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Academic Year:/g)$t$,

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Kindlv rate the ad f the follow

Name: hv, WatVhi, A, be4orn CI uu.a
Designation : vro,labgor U
Contact No : ' Y50Y7 5'll?t1
Email lD: ro"b -aY(h@ o@ t €lt-L'16
Contact Address : t R A Aagtal -o'L t wddL 7144fut , bata vrt

o ng

Q.No. Evaluation Criteria Insufficient Neutral Quite
sufficient

Very
suflicient

1

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure

the up-to-date and relevance of the programs

beins offered?

,/

l

2
How effectively does the curriculum reflect

emplovabilitv and crosscuttins issues?

J
How well does the college provide the necessary

infrastructure for implementin g the curriculum? \,/

4

To what extent do you feel that faculty members

are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to

curriculum design and development?

5
How effective do you find the university's system

for the desien and development of curiculum?
lrt-

6 To what extent has the curriculum been regularly

updated over time? |/

7
How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during

departmental com m ittee meeti ngs? l./

8
How well are faculty development programs

orsanized to align with the new syllabus?
\./

9

How accessible are the books, journals, and other

reference materials listed or prescribed in the

curiculum. within the librarv?

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 ofthe
subiect/topic?

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in

the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

\./

t4

Please share any additional comments/remarks

you have regarding the formulation and

implementation of the curiculum at Yashoda

College of Architecture, Satara.

lnstjficient - ] to.2, l\teutral '- 3, Quite suficient - 3 to 1, Very suflicient- ubo,-e I



Academic Year:

zefr+

YSPM's

Yashnda [ollsgn of lrc]Uterturr

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Kindl rate the adequacy of the following

Name: .-+{P.tr E- 1'4a+rAJA}-l i
Designation : Ptt[r'op{rqn
Contact No : na'qo t'o @z-c7
EmaillD : shreern arlzralaVA q L{ d\/l"z-Do.^ 96\r_ \
Contact Address : 4ssrsSAe*:ffi)l?,T1Yffi

Fvaluation Criteria Neutral

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure

the up-to-date and relevance of the programs

How effectively does the curriculum ret'lect

bility and crosscutting issues?

How well does the college provide the necessary

infrastructure for imp lementin g the curri culurn?

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 deve rt qlgsllgllll,?
To q,hat extellt has the curriculun'i been regulariy

updated over time?

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during

I committee meetings? v--
V.--How well are faculty development programs

organized to align with the new syllabus?

How accessible are the books, journals, ahd other

reference materials listed or prescribed in the

curriculum" within tlie I

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 ofthe

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in

the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
letion of the curriculum?

Please share any additional comments/remarks

you have regarding the formulation and

implementation of the curriculum at Yashoda

College of Architecture, Satara.

Inst(ficient - I to 2, Neutral - 3, Qttite sfficient - 3 to 4. Llery sttficient- above I
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Y$PM*s

Yarhuda [ollege of lrchitssturs

Academic Year: 2-D>\ -2.1\

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Kindly rate the adequacy of the following

{
Ity Signature

Name: *L- g ne-.lr',a^,( th<Aa"-
Designation : * >>o c)ak-,or."aL' /' ++ rn
Contact No : q 6 65ssoLb-b
EmaillD : 9qs -arch 

(b u<-e,- edq- in
Contact Address : aA-a+t-p^ry^,r*_ Solaea- 4l5oo >

Q.No. Evaluation Criteria Insufficient Neutral Quite
sufficient

very
sufficient

1

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure

the rip-to-date and relevance of the programs

being offered?

2
How effectively does the curriculum reflect

employabiliW and crosscutting issues?

J
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 desisn 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 the syllabus reviewed during

departmental committee meetings?

8
How well are faculty development programs

organized to align with the new syllabus?

9

How accessible are the books, journals, and other

reference materials listed or prescribed in the

curriculum, within the library?

l0
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?

t2
Do you believe that th'e depth of the course

content is sufficient for the coverage ofthe
subiect/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 curiculum at Yashoda

College of Architecture, Satara.
InsulJicient - I to'2, Neutral - 3, Quite suJJicient - 3 to 1, l/ery stfficient- above I

Facu
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Academic Year: \OL3-Lq

Y$PM's

Yashuda [ollsue uf fu'nhitmturn

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Kindly rate the adequacy of the

Q.No. Evaluation Criteria lnsufficient Neutral Quite
sufficient

very
sufficient

1

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure

the up-to-date and relevance of the programs

being offered?
(

2
How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscuttins issues?

a
J

How well does the college provide the necessary

infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?
l,/'

4

To what extent do you feel that faculty members

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 curiculum? l,''
6 To what extent has the curriculum been regularly

updated over time?

7
How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

la'-

8
How well are faculty development programs

organized to align with the new syllabus?
r/'

9

How accessible are the books, journals, and other

reference materials listed or prescribed in the

curiculum, within the library?

10

How much freedom is provided to adopt new

techniques and strategies for testing and assessing

students?

V,{ r
11

How relevant do you find the syllabus in the

Architectural field to the current scenario?
Y.

