facil ities P
8. Extra-curricular activitics ,/
9 Sports facilities l/



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Acadennic Year o Q? $-?-S
Name, lMQnSi QOJ course' B.Sc,
Deparrment' (hgrruLlL-t year/semester : 1I[-1 ttil/ trtw
l. Please give a of your coursc on the following

J

2.The syllabus was

( )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. rAdoqtratel. Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

()5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

-3. 
Partly
Relevant

2. Vyi{l. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

()5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%'3. 50to75%2 UY'o+rl. 90 to
r00%

5. What is your opin ion about the library holdings for the course?

()5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. uldcdfiatel. Excellent

6. Were you able to get thegqe6cribed readings? l

Poor
ExtremelyVery

Pocr
PoorSomehow

Tolerable
ModcratcModerately

Good
GoodVcry

Good
Exnemqlyz
bd

I2456789

5Overall rating7
5Re value of project/ report6.
6Extent of effort required by students5
5Extent of coverage of course4.
GDepth of the coutse content3
5Appl icabi I i$,Trelevance to rea I I iG situations2.

tooq
Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyicalabilities, or

perspectives)
I

RatinsParticulanst.

()5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Averase6t.v

7. The internal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Univenities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the relationship in the Col as a whole?

10. How do you rate the relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Spmstinr6 4. Rarely 5. Never (

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intel lecxally

15. After the College how will you tal< about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in Eie relevant cell)

5.

l. Verv eood 2.Gtr 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ()

l. Superior 2.\Esddl 3. Inferior

l V Poor ()

3. Satisfacto-y 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ()l. Very Good 2.Gdd

)rffl 3. Indiffereru 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome

2. Indifferent 3. Discourag ng ()I prdtive

I es 3. No ()

I v ()

sl Item Very good Good Avcrrgc Pmr Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities L--
7 Recreational faeil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities Y-----
9 Sports facilities \--



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 2923 - 2 4-

Name, flr&* Eon,ter. course , A.S. (Bzc)

Depanment, Cknts"lV year/segster:(-M-1 tm/rrnu
l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Extrcmely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModeraneModeratcly
Cood

Goodvcry
Good

Exuemely
Good

l24)6789

+Overallrating7
+Re value of project/ report6
6Extent of effort required by students5
7Extent of coverage of course4
tDepth of the course content3
6Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situarions2.

+Learning value (in terms of skil
broadening perspectives)

ls, concepts, knowledge, analyical abi I ities, or
RatingParticularssl

(2)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challencins

( 2 )5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( L )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7So/o2.75to90Vol. 90 to
l0U/o

(q )5. Very ooor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

Q)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very sood

7. The internal evaluation system as it exiss is
l. Very eood 2. Good 3- Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor I ( Ll

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

i. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (?,

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (L)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging u)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After the how will you talk about it?

i6. Overall Rating of the Programme (iick in the relevant celt)

5.

5. VeryPoor c )l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory

(s)rful 5. CumbersomeI

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarelv 5. Never (ql

(L)2. Marg n 3. Nol. Yes

v (q-)v 2. lndifferently 3. Dis

sl Item Very good Good Avenge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm in isration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recrcational faci I ities
8 Extra-cunicular activitics

Sports facilitiesI



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for tte Academic year 4q85-eo&t
Name:

1"1 course , fiSo .
Year/Semester : (-E; I I ll / lll I lyDepartment: {n n-

l. Please give a rating of your course on the fol lowing

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings frr the course?

6- W re you alle t9 get the prescribed readings?

Exrcrrely
Poos

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

McderateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

COverallrating7

Relevancer learning value ofptoject/ report6.

(Extent of effort required by students5.
IExtent of coverage of course4

Depth of the coutse content3
tAppl icabi I ity/relevanct to real I ife situations2
9

Leaming value (in terrns
broadening perspectives)

of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabilities, orI

RatingParticularssl

( l-)5. Irrelevant4 Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challencine

La)5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. llighly
Relevant

( t_ )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%o3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
t00%

(a)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(r)5. Verypoor4. Poor3- Average2. Goodl. Veryeood

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (t)7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior (r )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the College as a whole?

10. How do rate the student-teacher relationsh in your departrnent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( t-)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enrich

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. OverallRating of the Programme (tick in the relevant eell)

5.

5. Very Poor (1J3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactoryl. Very good 2. Good

3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)l. Very Good 2. Good

4. Unhel 5. Cumbersome (r)I rful 3. lndifferent ltul

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( r-)

3. No ( 1)l. Yes

(1l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly

sr Item Verygood Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with facuity
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Comouter facilities
7 Recreational faci lities
8. Extra-cunicular activitics
9. Sports facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year !925
Name: Khu s\i gi rq\ Course: 8.S.c

Department: Scierge- Year/Semester: (----U/ II / Ill / IV

l. Please a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your about the libnary holdings for the course?

6. Were you abJe tg

Extnenrly
Poor-

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolerablc

ModeruteModerately
Cood

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
M

I2456789

Overallrating7
3Relevance/learning value of proiecV reporto

-1.!4lent of effort required by students5
aExtent of coverage of course4
1Depth of the course content3
PAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations2.

s
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularsSI

(J- )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadesuate2. Adequatel. Challengine

)(:T5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Hiehly
Relevant

( t )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to90Vol. 90 to
r00%

(q)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(a)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

the prescribed readings?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (q-)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (o- )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatishctory 5. Very Poor (1)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teaehers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly (:r)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

3. Indifferent 4. Unhel lful 5. Cumbersome (t)v rful 2. l{el rful

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1)

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (:

l. Yes 2. !4arg

st Item Vcry good Good Averege Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content ,<
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recrcational faci lities
8. Extra-curricular activ ities
9. Sports facilities



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year 2-9.:,ZS

Name, (?,r0. (r.?,, q)rlu/o Course : 0 Sc . Blo

o"p"**SSc?cr,ce year/Semester : (-I-- -)! tt I ilt t tv

l. Please ve a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able tq:get the prescribed

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Gmd

GoodVcry
Good

Extremcly
Good

I24567I9

tOverallrating7
7Relevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6.
IExtent of effort required by students5
?Extent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the coune content3.
IAppl i cabi I ity/relevance to real life situations2.

+Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl

(t)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadeouate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

( I )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( L)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 9oo/ol. 90 to
r00%

() |5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(ol5. Verypooa4. Poor3. Averace2. Goodl. Very good

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat your prcgramme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the studen'.-teacher relationship in your deparEnent?

I. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (.1 )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (1 )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

l- Very good 2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Peor 5. Very Poor (4)

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior

ood 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (t)

l.v rtul 5. Cumbersome (1-)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarcly 5. Never (n\

l 3. No (i-)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly ( )

sr Itcm Vcry good Good Avcnge Poor Vcry poor

l Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
5. Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm inisration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational fasi I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year Mt
Name: Kcrrr,qtro €,*a?r',c* Course: l3.S.C rJlO

Department r Scfta CO Year/Semes ter : (E-UL / ll I llt I lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2.The wts

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extremcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModerateModeralcly
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Exrremely
Good

I2456789

IOverallrating7
IRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.
9Extent of effort required by students5.
+Extent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course content3.
7A pp I icabi I ity/relevance to real I i Fe s i tuat ion s2

7-
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularssl.

(!)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adesuatel. ehallencinc

n )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(!)5. lrss than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to7So/o2.75to90P/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(2)5. Very ooor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( r-)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Coodl. Verv eood

6. Were you able to get theprcscribed

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ( 3)
7. The intemal evaluation system a5 it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (L)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (r)
10. How do you rate the student-teacher in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra cunicular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (r)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (J-)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

l. Very Good 2. Good 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r)

l. Very Helptul 2. Hel 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (,t- )

l. Proudl !)v 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ly

st Item Very good Good Avcrege Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Int€raction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facilities \
6. Comouter facilities \t-

7 Recreational fac il ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9. Sports facilities



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Fornn for the Academic year -fu2l-- 2o2-S'

Name , ftuJJca;t 9"lrnf course = B.S C (B fA)

Depanment: Sci"eace year/Semester:(-I-)l/ll /lllnv
l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModerateModerarely
Cood

GoodVcry
Good

Exremely
Good

I2456789

qOverall rating7
7Relevance./learn ing value of projecU report6.
IExtent of effort required by students5
Alxtent of coverage of course4.
7Depth of the course content3.
AApplicabi I ity/relevance to real life situations2.

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l.
RatineParticularsSI

(Ll5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. AdequateL Challeneine

Q-)5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(q)5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
l00o/o

( a_t5. Verypoor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(2)4. Poor | 5. Verypoor3. Avcragc2. Goodl. Very eood

6, Wereyou gble toget the

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (2)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (2)

10. Horv do you rate ttre studenGteacher relationshipin your deparfnent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (2)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

l. Very Helptul 2. Helptul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumberssme ( 2-)

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (3)

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Mareinally 3. No (L)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor 6

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3.

Ly (t)

sl Item Very good Good Avengc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with facu lty
4. lnteraction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 2!=Zs
Name: Vhov ftruAol"' course : B.s6 0,ro

Department: ,$.;urrcu Year/SemesterrlJ-; ltlll III/ry
l. Pleasc give a of course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is lour opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Exremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModenteModerarely
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Ercremely
Cood

I2456789

6Overall rating7
5'Relevance/leaming value of project/ report6.

rlExtent of effort rcquired by students5
aExtent of coverage of course4.

rlDepth of the course content3.
6Applicabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations2.

'1
Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatincParticularssl.

(2)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensinc

L )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( L )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to9OYol. 90 to
10ff/o

(z)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. AdeouateI. Excellenr

(L)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Averase2. Goodl. Verv sood

7. The internal evaluation system as it exiss is
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (,)l

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior ( 9l

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activitles?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the Col how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

L Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor

l. Very Cood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (2\

I rtul 2. Hel rtul 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel rfrrl 5. Cumbersome (l)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (2)

l. Co-Operative 2. IndifTerent 3. I

l. Yes 2. Mar No I

l. Proudly 2. Indifferentl I

st Item Vcry good Good Averrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with fatu lty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci lities
I Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form fer the Academic Year )&- ^ 6
Name, 91r^d' \fffu' course: ,BSC B;o

Department : SClenC€ Year/Semester:1--A-; ltll/ IIl/ry

l. Please give a rat of course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModeralely
Gmd

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

AOverall rating7

'tRelevance/learning value of proiecU report6.
6Extent of effort required by students5.

-)Extent of coverage of course4.
RDepth of the course content3.
KApplicability/relevance to real life situations2.
1

Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatineParticularssl.

(215. lnelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

(z)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 2 )5. [,ess than
4oo/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
IOOYI

bl5. Very ooor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(?.)4. Poor | 5. Verypoor3. Averase2 Goodl: Very good
6. Were Jou abl:e to getlhe

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal ! 3. lnferior (.r-l

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (2)

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (L)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeine (i )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly ({ )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Itcm Vcrygood Good Avcmgc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Exna-cunicular activities

Sports facilities9

5

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (t,

5. CumbersomeI 2. He 3- 4 (:

3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never o_)2. Often

es



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academig !'sap2.5= f
Name,fi.k, J*{q Course: 6SC

Year/semester : (I--lY, tt t tlt t tv
.9

Department: SOehW-.

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of thc syllabus was taught in class?

(2)5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l00f./o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

( 2-)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(r)4. Poor | 5. Verypoor3. Average2. GoodL Verv sood

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModersteModerately
Good

GoodYery
6ood

Extremcly
Good

245678I

?Overall rating7

'7Relevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6.

,aExtent ofeffort required by snrdents5
aExtent of coverage of course4.
9.Depth of the course content3
/^Appl i cab i I itylrelevance to real li ie situations2.
€

Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularsSI

((>)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeeuatel. Challeneins

)( I5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

f. Wene you able to get th.e presc{bed readings?

l. Very*ood (1)2. Good 3. Average | 4. Poor 5. Very Poor

7. The internal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Infcrior (o-)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (L)

10. How do you rate the student-teacher in your department?

I t. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (r )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (r )

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

l. Pmudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (4J

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (l-)

pful 5. Cumbersome (z)

l. VeryOften 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (+

st llcm Very good Good Avcregc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation r/
T. lnteraction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Comouter facilities
7 Recreational fac i i ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Acsdemic year 4W
Name' f,c"/",,f Sgt " course, BSC

Department, Sde1^tg t BSC ) Year/Semester: (J__>frn/ tnnv

l. Please give a rating of your couse on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were yougble to get the prescribed readings?

Extremdy
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exremely
Good

I2456v.f89

+Overallrating7
5Relevance/learni ng value of project/ report6.
5Extent of effort required by students5
+Extent of coverage of course4.

Depth of the course content3
)App! icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situat ions2.

+
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilit ies, or
broaden ing perspectives)

I
RatingParticularsst.

(2)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challensine

( 3 )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 2 )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90Tol. 90 to
t00%

(3)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very sood

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averace 4, Poor I 5. Very Poor (21

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (21

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (2)

I O Horu dc you rate the student-teacher inyour

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasing (l)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

(2)l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor

ltul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptui 5. Cumbersome

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (3)

l. Yes 2. Mat 3. No (2)

(2l. Proudly 2. I v 3 ily

sl Itcm Very good Good Averege Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facililies
6. Computer facililies
7 Recreational facil ities
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Fo

6'/,t
rm fcr the Academic Year 

g%fu'95
course ,6.aK @,o)

aadf
Year/Semester : 1-J---'1 I I ll I III / ry

Name ,9"M"f
Department , Ofurl"-Cg.

l. Please give a rating of your course on the

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your ion about the library holdings for the course?

Extncrrly
PoorPoor

VeryPoorSomehow
Tolenble

ModerateModeratsly
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I245678I

IOverallrating7
IRelevance/learning value of prolect/ report6.
IExtent of effort requircd by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4

jDepth of the course content3
9-App I icabi I ity/relevance t0 reai I i fe situat ions2

ILeaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

L)(5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneinq

I )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

Q)5. lrss than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to7So/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

({)5. Very pooi4. Poor3. Averase2. Goodl. Very eood

6- Were you able to get the prescribed read

l. Very cood 2. Good 3. Averacc 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor (
7. The intemal evaluation system asit exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the College as a whole?

10. How doyou rate the student-teacher relationship in ycur department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouragine (l_)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Superior 2. Eoual I 3. lnferior (:

Poor5. ( )

5. Very Poor (l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory

2. Helptul 3. Indifferent rful 5- Cumbersome (L\I rtul

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (L)

)l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (;

st Item Very good Cood Avcrrgc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. lnteraction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Yearl,ol \'t --1 S-

Name , Po. in .e Q., J course , ( s c

DeparEnent ' 
j. ie-fr.e

Y
Year/Semester : (--.t--) I / Il / lll / ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

(r )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel. Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

oL )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

( q )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to71o/o2. 75 to90Yol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(l )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. Wereyou able to get the prescribedreadings?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcrateModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
6ood

I2456789

qOverall rating7

-+Relevance/leaming value of projecU report6.
aExtent of effort required by students5
aExtent of coverage of course4.
aDepth of the course content3.
RAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situationsT.
R

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

())5. Verypoor4. Poor3: Average2. Goodl. Very good

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (3 )
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l0.How do you rate the student-teacherrelationship in your departlncnt?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curicular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. IndifTerently 3. Disparagingly ( )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the rclevant cell)
st Itcm Verygood Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Faimess of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty V
4 lnteraction rvith adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci i ities
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9

5

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. lnferior

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (a)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (a)

I rful 4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumbersome I (J )He 3. lndifferent

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (?)

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3

I es (a)



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academie Year 29k-ZS
Name' .i4rrckqn Qorkqt course , B. Sc.

Department, ScienCe Year/Semester: t-$)J/ II tUt tIv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The labus was

3. Yourbackground for from the courue was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Werc you able to get the prescribed readings?

Extnernely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModerateModerately
Oood

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

IOverallrating7

qRelevance/learning value of project/ repon6.

qExtent of effort required by studens5

qExtent of coverage of course4.
RDepth of the course content3
eAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe s i tuat ions2.

q
l,earning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broaden ing perspectives)

I
RatingParticularsSI

(t5. lrrelevant4, Dull3. lnadequate2. AdequateI. Challeneins

(a)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 2- )5. lrss than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7So/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
1007o

(q)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

('l )5; Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Good 'l. Verv sood

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exiss is
l. Very eood 2. Good I 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (l )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your progamme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ( 4-)

9. How do fou rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relatior-ship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activlties?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (Lr

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes !. Marginally 3. No (4)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
L Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly ('l )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (i,)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (4-)

t.v pful 5. Cumbersome fi_)

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1)

sr Itcm Very good Cood Averrgc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 2-6?t3,5

Name' So-i^\r*t Course: B,Sc.(BJo).

Departrnent, Sci"rn,r- Year/Semester:(-J--)l/ll llllllV

l. Please give a rating of your coune on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your for benefiting from the course was

4. How much ofthe syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Extrcmcly
Poer

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModcratcly
Good

Goodvery
Good

Extremely
Gqed

I2456789

IOverall rating7
8Relevance/learning value of project/ reporto.
?Extent of effort required by studens5

.IExtent of coverage of course4

-7Depth of the course content3

-1Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatinsParticularsst

(215. lnelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel. Challensine

)( A5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

)3(5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
l0U/o

(3)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( 2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Verygood

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior ( 7,1

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your

I l. How do you find the College's adminisrrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeine ( t)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly il)
16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

sr Itcm Verygood Good Averrgc Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities v
7 Recreational facilities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Soorts facilities v

5

l.v 2. Good 3.A 4. Poor 5.V Poor

l 5. Very Poor (a\ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactorv 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (el

rtul 5. Cumbersome (z)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (c)

l. Yes 3. No (r



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -?f.J
Name' l$ullD)' t\t"" course' Bs' (0r)

Department,ScU<^, y".rls.rircr:1-I-1 ltilnilllv
l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

( r)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adquatel. Challeneins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to4et the prescribe{ readings?

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poo,r

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModeratcModeratcly
Cood

CoodVery
Good

Extnemely
Good

I245678I

+Overall rating7
IRelevance/leaming value of projecU report6.
aExtent of effon required by students5.
+Extent of coverage of course4
PDepth of the course content3
?-Applicabi evance to real life situations2
a

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularssl.

( t )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( l )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 501o75%o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
100%

( r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Coodl. Very good

l. Very cood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor (r )

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Suoerior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ( l)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

I0. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your departrnent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( r)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

| 3. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (:f)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of ihe Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

).

(r )3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoorl. Verygood 2. Good

rful | 3. Indifferent 5. Cumbersome ( r)4. Unhel

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (L)

v 3. No ( r)l. Yes 2. Marg

(r)I v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparag

sr Itcm Vcry good Good Avcngc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. lnteraction with faculty
4. Interaction w ith adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9.



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year jftt.f
Name ,fWkanU,,+ course, SGc-, Wfl

Year/Semest". , 1Lr/Jy r I tt t,ri, tDepartment : S|fuA-P'
l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your nd for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(L )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Vo2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(D-)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

5. Very poor I t c-)4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

E:ruemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrable

ModerateModerately
Cmd

Goodvvi
,-dood

Extlcmcly
Good

I2456789

+Overall rating7
+Relevancey'learning value of projecV report6
hExtent of effon required by students5

Extent of coverage of course4
LDepth of the course content3

App I icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife s ituations)
6

Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge,
broadening perspectives)

abilities, orI
RatineParticulars.sl.

(z)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

z )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

6.:Were y4ru able to get thegrescribed readingq?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (z)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t)
10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor il)
I l. How do you find the College's adminisnative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the animde of teachers to extra cunicular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No u)
15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparaeingly (L)

16. Overall Ratingof the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Verv eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (z)

3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (z)

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (2)

SI Itcm Very good Good Average Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
J. Interaction with facufty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreationa! facilities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -25-
Name: \\rcrrn-r\<s g*tle J Course r B. S"

Department : Sct ehc€ Year/Semester : (-J---))rllt I lll I IV

l. Please a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from thecourse was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6- Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Extrenrly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcratcModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmcly
Good

I2456789

IOverallrating7
RRelevanceflearning value of projectr report6
AExtent of effort required by students5
IExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3
?Appl icability/rclev'ance to rcal I ife situations2
I

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularsst.

(a)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adecuatel. Challeneine

3 )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 3 )5. l,ess than
40o/o

4. 40to 5oo/o3. 50 to71o/o2. 75 to9V/ol. 90 to
100%

(e )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(3)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Verv eood

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good | 3. Average 4. Poor | 5. Very Poor (o)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Supcrior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ({ )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indiffercnt 3. Discouraeins (1 )

14. Has your time at the College becn intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

(:l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor

l. Verv Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (l-)

rtul 3. lndifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (3)

I v 5. Never (1)

l. Yes o

(i_ )l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3.

st Item Vcry good Good Avcngc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty .)a
4. lnteraction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Comouter facilities
7 Recreational facii ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9
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student Feedback Form for the Academic Year Qp-!!-aoal
Name ' tbdf YapLqv course , S'S e

Departmentr BSc CBld year/Semester:(-5--)t/u/nt/ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

L)(5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( 2 )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40to 50Vo3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
100%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

( l)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Exccllent

Extrcrncly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

-9Overall rating7

etRe value of project/ report6
-7Extent of effort required by students5
RExtent of coverage of course4.
1Depth of the course content3
IAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations2.

8
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatinsParticularsSI

(:5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challengins

(5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very sood

6. Were youable to get the prgscribed rcadrngp?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra cunicular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( t)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enrich

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

t 2. Good 3.A 4 Poor Poor5.

tel. \t 3. Inferior2.

l.v 2. 3. Sat 4. 5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( l)

rtul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (?-)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (3)

es 3. No ( l)

l. Proudly Iy ( t)

st Item Vcry good Good Avenge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
3 interaction with facu lty
4. lnteraction with adm inistration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recrcational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities
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HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year -z-pZ{
Name tQ6^hu-?, (on[c c\fu course : B.Sc - Blo
Department: _SC f enC€ Year/Semester: (-J-)ll ill llllI,N
l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2 syllabus was

3. Your background benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the was taught in class?

5. What is your op about the library holdings for the course?

Extremcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModcratcly
Cood

CoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

tl- ^-L IOverall rating7
\/-*tt-value of projecU report6.
lt "Loe-i

Extent of effort required by students5
, tct/u-?Extent of coverage of course4
lltlbtt,1lDepth of the course content3

| /-qrtt,MAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2

Veuy
A-)l

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

(')5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequate

()5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

pu,4.elevant
l. Highly

Relevant

()5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Vo
Vttoelo/o

l. 90 to
l00o/o

)(5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequatel. Excellent

( )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Good/ery goodI

6. you able t9 the prcscribed readi4gs?

2. Good 3.A 4. 5.V
7.The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

that your is?

