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Ref No - S'[:TI/ 2ol ;r;bg

Date: 280ct, 2017

To.
Prof (Dr) Meti
HOD CSE DEPT, SETI Panhala

On behalf of Management a and Faculty 1 .appreciate the outstanding contribution
you have made by Conducting one day Orientation Program on OBE Based
Education and Preparation of Lesson Plan during 27/28 Oct,2017 to all the
faculty members of our Institute. The Workshop was very helpful and informative
and during the workshop our staff was very attentive and enthusiastic.

You have put together a great hard work that makes staff feel respected and valued.
I look forward to have more such contribution again in the future.
Regards, .
(-‘ks\r R

Dr G .V. Mulgund.
Principal
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Date: 26/10/2017

Notice

All staff member are hereby informed that there is one day orientation program on
OBE Based Education and Preparation of Lesson Plan has been scheduled 27 and 28 Oct
2017 by NAAC team.

Sr. No. Name of Department Date
1 Electrical, E&TC, CSE 27-10-2017
2 Automobile, Mechanical, Civil, and BSH 28-10-2017

Note: Attendance is Mandatory

Prof. R S Kulkarni Dr. G V Mulgund
NAAC Chief Coordinator Principal



Lesson Plan Preparation held on 27-10-17

Principal Addressing Staff members
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Holy Wood Academy's,

Sanjeevan Engineering & Technology Institute,Panhala

A

Department of Automobile Engineering

Session on “Lesson Plan Preparation"

Awomo byle Dept Date : 28.10.2017
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Holy Wood Academy's,
Sanjeevan Engineering & Technology Institute,Panhala

Department of Mechanical Engineering

Session on “Lesson Plan Preparation"
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Department of Civil Engineering
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Holy Wood Academy's,

Department of Electrical Engineering

Session on “Lesson Plan Preparation”

Sanjeevan Engineering & Technology Institute,Panhala

Date : 27.10.2017
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Holy Wood Academy's,

Sanjeevan Engineering & Technology Institute,Panhala

Department of Electronics & Telecommunication

MSESR,  TiTMIGLOCT BTG

Session on “Lesson Plan Preparation"

Date : 27.10.2017
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Holy Wood Academy's,

Erl’ Sanjeevan Engineering & Technology Institute,Panhala
b Do Department of Computer Science & Engineering

Session on “Lesson Plan Preparation”

Date : 27.10.2017
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Holy Wood Academy's,

' E]j Sanjeevan Engineering & Technology Institute,Panhala
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Department of Basic Science & Humanities

Session on “Lesson Plan Preparation"
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Date:-18/01/2018

Circular

For the enhancement of Information and Communication Technological (ICT) cell

functioning following faculty from CSE department are appointed to compete the work.

Sr. No. Name
1. Prof. S.N. More
2. Prof. M. M. Hajare

These faculty also help for online uploading, survey collection and its analysis as per the
directives of NAAC cell.
These faculty should work in consultation with NAAC cell of SETI for completion of

work.

fr\

\ A I \/\M‘J‘ .
b &, o gyl
Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Prof. S.L. Ghodake ri.. N.R. Bhosale

NAAC Coordinator I/c Principal Jomt Secretary

Copy to,
1. HOD CSE Engg.
2. NAAC/IQAC



NAAC Awareness for students by NAAC team
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Date:-25/01/2018

Circular

To create awareness among the students regarding NAAC accreditation, the management, LG

Principal and NAAC cell are going to address as per the schedule given below:

Sr. No. Programme Day & Date Time Class
1. E & TC Engg. Thursday 10.30 am SE, TE, BE
61/02/2018
2. Civil Engg Twvaday 12.30 pm SE, TE, BE
01/02/2018
3. CSE & Automobile Tuesday 10.30 am SE, TE, BE
Engg. 30/01/2018
4. Electrical Engg Tuesday 12.30 pm SE, TE, BE
30/01/2018
8. Mechanical Engg Wednesday 10.30 am SE, TE, BE
31/01/2018
6. Basic Engg. Sciences Wednesday 12.30 pm FE
31/01/2018
Note:

o The Seating arrangement is to be made by the concern department preferably in
Central Drawing hall.

o After making all arrangement the department should inform the NAAC cell.

o Follow the schedule strictly.

A 0 WM/,
Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Prof. S.L. Ghodake
NAAC Coordinator I/c Principal Joint Secretary
Copy to,
1. Al HOD’s

2. NAAC/IQAC




NAAC Awareness for Student held on 31-1-18
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Demonstration of Department Library Software
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Date: 24/02/2018

Notice

All Department H.O.D and Departmental library coordinator are hereby informed to
attend one day program on Demonstration of Department Library Software has been

scheduled 27 Feb 2018.

The presentation will be delivered by ICT member Prof. M. M. Hajare.
Time: 4.30 onwards

Venue: Board Room.

Note: Attendance is Mandatory.

Prof. R. S. Kulkarni Dr. G{; Mulgund
NAAC Chief Coordinator Principal



Demonstration of Departmental Library Software
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Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING
NGNS & YECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

Faculty Evaluation for the Year - 20 -20

Class: : ~ Semester: Dept.:

Dear student this feedback will be used to provide the best academics to you from the SETI, So rate
your professor using the number given in front of grades as foliows.

Poor-1 Good-2  Very Good-3 Excellent- 4

Faculty Name initials :

Sr. | Questions™ ,
No \oursi

1 Effective presentation, method of
teaching and audibility of teacher.

How is your professor knowledge

2 about the subject?

3 Punctualityin taking class
and sincerity.

4 Developing inspiraticn and

confidence in the subject.
Available for interaction with
5 | students inside & outside

| classroom’

6 Proficiency of professor in
English.

Helps student in providing study
material, eresources etc.
Class control, student

8 | participation while conductlng
class.

Focus on syllabi, teaching subject
9 | matter and delivery of structured
lecture.

Would you like this teacher
10 .
to teach you again?

| Su'ggestions/Comments (If any)




FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Holy—Wood Academy‘s
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

" Name of the Faculty Observed

Name(s) of the Observer 1.

2.

Date of Observation

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear :
Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

_Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization
Clear organizational plan
Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students

Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized)

Visual aids can be easily read if used

Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:

STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING

Observer 1. Name & Signature__

Observer 2. Name & Signature
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Holy-wood Academy's ,
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

Performancé Appraisal of Non-Teaching Staff
Year: 20 to 20

Name of staff:

Department:

Designation:

Rate the employee on a five point scale for the following attributes. (Tick appropriate number)
(1-Unsatisfactory, 2-Satisfactory, 3-Good, 4-Very Good, 5-Excellent) :

1. Punctuality and Regularity: 1 2 3 4 5
2. Sincerity and Dedication to Job: .2 3 4 5
3. Initiative and Drive: 1 2 3 4 5

4. Application of skills to entrusted job: 1 Lt 3 4 5

5. Enthusiasm to learn new things: 1 2 3 4 5
6. Confidentiality: = 2 3 4 5
7. Integrity & belongingess: 1 2 3 4 5
8. Behaviour with faculty: 1 2 3 4 5
'9. Behaviour with colleagues: il 2 3 4 5
" 10. Behaviour with students: ' | 2 3 4 5
11. Overall rating: : 1 2 3 4' 5

12. " Any disciplinary action taken since the last appraisal. If yes, enclose details.

Signature & Name Lab Incharge faculty concerned.

Recommendation:

1 Increment sanctioned Yes No
2 To be promoted (if due) =~ Yes No
Any other Remarks:

Head of Department : : . Principal
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SAMELVAN

Bt

SERES & TLO0LOGY INSTITUTE

Faculty Performance Appraisal (FPA) Form -
Academic Year:

x Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

W /c@ |

.NOTE: The assessment process in this form is divided into three parts - Teaching, Research, and Service.

1. Name :

3. Designation:

~ 5. Department :

4. Qualificatien(s):

2. Staff ID:

6. Date of Joining :

7. Email :

8. Phone: Office Cell

9. Areas of Interest:

(Print some keywords)

PART 1- TEACHING

10. ODD Semester (First Academic Term ) Courses Taught (UG): :
Sr. No. Course Title (Th. & Pr) Strength of class Weekly contact hours
11. EVEN Semester (Second Academic Term ) Courses Taught (UG):
Sr. No. Course Title (Th. & Pr) Strength of class Weekly contact hours
12. ODD Semester Courses Taught (PG): :
Sr. No. Course Title (Th. & Pr) Strength of class Weekly contact hours
13. EVEN Semester Courses Taught (PG): ~
Sr. No. | Course Title (Th. & Pr) Strength of class Weekly contact hours

14. Innovation in Teaching: Describe any novel methods you have adopted to improve effectiveness of
teaching. For which subjects have you used a large number of visuals, or web pages, or any other innovative
methods for your lectures? Attach any relevant materials or list URL links.




15. Improvement in courses taught more than once: Mention any improvement you brought about in your
courses that you have taught more than once. v s

16. On an average how many hours per week you had spent for
a. Preparing / Correcting assignments: - b. Setting question papers:
c. Evaluating mid-examination answer scripts:

17. On an average how many assignments did you give per theory course?

18. New Subjects you have learnt, are willing and ready to teach (please list them):

L 3

Part II — Project Guidance and Research
19. UG Projects Supervised

Sr. No. Class : Title of project \ No. of students in a group

20. PG Projects Supervised

Sr. No. Class Title of project : Name of student

21. M.S./ Ph.D. Theses Supervised (include thesis title, student name):

22. Research projects: (List the following for each project: Name of Project Investigator (P.I)./
Co-P.I/ Project Title, Funding Agency/Duration, and Funding Amount):

23. If you are currently doing your Ph.D list the following: Title of the thesis, Name of Ph.D. advisor,
and Expected date of completion:

24. Publications / Patents / Books / Monographs: (Include any URL links to published material):




25. Awards and Recognitions:

26. Lectures / Invited Talks given by you at other places:

_ PART III - SERVICE
27. Conferences/ Workshops/ Seminars organized:

28. Department or College Academic Committee membership activities:

29. General Information:
" 1. List Areas of Strength: -

1. : 2

3. o

i, Ngw Skills / Techniques learnt / acquired during last one year

. 2

3. A

iii. List Areas needing additional development / training.

I, : 5

iv. Suggestions for improvement of your quality of work.

1. : 2

3. ' ' 4

v. Significant achievements during last one year:

L. : 2.

30. Any other comments (Guidelines):
a. How do you think institute can help you to enrich your knowledge/ multidisciplinary skills?

b. List your suggestions for improving the academic standards.




l*l

c. What is your assessment of the overall performance of the students? List any suggestions for improving
the performance. :

~1 2

3. 4.

d. General suggestions related to improvements of academic and administrative standards at the Institute .

1. ; 2

Date:

Signature of Faculty Member:
Name in BLOCK LETTERS:

PART IV- HEAD OF THE DEPARTMENT’S ASSESSMENT
(NOTE: To be filled by HoD only. Faculty can leave this section blank)

31. Overall Rating (on a scale of10):

omponent Teaching Research Service General Attitude
. ; / Departmental
Rating : Citizenship

9-10, Outstanding

8, Very Good

7, Good

6, Satisfactory

0 - 5, Needs Improvement

" 32. Any other Comments:

Date:

Signature of Head of the Department:

Name in BLOCK LETTERS:

33.0verall Recommendation by Faculty Appeintments & Promotions (FAP) Committee of the College
consisting of the Hods, Principal, Jt. Secretary, and Chairman.

Signature of the Head of the Dept:

Signature of the Principal:

"+ Signature of the Jt. Secretary:

Signature of the Chariman




Holy-wood Academy's :
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology institute, Panhala

SAMICEVAN ENGINEERING
WSTHUTE

p\'}éa— / Ve, 1)“""
Parents’ Feedback Form

Name of the student:

Class:. ' Branch:

Name of the Parent/Guardian:

Relationship:

Occupation of Parent / Guardian:

(Tick the appropriate option)

1. Do you receive updates of your ward’s attendance every month? (Yes / No) :

2. Do you receive updates of your ward’s performance in mid-examinations twice a
semester? ~ (Yes/No)

3. Do you attend parent-teacher meeting at the beginning of every semester? (Yes / No)

4. Does your ward show his / her University examination marks statement to you every
semester? (Yes / No)

5. If your ward is using college transport facility, are you satisfied with the service

provided? (Yes/No/NA)
6. If your ward is having in hostel and mess facility, are you satisfied with the service
provided? (Yes / No/ NA)
7. Do you visit the college at least once a year? » | (Yes / No)

8. Are you satisfied with the efforts put in by the college for the academic and professional
development of your ward? ' (Yes /No) -

9. Are you satisfied with the reception given o you by the college when you approached for
any information? (Yes / No)

10. Do you continuously monitor your ward’s academic performance? - (Yes/No)

11. Would you join your another ward or recommended anyone else’s ward for admission
into Sanjeevan Engineering & Technology Institute, Panhala? : ~ (Yes/No)

12. Please give any suggestions for further improvement of college which will be beneficial
for students.

Date : : Signature of Parent




Holy-wood Academy's j
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

TEACHER GUARDIAN SCHEME (T1GS) ﬂ/ﬁ’/@ K

INFORMATION TO BE GIVEN BY THE STUDENT FOR
| EFFECTIVE MENTORING AND ACADEMICS GUIDANCE

1vaI€

Roll Number

Year and Branch

Previous Academic Record : (In the Given Below, Put NA if Not Applicable)

) @ 5 = e 0 = & e 5 e 0 s [P . g o= X g
x |28l =5 = o> | > |@=¢g| ZE [ 8=e| =€ |8=€| FE [®.-sg| £E = S
= =G 51 €@ - e o c @ 2 c2| — @ cl =8 128206 2 e £
B lehgl g - |22 €% |55 =2 | 5S8| 9 |5S0| =9 [$5=8| 29| & | £
8 |SFA| Wa = 85 | o (82| 2= | 88T | 2~ |82 | ®= |8 & £ 3 =
.- C o & 0 g e m & s o g m = (o] &
i
Admitted under Category : Open / SC/ST/OBC/VI]. NT/ANY OTHER SPECIFY : -
Father’s Name 5 Education :
Occupation et Cell No. :
Address
Mother’s Name : Education :
Cccupation T Cell No. :
Local Guardian Name : Cell No. :
Address L
Brother’s Name: Occupation Cell No.:

Sister’s Name

1. Any Particular difficulty experienced in understanding the subject (s) , if so, name the subjects

a. : b.
g, g
e. S f.

2. Any difficulty experienced' for coming to college in time (indicate possible remedial actions)

3. Any issues hampering your studies?

4. Do you study technical subjects at least Three hours per day outside the college working hours? If not so,

why?

5. Any difficulty experienced with regard to the textbooks in the Library?




10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

Do you take the assignments seriously and do on your own? ==

Are you making enough efforts towards improving your English language communications skills? If not,

why? Any help needed?

Specify:

Any help needed?

What are your goals?

What efforts you have been making to achieve your goals?

What do you expect to be done by the institute on in developing your self — confidence and achieverme

of goals?

Is the atmosphere (environment) at home Congenial (convenient) for. your studies”?

Are you interested in pursuing literary, cultural and other activities in the college?

What are you hobbies and talents which need help to be boosted?

Are you interested in Games / Sports?

Any difficulty experienced with regard to clean lines and hygiene in the institution?

Date : ~ Signature of Students



B et Holy-wood Academy's
C.LlI  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala ]
ACADEMIC COUNSELLING ‘

TO BE CONBUCTED AS THE MID OF THE SEMISTER -1
(MENTORING-I)

Student Name : .................................
Student Roll Number :
. Year and Course of Study : ............... R I P c e . Lk e o
Name of the Mentor T e e T R L T L Ty

The student confirms his / her percentage of attendance is 75 and above (till date) : Yes / No (Please strikeout

the other)

Please tick one, whichever is addressed.

