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FEEDBACK ANALYSIS REPORT

1.4.2 Feedback process of the Institution

The procedures adopted for the monitoring and evaluation of policies include:

Feedback collected and analysed

L. Feedback collected: The institute has various channels to collect and document
responses on curriculum from different stakeholders, such as students, parents,
industry and faculty.

II. Feedback Analysis: After collecting feedback from these meetings, the data is
a. Receiving feedback regarding the policies from various stakeholders.
b. Evaluation of policy based on Feedback received.
¢. Continuation of the policy in case of positive feedback.
d. Carry out improvements in Policy/ Plan till improvement in quality is noticed.

All teaching departments and the student support services plan quality objectives for a
given year. The fulfillment of the quality objectives are monitored by Internal Quality
Assurance Cell (IQAC) through the Academic and Administrative Audits. Policies and plans
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Feedback On Curriculum / Syllabus
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vii)  Evaluation scheme g
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i)  College Campus Cleanliness
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9, Classroom Facility
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