9. do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the as a whole?

10. How do you rate student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find Col lege's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative J 2,2{ndiflerent 3. Discouraging (r)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

,UD€tlOf 2. Equal | 3. Inferior ( l-)

l. Very Good. 2-4ood 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (2)

ptul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (L)

I 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarcly 5. Never (lJ

I /Yes v 3. No (r)

l. Proudl ifferentl 3. (

SI Item Verygmf Good Avcrrge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities , ,/-
7. Recreationa! faci I ities \,/
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9.
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HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year :lgLf2s

Name' HaDSh TLLUlan coursc: 0.S c Aitt
Department, -Saj UC( Year/Semester: (--J4l) I / II t ilt nv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2.The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the eourse was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

prescribed readings? -

Exuemely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModerareModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

3Overallrating7
IRelevance/learning value of proiecV report6.
-gExtent of effort required by students5
-gExtent of coverage of course4.

(lDepth of the course content3.
YAppl icabi I iVrelevance to real I ife situations2.

gLeaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l.
RatineParticularsSI

(? )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adeouatel. Challeneine

L )(5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(1 )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to11o/o2. 75 to90f./ol. 90 to
lO0o/o

(1)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Averase2. Goodl: Very cood

6. Were you able to

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (t)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I L How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasing (--t )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( _i_)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

I 2. 3. Inferior

)l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (

l. Very Helpful 2. Helplul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (_{, )

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1)

I G)

SI Item Verygood Good Averege Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content L/'
2. Fairness of evaluation L-"
3. Interaction with faculty L-/
4 Interaction with administration l./

Library facilities 1./
6. Computer facilities \./
7 Recreational faei I ities t,/
8. Extra-curricular act ivities v./
9 Sports facilities t/
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HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year UlJs
Name , gmSffit L"nno-,/ course, 0J. C &in

Department: S<.r enc ( year/Semester:(--l4l)t/II ttLnv

l. Please give a rating of your coune on the following
3

2. The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Wereyou_able !Aget the

Extrernly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModcratety
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

l2456789

sOverall7
5Relevance/learning value of projecU report6

jExtent of effort requircd by students5
JExtent of coverage of coune4

(lDepth of the course content3
sAppl icab i I ity/relevanc€ to real I i fe s ituat ions2

ILeaming value (in tenns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadel i n g perspgqli_ues)

I
RatinsParticularssl.

(t )5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequats2. Adeeuatel. Challeneinc

(t)5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

({)5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to9OVol. 90 to
l00o/o

(:5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Exccllent

5. Very peor4. Poor3. AveragE2. Goodl. Verygood
presgribed readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prognmme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative ollices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ({ )

14. Has your time at the Col been intellectual

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

l. Proudly 2. lndiflerently 3. Disparagrngly ({)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

t.v 2. Good 3.A 4. Poor 5.V Poor

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior 0)

I. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor tl)

lful 3. Indifferent (1 )4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumbersome

l. VeryOften 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (-i- )

€s 3. No ({)

st Item Vcry good Good Averegc Poor VetA poor

I Academic content l/-
2. Faimess of evaluation L.-
3 Interaction with faculty I/
4. lnteraction with adm inistration L-

Librarv facilities I'
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities L/
8

9
Extra-curricular activities
Sports facilities Ll
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year AM
Namet5anigey (cnKq:. course: g.Sc 'gio
Department ' SCbr, Ce Year/Semester: (I-)yt ll I lll llv
l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Elnremcly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
To!erable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

l2456789

IOverall rating7
IRelevance/leaming value of project/ report6.
3Extent of effort required by students5.
IExtent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course content3
9Appi icabi I ity/relevance to real li fb situalions2

ILearning value (in terms of skills, conceprs, knowledge, analyticalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularssl.

(1)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adeeuatel. Challensins

( 1 )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( I )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
100%

(a)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(a)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

l. Very sood 1 2. Good 3. Average ;4. Poor 5. VeryPoor I (r)

8. When you meet students who have taken a sirnilar programme at other Universities do you

feel th* your programme is ?

l. Suoerior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (1)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationsh tn

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1)

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (1)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (1)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

)

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactor 4.U actory 5. VeryPoor (r-)

Goodl.v 2. Good 3 rctory 5. VeryPoor (1)

(r)rful 5. Cumbersome

l. Proudly 2 ly (1)

st Itcm Vcry good Good Avcrrgc Poor VerT poor

I Academic content t-/
2 Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Comouter facilities
7 Recrcational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9.



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 'W4S
Name: Q,nURnv KUtlAt Stnqnl Course : t.S",

Department : SclEnce Year/Semesrer: (-E--) I / Il , r{,rU

l. Please give a rating of your coursc on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

(l.)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel. Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

( 2_ )5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(1)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
t00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(zl5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(L)5. Verypoor3. Average l+. Poor2, Goodl. Very good

Extrcmely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerareModcrately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

l2456789

EOverall rating7
IRelevance/learning value of project/ report6.
8Extent of effort required by students5

€Extent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course contentJ
+Appl icabi lity/relevance tc real I i fe situations2.

ILearning value (in tenns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatinsParticularsSI

6-\Uere youable !o gellheprescrj bed read ings? -

l. Verv cood 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (zl
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (Ll

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offrces?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. IndifTerent 3. Discouraging ( 1)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (l-)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the (tick in the relevant cell)

5

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)

l. Very Good 2, Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (2)

lful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome (z)

2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (L\

l. Proudly 2. Indiflerentl v 3. Dis (1)

sr Itcm Vcry good Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm inistration

Librarv facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curri cular activities
9. Sports facilities
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HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year E-
Name ' To6j A.r,t;orr Course r 0.S" (0;o)'d*
Department ,_ Scient e Year/Semester : (-J-- -)y u/ III / ry

l. Please give a rating of your cours€ on the following

Extremely
Poe

Vcry
Pocr

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModcrately

- Good- -

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789 3

IOverall rating7
IRelevancdlearn ing value of project/ report6.

<LExtent of effort required by students5

Extent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course content3
1Appl i cabi I ity/re levance to real I i fe s ituat ions2.

Ikarning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
perspectives)

l
RatineParticularsSI

2. The syllabus was

(2)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adecuatel. Challensins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

( 2 )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( ')- )5. lrss than
40o/o

4. 40 to 507o3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to90Tol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(2)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(r )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very cood

6 Were you able to get the prescribed rcadings?

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ( 1_)

7. The internal evaluation system as it exiss is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r )

I0. How do you rate the student-Ieacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor ( t)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offrces?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co4oerative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasins (t )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Mareinally 3. No t)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

l 2. ual 3. Inferior

rful 5. Cumbersome (u)l. Very Helptul 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (L)

I 11, 0)

sl Item Vcry good Good Avcregc Poor Vcry poor

l Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Snorts facilities
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Student Feedback Form for theAcademic yeargs-L-9s

Name , ?rifot4Shi Prqjq Poli course: B,sc. ( Bio)
Department : Sc lenCg year/Semester : 1---a-.-) I / II I ut t N

l. Please a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(9)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(p)4. Poor I 5. Very poor3. Average2. Goodl. Verv eood

Poor
ExtremclyVery

Poor
PoorSomchow

Tolcrable
ModeratcModerately

Cood
GoodVcry

Good
Extremely

Good

l2456789

IOverall rating7
3Relevance/leaming value of projecU report6.
aExtent of effort required by students5
nExtent of coverage of course4
'7Depth of the course content3
1Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2
ILeaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatineParticularssl.

(r)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel. Challenging

2 )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

2 )(5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

6. Werc you ableto get the presc ribed

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Veryeood 12. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ft)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat your progftlmmc is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (r)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor @)

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (L)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the aftitude of teachers to extra cunicular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging Lr)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (zJ

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Itcm Vcry good Good Averrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with facu lty '-t-

4. Interaction with adm inistration
Library facilities

6. Computer facilities
7. Recreational faci !ities
8. Extra-curric ular acti v ities
9 Sports facilities

5

ptirl 3. lndifferent 4: Unhel ,r 5. Cumbersome (z)

l. VeryOften 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (z)

l. Yes 3. No (-L )



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year 2g:,k-?p15

Name'3ojT*j.1" qdr[ course' Ogc tgl9
Departrnent' $C1"gh6g Year/Semester:(-I-)l/lllru/ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the labus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(1 )5. Vcry poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(9)4. Poor | 5. Verypoor3. Avenagel. Very sood | 2. Good

Exfemely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModcrately
Good

GoodVcry
Cood

Extremely
Good

I2456789

:+Overallrating7
+Relevanc€/learning value of project/ report6.
9Extent ofeffort required by students5

Extent of coverage of course4
aDepth of the course content3
?Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularsst

(1)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. AdequateL Challeneine

)( t_5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantt. Hiehly
Relevant

)9_(5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Yo2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
l0U/o

6. Were ygu able to get thegrescribedrcadings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good | 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (l)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior (9 )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( l-)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (1)

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (_r)

16. Overalt Rating of the Programme (tick inthe rclevant cell)
sl llcm Very gmd Good ^A,vcrrge Poor Very poor

l Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with facu lty
4 lnteraction with adminisration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricular acti vities
9. Sports facilities

5

lood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( l)

l. Ver rtul 2. Helptu! 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome (1)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (9)



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Aeademic Year "OLL-ZS
Name ,Vi& N|slad

Department ,SCiehCe

Course,8Sc Bio)
Year/Semester : ( I IIl III/ ry

l. Pleasc give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much ofthe syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModcrately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

AOverall rating7

qRelevanceileam ing value of project/ report6.
--lExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course content3.
BAppl icabi I ity/releVance to real life situatiOns2.

B
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatinsPdrticularssl

(1 )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

(L)5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

€)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40to 50%o3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
t00%

5. Very poor4. Pcor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(:4. Poor [5. Verypoor3. Average2. Goodl. Verygood
6. Were you able to get the prcscribed rea{ings?

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (Lr
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (:t )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your <iepartment?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra cunicular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cel[)

5.

L Very Good 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor c

5. Cumbersome ( )l.Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul

4. Rarely 5. Never (', )l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes

(:l. Yes 2. Marg na 3. No

sl Item Verygood Good Averege Poor Vera poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with facu lty
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricu lar activities

Sports ities9.



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name , 9snturl {hgtat i course , 'llac bl")
Department: &iHIl year/Semes"rffitrlrrr/ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremcly
Gcrd\/

I2456789 3

IOverallrating7

qRelevance/learning value of project/ report6.
2Extent of effort required by students5.
IExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3.
RApplicabi I ity/relevance to reaI Iife sitriations7
e

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatineParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was

({ )5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( L5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the s was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able toget thegrescribed

)2(5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 90olol. 90 to
l00o/o

( z.l5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(.r )5- Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

7. Thc internal cvaluation system as it exists is

l. Very eood 2. Good I 3. Averaee I 4. Poor 5. Verv Poor (ql

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnlgramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Cood 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ({)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /Collegc?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curdcular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discourasinc (-l )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of thE hogramme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Su 7 3. lnferior

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (-t )

rtul 3. IndifferentI rful 2. Hel 4. Unhel

I v 5. Never (.t )

({)esl. 3. No

I v 2. Indifferently 3. Dis

SI Item Vcry good Good Avcrege Poor Verypoor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Spora facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Formfor the Academic Year JA29
Name: tbJtJal il-s,,lr-0 course,ESe E:"F9
tlepaqtmentr€C.rerree- Year/Semester:(-L-1 lllfl.l III/w

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the abus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(3, )5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

@)5. Very ooor4. Poor2. Good | 3. Averagel. Verygood

Extrerncly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolerablc

ModeralcModerately
Cood

CoodVery
Cood

Ercrrmely
Cood

l2456789

aOverallratine7

BRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.
oExtent ofeffort requircd by students5.

AExtent of coverage of course4.
aDeoth of the course content3.

qApplicabi lity/rclevance to rcal I ife situations2.

1
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularsSI

5. Irrelevant4. Dulluate3uate2.I

(I.)5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

l. 90 to
t00%

)3(5. lrss than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to750/o2.75to9N/o

6. Were you able to get the prescribed read ings?

l. Very cood 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor {€)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

L Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior (5)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationsh ip in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeins ({ )

14. Has your time at the been intel lectual ly enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

t6. Rating of the Programme (ick in the relevant cell)

5

3. 5 Poor

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (!-)

l. Very Helpful 2. Helptul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( i-)

l. Yes 2. Mar o

l. Proudl v 2. lndiflerently 3. Disparagingly (r)

st Item Very good Good Averrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inisration G1

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci i ities a

8.

9
Extra-curricular acti vities
Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 23:ULs

Name: A{zoq lahl course' B.sc- (giJ 1*

Department , f.i-to Year/Semester: (JI.) I / lt I lll llv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

= 6. Were you able to ge! the prescribed readings?

Extnerrly
Poor

very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Gmd

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

8Overallrating7

qRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.

gExtent of effort required by students5.
+Extent of coverage of course4.

gDepth of the course content3.

+Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations2.

+
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatinsParticularsSI

5. Irrelevant4. Dulluate32l. Chal

2-( )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 1 )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(3)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(z)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

l. Very cood 2- Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Verv Poor ( z.l
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet srudents who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel th* your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How doyou rate tftestudent-ieacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the Collegels adminisrative ofticcs?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (r)

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

! 2. 3. Inferior

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor L

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ({)

l.Very Helpful 2. Helplul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome ( 2)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (a)

I lo-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (a)

l. Proudly v 3. Disparagingly (1)

st Item Very good Good Avcnge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 interaction with iaculty
4 lnteraction with administration €

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Receational fac i I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports ities9



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -b2 5

Name'Sono! Sho1n',q Course, 0SC Lg,b)
Departnrent: $ cienCe Year/Semester:1--$ ttrrtttt/ry

l. Please give a rating of your courue on the following
3

2. The syllabus was
(r)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneing

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. Horv much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

E:ctnemcly
Poor

very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

lvloderafeModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

6Overall rating7

+Relevance/leamins value of oroiect/ rcport6.
5Extent of effort required by students)
+Extent of coverage of course4
6Depth of the course content3
4Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations2.

5Learning value (in terns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularsst.

(+)5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. RelevantL Hiehly
Relevant

( + )5. lrss than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7lo/o2. 75 to9V/ol. 90 to
t00%

(215. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(3)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Coodl. Very good

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (3)
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelth* your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I L How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouragins (21

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how willyou talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (2\

16. Rating of the Programme (tick intherelevant cell)

5

I 2. 3. Inferior 2

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (3)

rful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (2)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (i r)

es 1L

sl llcm Very good Good Averege Poor VerT poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7- Recreational facil ities
8.

9

Extra-curricular activities
Sports facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 2-WE
Name,T^tJo..ts^al,.tC

Department, ScPe-nCg

course, pSc $io

Year/Semesrer : iQ.I) I / II t ttt I tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the fol

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6-Weq9 you able to get rhe pregcribed readlngs?

Exnemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModcratcModcratcly
Good

Goodvery
Good

Exnemely
Good

I2456789

=-
Overallrating7

6Relevance/leam i ng val ue of project/ report6
Extent of effort required by students5

(Extent of coverage of course4
R,Depth of the course contentnJ

5Appl icabi I iVrel evancE to real ! i fe situations2

+Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatinsParticulansl.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Iuate2.t.c

(D5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( L )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90Yol. 90 to
t00%

( 2_l5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(3)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prrgramme at other Universities do you

feelth* your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Ecual I 3. Inferior (2 |

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

lO. How do you ratethe student-teacher relationship inyour depariment?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offrces?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative | 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging (21

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indiflerently 3. Disparagrngly ()\

16. Overail Rating of thcProgramme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Itcm Vcry good Good Avcnge Poor VerT poor

l Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
5. Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adminisration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recrcational facilities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9. Sports facilities

5.

l. Very cood 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (3 )

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (:

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ('\ )

l.v rtul 3. Indifferent 5. Cumbersome Q)4. Unhel rful

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ((/)

l. Yes 2. Mu o



HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academie Year e-! - 2 s

Name, 3 e.,PdK course'0 .So Q[o
Year/Semest",, 1-3--1 I I tt lttt / ryDepartment 

' 
.f6jenc e

l. Please give a rating of your course on the

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extremcly
PoorPoor

veryPoorSomchow
Tolerablc

ModcratcModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exremely
Good

456789 I2

'+Overall rating7

\3Relevance/learnins value of proiect/ report6.
+Extent of effort required by students5.

6Extent of coverage of coune4.
IDepth of the course content3.
-rAoolicabi litv/relevance to real life situations2.

+Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatingParticularsst.

(L\5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. lnadesuate2. Adequatet. Challeneine

(1-)5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 2. )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75%o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
t00%

(1)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

l. Very sood 4. Poor 1 5. Very poor3. Average2. Good
=- 6. Were Ygu able to the re4dings?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnognmme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (1-)

I 3. Inferior

ood 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( )

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (€,)

l. Very,Helpful 2. Hel rtul 3. Inditferent 4. Unhel 5. Cumbersome (L)ltul

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarcly 5. Never ( rt)

l. Co{perative 2. Indiffercnt 3. Discouraging

l. Yes 2. Mar

L Proudl v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (e)

sl Ilcm Very good Good Averegc Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation 1-
J Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities l- t-
6. Computer facilities t
7 Recreational faci lities t- l-
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.P.)

Stsdent Feedback Form for theAcademic Year 2&?E
Name,64&qftI^an course,$.GW

Department tC Oyn lyl en C t Year/Segister : 1lfl1; I t ll lPUv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
( l)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(1)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very sood

Exoerrcly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModeratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exlremely
Good

I2456789

aOverallrating7

a-Relevance/learning value of project/ report6.

:)Extent of effort required by students5.

d\Extent of coverage of course4.

EDepth of the course content3.

rnApp licabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2

8
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularsst.

(a)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adesuatel. Challeneine

6)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

2. 75 to 9oo/ol. 90 to
t00%

(2)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o

6. Were you able to get the prescribed rcadings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that ycur programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior (l )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging fi)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginall v 3. No (r)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor {

ood 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (2\

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (9 1

I rtul 2. Helptul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel 5. Cumbersome I

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (t)

I v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (l )

st Item Very good Good Averege Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities v--
7 Recreational faci I ities L

8 Extra-curricular activities
Sports facilities9



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year J:A.Af

Name , DiJ)<gJ P atvprn course , 0' Am
Department :('0 mrnu(Ce Year/Seryrcter:(fui I / ll tllLllv

l. Please give a rating of your cours€ on the fol
3

t-t-Overallrating7

Ir/Relevance/learning value of project/ repon6.

r-1_Extent of effort required by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4.
RDepth of the course content3

qApp licab i I ity/re I evance to real I i fe situations2.

8
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatinsParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was
( t)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneing

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

(2)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Parrly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(2)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Yo2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
r00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

)(5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6- Were you ablq to gelthe prescribed

Extremely
Good

ModerateModcrately
cmd

Good
Cood
Very Extremely

Poor
Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

6789 I245

2. Goodl. Very good )(5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Averase

l. Vcry eood 2- Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor (r
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prognmme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (t
13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( r)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectuall,v enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No I il)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in thC relevant cell)

5

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. lnferior (

I ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (2\

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (

rful 2. Helptul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel 5. Cumbersome I

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ingly il)

sl Ilcm Very good Good Averegc Poor VerT poor

I Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year eq-?+ - zo ZS

Namer, [ot-k" c[.o.,^dkoAIl course, B , €d .4 r[[
Department: Edqe OI O* Year/Semester: (-{-) I / ll t lll I lV

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extrcrncly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerdeModcratcly
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Oood

I2456789

Overallrating7
7Re I evan ce/l eami n g valu e of p roj-ect/ repo rt6.

Extent of effort required by students5
6Extent of coverage of course4.
+Depth of the course content3
CApp! icabi lity/relevance to real I i fe situati ons2.

+Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatineParticularssl.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. I2.l. Chal

(u5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

G)5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to900/ol. 90 to
r00%

(s)5. Very ooor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good
6. Were you able toget the prescribed readings?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (?)
7. The internalevaluation system as it exists is

8. When you me€t students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (3)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your deparfnent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging (J_ )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (L)

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Ver ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (r)

rtul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (2-)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (zl

I v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (\)

st Itcm Very good Good Avcrege Poor Verypoor

I Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inisration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreaticnal faci I lties
8 Extra-curricul ar activities

Sports facilities9



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Fcedback Form for the Academic Year J-#. 1 ' 2 iL4

Name ' $dh" ,>evi course ' B.Ed

Department, FdUCoLigq Year/Semester:1f-)t/tt ttttttv

l. Please a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

( Z )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
'-'{elevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/ol. 90 to
t00% V',ttoev/o

5. What is your opinion about the iibrary holdings for the course?
(:; 15. VerY ooor4. Poor3. lnadequateI. Excellent LA'Adequate

6. Were you able to get the readings?-

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModetateModerarcly
Good

CoodVcry
Good

Extrcmely
Good

Exc,emdy
Poor

9 I245678

=
Overallrating7

1Relevance/learning value of proiect/ report6
6Extent of effort required by students5

7Extent of coverage of course4
ADeoth of the course content3

7Applicability/relevance to real life situations2

+Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. I,'

(?)5. Very ooor4. Poor.3/Averase2. Goodl. Very good

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2..Gfrd 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor b)
10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in ycur department?

l. VeryGood [ 2..4ood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (r)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?
l. Very Helpful 2- Helpful 3. Indiffeent | 4. Unhelptul 5TrCumbersome (Ur)

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No \A
15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

).

1.. 3.A 4. Poor 5 Poor

t.s lqual 3. Inferior ('). )

L Very Often 4. Rarely 5. Never2. Often 3. Sometimes

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3

st Item Vcry good Good Avcngc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with facu lty
4 Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recirational faci I ities
8. Extra-cunicular acti vities
9 Sports facilities 'uf



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academi sysst'@;J.
Name ,R;luJn,\*,{)
Depanment' F.lu,"'l,r.

Course, B,Y"l.

Year/semeo"r,,r{l!y It / III / tv

l. Please a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much ofthe syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Moderately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exrremcly
Good Poor

ExtremelyVcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

Moderate
9 I245678

7Overall rating7

6Relevance/learning value of proiect/ repon6.