1. | Attendance

2. | Marks in the Mid Examination (s)

3. | Marks in the previous semester examination

4. | Non-submission of assignments

5. | Performance in the lab (internal and / or external)
6. | Non-participation in the class activities

7. | Lack of interest in Engineering Course

8. | Lack of Motivation to do well

If any other, please specify:

Nature of academic mentoring provided: Please tick all those that have been addressed and mentoring given.
1. | Importance of Attendance and its implication to do well in examinations. :

2. | Importance of Mid Examination (s) and its consequence in the end semester
examinations

3. | Importance of Marks in the previous semester examination and its consequence in
the later part of the degree and subsequently in career as well

4. | Importance of submission of assignment and its consequence on the performance
of Mid examinations and End semester.

n

Importance of Laboratory exercise.

>

Importance of participation in the class activities.

7. | Importance of getting Engineering Degree and how the degree helps in building a
career in other areas and programs such as M.S., MBA, Civil Service, Group
" Services, etc.

8. | Importance of Self-Motivation to do well in career and subsequently in life.

If any other issue is addressed, please specify:

The session in which academic mentoring took place on :

Date: Signed :

j » Mentor - | Student
Head of the Department :
Date: 7 Signature

To the Mentor — This Mentor should complete after discussion with the student, and the aspects of relevant
mentoring or support to address the issues promptmg attention. Mentor is requested to forward the same to his /
her Head of the Department for according purpose.

o T



p o7

ACADEMIC COUNSELLING

TO BE CONDUCTED AS THE MID OF THE SEMISTER - 11
(MENTORING-II)

Student Name : ............................................................................. cerevenin
_ Student Roll Number T I e A A et o nmies 5 AR e+ T PSR TR e
Year and Course of Stﬁdy Bl T R e e i T e s S P R
Name of the Counselor e R R L e N L e b

The student confirms his / her percentage of attendance is 75 and above (till date) : Yes / No (Pleasebstrikeout
the other)
Nature of academic MENTORING provided : Please tick all those that have been addressed and Mentoring

given.

S. No. After the Previous MNTORING Till date Yes | No. Insignificant

1. Any improvement observed in the attendance of the student ?
2. Any improvement in the marks scored by the student ?
3. ~ | Did the student understand the relevance of the course work of earlier

semester (s) vis-a-vis this semester

4. Did the student understand the importance of participation in
classroom activities for career building ?

5. Did the student understand the relevance of the Laboratory exercises
and their correlation to the theory course ?

6. Did the student understand how important is self-motivation and how
it helps in career building and also in later part of life ?

7. Did you notice and perceptible change in the attitude of the student ?

8. Is the student sensitive to constructive criticism ?
9. Did you observe any perceptible change in the confidence level of the
student ?

If any other issue was addressed and mentoring given to that effect, please specify it :

The session in which academic mentoring took place on :

e pigtted; Advisor/counselor Student
Head of the Department :
Date: : Signature

To the Mentor — This Mentor should complete after discussion with the student, and the aspects of relevant
mentoring or support to address the issues prompting attention. Mentor is requested to forward the same to his /
her Head of the Department for according purpose.




Holy-wood Academy, Kolhapur's

@etl\ i SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

Sanjeevan Knowledge City, Somwar Peth- Injole, Panhala, Tal. Panhala, Dist. Kolhapur
Pin- 416 201. (Maharashtra) Phone : 0231 - 2686600, 21 Fax : 0231 - 2686629
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Peer Review Feedback



Holy-wood Academy, Kolhapur's
SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

SANETVAN BRGNS Sanjeevan Knowledge City, Somwar Peth- Injole, Panhala, Tal. Panhala, Dist. Kolhapur
Pin- 416 201, {Maharashfra} Phone : 0231 - 2686600, 21 Fax : 0231 - 2686629

Website : www.sei:.edu.m Emall : principal@seti.edu.in / oﬁace@sett.edu,m

Date:08/09/2016

CIRCULAR

A two member committee is appointed to take peer feedback of the faculty for the course they

are teaching. The list is as below.

) |
Sr.No. | Name of Department Name of peer feedback committee member

1 Automobile Engineering Prof. D.G. Bhosale & Prof. S.P. Jadhav
2 Civil Engineering Prof. S.S. Chavan & Prof. J.J. Gavade

3 Computer Science Engineering | Prof. R.S. Nejkar & Prof. P.S. Landage

+ Electrical Engineering | Prof. N.S. Jadhav & Prof. V.T. \4etkd1|

5 E & TC Engineering - Prof. S.N. Shinde _& Prof. Ms. ]J.Y. Bhosale
6 Mechanical Engineering Prof. U.S. Ghorpade & Prof. P.S. Atigre

7 General Engineering Prof. Dr. V.S. Patil & Prof. Ms. S.J. Lavate

All the committee members should submit their time table for taking the peer feedback for all the
faculty of the department to IQAC. The feedback of the peer feedback committee members will

be taken by concern head of department and 1QAC .

All the peer feedback committee members should collect feedback forms from IQAC and

afo

Chief NAAC Coordinator Principal
Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Dr. G.V. Mulgund

complete the work during 19" to 24" Sept. 2016.




(S et Holy-wood Academy's
C.Ll  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala
FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Fxof. y;skal A ELHJ Programme FE.
Name(s) of the-Observer 1. _’&,Q'F - R.M- Mahite.

2. Pxaf. JT-T- (Gavade.
Date of Observation CB/[(]! ¥0 16 Class & Course Observed .

WP -4l lE P :
Rating Scale (1= vefy poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan’

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic-

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used e
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

LA T o oS T S T o i o5

G-P- s> a@®s

(40600-0 OF- -0 +Owu-0 LABN-O

ket
W W W ww

._.._.._.._u_.._.
SR CH TN
_umu@wu
B>6s O+,

L Y S
[ S5 I o N o T o B oS I o8 |

muw@wu

Ahhh@h

el e N s B e B
B2 B2 B B2 B

W W W W W
&hhhh@b

NS S ]
-h-h@
Z
e

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: | Gt
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) GO’Od C\QSS C’.CSTY"BO[ j

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) :

—

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 123 4|8
Observer 1. Name & Signaturé P}r&‘F : E) ] mObHZf- o
Observer 2. Name & Signaﬁre Pxof - J N GU\\quC -




(et Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed E,QI{E, ‘ a},[(“ i 5_& {. Programme FE—" =
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P}s‘t){: 2 .M. MQE\:{ t(‘_'
2. E’ggi L o Gnmnd(?

Date of Observation 92 — |0 -2016 Class & Course Observed F 'ﬂﬂ% MM
122 3opm =} 3o @™
Ratmg Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not appllcable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific S S
Sufficient variety in supporting information Lined v Biigdh
Relevancy of main ideas was clear fresy s a8
Makes students think SRR . CRY | L
Instructed related ideas B R s
Creates interest in the subject matter Toau Ze e ity @
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention Lo 258 @ 5
Introduction stated organization INET RNl I o
Clear organizational plan b @ 4 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas EeoZ e B %
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes L2 5800 d
Reviewed by connecting to future classes Lo 2 3 @ 5

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels e S RER G)
Sufficient wait time i .3 %2 &) &
Students asked questions 1 g o AE
Teacher feedback was informative SRR - @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses R S NE

Good rapport with students | e S
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable - 20 -3
Articulation and pronunciation clear . (O - TR

Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1 2s Foely

Accent was not distracting 1.2 73 Sk ;
Effective voice quality | SERED et @ 5
Eye contact with students | IS e g
Confident & enthusiastic el AR P L

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3 @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used | Es) IT  Ieey N 22
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes | S @ 4 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.)
448

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 2 3 4f 5§

Observer 1. Name&Slgnature %Ojc B m mot/\(‘}'e '@/
Observer 2. Name & Signature ?'E'O'F a4-J. GI'QUO\é,e s W




(R et Holy-wood Academy'’s -
C.L1  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala
FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Ny lofer 4 Eha & Programme
. Name(s) of the Observer 1.y v A Pcti) _
' 2Mg. €.J. Lavale

- Date of Observation_22-69 -20i¢  Class & Course Observed F.E ([ A)i ) A Diy
lotisam -11tiCam ,
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear

el T iy e —
[SST SS T S I G T 6 T S T
LS ]

u.u-u-mm@

e B ey —
[ B o I S I oS I o6 B 08 )
Lh Lh Lh Lh Lh Lh

el B Gy s
RN NN

I va

e Il e
Teacher spoke extemporaneously [Tt e 5
Accent was not distracting =R et e @
Effective voice quality ey SR 5
Eye contact with students R % 5

- Confident & enthusiastic 1552 8 a8 5)

'USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) Fo2 8 4 49
Visual aids can be easily read if used foiats g ol =8
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1722 T3+ e S

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:

STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions) o

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, 3‘3)!‘1”1&}«61 academic pooy staclenlr think
o' : :

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 x4 8n WS

Observer 1. Name & Signature‘ Dr. ¥ A, EQ!'; | (})g L =

Observer 2. Name & Signature !!ls % I,ch‘_,tg %A«,



RS Holy-wood Academy's
Ll  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

— TECHROLOGY INSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed _®. 1 . Shiraaonkay Programme __ §: £ . Div-B .

Name(s) of the Observer 1._Ov. V. A  Padil
2._Mg S.31. Lavale

Date of Observation 0% 1ol ¢ - Class & Course Observed F. F_ (B D‘l‘V) I
35— 08 pm :
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

e
\

W133C

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

._._....__.._.
[ S5 T ST T S O S O S ]
L ) L L L W
S RN
Lh Lh Ln Lhih

Introduction captured attention I nedee=d @ 5
Introduction stated organization 52 4- 5
Clear organizational plan 11552 4 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 2 Y. @)y
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes ey T s T @
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 7= s S 3NN
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels SR @ 5
Sufficient wait time 1 "2 3 4 @
Students asked questions (I - A
Teacher feedback was informative 132 -3 g 5
Teacher incorporated student responses | Fr2atd 5
Good rapport with students Jlesr -3 @ 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable [zt g @ ]
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1. 28 e B
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 273 @Y 5
Accent was not distracting TGS Rt SRl
Effective voice quality Il a2e ey @
Eye contact with students 1 S =4y
Confident & enthusiastic 1 -2 3t @y -s
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) | W AR @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used - R S e S B 0
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 2253 4 B)

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) frrechive VoTte fualidy  Givirng Supperiine ‘.'nf—vma-ﬁoo’

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) Vneleasrt cf -Oraan’iu-h%- plan

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING g @ S

Observer 1. Name & Signature__ Dy V. A. Pai] ©,

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ Mg € 7.1 g!g,ﬁ 5,1‘_

W

\



(s ' Holy-wood Academy's :
C.LI  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed M}y A | Kal; Programme F £,
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _()y vV A Pat |
: 2. Ms S.7. lavate

Date of Observation 04~ 10 - 20]( Class & Course Observed [ £ (A Diyv ) Lre Fes5T0 "“’""
3NVSpm =615 Lo par= Wi cadi
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention

Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

A

i

P
L I e N o5 B oS I 38

GRS

5
5
5
&)
5
]

W W W W W w

&
5
5
5
5
5

IS b@-ﬁ-@-ﬁ

L el e
a0 o T S T S B o5 O S

CONCIE

Teacher questions at different levels Tra=es o3 vk %
Sufficient wait time =2 = 3"

Students asked questions I i -]
Teacher feedback was informative e B 5
Teacher incorporated student responses el R 5
Good rapport with students I N 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable e 3o d (5:)
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1o 1 90aasd 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously =222 3 RS
Accent was not distracting | gaier SRt i 1 1
Effective voice quality L= 2" . 3 s

Eye contact with students P25 40 8)
Confident & enthusiastic b2 34 =5

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) sl =g @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used [ E=ided 5 Nhi
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes By e R Rl

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provnded for Student

questions) * pffrchive voice quedi h:j ,00d command on | Gangeag t
conFiden) _

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

exampks, ) non cleay . © '73:11\“\1&.}’\ ) ﬁc::l plan

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING R SR

Observer 1. Name & Signature Dy. v A po._\ i\ ’/QA:&,

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ (Ma ¢ 7. 1o vo.}l‘t’, g;la‘
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— TECHROLOKY INSTITUTE

Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed P"Ok‘ R S g KQM(GWU

Name(s) of the Observer 1. P‘IO_{‘ U ).S. Gh orpade.

[B) i
2. DmE. P-S. Atia~e.. :
Class QCourse Observed T E <A"’D“’) HM T

i
Date of Observation 26 /4]]6

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention

Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkbddrd (content clear & well-organized)

Visual aids can be easily read if used

Teacher provided an outline / handouts / nd@s

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:

STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

GQocd SwubleCtr Wnocoledge - EffFccatoe volce Quaaliky L
: Tea =y

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

¢ 3% 5)

questions)

examples, etc.) S

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING

Observer_ 1. Name & Signature Fﬂ)E : P S P\’\‘

Observer 2. Name & Signature Fws - -5 ¢( ng IJPQCJ
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R . Holy-wood Academy's
L1  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Equ S. 5 . Pasbm Ukj’) Programme -'MQChCU] iC QJ
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Pyok . “ P.S. AYigwe
2. _pwt. U'S. Gh¥wade.

Date of Observation 22 g !fl é > Class & Course Observed _ |SE Mech - B piy (f:m)
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT '
Main ideas are clear and specific T=sg2 oy @
Sufficient variety in supporting information Lo 7200 37 s
Relevancy of main ideas was clear -2 =3 4 (5
Makes students think T S @ 5
Instructed related ideas =S i R %
Creates interest in the subject matter [ S S
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention -2 3 @ 5
Introduction stated organization S e R @
Clear organizational plan I o2 3 A =55
Concluded by summarizing main ideas I —2as=g phy o5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1~ 2. 344 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes et LR 7 e
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels o @ 5
Sufficient wait time 1 9 8 )
Students asked questions 2.2 {3 4 3
Teacher feedback was informative Lo~ =35 4
Teacher incorporated student responses For2 e ey

Good rapport with students Teea a0l
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable 523 4 @
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1 2.3 .4
Teacher spoke extemporaneously =52 3 -4 @
‘Accent was not distracting i @ 5
Effective voice quality S R

Eye contact with students - I e
Confident & enthusiastic R ey TR O
USEOFMEDIA -

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) b SIS i | %
Visual aids can be easily read if used =22 - 3 a
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notés. ITo=a =3 @ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) Creatre "We S+ §n SubleCr

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge non-relevance of

examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 112

Observer 1. Name & Signature _fﬂ)_E P:-s. A hqb‘e ._Z-,ér_c‘%;fc:;
Observer 2. Name & Signature . S. orpade ’@Bg—
o _ j o2}4))6




(R gt Holy-wood Academy's :
>CL!  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala
FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Pa74. U -H . [Deo 1t cpr Programme __ M ¢ CAroo~ ?(:_Q_,{
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _P>> (.. © .5 .G lLora :

2. Papb P .Ab(g2e ; .
Date of Observation  21|=F |\ (<  Class & Course Observed BE - A ( M S"'D )

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific L e e é @
Sufficient variety in supporting information IR e k. 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear Jetmndee i @ éD
Makes students think I o253, i 4
Instructed related ideas S S R
Creates interest in the subject matter L2 Al C§>
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention [=eaes” 3. )
Introduction stated organization -2 3 o
Clear organizational plan IR R )
Concluded by summarizing main ideas ° L<2 -3 (4% 3
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes ) I e s @
Reviewed by connecting to future classes i @ 5
INTERACTION _
Teacher questions at different levels B SRS
Sufficient wait time 128 12)°S
Students asked questions A D3N 4. 5
Teacher feedback was informative | S el e | @
Teacher incorporated student responses s 053 @ 5
Good rapport with students | S g PO CSD
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable S e R
Articulation and pronunciation clear e 2w 3o @
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1 =2 .3 ‘4 5
Accent was not distracting S e e é
Effective voice quality | i e |

" .Eye contact with students j S B %
Confident & enthusiastic e DS
USE OF MEDIA i
Overheads / Chalkbm (content clear & well-organized) Ieabas 3aaa
Visual aids can be easily read if used GIESE e o S
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / mﬂ( 1.2 53 @ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions)  C-eipre joterS £ o Seblelr & qood fublett UraadledSe

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 2 3 4 ) A
- B Y O
Observer 1. Name & Signature_P>0L P-5. A [~ f;f,mﬁ%e
Observer 2. Name & Signature [ ’2e t o e G\.Lor“a.fgig_ M \$
3




