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Parent Feedback- Questions and Answer Options

Question Answer Options

Rate the outcome that your ward has achieved
from the programme

Poor, Average. Good. Very Good. Excellent

Rate the quality and relevance of the
curriculum

Poor. Average. Good. Very Good, Excellent

Rate the Infrastructure and other facilities
available at the University

Poor, Average. Good. Very Good, Ercellent

Rate the Evaluatior-r and t-eedback mechanisrn Poor, Average. Good. Very Good. Excellent

Rate the satisfaction level ofcurriculum design
for employability and higher education

requirements

Poor, Average, Good. Very Good. Excellent

No of Parents Provided Feedback 174
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i'oot
49.o Average

10%

Average Verl Good Excellent

II

ExcetIent

Q2 Rate the quality and relevance ofthe curiculunr

ExceItent
20?,"

Average Cood

'Average

12%

Vllr Gtr.ltl Lrccllent

II

\,,

,i,f*X[ll'l:l'il,.i.iel,,

Very

I)(x)l'



at the University
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Q3 Rate the lnfrastructure and other facitities avaitabte
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Q4 Rate the Evatuation and feedback mechanism
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Q5 Rate the satisfaction levetof curricutum design for
emptoyabitity and higher education requirements
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School : School of Pharmaceutical Management
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Parents Feedback- Questions and Answer Options

Question Answer Options

Rate the oLrtcome that yoLrr ward has achieved
frorn the prograrnme

Poor. Average. Good. Very Good. Excellent

Rate the qLrality and relevance of the

curriculum
Poor. Average. Good, Very Good. Excellent

Rate the Infrastructure and other facilities
available at the Urriversitv

Poor, Average, Good. Very Good, Excellent

Rate the Evaluation and feedback mechanism Poor, Average. Good. Very Good. Excellent

Rate the satisfaction level of curriculum design
for ernployability and higher education

requirements

Poor, Average, Good, Very Good, Excellent

No of Parents Provided Feedback 70
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programms
Q 1 Rate the outcome that your ward has achieved from the
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University
Q3 Rate the Infrastructlrre and otirer tacilities available at the

University
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Q5 Rate the satisfaction levetof curricutum design for
emptoyabi tity and hi gher e_ducation requirements
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School: ML Mehta School of Development Studies
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Feedback Analysis

Based on

Feedback Received from Parents
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Parent Feedback- Questions and Answer Options

Question Answer Options

Rate the outcome that your ward has achieved
from the programlne

Poor. Average. Good, Very Good. Excellent

Rate the qLrality and relevance of the

cumiculum
Poor. Average, Good, Very Good. Exceller-rt

Rate the Infrastructure and other facilities
available at the Universitv

Poor, Average. Good. Very Good. Excellent

Rate the Evaluation and feedback rnechanism Poor. Average, Good. Very Good, Excellent

Rate the satisfaction level of curriculurn design
for employability and higher educatior-r

requirements

Poor. Average. Good, Very Good. Excellent

No of Parents Provided Feedback aJ
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Q1 Rale the outcome that your ward has achieved from
the programme

Q2 Rate the quatity and retevance of the curricutum
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Q3 Rate the Infrastructure and other facilities available at the
University
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Q4 Rate the Evaluation and feedback mechanism
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Q5 Rate the satisfaction levetof curricutum design for
emptoyabitity and higher education requirements
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School: School of Digital Health
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Feedback Analysis
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Parents Feedback- Questions and Answer Options

Question Answer Options

Rate the olltcome that your ward has achieved

frorn the progralnme
Poor. Average, Good. Very Good. Excellent

Rate the quality and relevance of tl-re

curriculum
Poor. Average. Good. Very Good, Excellent

Rate the Infrastlr-rcture and other facilities
available at the University

Poor. Average, Good. Very Good. Excellent

Rate the Evaluation and feedback mechanism Poor, Average. Good, Very Good. Excellent

Rate the satisfaction level of cr-rrriculum design

for employability and higher education
requirements

Poor. Average. Good. Very Good, Excellent

No of Parents Provided Feedback 37
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Q1 Rate the outcome that your ward has achieved from
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Q3 Rate the Infrastructlrre and other facilities available at the

Universitl
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Q4 Rate the Evaluation and feedback mechanism

a Poor a ..\reragc , Cood a Ven Cotrd a Fxcellent

!"w
Registrar .-

,"'"llftiilHili,:r}: *yn,,



Q5 Rate the satisfaction [eve[ of curricutum design for
emptoyabil.ity and higher education requirements
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4 Employer

5 Parent
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Parent Feedback- Questions and Answer Options

Question Answer Options

Rate the olrtcome that yor-rr ward has achieved
fronr the programme

Poor. Average. Good. Very Good. Excellent

Rate the quality and relevance of the
curriculum

Poor. Average. Good. Very Good, Excellent

Rate the lnfrastructure and other facilities
available at the Universitv

Poor. Average. Good. Very Good. Excellent

Rate the Evaluation and feedback rnechanism Poor, Average, Good. Very Good, Excellent

Rate the satisfaction level of cr-rrriculum design
for employability and higher edr-rcation

requirements

Poor. Average. Good. Very Good. Excellent

No of Parents Prov Feedback 6
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Q I Rate the outcome that your ward has achieved from the
programme

Excellent
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Q2 Rate the quality and relevance ofthe curriclrlum
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Q3 Rate the Infrastructure and other faciLities available at
the University

r Average r Very Good r Exceltent

Q4 Rate the Evaluation and feedback mechanism
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Q5 Rate the satisfaction levetof curricutum design for
emptoyabitity and higher education requirements
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