7-Extent of effort required by students5

6Extent of coverage of course4.
l-Deoth of the course content3

TApp I icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2

TLearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

2. Adequatel. Challeneine 5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate

)( '))5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

l. 90 to
ta0%

(3)5. l,ess than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 750/o2.75to90o/o

(3 )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(3 )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

l.v 2 3.A 4. Poor 5 Poor

7. The intern4l evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prognmme at other Universities do you

feel that your prognmme is ?

l. Superior 2. Eoual 3. Inferior (e)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the Col as a whole?

lC. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your departnrent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( t)
15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly (, )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

I (?)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (?. )

4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumbersome (e )l. Very Helptul 2. Helptul 3. Indiflerent

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (?)

l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3.D ng (l )

st Item Very good Good Avcregc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty U/-
4. lnteraction with admin istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities \,/'
7 Recreational facil ities V
8. Extra-cunicular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year -*J1 - Lr

Name: ftLSK KurnA( Sf N44 Course, B'e&,
Department : EDv c A Tf- 0N Year/Semester: 1-I--1 I t ll lJIl / ry

l. Please ve a rating of your courre on the fol
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. Horv much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to gel the
( e)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

Very
Good

Extrcmcly
Cood

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModcratcly
Good

Good Extremcly
Poor

Very
Poor

9 5678 I24

gOverallrating7

?Relevance/learning value of proiecV report6:
IExtent of effon rcquired by students5.

5Extent of coverage of course4

gDepth of the course content3

6Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe si tuations7

1Learning value (in terns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatineParticularssl.

( 2-)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

( 2,)5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 3 )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
r00%

3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent I(5. Very poor4. Poor

readings?

l. Verv sood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (3)
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at olher Universities do you

feelth* your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior (L)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( r)
10. How dc you rate the student-teacher refationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (L\

I I. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teaehers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasins (r)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

I rtul 2. Helptul 3. lndifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome ( q-)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never G)

l. Yes 3. No (L)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ly (L)

sr Item Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

l Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with adm in istation

Library facilities
6. eomputer facilities
I Recreational facillties
8 Extra-curricular acti vities
9 Sports facilities



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

student Feedback Form for the Academic Year Jgzk2s
Name A'- s^^(lt Course, 6.Ed

Degartlgnl , Eil^"of'o- Year/Semester : (--&--) I / Il I lll I lv

l. Please give a of counee on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

readings?

Poor
EtrtrerrclyVery

Poor
PoorSomehow

Tolcrablc
ModerateModerately

Good
GoodVcry

Good
Extremely

Good

I245678,-Y

tOverallrating7

qRelevance/learning value of proiecV report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5.

otExtent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course contentJ
7Applicabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2

ILearning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
perspectives)

l
RatineParticularssl.

( J)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challenging

3( )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( L )5. Less than
40%

4. 40to 50Vo3. 50 to71o/o2. 75 to9V/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(s)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(z)5. Very ooor4; Poor3. Average2. GoodoodI

6- Were you able to ge! the bed

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

l. Very eood 2. Good I 3. Average 4. Poor J. Very Poor (1)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (l )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (l)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ({ )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginall-v 3. No (r )

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Ver ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactor 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (a)

rtul 5. Cumbersome (z)t.v ,elptul 2. Hel rtul 3. lndifferent

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (a)

ly (r)

sl Ilcm Vcry good Good Averagc Poor VcrT poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sports lities9



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Snrdent Feedback Form for the Academic Year -Z#/ z6-

Name SHyA O taL 1AD€V course: B {l'
Year/Semesrer : (-J--) I / II tlll llvDepartment gJucwh'a

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModerateModcrately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I24J6789 3

8Overallrating7

q)
t)Relevancdlearnine value of proiect/ report6.
7Extent of effort required by students5.

aExtent of coverage of course4.
?Depth ofthe course content3.

Appl icabi I itv/relevance to rcal I i fe situations2.

1
Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyicalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

t.
RatineParticularsSI

2. The syllabus was
(t )5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneing

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

)( 35. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( t- )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50Yo3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to90Yol. 90 to
l00o/o

(<)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(r)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Averase2. Goodl. Very eood

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (z)
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (J)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. Howdo you rate the student=teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative ofrices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (r)

15. After learing the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

5.V Poor I

I

mes

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourag ng ( t-l

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis

sl liem Very good Good Avcrrge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with facu lty
4. lnteraction with administration i

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci lities
8 Extra-curricular activities
I Sports facilities



@
HARTSHGHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name:

Departrnent:

l. Please give a rating of your course on the fol

Course

Year/Semester : (----) I I ll I III / lV

2. The syllabus was

3. Your for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(zl5. Veryooor3. Average | 4. Poor2. Goodl. Very good

Exremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModeratcly
Good

Good
Good
VcryExtremely

Good

6789 I245

7Overall rating7

eRelevance/learning value of pro.iect/ report6.

aExtent of effort requir€d by students5

7Extent of coverage of course4
7Depth of the course content3

IApp I icati I ity/relevanGe to real I i fe situ* ions2.

aLearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspetives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

(zl5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challenning

l. Highly
Relevant

3 )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevant

( z )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to90Tol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent f

6 Were you aUe to gel theprc4cribd readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Avenee I 5. Very Poor L ( a)4. Poor

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnrgramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (l)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (, )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

I 2 3. Inferior I

5

l.v ltul 5. Cumbersome (2)

4. 5

l. Yes nally 3. No (7)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis v (l)

st Item Vcry good Good Averrgc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content L.-
2 Fairness of evaluation l-

3 Interaction with faculty L--
4. Interaction with administration L-

Librarv facilities l-
6. Computer facilities ll
7 Recreational faci lities L--
I Extra-curricular act ivities

Sports hcilities
L--"

I
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Namd' Sorntr Pr.f y* course , R- Ed .

Year/seme ster :12&Y$a II / ttt / ryDepartment , g- Ed

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extdmely
Good

I245678I 3

fiOverall rating7

1Relevance/leaminc value of proierV report6.

1Extdnt of effort required by students5

oExtent of coverage of course4.
aDepth of the course contentJ

-7A ppl icab i I ity/re levar'rce to real I i fe s i tu at ion s2.

bLeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadeninc perspectiv€s)

I

RatinghrticularsSI

2. The syllabus was
(t )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

3. Your background for benefiting from the coupse was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(?)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevairt

2. RelevantI Highly
Relevant

( L )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2.t75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
t00%

(L\5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

l. Very good 4. Poor3. Average2. Good 5. Very poor
6. Were you able the prescribed readin gs?

l. Very sood 2- Good 3. Averase 4.Joor 5. Verv Poor cl)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your gramme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor ( )

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

l. Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. lndifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome ( )

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

t4. your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (t)
16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

L Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior ())

)l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( )

l. Co.Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Disco

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( l)

sl Itcm Vcry good Good Avenge Poor Vcry poor

I Asademic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-cunicular activities

Sports facilities9
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Name: C -}rqnCh cr-\ ql Rq O course : $ , e_d

Departmenrr Ed qC"]ntn Year/Semesrer:(E-)t/tt l,tttnv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6 Were you able t9

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcratcModeratcly
Good

CoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

l2456789

+Overall rating7
-lRelevance/learning value of proiecV report6.
5Extent of effort required by students5
?-Extent of coverage of course4.
aDepth of the course content3.
6A ppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

+Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularssl.

(b)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

(q-)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

c_)5. Less than
40o/o

4.40tol0Yo3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90Tol. 90 to
IOOVI

(zt5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

13)5. Very ooor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Verv sood

thc prescribed read ings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

fecl that your pmgramme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative ofTices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has time at the College been intellectually

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l.v Good 3 4. Poor 5. Very:Poor (a)

I or 2 3. Inferior

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor r_)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (L)

5. Cumbersome 1)l. Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rtul

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (-s )

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3.

es 3. No ('t-)

(a)

s! Itcm Vcry good Good Averrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
", Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction w ith admin istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faei I ities n{

8. Extra-curricu lar activities
9 Sports facilities
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name ' VnlEhq l$*qrU

Department , E"lCq$on

Course' B.tJ
Year/Semes ter: gty t / tt tttt / tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you ableto get the readings?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSornehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
G@d

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

IOverallrating7
1Relevance/leam i ngvalue of proiecU report6,
aExtent of effort rcquired by students)
BExtent of coverage of course4.
-7Depth of the course content3
6Appl icab i I ity/releiance to real I ife situat ions2.

1Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatinsParticularssl.

Q.\5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

)( 2_5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( + )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7!o/o2. 75lo 90%l. 90 to
l00o/o

(3)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(a)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Good

7. The internal evaluation system as it exiss is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Suoerior 2. Equal, - 3. Inferior (2)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do yourate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraginc (1)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Mareinally 3. No (1\

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

(Lll. Very good 2. Good \ '3. AveraEe 4. Poor | 5. Very Poor

I 2. 3. 4. Poor a

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (e)

!. Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rftl 5. Cumbersome (2)

l. Very Oflen 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (3)

st Itcm Vcqy good Good Avcrrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Faimess of evaluation
3 fnteraction with facu lty
4 Interaction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities LP
7 Recreatlonal faci lities
I Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year ---==-
Name: |v1rriJva.?r) K'*non Ait'4 course ' B.eJ ls+ eh"\&]€tt

Department Year/Semester : (----) I / II I lll / N

L Please give a rating of your coume on the following
3

2. The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( z5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(2 )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(L)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(, )5. Very ooor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

Extnemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModcratcModeratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Cood

I2456789

3Overallratins7

5Relevance/learrring value of proiect/ report6
8Extent of effort required by students5

IExtent of coverage of course4
sDepth of the course content3

IApplicability/relevance to real life situations2

8
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadeninc perspectives)

l
RatinsParticularsst.

l. Challencinc 4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequate (l)5. Irrelevant

6. Were you able to get:thc prescribe! readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Verv eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor f ( L)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curicular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (l)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes v 3. No (2 )

15. After leaving the College how will you talk arout it?

16. Overall Rati of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

N*e .- 1v15*Jp'^:o! ptnn"ort 3in2/-

frsb No- 961(35?298

I tenor 2. Equal 3. Inferior (2_)

I 5.V Poor (r)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (z)

lful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome (e)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never 3)

l. Proudl v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly fi)

SI Itcm VcrT good Good Avcrrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with facul ty
4. Interaction with adm inistation
5. Library facilities
6. Computer facilities \/
7 Recreational faci I ities \-
8.

9. Sports lities
Exha-curricular activities
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Name' &um,4 pa,' Course , g'Fd tserrrb
Department Year/sernes ter:1?&)Vu IIt / lv

l. Please give a rating of your courue on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Wgreyou 4bleto get the

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrablc

ModcrateModerarely
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

aOverallrating7

aRelevance/leaming value of projeet/ report6.

RExtent ofeffort required by studens5

IExtent of coverage of course4.
9Deoth of the course contentJ

IApp I icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe s ituation sJ

_9
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularsst.

(u)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeeuatel. Challeneine

)I(5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(t)5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
100%

2. Adequatel. Excellent (/,5. Veryooor4. Poor3. Inadequate

2. Coodl. Yery cood (r )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Averace

7. The internal evaluation system as it exiss is
l. Very cood A Good 3. Averase I 4. Poor 5. Verv Poor ( q-r

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. FIow do you mte the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( r)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeine ( l)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leavin the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

ftlitw -
tilol.no -

Sawll R4/'

3l7o+t t+96

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior u)

I 4. 5.V Poor I )

l. Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel ltul 5. Cumbersome (ql

I 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (r1\

l. Yes 2. Mat 3. No ( )

l. ?roudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis 11, (r)

sr llern Vcry good Good Avcrege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports lities9



HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name: PRHTI t€ pt F SfN ar H Course : $. tJ .

Department : t)vCAflOp Year/Semester:(J-; ltlll III/Iv

l. Please give a of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you-able to get the prescribed readings?

Goodvcry
Good

Extremely
Good

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModerareModerately
Good

I9 4567 I2

3Overallrating7

tsRelevancer'learning va|ue of prqiect/ reporr6.

nExtent of effort required by students5

9Extent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3

ailiMrelevance to real life situationsA2

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularsSI

(r)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensine

l. Highly
Relevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevant )2(5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

( t )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
lO0o/o

2. Adequatel. Excellent 5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate (

(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

l. Very good 2. Cood 3. Avcracc 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (L)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (q )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (l)
10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offrces?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (L)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how willyou talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indiflerently 3. Disparagingll. ( r-)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

?. m+$:-53os3c JSo3

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( l)

I rful 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (2)

l. Yes 2. Mar v 3. No (r-)

SI Item Very good Good Averege Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci ! i ties
8 Extra-curricu lar activities

Sports facilities9
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Name: Nefo S,bA Course t l3,F/

Department = Ftruccli^ Year/Semes ter : gE-r$t I il tut / tv

l. Please ve a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extrernely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModcratcModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

qOverall rating7

aRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course content3.
IAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2

ILeaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatingParticularsSI

I5. lnelevant4. Dulluate32.A uatet.

( { )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevanl

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(e)5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Yo2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
t00%

5.V4. Poor32l. Excellent

( l)5. Very poorl. Very good 4. Poor2. Good

6. Were you able to get the bed readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exiss is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

fecl that your pmgramme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Verv Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (l)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (l )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the rclevant cell)

5

ttaf.4 -VL

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ( t)

l or 2 3. lnferior 6A

( t)l. Very Helptul 2. Helpfrrl 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome

ever

es

l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Dis v (f )

st Item Verygood Good Avcngc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with admin istration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9

b7oj7 Bo A9
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student Feedback Fcrm for the Academic year -M,t'z 6

Name t hfu,'t rVy kom+r fr)aqr/

Department = 8. ful .

q Course , A. hl .

Year/Semester : (-J--) I / II I lll I lv

l. Please give a of course on the fol
3

oOverallrating7

gRelevance/learnins value of proiect/ report6

qExtent of effort required by students5

aExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3

9Aool icab! I ity/rel€vance to real I i fe situations2

9Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l

RatineParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was
(t)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. ehdleneins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( L5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( L )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 750/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(t )5. Very ooor4. Poor3. lnadeouate2. Adequatel. Excellent

5. Verygoor l' (r)4. Poor3. Average2- Good[. Very good

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModersteModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Exlrcmcty
Good

6789 I245

6. Wereyouable to get the presgribed-tegdings?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (Lr
7. The inlernal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your prcgramme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior ( t)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you ratelhe student-teacher relationship in your departrnent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricularactivities?
l. Co{perative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging (t )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how willyou talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (t)
16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the rclevant cell)

sl Ilcm Very good Gmd Averegc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities $/
6. Computer facilities
? Recreational fac il lties
8. Extra-curricular activities
9. Sports facilities

5.

\lArqF - kartrnz tr1afle
R"tl -

rr\obik -
8o

l. Ver ood 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t )

GoodI 2. Good 3. 4. Unsatis 5.V Poor I

l. Ver rful 2. Hel rful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome (L)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (l)

l. Yes 3. No (l)

72 6+s 6 68o L
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HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name enys^l"a P*te( Course' B.ed.

Year/Semester : (-l- )y il I Il t lVDepanment ' &lAcq.lio\
l. Please give a rating of your course on the fol

3

2. The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

( 2 )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

( I )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7]o/o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(r )5. Verv ooor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(t)t Vcrypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Yery sood

Extrcmely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModenteModerately
Cmd

CoodVcry
Cood

Extrcmcly
Good

2456789 I

9Overallratins7

qRelevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6.

IExtent of effort required by students5

9Extent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the coume contentJ

8Aopl icabi I itv/relevance to real I i fe situations2

9
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularssl.

l. Challensinc (r)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequate

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor 0)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t)
10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( r)
13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( r)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

L Proudly 2. Indiflerently 3. Disparagingly il)
16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

hJ.^J." gf-.(
9sssBgo326

l.s ) 3. Inferior

Goodl.v 2. Good 3 4.U Poor5

(t)lful 5. eumbersome

l- Yes 2. Mar I

st Itcm Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adminisnation

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7_ Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form fcr the Academic lsap 
--:--Name: \Ax&hq kq-,.,-ltr.

Department : EJtuCqlien

Course:

Year/Semester : (----) I / II I lll I lV

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The w:ls

3. Your background for benefiting fiom the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Exremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModerateModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

.9Overallrating7

IRelevance/learning value of proiecy' report6.

clExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course content3

,5Applicabi I ity/rclevance to real I ife situations2.

gLeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinePanicularsSI

I 5. Inelevant4. Dull3.?

)( t5. Completely
lnelevant

4. Mostly
lnelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( T )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to50%o3. 50 to7'o/o2. 75 to9U/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(fl-)5. Very ooor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(4 )5. Very ooor4. POor3. Average2. Coodl. Verygood

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you mect students who have taken a similar progamme at other Universities do you
feelthat your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the sludent-ieacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging e_)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (L)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Proglamme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

\fu{d^qk,{ *,.},-t

1oB o gq4'7o{

l. Very esod 2. Good 3. Avenee 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (-{ )

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior (z

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (J)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)

I 2. Hel lful 5. Cumbersome (9_

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1- )

I v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingll' (i_)

st Item Vcry good Cood Avcnge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation \,/^
3 Interaction with faculty \./
4 lnteraction with administration L./'

Library facilities L-t'

6. Computer facilities L.-
7 Recreational faci I ities l./'

8 Extra-curricular activities
Sports facilities

l./-

9 L/



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year fuq{9l-Lo 2c

Name: S'qXDF1/A 5rr.16, Ft Course : B- El.

Department : eluealia" D, Year/Semester: (---f--; I I ll I tll / lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Exfemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Ercremely
Cood

I24567I9 3

qOverall rating7

qRelevance/learning value of project/ report6.

9Extent of effort required by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4.
aDepth the course contenta

J.

qreal life situationsAppl i cabi I ityTreleVancO to)
ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatincParticularsSI

2. The syllabus was
(l )5. lnelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. AdequateL Challenging

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

2( )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your ion about the library holdings for the course?

il)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

( I )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Vo2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
100%

l. Excellent 3. Inadequate2. Adequate (l)5. Very poor4. Poor

6*Were you able to get rhejresgri bed read in gs?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
t. Very sood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor il)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior il)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationsh inyour department?

I L How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (t )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectual ly enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( )

t 5. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

J',"/'/t'&:r/

2. Good Poor5 ( )

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t)

l. Very Helpful 2. Hel ptul 3. Indiflerent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (t )

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never a(

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ngly fl)

st Itenr Vcry good Good Averege Poor Very poor

l Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm inistration

Librarv facilities IJ
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8 Extra-cunicular activities

Sports facilities9

9C9t15(2Co



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year WLs
Name mcir{|,. gfianrna course r(8. Er1.)

Year/semester : (--!-- >i u t lll t lvDeparrment : t&coliq Cna,1
l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting lrom the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6._W-ere youatle tg get Lhe

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerarcModeretcly
Good

GoodVery
Cood

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

IOverallralins7

IRelevancer'l earn i n g val ue o f p,-oj ect/ report6.

IExtent of effort required by students5.

Extent of coverage of course4.

aDepth of the course content3.

)Appl icabil ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

9Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularsst.

(1)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

2. )(5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
lnelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 7 )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to90Vol. 90 to
l00o/o

(1)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

2. Goodl. Very eood 5. Verypoor3. Averaed [4. Poor

readings?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very cood 2. Good | 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (2_ |

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher tn department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (r )

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagrngly (1

16. Overall Rating of the (tick in the relevant ceil)

5

qcl'')

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (r)

2. Good 5.V Poor L

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactorv 5. Verv Poor (7)

l.v Hel rful 5. Cumbersome ( !-)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (tl

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasins (i

st Item Very gmd Good Averrge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

\os'

5s1t3
I



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Acedemic Year

Name' &qg#i T"-^14

Departrnent : J. Fe.

Course :

Year/Semester : (i2911fi ,, t til I tv

l. Please give a rating of your counee on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting fiom the course rvas

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?,

Extrcmely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmcly
Good

I2456789

Overall rating7
9Relevance/leaming value of project/ report6
aExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4
RDepth of the coume contentJ
*Appl icabi i ity/relevance to real li fe situations2

9
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularsst.

({)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. ehdlenging

( { )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( { )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75%o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(3)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(1)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very sood

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar progamme at other Universities do you
feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationsh in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you parlicipate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (a)

14. Has your time at the been intel lectual ly enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the rclevant ccll)

5

%'f'e%Jq

t.v 2. Good 3 4. Poor5

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (.L )

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfiactory 5. Very Poor

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (L)

mes

l. Yes 2. Mu 3. No (e

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingl (c.)

SI Item Vcry good Good Avengc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
5 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I i ties
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

9t'1o9oJ5Al



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 3]0?#-

Name ' R,t M Kwrynct i course : B. B.{ .

Department : G, gd. Def (td".*tnoa Year/semester : (-3-) t / u/ III / tv

l. Please a rating of your course on the following
3

qOverallratins7

")Relevance/leaming value of project/ report6.

xExtent of effort required by students)
IExtent of coverage of course4.

qDeoth of the course content3

gApp I icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife s ituat ion s2.

8Leaming valuc (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularsst.

2. The syllabus was
( 1)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

2_ )(5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was uught in class?

( z )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40to 50o/o3. 50 to75%o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
100%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
( ?-)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. Were you able to get the prcscribed reodings?
(l)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

GoodVery
Cood

Exrrcmcly
Good

Extremely
PoorPoor

VeryPoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModcrateModcrately
Good

9 45678 I2

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor {t)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactor 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r)
10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( t)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( r)
14. Has your time at the Col been intel lectual ly enriching?

15. After lea the College how willyou talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

I ,enor 2. Equal 3. Inferior ( r)

I 3. lndifferent 4. Un rtul 5. Cumbersome ( t)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( 2-)

l. Yes 2. Mu 3. No ( l)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis nSly (f )

st Itcm Vcry good Good Avcnge Poor Velypoor

I Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with facu lty
4 lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faei I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

%"oc.LT



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Aeademis yesrgES*l3$

Name: Krn. \&nelqn.^ course' B,Ed.
Deparrment : E dtttnxfit* Year/Semester : 11031-; it tl t tll / tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Exlrcmely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Gmd

CoodVery
Good

Extremely
Oood

l2456789

!\Overallratins7

gRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6
IExtent of effort requircd by students5

IExtent of coverage of course4
-gDepth of the course content3

IAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situat ions2

sLeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. 12.l. Chal

2_( )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 2 )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90Yol. 90 to
100%

54. Poor32.l. Excellent

(zl5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very sood

l. Verv eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (21
7. The intcmal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
L Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( t)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (l-)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. IndifTerently 3. Disparaginely (il
16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

st Itcm Vcry good Good Avcnge Poor Very poor

l. Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with adm in istration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer hcilities
7_ Recreational faci lities
8. Extra-curricul ar activities
9 Sports facilities

5.

Ylob, B:o3S 1S8e9

Vq"otq^"

I )enor 2. Equal | 3. lnfcrior (2)

l.v 5. Poor

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (l )

4 5

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarel v 5. Never (t)



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name: $i$oJn alqf4.P Swlr course ' B 'E) '

Departrnenr ' Edtt (gJl}fl Year/Semest", , 1--L-1 I I tt ttlt / ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the coursc was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able tg get the prescribqd

Extremely
Poor

very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

lVtoderateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

9Overall rating7

9Relevance/leaming value of proiect/ rcport6

gExtent of effort required by students5
LExtent of coverage of course4
6Depth of the coune content3

3Aool icabi I iMrelevance to real I i fe situation;2

3Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadenin g perspectives)

l
RatingParticularssl.