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Daok. G.C. Ko ,U Programme M

U 3
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Ejﬁlz):l (LS. @tbogsaade

2, ’oqo)- P-S. Ahaere.
Date of Observation Q.G}Q”A o ClassQCourseObserved R:«E (A Dn{) FEA

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was-clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
- Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA {

Overheads / Chalkbodrd (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / nofes 1

e et e e
|25 I o5 B oS B o5 B 05 T 08 3
L Lo W W W W

[ S N g g gy
[ T o0 O T o5 oS Y S
L L W W W

[ o5 T S5 T S T S T 05 Y 36 ]
LIS T E'S T &% O R S S )

Ptk o

e S
RN
LS I 'S T 'S T % [ % L S Y 1% )

L%

5 3
5 NA

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunlty provided for Student

‘Iucstlons)q ad SeabhJe s m@'ﬁé‘?ﬁ & Gead > Pon(c e 1 J_I"v:ldaa

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 ;2

Observer 1. Name & Signature Fz% LS Cgboz})adé. _QJCF',TE
Observer 2. Name & Signature_/gég P8, A'}—gye 'P;)/"‘ o LC

)
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SR Holy-wood Academy's
C—L1  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed P»iol - £3 T, 3 he(ea L9 Programme (M ecincyy (C 0L
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _ P>k (D § Gl crcpaclo

2_pwl pS Aligw
Date of Observation __ 20/ 3||¢ - Class & Course Observed [ €~ N ( lom O )

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
~ Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

ok

3
3
3

©
3
3

[R5 o N SO T S I (S T S ]

[ S S S g Y
S5 TN 5 B 5 I o6 N 3 Y 6

heﬁé B

+ 670 09--600 G-+ -0 @O

Wiw W W ww

BN

[ S S S —,
(o o 8 o5 0 oS T 5 T 35 )

Language was understandable /AR e Ve
Articuldtion and pronunciation clear 1 2 3 4
Teacher spoke extemporaneously === 3 ~ A4
Accent was not distracting 172 Fdd)
Effective voice quality 12 -3 7(9Y
Eye contact with students | (SR e Ha
Confident & enthusiastic 1 203 5
'USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3 4
Visual dids can be easily read if used 2 gl ~NA
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes IR RS e

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: :
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contmsts positive feedback opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING =2 3 45

Observer 1. Name & Signature_>Df . O -§ Glhovapad ’Q,E.;‘ﬁ’”

Observer 2. Name&Slgnature Pol. P-§. f—\*‘lCiK

-Plﬁ’ >

,t\lu



(FEE et foe B Holy-wood Academy's .
L1  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala
FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Pwﬁ P.R le)]f’ | Programme BE ( (N )
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P-n)ﬂ R.5. N(-‘j{ J AN

2. :
Date of Observation 24) 9| | € Class & Course Observed __ 5. 5. + Y M §

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, § = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific 1.2 valiss 4
Sufficient variety in supporting information =22, 3 4
Relevancy of main ideas was clear o3 @ ey
Makes students think 1= 9 % (4)"3
Instructed related ideas ISR N @
Creates interest in the subject matter | RSP S @ 5
ORGANIZATION ;
Introduction captured attention 12 350 @
Introduction stated organization Jou 2 3 @ 5
Clear organizational plan I HE N B
Concluded by summarizing main ideas ] S s A
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes L2 3 @ S
Reviewed by connecting to future classes [sid=ioaweng @
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels 1 2 3 4 @
Sufficient wait time -2 3 @ 5
Students asked questions e s sy
Teacher feedback was informative 1 2 3 4
Teacher incorporated student responses {==- 2 wadnesd

Good rapport with students A B s s
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable TR LR T S -
Articulation and pronunciation clear L5e2 .3 465
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1527 0,8
Accent was not distracting 1 3 g
Effective voice quality e side B4

Eye contact with students e RS @ 5
Confident & enthusiastic N A | @
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) L2 <3~ 4 % :
Visual aids can be easily read if used SR o
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 2 3 -4 &M ig

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback opportunity provided for Student

questions) Crvod) O)Cf’,ﬂyh}lﬂﬂ with @(alﬂpks

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) :

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 4 O 4 “7?77

Observer 1. Name & Signature Fﬂ)wF‘ ﬁ, 5. NC’J[W

Observer 2. Name & Signature Pf d f 5 L&M;J?e




(s ~ Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

AN VAN ENGINEFRING
—— 1 TECHINLOOY INSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Ffmp T8 J'Y)prayn Programme ﬂ E ( (-5 E. )
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P'vaf R.s. }\LEJ[W
2

Date of Observation Q»j]j“é Class & Course Observed  5-F = £ -T

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific 1 -2 Fad @
Sufficient variety in supporting information a3 g 3
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1 2 3
Makes students think I -3 9 g
“Instructed related ideas l.-52 B4
Creates interest in the subject matter Jo -2 AT @
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention ¥lo-v2. .3 5
Introduction stated organization | e T 5
Clear organizational plan |-~ 2 k) S
Concluded by summarizing main ideas s o e 4 @
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes I =72% 3 4%
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 152 ek o @
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels v 2 35 @
Sufficient wait time 1222 | dsadye 5
Students asked questions (R Sl ey
Teacher feedback was informative 1 2 3 e 5
Teacher incorporated student responses e DS TS

Good rapport with students (L s e 2
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable -2 3 & 8
Articulation and pronunciation clear R SR RSl
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1- 2% 3 (b5
Accent was not distracting 1 234y 5
Effective voice quality e e 5 R
Eye contact with students i o5 - d
Confident & enthusiastic L- 2. 3 w#hafs
USE OF MEDIA .

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) [ R (R
Visual aids can be easily read if used : 1: 2 . 3- 4 "3
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes ' e SR (G e N B'

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) Frplanabon  vith JWR(BUJ 5€6s/0n

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING LA B o) 4S9

Observer 1. Name & Signatuie P‘)’\’J‘F R 9. NUIC&-’

Observer 2. Name & Signature l Eé j P S Q[\




(S et : Holy-wood Academy's
L1  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed _ D £ s.N. PMoxe Programme __ B £ CC SE)
Name(s) of the Observer 1. lpn F Rs. Neslar
: o
Date of Observation 2% Lﬂ .' 16 Class & Course Observed 5 . F . _ Da }a 6‘/})44(‘ }u»yg
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific E- 2.3 4
Sufficient variety in supporting information P g 3 - 8
Relevancy of main ideas was clear U 20 B A 65
Makes students think Y28 4S5
Instructed related ideas 2.3 6 -4
Creates interest in the subject matter I 2. 3.8 -5
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention b 2 3 uedk @
Introduction stated organization -2, F A
Clear organizational plan 1223 &) 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 15 2 3 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes ] R A S %
Reviewed by connecting to future classes T Riieade o ga

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

bk ki o Bk
(S0 55 N o6 I oS T 06 05 ]

%hh%

05 CORLRND «u@uus

Language was understandable 1 .2 3 .4
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1 5 2 A
Teacher spoke extemporaneously | R A !
Accent was not distracting (I S
Effective voice quality Mot IS e
Eye contact with students e . -4
Confident & enthusiastic 1~ 20 s S
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) | FRAES TR S
Visual aids can be easily read if used IS e T
Teacher proyided an outline / handouts / notes e LBy h N P

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) GTOO d AL H OH\ W@‘/ Low 1)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall toplc knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) .

: )
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1. 2 34 @ <fb 5—5

Observer 1. Name & Slgnaturé f'mrp‘ R 5 f“ej {Cw ﬁ:ﬁf
Observer 2. Name & Signature z fdﬁ 3 E 5 I Q,[\J?) é ﬁ%




(A5 et Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMEEVAN
— 5 TECHRGLOCY INSTITHTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed f;’rﬂ f S.ﬂ Ra}]fy_v Programme ’g' E ( C9F )

Name(s) of the Observer 1. Pro (‘ R.5. Neskay
o |
2%

Date of Observation %!_q J 14 Class & Course Observed T-|5 . C NP“'M.M,( 'Teefa'm/e'gfjj

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual dids can be easily read if used 1
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

Pk ek ek ek e
[ o5 1 5 i o6 B S T 06 Y .8 ]
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oS T oS 8 oS ]
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SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:

STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions) '

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 203 @ 5 Y \ Vo,
418

Observer 1. Name & Signature pYUL p\r 9 Nékﬂ«/

Observer 2. Name & Signéture FE i & 4 2 -



Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed [y f M. M Has anr Programme __ 3 [~ ( CSE)
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Pﬂ)ﬂp‘ BN Pj’il‘j.,
2.

Date of Observation _1.7) l q “ /4 Class & Course Observed QE ( 995 ’\

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention

Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

' VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality
Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual dids can be easily read if used 1
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

i I ey
(S SIS SN N
mmm@w@)
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G N N R RG

55 I o5 I 06 i o6 i 05 QN oS }
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RS T o5 I SO I oS I SO I oS §

[ RS 5 5 T 5 N T S N ]
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SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVEN ESS RATING 1 :}4{ :} g

Observer 1. Name & Signature \Drruﬁ RS, Na 'aa-— /

Observer 2. Name & Signature f:{éi, E 5 l a n a}



(gt Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SARERIVAN ENCINEERSNG
— TLCHROLOGY MSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed @f /77 S M /Qf/ym;'f) Programme f / I/‘; L
Name(s) of the Observer 1. / LI-T. Gavate
2. =.S. hovan

Date of Observation [? / ‘?: /ZB(& Class & Course Observed :’e- E. Ciy r‘/, F - .
™S (AN
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak,3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific | R e RS @
Sufficient variety in supporting information i @ 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear L -2 -
Makes students think 120 B g 6
Instructed related ideas e s
Creates interest in the subject matter e e | @ 5
ORGANIZATION '
Introduction captured attention 1" 3 5=
Introduction stated organization el T e T
Clear organizational plan P s34
Concluded by summarizing main ideas ‘ 59 3~ 188 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes Lo2 -3 @a
Reviewed by connecting to future classes . 2 8N s
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels I 2.4 4[5
Sufficient wait time ] re ey R
Students asked questions | @ 4 f;
Teacher feedback was informative Verodd o il )
Teacher incorporated student responses 12520 5‘“
Good rapport with students ' I S é\ 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL ,
Language was understandable I 353 4 ey
Articulation and pronunciation clear S S B
Teacher spoke extemporaneously | D= A :F: ®
Accent was not distracting ko 2 3 @D-5
Effective voice quality I 2 373
Eye contact with students Lz 4 D
Confident & enthusiastic SN (G
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) | SRS L ° CS‘:
Visual aids can be easily read if used e e
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes fioo 3 ‘:3\ 4215
SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: VvV’
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use offq,omparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions) C;{ogd SX erch=s
WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc. .

gl s : 4. 4-4-
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING Vioed o0% - gV =8
Observer 1. Name & Signature_( o vade T, T — o _"‘! -

Observer 2. Name & Signature ('T‘f{ axonn S - 7/ et




fasasy Holy-wood Academy's
I Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala
FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed /%ﬂ‘fc A N ‘D/)Eﬂ')dﬁ Programme CLVIL -
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _._ [, _[. (Faysi~.

_ 2._S. S Chayan., ST S
Dite of Obecrvation 14 st oD L Class & Course Observed S -F£. CiV1] =lec-T

30 12 19 !30
» 2 =weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

]
Rating Scale (1= very poor

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific L2 g R
Sufficient variety in supporting information ) S @% 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear L= -2 3%
Makes students think Bac & - 5By
Instructed related ideas e e T
Creates interest in the subject matter I 2@ A5
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention 1 23 (4:) 5
Introduction stated organization I 2.9 45
Clear organizational plan 58 A8 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas Fio2 3. 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes e I e e
Reviewed by connecting to future classes i 2 ﬁ“ 4 5
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels = Zo3 @ B
Sufficient wait time L 28 W 5
Students asked questions o= 208 M) -5
Teacher feedback was informative 1254 =%
Teacher incorporated student responses F 23 @ 5
Good rapport with students 12 -3y §
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable [ - 234 (B
Articulation and pronunciation clear I v 3@ TS
Teacher spoke extemporaneously I 20 3 4B
Accent was not distracting 12 3 4 - ()
Effective voice quality G AN i e
Eye contact with students 1oy Ay
Confident & enthusiastic b2 2285 4 8
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) = 1 2 3 '3 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 2.8 80 5NA
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes =8 CH5 8 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: ;
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions) '

SRR Al Zad ey /'5,’:' v/ /o= Aon, =,

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to agswer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
les, etc. ; v

examples, etc.) 4- /q O

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATIN G 1752 355458

Observer 1. Name & Signature 77 vaoae . - — _ ;-’";--’j-_f‘:-‘f'_;"

Pl A
. - b O
- 3 - 7/n0

Observer 2. Name & Signature ¢ _ /] Vai, L. o




S et Holy-wood Academy's
1 Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala
FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed s/~ A 0. Phosal— Programme  (CTVT |
Name(s) of the Observer 1. 4 o O /fm vacle
2 £ S, Faty havva N

Date of Observation (7 / d/ZI& Class & Course Observed /- = (CJy| / WRE T

(2:3648 I 3
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific -2 3 @ 3
Sufficient variety in supporting information L2 3 @
" Relevancy of main ideas was clear L o2 T3 VS
Makes students think b =2 3 J -2
Instructed related ideas g 37K @\
Creates interest in the subject matter a3t L (5
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention | a7 RS KSD‘ )
Introduction stated organization 1 2. 3. 5
Clear organizational plan 1.8 =548
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1 =2 o3 g;. 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1.2 22 "3 {4) ~'5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes i < B e
INTERACTION :
Teacher questions at different levels | IO (AT\\ 5
Sufficient wait time i i @ 4.5
Students asked questions 1 2 3 @ s
Teacher feedback was informative | S NSc e @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses L2 §" 4 5
Good rapport with students I3 &5 €0
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL:
Language was understandable e R @ - 8
Articulation and pronunciation clear L2258 4 (5)
Teacher spoke extemporaneously R S
Accent was not distracting e SO - R TR
Effective voice quality P 2. . 3 é‘f‘ (&)
Eye contact with students =22 3 25
Confident & enthusiastic Lrigel g )-8
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-orgamzed) P28 @y %
Visual aids can be easily read if used ) SR T S ) "’*\
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1..2 @) 4 %

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES ' Nr”
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts positive feedback, opportumty provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)
&1_'5- "";’ flj.

