
 

 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

Evaluation of Feedback 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

1. Quality of Teaching/ Faculty 

 
 
 

2. Academic Environment/Lab facilities 
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Action Taken: - 

▪ Initiated academic 

performing students in 

collaboration with faculty 

▪ Introduced structured 

teaching feedback 

analytics to identify 

strengths and 

 

Action Taken

▪ Regular audits to ensure 

▪ Modernised lab 

▪ Installed interactive smart 

boards in select 

 



 

 

 
 
 

3. Holistic development of student/ ward 

 
 

 

4. Students’ Grievances Handling 
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11.67%
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▪ Encouraged student 

participation in national/ 

international 

▪ 

enhancement 

 

 

▪ Displayed grievance 

policies and helpline 

▪ 

monitoring by faculty 

 

 



 

 

 
 
 

5. Information to parents about wards’ attendance/performance 

 
 
 

6. General Environment and Discipline in the College 
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Action Taken 

▪ 

▪ Developed online portals 

where parents can easily 

information about their 

child's attendance, overall 

 

 

▪ Strengthened security 

with upgraded 

▪ Conducted frequent 

surprise inspections for 

 



 

 

 
 
 

7. Parent Teacher interaction system 

 
 
 

8. General Behavior of Teachers during your visit 
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▪ Assigned class mentors 

for consistent parent 

engagement throughout 

▪ Maintained open 

communication channels 

 

 

▪ Faculty sensitized 

through regular 

communication and 

interpersonal behaviour 

▪ Issued faculty conduct 

guidelines for 

interactions during 



 

 

9. General Behavior of non-teaching staff during your visit 

 
 
 

10.  Knowledge Enhancement and Behavioral Change 
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▪ Trained non-teaching 

staff in visitor handling, 

basic communication 

etiquette, and 

responsiveness. 

▪ Assigned support staff to 

assist and guide parents 

during key events 

 

▪ Collaborated with faculty 

mentors to track 

consistent improvement 

areas and share progress 

▪ Monitored academic and 

behavioral growth via 

personalized progress 

 


