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Yashoda College of Architecturs

ysPM

Academic Year: L.© VL~ 2

FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : —onNas  Jo)e)rsy
Designation : Pgsinc)icol
Contact No : QRN LA2]0
Email ID : to ekt bh'ho 6 & Quavo): fowm
Contact Address : YgsLQc}Lmﬁ (o r‘j:pjﬁ i @J-,P s e, Cqﬂiqt, c [Ssys

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

AR DO)

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Quite Very

Insufficient| Neutral sufficient | sufficient

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
the up-to-date and relevance of the programs
being offered?

How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

/
N

How well does the college provide the necessary
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?

To what extent do you feel that faculty members
are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

o
\/‘

How effective do you find the university's system
for the design and development of curriculum?

To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time?

y

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

How well are faculty development programs
organized to align with the new syllabus?

|

How accessible are the books, journals, and other
reference materials listed or prescribed in the
curriculum, within the library?

How much freedom is provided to adopt new
techniques and strategies for testing and assessing
students?

L1

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?

Do you believe that the depth of the course
content is sufficient for the coverage of the
subject/topic?

-

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

\/

14

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.
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Insufficient - 1 to 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 1o 4, Very sufficient- above 4
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Academic Year: L0205

"
VS
-9

i

EPN YSPMs
oW Yashoda College of Architecturs

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name :

Designation :

Contact No :

Email ID ;

Contact Address :

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Insufficient

Neutral

Quite
sufficient

Very
sufTicient

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
the up-to-date and relevance of the programs
being offered?

v

How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

\

How well does the college provide the necessary
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?

To what extent do you feel that faculty members
are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

How effective do you find the university's system
for the design and development of curriculum?

To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time?

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

How well are faculty development programs
organized to align with the new syllabus?

How accessible are the books, journals, and other
reference materials listed or prescribed in the
curriculum, within the library?

How much freedom is provided to adopt new
techniques and strategies for testing and assessing
students?

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?

Do you believe that the depth of the course
content is sufficient for the coverage of the
subject/topic?

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

14

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

Insufficient - 1 1o 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4
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Academic Year:

—

ET YSPMs
Yashoﬂa College of Architecturs

AL '23

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name :

imj(\“l o = ‘-_\ﬂ\-:"‘i\!“(

Designation :

Asepzyote Pyvo¥f.

Contact No :

FsoERH K2

Email ID:

€o)<Xor swjafe (© Fwodl.

o ro

Contact Address :

\/LtS\'“p ‘r‘v?’ (W)b']—"'\w OP»: ‘} < ‘C—Q)E‘ll\e Sﬁﬂ'tb(c-

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Insufficient

Neutral

Quite
sufficient

Very
sufficient

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
the up-to-date and relevance of the programs
being offered?

b/

How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

1/'

How well does the college provide the necessary
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?

To what extent do you feel that faculty members
are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

How effective do you find the university's system
for the design and development of curriculum?

To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time?

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

How well are faculty development programs
organized to align with the new syllabus?

How accessible are the books, journals, and other
reference materials listed or prescribed in the
curriculum, within the library?

How much freedom is provided to adopt new
techniques and strategies for testing and assessing
students?

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?

12

Do you believe that the depth of the course
content is sufficient for the coverage of the
subject/topic?

L™

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

l/”

14

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.
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Insufficient -

! to 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient- 3 to 4, Very mﬂ' cient- above 4
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ERN YSPM's
Yashoda College of Architecturs

Academic Year: 2022-23%
FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : Ar: Snehal A eoloc
Designation : Aseo. Prold - )
Contact No : Aq g.{:, ¥ COLLL
Email ID : et _anth@ yeg. ey - \n
Contact Address : Az w‘,
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following
. sy Quite Very
Q. No. Evaluation Criteria Insufficient| Neutral sufficient | sufficient
How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
1 | the up-to-date and relevance of the programs /
being offered?
’ How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?
3 How well does the college provide the necessary v
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?
To what extent do you feel that faculty members
4 | are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to \/
curriculum design and development?
5 How effective do you find the university's system > 3
for the design and development of curriculum?
6 | To what extent has the curriculum been regularly Y
updated over time?
- How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during s
departmental committee meetings?
8 How well are faculty development programs /
organized to align with the new syllabus?
How accessible are the books, journals, and other
9 | reference materials listed or prescribed in the \_/
curriculum, within the library?
How much freedom is provided to adopt new
10 [ techniques and strategies for testing and assessing <
students?
T How relevant do you find the syllabus in the \/
Architectural field to the current scenario?
Do you believe that the depth of the course
12 |content is sufficient for the coverage of the \/'
subject/topic?
Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
13 |the syllabus are sufficient for the timely \/
completion of the curriculum?
Please share any additional comments/remarks
14 you have regarding the formulation and

implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

Insufficient - 1 to 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4

(N2

Faculty Signature
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Academic Year: 92— N

Yashoda College of Architecturs

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name :

A, Feh R. Mohite

Designation :

A—qso-l

Profcssor

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

Contact No : 98 222.L 0 9919
Email 1D : aiyotir mohite @ VYaheo  -Gom
Contact Address : i [1Y .3, (Guana /

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Insufficient

Quite

Neutral sufficient

Very
suflicient

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
the up-to-date and relevance of the programs
being offered?

i

How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

\/

How well does the college provide the necessary
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?