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 3 (R Y R [

Observer 1. Name & Signature [ f‘.'z age Jd-° 3 =

Observer 2. Name & Signature

-




N Holy-wood Academy's
C Ll  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala
FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET
Name of the Faculty Observed @? . - M. Mph /| }= _ Programme __(_ v/
Name(s) of the Observer 1. /33 Sovod
2. S. 8 Chovon

Date of Observation /(7/ ‘?/ o6& Class & Course Observed .5 & (T{v( (L S O™
SUSHALIS
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT /2
Main ideas are clear and specific | e Gl T e -
Sufficient variety in supporting information fi= =22 2 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear a2 .3 5 5
Makes students think 1. 3 94 .G
Instructed related ideas = 2@ 35
Creates interest in the subject matter Is=2ih 3 @ 5
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention R S S {_51\1
Introduction stated organization 203 ;{ 5
Clear organizational plan P9 S
Concluded by summarizing main ideas RO - o gt 0 5%
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes T2 @ 4 3
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 27 3 4 A5t

INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels 2 3 -4 @
Sufficient wait time 1" "2 3@ -5
Students asked questions - &) 3 é 5
Teacher feedback was informative 1 & 3 @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses L2 @) & &
Good rapport with students =2 % .4 .5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL i

" Language was understandable 1.-2- 354 (5)
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1 2 3. @) 35
Teacher spoke extemporaneously I TR Tt B e
Accent was not distracting 12 3.4 ?
Effective voice quality 1252 =3 i\ €
Eye contact with students {272 3 ‘i 5
Confident & enthusiastic g ) oy
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 15923 @)--5 :
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1-°2. 3 #- SN
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes I' =2 @) 4.75
SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: Goad ford cyPre,

STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions) : '

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 225530 sy

Observer 1. Name & Signature._ Crryyade® 1.T- —T\yadrns

Observer 2. Name & Signature [ _ haua A, &0 C.— L i




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

oo+t . i
Name of the Faculty Observed @4 , (. Th 01 Programme __ (| V | |
Name(s) of the Observer 1. __ £2nt . .. (vavAds

2_Pnf. - S. Chavad.
Date of Observation > 0/0d/ [ £ Class & CourseObserved . LVC S~ T  BE6-Le
a!jSap ~ 10| San |

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific 1728 B @)

- Sufficient variety in supporting information L 2 . 3@ B
Relevancy of main ideas was clear I 2234 Q
Makes students think i R R R ST s
Instructed related ideas i 2 ‘3 -8
Creates interest in the subject matter S Sl R 0. B8
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention |- ) o8
Introduction stated organization 1 2 .8 -&% &

Clear organizational plan 12 38 O
Concluded by summarizing main ideas e T D3 T 6
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes  Jhee SR . Y <)
Reviewed by connecting to future classes a2 A8 ) S
INTERACTION ;

Teacher questions at different levels 1 B 3 4 0
Sufficient wait time | Rat PSS 4j 5
Students asked questions SRV N e
Teacher feedback was informative F. 2 3 &3
Teacher incorporated student responses I Y2 3 4505
Good rapport with students k3 3 (BN..5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable A= 3 s S
Articulation and pronunciation clear j e P SRS 5 .
Teacher spoke extemporaneously B T R
Accent was not distracting LR 3
Effective voice quality el < 300N -8
Eye contact with students e O 3
Confident & enthusiastic ES =g Y S
USE OF MEDIA __
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) (s A %
Visual dids can be easily read if used SR MR TR S T
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes Va3 14‘ 5
SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: g.!,,, ﬁ/‘f’ (tos s CPrd?t

STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts positive feedback opportunlty provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

. i
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING Y 2737 4.5 —_—

s . — e § 4 y A ol & — AL
Observer 1. Name & Signature__ 7!\ /A0~ | .| 5 1

‘
Observer 2. Name & Signature___ (.| QMM S s =W B




RS et Holy-wood Academy's.
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMEEVAN ENCINEERING
— TICHWOLDGY INSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Tyo f i G"\odn l(p Programme B.E.- Au'l‘omo Ll )c.
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Fyn-r, 5. 9. Tad L\av
2. Pyl .G Bhosgle

Date of Observation 28-09 ~-20]4  Class & Course Observed _ S E . & PP \ g;;(. The vrmo -

2.18-3%31857Pm
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable) g 1 Mamics

@
4
4
4
4
4

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention

Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students

Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

u@w@w I

Lh Lh th Lh Lh Ln

e e e
OO0

)

Lh Lh Lh Lh Lh Lh

4
@

L Tl L S S S
(5 B o T o I 0 I U5 I oS )

e e e T e Tl
B =S = S - S S
W thh Lbh Lbh h L

Pk — o — f—
th L th th th L La

w@m
@n@ @-&- A@h L@

Lh Lh Lh

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 2 -3 @ 5
Observer 1. Name & Signature S P ‘\ 0 cl L\O\/ E o CL

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ ) - Q s bg Sa I - M




fiasasy Holy-wood Academy's
Ll Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET .
&
Name of the Faculty Observed Pmﬁ . MM, Be Day : Programme BE — A ¥ :!.:Qrﬂo L J ,C‘.'-

Name(s) of the Observer 1. f’v—up S. P, Tadhay
3. Vel .. Blscnle

Date of Observation_{19) ~09 -1 ¢ Class & Course Observed  SE - Fluid Me. L\mﬂ‘; ce
j 2'3 O"“."E?Of'fh
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific 1 2 =3 @ 5
Sufficient variety in supporting information ] 52 @ 4 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear s e 1
Makes students think 1Y 2. % 5
¥ Instructed related ideas 352 @ A5
Creates interest in the subject matter I.=2 3. ()5
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention es 2 -3 @ 5
Introduction stated organization 1 @ k- §
Clear organizational plan 12 4 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas L2 4 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes e B0 ik B
Reviewed by connecting to future classes T=e==p 4 5
INTERACTION -
Teacher questions at different levels % 4 5
Sufficient wait time .2 &5
Students asked questions 1 @ s TR
Teacher feedback was informative 1 G 4 5
Teacher incorporated student responses Lo 2703 5
Good rapport with students P23 % 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable P 2°53 @5
Articulation and pronunciation clear I -2 "3 4y 3
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1 2 @ o 7.5
‘Accent was not distracting I SRR e 5
Effective voice quality AR R 5
Eye contact with students fos 2 5
Confident & enthusiastic o dis 3
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) {3 @ 4 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes : =2 5 (Y 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING L e @ 5
Observer 1. Name & Signature 5. - Jadhav — 3’0(4_(1 4

Observer 2. Name & Signature D G . Bl“lofﬂ I& ) @___._._.—-—-—-—-—" : |£’




Holy-wood Academy's | -
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology lnstitute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Facuity Observed - ow A:P. B l’\o Sa |p Programme B-E.-- AM 'lU“rno ,Dl ,c‘-'-
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _ P+ uf S.P. Tadhawv
2. Pvaf» :D'G' Bhoig’?

Date of Observation 90 -09-2016  Class & Course Observed_ B E , — \Ve k; cle P ynamics

40.1S~-J1.18 drm
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, § = excellent, NA = not applicahle)

‘CONTENT ) £
Main ideas are clear and specific 1 @ 3 &4 -5
Sufficient variety in supporting information 12 (3) 4 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1 (2) 4 5
Makes students think 1 ) 3- 4 5
Instructed related ideas 1 3 4 5
Creates interest in the subject matter 1 @ “Eiea S
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention 1: @ 3.4 5
Introduction stated organization i 2 @ 4 5
Clear organizational plan 1 (2) 3 4 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1 3 4 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1 @ 4 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 1 @ 3 4 5

- INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels 1. 2.3 @ 5
Sufficient wait time I 2 3) F -8
Students asked questions 1 @ 3.4 5
Teacher feedback was informative 1 4 5
Teacher incorporated student responses 1 2 8 4 5
Good rapport with students 1:2 3-@&).5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

" Language was understandable I -2 3 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1- 2 3 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1- 2 3 5
'Accent was not distracting L. -2 3 5
Effective voice quality 1-2 3 5
Eye contact with students I 23 5
Confident & enthusiastic I < 2 3 5
USE OF MEDIA '
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) I. -2 <3 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used =) &
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes L= 2 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, cpportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, efc.)

Due 40 BeWision +Wouglo out lechwe ovnable 4o judge 50»«{
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 2 3 @ s poinb

Observer 1. Name & Signature_ S. 4 3 ;g&qu e &M.tﬁ?

Observer 2. Name & Signature ’D»G ' 'B]qogq ' & — @4{!{\5&&
LA




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Oyu- Yoo Ihqq 'e, Programme B.E. — Au -Lo'wmlm le.
Name(s) of the Observer 1. qur, <SP "T'acﬂ \-\_ow’
2._Pyf. D.G. Bhosale

Date of Observation 9 1- 094 ~{{ Class & Course Observed T E — Am’l:omo ',: \Ve
32.20-].30: C hass)s
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = verage, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT i
Main ideas are clear and specific L @ 5
Sufficient variety in supporting information B % 4 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1= 4 3
Makes students think 1 S R S
Instructed related ideas 1 304 8
Creates interest in the subject matter B TN
ORGANIZATION :
Introduction captured attention 1= 2 4 5
Introduction stated organization =23 4 5
Clear organizational plan 1= =2 G )
Concluded by summarizing main ideas ERa R % 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes S 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes e @ St
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels 1 s S
Sufficient wait time 1 e -5
Students asked questions 1 i
Teacher feedback was informative I 2 4 5
Teacher incorporated student responses oo = 4 5
Good rapport with students 152 ke, S
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable - @ 4, 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear s s | 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously {2 sapeakite 5
‘Accent was not distracting 124 2=l 5
Effective voice quality 1= 253 5
Eye contact with students 1 - 2 475
Confident & enthusiastic =55 g
USE OF MEDIA :
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1208 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 2013 5]
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes bl gy )

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasls positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) /

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 12 @ @ 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature S . [ Jadhay - 3

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ D + Bhosa le, = @mﬂl—-
e




5 s 'Holy-wood Academy's : :
=Ll  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

F
Name of the Faculty Observed f'ygra’;D S Miy ](q-( Programme D ‘E. — AM"];QmDLJ le
Name{é) of the Observer l._P-'rof- s P :rgd |-'m\/ ;
2. 'on-f» DG+ Bhosale

Date of Observation_2 2-03 ~2°1€  (Class & Course Observed B -E. = Ve hic ,c. Marntenance.
11.30~12.30p
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific 1

- Sufficient variety in supporting information 1
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1
Makes students think @
Instructed related ideas 1
Creates interest in the subject matter |

ORGANIZATION

S S S S S N
th Lh Lh Lh Lh Lh

Introduction captured attention g2 @ 4 5
Introduction stated organization | 5 AEowh
Clear organizational plan 1 3oy
Concluded by summarizing main ideas | i 4 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes | i 4 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes s 4 5
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels 1 3 4 5
Sufficient wait time 1 3 g
Students asked questions 1 <l el
Teacher feedback was informative s SR ot @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses 12 4 5
Good rapport with students s 2 4 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable i % -3 % 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear L am 2 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 2 3 S
Accent was not distracting L aasy 5
Effective voice quality P ias o=y 3
Eye contact with students o3 5
Confident & enthusiastic ko 2= B) staes
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1.2 3. D)5 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1 270 & 3
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1.2 (.4, 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: _
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions) ;

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING | S Bt 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature: S ¢ Jadhay - fm&_' :
Observer 2. Name & Signature __"D.G + B hosq le - @3")0“50-‘0—;




(2R et Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMEEVAN CHOMEERING
I TECHWOLDGT ISTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed My. V.5. Mane Programme & é T
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Mv., S. N. Shinde.
2Mx P.Y. RBhosale.

Date of Observation 2.0.09. 2.0 1 &. Class & Course Observed T.E 28 and &

22-09. 90|4 T.E, Siwnldio, Lak.
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 3152 @
3
3

uuw%u
QOB+ +®
Ln Lh Lh Lh Lh Ln

Ikt e — —
B S S N Sl

{5 B o5 B oS I oS B oS B o8 ]

MMMML@
DS CSCh

el el e

NS T S B o i SV R S T oS

m@mmww

OO0 6+

Ptk — —
Lh 'th Lh Lh Lh Lh

Pk et ek el e —
3 T S T S T o T oS I S S ]
W W W W www
Lth h Lh Lh Lh Lh L0

Visual aids can be easily read if used 5™NLA,

Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

o
Ln

[SC I S ]

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) Gpod Eommand OVav i Class; God varrdon) [wom varbal

S’\'vﬂgﬁa ‘
WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of .

examples, ) Tf g, eom Luwnt Shodd Le fzdeen Vb covgidesmhoy
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1.2 3 @ 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature Mv. S. N. Shinde C@L""

Observer 2. Name & Signature Ms. P.Yy. Bhos ae. 3&&9}(/




Holy-wood Academy's
‘Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Mis. T. T. Mplite - P«D\,{ Programme __E S 1< .
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Ms. P. Y. Blwcedle .
2. My, 5. N. Shinde.

Date of Observation 2.1, 09. 2.016& ' Class & Course Observed 2. E - oy ol O 58

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization .

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) @
1
1

Mk Gk — —
L5 I o5 N oS Y o6 B oS B o8 |
LU R S R L SR UL VS ]
th Lhbh Lh Lh Lh

u@um@w
EOEee 6+--06 G-+ HRO6S

h Lh Lh Lh Lh Ln

Pk ek j— — — —
SRR NERN W
m@wumm

Ik — —
(SR CI SIS TN B S )
W L L W W LW
Lh Lh Lh Lh Lh Ly Ly

3%

Visual dids can be easily read if used
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes

(o]
(PSR UL Rt

Be-

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) qb 0od Virbal L wen- 'v'vsztf\l m% 3

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, elc.)N-&L&‘ > e MKBDM W\Az\\e,,'i'CAdN'\ wi PPT.

Need b dachb exdmaples b chd a3 § Gejved m bla Ma-n ISh a4 -b-,le«I_a..‘.,;
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING )20 % @) S Hw o ing préent 1w

PPt slide.
Observer 1. Name & Signatm"e Ms, P y 1?3 ‘/VDSaJe__ %ﬁl}/

Observer 2. Name & Signature My, S. N. él/\; hde-@




A e Holy-wood Academy's
"Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMEEVAN ERGINEERING
—— TECHMNOLDCY

'FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Mv, S. V. Vauuove Programme ESTo
Name(s) of the Observer 1. My. &, NS munde .

2 Me P Y. Bhpgale .
Date of Observation | 7. 09 .2 0 Ié. Class & Course Observed 5. E Al-T

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific 1 =2 4 3
Sufficient variety in supporting information Jrspec? 4 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear Je2 S
Makes students think b o @ 5
Instructed related ideas | St @ 4 -5
Creates interest in the subject matter I @ 5
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention T2 @ 4 -3
Introduction stated organization | [ @ 5
Clear organizational plan 12 °CY-4 -3
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1559 ‘1 48) ‘5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes B 8 N S S
Reviewed by connecting to future classes | ERG ) @ 4 5
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels 3 e % 5
Sufficient wait time Lo 520 5
Students asked questions 1 @ 4 5
Teacher feedback was informative 1 2 4 5
_Teacher incorporated student responses =2 4 5
Good rapport with students =2 45

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

—_—— e e
[SSINSSS  S

B Ovvo--® EBwo-

SO~

USE OF MEDIA _

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) L 4 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used (D 2 4. 3
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes (s 4 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) 4—904 wMMM evir He Uass .

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questlons less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) St cf 11 S sl wimle wi Low
P:fblm are ﬁ:gs:‘ltﬂd bwr C-b ed'«%@ﬂ)lz\f\{m 7 g s

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING

Observer 1. Name & Signature M . S N, & LV. 14402, @/—
Observer 2. Name & Signature M.s. P. )( BWasale ML




(ff . Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SANIEEVAN CNCEMEERING
— R TECHRNCEOCY INSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed PrfDE P.1. Bhosale Programme £ & 1C
N'anie(s) of the Observer 1. Pfﬂ)’ﬁ G.C- KOL 3 _qugf-_ R.S. Kulkavri
2. Poof. N-g. Mdne

Date of Observation 2\ Lﬂ |201g Class & Course Observed T:E- s controd System
28/3}20i¢ BE&, REsMw
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA not appllcable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific L2493 @ 5
Sufficient vanety in supporting information | 2 AR
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1 T A
Makes students think A M [
Instructed related ideas 202 3
Creates interest in the subject matter il R e
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention ; R S 5
Introduction stated organization e W 5
Clear organizational plan | R @
Concluded by summarizing main ideas Asn 2 3 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes ; A SN 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 1 el 5

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

B et ek et
[ EN N FNENES
U\@Lnu-m@

35 T S T S T G T o I 28]

Language was understandable | R0 S iR %
Articuldation and pronunciation clear | o SR

Teacher spoke extemporaneously IERGce PRg % 5
Accent was not distracting e deee 7 5
Effective voice quality | e % 5
Eye contact with students | el 5
Confident & enthusiastic (TS AR, = (e @
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3 4
Visual gids can be easily read if used 1 3 4 MA
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes bow 2 R ed

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions) Ganc! commuanicod’'on , Gaud Velte qbtﬁuﬂ-‘a. :

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) Shouwlol e m AMBAY e stud eads. Aﬁb’hb’fﬂ e re

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 . § a4 @

Observer 1. Name & Signature F’r-mf- G. < ko ldj. %5’]*6

Observer 2. Name & Signature PFTO_E- N+ 5. MQneW
' - 1\3

_ hot o Ros. watkam )

e et




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

~ FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed My. £. R. Do NgaYsd ve Programme e€ T

Name(s) of the Observer 1. Mv. S.AN). SWP vwl_g,

- 2. Me. P.Y. Blocale.