(!5. Irrelevant1. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challengine

(l)5. Completely
lnelevant

1. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( I )5. Less than
40%

{. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 90Yol. 90 to
100%

5.l. Pooruate32.l. Excellent

(L\5. Very ooorl. Poor3; Average2. Coodl. Very good

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Pmr 5. Very Poor (a)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exisS is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

!0. How do you rate the gudent-teacher relationship in your deparfnent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraeine (l)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (L)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Item Very good Good Averege Poor Ve4r poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4 lnteraction with admin istrat ion

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreationa! faci! ities
8 Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

5

s+
Iv,hk Nu - 1o \\}J-l

l rrior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (L)

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (')-)

l.v Good 2. Good 3. 4. Unsatis 5.V Poor

L

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (L)

l. Yes 2. Mu I



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedbeck Form for the Academic Year

Name S+^* w Course: q.L4
Deparrment, ffirlgafib,r^ Year/Semcster : 1-J--)r/rurunv
l. Please give a rating of your ooune on the

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

E:ctrem!ly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModcratcModcrately
Good

GoodVcry
Good-E{nemelyGood

I2456789-

aOverall rating7

IRelevance./learnins value of proiect/ report6.
9Extent of effort required by students5.

aExtent of coverage of course4.
JIDepth of the course content3.

.lAoolicabi lity/relevance to real life situations2.

3Leaming value (in terns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatincParticularsst

('l )5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. AdequateleneineI

t( )5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(st5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Vo2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
l00o/o

5.V4. Poor32l. Excellent

5.V4. Poor3.A2I

6. Were you able to get the read

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very sood 2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Verv Poor (t )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?
l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior fi)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationsh in

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extna curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the been intellectual ly enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

i6. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in ttie relevant cell)

5

ood 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactorvl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor u)

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (!

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (:

l. Yes 2. Ma

l. Proudly 2. IndifTerently 3. Disparaginely (

st Itcm Very good Good Avcngc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
') Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci lities
8 Extra-curricul ar activities \-/-
9 Soorts facilities

$t'o+ sB Lt r(
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HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 2o2+- }o'_e

Name: SARITA BHnR-DaoaJ course B.€d.
Department : Fdr,.aftan Year/Semester: (J--\y ll I lll / lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the llabus was tau inclass?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extr,emely
Poc;

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Goad

Extremely
Good

I2456789

qOverall ratine7
9Relevanee/learnin-g value of proiect/ repon6
aExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the courre content3

qAppl i cabi I ity/re levance lo rea! i i fe s i tuat i ohs2

1
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadenin g perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

L5. Irrelevant3. Inadequatel. Challencing 4. Dull2. Adequate

q-)5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

J )(5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
l00o/o

(!)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(-5. Very poor4. Poor3. Averagel. Verysood 12. Good

6. Werc you able to get the prescrihed rcadings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very sood 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor u)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior ( t) )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the Col as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

GOT

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (-:

l. Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome u)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1)

I rve 2. Indifferent 3.D

l. Yes I 3. No (l )

l. Proudl v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparag ngly G)

sl Itcm Very good Good Averrgc Poor Vcry poor

l Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty ,/-
4 Interaction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Soorts facilities

grgo6 3cr



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 29" 4-2 E

Name ' Str-to*fl RQd course , B -€d '

Departmen,' B. e€I . ( fttt1+") year/Semester: (-J- )J/ n t lt nv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taughtin class?

5. What is about the I for the course?

6. Were you abJe to getthe prescribed readjngs?

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModerateModerately
Gmd

GoodVery
Good

lxr€melY,X aocd

l2456789

qOverallratins7

HRelevance/iearning value of proieci/ reporr6.

qExtent of effort requircd by students5

qExtent of covcrage of course4
fiDepth of the course content3

qApp I icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe s i tuations2.
1

Leaming value (in terrns of skills, conoepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broaden ing perspecti ves)

I

RatincParticularsst.

5. Irrclevant4. Dull3. Inadeuate2. Adequatel. Challeneins (2r

( I )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40to 500/o3. 50 to 750/o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
100%

)(5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adoquatel. Excellent

(r)5. Very poor4. Psor3. Averageood | 2. GoodI

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor I 5. Very Poor (Ll

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (r)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your dcpartment?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( t)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you panicipate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (t)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Ratingof the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

).

Swct*i Ro^l

lge 1t tTo 2 L

I ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r )

l. Very Helptul 2. Hel rful 3. Inditlerent 4. Unhel pful 5. Cumbersome 7)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( / >)

es 3. No (r )

l. Proudly 2. lndiflerentl v 3. Dis nglv (r)

st llcm Very good Good Avenge Poor Very poor

l. Academic content v

2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction rvith adm ini stration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9.



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student FeedbackForm for the Aeademic Year

Namet Ag.a.-tu rh>.)h
DePartment | _ €4o<za4apa

Course: $-EO.E+iS.n-.
Year/Semester : (----)!f/ll / III / ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the fol
3

nOverall rating7

ARelevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6
9Extent of effort required by studens5

qExtent of coverage of course4
ADepth of the course contentJ

qAppl icabi i ity/relevance to real I i fe situat ions2

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadenin g DersDectives)

RatineParticularsst.

2. The syllabus was
(r)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( L5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(L )5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90Vol. 90 to
lMo/o

5. What is lour opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

- 6. Were you atleto get thg preseribed readings?
(J)5. Veryptnr3. Averase I 4. Poor2. CoodL Very good

Extrcmcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolerable

ModeratcModcratcly
Gmd

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmcly
Good

I2456789\--

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Verv sood 2. Good I 3- Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (a)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat gramme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co0perative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraeine (r )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

&2.r,.t*,
gsedj? gz6z

I 2. ual 3. Inferior 1L

I

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (2)

lful 3. Indifferent rfull. Ver 4. Unhel 5. Cumbersome (r )

4. 5. Never

es o I

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis (, )

sl Item Vcry good Good Avcragc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreationai faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities
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HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year qgl=z s

Name. ,Qlsbrrnn D,rbt course : FlCc cltrnrr \
Department : cDepr +t^.^t4 chn rt+t year/senggggr : 1!8H.1 t t u tttt / ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)I(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( 3 )5. [,ess than
40o/o

4. 40 to 507o3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
r00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Exccllent

6. Wereyou able to gct the prescribed readings?
(t )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

Extnemcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModcrateModcratcly
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmcly
M

I24567I9

,Overall rating7

tRelevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6.
BExtent of effort required by studens5

9Extent of coverage of course4.

tDeoth of the course content3

IAppl i cab i I ity/relevance to real I i fe situat i ohs2.

gLrarning value (in tenns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabilities, or
broadenin g perspectives)

l
RatinsParticularsSI

25. lrrelevant4. Dull3.2l. Chal

7. The internal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (1)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relatiorship in the College as a whole?
L Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactofi 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (2 )

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactorrl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( l)

I l. How do you find the College's administratire oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra currir-'ular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeine ( r)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in th: relevant cell)

5

fncbtr?qn D"Y

loLq4lz1o29

l. Verv iood 2. Cood 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (r )

3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5.Cumbersome I ( r)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (l )

I 2. Marginally l3.No (r

l v 2. Indifferentl I

st Item Very good Good Averrgc Poor Vely poor

I Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recrcational facil ities
8 Extra-curricular acti vities

Sports facilities9



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Stildent Feedback Form for the Academic Year 2e.Zk'zS

Name, SUNU \{Ut\hR ttTEL course r V\.sc c\t*ti-r\n
veavsdster : C$L-) I / II t ttt t tvDeparrment' DeA "\ Ctne,t**bq

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

E:rtemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789 3

rOverallratine7

qRelevance/learning vafue of project/ report6.
?Extent ofeffort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4.
PDepth of the course content3

q.A ool i eab i I ity/relevance to rea ! I i fe s itu at ions2.

R
Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularsst

2.The syllabus was

(r )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( L5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was in class?

5. What is lour opinion about the library holdings for the course?

( /L)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

5.Verypoor I (I)4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

)3(5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to90P/ol. 90 to
t00%

6 Wereyou able to gel the prescibed readingg?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Verv sood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (r )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2.Equal I 3. Inferior ( r-)

9. Ho* do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (l )

10. Horry do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging (l)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (l )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Item Verl good Good Avcrrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Ihteraction with faculty
4 Interaction rvith adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9

5

S*\ Fn\.\
\o( Lt?L\o3 C

I

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never

l. Yes 2. 3. No (L)
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HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year LgLy?iS

Name, NVRSH VISHUNKNR$$. course 
' 
l\'Sc Cfne*nS\'ry

Department , D*p\. * C\te*\$a; year/gf,ester : 1-S-; t t tt tilt / IV

l. Please a of course on the

3

2. The was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(1)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Vcry good

Extrerrcly
Pooe=

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModerateModeratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Eritrcmely
Good

I24567I9

tOverallratins7
9Relevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6.

gExtent of effort requir€d by studens5

eExtent of coverage of course4.

IDepth of the courre content3

9Aool icabi I itv/relevance to r€al I ife situations2.

qkarning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatincParticularssl

(\ )5. Irrelevant3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine 4. Dull

(u5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(+)5. [,ess than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to 750/o2.75to90%ol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. Were you ablq to get the prescribed readings? l

7. The internal evduation system as it exists is
l. Veryeood 12. Cood 3. Avcracc 4. Poor 5. Very Poor I ( 1-I

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your prcgramme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. lnfcrior ( \)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your departnent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (l )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( l)
13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

)

N$$!$,\ v\Snwql(qn^tq

\o (L\'n2-\o?-rt

I 3. 4. 5.

(L)l rful 2. Hel rful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. eumbersome

l rcrative 2. lndifferent 3. Discourag ng (Ll

l. Yes ) 3. No

l. Proudly 2. Indiffercntl v (?)

sl Itcm Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

l Academic content V
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm inistration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 P.ecreational faci I ities
8. Extra-cunicular activities
9. Sports facilities
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HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -M - yo LS

Name: Yi(agh Gu pI< Course: t^4.SC

Departrnent: Year/Semester:(-E; lllllfrtd
l. Please give a rating of your coume on the following

Extemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcrateModeratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exrremely
Good

I2456789 3

IOvemll ratins7

qRelevance/leaminc value of proiecV report6.
AExtent of effort requir€d by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4.
aDepth of the course content3.

qApplicabiliMrclevance to real life sltuations2.
R

Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening Derspectives)

I

RatinsParticularssl

2. The syllabus was
(r )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting flom the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Q)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(t)5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3.50to75Yo2. 75 to90Vol. 90 to
l00o/o

(+)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel. Excellent

3, Average -2. Goodl. Verv eood (z)5. Yerypoor=4. Poor
=6.. Weqg you able t9 get ths

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior (L)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor o_)

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your depar$nent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Verv Poor (il

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging il)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

l. Proudly 2. Indiflerently 3. Disparagingly (r )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Item Vcry good Good Avcrrgc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Ihteraction with faculty
4 Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities (v
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

5

Vi kas kup,Ia

fo 6L44 Qo'39

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Very Poor o_l

I e lful 5. Cumbersome

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (fl

l. Yes ) 3. No
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HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for 3he Aeademic Year

Name 5ra"6 P-J*{ Course : f'l Sc Lhe,ittt

Year/Semester: (-l---) I / ll ryrtWDepartment D,ff 7 
€^u';sl-l

l. Please a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(L)5. Very ooor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(L)5. Very poor4. Poor2. Good I 3. Averagel. Very Aood

Extremcly
Poor

very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

qOverallrating7
3Relevancey'learning value of projectl reporto
aExtent of effort required by students5

1Extent of coverage of course4
EDepth of the course content3

*Appl icabi I ity/relevance to rcal I i fe situat ions2

8
Leaming value (in terms of skills, conc€pts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularssl.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. I2.!. Chal

(z )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

I )(5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50olo3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
100%

6. Wereyou able to get $e prescribedreadingf

7. The internal evaluation system as itexists is
l. Verygood [2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (3)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your prograrnme is ?

l. Superior 2.Equal 3. Inferior (zl

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (t)

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relat m vour

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (t )

14. Has your time at the been intel lectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the rclevant cell)

5

at

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (i)

I lful 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent I 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (z)

l. Very Oftcn 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( il)

l. Yes 2. Mar 3. No (,

D v (r)

sr Itcm Vcry good Good Avcrrgc Poor VcrX poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
5 Interaction with faculty /
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreetionai faci I ities
8 Extra-curricu lar activities

Sports ities9

Ron.No.loarLtTzloz{
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@

HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year re2A-Lg
Name'So\d"1 $\o.t"go course r $,Se .

Deparunent, sep\ t C\etn\ Year/seggr:1--N-y t t tt tltt / tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModenteModerately
Cood

CoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789 3

sOverallratins7

9.Re|evance/learning value of projecy report6.
9.Extent of effort required by students5.

Extent of coverage of course4.

q.Depth of the course content3.

?,Appl icabi iity/relevance to real life situations2:
3Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatineParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was
(r )5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challenging

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

(L)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

( 3)5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50703. 50 to75%o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(') )5. Verv poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

I(5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

6. Were youable to get the presqribed readings?

t. Very eood 2- Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (1)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar progremme at other Universities do you

feelthat is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

I 2. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeinc (l )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in thC relevant cell)

5.

trKx

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ()_ )

3 4.U 5.V Poor

Goodt.v 2. Good 3 4.U Poor5.

ltul 5. Cumbersome

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (4J

es 3. No

l. Proudlv 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (r )

sl Itcm Vcry good Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular acti vities
9. Soorts facilities

QJ\ ho. to6)+12-\o\3



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -l0Lt - )S
Name, Fns\r\.q S\"$ Course'\\,S.- (C\s""'at":)

\TI Year/serLester : (-rt.; t t tt t ly tvDepartrnent r\.$ o\ .he rr\! s

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(a)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(t)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModeraleModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exremely
Good

I24567I9

xOverallrating7
?-Relevance/learning value of proiecU report6.

:flBExtent of effort required by students5.
AExtent of coverage of course4.
?,Depth of the course content3.
+A ppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broaden in g perspectives)

I

RatineParticularsst.

5. lrrelevant4. Dull32.l. Challen

)( )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
lnelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(3)5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o

\/
2.75to900/ol. 90 to

t00%

6 Were youable to get the prescribed readings?

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Avcrase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your prognrnme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (1)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (3)

10. How de you rate the student-teacher relationship in your

I L How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indiflerent 3. Discouraging ( r)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No il)
15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (r )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the rrlevant cell)

5.

A*\I," S\"fr\.
+-1)\\00

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (t)

I

I 4.

st Item Vcry good Good Averrge Poor Very poor

l Academic content
') Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9

R.tt ho ' \06) +



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form fer the Academie Year 2O-?-g -z S
Name'ffn\.\\q E\"$ course ' {\.Se .

Department O"$ t c\erni\ year/SeggEr : (-lr[-1 t / lnul ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(l )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. AvEraee2. Goodl. Verygood

Extrernely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModcratcModcrately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

qOverallrating7
RRelevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6.
9Extent of effort rcquired by studens5

aExtent of coverage of course4.

q,Depth of the cou$e content3

?,Appl icabi I ity/re levance to real li fe si tuat ions)
3

Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingPanicularsSI

5. Irrelevant4. Dull32l. Chal

( 3 )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(s )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
r00%

5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

7. Thc internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Verygood I2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor I (4)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (l)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

I2. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (l)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the rclevant c€ll)

)

n A"r.,l*5"Y
Ao\r no.\o6!+'1}\(]03

l. Superior 2. Equa 3. Inferior

l.v 5 Poor

l. Very Helpful 2. Helptul 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumbersome (>

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (,

l. Yes n No

l. Proud v 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly ( \)

st Item Very good Good Averrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-cunicular activities

Sports facilities9



HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 20-23 -2S
Name: plolcoY fiin6h
Department . c.hre-rri al6.a

Course : |.1.$c,

Year/SemKer, 1-$ I l\ llll / ry

l. Please give a rating of your courre on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

qOverallrating7

RRelevance/learnins value of proiect/ report6.
_gExtent of effort required by students5.
9,Extent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course content3.

:Applicabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations2.

B
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perpectives)

l.
RatinsParticularsSI

( J-)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequate!. Cha!leneine

L( )5. Completely
lnelwant

4. Mostly
lrrclevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(3 )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50olo3. 50 to7So/o2. 75 to900/ol. 90 to
100%

(2-l5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(a)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

7. The internal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

lO. How do you rate the student-ieacher relationship in your depar0nent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (a)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?
l. Very Helptul 2. Helpful 3. Indiflerent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (z)
12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ({)

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. CoOperative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging (,r )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (a

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

t"f#shAh
to 62v1 210 33

l. Verv eood 2. Good | 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Very Poor

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (Lr

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (>l

3.D v (J-)

st Item Vcry good Good Average Poor Very poor

I Academic content
7 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm inistration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational fac il ities
8 Extra-curricular acti vities

Sports facilitiesI



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year292"4 ' Z-S

Name'trt*t6odqv course: fl.Sc.
Department : (frerrlt$t Year/Sem!6-er : 1il,1 I t tt tttt / tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribEd readings?

Extrernely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

aOverall rating7

e.Relevanee/learning value of proiect/ reDort6.
aExtent of effort rcquired by students5

?Extent of coverane of course4.

c.lDeoth of the course contentJ

qAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situat ions
.,

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularsSI

5. Inelevant4. Dull32l. Chal

L )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(3 )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 750/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
100%

(2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( l-)5. Very poor4- Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the studenl-teacher r€lationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Depanment /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging (a)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

fitur

l. Very sood 2. Cood 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (A

I 3. Inferior2. ual 2

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (2-)

l Good 2. Good 3. Satis 4.U 5.V Poor

2

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (4)

es 3 o

l. Proudl v 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ngly (t)

SI Item Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

lD 6z\1 2\03o



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 2$2SI-2S
Name 

' 
(irfen 

[od oV

Department' Cherdg\"f|

Course: ff)'SC'

Year/Semlf,er : 1-.S-; I t n I III / ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6- Were youable to get the prescribed readingf

Extremely
Poor

Very
Pcor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmcly
Gocd

I2456789

qOverallrating7
4Relevanc€/leaminq value of oroiect/ report6.
a.Extent of effort required by students5

trExtent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course content3

7-Appl icabi I iMrelevance to real I i fe situations2.

SLearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening pelspectives)

I

RatineParticularsSI

(:L)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

L( )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( + )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(a)5. Verv ooor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

l 2. Good 3.A 4. Poor Poor5.

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your prognmme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the Collegc as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student'teacherrelationship in your deparrnent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeins (t)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (1- )

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly GJ

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

e0

l 2. 3. Inferior

l

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (a)

I e 3. Indifferent rtul 5. Cumbersome (7)iful 4. Unhel

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarel v 5. Never (3\

st liem Very good Good Averagc Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Soorts facilities9

loe 2\q2lo l2



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year d943-:45

Name, Scrr,{j 54
Department : Cht^-;rt{r. .{

Course: l'l .Sc . ( Cft-',OA)
Year/ser#tr. , 1trll Uillur/rv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the followi
3

IOverallrating7

IRelevance/learning value of project/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5

BExtent of coverage of course4

gDepth of the course content3

.9A ppl icabil ityirelevance to aeal I i fe s ituat ion s2

8
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularssl.

2.The syllabus was
( r)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequate!. Challensine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

( 1-)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( / )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 9Do/ol. 90 to
r 00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(r )5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. Wcre you able to get the prescribed readings?

Exlremely
PoorPoor

VeryPoorSomchow
Tolerable

ModcratcModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

456789 I2

( r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very sood

I 2. 3.A 4. Poor Poor5.

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your progamme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (-r )

9. Howdoyou rate the student-teacher in the as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationsh in

I l. How do you find the College's adminisrative ofrices?

I2. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Deparrment /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co0perative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (21

14. Has your time at the been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how willyou talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant c€ll)

5.

Sqr,li 5.40"
-Ro&- -o. - lbgr 1fta,oaqM

I. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)

l. Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5- Cumbersome Q)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (-L )

l. Yes 2. Mar

(1)

sl Itcm Verygood Good Average Poor VerT poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faeil ities
8. Exra-curricular activities
9 Soorts facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -Qi-93- 
{'o gs

Name, l-E Ncl q raq.., Course : M 3c c h"rtt,'s'l<.1

DepartmentDportilanen\ n t Year/semester : (E=; I I ll lf, *
cAe rnrs{<lr

l. Please give a rating of your eoume oHth. following

Extrcmely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModerateModerately
Good

Goodv{
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789 3

$Overallratine7

3.5Relevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.

tExtent of effort requircd by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4.

$Depth of the course content3.

3.{oo I icab i I itv/rc| evance to real I i fe si tuations2.

gLearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyicalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularssl

2. The syllabus was
( )5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challepsine

3. Your background for benefiting fiom the course was

()5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3rJeitlY
Relevant

2. Relwantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the llabus was taught in class?

5. What is opinion about the library holdings for the course?

( )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. caof,l. Very good

()5. Less than
40o/o

2.ylEto90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7'o/o

)(5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Exeelfent

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

7. The internal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Supcrior 2. Equ.l,- 3. lnferior ( )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the Col as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teachef m your

I l. How do you find the lege's adm inistrative offi ces?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4.. SSrely 5. Never ()

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 12. Maretnsl*f 3. No_ ()

15. After leaving the College how willyou talk about it?

16. Overali Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

l.v 2. 3.A 4. Poor Poor5.

ood 2. Ga { 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (

l. Very,.6-od 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( )

l. Very Helpful 2. Fkl-pful 3. lndifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome ()

I 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ()

SI Itenr Vcry good Cood Avcrrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. lnteraction with faculty
4 Interaction with adminisuation

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curicular activities
9. Sports facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form-for the Academic Year I9!.flS
Name' CnquKov NuU\ot1ee course' HSc C\urr\S+t6

Department: year/seg9st"r,1-dflttttttt/ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( a5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( I )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to SDo/o3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 9oo/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
( \)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. AdequateL Excellent

Extrcrrcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModcratcModcratcly
Cood

CoodVcry
Cood

Exlremely
Good

l2456789

pOverallrating7
okelevanee/learning valuercf proiect/ report6.
SExtent of effort required by students5

gExtent of coverage of course4.

qDeoth ofthe course contentJ
eAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real li fe situations2.

8Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening Derspectives)

l
RatingParticularsSI

5. Irrelevant4. Dull
-?2.l. Chal

(a)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good
- 6. Were yoq able to the prescribed readings?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor {x)
7. The intemal evaluetion system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Univensities do you
feel that )rour programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior (J)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. Howdo you rate the student-teaeher relationship in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging ( l)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enrichi

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. lndifferentl v 3. Disparagingly (l)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the rclevant cell)
st Itcm Vcry good Good Avcngc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7- Recneational faci I i ties
8. Extra-curricular activities
9. Sports facilities

5.

Gourol Y\rl'*hstJQQ
(k \$61q?1to31

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t )

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( )

I rtul 5. Cumbersome (1 )

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Nevsr (? )

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( )



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name, Bhqr,Cqn a leJhcr.;
Department' Clanif+ty d1b. _

course ' /h'fc.

Year/Semer,rr, 1JLlj, r,t lunv
l. Pleasc give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the llabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(l)5. Verv ooor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. able the prescribed reedings?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

Coodvery
Good

Errremely
Cood

I2456789

8,Overallrating7

aRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6

qExtent of effort required by students5

t\Extent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course contentJ

aAppl icabi I ity/relevanbe to rcal I ife situat ions2

8
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broaden in g perspectives)

I

RatingParticularsst.

l. Challensine (5. lnelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequate

l )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

l. 90 to
100%

)( ?.5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 900/o

I Very ptlor4. Poor2. Good | 3. Average1. Very good

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
L Very cood 2. Good 3. Averase 14. Posr 5. Very Poor | (, )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Supcrior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (t)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfaitory 5. Very Poor ( l)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Depanment /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No il)
15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly ( )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cetl)

5

AJ^.{
)

&J1^o^'

I ood 2. Cood 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (l )

I rful 2. Helptut 3. Inditlbrent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumberssme

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( 1)

sl hcm Very good Good Averrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction rvith adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricu lar activities

Sports facilities9

106{tt+€ loos



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name , S hv uj-f' course , [Yf .S c . *s;r+y
Deparbnent = C-Ailrilky dr0.r.n^+"earlSemest", ' 

1d'f t t tt tAt N

l. Please give a rating of your courue on the following

Extrcmcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrablc

ModcrateModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789 3

aOverallratins7

RRelevance/learnins value of proiect/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3.

aAonIicabi |ity/relevance to real Iife situations2:
e

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was

)(5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( 15. Completcly
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your inion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were ygu able to get the

( ? )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to750/o2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
lOOo/o

l. Excellent ( r)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequate

2. Goodl. Very eood (r )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Averanq

l. Very eood 2. Cood 3. Average 4. ?oor 5. Very Poor

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that eis?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the Col as a whole?

10. How do you rate the studont-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Verv Poor (l )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (\ )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

l. Proudly 2. Indiflerently 3. Disparagingly ( \)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Itcm Verygmd Good Avcnge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction rvith adm in isnation

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9

5

ee
I 06av+e/ 043

I 3. Inferior2. ual

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor ( t)

)tu1 3. IndifErent rtul 5. Cumbersome ( J.)4. Unhel

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (a)

l. Yes 2. Mar o \)



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Forrr fsr the Academic Year *.k-f 5

Name: Varr{r pa Pa'r' Course: M.ga. c-herntsby

Department: Year/Seme ster :1-S I I ll llll / ry

l. Please give a rating of your coune on the following

Exnemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrablc

ModcratcModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exremely
Cood

I2456789 3

qOverall rating7

aRelevancerlearning value of proiect/ report6.

IExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3

IApol icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situat ions2

ILeaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening pespectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was
( r)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challengine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

L )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(2)5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50olo3. 50 to75%o2.75to900/ol. 90 to
t00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(l )5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( l)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good
6. Were you able to get the prescribe{ readings?

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (Ll
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

9. Horv do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the Col lege as a whole?

10. Howdo you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?
l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curicular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (l)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

ur arrtttFct P a-r

I rcrtor | 3. Inferior2. Equal (L)

l. Verygood 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (z)

rful 2. Hel >[ul 5. Cumbersome (z)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarel v 5. Never ( J)

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourae ng (zl

l. Yes na 3. No (z)

sr Itcm Very good Good Avcrage Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm ini stration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci lities
8 Extra-curricul ar activities

Sports facilities9

I o 6 L.-1,1LloLe



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 99313 s

Name: Abd,il Bc.9i Course: M'Sc' C-rcfftitbr'

Depanment: Year/Semester : (-I[f,-) I / II t fr t w

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Exremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModentely
Good

CoodVery
Good

Extremcly
Good

I2456789 3

€Overall rating7

qRelevance/leaming value of proiecU report6.

aExtent of effort required by students5

aExtent of coverage of course4
oDepth of the course content3

IAooticabi ! ity/relevance to real li fe situations2

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatincParticularsst.

2. The syllabus was
(r )5. Inelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)I(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to

( I )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Yo2. 75 to900/ol. 90 to
100%

(L)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

3.'Average I 4. Poor2: Goodl. Very gdod (r )5. Very poor
the prescri bed readi

7. The internal evaluation systcm as it exists is
l. Verv eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Verv Poor (r )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ( )-)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (r )

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (t )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never l)
13. What was the attitude of teachers to exm curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouragine (r )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

d

I rful 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome (o)

es 3. No (,)

l. Proudly 2, Indifferently 3. Dis (r )

st Itcm Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction with administration

Library facilities l-
6 eomputer facilities v
7_ Recreat iona I facil ities
8 Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

IOG 2t{ + Lt oL4



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year?-02[-25

Name, [i r"onsh u )orlo,,
Departnrent r C k.-,i S* z g

Course : [1.-9c- CL ni *tog

Year/Semester : (-a--) I / II t lil I lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were yqu able to getrhe presqribed read

E:<trcmcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModeratcModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exremely
Good

I2456789

qOverallratins7

qRelevance/learning vaiue of proiect/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by studens5

clExtent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course content3

qADp I icabi I ity/re levance to real I i fe s ifuat ion52

q
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularssl.

(,1 )5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensine

( L )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( L)5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50703. 50 to75o/o2.75to9ff/ol. 90 to
r00%

(1)5. Verv ooor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(,t )5. Very ooor4. Poor3. AVeraee2. Goodl. Verygood

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averacc 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (1 )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your prognrnme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior (1)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
L Very eood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (1)

10. How do you ratethe student-teacherrelationship inyour departrnent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r)
I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (r )

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (1 )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (1 )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
sl llcm Vcry good Good Avcrrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreatlcnal faci I ities
8 Extra-curricu I ar activities

Sports facilities9

5

H,..cr.r\Sh u lodav
BaqQ?rt\:qoa



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year:lrff
Name : Sq bl.arrr. 3l-*rrr^r1 Course : O.3 c ( ( t crr-i tY)

Department: Cfv*;sfrg Year/Semester:(T---) l/llllll/lV

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Cood

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789 3

9Overall rating7

qRelevance/learnine value of proiect/ report6.

9Extent of effort required by students5

JExtent of coverage of course4.
Depth of the course content3

qAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe s ituations2

J
Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was
(t)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneing

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

( I )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrclevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

( I )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 500/o3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
I 00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(f )5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatet. Excellent

(r )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very eood

5. Were you able togetlhe-prescribed readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (r )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior ( r)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r )

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your deparEnent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (r )

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (l )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( t)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (t )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Item Very good Good Avcnge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with facu lty
4. lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricul ar activities
I Sports facilities

5

e.*rrrn4

t9S?59st{ 1?

lful 3. Indifferent 5. Cumbersome (r )4. Unhel rful



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academie Year 1{L\-tS
Name, vi Ehr^I \cu rnntY hquFlr'l course : hn' t' ( c!^t rn,s\

Department: cY,tv^^'rS\ Year/Semester,l--l--1 llllllll/lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is ycur opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Q. Werelou able to get the plescribed readiqgs?

Extrcmely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrablc

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
tuExtremely

Good

I2456789

oOverall rating7

9Rel ev=rtce/ learrr i rt g va I ue o f proj ecV report6
9Extent of efTort required by students5

RExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3

IAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2

ILearning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularsst.

f{)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Cha!lenqins

(1)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( t )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
1007o

(1 )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(1 )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Coodl. Very eood

l. Verv eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (1 )
7. The intcmal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

fcel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in thc College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachens to extra curricular activities?

l. Co4perative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (t)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly (1)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
sl Item Vcry good Good Avcrrgc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with laculty
4 lnteraction with adm in istration t-/-

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular acti vities
9 Soorts facilities

5.

visL ,J K'nnqY tnqukr''

I 2. 3. Inferior 1

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (J )

l. Very Cood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor

rtul 5. Cumbersome ( 1)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (r)

l es o

t<>Bo6d6ftO



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year &WS
Name, por,rt fiucncrl course: lVl,$c

Departmen,, CIUorr$gUfS year/Semester,l-fy ttututltv

l. Please give a rating of your coume on the following

Elcncmcly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Totcrablc

ModcratcModeratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789 3

IOverallratine7

OtA,elevance/learning value of project/ report6
IExtent of effort required by students5

IExtent of coverage of course4
IDeoth of the couree content3

qAppl icab i I ity/re I evancato rea I I i fe situations
,,

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatincParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was
( )5. lnelevant4. Dul!-?. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

()5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( I )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
1007o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(t)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(I)5. Very poof4. Poor3. AveragC2. Goodl. Very good
6- Were you abletg€st the prescribedre4dings?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exisS is
l. Very sood 2. Cood 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ( l)

8. When you meet students who have takcn a similar proSnmme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (r)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never il)
13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasins (l)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the Col how rvill talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

FhrnQ : Ror? Hurnai

Phone N, 953 zo+i 3o+

l. Ver ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t )

rftrl 2. Hel 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (L)

2. Marel. Yes na 3. No (t)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis I

sl Itcm Vcry good Good Avcregc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction rvith adm inisration

Library facilities
5. Computer facilities
7 Recreatlonal faci!ities
8 Extra-curricu I ar activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -}9}lJ 2 5

Name: ANJSLa PRny6 PAIJ Course : I'l.Sc cHEFIJETRy

Department : C H EttIs TA'/ Year/Semester : (-=--) I I ll I lll I lV

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Cood

GoodVcry
Cood

Extrcmcly
Good

I2456789 3

gOverall rating7
IRelevance/lerrning value of proiect/ report6.

gExtent of effort required by students5.
AExtent of coverage of course4
IDeoth of the cou6e content3

bAppl icabi lity/relevance to real li fe situations2

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatingParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was
( c-)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequate!. Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)(a5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( z )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to75%o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
t00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(L)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

5. Very ooor I ( Ll4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good
6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (71

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationshi in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offrces?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra cunicular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasing (tl

14. Has your time at the been intel lectual ly enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

i6. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

Anjq-ti Psqiq? "f,
95qooS23+o

l. Very cood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor {-{ )

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (a)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (L)

t.v rtul 3. {ndifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (a)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (4)

l. Yes o

l. Proudl v 2. Indifferently 3. Dispanagingl), (t)

st Item Very good Good Avcnge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty u//
4. Interaction with administration te/

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Reereational faei! ities
8. Extra-curricu lar activities

Sports lities9 ./



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Forrn for the Academic Year lll-fs
Name: ANIET CHAUHAN Course: l"l.$c.

Department: CHettr3TRY Year/Semester :

trlor'l-
('EP) UunII/ry

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Exremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Cood

CoodVcry
Cood

Extrcmcly
Good

I2456789 3

'tOverall ratins7

.'Relevance/leam in g val uE oFprojeefl report6.

1Extent of effort rcquired by students5

tExtent of coverage of course4.

.'Depth of the course content3

tAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fc situations2.

'7
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularsSI

2. The syllabus was
(r)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adeouatel. Challenging

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)I(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was uught in class?

( I )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 750/o2.75to90%ol. 90 to
100%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatcl. Excellent

6- Werc you able-to get thg prescribed readings2
(l )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Averaee2. Goodl. Very good

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor ( t)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rel in the College as a whole?

I0. How do you rar.e the stpdept-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (r )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (r )

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (r )

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

lNt<rr (nrvnrn

s+s I 864Sr +

l. Superior 2. Equa 3. Inferior

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( r)

l. Very Helptul 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumbersome ( 7)

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourag

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis

sl Itcm Vcry good Good Avcrege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricu I ar activities
9 Sporrs facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Acedemic Year --l*=4 - 2 f
Name' t\a-'g[ Ey^qf *r,^Vh ,]ourser fflgr. 6har-,-r,s +V
Department: Che^rt SI-T /ear/Semester:(--A--)I/ll tml1w

l. Please give a rating of course on the folloning

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much ofthe was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(t)5. Verv ooor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(,1 )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Averase2. Coodl. Very eood

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolerablc

M:dcratcModeratcly
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Exremely
Good

6789 I245

9Overallratins7

qRelevarrce/leaming value of proiect/ report6.

4Extent of effort required by students5

gExtent of coverage of course4.
YDcoth of the course content3

-IApp I i cab i I iti/relevance to real I i fe situat Ioruz.

jLearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadenins DersDectives)

I

RatingParticularsSI

(l_ )5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

( L )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

)(75. Less than
4V/o

1. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7So/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l0U/o

C Were youable to get the presc{bcdreadings?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ( 4)

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (l)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rel in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (4)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (4 )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (l)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly' (t)
16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

sr Ilem Vcry good Cood Avcrrge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9

5

!^^? '-' Ar;"C t4n,,,a7 e
Plur.o Lt(r,^ T 3 ttt jq7 4 7

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (,1 )

l. Very Helpful 2. Hei pful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. eumbersome (1)

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( r)

'ka/,



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year J[}2gS

Name: Noneq ToPlcco {

Deparrment, 
Ueh,^o.^foJ

course ' MSc bt r^?^lty)

Year/semester : (-.t- -lit tt / ltt t tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolereblc

ModcrateModcratcly
cmd

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789 3

oOverall rating7

aRelevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6.

gExtent of effort required by students5.

Extent of coverage of course4
Depth of the course content3

IAool icabi I itv/relevance to real I i fe situations2

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatingParticularsSI

2. The syllabus was
(r )5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneing

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( L5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were youable to get theprescribed readingg?

(r )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to90Vol. 90 to
r00%

({)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( z)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Avense2. Goodl. Very good

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ( z)
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?
l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (r)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (z)
10. How do yourate the strdent-teacher relationship in your departinent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor ( r)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you icipate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indiflerent 3. Discouraeine il)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enrich ing?

l. Yes 2. Marginally l. No t

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparaginely (r)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
sl Ilcm Very good Good Averege Poor Veqr poor

l. Academic conlent
) Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction rvith adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular acti vi ties
9. Sports facilities

).

ilon

4
Torht l"l

3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (l )

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never il)

707fl1t r23



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year a0.Lu5

Name' SONI StntnH Course: lv\.S.c CHLN\ISTR|

Department : CHEIVIISTBY Year/Semester: 1-t-1 I t ll llll / lV

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

readings?=

Extrcmcly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

_9Overall rating7

qRelevancevlearning value of proiect/ repor-t6.

gExtent of effort required by studens5

qExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3

5Aool icabi I ity/relevance to rcal I i fe situat ions7

$
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

(L)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneing

)(t5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(L )5. Less than
4oo/o

4. 40 to 50%o3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(2_)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

l. Very scxld (4)5. Verv ooor4. Poor3. AveragE2. Good
= 6. Were yo! able the

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very eood 2. Good | 3. Average 4. Poor 5: Very Posr (1 )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Depanrnent /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeins (Lr

14. Has your time at the College been intellectuall enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

SouI srNkht

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior ({)

I 2.

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (4)

I -Ver rful 2. Helptul 3. Indiflerent 4. Unhel 5. Cumbersome 0_)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarcly 5. Never (i- )

l. Yes 2. Marginally (4)3. No

I v 2. lndifferently 3. Dis

st Itcm Very good Good Avcrrge Poor Very poor

l Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm inistration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9

9r3S tb56\+



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 2"H -Lf
Name, AKo.9h Kr^r^r^r. ?nl,44 Course = A.Sc Cen^^;tV)

Department : ChuisFr2 Year/Semesrer: (-f-) I / ll I lll / lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extrtmely
Pooc

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Cood

CoodVery
eood

Ercremely
Good

I2456789

IOverall rating7

5Relevance/leamins value of oroiect/ reDort6

tExtent of effort required by students5

3Extent of coverage of course4
IDepth of the course content3

qAppl icabil ify/reievance to real I i fe situations2

Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatingPanicularssl.

(a)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensine

1( )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( I )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7lo/o2. 75 to90Vol. 90 to
l00o/o

(t)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( 3)5. Veryooor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good
: 6. Were you able to read ings?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Verycood 2- Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ( l)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the Col as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (J)

ll. How do you find the College's adminisrative offices?
l. Very Helptul 2. Helptul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (r)
12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1)

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeine ( l,)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (l)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant c€ll)

5

t,^,..,) A Ka-g\ \(hh^'t ?*"i " t4,h'

fr,"b- al 9X o 5fi oT {

l. Su tenor 2. Equal i 3. Inferior (r)

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (/ )

(L)

st Item Very good Good Avcragc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content J
2. Faimess of evaluation I

3 Interaction with faculty I

4 Interaction rvith adm inisration I
Library facilities z

6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities I

8. Extra-curricular activities I

9 Sports facilities I



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedbeck Form for the AcademicYear -2n2'l-2f
Name: ANTALT VTSH6Ak nry;n Course :

Department : CHEMfSTRlt Year/Semester: (-JL-yl II / III / lV

l. Please give a rating of your course on the follc'wing
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the cour;e was

4. How much of the syllabus was uught in classi'

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

- 6. Werc ygu able tg get the prescribed readings? -

Extrcmdy
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

CoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

qOverall rating7
9rRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.
?Extent of effort required by students5.
aExtent of coverage of course4.
?Depth of the course content3.

qtA pp I icab i I ity/relevance to real I i fC s ituat iors2.
ILeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatingParticularsSI

(-t )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challencing

(gl5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(9- )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 5oo/o3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
lOOo/o

u_)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadeouate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(9J5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2.: Goodl. Very good

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prognmme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Infcrior (a)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teaeher in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouragins (,1 |

14. Has your time at the Col been intellectually

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating olthe Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

Ani,rlfl V'Stt,,z

l. Very good 2. Good 3- Average 4. Peor 5. Very Poor (tl

I 5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (9-)

rful (e_ )3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome

l. Yes 2. Mar L

I v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly u)

st Item Very good Good Average Poor Veqr poor

l. Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty \-/
4. lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I i ties
8. Extra-curricu lar activities
9 Sports facilities

93gsa ss763



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 22I-z s

Name: Kfuswoo KunN Course fhsc Ch exn;^+tu7

Department C,h!r/n;JV Year/Semester :1-a- )!,tt t lll I N
l. Please give a rating of your course on the

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

. 6. Werc you able to get tbe prescribe{ readingp?

Poor
ExtrcmclyVery

Poor
PoorSomehow

Tolerable
ModerateModerately

Good
GoodVery

Good
Extrcmely

Gosd

l2456789

IOverallrating7

qRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.
8Extent of effort requircd by students5
dExtent of coverage of course4
eDepth of the course content3
0Appl icabil ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatinsParticularsst

(L)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

)( 25. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(L)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 Jo 90o/ol. 90 to
100%

(qI5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Verygood

l. Very good 2. Good 3- Average 4. Poor 5, Very Poor (4 |
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exisr is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pn,gramme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasine (Ll

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (-t )

16. Overall Rating of the (tick in the relevant cell)

5

{ I,,,ibn k^*i
%69 +7+053

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (?,\

Goodl.v 2. Good 3 4.U Poor5

rlul 3. Indifferent lful 5. Cumbersome (D

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never o-)

es

st Itcm Verygood Good Averegc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
I Sports facilities
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HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year t-o L{.-zr

Name: ftcr-(kctrt$rvvrro Course : lzU c. (clut*'+)-AD

Department : e.iunh^/ Year/Semert.r,1--z-- -)rrl lll III / ry

l. Please give a of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Poor
ExtremelyVery

Pocr
PoorSomehow

Tolerable
ModerateModerately

Good
GoodVery

Good
Extrcmcly

Cood

I2456789

9Overall rating7

3Relevance/learning value of proiecV report6.
RExtent of effort required by students5
tExtent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course content3
nAppl icabi I ityTrelevance to real life situat ions2.

9
Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularsSI

(1)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensins

(l.)5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( L )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(/ )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(zl5. Very poor4. Poor3. Averaee2. Goodl. Very Eood
- 6 W_ere you-able to EeJ the prescri bed-recd i n

l. VerY cood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor (r)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (tl

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (2)

I l. How do you find the College's adminisrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (t)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. j\4arginally 3. No u)
15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall of the (tick in the rClevant cell)

)

F4trgkctl"'
gcrrtto

8t r+o 6 s<T' 2?

Poor (u)

l. Very Helptul 2. Helptul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel lful 5. Cumbersome (z)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( r)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis v (Ll

sl ltem Very good Good Averegc Poor Very poor

I Academic content u-'
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty .-/
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Comouter facilities
7 Recreational faci i ities L/
8

I
Extra-curricu lar activities
Sports facilities
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HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year W_z S

Name : Cfld+v' +^Vg Course: h '(C

Departrnent , eh e"^,r. Year/Semester : (-J---) I / Il t lll I lv

l. Please give a rating of your courue on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6-=Were youable to get tb€ readings?

)ltSt l L\'7 5

Exnemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModeratcModeralcly
Cood

GoodVery
Good

Exremely
Good

I2456789

tOverall rating7
f.Relevance/leaming value of projecU report6.
1Extent of efforr required by students5

gExtent of coverage of course4
eDepth of the course content3

1Applicabi lity/nelevancC to real life situations)
qLeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatineParticularsst

(215. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneinc

)I(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( I )5. [,ess than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Vo2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(L)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(r)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

ji4fuM"- fl V+

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (r )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior fi)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor b_\

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactorvl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (r)
13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Margine!ly 3. No (r )

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

ltul 3. Indiflerent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome (u)

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Di ng ( r)

ly (r )

st Item Verygood Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreationa! fac il ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities
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HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name tundlnSa $rfl h Course : 14 . 6c. ( Clrp^r8q )
Year/Semester : (-3---) I / II I lll I lvDeparrment , LhSpiSJt g

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2.The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

2 )(5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( 2 )5. Less than
4oo/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7lo/o2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
100%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

( f )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Averagel. Verysff)d 12. Gosd

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

7Overall rating7

qRelevance/leaming value of project/ report6.
8Extent of effort required by students5

gExtent of coverage of course4
3Depth of the course content3
flAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations)

Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

)(5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadeouate2. Adeouatel. Challeneine

6. Were y9u aUerg get the pregcribed readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

l. Very eood I Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. VeryPooe | (Z)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior o-l
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r

lO. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Verv Poor (f )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (f )

14. Has,your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (t)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

J

gnky Y; r'th

rc62t1?loAO

(:l. Very Hel 2. He rful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel 5. Cumbersome

I 4

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ngly u)

st Itcm Vcry good Good Avcrrgc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 Interaction rvith adm in istration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sporrs facilities9.
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HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for tbe Academic Year gzq'2s

Name : ANQADvTsHwAxARmP course : t4sc

Department : OtEtqErFY Year/Semester : 1-dJ- ly' u I ilt I tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

2 )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in classi

( L )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7So/o2. 75 to 907ol. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the eourse?

