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Analvsis of M.-Sc .Cher-nistry IInd Year $tudents feedbacB, about teachers
. Infrastructure

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-Cood

F- Fairly Good

E-Excellent

Organic Chemistry

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

Grade Dr.G.M Bondle Dr.B.B shinsate Dr.C.H Gill

Freq. % Freq. % Freo. 0/6

A 4 2 1. 0 3

G 26 1.2 '1.4 o 33 L3

F 45 20 18 7 35 1_4

E 1.49 67 211 86 183 72

Total 224 100 244 100 255 100
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Dr.G.M Bondle

.670/oofthestudentshaveratedperformanceofDr.G.M.BondleExcellent

.20%ofthestudentshaveratedperformanceofDr.G.M.BondleFairlygood
o12o/oofthestudentshaveratedp..fo,mun"eofDr.G.M.BondleasGood
.2ToofthestudentshaveratedperformanceofDr.G.M.BondleasAverage

Dr.Shingate

86ToofthestudentshaveratedperformanceofDr.B.B.ShingateE,xcellent
7o/o of thestudents have rated performance of Dr.B.B.Shingate Fairly good

6YoofthestudentshaveratedperformanceofDr.B.B.ShingateGood

0% of the students have rated performance of Dr.B.B.Shingate Average

Dr.C.H Gill

72oh of thestudents have rated performance of ' Dr'C'H'Gill Excellent

l4oh of thestudents have rated performance of , Dr.c'H'Gill Fairly good

13% of the students have rated performance of ' Dr'C'H'Gill as Good

l%ofthestudentshaveratedperformanceof'Dr'C'H'GillasAverage

Criterion 2: Infrastructure

The feedback of students about infrastructure

as follows:

is presented in tabular and graphical form

Grade FrequencY Percent

A 2t 10

P 25 t2
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Table 2: Infrastructure feedback summary
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42"h of the students have

37o/o of the students have

l2o/o of the students have

10% ofthe students have

Inorganic Chemistry

ry

rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as

rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as

rated lnfrastructure facilities in the depaftment as

rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as

ffi F}€rt:ant

Very good

Good

poor

Average

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

Dr.Survanshi

Dr..S 
:

caikwad:

Dr,S,.R' ..

Sona,,vane

D.r.M;K

Lehde

Grade Freq. a/.o Fieq, %o
tFreq. % Freq %

A 0 0 1 1 3 3 2 2

G 0 0 L7 L8 5 5 3 3

F 0 0 8 9 1.4 L3 12 t2

E 45 L00 66 72 86 80 85 83

Total 45 100 92 100 L08 100 to2 100
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Dr.Survanshi

o 100% of the students have rated perforrnance of Dr.Survanshi Excellent

o None of the students have rated performance of Dr.Survanshi Fairly good

o None of the students have rated performance of Dr.Survanshi Good

o None of the students have rated performance of Dr.Survanshi Average

Dr.S.T Gaikwad

o 72"h of the students have rated performance of Dr.S.T.Gaikwad Excellent

o 9Zo of the students have rated performance of Dr.S.T.Gaikwad Fairly good

o 18% of the students have rated performance of Dr.S.T.Gaikwad Good

o I Yo of the students have rated performance of Dr.S.T.Gaikwad Averag

Dr.S.R Sonone

o 80%o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.S.R.Sonone as Excellent

o 13%o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.S.R.Sonone as Fairly good

o 5o/o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.S.R Sononeas good

o 3o/o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.S.R.Sonone as average

Dr.M.K Lande

o 8 3"h of the students have rated performance of , Dr.M.K.Lande as Excellent

o l2o/o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.M.K.Lande as Fairly good

o 3% of the students have rated performance of , Dr.M.K.Lande as good

o 2o/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

as follows:
Table 5: Infrastructure feedback summary

Grade FrequencV Percent

A 7 7

P 2 2

G 27 28

V 60 63

Total 96 100
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63"/" of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Very good

