- YSPM's

e
YEPM

Academic Year: 262524

Yashoda College of Architecture

FACULTY FEEDBACK
[
Name : Av. Raldh( « A~ Begam buve
Designation : wolessor Gead |
Contact No : ' Y507757111
Email ID : rab_avih @ ﬂ{egre.dd'rf).
Contact Address: TRA Hostel-02 ,wade phata batan
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following
) y dg _— 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 N
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 v
curriculum design and development?
5 How effective do you find the university's system i
for the design and development of curriculum?
6 | To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time? il
7 How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings? v
8 How well are faculty development programs v
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
10 | techniques and strategies for testing and assessing -
students?
1 How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the current scenario? Ll
Do you believe that the depth of the course
12 | content is sufficient for the coverage of the v
subject/topic?
Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in e
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 - I t0.2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4




Academic Year:

YSPM

YSPM's
Yashoda College of Architecture

2% [0.4 FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : SHREE. YARAIAN])
Designation : pm(l. ne\an (P]!i\Y‘
Contact No : agaolio G2 BT,
Email ID : shreemahajani @ Y a0 Cor) |
Contact Address : 4—35{5&“w5m { Board Vmww r SAJAS
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following
Q. No. Evaluation Criteria Insufficient| Neutral| Quite Very
sufficient | sufficient
How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure B
I | the up-to-date and relevance of the programs —
being offered?
) How effen?u_ve]y does the culrnc:ulum reflect L]
employability and crosscutting issues?
3 Ho\v well does thf: college p‘rovidc 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 e
curriculum design and development?
How effective do you find the university's system ' =
3 for the design and development of curriculum? ! V]
6 | To what extent has the curriculum been regularly .
updated over time? -
7 How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during o
departmental committee meetings?
How well are faculty development programs
? organized to align with the new syllabus? | Ll
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 ke
students? - ,
1 How relevant do you find the syllabus in the !
Architectural field to the current scenario? L
Do you believe that the depth of the course
12 | content is sufficient for the coverage of the o
subject/topic? .
Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
13 | the syllabus are sufficient for the timely L’”
completion of the curriculum?
Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and
14 | : .
implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara. . 6

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

aculty Signature



YSPM's

et
YEPM

Academic Year: 2.02%~21

Yashoda College of Architecture

FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : Ao Srnebod  Shedge
Designation : A scociake @10942 ,/}# 2D
Contact No: 966 5;;0?_}2/4_, ) J
Email ID : 585 _arch@ yes - edu. o
Contact Address : & 1, Sodasa- 415002
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following
. A r 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 W
being offered?
2 How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues? il
3 How well does the college provide the necessary o
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 A
for the design and development of curriculum?
6 | To what extent has the curriculum been regularly F
updated over time?
How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
7 ; : "
departmental committee meetings?
How well are faculty development programs
8 i . \ W
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
10 | techniques and strategies for testing and assessing i
students?
11 | 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 o
subject/topic?
Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
13 | the syllabus are sufficient for the timely va
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 - | t0°2, Neutral — 3, Quite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4

P

Faculty Signature



YSPM's

YSPM

Academic Year: 2023-24

Yashoda College of Architecturs

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Namas AT Qma}a S Talexav.
Designation :’ A 8y, P?’DF(‘_UW
Contact No: Q%SDS‘RLJM'Z
Email ID : teulewar cumta@ qma)f: Cons
Contact Address : Plok pe- [, piteRer Nugay, Sddar pozor, Sobnsa.
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following
. S - Quite Very
Q. No. Evaluation Criteria Insufficient| Neutral sufficient | suffictent
How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
1 the up-to-date and relevance of the programs l/
being offered?
5 |How effectively does the curriculum reflect v
employability and crosscutting issues?
3 How well does the college provide the necessary Wl
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 -
for the design and development of curriculum?
6 | To what extent has the curriculum been regularly ™
updated over time?
7 How effectively is l!le syllabu_s reviewed during o
departmental committee meetings?
8 How yvell are F‘acu!t)f development programs L
» 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
10 | techniques and strategies for testing and assessing 4 il L~
students?
1 How relevant do you find the syllabus in the v~
Architectural field to the current scenario?
Do you believe that the depth of the course
12 | content is sufficient for the coverage of the v
subject/topic?
Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in P
13 [ the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?
Please share any additional comments/remarks e
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