To what extent do you feel that faculty members
are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

How effective do you find the university's system
for the design and development of curriculum?

To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time?

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

How well are faculty development programs
organized to align with the new syllabus?

v’
g
v’
v’

v

How accessible are the books, journals, and other
reference materials listed or prescribed in the
curriculum, within the library?

v’

10

How much freedom is provided to adopt new
techniques and strategies for testing and assessing
students?

11

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?

12

Do you helieve that the depth of the course
content is sufficient for the coverage of the
subject/topic?

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

14

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

Insufficient - 1 to 2, Neuwral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4

Jridt

Faculty Signature




Academic Year:
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Yashoda College of Architecture
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FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : Nv P pansedi
Designation : ASed s Do fp
Contact No : 77’760}7700’:{
Email ID : Denh_ 0. RED)
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Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Insufficient

Neutral

Quite
sufficient

Very
sufficient

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
the up-to-date and relevance of the programs

V"

being offered?

How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

|

How well does the college provide the necessary
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?

<

To what extent do you feel that faculty members
are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

\

How effective do you find the university's system
for the design and development of curriculum?

To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time?

CIS

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

How well are faculty development programs
organized to align with the new syllabus?

\[<

How accessible are the books, journals, and other
reference materials listed or prescribed in the
curriculum, within the library?

S

How much freedom is provided to adopt new
techniques and strategies for testing and assessing
students?

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?

Do you believe that the depth of the course
content is sufficient for the coverage of the
subject/topic?

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

14

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

No Amy  CommemA &

Insufficient - 1 to 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4
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Faculty Signature
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ETN YSPM's
Yashoda College of Architecturs

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name :

Pof . A. Cavali CL" gckﬁ-u—e,

Designation :

At Bof-

Contact No :

993015 <1

Email ID :

g aych(g) Ff‘” Pc‘l'.d-

i

Contact Address :

Yartreda N 4

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

eli

fava .

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Insufficient

Quite

Neutral sufficient

Very
su fTicient

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
the up-to-date and relevance of the programs
being offered?

v

How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

<

How well does the college provide the necessary
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?

To what extent do you feel that faculty members
are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to

curriculum design and development?

How effective do you find the university's system
for the design and development of curriculum?

To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time?

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

SIS

How well are faculty development programs
organized to align with the new syllabus?

How accessible are the books, journals, and other
reference materials listed or prescribed in the

curriculum, within the library?

10

How much freedom is provided to adopt new
techniques and strategies for testing and assessing

students?

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?

12

Do you helieve that the depth of the course
content is sufficient for the coverage of the

subject/topic?

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

N~

14

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

_Tf.{‘uv)';( v'CLJr:'f

cvedi +

k B

needn o be inplomenfed for
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Insufficient - 1 10 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 310 4, Very sufficient- above 4
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Academic Year: 22—y
FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : AY: Pawarv Uyushali chagdht Kan +
Designation : AsSsisiant Pp¥o ‘PPQ Sox
Contact No :
Email ID :
Contact Address :

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Insufficient

Neutral

Quite

sufficient

Very
sufficient

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
the up-to-date and relevance of the programs
being offered?

\,/

How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

\

How well does the college provide the necessary
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?

To what extent do you feel that faculty members
are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

\

How effective do you find the university's system
for the design and development of curriculum?

To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time?

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

How well are faculty development programs
organized to align with the new syllabus?

How accessible are the books, journals, and other
reference materials listed or prescribed in the
curriculum, within the library?

10

How much freedom is provided to adopt new
techniques and strategies for testing and assessing

students?

BARATAIL

11

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?

Mo you helieve that the depth of the course
content is sufficient for the coverage of the

subject/topic?

\

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

\

14

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

Insufficient - 1 to 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4

culty Signature
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Academic Year: 9 0% ~2.70

FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : Ar. Shadnah. backan
Designation : Assl  pProtessor
Contact No : T5EER0362 34)

Email ID :

Shainak. kadsm(@ g mail-con~

Contact Address :

2. TARR,, DATTACH AMA Hsts <l ETY , GENDAMAL, ST U FY

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Insufficient

Neutral

Quite
sufficient

Very
su fficient

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
the up-to-date and relevance of the programs
being offered?

v

How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

A

How well does the college provide the necessary
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?