Date of Observation 20.09.20| & Class & Course Observed 5. E D a‘H ‘h’\l E‘W m

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention

Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION .
Teacher questions at different levels

Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative

Teacher incorporated student responses

Good rapport with students

Pk o o f—
-h.hnh-h@

Lh Lh Lh Lh Lh Lh .

- COOO -

2
2
2
2
2
@

._-._.._.H._.H
RN T ORI
©-@- 6O
2@ s
TRV RN R R

~ OEBEE -
U’tU’thL.l'tLh_U’ll.h

e
h@hhb@
L Lh Lh Lh Lh Lh

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
‘Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used

Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes

Y I
NN RN

[ I S I )
L L W
4:-4:-@

th Lnh

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of compansons & contrasts, posmve feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) %&d{) ve \Volce ﬂ/ W

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc) Do ot »efur book wlhile Headds Pl Feadii g T
K onepls, 0

Shidiv ! ‘?ﬁmm?ﬁmf% s nle o8

Observer 1. Name & Signature Mv. & . N . S W V\Ae_. @
Observer 2. Name & Signature Mg, D :)( Rl cale . W \




Holy-wood Academy, Kolhapur's

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

sweva exanezune | Sanjeevan Knowledge City, Somwar Peth- Injole, Panhala, Tal. Panhala, Dist. Kolhapur- 416 201
Phone : 0231 - 2686623 /24 /28 Fax : 02328 - 235241  Mobile : 9545451966 9545453831

[ Approved By AICTE - New Delhi = Recognized by Govt. of Maharashtra & DTE Affiliated to Shivaji Unrvers.rty, Kolhapur

Website : www.seti.edu.in  Email : principal@seti.edu.in / ofﬂce@set[.edu.mm

Circular

Date: 07/09/2017

A two member committee is appointed to take peer feedback of the faculty for the course they

are teaching. The list is as below,

Sr.No. | Name of Department Name of peer feedback committee member
1 Automobile Engineering Prof. D. S. Virkar & Prof. S. K. Pisal
2 Civil Engineering Prof. S.S. Chavan & Prof. J.J. Gavade
3 Computer Science Engineering | Prof. R.S. Nejkar & Prof. S.S More
4 Electrical Engineering Prof. N.S. Jadhav & Prof. V.T. Metkari
5 E & TC Engineering Prof. SN. Shinde & Prof. C. R, Dongarsane
6 Mechanical Engineering Prof. U.S. Ghorpade & Prof. P.S. Atigre
7 General Engineering Prof. Dr. V.S. Patil & Prof. A. B. Kolekar

All the committee members should submit their time table for taking the peer feedback for all the
faculty of the department to IQAC. The feedback of the peer feedback committee members will
be taken by concern head of department and IQAC.

All the peer feedback committee members should collect feedback forms from IQAC and

complete the work during 11" to 15% Sept. 2017.

t . e

.-____...--'—'_
Chief NAAC Coordinator _ Principal
Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Dr. G. V. Mulgund




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed X_T oQ R Q T&S\(\q V Programme & 'u\xﬂ) | EM?SE .

Name(s) of the Observer 1. ?’k‘ oN ¥ S Mx\Kax

2. O'Y‘@Q g '\4 P\Sc«t \
Date of Observation _\ g g q !ZOI g Class&Course Observed .@ E ?\ ™ML G-’ P

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

- Main ideas are clear and specific L w2435 4
Sufficient variety in supporting information ) AT LR e
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 172 2 A, -3
Makes students think 1B A 3
Instructed related ideas S Tt TR | @
Creates interest in the subject mat‘ter i @ 5
ORGANIZATION :
Introduction captured attention {2 2wy A)s
Introduction stated organization bR 3 B
Clear organizational plan el i %
Concluded by summarizing main ideas | (. R
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes R @ S
Reviewed by connecting to future classes e (SR S | CS_;
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels = Dis ~ 9 @ 5
Sufficient wait time I -2 «3 M. 5
Students asked questions 1 .- 254
Teacher feedback was informative e 28 @ 3
Teacher incorporated student responses 1- 2288
Good rapport with students 1= 235 éj
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable | P @ 4 -5
Articulation and pronunciation clear R A T
Teacher spoke extemporaneously e e @:‘ 5
Accent was not distracting | [ AR S W (i
Effective voice quality 1+-2:5 3. .(4
Eye contact with students L2l iz
Confident & enthusiastic 1 EARENS e S e CSE-)
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) L= 2 @ 4 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used T P34 !
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes j e S S e

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons contrasts positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) ?\L\)) ees V\,D WD Ye % e

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questlons less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance ofy

examples etc.) N ee é 3“.9 \Vv\/{q N €. Qe; V"\V"\\AJW\ C,GMBS\"’V\ S\(l\,\\\
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING @ 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature ?’Y C’)r Q S\ \! N \/\a,_“{ (W

Observer 2. Name & Signature Q:’: o g S SA g _g‘q\ -l ‘%/




s Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMER VA
S— TECHROLOGY MSTIFUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed P’T& Q g k \ LM/\\\/\CU(ngramme {'\ \LY¥O hda b\Ql'\\ T

Name(s) of the Observer 1. Q\(’no A . A \/" ~\L o
2. O“fﬂ¥ s &/\ !?sﬁa\

Dae it ibservation NG /s 2 0g /2 0|7 Class & Course L A (T A M- M

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not apphcable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

"ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

RN NN
uuu@m
STESNRCN

Ptk —
@ e
un@u.u-u\m

@h@h-&-ﬁ-_

MMMLAUU@

[ N e B o B
[ S o i o o S oS

Teacher questions at different levels L2 @ 5
Sufficient wait time ) SN 4 5
Students asked questions 1 2 @ 5
Teacher feedback was informative S @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses 125 4 é
Good rapport with students ev e 4
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable

Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

[ )
Lo R S L

w m@ @m@m w u@ m@m w@;ﬂ
=330~

Eye contact with students

Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) | i S e
Visual aids can be easily read if used | (A )
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes | [ o M

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedbac opporirfy provided for Student

questions) (JO e\\ o6 %@UY\:\ TEX Cov\

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less wﬁ topic knowledge, non-rclevance of
i E\v&\/\ s\ Accw w\c& s I W\’i"r‘o ve

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 3 (D s

Oﬁsewer 1. Name & Signature Q«{‘ oQ fpw Qf V \ -'f/\f\c& Y
Observer 2. Name & Signature (P’?S"('JD ' g : \A ! ?‘Q 34\\ (\




MR Holy-woecd Academy's
Ll  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

. Name of the Faculty. Observed \Qfg < @\ ] M :_TL:? )\) Q ‘,tq,gmgramme A o¥ XO W\'b\! ‘\ \C

Name(s) of the Observer 1. ? \"@Q S) 9 \A?} \23&/‘(
2. ?wg N \A ?\SC'\\

Date of Observation i 4 /e 5"_ é Z. ¢\ 7 Class & Course Obsewed—TE C{: A \.LX‘O - C_L\CLQ.S ;&’

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific 1 2 ® 4
Sufficient variety in supporting information R 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear L 2 L ]
Makes students think I 5
Instructed related ideas 1 2 3 @ 5
Creates interest in the subject matter 1 2 @ 4 =5
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention 22 4 5
Introduction stated organization () 4 5
Clear organizational plan i 2 %@ s
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1.2 3 4.0
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1=2i=d @ 4 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes P @ 4 5
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels 1 2 @9 4 3
Sufficient wait time 1 2 32 @5
Students asked questions 1 v =5 5
Teacher feedback was informative s 5
Teacher incorporated student responses I @ 5
Good rapport with students ) T R @ 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable I o @ 4 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear IR e 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously P22 5
Accent was not distracting 12,73 4.5
Effective voice quality (ST . g @ 5
Eye contact with students i 2 @ 4 5
Confident & enthusiastic U e s
USE OF MEDIA '
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 12 3 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1 i 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes I =22=53 @ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: )
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, &Sltwe feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questlons) GI oo

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic owledge non-relevance of

exampleés, etc.) PC*O"( Q\MS CGV\

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING : TR0 @ 4

Observer 1. Name & Signature Q’)”(& S?‘ S \] \_".f\(d.’\(
Observer 2. Name & Signature ?‘"fil‘Q ' S : K" ?‘\ p Q\ = @/




g I Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SANREVAN
— TECHRCLOCY IRSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed \D’b ) Q ‘V\ V\ % € ‘QCL"&"\ Programme ‘\‘J\\" MDX \ <

Name(s) of the Observer 1. L

Class'&Cuurse Observed Q_. E.f’\ (;_\UC\L MCCN\ ,

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

Date of Observation

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific S R @
Sufficient variety in supporting information I 2 3 4. &)
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1" 2 3 AF%
Makes students think 1 2sesndl A 34
Instructed related ideas Foa 5 a8
Creates interest in the subject matter 1" % =3 @ 5
ORGANIZATION ;
Introduction captured attention I ‘23 ;
Introduction stated organization Qs FOER L R %
Clear organizational plan b2 3 do e
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 2=0a2 v @') 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes R T S
Reviewed by connecting to future classes R @ 5
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels 15 =5y @ 5
Sufficient wait time L2 3 4
Students asked questions 1. 23 4
Teacher feedback was informative Ii 2005 @
Teacher incorporated student responses L 2.3, 41 (3
Good rapport with students Jieia I AR
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable | SN )
Articulation and pronunciation clear I R S es Sl
Teacher spoke extemporaneously ) - S @ 5
Accent was not distracting I AN @
Effective voice quality 172 3 (A)3
Eye contact with students | 155 s e %
Confident & enthusiastic 1 2 3 4 (5
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3 4 @
Visual dids can be easily read if used . 1 ] 3 @7 3
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes s 22 Aol @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback opportunity provided for Student

questions) (;\OO; C\&gg OV\ % o

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, npn-rélevance of
examples, etc.) g\/\ou.\% \ii W\o"{‘ﬁf ﬁ’\/\ L\/Z.
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 3 4 (5

Observer 1. Name & Signature ?’TQQ 9 \A gq\ a2
Observer 2. Name & Signature?’\"ﬁ Qv Q 4 g A \'{C’L '{(@/




('“—\ : Holy-wood Acader’ﬁy‘s
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SANIEEWAM CRGRDERING
S TETNOLICY

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed ?’ME M A ;m;\ Programme A'J:SSU MD\Q \e
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P\t‘ ng‘ﬂ) g \J ‘A(QL”(

2 RMua¥. A%
Date of Observation _\/\ ZC'E(ZZ Qi 7 Class & Course Observed BE XQ‘Y\\ € %\ﬂ'\ﬂ\(’.&\%

ma\~(> S

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not appllcable]

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

I
(S w8 ]
Ll

B PR -0 @e-

(%]

-3

it ek ke —
SIS NI SRS ]
W W W W W

T e s
LS I o TN oS B o B o5 I o §

e e

W W W W W

Language was understandable L =2 B 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear s = 3s 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously - =9 @ 4 5
Accent was not distracting | S L @7 5
Effective voice quality =2 .3 @ 5
Eye contact with students Fo2 @ 5
Confident & enthusiastic | R | @ 5
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) - I 2 3 @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 2 @ y: 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes e P B 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, p051t1ve feedback, portunlty provided for Student

uestions
. ; Q\*@Oé CQJ'\N\.W\L'V\AO& \ 0 S'\@\'\
WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable 10 answer student questions, less overallj topic qu-ledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) ‘\/%S 6‘;6 Of’

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING

Observer 1. Name & Signature 4?1‘ Q-Q O g \’ \'N{'Kq}( (W

Observer 2. Name & Signature hm Q- g Y, i AN a\)\ Py 4& :




: Holy-wood Abademy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

.Name of the Faculty Observed ,go f: 67 £ Mxil’rﬁgramme 41}';/ = {{5\3
Name(s) of the Observer 1. ,%p,pf L de T g
% /)m:f chavaoy S. s

Date of Observation __/} Z#i / gﬂz;z Class & Course Observed 7 .£, 1PS<

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific g R T Y
Sufficient variety in supporting information 1. 28 @b 3
Relevancy of main ideas was clear R Sl O
Makes students think 1. 253 405
Instructed related ideas 1 SRR @ 5
Creates interest in the subjéct matter R el T S
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention R . S
Introduction stated organization TRt B @
Clear organizational plan o SR R SR
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 18 Bl %
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1 St B
Reviewed by connecting to future classes -2 53 4 @
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels i858 3
Sufficient wait time 28 R
Students asked questions 102" 4 @&
Teacher feedback was informative 1 -2 .3 4 &
Teacher incorporated student responses Wt #ES B v R
Good rapport with students - Lo o8 @ 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable . 53 a3 @
Articulation and pronunciation clear U PN B SR
Teacher spoke extemporaneously R SR B
Accent was not distracting T A R
Effective voice quality i 470
Eye contact with students 1. 23 B3
Confident & enthusiastic 733, @-5
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) (R @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 3.3 A ER
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 23 &5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use o{pcﬁansons & contras(s._pos’twe feedback, gppaft?mlty provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING

Observer 1. Name & Signature ﬂ /g/}&/g 5_‘&&2".’3’/3"

Observer 2. Name & Signature éﬂ W?d e I J ~




R Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMEEVAN
S— 5 TECHIBOLOGY

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

’ ﬂKAe E. P Ot
Name of the Faculty Observed Mngramme v / c"—"j?
Name(s) of the Observer 1. &n ,é anmég ‘Z * ‘Z

p 5 ‘. "
Date of Observation /2/ 04 /20/7Z  Class & Course Observed __ 2. = . PMLCE -

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable 1
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1
Teacher spoke extemporaneously @
' 1
1
1
1

Pk e o —
SESHSHS NS
LW L W W

B ke kot
[T S o5 B S T S I BN ]

[
[ RS T SS I N (G o i oS ]

Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality
Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes S ety

[SSTR ST CU I S oS T S T o

N

wo®
3
5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. :7 of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) GO elass Con

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1.2 5 3 @ 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature ,@% é' S 6@0"’ & !

Observer 2. Name & Signature M 5% 3 A GQUG{AC s
- y




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

'Name of the Faculty Observed o 2 /Wam,m A /‘#_Programme C.-}'Ufr / E;(j 7

Name(s) of the Observer 1 MMLL.

2.

Date of Observation 13 VLLEVE = Class & Conrse Observed Zlf 'T)QE =

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific Uiee A N SR
Sufficient variety in supporting information | o 5 - - B
Relevancy of main ideas was clear .0 2 %% (€D
Makes students think -2 3 @5
Instructed related ideas s ot e - 0
Creates interest in the subject matter 152 . 3.6 5
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention (g S R (S
Introduction stated organization el O S B e
Clear organizational plan ool <130 (@D
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1 2 40D
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1 2.3 4. @&
Reviewed by connecting to future classes S PR ST B,
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels om - B Gh 5
Sufficient wait time I -2.3% 46
Students asked questions 1 2. B ke
Teacher feedback was informative S e O
Teacher incorporated student responses SN, SRal cRe .
Good rapport with students ). SN
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable }s A LGS
Articulation and pronunciation clear I= 22l LSS
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1° .2 % @& -5
Accent was not distracting 1 @ N .
Effective voice quality 1~ 225584 €D
Eye contact with students G N - I .
Confident & enthusiastic gk K0 o%
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1% 3 &8
Visual aids can be easily read if used 17 2.8 4 -5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1- =97 3 £
SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:

STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, ngefﬂnity provided for Student

questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 33 @ 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature W < § .Chofen
Observer 2, Name & Signature ’_; g; gmM (?ﬂ [/ﬂdE W Jﬂ
- o / A}




(R gt Holy-wood Academy's
S/Fiémt.ﬁ.lm Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

—— 5 TECHIOLDOY INSTITUTE

‘FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed M 54&52}[6’ fz 2 Programme __ </ /

Name(s) of the Observer 1. ﬂ:mf_ @74:{ = A

2 //"n:v-F CA g.m_£__(_
Date of Observation zﬂ/ﬂ Z { % Class & Course Observed < ,SE - N m

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think '
Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

_Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization
Clear organizational plan
Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-orgamzed)
Visual aids can be easily read if used Lo o2
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes (R

&

4

e
W W W W W
D90

[ S S5 T 0 T 0 N S B S
h@h@

[ e e B
LW W W W W
h.h%@-ﬁ-&

NN
ggmmgm

[ e e
NI

e W L L W
ggmm%ﬁu

e b et bk et
MNNM@NN
W LW W W
AT A FORTSL I 0%

b2

PN @%AQ&A%

20w

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of compansons & contrastsvp( itive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) i szl ) }af/] 7 7% 9 Xeoa

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING -2 "3 @ 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature ng Cdm o) /M
Observer 2. Name & Signature fj_ ot (]Jﬂ I dg




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET
" Name of the Faculty Observed
Name(s) of the Observer 1.