( 1)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(r )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very cood

Extrcrncly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerarely
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exremely
Good

I2456789

qOverallrating7

gRelevance/learning value of proiect/ reDort6.

qExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4

gDepth of the course contentJ
aAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularssl.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. I2.l. Chal

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

l.v 2. Good 3.A 4. Poor 5 Poor t
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

fee I that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Cood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indiflerent 3. Discourasins ( r)
14. Has ;-our time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly (r)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
sr Itcn Very good Good Avenge Poor Vcry poor

l Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation l-4
3 Interaction with facu lty
4 lnteraction with adm inistration t-/

Library facilities l-
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
I Extra-curricul ar acti vities
9 Sports facilities

5

.Nflme - tD AN6ADWS'twnK4Kt44

fvlg,to 1nS6a26ts

I ual2. 3. Inferior

I

4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome ( r)l. Very Helptul 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( r)

l es



@
HARTSHGHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -3-9LL as-

Name' 
_fiXtl rr .S tru*atr1 1q course : f-l . g c .

Departmenr . Chernit*-b year/Semester : 1-I--; v II / III / Iv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were youablq to get theprescribed readings? .

Exremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolerablc

ModerateModerately
Cood

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

_9Overallrating7

qRelevante/learning value of projecV report6.

qExtent of efTorr required by students5.
IExtent of coverage of course4.
ADepth of the course content3.

qApp I icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations)
cl

Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatineParticularssl.

(1)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

A )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( L )5. [.ess than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to71o/o2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
t00%

(') )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(t)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very godd

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (r )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pmgramme at other Universities do you
feel that your prcgamme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ( r-)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the Col as a whole?

10. How do you rate thestudent-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offrces?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overail Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

-f*X-U -61ru-.31*

Fodtevr.o - 9Sbggq31 e

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. UnsatisFactory 5. Very Poor 1

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (:L )

l. Very Helpful 2. l{elpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (e-)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (a)

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3 L

2. lvlarel. Yes 3. No (1)

(a)

st Item Very good Good Avcrege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm ini stration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities

R-ecreational faci I ities
8 Extra-cunicular activities
9



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year U!g{
Name ' ddnll-q ,t*U4* Course : fvl's clmiglvcy

Department : ChX.rnr'shl Year/Semesler : (-l--U / II I ill t tv
0

l. Please give a rating of your courue on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

(J )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

( 1 )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
r00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(t)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrablc

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

qOverall rating7
IRelevance/leaming value of proiecU report6.
IExtent of effort required by students5
IExtent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course content3.
9A pp I i eab i I it-v/rel evance to rea I I i fe situat ions2.

gLearning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatincParticularssl

( )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel. Challeneine

(1)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Coodl. Verv sood

6 Wgreyou able to the prescribqd readings?

l. VerYnood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (9 |
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. Horv do you rate the student-teacher relationsh in the as a whole?

I0. How do you rate the student-teacherrelationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What rvas the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (l )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparagingly ( 1)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Itcm Very good Good Avcrege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with facu lty
4 Interaction with adminisration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricul ar activities

Sports facilities9

5

ililr'/u- cfiu.fr1'u

h rto' I

I 3. Inferior2. ua!

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)

lf-nl lful 4. Unhel 5. Cumbersome (1)2. Hel 3. Indifferent pful

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (3 )

es a

I

llobr 91614301(o



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic year !*L S

Name ,(uSttnAsHfld

Department : ChE rrlrsrR Y

Course: fQgC Orcnf t2,
Year/Semester: (J- -\y ll / lll t tv

l. Pleqse give a of your course on the following

3

2. The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Extrcmely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModeraleModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

l24567I9

(Overall rating7
7Relevance/leaming value of proiecV report6.
IExtent of effort required by students5
9Extent of coverage of course4
XDepth of the course content3
PAppl icabil ity/relevance 1o real I ife situations2

1
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I
RatineParticularssl.

(r )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challencine

(z)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 3 )5. [,ess than
4oo/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to9V/ol. 90 to
r00%

(3)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadeouate2. Adeouatel. Excellent

(Ll5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

!. Very eood 12. Good 3. Averase 14 Poor 5. Very Poor ( /

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have takcn a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel th* your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (, )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

l0- How do you rate the student-teacher in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasins ( r)

14. your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how willyou talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (r )

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

Narne - TusAo cltck/
llob - 6 39e b7 L? 33

n 5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r)

I

l. Very Often ever

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (f)

st Item Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational fac i I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student FeedbackForm for the Academie year ?ntkU
Name' 6 b* L*r*rr kl.l,l*,; Course : A.$c Cl^^L'4r,,

Department t C[7g'"irst? Year/Semester : 1J-) I / Il / lll / lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was
(t )5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challencins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

I
( )5. Completely

Irrclevant
4. Mostly

lnelevant
3. Partly

Relevant
2. RelevantL Highly

Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( I )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Vo2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
lOOo/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(t )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadcquate2. AdequateL Excellent

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModenteModentely
Cood

GoodVery
Cood

Ercremely
Good

l2456789

9Overallrating7
IRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6
IExtent of effort required by students5

3Extent of coverage of course4

gDepth of the course content3

IAppticabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe s iruat ions2

3
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatingParticularsst.

(2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. GoodV
6 Were you able t9 get the presqribed readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Verv cood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (l )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar progamme at other Universities do you

feel that your prognamme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior (r)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indiflerent 3. Discouraeine il)
14. Has your time al the Col been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly ( t)

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

W k,-^'rke'I'*oi- ' u+9ssooT66

5.V Poor

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactorv 5. VeryPoor ( t)

lful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (t)

4. 5. Never

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( t)

st Item Very good Good Averrge Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content
', Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreationel faci I ities
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sports lities9



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

student Feedback Form for the Academic Year -9o-& 95

Name: Srnuili fondeg course , l4S.C /ehem iS+a-y)

Department 
' 
(c hemis+6y ) year/Semester : (-I- ->il tt I lt I tv

l. Please ve a rating of your course on the following
3

qOverall rating?
oRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.
A.!4lent of effort required by students5
oExtent of coverage of course4.
aDepth of the coutse contentJ

qAppl i cabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situat ions2

9
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broaden ing perspectives)

I

RatineParticularsst.

2. The syllabus was

(t )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. AdequateL Challeneine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

I( )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( I )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Vo2. 75 to90Yol. 90 to
100%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6. Were ablero get thegrescribed readings?

Poor
Extremcly

Poor
VeryPoorSomehow

Tolerable
ModcratcModerately

Good
GoodVery

Good
Exucmcly

Good

I2456789

(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Coodl. Very eood

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very eood 2. Cood 13. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (r )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar proSramme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (t )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactorv 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (r )

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (t)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curicular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouragine (t)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (r )

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagrngly (t)
16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relCvant cell)

sl Itcm Vcry good Good Avcrrgc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with facu ltv
4. lnteraction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreetional facil ities
8. Extra-curicular activities
9 Sports facilities

5.

No me S mt +i Pond.J
c 0ss n S c (ohernt

l. Very Helptul 2. Helptul 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome (t )

l"1ob ho . - gg lg ooo Vgg



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name ' Arli tq course , f5 ' cot',

Department, (6ny^ence Year/Semester: (--I--) I/ll llllllV

l. Please give a of course on the following
3

G)

Lb)

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting fiom the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6-Werc you able to ge! the prescri@ readings?_

Extrcmcly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModeratcly
Good

GoodVcry
Gmd

Extremely
Crmd

I2456789

rs)Overallrating7
lqtRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.
tR)Extent ofeffort required by studens5
tq)Extent of coverage of course4.
rq'Depth of the cour':se contentJ

!s'J6.cAAppl icabi I iVrelevance to real I i fe situations2.

V Gu,,ulrarning value (in tenns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyticalabilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatincParticularsSI

c5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

)( 2-5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relwantl. Highly
Relevant

( L )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to90Vol. 90 to
lO0o/o

( t)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

4. Poor | 5. Verypoor3; Average2. Goodl. Very good

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (r)

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. VervPoor I (1)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enrich

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Prognmme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactor-vl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (L)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (L)

l. Very Helptul 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rfuI 5. Cumbersome (L)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( r)

I ve 2. Indi 3

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (z )

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ngly (L)

st Item Very good Good Avcnge Poor Very poor

l Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
I Recreational faci I i ties
8. Extra-curricular activities
9. Soorts facilities

prv,[rl*r



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name ,3 o -Talntr^ry\ course , B.corn .

Department t (g rnrru,x e.7 Year/semeste, , 1.f'---y lJll I III / ry

l. Please a of your course on the fol
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

: 6 Were you ableto get thggrescribed

E:rtremely
Pmr

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcrateModcratcly
cmd

GoodVcry
Good

Extrmcly
Good

I2456789

ctOverall ratins7
QRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course content3.

KAppl icabi I ity/relevancE to real I i fe situat ions2

gLeaming value (in terrns of skills, concep6, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadenin g Derspectives)

RatingParticularssl.

5. Inelevant4. Dulluate3. Iuate2.l.

)(t5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. RelevantI Highly
Relevant

(t)5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
lOV/o

(j )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatcl. Excellent

5.4. Poor3.AGoodt.

l )enor 2. Eoual 3. Inferior (l)

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very+ood 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor {r )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar progamme at other Universities do you

feel that gramme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in yourdepartrnent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (ick in the relevant cell)

5

I 5.

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (L)

l. Very Helpful 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel 5. Cumbersome (r-)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (t )

l. Co-Operative 2. Indiflerent 3

l. Yes 2. Margina 3. No (r )

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ly :l)

st Item Vcry good Good Avcrege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4 lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular act ivities
9 Sports facilities

P



@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name, k*ri gAho- Nlrrlrr7*
Department, (O?t 

7v1 gZC a

Course ,B.LOf\

Year/Semester : 1-t-1 I I ll llll / ry

l. Please a of your course on the following
3

2. The s labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

( l)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

(l)5. I-ess than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to71o/o2. 75 to90/oI. 90 to
lO0o/o

5. What is your opinion about the iibrary holdings for the course?

)(5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(t)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

E:rtrcnrly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrable

ModerateModcrately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmcly
Gmd

89 I24567

IOverall ratinc7

IRelevance./lcamins value of oroiect/ reoort6.

xExtent ofeffort required by studens5

aExtent of coverage of course4
eDepth of the courre content3

8Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real li fe situat ions2

9
karning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening DersDectives)

I

RatincParticularsst.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull3)I

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. Inferior ( )

7. The internalevaluation system as it exists is

l. Very eood 2. Good I 3. Averans 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very ORen 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( )

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Prognmme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

I
j

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (, )

Goodl 2. Good 3 4. 5.V Poor

l. Very Hel rtul 2. Hel rtul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (

l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3

l. Yes 2. Marg )3. No (

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis

st Item Vcrygmd Good Avcnge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3, In'teraclion with facu lty
4 lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
I Reereational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
I Sports facilities

-



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student FeedbackForm for the Aeademic Year

Name , Vabhavi goswami course ' B'CoM

Year/Semester : (-.t-) I / ll I lll I lvDepartment : COrhFtStCg

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( 25. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( I )5. Less than
4Q%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7So/o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
r 00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(l)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

6' Wereyouableto the

E:<trcnrly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModcrateModeratcly
Good

GoodVcry
Cood

Extremely
Good

I2456789

qOverall ratins7

6Relevance/leaming value of proiect/ report6.

aExtent of efforr required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4

c,Depth of the course content3
aApplicabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

3
lrarning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening Derspectives)

I
RatineParticularssl.

5. Irrelevant4. Dull3.2.I

I(5. Verypoor4. Poor2. Good I 3. Averagel.'Very good

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior (l)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your deparEnent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

l3= What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

V othw

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (,1 |

ood 2. Good (213. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor

I Good 2. Good 3. Sati 4 5.V Poor

I rtul 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumbersome (t)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( )_)

l. Co-Operative 2. IndifTerent 3 I

l. Yes 2. Mar

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis ly ( t)

sl Item Very good Good Avenge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
1 Recreational facilities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

a

I

Eos 
unaml



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 2* 29

Name, [Yu S$ u[)[D HIA yA 
course : ,,G'r-nd)d-\ LB'C.' q )

Depanmen t, ,.(orn noe Jr S Year/Semester : (3- lY tt I lrl / N

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extrernely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModeralely
Cood

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I245678I 3

7Overall rating7

o)Relevance/learning value of proiecU report6.

IExtent of effort required by students5.

AExtent of coverage of course4

.?Depth of the course content3

*Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe si tuations2

)
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularsst.

2. The syllabus was
(r )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adesuatcl. Challeneine

3. Your for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

(l )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to750/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
lOOo/o

5. What is lour opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel. Excellent

(r)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

I )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exiss is
L Very sood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (t)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (r )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

l0.I{owdo you ratethe student-teacher re in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra ourricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (l )

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

I 5.V Poor

l. Very Good 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (t)

5- Cumbersome I

l 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (r )

l. Co0perative 2. Indiflerent 3

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis

st Item Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name,@,Ahrn*J
Department : COrrt lfl ef,Ce

Course t B. COfn.

Year/Semesrer : (IJ.9$ I I tt I Iil / tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcrateModcratcly
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789 3

ROverall rating7
IRelevance/learning value of proiecU repon6
IExtent of effort required by students5

IExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course contentJ
F,AppI icabi I itylre |evance to real I i fe si tuations2

Learning value (in t€rms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatincParticularssl.

2. The syllabus was

(915. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challengine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

(2)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lnelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

('))5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to71o/o2. 75 to 900/ol. 90 to
t00%

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

)(5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

5.4. Poor3.A2. Goodl
6. Were yoqatle to the readings?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averacc 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ( 2-)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior (t )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

!0. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (2 \

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging (L)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Mareinally 3. No il)
15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of thaProgramme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

ood 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor o)

l 2 3. Indifferent zi. Unhel rfir I 5. Cumbersome (t

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (

I v 2. Indiflerently 3. Dis (L)

st Item Very good Good Averege Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8 Extra-cunicular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

- Student Feedbeck Form for the Acadernis ysseeo2ll#
Name, fk"nkrAo J;thok*^o course, B , cortt

Departnrent (ommeAce Year/Semester : (-I---).1/ II I ill t lv _

l. Please give a rating of your cou$e on the following
3

2.The was

3. Your background for from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is lour opinion about the library holdings for the course?

the prcscribcd

Extremely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolerable

ModcratcModcrately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exremely
Good

l2456789

qOverall ratinc7

gRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4.
9Depth of the course content3.

qApp I icabi I iiy/refevance to real I i fe s ituat ions2:

ILeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadeninc perspectives)

l
RatingParticularsSI

(r- )5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challencinc

)I(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( z )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to7So/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
lOOo/o

(l)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadeouate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(r )5. Very ooor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very cood
6. Wercyou able to

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet studcnts who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate thestudent-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t )

I l. How do you find thc College's adminisrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeine (21

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l.v J 3 5.V Poor

l 3. Inferior2.

(t)l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactor, 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor

rtul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpfut 5. Cumbersome (r)

I v 5. Never (2)

I es

r)l. Proudl v 2. Indiffercntly 3. Dis lly

st Ilcm Vcry good Good Avengc Poor Vcra poor

I Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular act ivities

Sports facilities9
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year ^%2'7c? {
Name , /Rt k Ky G\cutf; course , J). Co r.t

Department , @mntat (e 
Year/Semester : (-Z- litt I tlt I tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

the preqcribed readings?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcratcModcratcly
Good

Goodvcry
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

c1Overall rating7

9Relevance/leaming value of proiecU report6.
aExtent of effort rcquired by students5

RExtent of coverage of cource4

a)Depth of the course content3
2Appl icabi I iVrelevance to real I i fe situations2

9
Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadenin g perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularsst.

('|.)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challenging

(e)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(95. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
r00%

54. Poor32.l. Excellent

(z3. Average | 4. Poor l 5: Very poor2. Goodl. Verv sood

6. Wereyou able to

l. Very cood 2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (11
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your gramme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your depanment?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (l)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

l. Co4perative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging (21

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (i)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (q)

I6. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
sr Ilcm Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration t/

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
1, Recreational fac i I ities \/ a-/'

8. Extra-curricular activities 17
9 Sports facilities

5

l. Superior 2. Equal I 3. lnferior (zl

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VEryPoor (z)

I rful 5. Cumbersome ('))

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (z)
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Student Feedback Form for the Aeadernic Year

Name, k^l r+i Yqdou

Department : QOI0 mgltCl

Course : $. C0m

Year/Semeste.' 1J*tqytt / Ilt / Iv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus rvas taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to ggt the prescribed readings?

Extrcrrcly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModerateModerately
Good

CoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

qOverallratine7

oRelevance/leaming value of proiecU report6.

oExtent of effort rcquired by students5

aExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the cours,e contentJ
eAppl i cab i I ity/re I e-vance to rea M fe s ituat i ohs2

0
Learning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatingPanicularssl.

(1-)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

(J.)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(a)5. Less than
4ff/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75o/o2.75to90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

54. Pooruate32l. Excellent

(L)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor a(
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ({)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (jl )

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relarionship in your departrnent?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ({)

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co{perative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasine (L)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (t)

15. After leaving the College how willyou talk about it?

16. Overalt Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

l. Very Hel rtul 2. Hel rtul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome (l-)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (1-)

l. Proudly 2. Indifflerently 3. Dis

sr Item Very good Good Averege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Intereetion with faculty
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Ccmputerfacilities
1 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-cunicular activities
9. Sports facilities
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Student Feedback- Form for the Academic Year

Name' kqncl.ro n S.rhq ni
Course: B. Co fn

Year/Semester' (-IlL) I / II I m I Iy-Department r Co rnr!1€rlcL
l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting lbom the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. you ablc togetlhc

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModanateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

gOverall rating7
RRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6

clExtent of efforr required by students5

etExtent of coverage of course4
RDepth of the course content3

qApp I icabi I ity'/relevance to real I i fe situat ions2

9Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatinsParticularsst.

(a)5. Inelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challenging

(2)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(1- )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
100%

(1 )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(1)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2- Grl. Very cood

bed readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very cood 2. Good I 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor {1)
8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ( 1-)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Cood 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (L)

10. How do you rate the student-teacher in your departrnent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extna curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (J)

15. After leaving the College how will talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (zl

5. Never

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouras ([)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingll' (1)

st Item Very good Good Averegc Poor Very poor

l Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities t

8. Extra-curri cu I ar activiti es

9 Sports facilities

kone\oq gqhq ni
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studeni Feedback Fcrm for the Aeadennic year __
Name , AryLU' lcunot r'CloasJro,n Coursc r B. (er fi
Departnrent : lgfifner&4- Year/Semester:(-JE-)l/ll tll/llIN

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2.The labus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much ofthe syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Werc you able to get the prescri@d readingp!

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
TolerEble

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Exuemely
Good

l2456789

gOverallratinc7

IRelevance/leemine value of oroiecU reoort6.
EExtent of effort requir€d by students5
IExtent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course content3

qApplicabiliMrelevance to real life situations2.

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadenin g perspectives)

I
RatincParticularssl.

5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challenginc (:

(z\5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(2_)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to75o/o2.75to90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(J)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

I(',54. Poor3. Average2. &odl. Verygood

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Averate 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (21
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor @l

I l. How do you find the College's adminishative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indiflerent 3. Discouraging (21

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enrich

15. After leaving the College how willyou talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparaginglt, (4
16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

sl Ilcm Very good Good Avcrege Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with administration l-,/

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I i ties
8. Extra-curricular activities
9. Sports facilities

).

I

I tenor 2. Equal 3. Inferior (l.)

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor I )

2. Hel 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpfulrtul 5. Cumbersome ({ )

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No H\

Ary "tt
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Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year

Name , b;!)(&3 Pant/een course , 8. Com

Deparrment , Co0ntneHCe Yearlsemester:(fl--) I/n tmtrv

l. Please give a rating of your courue on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Oood

GoodVery
Good

Exremely
Good

I2456789

&Overallrating7

qRelevancdlearningvalue of proiect/ report6.
IExtent of effort required by students5
9Extent of coverage of course4.

g,Depth of the course contentJ

gAool icabi I itv/relevance to real I ife situations)
9

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatingParticularssl.

)(t5. Inelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challensine

?( )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(L)5. Less than
40%

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75To2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
tw%

Jl. Excellent (5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequate

J(5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Coodl. Very good
6. Werc you able to get the prescribed readings?

l. Very eood 2. Cood 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (L)
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar progmmme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (l)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (L)

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities ofthe Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraeinc ( 2,1

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor

l. VeryHelptul i 2. Helpful 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumbersome (1J

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never

I es 2. I 3. No (L)

l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3. Disparaging )' I .).

st Item VcrT good Good Avcngc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraclion with faculty
4 Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9

t

Paq veeh
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Studentleedbaek Fomfor the Academic Year

Name, khuShloo 9 on\tqf

Department: #rdQf
courser 

tS. C0rn

Year/Semester : (fl-) I / II I U I lV

l. Please give a of your course on the fol
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the eourse?

_ 6. Wete you able to gB! the prescribed readings?

Extncmely
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrablc

ModerateModeratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

IOverall ratins7
vRelevanee/ieaming value of proiect/ report6
IExtent of effort required by students5

$Extent of coverage of course4
$Depth of the course content3

IApplicabi I ity/relevance to rcal I i fe situations2

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadenin g perspectives)

l
RatingParticularsst.

5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequa.teL ehalleneine

2 )(5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(t)5. lrss than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to9V/ol. 90 to
lO0o/o

5.4. Pooruate32.l. Excellent

(5. Verypoor3. Average | 4. Poor2. Goodl. VerY sooal

t.v 2. Cood 3. Poor v Poor 2
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Suoerior 2. Fnual 3. lnferior (-r )

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as I whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offrces?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

I -1. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

I6. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

4. 5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (2\

I itul 2. Hel rtul 3. lndifferent 4. Unhelpful I S. Cumbersome ({)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (l)

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3

es

sl Item VcrT good Good Avcngc Poor VcrT poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with adm in isration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-cunicular activities
9 Sports facilities

V)q



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Forn for the Academic Year

Name, fShO
Department : CnVrnaXC,?

course, t' Cot)'',.\

Year/Semester : (-IIL) t / It / ttt / ry

l. Please give a rating of your coune on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Ernremcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolenblc

ModerateModerately
Good

CoodVery
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

gOverallratine7

qRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.

aExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3

qAppl icab i i itvire levance to real I ife situat ions2

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularsst.