Faculty Signature



YSPM's

YEPM

Academic Year: 2023 - 24

Yashoda College of Architecture

FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : Av- Posceessh M- Bomsode
Designation : Asst - psof -
Contact No: 777607 7007
Email ID : st e i 7007@ Qddmeu‘;" ©eov) -
Contact Address : 777 COTT7 GO,
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following '
Q. No. Evaluation Criteria Insufficient| Neutral su?l':lclit:nt sut“;'iecl;int
How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
1 the up-to-date and relevance of the programs b
being offered?
’ How effectively does the curriculum reflect P
employability and crosscutting issues?
3 How well does the college provide the necessary P
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?
To what extent do you feel that faculty members P
4 | are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
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 L~
updated over time?
How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
1 . ; ko
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 O
curriculum, within the library?
How much freedom is provided to adopt new
10 [ techniques and strategies for testing and assessing ™o
students?
r How relevant do you find the syllabus in the /
Architectural field to the current scenario?
Do you believe that the depth of the course sy
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 l-/
completion of the curriculum? '
Please share any additional comments/remarks
14 | youhave regarding the formulation and Ko o

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

¥

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

f\.-s Lﬁ ,f‘.lz:q

Faculty Signature




- YSPM's

P
YSPM

Academic Year: ;,, 52 4

Yashoda College of Architecture

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name:

Rof . Ar. fwa\*g,h' Q) gagaﬂ.

Designation :

Assictantr Pwf .

Contact No :

997001 5S.7)

Email ID :

Contact Address :

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

sds_avdhn(@ Yes. edu. in

Yanhoda Asgay godali, Jatare .

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?

K™

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?

S

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?

11

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?

e

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

v

14

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

redit domfen +a u‘l'.l-a

dwould  be " Lovporad
e W}Vhﬁ% '

<l

by

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

=

4
\
==

Faculty Signature

\\



.

- YSPM's

g
YSPM

Academic Year: 202.3-24

Yashoda College of Architecture

FACULTY FEEDBACK
Name : Ar. Shaunak Kadawm.
Designation :- Acsamisive Professor
Contact No : TS5RRG3 6 234
Email ID : Shaunak.kadam@ gmsil.conr, -
Contact Address : TARS ,Dattachhauua ;._kgé,scz,,erehdamallsm hw
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following Satava, K15002.
= ;
" i - Quite Very
Q. No. Evaluation Criteria 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 effegtl.vely does the cu‘mcy!um reflect A
employability and crosscutting issues?
3 How well does the college provide the necessary el
infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?
To what extent do you feel that faculty members
4 | are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to X
curriculum design and development?
g « 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
? departmental committee meetings? e il
How well are faculty development programs N
8 ; . :
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?
1" How relevant do you find the syllabus in the o
‘| 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 Cukricd lu WAL I’\Cccjs {,—Q b& _
you have regarding the formulation and e T
L implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda c . Sed o
College of Architecture, Satara. anmpv:abe, Lss of AI =
Insufficient - | fo 2, Neutral =3, Ouite sufficient - 3 to 4, Very sufficient- above 4
[ a1 s e
- /7 <

Faculty Signature

L-]
art,



Academic Year:

YSPM's
Yashoda Callege of Architecture

YSFM

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name:

Av- Pokil Prizanica S .

Designation :

Ass\skant Prclbes=oy

Contact No :

34057465 \4

Email ID:

PEP.anena yes edld M

Contact Address :

Al- Posl Pakavy , Gedava; Mahgstsh na

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

Q. No.

Evaluation Criteria

Insufficient

Quite

Neutral sufficient

Very
sufficient

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?

vd

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

. 4

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<

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?

11

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? .

v

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

B

Faculty Signature




YSPM's

YEPM

Academic Year: 2022 — 2./
FACULTY FEEDBACK

Yashoda College of Architecturs

Name : Tadlhav Amo)

Designation :

Asst: Prok-

Contact No : Rl U915 & bk,

Email ID : QVi_avi[@yer edd-in
Contact Address : BI-Unigue pavk , Yodhwan ¥ ¢olony , satara.
Kindly rate the adequacy of the following ' '
Q. No. Evaluation Criteria Insufficient| Neutral Qm.t . Ven:y
sufficient | sufficient
How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure
I | the up-to-date and relevance of the programs "
being offered?
How effectively does the curriculum reflect e
2 i N
employability and crosscutting issues?
How well does the college provide the necessary -
3 | : : . -
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 effecFive do you find the university's system L
for the design and development of curriculum?
6 | To what extent has the curriculum been regularly L
updated over time?
7 How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during o
departmental committee meetings?
3 How well are faculty development programs A\~
organized to align with the new syllabus?
How accessible are the books, journals, and other
9  [reference materials listed or prescribed in the L=
curriculum, within the library?
How much freedom is provided to adopt new _
10 | techniques and strategies for testing and assessing L
students?
1 How relevant do you find the syllabus in the L
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 Wi
13 | the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?
Please share any additional comments/remarks cuyVicudam  gneudd  (nelude
14 you have regarding the formulation and Meve Ve gl 8

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

n

[

Faculty Signature