To what extent do you feel that faculty members
are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

P
s

How effective do you find the university's system
for the design and development of curriculum?

To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time?

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

\/
g

How well are faculty development programs
organized to align with the new syllabus?

How accessible are the books, journals, and other
reference materials listed or prescribed in the
curriculum, within the library?

10

How much freedom is provided to adopt new
techniques and strategies for testing and assessing
students?

\LCR

11

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?

2y, SPPL

12

Mo you helieve that the depth of the course
content is sufficient for the coverage of the

subject/topic?

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

14

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

Insufficient - 1 to 2, Neutral - 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- a

hove 4
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Academic Year: 22~

CIN YSPM's
Yashoda College of Architecturs

FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : At-Renuka R Rduf
Designation : Azs). Pyofessex
Contact No : aqcel 444409
Email ID : yenuyaud 4@ qmel - (6M
Contact Address : <hahunaaar, Scdara
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following i
. ; Quite Very
Q. No. Evaluation Criteria Insufficient| Neutral sufficient | sufficlent
How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure "
1 the up-to-date and relevance of the programs s
being offered?
’ How effectively does the curriculum reflect -
employability and crosscutting issues?
3 How well does the college provide the necessary -
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?
To what extent do you feel that faculty members
4 |are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to A
curriculum design and development?
5 How effective do you find the university's system -
for the design and development of curriculum?
6 | To what extent has the curriculum been regularly -
updated over time?
How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
7 . . \/’
departmental committee meetings?
8 How well are faculty development programs -
< : . \
organized to align with the new syllabus?
How accessible are the books, journals, and other
9 | reference materials listed or prescribed in the v’
curriculum, within the library?
How much freedom is provided to adopt new p
10 | techniques and strategies for testing and assessing b
students?
T How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?
Do you believe that the depth of the course o
12 | content is sufficient for the coverage of the
subject/topic?
Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in "
13 | the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?
Please share any additional comments/remarks
14 |You have regarding the formulation and

implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

Insufficient - 1 to 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4

'T = l."_‘L_,H?'

Faéulty Signature




ETN YSPM's
Yashoda College of Architecturs

TaPM

Academic Year: 2022 -23

FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : Bob. Ar- Bivanka & . Padid
Designation : Assiebtant Professor
Contact No : 9405 7469 1 4
Email ID : P2 P- avch@ Yes-€du.in
Contact Address : Dadasch+b F%?Ll"t’rl") kﬂl.'] T‘l‘d_jo(" | Pou“tm JTaJ‘ Paj—(m /5 qJ.c-tq
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following
" o Quite Very
Q. No. Evaluation Criteria Insufficient| Neutral sufficient | sufficient
How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
1 the up-to-date and relevance of the programs ~
being offered?
2 How effectively does the curriculum reflect s
employability and crosscutting issues?
3 How well does the college provide the necessary w
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?
To what extent do you feel that faculty members
4 |are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to v
curriculum design and development?
5 How effective do you find the university's system “
for the design and development of curriculum?
6 | To what extent has the curriculum been regularly AN
updated over time?
7 How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during o
departmental committee meetings?
How well are faculty development programs
8 h it g
organized to align with the new syllabus?
How accessible are the books, journals, and other _
9 | reference materials listed or prescribed in the e
curriculum, within the library?
How much freedom is provided to adopt new
10 | techniques and strategies for testing and assessing L/
students?
How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
11 - . A A
Architectural field to the current scenario?
Do you believe that the depth of the course
12 | content is sufficient for the coverage of the \/
subject/topic?
Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in \/
13 | the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?
Please share any additional comments/remarks
14 |You have regarding the formulation and -

implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

Insufficient - 1 1o 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4

_ At

Faculty Signature
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Yashoda College of Architecturs

Academic Year: 1.2 - 273
FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name : TADHAV AMoL VILASRAO
Designation : Asst: Pyo ﬁ ;
Contact No : 2144758344
Email ID : ANJ_CIVIN @ Y ch edu . n
Contact Address : B-\, U n.'q we pavk , sodanra -

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Insufficient

Quite

Newtral sufficient

Very
sufficient

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
the up-to-date and relevance of the programs
being offered?

g

How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

\

How well does the college provide the necessary
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?

\

To what extent do you feel that faculty members
are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

How effective do you find the university's system
for the design and development of curriculum?

To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time?

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

How well are faculty development programs
organized to align with the new syllabus?

How accessible are the books, journals, and other
reference materials listed or prescribed in the
curriculum, within the library?

10

How much freedom is provided to adopt new
techniques and strategies for testing and assessing
students?

\ (

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario?

Do you believe that the depth of the course
content is sufficient for the coverage of the
subject/topic?

\

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

14

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara.

Insufficient - | to 2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 1o 4, Very sufficient- al

hove 4

(=

Faculty Signature