(1)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensinc

( 2.)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Inelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(z)5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7lVo2. 75 to 90olol. 90 to
lO0o/o

( l-)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(L)5. Vcrypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very eood 2. Geod | 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Verv Psor (t- )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at other Universities do you

feel that your prognmme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (r_)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (1)

10. Howdo you rate the student-teacher in your

I l. How do you find the College's adminishative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (1)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No ( 2-)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (L)

16. Overall Rating ofthe Programme (ick in the rclevant cell)
sl Item Very good Good Avcrrge Poor Vcry poor

l. Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty r/
4. Interaction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facilities arr'
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports facilities9.

5.

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (z)
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Student Feedbaek Forn for the Academic year 2.-o'?-J-2S

Name' Nir"ishq 3rr\y6.5Lto- course: fv]o Coun

Department r CoYnr'n€t{-g Year/Semest"r' 1J--1 I / lt tllt / tv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(Ll5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequata/l. Excellent

(t)5. Very poor4. Poor2. Good I 3. AveraCel. Velpgood

Extnemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolerablc

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremcly
Good

I245678e)

qOverallrating7
flRelevance/leami ng value oT proiect/ retrort6.

qExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4.
?Depth of the course content3

qAppl icabi lity/relevande to reai I ife situations2.

qLeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
perspectives)

RatincParticularsSI

(z)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

(t )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. RelevantI. ryighly
r.4.elevant

il)5. Less than
4Do/o

4. 40 to 50%o3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to90o/oal. 90 to
t00%

6. Were you able to get theprescribed readings?

l. Very cood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (t)
7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

I0. How do rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in thb relevant cell)

5

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. lnfcrior (2)

ery good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (t)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (1)

l. Very Heiptul 2- Hel lful 5. Cumbersome (L)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (21

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging (

es

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Di ( )

st Item Vcry good Good Avcrrgc Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreationa! faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Studentleedback Form for the Academic Year &Rl*5
Name' Di"Jqns!-i Sh*hlq course, M\. CoM

Departrnent' COmmQAc€ Year/Semester:(-J---)I/II Illlllv
l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the coursc was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

E:rtremely
Pcor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModcrarcModeratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

IOverallrating7
-BRelevanceilearning value of proieet/ report6.
+Extent of effort required by students5.
*,Extent of coverage of course4.

rlDepth of the course content3.
9Appl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations)
B

Leaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularssl.

(t-5. lnelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adeouatel. Challencine

(4)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(L)5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%o3. 50 Jo7So/o2. 75 to90%ol. 90 to
t00%

(7)5. Verv poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(L)5; Very ooor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl- Very cood

: 6. Were you able to get the rcadings?

7. The intemal evaluation systern as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationshi in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra eurricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?
l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (:

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)
st Itcm Very good Good Averrgc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Faimess of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm in ishation
5 Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facilities
8. Extra-curricular activ ities
9 Sports facilities

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor

l. Superior 2. Equal ! 3. Inferior I(

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (L\

L Very Good 2. Cood 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (4J

Cl. Very Hel rful 2. Hel rful 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel rful 5. Cumbersome

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never

l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3.

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No I(



HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the-Academic Year g-D-?$:Ls

Name' S[rx^'\t i Jo.ist"uf Course : lY . eO M

Department : Corrrnqhte year/semester : (J$- )y lll ilt / IV

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting fiom the course was

4. How much ofthe syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModeratcModerately
- Cood

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

l2456789

IOverallrat tn87

gRelevanc€llearn in gvalue of project/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5.
KExtent of coverage of course4.
6Depth of the course contentJ
3Appl icabil iVre levance to real I i fe situat ions2

B
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatinsParticularssl.

(215. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

I )(5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(I )5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75%o2. 75 to90o/ol. 90 to
l00o/o

(2 )5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(1)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Averase2. Goodl. Very good

L. VerY 9006 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor I 5. Verv Poor (r)
7. The internal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior ( 9-)

9. Howdo rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. I-low do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Pmgramme (tick in the rclevant cell)

5

l.v 4. 5 J'

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (r)

l rtul 2- Helptul 3. Indiflerent 4. Unhelpful 5. Cumbersome ( r)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( r)

l. Co{perative 2. Indiflerent 3. t

es I

l. Proudly (r)3.D n v

st Iiem Very good Good Avcngc Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with administration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Soorts facilities9



HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedbaek Form for the Academic Year

Name , ?6JLA r*, y,S.Fq kArr )n 4 Course: M, Gr4

Year/Semester : (-T- I i t ltl ilt / tvDepartment , Cgv- rnen((

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Enremcly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolcrable

ModcratcModerately
Cood

GoodVery
6ood

Extremely
Good

I2456789

qOverall rating7
8Relevance/learning value of proiect/ report6
sExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course content3
PAppl icab i I ity/relevante to real I ife s ituat ions2
ILeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatineParticularsSI

(2)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneine

)( l_5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(L )5. Less than
4V/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to75o/o2.75to90o/ol. 90 to
100%

(L)5. Very ooor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(215. Very poor3. Avenge 14. Poor2. GooalerY eoodI

= 6. Were you abletoget rhe re4dings?

7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Vcry eood 2. Good 3. Averace 4. ?oor 5. Very-Poor (Ll

8. When you meet students who have takcn a similar programme at other Universities do you

feelthat pur is?

9. Howdo rate the student-teacher in the as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (L\

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (l_)

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No I (-rJ

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (4)

I 2 3. ng (q)

l. Proudly 2. lndifferently 3 v (1)

sl Item Vcry good Cood Averrge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with facultv
4. lnteraction with adm in istration

Librarv facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curicular activities

SDonsfacil
\7

9.



@
HARISHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academie Year 'Ztr-zr
Name: DtvonsA" St'kto course : M . CrM.

Department : eornr-nerrcc year/Semesrer : (--JL- -yl*ll / lll t lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for rhe course?

Exnemely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerablc

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

gOverallrating7

qRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.
?.,Extent of effort required by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4.
R.Depth of the course content3
9Appl icabi iity/relevance to real I i fe situat ions2

q
Learning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broaden ing pcrspectives)

I

RatingParticularsst.

( 1-)5= Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. A-dequatel. Challeneine

({)5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Hishly
Relevant

(-t)5. Less than
4U/o

4. 40to 50Yo3. 50 to1So/o2. 75 to9V/ol. 90 to
100%

(zl5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(i )5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Averase2. Goodl. Very cood

6. Werc you able to tlle prescribed readings?

l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averace 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (r)
7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (21

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the Collegc as a whole?
t. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (r)
10. How do you rate the student-teacher in your

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (d)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (iL )

I rful 2. Helpful 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarcly 5. Never (z

I rcrative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouracinc (r)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently (1)3. Dis v

st Item Very good Good Avcrrge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with facu lty
4 lnteraction with adm in isfation

Librarv facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 R-ecreationa i faci i ities
8 Extra-curricular acti vities
9 Sports facilities



l. Very good 2. Cood 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor ( r)
7. The intcrnal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your pro$amme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. lnferior (zl
9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the Col lege as a whole?
I. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)

10. How do ycu rate the student-teacher relationship in your departnrent?
l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (1)

I l. How do you find the College's adminisrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers tc extra curricularactivities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasins (t)
14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5.

2. ltul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhel rtul 5. Cumberscme (z)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never 2

l. Yes 3. No : (z)

l. Proudly 2. Indifferentl ingly (t

st Itcm Very good Good Avcrrgc Poor Very poor

l Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4. lnteraction with admin istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities l-/
9 Sports facilities

@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.P.)

Student Fee'Jback Form for the Acsdemic Year 303*-.35

Name, SnirU", Ql^l-
Departrnent : Cgrnml*t<t

Course : l"l'Lgv14'

Year/Semester : (-L-) I / II t t(t t lv

l. Please give a of your cou$e on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Good
Good
VcryExtrcmcly

Good
Entrcmely

Poor
Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

89 24567 I

9Overall ratinc7

IRelevarrc.Jlearning value of project/ report6.

gExtent of effort required by students5

9Extent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course contentJ

GAppl icabi I ity/relevanee to rea! I ife situations2.

ILeaming value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

I

RatineParticularsSI

(Ll5. Inelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensine

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2 )(

( 1 )5. Less than
4oo/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 750/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
l0V/o

(2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

l. Very eood (2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Good

6. Were you4ble to gpt the readings?



l. Very cood 2. Good 3. Averaee 4. Poor 5. Poor

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your eis?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your department?
l. Very Cood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (, )

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectual ly enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (iick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior (21

t.v 3 5.V Poor

t.v pftil 2. Helplul 3. Indifferent relptul 5. Cumbersome (2)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never

I rerative 2. Indifferent 3. Discouraging ( t)

l. Yes 2. Margina 3. No (l )

I v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagrngl], (l)

sl Itcm Very good Good Avcregc Poor Ve4r poor

I Academic content
) Faimess of evaluation
J Interaction with faculty
4 lnteraction with administration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
I Sports facilities

@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year 4-gg9- -{f
Name. stAgfu V elr twq course , l€l ,Cori

Department : CoI'lMF kce Year/Semester: (-IL-)l I il.lW lv

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was hught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerareModerately
Good

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Gd

I2456789

qOverallrating7

_qRelevance/learning value of proiecU report6

IExtent of effort required by students5

qExtent of coverage of course4

RDepth of the courue content3

8ApplicabiliVrclevance to real life situations2

ILearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

l
RatinsParticularssl.

(2)5. lrrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Cha!leneine

I( )5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( I )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50o/o3. 50 to 750/o2. 75 to 9oo/ol. 90 to
100%

(?)5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

4. Poor3. Average2. GoodL Very sood (7)5: Vcry poor
the



7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (r )

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate thestudent-teacher relationship in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you panicipate in any of the extra curricular activities of the /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. lndifferent 3. Discouraging ({)

14. Has your time at the Col lege been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in thb rclevant cell)

5.

l. Superior | 3. Inferior2. Equal (L)

I 5.V (L)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactorv 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (r)

I rtul 2. Helplul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelptul 5. Cumbersome (t

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( e-)

l. Yes 2. Mu v 3. No (L)

I v 2. lndifferentl ngly (r)

sr Item Vcry good Good Avenge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with facu lty
4 lnteraction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities

Sports ilitiesI

@
HARTSHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Yesr -?S39'- 
2--S.

Name, A"lt$qdi"gt" course, A\, (',tt\

Department : Gvr^r.ncn t-C. Year/Semerl*, t 1][--) I / II I lll I lV

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following

Extremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModcratcly
Cood

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Gosd

I2456789 3

9Overall ratins7
-qRelevancdlearning vaiue oi proiect/ report6

3Extent of effort required by students)
IExtent of coverage of course4

RDepth of the course content3

gAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situations)
ILeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analyical abilities, or

broadening perspectives)
I

RatineParticularsSI

2. The syllabus was
(2)5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challensine

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

(z)5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relwantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

( I )5. [.ess than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to7io/o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
l00o/o

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?
(2-)5. Verv noor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( ()5. Very poor4. Poor3. Averase2. Goodl. Very good
6. Werc you able to get theprescribed readings?



7. The intemal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar prcgramme at other Universities do you
feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the Col lege as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your deparbnent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?
l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (r )

13. What was the attitude of teaehers tc extra currieular activities?
l. Co-Operative 2. Indiflerent 3. Discouraging (t )

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?
l. Yes 2. Mareinalb/ 3. No ( t)

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

l. Very cood 2. Cood 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (z)

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (r )

l. Verygood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (2\

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (2)

I 2. Helrtul 3. Indifferent 4. Unhelpful 5. eumbersome (2J

l. Proudly 2. Indifferently 3. Dis

sl Item Vcry good Gmd Average Poor Vcry poor

l Academic content
) Fairness of evaluation
3 lnteraction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricul ar activities
9 Sports facilities

HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Aeademic Year

Name, PaXhi |tLo*1J,,<'wrlJ , course t 14 cprrn

Depanment : Com rru/\cr Year/Semester : (-E-) I / II I llt I N

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

. 6. Were youablg !o get the preseribed read

Extncnrly
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

CoodVcry
Good

Extrcmcly
Good

I2456789

qOverallrating7

qRelevance/leaming value of pro-iect/ repon6

eExtent of effon required by students5

aExtent of coverage of course4

qDepth of the course content3

qApplicabi I ity/relevance to real life situations2

ILearning value (in terrns of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatingParticularssl.

( 2-l5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

( A )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(z)5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
1007o

( 1-\5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(r)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good



l. Very good 2. Good 3. Averase 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (9)
7.The internal evatuation system as it exists is

8. When you me€t students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your programme is ?

L Superior 2. Equal | 3. Inferior (r)
9. How do you rate the student-teacher rclationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate th+student-teacher in your department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oflices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?
L Co-Operative 2. Indifferent 3. Discourasine (i- )

14. Has time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how rvill you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (rick in the relevant cell)

)

l. Very good 2. Good rctory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (t)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (9)

l.v Hei lful 5. Cumbersome (t )

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never ( r_)

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. Ng (L)

v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (J_)

st Item Very good Good Avenge Poor Very poor

I Academic content
7 Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm in istration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8 Extra-curricu lar activities
I Sports facilities

HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.P.)

Student Feedbaek Form for the Aeademic Year Og:3 S

Name:6}ute5og4,1*- J^^A^ Courser H'C oY{1

Department : fuLn Ce- Year/Semester : (-]g-) I / Il tllJ&t

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get the prescribed readings?

Exremely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Cood

GoodVcry
Good

Extremely
Good

I2456789

4Overallrating7

IRelevance/leam ing val ue oi proj ect/ report6.

IExtent of effort required by students5.

gExtent of coverage of course4.
9Depth of the course content3.

gAppl icabi I ity/relevance to real I i fe situations2.

aLearning value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatingParticularsSI

2. Adequatel. Challeneing 5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate

( 7- )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

( 2 )5. Less than
4ff/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75Vo2. 75 to 90o/ol. 90 to
t00%

4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent 5. Verypoor

(2)5. Very poor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good



7. The internal evaluation as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you
feel that your is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationsh ip in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher tn department?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of rhe Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra ctrrricular activities?

14. Has your time at rhe College been intellectually enrich ing?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (ick in the relevant cell)

)

I 3. Average 4- Poor 5. VEry Poor ( 2_l

l. Superior | 3. Inferior2. Equal ( 2-l

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (L

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (L)

I rftrl 2. Helpful 3. lndifferent rful 5. Cumbersome (?-)

l. Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (L)

I )o-Operative 2. lndiflerent 3. Discouracinc (a)

l. Yes 2. Mu v 3. No (2)

I v 2. lndiflerently 3. Disparagingly (

st Item Vcry good Good Avcngc Poor Verypoor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3 Interaction with faculty
4. Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Reqeational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities

@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Feedback Form fsr the Academic Year 2LgS
Name : Nozlj a ?an,lr u;..- Course : l{. C orl.

Departrnent: Cor-r.l.hcL Year/Semester: (-E--) I / II tl(tW

l. Please give a rating of your course on the following
3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

.6. Were you able !o get

Extrcmcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomchow
Tolcrable

ModeratcModcratcly
Good

GoodVery
Gocd

Extremely
Good

l2456789

EOverallrating7

URelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5

ftExtent of coverage of course4.
aDepth of the course content3.
IApplicabiIity/relevance to real Iife situations2.

B
Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadeninq perspectives)

I

RatincParticularsSI

( r,)5. Irrelevant4. Dull-?. lnadequate2. AdesuateL Challensine

t-( )5. Completely
lrrelevant

4. Mostly
Irrelevant

3. Panly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(t )5. Less than
4ff/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75%o2. 75 to 90%l. 90 to
l00o/o

(Ll5. Very poor4. Poor3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

3. Average2. Goodl: Very food (z)-5. Very ooor4. Poor

bed



@
HARISHCHANDRA P.G. COLLEGE VARANASI (U.P.)

Student Feedback Form for the Academic Year l-o'LFLs

Name, korhir"A ladau Course: M,corn

Department : CO fryn1;4ee Year/Semester

l. Please give a rating of your courue on the following

: (-IL-; Imnil / ry

E:<femely
Poor

Very
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModeratcly
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extremely
Oood

l2456789 3

oOverallrating7

IRelevance/learning value of proiect/ report6.

qExtent of effort required by students5.

qExtent of coverage of course4.

qDepth of the course content3

'8App I icabi I ity/relevanc€ to rcal I ife situat ionsz.

ILeaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broadening perspectives)

RatineParticularsSI

2. The syllabus was

)(5. Irrelevant4. Dull3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Challeneins

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

)( t_5. Completely
Irrelevant

4. Mostly
lrrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

4. How much of the syllabus was taught in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

6. Were you able to get theprescribed readings?

( I )5. Less than
40o/o

4. 40 to 50%3. 50 to75%o2. 75 to 90Vol. 90 to
100%

5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

(a)5. Verypoor4. Poor3. Average2. Goodl. Very good

l. Very eood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. Very Poor (L)
7.The internal evaluation system as it exists is

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar programme at other Universities do you

feel that your programme is ?

l. Superior 2. Equal 3. Inferior (t-)

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?
l. Very good 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (a)

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in ;vour department?

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. VeryPoor (il
I l. How do you find the College's administrative offices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the attitude of teachers to extra curricular activities?

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enrich

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

t6. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

I rtul 2. Helptul 3. lndifferent 4. Unhel ptul 5. Cumbersome (

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarely 5. Never (L)

l. Co-Operative 2. Indiflerent 3. Discourac ng (l-)

l. Yes 2. Marginally 3. No (iJ

l. Proudly 2. lndifferentl v 3. Dis

st Item Very good Good Average Poor Very poor

I Academic content
2 Faimess of evaluation

I lnteraction with faculty
4 Interaction with adm inistration

Library facilities
6 Computer facilities
7 Recrcational facil ities
8. Extra-curricular acti vities

Sports facilities9.



@
HARTSHCHANDRA p.G. COLLEGE VARANAST (U.p.)

Student Eeedback Form for the Academic Year i-L-ris
Name, $1"-"3o- fa4o.V Course: fll ,Co M .

Department t LoMM gRC e Year/Semester : (JIL I t t f t t(, w
l. Please a rating of your course on the following

3

2. The syllabus was

3. Your background for benefiting from the course was

4. How much of the syllabus was in class?

5. What is your opinion about the library holdings for the course?

Extrcnrcly
Poor

Vcry
Poor

PoorSomehow
Tolerable

ModerateModerately
Good

GoodVery
Good

Extrcmely
Good

I2456789

IOverall rating7
IRelevance/learning value of projectf report6;
IExtent of effon required by students5.
EExtent of coverage of course4.
IDepth of the course content3.

q.Applicabi I ity/relevance to real I ife situat ions2.
8

Leaming value (in terms of skills, concepts, knowledge, analytical abilities, or
broaden in g perspectives)

I

RatingParticulansl.

(L\5. Imelevant4. Dull3. lnadequate2. Adequatel. ehallensins

)( .)5. Completely
Inelevant

4. Mostly
lrelevant

3. Partly
Relevant

2. Relevantl. Highly
Relevant

(D5. Less than
4V/o

l. 90 to
t00%

4. 40 to 50olo3. 50 to 75o/o2. 75 to 90o/o

( 2-l5. Very poor4. Poor3. Inadequate2. Adequatel. Excellent

( l-)5: Very poor4; Poor3. Av€raee2. Coodl. Very eood

6. Wer€ yougble to prescribed readings?

7. The internal evaluation system as it exists is
l. Very sood 2. Good 3. Average 4. Poor 5. VeryPoor | - (l)

8. When you meet students who have taken a similar pnogramme at other Universities do you
feel that is?

9. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in the College as a whole?

10. How do you rate the student-teacher relationship in your deparEnent?

I l. How do you find the College's administrative oftices?

12. Did you participate in any of the extra curricular activities of the Department /College?

13. What was the anitude of teachers to extra cunicular activities?

l. Co4perative 2. Indiflerent 3. Discouraging ( J-)

14. Has your time at the College been intellectually enriching?

15. After leaving the College how will you talk about it?

16. Overall Rating of the Programme (tick in the relevant cell)

5

I tenor 2. Equal 3. Infcrior (L)

ood 2. Good 3. Satisfactoryl 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor ( _i-)

l. Very Good 2. Good 3. Satisfactory 4. Unsatisfactory 5. Very Poor (a)

t.v rFul (z)5. eumbersome

L Very Often 2. Often 3. Sometimes 4. Rarel v 5. Never (2)

es 3. No L

I. Proudl v 2. Indifferently 3. Disparagingly (l-)

sl Itcm Very good Good Averrge Poor Vcry poor

I Academic content
2. Fairness of evaluation
3. Interaction with faculty
4. lnteraction with adrn in istration

Library facilities
6. Computer facilities
7 Recreational faci I ities
8. Extra-curricular activities
9 Sports facilities



HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION:

2024-25

Nameof the Person:

Mobile no./ E-mail

Company Name Address:(DSETS

Aspects of Students’ Quality & Work VeryT

T

| ExcellentPerformance |

| Communication skill

Working as part of team

Level self-motivation

Technical knowledge and skills
Relationship with peers/seniors

Planning and organisational skill

Punctuality & time management
Open to new ideas &learning new
techniques
‘Ability to contribute to the goal of the
organization | | _

Qs

els

css

On a scale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.
College students and the curriculum?

1 [2 [3 [4 [5 9 [10] ]



HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Aspects of Students’ Quality & Work

Performance
Excellent|got|Good|Fair

|
1.|communication skill

oo
2.|working as part of team v

| Level selimotivation —3
| 4 Fechmcal knowledge and skis

6.|Planning and organisational skill

ve
5. Relationswith peers/seniors 7
7.|Punctuality & time management

|g, Open to new ideas Riearning new —
i%|

techniques | .
I

4.|Ability to contribute to the goal ofthe NZ
On a scale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum?

7 se



HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Name of the Person:

Mobile no./ E-mail:

Company Name Addres:

©no.|Aspects of Students’ Quality & Work |pcpenT Vey [goog|pair
®|performance Good

1.|Communication skill v 1

Working as part of team ~
Level self-motivation Vv

|
4|Technical knowledge and skills <

© 5.|Relationship with peers/seniors v
i

[6 |
planning and organisational skill v |[

punctuality & time management v
N Opento new ideas Klearning new.

- oo| |e |Tg,|Ability to contribute to the goal of the | o"| organization . . -
Ona scale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum?