28"h of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Good

2o/o of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as poor

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

Analytical Chemistry

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

G'rade Misi.A.S.Chavan Dr.Deegore Dr.Chate

Freo. % Frca. a/.6: F,req. %

A 0 0 0 0 0 0

G 7 5 0 0 0 0

F 7 5 0 0 7 50

E 125 90 7 100 7 50

Total 139 100 7 L00 L4 L00
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Miss A.S.Chavan

90 o/o of the students have rated performance of Miss A.S.Chavan Excellent

5% of the students have rated performance of Miss A.S.Chavan Fairly good

5% of the students have rated performance of Miss A.S.Chavan Good

|Yo of the students have rated performance of Miss A.S.Chavan Average

Dr.Dheegore
100"h of the students have rated performance of Dr.Dheegore Excellent

0%o of the students have rated performance of Dr.Dheegore Fairly good

0% of the students have rated performance of Dr.Dheegore Good

0% of the students have rated performance of Dr.Dheegore Averag

Dr.Chate
50olo of the students have rated performance of , Dr.Chate as Excellent

507o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.Chate as Fairly good

None of the students have rated performance of , Dr.Chate as good

None of the students have rated performance of , Dr.Chate as average

€riterion 2: Infrastructure

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



Table 5: Infrastructure feedback summary

Grade Frecuencv Peicent

A 9 L0

P 7 8

G 34 38

V 39 44

Total 89 100

4.5
4{}
35
3(3
:5
?o
a5
AG

G

s F {l.rcc-r1t

o

a

a

a

G

44"h of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Very good

387o of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Good

8% of the students have rated lnfrastructure facilities in the department as poor

10% of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as average

Physical Chemistry

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

Grade Dr.B.R.Sathe Di.Chandekar Dr.AS.Raibhoj Dr.M.K.Shankurwar

Fr€o. % Freq. o/s Freq. % Freq o/a

A 0 0 0 0 3 3 0 0

G 4 4 t2 L2 9 9 7 6

F 6 5 4 4 9 9 0 0

E 103 91 82 84 82 80 110 94

Total 113 100 98 100 L03 L00 1.t7 100



Ls0
$0
80
70

60
50
40
3fl
20

1S

t,

a

a

a

O

a

a

a

a

a

ilr.S.R s*the Dr.Cltandekar Sr.A.5 Rajbhoj Dr.S.G
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Physical Chemistry, Dr.B.R Sathe

91oh of the students have rated performance of Dr.g.n Sathe Excellent

5% of the students have rated performance of Dr.B.n Sathe Fairly good

4o/o of the students have rated performance of or. g. R Sathe Good

None of the students have rated performance of Dr.B.R Sathe averag

Physical Chemistry o Dr.Chandekar

84%o of the students have rated performance of Dr.Chandekar Excellent

4o/oof the students have rated performance of Dr.Chandekar Fairly good

l2Yo of the students have rated performance of Dr.Chandekar Good

None of the students have rated performance of Dr.Chandekar averag

Physical Chemistry Dr.A.S Rajbhoj

807o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.A.S Rajbhoj as Excellent

9%o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.A.S Rajbhoj as Fairly good
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9%6 of the students have rated performance of
3o/o of the students have rated performance of

Phvsical Chemistrv. Dr. Shankurwar

Dr.A.S Rajbhoj as good

Dr.A.S Rajbhoj as average

o 94o/o of the students have rated performance of , Dr.Shankurwar as Excellent
o 0o/o of the students have rated performance of , , Dr.Shankurwar as Fairly good

o 6Yo of the students have rated performance of , , Dr.Shankurwar as good

o QYo of the students have rated performance of , , Dr.Shankurwar 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

Grade Fiequeniy Percentaee

A 10 1.1.

P 2 2

G 27 29

V 55 59

Total 94 100

$# Perc*r"ltag*

59"h of the students have rated [nfrastructure facilities in the department as Very good

29o/" of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as Good

2Yo of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as poor

l1% of the students have rated Infrastructure facilities in the department as average
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