12

Do you believe that the depth of the course

content is sufficient for the coverage ofthe
sub-iect/topic?

V-

13

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

t/

t4

Please share any additional comments/remarks

you have regarding the formulation and

implementation of the curiculum at Yashoda

College of Architecture, Satara.
lnsLilicient 1 to 2, Nefirsl 3, Quite s$Jicient - 3 to 1, Very s$Jicient ab01)e /

7D)
\*--

Facu natu re

Name: Ar" Qr\alz C. rD lolt.nv,
Designation :' A t\,rr, -Prufrr tor.
Contact No : 9tqrskqlr2,
Email lD: lct I ltr n, ttnnln(Ao ?r"n'r /. rnnt-
Contact Address : Plol nt- i?,nFhilrr hltranr.#i,nr Aarr,,v.. ?rlrt,

1
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Yasfioda [olle0n of Al'chitncturs

Academic Y;ar:

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name: A.t- P.tcWttb?'t M lYrf: jod-e-
Designation : n < sl rr-ro ['
Contact No : 77i6a-tlout
EmaillD:

OL.t WL)tce4h 1oc'| @ kl,lf p ru,,"l , k1(!yt')
Contact Address : 7f I €;ott oo-7,

Kindly rate the uacy of the following

Q.No. Evaluation Criteria lnsufficient Neutral Quite
sufficient

Very
sufficient

I

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

being offered?
L.tt

2
How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability'and crosscutting issues? L--'

J
How well does the college provide the necessary

infrastructure for implementin g the curriculum?
t-""

4

To what extent do you feel that faculty members

are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

L.t'

5
How effective do you find the university's system

for the design and development of curiculum?
l)-'

6 To what extent has the curriculum been regularly
updated over time? \".'

7
How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings? \,/

8
How well are faculty development programs

organized to align with the new syllabus? \-""

9

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?

t1
How relevant do you find the syllabus in the
Architectural field to the curent scenario? "r'

t2
Do you believe that the depth of the course

content is sufficient for the coverage ofthe
subject/topic?

\-a

l3
Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in
the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

ar'

t4

Please share any additional comments/remarks
you have regarding the formulation and

implementation of the curiculum at Yashoda
College of Architecture, Satara

r.lo *\
Insfficient - I to 2,,Nelnral - 3, Quite sulficient - 3 to 1, I/er1t su,f/icient- ,,b"r, l

G^*q/ Faculty Signature

.J



Y$Pitl

YSpM'$

Ynshsda [nllugn uf f;rcilit$nturs

Academic Year: ;*..b.-?*

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Kindly rate the adeq of the followin

Name A^C. Ar. J'*ora),' q\ looou
Designation l"<,si<*z,ur hal t
Contact No {9?or:lf.C.f)
Email lD: sJ s- qv&r(d ue t. edu. \n
Contact Address : \fa,..1,'.1 a Aao-,J ^^lnl: .(-L.r,n

Q.No. Evaluation Criteria lnsufficient Neutral Quite
sufficient

Yery
sufficient

1

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure

the up-to-date and relevance of the programs

beins offered?

2
Hovf effectively does the curriculum reflect

employabilitv and crosscutting issues?

a
J

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 desisn 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 the syllabus reviewed during

departmental committee meetings?
\-/

8
How well are faculty development programs

organized to align with the new syllabus? L/

9

How accessible are the books, journals, and other

reference materials listed or prescribed in the

curriculum. within the librarv?
r-/

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 ofthe
subiecVtopic?

ta
IJ

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in

the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
completion of the curriculum?

\-/

t4

Please share any additional comments/remarks

you have regarding the formulation and

implementation of the curiculum at Yashoda

College of Architecture, Satara.

\reL;f 4yal.4f r^ *a d lr la
-g[^nld be ir,r a"po.oJ d, 4+\tt u,Jvrnih 

-
Insufficient - I ta2, Nefirol 3, Quite suficient - 3 to 1, I/ct1, s1,17r'nrt- ubot'e I

Faculty Signature
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Yashsda fiolleun uf flrthittcturt

I Academic Year: 2A73-L\

0qrl/

FACULTY FEEDBACK

A., 5h=,,, na,[< kadavn.
Aawlfu,a ?uoka*
15ggG3G 23t1 , ;

Name:

Designation:

Contact No :

EmaillD:

Contact Address : 66,fp p.6' 
. 
n attgch hArY a l-+SC . acf/.q evlqe lpcv / -' F r v''r

lI- r.-r"-; Jthe followins SaLara ,

Evaluation Criteria lnsufficient Neutral
Quite

sufficient

very
sufficientQ.No.

1

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure

the up-to-date and relevance of the programs

r-^i-^ ^SFo"orl9

\/-:
2

How effectively does the curriculum reflect

^*^1 ^.,^ki lir.r. ond croqqc.rrttin g issues?

lt-/
J

How well does the college provide the necessary

i,^ G.^ -+a rn+, rro f^r imnl em enf in s the curriculum?

\-/-
4

To what extent do you feel that faculty members

are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to

^,,*:^,,r,,*'locion qnd develonment?