4| 5 6 10



HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Nameofthe Person:

Mobile no./ E-mail:

Company Name Address:

Aspectsof Students’ Quality & Work
Performance
Communication skill

Working aspart of team
Level self-motivation

Technical knowledge and skills
.|Relationship with peers/seniors

Planning and organisational skill

Punctuality & time management
Open to newideas &learning new
techniques
‘Ability to contribute to the goal of the
organization

On a scale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum?2 3 4
}
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HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Name ofthe person: .NIE. PAN DE

Mobile no./ E-mail.

Company Name Address:

(yoy.
E Peden! Quality & Work 1plene

L
Lem Good|Fair

|
Communication skill vO

2 Working as part of team Vv

|
D3 eal self-motivation

Nn —
fi | rechvica Knowledge and skills 7 vo |i

5.
|

Relationship with peers/seniors
|

|
6.|Planning and organisational skill Nd

punct .|]pe le| techniques Nd
i.K a fo

contribute othe goal of the —
Ona scale of 110 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.
College students and the curriculum?
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HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Name ofthe Person:

Mobile no./ E-mail:

company Name
AdtvessZs LATZRLUGAL. Noea asoseSruny. Yomi {

Aspects of Students’ Quality & Work|0T
Very

Performance_ Good

Communication skill ee
Good

|
Working as part of team

3.|Level self-motivation4.|Technical knowledge and skills

5. Relationship with peers/seniors

Planning and organisational skill6.

7.|Punctuality & time management

8. Open to new ideas &learning new
techniques
‘Ability to contribute to the goalof the
organization

9.

Onascale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum?
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HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Nameofthe Person:

Mobile no./ E-mail:

Company Name Address:

Seater. dd. And
244

Aspects ofStudents’ Quality & Work [pT Very
Performance Good

Communication skill vo
Working as part of team

Level self-motivation

Technical knowledge and skills

Relationship with peers/seniors

Planning andorganisational skill

Punctuality & time management
Open to new ideas learning new
techniques
Ability to contribute to the goal of the vvorganization |

i

On a scale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum?

9 |8 |TT]



HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Name ofthe Person:
Lbhak i... KumaTL. .

Mobile no./ E-mail: -.8932.0.1.334.9. Yescontd auchion9.0.midct
Company Name Address: YeCanteen Fanuulchesbrc]..

Aspectsof Students’Quality & Work|oo [Very
Performance Good

Communication skill Ze
Working as part of team

Level self-motivation

Technical knowledge and skills

Relationship with peers/seniors

Planning and organisational skill

Punctuality & time management
Open to new ideas &learning new
techniques |

Ability to contribute to the goalof the —
| organization

On a scale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students andthe curriculum?

1 2 3 1



HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Nameof the Person
Mobile no./ E-mail:

Company Name Address:

Naewans «

[VeryExcellent
| yo‘Aspectsof Students’ Quality & Work

Performance
Communication skill

Working aspart of team
Level self-motivation

Technical knowledge and skills
Relationship with peers/seniors

Planning and organisational skill

Punctuality & time management
Open to new ideas &learning new
techniques _
‘Ability to contribute to the goalof the
organization_ |

On a scale of 1 to 10 how do you rate youroverall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum?

2 [| 3 4 | 5s 10
[ To



HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Nameofthe Person: h hua
Mobile no./ E-mail: ....L 3.4. snbolyactiusH@pmntls com
Company Name Address: rerofol 0) HQ Listed,

Aspects ofStudents’ Quality & Work ExcellentPerformance
Communication skill

Working as part of team

Level self-motivation

Technical knowledge and skills

Relationship with peers/seniors

Planning and organisational skill

Punctuality & time management
Open to new ideas learning new
techniques
‘Ability to contribute to the goalof the
organization

On a scale of 1 to 10 how do yourate youroverall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum?

1 2 3
L



HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Nameof the Person:
Mobile no./ E-mail:

‘Aspects ofStudents’ Quality & Work
Performance

VeryT

Excellent|oohCommunication skill L

Working as part of team

Level self-motivation

Technical knowledge and skills
.|Relationship with peers/seniors

Planning and organisational skill

| Punctuality & time management
Open to new ideas &learning new
techniques oo‘Ability to contribute to the goalof the

Onascale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum?
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HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Name of the Person:

Aspects ofStudents’Qu:
Performance Excellent

Communication skill

Working aspartof team |

3.|Level self-motivation4.|Technical k

Planning and organisational skill t
7. Punctuality & time management

g|Opentonew ideas Qlearningnew
"techniques _ a Po

|

9,|Ability to contribute to the goal of the | |nization
Ona scale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum?
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HARISH CHANDRA POST GRADUATE COLLEGE, VARANASI

EMPLOYER FEEDBACK

SESSION: 2024-25

Nameof the Person

Mobile no./ E-ma

Company NameAddress:

VeryAspects of Students’ Quality &
. Exe ni Good Fair
| Performance

cellent | Good F

1.|Communication skill ~ |

| oe !

2, Working as part of team ~~ {

} Sr EE—f
I

Level self-motivation | — |
1

4.|Technical knowledge and skills |
| i

5.|Relationship with peers/scniors —
|

1

Planning and organisational skill |

7.|Punctuality & time management i

Open to new ideas &learning new —
8 | techniques ~

|

‘Ability to contributeto the goal of the 1

organization| 1 |

On a scale of 1 to 10 how do you rate your overall satisfaction with Harish Chandra P.G.

College students and the curriculum? 1

1

1
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Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 
Individual Response of Ravi Prakash 

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Ravi Prakash 

Faculty: Commerce 

Course studied: LL.B. 

Passing Year: 1995 

Designation: Director 

Joining Year: 2013 

E-mail ID: jpravi1969@gmail.com 

 

 
 

 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Good 

03. Environment Good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Very good 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Very good 

09. Overall rating of the college Very good 

Suggestion if any: 

Not at all. 



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Sanjay Srivastava  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Sanjay Srivastava  

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: PhD 

Passing Year: 2006 

Designation: Professor  

Joining Year: 1999 

E-mail ID: sanjaychandravns@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Very good 

03. Environment Good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Very good 

07. Training & Placement Very good 

08. Library Very good 

09. Overall rating of the college Very good 

Suggestion if any: 

Some ad-on certificate courses should be introduced  



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Kanak lata Vishwakarma  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Kanak lata Vishwakarma  

Faculty: Education 

Course studied: B.Ed. 

Passing Year: 1990 

Designation: Professor  

Joining Year: 2005 

E-mail ID: kanaklatav1969@gmail.com  

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Very good 

03. Environment Good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Fair 

05. Faculty Good 

06. Quality of support material Good 

07. Training & Placement Very good 

08. Library Fair 

09. Overall rating of the college Very good 

Suggestion if any: 

 



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Dr. Om Prakash Singh 

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Dr. Om Prakash Singh 

Faculty: Commerce 

Course studied: M.Com. 

Passing Year: 1980 

Designation: Associate professor /Principal incharge  

Joining Year: 1982 

E-mail ID: opsingh.hcpg@gmail.com  

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Fair 

03. Environment Good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Very good 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Very good 

09. Overall rating of the college Good 

Suggestion if any: 

Try to get autonomous college status  



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of अमित कुिार  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: अमित कुिार  

Faculty: Arts 

Course studied: PhD 

Passing Year: 2024 

Designation: अमिस्टेंट प्रोफेिर  

Joining Year: 2022 

E-mail ID: amitkumaresapur@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 
 

 

 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Good 

02. Fee Structure Good 

03. Environment Good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Good 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Good 

09. Overall rating of the college Good 

Suggestion if any: 

 



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Prabhakar Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Prabhakar Singh  

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: PhD 

Passing Year: 1995 

Designation: Professor in Statistics  

Joining Year: 1987 

E-mail ID: prabhakarsingh06725@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Good 

03. Environment Good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Good 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Good 

09. Overall rating of the college Good 

Suggestion if any: 

 



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Dr Pratima Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Dr Pratima Singh  

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: PhD 

Passing Year: 2008 

Designation: Assistant professor  

Joining Year: 2012 

E-mail ID: singhpratima3115@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Good 

02. Fee Structure Good 

03. Environment Good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Good 

06. Quality of support material Fair 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Good 

09. Overall rating of the college Good 

Suggestion if any: 

 



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Rajesh Kumar Keshri  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Rajesh Kumar Keshri  

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: M.Sc. 

Passing Year: 1995 

Designation: Architect, (Chief Designer) 

Joining Year: 2007 

E-mail ID: rajekesh@rediffmail.com 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Very good 

03. Environment Very good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Good 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Good 

09. Overall rating of the college Good 

Suggestion if any: 

Need of Upgrading of College Infrastructure in all aspects.  



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Abhinav Kumar 

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Abhinav Kumar 

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: M.Sc. 

Passing Year: 2002 

Designation: Professor  

Joining Year: 2009 

E-mail ID: kumar_abhinav@lkouniv.ac.in 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Good 

02. Fee Structure Good 

03. Environment Good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Fair 

05. Faculty Good 

06. Quality of support material Fair 

07. Training & Placement Fair 

08. Library Fair 

09. Overall rating of the college Good 

Suggestion if any: 

 



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Dr. Arun Kant  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Dr. Arun Kant  

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: M.Sc. 

Passing Year: 2008 

Designation: Assistant Professor  

Joining Year: 2018 

E-mail ID: arun107941@kmc.du.ac.in  

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Good 

03. Environment Very good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Fair 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Good 

09. Overall rating of the college Very good 

Suggestion if any: 

 



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Sangam  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Sangam  

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: M.Sc. 

Passing Year: 2020 

Designation: Guest faculty  

Joining Year: 2021 

E-mail ID: sangamsssg@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Very good 

03. Environment Very good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Very good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Very good 

07. Training & Placement Very good 

08. Library Very good 

09. Overall rating of the college Very good 

Suggestion if any: 

Ladies toilet needs special attention 



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Dr. Chanda Verma  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Dr. Chanda Verma  

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: PhD 

Passing Year: 2022 

Designation: Assistant professor  

Joining Year: 2021 

E-mail ID: Chandaverma21@gmail.comm 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Very good 

03. Environment Very good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Very good 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Satisfactory 

09. Overall rating of the college Very good 

Suggestion if any: 

No any one, all the above criteria are fulfilled.  



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Anulika Verma  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Anulika Verma  

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: M.Sc. 

Passing Year: 2013 

Designation: None 

Joining Year: 2015 

E-mail ID: Anulika1990@gmail.com  

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Very good 

03. Environment Very good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Very good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Good 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Very good 

09. Overall rating of the college Very good 

Suggestion if any: 

No 



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Dr Geeta Rani 

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Dr Geeta Rani 

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: B.Sc. 

Passing Year: 1992 

Designation: Assistant professor  

Joining Year: 2003 

E-mail ID: rsgeeta14@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 
  

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Very good 

02. Fee Structure Very good 

03. Environment Very good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Very good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Very good 

07. Training & Placement Fair 

08. Library Good 

09. Overall rating of the college Very good 

Suggestion if any: 

Requir  car parking  



 

 
 

Alumni Feedback Form 2024-25 

Individual Response of Himanshu Shrivastava  

 

Respondent Details: 

Name of Alumnus: Himanshu Shrivastava  

Faculty: Science 

Course studied: M.Sc. 

Passing Year: 2014 

Designation: Range Forest Officer(UPPCS 2018 Batch) 

Joining Year: 2018 

E-mail ID: icchimanshu@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

Responses: 

01. Admission Procedure Good 

02. Fee Structure Very good 

03. Environment Good 

04. Infrastructure & Lab Facilities Good 

05. Faculty Very good 

06. Quality of support material Good 

07. Training & Placement Good 

08. Library Good 

09. Overall rating of the college Very good 

Suggestion if any: 

 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Darshan Sharma 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Darshan Sharma 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Physics 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7460090354 

E-mail ID: dsharma@hcpgcollege.edu.in 

 

 
 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Babuji 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Babuji 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Zoology  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9795782447 

E-mail ID: babujigoutam@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Debabrata Karmakar  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Debabrata Karmakar  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Zoology  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7029130092 

E-mail ID: devyabrata1996@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Ragini Srivastava  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Ragini Srivastava  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Ancient History 

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9450540989 

E-mail ID: raginisri14@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Average 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Average 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Mohammad Abu Shahid  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Mohammad Abu Shahid  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Law 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9044663496 

E-mail ID: abushahidadv@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Average 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Below Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Dharmendra Kumar Gupta  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Dharmendra Kumar Gupta  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Law 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8896411618 

E-mail ID: dharmendragupta61@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Very Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Amit Kumar  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Amit Kumar  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Hindi  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9628801067 

E-mail ID: amitkumaresapur@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Pramod kumar 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Pramod kumar 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: B.Ed. 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9935784201 

E-mail ID: pramodbhu79@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Ajay Kumar Gautam  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Ajay Kumar Gautam  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Commerce  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9838797330 

E-mail ID: Akgautambhu7@gmail.com  

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Very Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Rajendra Prasad  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Rajendra Prasad  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: B.Ed. 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9452839424 

E-mail ID: rprasad@hcpgcollege.edu.in 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Average 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. KARUNESH OJHA 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. KARUNESH OJHA 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Economics 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7388416517 

E-mail ID: ecokarunesh@hcpgcollege.edu.in 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Very Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Ashok Kumar Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Ashok Kumar Singh  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Commerce  

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9450540988 

E-mail ID: dr.ashoksingh1@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Ramesh Kumar  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Ramesh Kumar  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Law 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8604250204 

E-mail ID: hrameshkmr@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Below Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Below Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. RAJPAL 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. RAJPAL 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Chemistry  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8924850995 

E-mail ID: rpal11791@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Surya Pratap 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Surya Pratap 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Physics 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7398299415 

E-mail ID: suryakvpy2012@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Kanak Lata Vishwakarma 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Kanak Lata Vishwakarma 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: B.Ed. 

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415986005 

E-mail ID: kanaklatav1969@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Average 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Ms. Divyani Baranwal  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Ms. Divyani Baranwal  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Commerce  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7380459844 

E-mail ID: divyanibaranwal@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Average 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Below Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. AMAR PRATAP SINGH 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. AMAR PRATAP SINGH 

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: GEOGRAPHY 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8299049218 

E-mail ID: amarps1998@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Sanjay Kumar Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Sanjay Kumar Singh  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Physical education  

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 7007246117 

E-mail ID: singhsanjaysports@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Sanjay Srivastava  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Sanjay Srivastava  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Botany 

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415635846 

E-mail ID: sanjaychandravns@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Anita Singh 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Anita Singh 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: B.Ed. 

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415449081 

E-mail ID: anitasingh34@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Average 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Below Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Anuradha Rai 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Anuradha Rai 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: B.Ed. 

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415222340 

E-mail ID: anuradha.hcpg@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Average 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Below Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Below Average 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Below Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Below Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Below Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Below Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. No 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. No 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Prof. Jagadish Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Prof. Jagadish Singh  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Economics 

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9935615143 

E-mail ID: jagdishsingh.23@rediffmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. VINEET KUMAR  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. VINEET KUMAR  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Medieval & Modern History 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7903738767 

E-mail ID: vk9bhu@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Brajesh pathak 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Brajesh pathak 

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Chemistry  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8318339627 

E-mail ID: brajeshpathak2010@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Dilip kumar singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Dilip kumar singh  

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Political science  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8601414000 

E-mail ID: dilipvns03@gmail.com  

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Anil Kumar 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Anil Kumar 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Chemistry  

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415979336 

E-mail ID: anilk642@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Shri Prakash Gupta  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Shri Prakash Gupta  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Physics 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9792003576 

E-mail ID: spgupta@hcpgcollege.edu.in  

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Sonal Singh 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Sonal Singh 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Commerce  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9454864514 

E-mail ID: singhsonal2121@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Birendra Kumar Nirmal  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Birendra Kumar Nirmal  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Zoology  

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9450542658 

E-mail ID: bnirmal271@gmail.com  

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. YOGENDRA PRASAD 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. YOGENDRA PRASAD 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Mathematics  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9125340961 

E-mail ID: ypyprasad@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Om Sharma 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Om Sharma 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Law 

Designation: Associate Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415813223 

E-mail ID: omsharma1974@rediffmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Sangita Shukla  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Sangita Shukla  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Zoology  

Designation: Associate Professor 

Mobile Number: 7985751115 

E-mail ID: sangitahcpg@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Saransh lohiya  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Saransh lohiya  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Mathematics  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7897610090 

E-mail ID: lohiyasaransh@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Ms. Janhvi 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Ms. Janhvi 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Law 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8577829861 

E-mail ID: Janhvi.k4@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mrs. Sangita Srivastava  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mrs. Sangita Srivastava  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Mathematics  

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 8318664728 

E-mail ID: s.srivastava067@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. ALOK KUMAR SINGH  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. ALOK KUMAR SINGH  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Botany 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7355316950 

E-mail ID: alokmirzapur1985@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Sarvatej Kumar Maurya 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Sarvatej Kumar Maurya 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Chemistry  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8299153596 

E-mail ID: sarvatejmaurya234@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Average 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Average 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Below Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Average 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. No 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. No 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Ram Lal 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Ram Lal 

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Zoology 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9473838311 

E-mail ID: rmlal75@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. VISHWANATH  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. VISHWANATH  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Ancient History 

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415990082 

E-mail ID: drvn.verma@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Very Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Dr.Shubhra Singh 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Dr.Shubhra Singh 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Chemistry  

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9451268718 

E-mail ID: drshubhra2@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Average 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Amit Pandey 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Amit Pandey 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Geography 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8528267913 

E-mail ID: amitpandey8273@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Very Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Devendra Pratap Singh 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Devendra Pratap Singh 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: B.Ed. 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9889571522 

E-mail ID: devendrapratap99@gmail.com  

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Achchhe Lal  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Achchhe Lal  

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Physics 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9453641030 

E-mail ID: A.LALUPAC@GMAIL.COM 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Ajeet Kumar  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Ajeet Kumar  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Law 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 6390335100 

E-mail ID: ajeetkr.vns@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Vivek Yadav  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Vivek Yadav  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Law 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9044453701 

E-mail ID: vivekyadav1031@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Pratima Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Pratima Singh  

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Zoology  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9473654675 

E-mail ID: singhpratima3115@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Shivanand Yadav  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Shivanand Yadav  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Geography 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 6306563474 

E-mail ID: gprshiva@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Dr. Ram Asheesh 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Dr. Ram Asheesh 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Hindi 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8318081863 

E-mail ID: ashish1985bhu@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Anupam Shahi  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Anupam Shahi  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Political science  

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415355687 

E-mail ID: shahianupam69@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Dr. Purnima Kumari Pal  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Dr. Purnima Kumari Pal  

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Sociology  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9795475768 

E-mail ID: purnimapal2010@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Average 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Sonal Singh 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Sonal Singh 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Commerce  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9454864514 

E-mail ID: singhsonal2121@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mrs. Pragya Ojha  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mrs. Pragya Ojha  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Hindi  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7909604154 

E-mail ID: pragyojha1996@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Very Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Mrs. Vijaya 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Mrs. Vijaya 

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Chemistry  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9140173082 

E-mail ID: vijayakahan@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Average 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Below Average 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Average 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Below Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Below Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Rakesh Mani Mishra  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Rakesh Mani Mishra  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Chemistry  

Designation: Associate Professor 

Mobile Number: 9450113715 

E-mail ID: rakeshmanimisra@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Shankar Ram  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Shankar Ram  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Chemistry  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9450231266 

E-mail ID: sramaya125@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Very Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Richa Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Richa Singh  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Hindu 

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9918616961 

E-mail ID: baby.shiv1974@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Very Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Vandana Pandey  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Vandana Pandey  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Commerce  

Designation: Associate Professor 

Mobile Number: 8858352557 

E-mail ID: vandana21076@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Average 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Average 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Average 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Manoj Kumar 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Manoj Kumar 

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Physics 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7007225273 

E-mail ID: abhyudayapal8 @gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Average 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Satyendra Kumar Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Satyendra Kumar Singh  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Law 

Designation: Associate Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415812265 

E-mail ID: satyendrahcpg1974@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Below Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Average 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Below Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. UMESH KUMAR RAI  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. UMESH KUMAR RAI  

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Political Science  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415447787 

E-mail ID: umesh.ur31@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Average 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Average 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Ms. Akanksha Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Ms. Akanksha Singh  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: English 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 6307606434 

E-mail ID: akku860.as@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Average 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Raushan Kumar Jaisawal  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Raushan Kumar Jaisawal  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Statistics  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9889272702 

E-mail ID: raushanjaisawal11@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Very Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Shiv Narayan Dubey  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Shiv Narayan Dubey  

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Botany 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 8318679861 

E-mail ID: sndubeyupcollege@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Anuj Prakash  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Anuj Prakash  

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Botany 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9415811916 

E-mail ID: anuj20976@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Very Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Mr. Ankit Raghuvanshi 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Mr. Ankit Raghuvanshi 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Law 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 7408856532 

E-mail ID: ankitraghuvanshi278@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Very Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Very Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Very Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Very Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Very Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Rahul Ranjan 

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Rahul Ranjan 

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Physics 

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9868562089 

E-mail ID: rahuljain.ranjan@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Dr. Ruchi Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Dr. Ruchi Singh  

Nature of Job: Self-Finance 

Department/Faculty: Physics  

Designation: Assistant Professor 

Mobile Number: 9026942095 

E-mail ID: ruchisingh8bhu@gmail.com  

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Average 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Average 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Very Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Ashok Kumar Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Ashok Kumar Singh  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Chemistry  

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 8318848817 

E-mail ID: ashok.singh126.as@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Average 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Good 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Average 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. No 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. No 



 

Teacher’s Feedback Form 2023-24 
Individual Response of Prof. Prabhakar Singh  

 

Respondent Details: 

Teacher's Name: Prof. Prabhakar Singh  

Nature of Job: Permanent 

Department/Faculty: Statistics  

Designation: Professor 

Mobile Number: 9140013889 

E-mail ID: prabhakarsingh06725@gmail.com 

 
 

 
 

Responses: 

01. The learning objectives are clear and appropriate to the program. Very Good 

02. The curriculum and syllabus are well organised and suitable to 
the program. 

Good 

03. The text/reference books are well suited to the course. Very Good 

04. The system followed by the university for the design and 
development of curriculum is effective. 

Good 

05. Provision to update curriculum from time to time. Good 
 

06. How do you rate the distribution of contact hours among the 
course components? 

Average 

07. The curriculum has a good balance between theory and practical. Very Good 

08.  How do you rate the electives offered in relation to 
technological advancements? 

Good 

09. Feasibility of NEP-2020 with available infrastructure. Good 

10. Continuous internal assessment and comprehensive evaluation. Good 
 

11. Time given for the completion of the syllabus is adequate. Good 

12. Students feel the need to go beyond the syllabus. Yes 

13. Topic in the course encouraged further reading and research. Yes 

14. Does the course provide enough experiential learning through 
research, field work and project works?. Yes 
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