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Analysis of student feedbackof M. Sc. Chemistry II Year for the academic 2014-2015

Analvsis of students feedback about teachers

In the second part the students have given their feedback about different characteristics of
teachers about preparedness for each class use of ICT tools, fair evaluation, punctuality, overall
effectiveness, communication clarity of concepts, listening skills and time management as per

student satisfaction level students have rated in 4 levels:

A-Average

G-Good

F- Fairly Good

E-Excellent

Table l: Percentage of grades given by students for performance of teachers

Grade Dr,G.h4:B:onfllg Di B B:ShinSate Dr'C.Fl Gill

S'req. % Fre0,: a,li Freq, o/o

A l5 9 I 0 7 aJ

G 50 29 9 4 42 20

F 41 24 l3 6 39 t9

E 66 38 180 89 t22 58

Total t72 r00 203 r00 210 r00
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Dr.G.M Bondle

o

3v%of the students have rated performance of Dr"""Y;t.":iitt#:1fi:

)r^(;:i:['J:::::ffi: ffi;.;'"'';;ce or Dr G M Bond'e Fair'v good

c r\r r: I\^ Rondle as Good'ii;:il[::::::ffi: ffi;;;;;;;;ce 'f Dr G M B'ndre as G"d
r\. /t trl Rondle as Averal

';;::;r;:T::"ts have rated p"rro,*unce or Dr.G.M'Bondle as Average

Dr.Shingrte

o ggr/"of the students have rated performance of Dr.B.B.Shingate Excellent

o 6o/o ofthe students have rated performance of Dr.B.B.Shingate Fairly good

O4o/oofthestudentshaveratedperformanceofDr.B.B.shingateGood
o0%ofthestudentshaveratedperformanceofDr.B.B.ShingateAverage

Dr.C.H Gill

o

o

o

o

58'/oof the students have rated performance of

lg'hof the students have rated performance of

20%of the students have rated performance of

3% ofthe students have rated performance of 
'

Criterion 2: Infrastructure

The feedback of students about infrastructure is presented

as follows:
2

, Dr.C.H.Gill Excellent

, Dr.C.H.Gill FairlY good

, Dr.C.H.Gill as Good

Dr.C.H.Gill as Average

$r.C.1l {5ill

in tabular and graPhical form



Table 5: Infrastructure feedback summarv
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47o/o of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as very good
43'h of the students have rated lnfrastructure fucilities in the department as Good
3%o of the students have rated lnfrastructure facilities in the department as poor
7o/o of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Average

Program: Inorganic Chemistry

Table 2: Percentage of grades given by students for performance of teachers

Grade

Dr.R,A Manb
,Dr.S.T

Gaikwad Dr.S,R Sronone
Di,M,Kland

Freg. o/i:l Freq,, % Freq. rFreq o/i

A 0 0 1 I 2 2 a
J

.,
J

G 0 0 25 25 34 35 28 24

3



F
0 0 8 8 8 8 6 5

E
6 100 66 66 54 55 82 69

Total
6 r00 r00 100 98 100 I l9 100
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Dr.R.A. Mane

o 100% of the students have rated performance of Dr.R.A.Mane Excellent

o None of the students have rated performance of Dr.R.A.Mane Fairly good

. None of the students have rated performance of Dr.R.A.Mane Good

o None of the students have rated performance of Dr.R.A.Mane Average

Dr.S.T Gailrwad

66"h of the students have rated performance of Dr.S.T.Gaikwad Excellent

87o of the students have rated performance of Dr.S.T.Gaikwad Fairly good

25% of the students have rated performance of Dr.S.T.Gaikwad Good

1o/o of the students have rated performance of Dr.S.T.Gaikwad Averag
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Dr.S.R Sonone

55oh of the students have rated performance of , Dr.S.R.Sonone as Excellent
8% of the students have rated performance of , Dr.S.R.Sonone as Fairly good
35% of the students have rated performance of , Dr.S.R Sononeas good
3Yo of the students have rated performance of , Dr.S.R.Sonone as average

Dr.M.K Lande
69" of the students have rated performance of , Dr.M.K.Lande as Excellent
5"/" of the students have rated performance of , Dr.M.K.Lande as Fairly good
24% of the students have rated performance of , Dr.M.K.Lande as good
3o/o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.M.K.Lande as average

Criterion 2: Infrastructure

The feedback of students about infrastructure is presented in tabular and graphical form
as follows:

Table 5: Infrastructure feedback summary

em' P-,ercent.
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5 6

P
5 6

G
5l 59

V.G.
26 30

Total
87 100
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o 30"hof the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Very good

o 5g"h of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Good

o 6oh ofthe students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as poor

. 60/o ofthe students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as average

Analytical Chemistry

Table Z: percentage of grades given by students for performance of teachers

Grade

Di,'G.lvf B,bndte
',,'.i, Dr.B.B.Shihgate

Df.$athb: ,.Mi.s.sA;S

Chavan'

Fieq. 9/i Freq. % Fre$. F*eq Va

A
l9 l3 0 0 7 4 I I

G
29 20 0 0 r8 ll 7 4

F
40 28 0 0 t7 ll 22 l3

E
55 38 7 r00 118 74 r33 82

Total
143 100 7 100 160 100 163 100
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Dr.G.M Bondle

o 38% of the students have rated performance of Dr.G.M Bondle Excellent
. 28% of the students have rated performance of Dr.G.M Bondle Fairly good

o 20% of the students have rated performance of Dr.G.M Bondle Good
o 13% of the students have rated performance of Dr.G.M Bondle Average

Dr.B.B.Shingate
. l00o of the students have rated performance of Dr.B.B.Shingate Excellent
. 0% of the students have rated performance of Dr.B.B.Shingate Fairly good

o AYo of the students have rated performance of Dr.B.B.Shingate Good

o UYo of the students have rated performance of Dr.B.B.Shingate Averag

Dr. Sathe

o 74oh of the students have rated performance of , Dr. B. R Sathe as Excellent
o llo of the students have rated performance of , Dr. B. R Sathe as Fairly good

o ll% of the students have rated performance of , Dr.B. R Sathe as good

o 4Yo of the students have rated performance of , Dr. B. R Sathe as average

Dr. A.S Qhavan

. 82oh of the students have rated performance of Ms. A.S Chavan as Excellent



o I 3o/o ofthe students have rated performance of Ms. A.S Chavan as Fairly good

. 4Yo ofthe students have rated performance of Ms. A.S Chavan as good

o lYo of the students have rated performance of Ms. A.S Chavan as average

Criterion 2: Infrastructure

The feedback of students about infrastructure is presented in tabular and graphical form

as follows:

Table 5: Infrastructure feedback summary
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49" of the students have rated lnfrastructure facilities in the department as Very good

39o of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Good

7o/o of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as poor

5o/o of the students have rated lnfrastructure facilities in the department as average



GffC Dr. A. S. Ra;d1uuj Dr,B R Sathe
,Di'S. .G ,

Sh,ankarWar

Freq. o/n' Ffeq. % Fleq,

A 7 I4 0 0 I 2

G 8 t6 0 0 0 0

F 2 4 0 0 4 8

E 32 65 35 100 43 90

Total 49 100 35 r00 48 100

Physical Chemistry

Table 2: percentageof grades given by students for performance of teachers
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Drr-Rujclh*j Anlali [}r""Sathe Dr-St-lrr'il sir

Dr.Rajdhoj Anjali

o 65%of the students have rated performance of Dr. A S Rajdhoj Excellent

o 4o/o ofthe students have rated performance of Dr. A S Rajdhoj Fairly good

. l6%of the students have rated performance of Dr. A S Rajdhoj Good

: 
14% of the students have rated performance of Dr. A S Rajdhoj averag

Dr. Sathe

l00o of the students have rated performance of Dr. B R Sathe Excellent

Toh ofthe students have rated performance of Dr.B R Sathe Fairly good
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o 0o/o ofthe students have rated performance of Dr. B R Sathe Good

o 0%o ofthe students have rated performance of Dr. B R Sathe averag

Dr.Sunil
o g}"hof the students have rated performance of , Dr. S. G. Shankarwar as Excellent

o goh ofthe students have rated performance of , Dr. S. G. Shankarwar as Fairly good

o 0o/o ofthe students have rated performance of , Dr. S. G. Shankarwar as good

o 2o/o ofthe students have rated performance of , Dr. S. G. Shankarwar as average

Criterion 2: Infrastructu re

The feedback of students about infrastructure is presented in tabular and graphical form

as follows:

Table 5: lnfrastructure feedback summary

Grade Frequency Percentage

A 7 6

P 0 0

G 37 33

V 68 61

Total n2 100
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610 of the students have rated lnfrastructure facilities in the department as Very good

33' of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Good

0o/o ofthe students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as poor

6oh ofthe students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as average
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