5
How effective do you find the universityrs system

r^-+L^ l^-:-n o-,1 .{crzelnnment of curriculum?

6 To what extent has the curriculum been regularly

,,^,{^+a; ^.rar fime?

\/
7

How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during

l^^^**.-anrol ^^mmiftee meetin ss?

Vt-'
I How well are faculty development programs

organized to align with the new syllabus?

W-'
9

How accessible are the books, journals, and other

reference mateiials listed or prescribed in the

^,,--:^,,1,,* .',ithin the lihrarv?

10

How much freedom is provided to adopt new

techiriques and strategies for testing and assessing

stuust

11
How relevant do you find the syllabus in the

A -^Li+^^1,,ral fielrl fn fhe crrrrent scenafiO?

t2

Do you believe that the depth of the course

conLnt is sufficient for the coverage of the

-,--1-: ^ ^+ lt^^i^q
suulsuu tuPr

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in

the syllabus are sufficient for the timely
-:^'.1"'ff9

completlon or ffiAee)ahbe
Itt/tJJVe fu,EeA 6't/\,

awrorviabe ct6c oY AL.14

Please share any additional comments/remarks

""u 
fruu. ,"e*ding the formulation and

implementation of the curiculum at Yashoda

n- rt^-^ ^f A*^Lifonfrrrc Safera
u(]Ir(,F]v

aNeutral - 3, Ouite sul|tctcnt - 3 to 4' rcry) rttJ/

T.'- \ '
Faculty Sigfr6-ture

InsuJJicient

'ffi'w
Hfll

-ffi;

\.t'

I



Y$Ptrl's

Yashuda tnlle$n uf lrcldtnrturr

Academic Year:

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name: A*' F..h'l PriTonl.a S .

Designation : A=e\al.rtr* P-rc$.-<<cry
Contact No : 94cs74 6J 11

EmaillD : P6P- e4-!€h @ I eS. <--l.q . \nr)

Contact Address : At- f-* p*.far1 y €-.J.o,rq r fY\ah.q-'a.shh.:a.
Kindly rate the of the followin

Q.No. Evaluation Criteria lnsufficient Neutral Quite
sufficient

very
sufficient

1

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensrrre

the up-to-date and relevance of the programs

being offered?

2
How effectively does tlie curriculum reflect

employability and crosscutti n g issues? V
J

How well does the college provide the necessary

infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?
,r/

4

To what extent do you feel that faculty members

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?

l How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during

departmental committee meetings?

8
How well are faculty development programs

organized to align with the new syllabus?

9

How accessible are the books, journals, and other

reference materials listed or prescribed in the

curriculum, within the librarv?

l0
How much freedom is provided to adopt new

techniques and strategies for testing and assessing

students?

\,?

11
How relevant doyou 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 covera$e ofthe
subiect/topic? .

13

Do you think that the prescribed contact hours in

the syllabus are sufficient for the timely

completion of the curriculum?

t"/

l4

Please share any additional comments/remarks

you have regarding the formulation and

implementation of the cumiculum at Yashoda

College of Architecture, Satara.

Instfficient - I to 2, Netiral - 3, Quite su.fficient - 3 to 4, Very srfficient- above I

Faculty Signature
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Y$PM's

W Yashoda tollegu uf lrchitecture

Academic Year: ') ( 't t ,,-L\

FACULTY FEEDBACK

Name: 5a ),I^aV A"n o I V i lat rLt o
Designation: A*s*, ?-oF'
Contact No : 8 t dT-rs 834h.
EmaillD: 0vi-ciui( @ l<), cJ,t1 .in
Contact Address : bt$ niqn< ?a"(? , V o5l-.t,)qn I tald.,^'y , ga+-ct\vq ,

Kindly rate the adequacy of the followin

Q.No. Evaluation Criteria lnsufficient Neutral Quite
sufficient

very
sufficient

1

How well does the Board of Studies (BOS) ensure

the up-to-date and relevance of the programs

being offered?

2
How effectively does the curriculum reflect
employability and crosscutting issues?

\./^

J
How well does the college provide the necessary

infrastructure for implementing the curriculum?
V-"'/

4

To what extent do you feel that faculty members

are granted the freedom to contribute ideas to
curriculum design and development?

V-/4

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?

\/"'"

l How effectively is the syllabus reviewed during
departmental committee meetings?

8
How well are faculty development programs

organize.d to align with the new syllabus?
V/=4

9

How accessible are the books, journals, and other

reference materials listed or prescribed in the

curriculum, within the librarv?

V-"-'

10

How much freedom is provided to adopt new

techniques and strategies for testing and assessing

students?

\.-'-'

1l
How relevant do you find the syllabus in the

Architectural freld to the current scenario?

t2
Do you believe that the depth of the course

content is sufficient for the coverage ofthe
subiecVtopic?

t3

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

Colleee of Architecture, Satara.

C,.rnricu.ltlm 3hcrLil J i ncl*d<
maYc_ ci+f vrsits

,A
/)

Instfficient - I to 2, Neilral 3, Quite sulficient - 3 to 1, Very stfficient- above I

Faculty Signature


