ST. XAVIER'S COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, PATNA
Student Feedback on Teachers : 2018-2020 - Course B.Ed. 2™ Year

Dear Student,
You are expected to assess the performance of teachers on the basis of the questions given
below. Mark your assessment by putting A Very Good, B Good, C Satisfactory,
D Unsatisfactory .

> [Fr. Victor Lazarus, SJ
> |Dr. Madhu Singh

> Mr. Deep Kumar

> Ms. Vijay Shree

® [Dr. Nimisha Srivastava
® [Dr. Vikramjit Singh

2> Ms. Sapna Suman

® Ms. Smita Sah

® [Dr. Shobha

> Ms. Sujata Kumari
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® [Dr. Nivedita Raj
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integrate course material with
environment /other issues, to provide a
broader perspective

>
b4
>
>
>
@
>

A & T v w e e
Ability to integrate content with other
courses
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discussion outside class)
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students understanding of the course
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ST. XAVIER'S COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, PATNA

Students” overall Evaluation of the programme and Teaching

Course : B.Ed. - 2018-2020 (2™ Year)
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ST. XAVIER'S COLLEGE OF EDUCATION
Students’ overall Evaluation of the programme and Teaching
Course : B.Ed. - 2018-2020 (2™ Year)
(To be filled only after the course results are declared)

Your responses will be seen only after your course results have been finalised and recorded.
The information will be used only for the improvement of the course and teaching in future.

You need not disclose your name if you do not wish to.
You may tick more than one answer to a question to the extent that they do not contradict each other.
1. The syllabus of each course was

a) adequate b) inadequate
)/challenging d) dull

2. Background for benefiting from the course was
a) more than adequate _b)—adequate
¢) inadequate d) cannot say

3. Was the course easy or difficult to understand?

a) easy b) manageable
/c)/difﬁcult d) very difficult

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

MS to 100% b) 70 to 85%
c) 55t0.70% d) less than 55%
5. What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the course?
a) more than adequate _b) adequate
¢) inadequate d) very poor

6. To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings?
a) Easily /bj" with some difficulty
¢) notavailable at all d) with great difficulty

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

a) thoroughly ’/b)/satisfactorily
c) poorly d) indifferently

8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?
Always effective b) sometimes effective

¢) Just satisfactorily d) generally ineffective




98

9. How far the teacher encourages student participation in class?
a)~mostly yes b) sometimes

¢) notatall d) always

10. If yes, which of the following methods were used?
A~ Encouraged to raise questions b) get involved in discussion in class

c¢) encourage discussion outside class d) did not encourage

11. How helpful was the teacher in advising?
/a,)/ Very helpful b) sometimes helpful
c) notatall helgful d) did not advise

12. The teacher’s approach can best be described as
a) Always courteous ) sometimes rude

c) always indifferent d) cannot say

13. Internal assessment was
_ayAlways fair b) sometimes unfair
¢) Usually unfair d) sometimes fair

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

Helps to improve b) discouraging
¢) no special effect d) sometimes effective
15. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?
a) Regularly/in time /bjﬁth helpful comment
c) often/ late d) without any comments

16. Were your assignments discussed with you?

a) Yes, fully /lf)/ “yes, partly
c) not discussed at all d) sometimes discussed

17. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?
Yes b) no
If yes, was it helpful?
.a) Yes b) no

18. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below or on a separate sheet.



ST. XAVIER'S COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, PATNA
Student Feedback on Teachers : 2018-2020 - Course M.Ed. 2™ Year

Dear Student, .

You are expected to assess the performance of teachers on the basis of the questions given
below. Mark your assessment by putting A Very Good, B Good, C Satisfactory,
D Unsatisfactory .

= Dr. Madhu Singh
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ST. XAVIER'S COLLEGE OF EDUCATION, PATNA

Students’ overall Evaluation of the programme and Teaching

2020 (2™ Year)
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ST. XAVIER'S COLLEGE OF EDUCATION

Students’ overall Evaluation of the programme and Teaching
Course : M.Ed. - 2018-2020 (2™ Year)

(To be filled only after the course results are declared)

Your responses will be seen only after your course results have been finalised and recorded.
The information will be used only for the improvement of the course and teaching in future.

You need not disclose your name if you do not wish to.
You may tick more than one answer to a question to the extent thai they do not contradict each other.

1. The syllabus of each course was

\g)/adequate b) inadequate
c‘) challenging d) dull

2. Background for benefiting from the course was
\_a)/ more than adequate b) adequate

¢) inadequate d) cannot say
3. Was the course easy or difficult to understand?
a) easy \b)/ manageable

c) difficult d) very difficult

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

3y 8510 100% b) 70to 85%
c) 55t0.70% d) less than 55%
5. What is your opinion about the library material and facilities for the course?
a) more than adequate ‘b)/adequate
¢) inadequate d) very poor
6. To what extent were you able to get material for the prescribed readings?
3)—Easily b) with some difficulty
c) notavailable at all d) with great difficulty

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

l_aa/thoroughly b) satisfactorily )
c) poorly d) indifferently ;

8. How well was the teacher able to communicate?

2y Always effective b) sometimes effective
¢) Just satisfactorily d) generally ineffective /\
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9. How far the teacher encourages student participation in class?
—ay~ mostly yes b) sometimes
¢) notatall d) always

10. If yes, which of the following methods were used?
- Mncouraged to raise questions \b}*ﬁinvo]ved in discussion in class
c) encourage discussion outside class d) did not encourage

11. How helpful was the teacher in advising?
a) Very helpful b) sometimes helpful
c) not at all helpful d) did not advise

12. The teacher’s approach can best be described as
a) Always courteous b) sometimes rude

c) always indifferent d) cannot say

13. Internal assessment was
a) Always fair b) sometimes unfair

¢) Usually unfair d) sometimes fair

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

a) Helpsto improve b) discouraging
¢) no special effect d) sometimes effective

15. How often did the teacher provide feedback on your performance?
a) Regularly/in time b) with helpful comment

¢) often/ late d) without any comments

16. Were your assignments discussed with you?
a) Yes, fully b) yes, partly

¢) not discussed at all d) sometimes discussed

17. Were you provided with a course contributory lecture too at the beginning?
a) Yes b) no
If yes, was it helpful?
a) ~Yes b) no

18. If you have other comments to offer on the course and suggestions for the teacher you
may do so in the space given below or on a separate sheet.
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