RANIGANJ GIRLS’ COLLEGE
FEEDBACK OF STUDENTS ON TEACHERS

1.4.1 Institution obtains feedback on the syllabus and its transaction at the

institution from the following stakeholders

A) Format of students’ feedback on Teachers:
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RANIGANJ GIRLS’ COLLEGE

FEEDBACK OF STUDENTS ON TEACHERS

B) ANALYSIS OF FEEDBACK OF STUDENTS ON TEACHERS:

DEPARTMENT OF HINDI

Students Feedback on Teachers(%) - Session 2023-24 (Department of HINDI)

Excellent Good Fair Poor Very
Criteria/Rating (%) (%) (%) (%) Poor(%0)
Communication Skills 84.7 13 23 |0 0
Knowledge Base of the Teacher 89.2 8.8 2 0 0
Preparations for Teaching 91.8 7.9 0.8 0.4 0
Regularity & Punctuality 93.4 5.4 0.8 0.4 0
Use of Innovative Methods 94 3.6 2 0 0.4
Accessibility in and outside the
class 89.5 8.3 2 0 0.2
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DEPARTMENT OF HISTORY

and outside the

class

Students Feedback on Teachers(%b) - Session 2023-24 (Department of HISTORY)

Excellent Good Fair Poor Very

Criteria/Rating (%) (%) (%) (%) Poor(%o)
Communication Skills 91.4 7.8 08 |0 0
Knowledge Base of the Teacher 91.3 5 3.7 0 0
Preparations for Teaching 93.7 6.3 0 0 0
Regularity & Punctuality 97.5 1.5 1 0 0
Use of Innovative Methods 87 13 0 0 0
Accessibility in and outside the

class 87.5 8.5 4 0 0
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Students Feedback on Teachers(%) - Session 2023-24
(Department of HISTORY)
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DEPARTMENT OF ENGLISH

and outside the
class

Students Feedback on Teachers(%) - Session 2023-24 (Department of ENGLISH)

1

o

Excellent Good Fair Poor Very
Criteria/Rating (%) (%) (%) (%) Poor(%0)
Communication Skills 90 7 3 0 0
Knowledge Base of the Teacher 93 7 0 0 0
Preparations for Teaching 91.8 6.8 1.4 0 0
Regularity & Punctuality 93 2.8 5.2 0 0
Use of Innovative Methods 90.8 4.8 4.4 0 0
Accessibility in and outside the
class 92.2 3.6 3.3 0.9 0
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DEPARTMENT OF ECONOMICS

Students Feedback on Teachers(%) - Session 2023-24 (Department of ECONOMICYS)

Excellent Good Fair Poor Very

Criteria/Rating (%) (%) (%) (%) Poor(%0)
Communication Skills 94.7 3.3 2 0 0
Knowledge Base of the Teacher 100 0 0 0 0
Preparations for Teaching 99 1 0 0 0
Regularity & Punctuality 99 1 0 0 0
Use of Innovative Methods 99 1 0 0 0
Accessibility in and outside the

class 94.3 3 2.7 0 0
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DEPARTMENT OF BOTANY

Students Feedback on Teachers(%) - Session 2023-24 (Department of BOTANY)
Excellent Good Fair Poor Very

Criteria/Rating (%) (%) (%) (%) Poor(%o)
Communication Skills 90.4 7.6 1 1 0
Knowledge Base of the Teacher 88.4 8.3 3.3 0 0
Preparations for Teaching 88.4 10 1.6 0 0
Regularity & Punctuality 95 3.4 1.3 0.3 0
Use of Innovative Methods 90 5 5 0 0
Accessibility in and outside the
class 90.3 8.7 1 0 0
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Students Feedback on Teachers(%) - Session 2023-24
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DEPARTMENT OF SANTHALI

class

Students Feedback on Teachers(%) - Session 2023-24 (Department of SANTHALLI)
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Excellent Good Fair Poor Very
Criteria/Rating (%) (%) (%) (%) Poor(%0)
Communication Skills 95 4 1 0 0
Knowledge Base of the Teacher 99 1 0 0 0
Preparations for Teaching 98 2 0 0 0
Regularity & Punctuality 95 4 1 0 0
Use of Innovative Methods 100 0 0 0 0
Accessibility in and outside the
class 100 0 0 0 0
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DEPARTMENT OF PHYSICS

Students Feedback on Teachers(%) - Session 2023-24 (Department of PHYSICYS)

Excellent Good Fair Poor Very

Criteria/Rating (%) (%) (%) (%) Poor(%0)
Communication Skills 95.3 4.7 0 0 0
Knowledge Base of the Teacher 96.3 3.7 0 0 0
Preparations for Teaching 95.3 3.7 2 0 0
Regularity & Punctuality 91 7 2 0 0
Use of Innovative Methods 90.3 6.7 3 0 0
Accessibility in and outside the

class 95 5 0 0 0
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Students Feedback on Teachers(%b) - Session 2023-24 (Department of MATHEMATICS)

Excellent Good Fair Poor Very

Criteria/Rating (%) (%) (%) (%) Poor(%o)
Communication Skills 99 1 0 0 0
Knowledge Base of the Teacher 100 0 0 0 0
Preparations for Teaching 98 2 0 0 0
Regularity & Punctuality 98 2 0 0 0
Use of Innovative Methods 98 2 0 0 0
Accessibility in and outside the

class 98 2 0 0 0
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Students Feedback on Teachers(%) - Session 2023-24
(Department of MATHEMATICS)
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C) SAMPLE FEEDBACK FORMS:
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RANIGANJ GIRLS' COLLEGE

Searsole
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Raniganj, Paschim Burdwan
STUDENTS’ FEEDBACK ON TEACHERS
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Nameof Class: Imd sem (Homs)

RANIGANJ GIRLS® COLLEGE
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STUDENTS’ FEEDBACK ON TEACHERS
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RANIGANJ GIRLS’ COLLEGLE
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STUDENTS® FEEDBACK ON TEACHERS
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