2-

Date of Observation Z g gog Z / t Class & Course Observed é&d fﬁfr/\. I ',; 7:6‘

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT ;

Main ideas are clear and specific R RS T ¢ S
Sufficient variety in supporting information .- 23 4 @y
Relevancy of main ideas was clear -2 3 4 P
Makes students think 1" 50 =3 &8 -5
Instructed related ideas Ity g
Creates interest in the subject matter R IS B
ORGANIZATION 5

Introduction captured attention S e B S
Introduction stated organization =253 71
Clear organizational plan 1 2 8- 4
Concluded by summarizing main ideas ] e =F el %
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes Lo A= e A
Reviewed by connecting to future classes e L Tes e
INTERACTION :

Teacher questions at different levels | a0 SRY A
Sufficient wait time TR T - . SO
Students asked questions 12 2.3 45
Teacher feedback was informative . 2.3 &P 3
Teacher incorporated student responses 12 .3.6b 35
Good rapport with students L 27 3 (& 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable I &g s
Articulation and pronunciation clear e G W S B
Teacher spoke extemporaneously @ 2 3 4 &
Accent was not distracting e e Ve
Effective voice quality 15 2 A @S
Eyé contact with students R R
Confident & enthusiastic 1 28" & €D
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) I-. =2 @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used Prodei gl L oS
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes . oo T A S

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: LS P
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & comrasts,‘pemtive feedback, %portunity provided for Student
questions) '

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) :

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 S el 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature S8y éamﬁ /Q___—_, as U
Observer 2. Name & Signature _ 1 ' « (3 Tavad e W
; e~ ?




~

Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMEEVAN
S— 1 TECHIROLOGT SNSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed . & P, &&dekni‘ Programme E.\&(‘_H C‘L\
Name(s) of the Observer 1. My M. S, Tadhany
2. e A T (1 ek ey

Date of Observation \5 ~09 ~1 ¢ Class & Course Observed 2. E. MeogustM “’l&j Tns &-rumwj

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific 1. 223254 g?
Sufficient variety in supporting information Bt SN JAESE B
Relevancy of main ideas was clear =2 359 g
Makes students think i B S el
Instructed related ideas LA P VBt
Creates interest in the subject matter 1 2 AT
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention R e e %
Introduction stated organization Tt D v e o ;
Clear organizational plan 102 s 3nars
Concluded by summarizing main ideas NSRS s N
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1o, o= =30
Reviewed by connecting to future classes | [l AR s T
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels lics 720 -3 g
Sufficient wait time Iosgi o3 -4l
Students asked questions 1502 35S
Teacher feedback was informative L =2 34 %
Teacher incorporated student responses Rl et
Good rapport with students Toasas Gyiticd @
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL S
Language was understandable T 20wl T
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1" 25 i 3eeA -
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1- 22" = 3- 45
Accent was not distracting T2 sodracd
Effective voice quality R e

~ Eye contact with students T KRR e
Confident & enthusiastic Fra 3 -y
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 ) T
Visualaids can be easily read if used A L8
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1.3 3 @3

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: :
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, efc.) '

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 2w

Observer 1. Name & Signature {*] . .S, ,chl hﬂ@}‘”’/

Observer 2. Name & Signature (17 N- TN Ekb’ﬂ‘.t \r}}




. > Bt Holy-wood Academy's
SL1  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Nauﬁe of the Faculty Observed Tv. &. %\, BY\CH'\A Q€ Programme E.\{ A ((‘-\
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _ (M. ©™. S, Tadhay

2, s N T, Tekkon
Date of Observation 1\ =08 ~ 20\  Class & Course Observed - & -g‘f_[“‘l—\ S'\!Qhﬁ'ﬂ'\

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific e B e
Sufficient variety in supporting information =2 -3 @R
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1503 4.5
Makes students think o S S A
Instructed related ideas T E e )
Creates interest in the subject matter 12 30
ORGANIZATION :
Introduction captured attention Touy gl s R
Introduction stated organization Tl Sl AR SRR
Clear organizational plan IO T g @
Concluded by summarizing main ideas I g 3 @S
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes T e e
Reviewed by connecting to future classes J il Rl SR @
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels Sl R g
Sufficient wait time | St (R
Students asked questions 1 .23 - 4.8
Teacher feedback was informative 1 -2 3 48
Teacher incorporated student responses P22 3.4 @
Good rapport with students I = @ 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable | ST e S
Articulation and pronunciation clear LS de g
Teacher spoke extemporaneously Lind r 3 g
Accent was not distracting Io=255 3g
Effective voice quality I= "2 =213 é @
Eye contact with students | G 5,
Confident & enthusiastic 12 3 4 5
USE OF MEDIA

‘Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) R I S
Visual aids can be easily read if used 10 2 "8 4
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes Lox32s. 85 o4

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: : :
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING

Observer 1. Name & Signature f\v. N. < . jCXM\G\J @)JN)/

Observer 2. Name & Signature i~ . U, T NQ*WW




R - Holy-wood Academy's
Ll  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed _"\x . D. B g\ndc\r Programme E\(Cb;m\l
Name(s) of the Observer 1. \w. N 5. Iac\h(\\r
2, Py, N n\&*k.(\'r'i

Date of Observation 1> -03— 13 Class & Course Observed _ 8+ £- B“&j \ @ 121V TSN
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific N, Tl o %
Sufficient variety in supporting information 12573704
Relevancy of main ideas was clear ) R enc I 8
Makes students think Tel 25 3 Ol
Instructed related ideas g aat)
Creates interest in the subject matter 12523 @ 5
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention B S N %
Introduction stated organization Tam2=130 — 4

Clear organizational plan 12 3 @ 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1 =2 A5k @
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes | PR ! @
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 5038 ol B
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels R R % 5
Sufficient wait time 1.2 43 5
Students asked questions O B A
Teacher feedback was informative S e Sl Kl
Teacher incorporated student responses J aEe S
Good rapport with students -2l Ay
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable [et2205, i s
Articulation and pronunciation clear | S S
Teacher spoke extemporaneously o2 3--4
Accent was not distracting E. 23 4
Effective voice quality 5 20 TAE b

Eye contact with students I 5 20 28
Confident & enthusiastic 12 s
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 12 . 23 @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 152 140
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1. 2.°3 "4 @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: h
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING B e

Observer 1. Name & Signature_{*\¥. . S. Todhau @/}}\M/

Observer 2. Name & Signature_T\7 . \|, T' ™ E_t\‘—ﬂ'h: \r};}




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed e S, 7\, PCL‘-B\\ Programme =\ QLL’HCI\R
Name(s) of the Observer 1. T\». ™. €. Tadbay
2. Ma. LT Mekkas)
Date of Observation {2 - Q ~ |8 Class & Course Observed V- € . fowee ‘S‘#& tew I

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think -

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
" Visual aids can be easily read if used 1
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

etk b gk ek
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@02 O00as-00 BB BPwww

P o g G g gy Y
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e I I e

._._._._.._.._.._
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SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportlmny provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 B B @

1
Observer 1. Name & Signature_ T 0.5, _Tadhe @n\)'/

y
Observer 2. Name & Signature Mw VT Mek k@h @




R Holy-wood Academy's
Ll  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed ®\s . P, (. Rendwe  Programme ¥\ LQ_H\UL\
" Name(s) of the Observer 1. ™\~ ™, S, AL Q_A_\'\m'\i

2. O . N T Meddony ‘
Date of Observation _12- - ©q ~\7 Class&Course Observed S+ E &\eﬂ-}""cq-\ Efm m oderhee
1 E_anT (envens

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific YR Sy
Sufficient variety in supporting information =2 0% <3 -4
Relevancy of main ideas was clear [er-3 "4
Makes students think | G ot S |
Instructed related ideas R SR G
Creates interest in the subject matter ) iz i Sk
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention I 22 3 8 §
Introduction stated organization P

Clear organizational plan R i e é
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1 "2 374
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes R A
Reviewed by connecting to future classes L. . 5)
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels BN R i | %
Sufficient wait time g IS
Students asked questions e e e
Teacher feedback was informative =5 3 oD é)
Teacher incorporated student responses e

Good rapport with students | R B B @
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL i

Language was understandable N I SR . i
Articulation and pronunciation clear e e
Teacher spoke extemporaneously B e S
Accent was not distracting e AN e SN
Effective voice quality V.2 3 %
Eye contact with students Por@r 3 .
Confident & enthusiastic 123 40
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) ]- 2 3 @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used Iz 3 @& &
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes et M et

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity prowded for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING

Observer 1. Name&Slgnature . |*~P a0 _qu_\hq\p @/t%%ﬂ
w’;:>

L}
Observer 2. Name & signature 17+ \: T, f'lt*\ﬂtm




R g Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMEEVAN
— 4 TECHMOLOGY INSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

' Name of the Faculty Observed MJ ‘/ $ U o4 7€ Programme 5 & L
Name(s) of the Observer 1. __ M 7+ ( f2 - D71y fod prO
2y § N Shinda.
Date of Observation !4 : ﬂf ! Q.I?f 7 Class & Course Observed TE o Aﬂ}f””‘((ﬁ WM/’”?""

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific Fologe 3 @ 5
Sufficient variety in supporting information 5 2 @ 4 8
Relevancy of main ideas was clear L2 3 @S
Makes students think -y & 5
Instructed related ideas b e W) §
Creates interest in the subject matter r 2 5 @)y 5
ORGANIZATION ;
Introduction captured attention S S @ 5
Introduction stated organization -2~ § 5
Clear organizational plan I 2.3 145
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1< =2 5 3 .5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1 2 =38 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 12 @ 4 5

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

T S S 6 S

u@m [SCRTIR Y
SEE C1Y)

i b A

Language was understandable 1208 )R
Articulation and pronunciation clear S SR R O
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1=~ @ 43
Accent was not distracting 1- 3 3-(# 5
Effective voice quality ) QU o il
Eye contact with students | Sl SRS (N T
Confident & enthusiastic o3 @ 4 5
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) j B o S PR
Visual aids can be easily read if used L2 &) %3
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes a3 @S

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions)  (Zoo Cimmonc 0vir 7he [led) .

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) &hHo Nld MC’,&’(’ f”ﬂ&f J;DCLC{- Fﬂ }Cﬂ}}frg :

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING ;I O

5
Observer 1. Name & Signature [2’/ £e £ Re fpﬂl_?ﬁ_gd;{a/w@ @9‘%
Observer 2. Name & Signature ﬁ& T 5 b N* tht’?ﬁlc p (\%/V\/'




(s Holy-wood Academy's
S%t..!m Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM IOBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed NT' ANE MU{J@ Programme E(ﬂ"}c
Name(s) of the Observer 1._ Iy N (fhin d(s
2 Mr- 'R DonyprsonC
Date of Observation _/ /' 0§ 2&[_7:___ Class & Course Observed _ T £ &/ Wmf, {Sy#&m

‘Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used -2 3 @
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

(R T o5 N oS I oS B oS I o8
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SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity pmvzded for Student

questions) ool (ommpnil freo e Clow) Govt{- Vorbal Shtaydh .

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) G‘@‘ﬁ‘ﬁ‘— Time (Uﬂ[i_;lHS’J lim)'* Ji,“,\fn( bé N‘ ,;))g urp;[/lfh}‘ﬂ"?'

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING -2 .3 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature M!" UATA Jh»:’?afﬁ =

Observer 2. Name & Signature [lr- C' K- pi?ﬂaqd??t/ Cﬂ%




R g Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

- Name of the Faculty Observed M)’ Jr v Vﬂﬁmﬂw . Programme E& TC
Name(s) of the Observer 1. M- S:N- Phin dﬁ
2 M-t R, Pyngorigml

Date of Observation _f2+0 § r[;Z Class & Course Observed __ 8 — /)”? Mjﬂ P' ¢ oy #- I
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT 7

Main ideas are clear and specific =2 3 @ 5

Sufficient variety in supporting information .22 @ 428

Relevancy of main ideas was clear Ppia B 5

Makes students think e R 5

Instructed related ideas : 1 2t~ 3 5

Creates interest in the subject matter 1=, 23 5
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention I- 2 3 @) 5

Introduction stated organization t- 2.3 5

Clear organizational plan 1 2 i3 5

Concluded by summarizing main ideas - 2 3 5

Reviewed by connecting to previous classes S e 5

Reviewed by connecting to future classes 52 @ 3

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses

ek ko okt ot
[SS T ST oS I oS B S 0 S

+@D D
Lh Lh Lh LA LA Ln

@wu@wm

Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL _ X
Language was understandable a8 @an
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1 2o s
Teacher spoke extemporaneously S (o i e
Accent was not distracting I-2 3-@ 5
Effective voice quality 1 2 @ 4 .5
Eye contact with students R 5
Confident & enthusiastic R 5
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3 @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used o e @ 4 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1. 2.3 6 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) GOOC! Cﬂ’?")ﬂﬂﬁé 0vdr he Cle)J .

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) (PhT Cf“?v{] g)//gd Jf@tw C!ﬂ?/)‘)b;f} (j((,dj
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 2 3 @ S
Observer 1. Name & Signature . S SN J}7;‘?/G.

Observer 2. Name & Signature /"7 ("’ K. pi ’ylﬁ)



s . | Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMEE VAN
— 1 TECHMOLOCY INSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed ﬂf‘ £ K X ﬂ 07407 0ne Programme 5& e
~ Name(s) of the Observer 1. Mr. SN JA}{'P /e

2. PIre v Mpn @)
Date of Observation /5 ° U’- 2)0,';2 Class & Course Observed L o /97!""} prd}t'm

Rating Scale (1‘= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

el e
(S5 5 T o5 T o T o 0 o

W W W W W
Lh h Lh Lh th L

u@u@m@
(TS T ENFN

P S
Lo N o B oS R oS T o B o5 )

Teacher questions at different levels ) S @ 5
Sufficient wait time r 2. B Z .5
Students asked questions b 2053 )5
Teacher feedback was informative e W
Teacher incorporated student responses I 725537 P
Good rapport with students 1=t =2 @ .8
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL :

Language was understandable 1.3 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear -y 2 23 3
Teacher spoke extemporaneously e 5
Accent was not distracting I.2 3 5
Effective voice quality Lo 2 =3 5
Eye contact with students 12 @ 5
Confident & enthusiastic S d s
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3 @ 5
Visual aids ¢an be easily read if used i1 2 B 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes R (S SR @ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: ke/.ﬁ- use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, oppoytunity provided for Student

questions) LA el Vojté W"—Q”y»

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) PO 7ot /M bgok whi’e }fabé;’?ﬂ .

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING i 2 -3 &) 5
Observer 1. Name & Signature M. J Y JA»”?C(C_, %ﬁ‘:—/’
_ < e

Observer 2. Name & Signature oz -V Mﬂ”?t M



(2 et Holy-wood Academy's
LI  Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed Mr 3T jﬂﬁlh[b\/ Programme 5&7 C
Name(s) of the Observer 1. /7 - JN. 'fjﬁ”de
M1 C £ Dong g=J d0nC
Date of Observation /3.0 + 20/ 7 Class & Course Observed _fL - (07f wher (1mm3: Nebiarok,

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific I 2 .3 5
Sufficient variety in supporting information 122 s 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear . I @ 5
Makes students think L. 2= 5
Instructed related ideas | @ : 5
Creates interest in the subject matter e 5
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention Ersge- 30 g 1
Introduction stated organization 120 3 5
Clear organizational plan I 23 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas I 52 & 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes | @ "5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes I-.2:. 3 (4 5
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels ) e A 5
Sufficient wait time . e 5
Students asked questions =2 3 5
Teacher feedback was informative dew 2 @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses B 5
Good rapport with students 1--=2- .3 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable | @ 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear o] 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously e e 3
Accent was not distracting s T 5
Effective voice quality 1SsaZ2irss 5
Eye contact with students e SN 5
Confident & enthusiastic S S 5
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) R P RN ¢ R
Visual aids ¢an be easily read if used : N
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes j LTSS @ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. ]:;S{ of compariso & contrasts positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) o0 VO b (J' VYD

WEAKNESSES: (e. ﬁ) unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

Shamples e, ould Ropm omony- #6 Srtnph o’wfﬂ# Jhetfi
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING i 2 3 5
Observer 1. Name & Signature /77 .G ' N J. o

Observer 2. Name & Signature 7' C'A* D LI907eme,

—_—




N Holy-wood Academy's
e Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala
FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET
' Name of the Faculty Observed N, Y\ . Deokar Programme Mec-mr);‘cdj
Name(s) of the Observer 1. 0.5 @hexpacle - _@%‘/
2_06. Base — ((AY2
Date of Observation 11/9)2614 Class & Course Observed BE(A), Mechanita) Systero pesigy).

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT _

Main ideas are clear and specific fFi-nin -GS
Sufficient variety in supporting information 1098 3.4 0
Relevancy of main ideas was clear I 2 8= %
Makes students think SR s SRal: -
Instructed related ideas Fowdi 0 @ 5
Creates interest in the subject matter  Sapk Rt e () -
ORGANIZATION ’
Introduction captured attention I 2.3 & @
Introduction stated organization B o 5 T
Clear organizational plan 172 3 4 &
Concluded by summarizing main ideas S S B L
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes | RN e e CS)
Revieéwed by connecting to future classes | s | @ 5
INTERACTION .

Teacher questions at different levels 1. 2. 3.-@ 5
Sufficient wait time i 20 3 0n 8
Students asked questions Te 23
Teacher feedback was informative T radatiingr =
Teacher incorporated student responses S e

Good rapport with students 1 =2 "3 4 ot
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable K2 3 -4 g
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1o e ge e =4
Teacher spoke extemporaneously ¥ o
Accent was not distracting 2 é :
Effective voice quality T é
Eye contact with students W e e
Confident & enthusiastic o, Bl
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well- orgamzed) e e SR Sl A
Visual aids can be easily read if used L s R
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes ' AR

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) C{GOC‘ ,,.Gﬂx,* oD Smdeﬂﬁ

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) _ .

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1.3 8 4 A8y
Observer 1. Name & Signature U9 (’;)rﬁy};)a de —ﬁﬁk”

; 3
‘Observer 2. Name & Signature P-s. Pyﬁ%»;e, =r f,! ,9“"




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engmeenng and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

'Name of the Faculty Observed (3 -C- }(ol.l Programme _Mé&ch anical
Name(s) of the Observer 1. __Y:5. (xhe mﬂlﬁ —Q—

2._P.S. Ahqvc: = (. b
Date of Observation 44131201% “ Class & Course Observed BECB) | Finj bo Eloment Analysis.

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific =3 "3 -
Sufficient variety in supporting information [0, 52, =34
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1“2 A @S
Makes students think ) S S5 Ce SRV ¢ MR
Instructed related ideas 1 2.3 4 %
Creates interest in the subject matter L T2 30 & S
ORGANIZATION :

" Introduction captured attention M @
Introduction stated organization S R SRE (-
Clear organizational plan | PR S @
Concluded by summarizing main ideas (SO SR B o
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1l Sss g s é)
Reviewed by connecting to future classes L S i @
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels ¥= 5208 4 @
Sufficient wait time 12 3 @3
Students asked questions I s €
Teacher feedback was informative -2 % @y
Teacher incorporated student responses S S B
Good rapport with students 12 3L (D

. VERBAL / NON-VERBAL :
Language was understandable I 2" 3 4 %
Articulation and pronunciation clear I SRS
Teacher spoke extemporaneously i .2 3 @Y5
Accent was not distracting RN e
Effective voice quality L 23 4
Eye contact with students N S T
Confident & enthusiastic ¥- .23 4
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) | EERRE A M
Visual aids can be easily read if used 2-":3. 4
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes R R

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) — Gob") sudp \SEC’Y Wne oﬂ’@‘gﬁ’_

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non- relevance of
examples, etc.) ___

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING (NS o SR SRR @
Observer 1. Name & Signature_U +S. (G opade "—a‘!"’

| 5 y
Observer 2. Name & Signature__[°5- quf = W




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed .S . ka¥r¥ax Programme Mechani ced
Name(s) of the Observer 1. U5 . Ghospade€ '
i 2. PS. Avigye — 7 AN .
Date of Observation ' 4132017 = Class & Course Observed T T-(2) . Manufaciu>n q @ﬂj"j :

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific PSS 20 8 @ 5
Sufficient variety in supporting information 1.2 39 @
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1 2 .3 @ 5
Makes students think 1 2 a8
Instructed related ideas L2 3 4-f5)
Creates interest in the subject matter | SelS SR @
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention s A el ¢
Introduction stated organization e B
Clear organizational plan B2 3T
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 152 8 4
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes RS ol
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 1593 gl
INTERACTION :

Teacher questions at different levels o D5 w3 o4 %
Sufficient wait time e 2.3 -4
Students asked questions Lo 2555 % 5
Teacher feedback was informative ] =395 43 3
Teacher incorporated student responses | St e

Good rapport with students P - LR
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable | Ity R @ 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear i SRR et @
Teacher spoke extemporaneously e TR BE S
Accent was not distracting | B e B @
Effective voice quality SR e @ 5
Eye contact with students gl o S @
Confident & enthusiastic 1523 @S
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3 4 @
Visual aids can be easily read if used 3 @
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes ¥ Y 4 @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) _ G-ﬁ ac) Commum‘f;dw'o 1))

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) :

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING LTy @ 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature U: S, C’()ﬂo-'r}pade f_@l&f&’/

: 3

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ P15 - @f:)‘)‘q'ré - LR A
_ 3) fs By >




4 Holy-wood Academy's
‘Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

SAMEEVAN
—  TCCHROLOGY INSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed _ D. V. Patt) Programme _pMechan ca)
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _U. S Cc,bomade =
2 .05 wq~e = Fipyos,
Date of Observation _!1]31201%F Class & Course Observed £ SLCP\) Rluid Mechan) s

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used

Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

o0 I S T S5 T o5 T o8 B o ]

w.uuwwm
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CRCHS
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SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) gu_bkseﬁ_ xﬂ*}%d.t(‘hm Ls SaOd x 3}.54(:&{’(\} yesgoase is Saoé

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING Lived =3 @ 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature_{0+S* G onb %

Observer 2. Name & Signature__ - 5 prmvﬂ o ? (- A * :




gt Holy-wood Academy's _
é%ﬂm Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed A~ T %ho 55‘-'[9— ’ Programme meochani CoJ
Name(s) of the Observer 1. __ 16 - Q)r)oaqp acl® -
2._P:S. ﬂ'hq'rﬂ Psarr~
—L a2
Date of Observation 1419)2013 Class & Course Observed T>E (), TeM-T1

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels

Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses

~ Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1.0 2

Sl i e
SRR SR S )
W WL W W W
nna@@@
@@@mu‘m

A@b@&@

uﬁm@@@m@ @@mwu% G ARyw

e T
W W W W ww

._......_.._.._.
T oS T oS N A B 2SN o5
W W W w
ENE S ACNEN

D e e T o e
{0 T o6 N S S T oS I oS 1 o
el L W o W W W

to
w w
(NES
@

L

()

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportumty provided for Student

questions) __ QU-bJe.d' K()OW|€‘15@-- is SM A

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING i=3- 3 - 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature U-s. G)‘namdf ’&\-C'L:/a

: / LX) '
Observer 2. Name & Signature__ - S . H'}\:j'c(’ — ? .




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

' Name of the Faculty Observed D b”QF m H . m nrnf N Programme B Te C ") C F E»)
Name(s) of the Observer 1._P0f. A. B. Kolekax :
2._Pxpf eV A Pabl

% [~ A 4 L}
Date of Observation _L%ZQJ 2017  Class & Course Observed __[2a.S1C /W), c—:ﬂ-ﬁgA

o |stoiis =
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific e LR PG %
Sufficient variety in supporting information TR O
Relevancy of main ideas was clear -2 53 &) 5
Makes students think 12 3 (a) 5
Instructed related ideas e IR M [
Creates interest in the subject matter , g O S LR
‘ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention 1 2053 448
Introduction stated organization AP e =y

Clear organizational plan N IS R
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 172 <=3 @ 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 12 -3 -9
Reviewed by connecting to future classes | S
INTERACTION : :
Teacher questions at different levels 1.2 3 (&) 5
Sufficient wait time (PR Ve
Students asked questions =20 3 4
Teacher feedback was informative Esgd ey @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses It @ 4 5
Good rapport with students 1 223 @ 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable 12270807
Articulation and pronunciation clear Lo 27 '3

Teacher spoke extemporaneously Ivzdar 3 @ 5
Accent was not distracting s ) @ 453
Effective voice quality JEoz. 2 @
Eye contact with students | [ B @ 3
Confident & enthusiastic T D= gk it
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) losa=oted &
Visual aids can be easily read if used .2 3 4
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1 -2 3. 4

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions) ' :

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) .

'OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING RS o PR @ ¢ RS
Observer 1. Name & Signature rD()/ZJ f }{@ {f’ hm /a f3.
Observer 2. Name & Signature Ph"ﬂ fo: CDT Yo - [ch}“ / ,




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

: Name of the Faculty Observed PB’D P ku_m}) l!)a'rProgramme (3 TQ ¢ h ( [._ E )
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Pxof. A 8 k O ‘ (?,k_cl )
2. Peof. . V. A . Padb)

Date of Observation __| 5"'! q 12@ ¥= Class & Course Observed E1¢52Y % EOVosn, Fﬂggs

Qs oS
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific i T A @
Sufficient variety in supporting information ] ERT é
Relevancy of main ideas was clear o2 3t 4 @
Makes students think s~ 20 3 @ é
Instructed related ideas - 1 R B ST
Creates interest in the subject matter S e e @
ORGANIZATION

_Introduction captured attention 17k Dl = C?
Introduction stated organization 12 30
Clear organizational plan (e M Sl @
Concluded by summarizing main ideas i T éj
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes T g
Reviewed by connecting to future classes ) S @ 5
INTERACTION _
Teacher questions at different levels | e g
Sufficient wait time L =2 .31 4
Students asked questions 1.2y (%
Teacher feedback was informative ] n20 g a e
Teacher incorporated student responses L2y 208 @ é
Good rapport with students 1. 2.3 4 y
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable 1725 3 4 @
Articulation and pronunciation clear R
Teacher spoke extemporaneously IR e e @
Accent was not distracting 1 -2 -3 @5
Effective voice quality vy )
Eye contact with students I 23 s
Confident & enthusiastic =2 .3 4 @
USE OF MEDIA -
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 4 ®
Visual aids can be easily read if used 20 3@
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes I=s3 3. 4 @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunlty provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1738 48 4160

Observer 1. Name & Signature PTUP 1(016,]('01’6' A : B i
Observer 2. Name & Signature rFb'rl'f) £/ r/:} fpdh ]




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

; Name of the Faculty Observed p'z*oP. A ’ N, O he_n.f’é—li'rﬂgramme G 'TQ(‘ b (F F—’)
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Pyof. A 3. Ol('..JCq’(
2. Pool. Dr. V. A Fab]

Date of Observation |4 f a I 20lZ  Class & Course Observed Ql% Mee l\am (%

1015 tolt:is
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

40

8

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

B B B B B2 D
LI W ) W W W

wmm@um

@h@h@h
m@u. L u.@

[ R e T
oS I SO o6 I S i 06 ) 8 ]

ST 5 T S T 6 S S

w@m L W W
® - -hs@-h-@

S A S S

Language was understandable s s IR | @
Articulation and pronunciation clear I 25 35
Teacher spoke extemporaneously ) ) @ 4 5
Accent was not distracting 1 +2 3 @ 5
Effective voice quality 1< 2577804 ' (B)
Eye contact with students Loogeas - AR
Confident & enthusiastic 11258 §-H3)
USE OF MEDIA :

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & weil-orgamzed) IR oot IR @
Visual aids can be easily read if used SN RN
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes le s sSol Sk @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING I- 2.3 4 85 &:63

Observer 1. Name & Signature Pm E. ’<0 I@k@r’h’ A-B-

Observer 2. Name & Signature P%"D Pm'\/ . A pd}‘“’ /




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

; Name of the Faculty Observed PzﬂoP c.m (J‘\a:‘k'w(L(J Programme 8 ‘Tfr’(' h ( £ F)
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Prof. A - [3. ]Qo\&k‘.‘a-n’
Pepp. O V. A Pab |

Date of Observation __| _3 / & [20] Z‘ Class & Course Observed Bas ¢ Elect. f—:%f

{212:30t01:30 >
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2:= weak, 3 = avefage, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA not applicable)

CONTENT '

Main ideas are clear and specific [eiogden=3 e 4 @
Sufficient variety in supporting information 1, 3o 5 D3
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1520 g @
Makes students think S e R
Instructed related ideas e ekl e U5
Creates interest in the subject matter | SR T @ 5
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention R Sl SR
Introduction stated organization RO il B &
Clear organizational plan =2
Concluded by summarizing main ideas j 3 3" &)
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes G T 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes Lol 3 4 é)
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels J R é @
Sufficient wait time I 2 30 Kl
Students asked questions 1 p k. 40.8)
Teacher feedback was informative 1 2. -3 @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses 183 g5
Good rapport with students -5 A
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable Tt R @
Articulation and pronunciation clear B2y g)
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 15 =20 73 @
Accent was not distracting e @
Effective voice quality s o g %
Eye contact with students R e S ey 5
Confident & enthusiastic -8 -3 435
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) ko2 4 (&
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1oo2 3. @)-8
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes R S R CS)

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportumty provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.)
460
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING | s T TR R .

Observer 1. Name & Signature p?ﬂ? F. kO (6, k& & A B
~ Observer 2. Name & Signature eof. D, Y. A -Jlﬂ_(; H ]




(gt Holy-wood Academy's '
L1 Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

; Name of the Faculty Observed PG"D P N]fu G ;C h an Programme @ '/)‘?E(" h C P F_')
Name(s) of the Observer 1. QKY}’P i A' 6 . k@ lﬁ/kafr
2. Pvof Tre. VA Tak ]

Date of Observation 15143 } 20(F  Class & Course Observed Eﬁf‘}ﬂj’ . 1Y) d’!‘hs
Yo \sho (i =
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific 1 2.3 .4 @
Sufficient variety in supporting information L 2783 @
Relevancy of main ideas was clear e S 2y
Makes students think 1. 2 854) A
Instructed related ideas 1 2 34 @
Creates interest in the subject matter I .2 3. &) 3
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention N S B %
Introduction stated organization R T L
Clear organizational plan R B @ 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas B ni2e 5 8nt il @
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes R, B S50
Reviewed by connecting to future classes IS e IREET Cg)
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels Jads 30 4 @
Sufficient wait time e ST
Students asked questions =2 8ad é
Teacher feedback was informative Lo 2o @
Teacher incorporated student responses T ra@ FACE 2k )
Good rapport with students Y SRR T o
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable 23 4 @
Articulation and pronunciation clear | it o @ 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously ;S RS IR i
Accent was not distracting =29 3. @) -5
Effective voice quality A T L
Eye contact with students 1= 20 23 itds)
Confident & enthusiastic 23 i Cg)
"~ USE OF MEDIA _
Overheads/ Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) e SONC. TR O ¢
Visual aids can be easily read if used 3 3 @res
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1.5 Asw - ()

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING S e R TR
Observer 1. Name & Signature Pl {<0 le "7(?"{ AB,

Observer 2. Name & Signature Erol D ,‘Y’ A - FGJK /




Holy-wood Academy, Kolhapur's

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

saveevan evamesene — §anjeevan Knowledge City, Somwar Peth- Injole, Panhala, Tal. Panhala, Dist. Kolhapur- 416 201
RS & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE
- Phone : 0231 - 2686623 / 24 / 28 Fax : 02328 - 235241 Mobile : 9545451966, 9545453831

n Approved By AICTE - New Delhi w Recognized by Govt. of Maharashtra & DTE = Affiliated to Shivaji University, Kolhapur

Website : www.seti.edu.in  Email : principal@seti.edu.in / office@seti.edu.in m

Circular

Date: 17/09/2018

A two member committee is appointed to take peer feedback of the faculty for the course they
are teaching. The list is as below,

Sr.No. | Name of Department Name of peer feedback committee member
1 Automobile Engineering Prof. D. S. Virkar & Prof. S. K. Pisal
2 Civil Engineering Prof. S.S. Chavan & Prof. J.J. Gavade
3 Computer Science Engineering | Prof. R.S. Nejkar & Prof. S.S More
4 Electrical Engineering Prof. N.S. Jadhav & Prof. V.T. Metkari
5 E & TC Engineering Prof. S.N. Shinde & Prof. C. R. Dongarsane
6 Mechanical Engineering Prof. U.S. Ghorpade & Prof. P.S. Atigre
7 General Engineering Prof. Dr. V.S. Patii & Prof, A. B. Kolekar

All the committee members should submit their time table for taking the peer feedback for all the

faculty of the department to IQAC. The feedback of the peer feedback committee members will
be taken by concern head of department and IQAC.

All the peer feedback committee members should collect feedback forms from IQAC and
complete the work during 24" to 28" Sept. 2018,

bor e

Dean Accreditation 4 Pﬁnéipal
Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Dr. Mohan B. Vanarotti




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Instltute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

! Name of the Faculty Observed L\ﬁ\[ . \/ _5 : 1\/’ ANE Programme E QT C.
Name(s) of the Observer 1. [y, (., N-. £ L) y\A e_
2. My, & R, DO nyavtane
Date of Observation 25 <A < 20|18  Class & (%rse Observed ) & 2 ;M"J shon Lok

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific L2 3 @.=5
Sufficient variety in supporting information Ponids e 23 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear "2 -3 (4/.3
Makes students think 152 5
Instructed related ideas 12 é 4.5
Creates interest in the subject matter 1 =208 @ 5
ORGANIZATION .
_Introduction captured attention s T @5

Introduction stated organization T2 3 @D 5
Clear organizational plan P (f/‘ =S
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1.2 @ 4 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes Looe2=a % 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 2.3 3
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels Ieis 273 @ 5
Sufficient wait time LEo 3 s
Students asked questions : o3 @ 5
Teacher feedback was informative P2 -F. 5
Teacher incorporated student responses o 9 A5
Good rapport with students 2 223 @ 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable 15025 3 @ S
Articulation and pronunciation clear i 2o @y A5 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 123 @ 5
Accent was not distracting T 2.3 5
Effective voice quality 1.2 2030 @> 5
Eye contact with students 1 2 @ 4 5
Confident & enthusiastic 1.3 )y 5
USE OF MEDIA

_ Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3. D5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 2. 080 .4 >
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1.2 i) 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: :
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) <’ e J Mol A_) 7 g o 4L

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questioris; less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) vl OV}J 7S J FO} fﬂ r,@»\r Sfe eJ ofﬁ e AJJN"?

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1.2

Observer 1. Name & Signature T/\"f B3 N B \,\J) o

Observer 2. Name & Signature M. 0 R 90 V\SC«A’:;‘W\ o W

C/




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

-_'Name of the Faculty Observed M 2 L f Vi, Va N M@ Programme ELTC
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P, ™. e b s-\cj .
2. My €. R. Doypstrrene '
Date of Observation 27 9 « 20| & Class & (,(o‘ése Observed S % E) e,im Pevi ce ZT Charesd A s

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific P2 30405
Sufficient variety in supporting information P2 3 1) 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear o2 3 @&)5
Makes students think 12 @ 4 5
Instructed related ideas 123 % 5
Creates interest in the subject matter 123 -5
ORGANIZATION :
_Introduction captured attention 1 =273 @ 5
“Introduction stated organization 12 3 :6@)-35
Clear organizational plan iy @Y 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas i g-@ 4.5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1. .23 % 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes V.72 43 5
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels T =23 g 5
Sufficient wait time b2 3 5
Students asked questions Ay s
Teacher feedback was informative e 8 @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses 1 2 3.4 .5
Good rapport with students Y023y
. VERBAL / NON-VERBAL :
Language was understandable o2 30D
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1 2 3 @ 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1.2 =3 @ 5
Accent was not distracting 15 2.3y -4 3
Effective voice quality 1 2 3 @ 5
Eye contact with students 1 B
Confident & enthusiastic 1 23 @) S
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) E- =2 @ 5
Visual aids canbe easily read if used 23 @4
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes a2 3 @ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. us_e of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) 400 CO i 0 /D O,{‘% H e laly

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questlons less./ojerall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) UJ P’W il b”&@LLé"ﬁxﬂ“ k C,mw}—_& Pex’
o )‘ / j/"\
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 12 2 °3-(4)

Observer 1. Name & Signature ™, 0. N2 W vv{)& ‘NL/

Observer 2. Name & Signature Mr. ¢ R, Do Vjﬂ"r_f N @%/




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

' Name of the Faculty Observed Mr C. ﬁ, D Erdagmte ne Programme QQ-T C
Name(s) of the Observer 1. Y1~ , < 7 - JJIL—-JJ\,\ e
220 NS Bflove ;

‘Date of Observation 23 + 4+ 20 & Class & Course Observed -£.F Kp 42\— ™ W/

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan -

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

" INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

e e e Y
W hh hh D b

w'w@u w W

(NSRS 2 0O I SO N (O Y o5 ) [ NS O I SO B SO I\ I {8 )
Co-@pe  HOEF
Wb W hh b b W

uw@@ww

o ok ik pd  pd ot

>N

®*> QWS

[ S S e O
N RN N

w@wwww

L h b b W

ik ek poed ek ok e ok
(SO T NS IS BN SRR \S IR S RS
SRRSO
(IILIILI]MLI'QI\(J\.

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) S N i
Visual aids ¢an be easily read if used 2. 3 (A) -5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes -2 @ 4.5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: :
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparxsops)& contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) (%5 g ) COwAwO NS fen Hha dw/ Leod Ne2ba S VBJ‘L

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. undble to angyver student questions, less overall topxc knowledge non-relevance of

examples, etc.) S 7 —+2)\ord qu)tem e /\ \A)L e }M\,\,\.\_)
Conrte Shonl ¥ voar~ awoul e g,
OVERALL EFFECT VENESS RATING s (il s

Observer 1. Name & Signature W"! gl 8 1\‘\"“’!L’

Observer 2. Name & Signature MY, V. (, M an 2 % o, 5y
(4




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET
: Name of the Faculty Observed W V. N '%’96 MO PU\"D” Programme %2&? o
Name(s) of the Observer 1. AT Ten s A 'r\(j 2_

3 e, ks P@w}rem_!ﬁ%e
t/ a 4 k
Date of Observation 2.7 + 9 + 20) & Class & Course Observed -S L~ N eryio FA’V\& 54 fe

Ratmg Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific 17273 @ 5
Sufficient variety in supporting information P2 580 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear T2 35 4 5
Makes students think P23 4) 5
Instructed related ideas 1< 2273 £ 5
Creates interest in the subject matter ;-2 »3 64155
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention i et 5
Introduction stated organization 12 5
Clear organizational plan 1502 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas F =) 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes | o 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 1.2 = 5
INTERACTION :
Teacher questions at different levels Lo 3 % 5
Sufficient wait time Lerai i3 5
‘Students asked questions 172 g 4 5
Teacher feedback was informative L2 4 5
Teacher incorporated student responses 12273 % 5
Good rapport with students 123203 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable 22,773 g 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear Gty o 3
Teacher spoke extemporaneously L2 w3 @ 5
Accent was not distracting it e @ 4 5
Effective voice quality F o9 a5
Eye contact with students e g AR 8
Confident & enthusiastic 122 3 9 5
USE OF MEDIA :

- Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) g Bs
Visual aids can be easily read if used Loa2s o3 @ 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes O L g

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: . ;
STRENGTHS: (65 use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

" questions) K‘o o g}zrera}k £ olo ae > A0 o/) Ve 2\4) ﬁ}vtj%r% .

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student qliéstior;s,)less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) N'&e,‘)‘ d,b C(M\Nr"‘o')’\c on clacs,
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 2 3 C} 5
Observer 1. Name & Signature W £, N '—@'\' \A’(/

— W
Observer 2. Name & Signature My, CR. D Q?jﬁ"'fj -



Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology lnstltute Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

: Name of the Faculty Observed Mﬁ . P s P e )'\‘l"\ ;;’JLQ Programme E CLT £
Name(s) of the Observer 1. T/, .S D+ ¢ T (JLO
2. My C R, Porguriane
Date of Observation 27 +9J+ 20) & Class & C%se Observed B2 I ‘P\G bods C4

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 =good, 5 = excellent, NA =not applicable)

CONTENT 5
Main ideas are clear and specific | 5
Sufficient variety in supporting information 12~ 3 44] >3
Relevancy of main ideas was clear L2 @ 4505
Makes students think 1792 5 85 5
Instructed related ideas 1~ .9 3240 §
Creates interest in the subject matter i 003 d) .5
ORGANIZATION v

_Introduction captured attention 1L 2 =3 @ 5
Introduction stated organization 15530 S
Clear organizational plan P2 4 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1203 % 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes =223 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 1023 @ 5
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels e 253 5
Sufficient wait time iR
Students asked questions 1:-.2 @ 4 5
Teacher feedback was informative 1 2 3 @ 5
Teacher incorporated student responses Foo2--37 (A4 5
Good rapport with students Eo2 o3y S
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable 1= 2273 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear Lo g @ 4 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously -3 (@) 8
Accent was not distracting e T N
Effective voice quality yo 230
Eye contact with students 128 45
Confident & enthusiastic o2 45
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1502 g @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1.2 ()4 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes o223 @ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: , »
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positivjedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) -~ Lle |1 & v gov 2 ) fl G er Ve leosm.,

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. undble fo answer student questlons lessayerall topic knowledge, non- relevance of

~ examples, etc.) Nee +o I C/ ﬁv*\Lomd‘ RNie)e "l‘eat‘ rsiwa £PT,
_SHvickby LoV ol _spoleew wjuk While 2aphods 4&}»*))
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 3 “ 5 g) J

Observer 1. Name & Signature M. 8 R (“S W "\lk/ M/
Observer 2. Name & Signature 1717, C- £.:0 05@6:{ am L@y




Holy-wood Academy's ’
~ Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed M7 * A~ M-Bhandar €  Programme Elechrial
Name(s) of the Observer 1. My N.S. Tadhav
2. My-v.7. Metkars
_ Date of Observation 2429/ 18 Class & Course Observed _S- E = Ne) wosk An y ‘] 58 nthesis

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT v
Main ideas are clear and specific P2 34 @
Sufficient variety in supporting information 23 4.5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear I=2 20553 0
Makes students think Lol 27304
Instructed related ideas Foogg 3 g
Creates interest in the subject matter 140 30 g
ORGANIZATION v
Introduction captured attention 12220304 %
Introduction stated organization =23 4
Clear organizational plan =22 -3+ 445
Concluded by summarizing main ideas | e
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 12, 235 4
Reviewed by connecting to future classes =2 -3 4
INTERACTION

. Teacher questions at different levels T2 e d %,
Sufficient wait time T 22034
Students asked questions 1o 2000 300 A5
Teacher feedback was informative t -2 B84 0)
Teacher incorporated student responses P23 1)
Good rapport with students P2 3. 4
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable 520 30 40308
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1 .85 e A
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 12 -3 4 &
Accent was not distracting =2 3 4 (5
Effective voice quality L2 0 415
Eye contact with students 12 % =4 %
Confident & enthusiastic 1772 304
USE OF MEDIA :
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) P 0 R o )
Visual aids can be easily read if used - 1. -7 "3 4 6]
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes , 19 % 4 o5)

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: .
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 3 .40 ; >
Observer 1. Name & Signature tr - N-S. jQC[ h av

Observer 2. Name & Signature ‘ MY-v-T Met 'kQY) ; \@




~ Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed M r-A P Redekay Programme Electrical

Name(s) of the Observer 1. Mv.N.S. Tadhav
2. M1-V. T Melbkavi

- Date of Observation 2¢£/09/1¢ Class & Course Observed _T-£ - - Cén 7\Y° ! 985 fem- 7
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific o234 '
Sufficient variety in supporting information 122 3.4 .05
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1.2 3. 4.6
Makes students think 1223 4 f&
Instructed related ideas o2 3 04 (5)
Creates interest in the subject matter L2534 6
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention =223 4.5
Introduction stated organization 2 34 8
Clear organizational plan I 23
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 12 3.4 F5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 120 3. -4 £5)
Reviewed by connecting to future classes o2 3 4 )
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels 2223 4 g
Sufficient wait time P23 4 15
Students asked questions - L2253 0 & o fS)
Teacher feedback was informative 1 2.3 A ¥5
Teacher incorporated student responses 2 3 4 €
Good rapport with students 1.3 3 4 .8
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable S e
Articulation and pronunciation clear 172 "3 @) 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1.2 -3 4 69
Accent was not distracting g % - (5)
Effective voice quality o2 3 4.5
Eye contact with students 1.2 3 3 &
Confident & enthusiastic 1--2 34 (%
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) b2 2304
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1 3 4
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1 2 3 4 '

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity prov1ded for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 12 3 -4 @

k
- I\Q’\J\J
Observer 1. Name & Signature Mrx: NS T Qd hGV @/

Observer 2. Name & Signature My V. T. Me fk’O{\' | o\rt\'}




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed M+ Y. R. N K , Programme ELedvial
Name(s) of the Observer 1. My. N.S. Tadhav
5 My .V.T. pMetKeyi

Date of Observation 251912018 Class & Course Observed T.E - powey gag Jem 1 3

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas aré clear and specific 102354 %
Sufficient variety in supporting information o2 3.4
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 2.3 4400
Makes students think 13 -3 & )
Instructed related ideas 1492 034
Creates interest in the subject matter 172324
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention P 3o %
Introduction stated organization 23 4 :
Clear organizational plan 1723 4 g
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 12127 3eisd
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1. .2 35 42 (08
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 1 23 @ 5
INTERACTION :
Teacher questions at different levels 1 203 @
Sufficient wait time 1:2°3 3 5)
Students asked questions 1o:253 004
Teacher feedback was informative 5234
Teacher incorporated student responses L2 3 o TS
Good rapport with students : o2 3
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable 1292027304
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1234
Teacher spoke extemporaneously w2234
Accent was not distracting -2 .3 .4
Effective voice quality 1572732 4

Eye contact with students Lz 3004
Confident & enthusiastic -2 3 4

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3 400
Visual aids can be easily read if used 334 @2
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 2 34 @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: =
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS IMTING 1 2 3 4 @

Sl e
Observer 1. Name & Signature My - N S—a:mdhav @/

- Observer 2. Name & Signature My. V. T Me Heay! V’




Holy-wood Academy's
‘Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed Mvyss. P-G- Bendre Programme ELectrical
Name(s) of the Observer 1. M1 N-S. Tadlhav
2. My V. M Metkar)

Date of Observation _ £€ /0912418 Class & Course Observed __ 8- Er AdY- SWj ’dnﬂ T & FM"

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific 1 .22 3.4
Sufficient variety in supporting information L 2534
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1= 2- 3 4
Makes students think w2 -3 -4
Instructed related ideas P23 4
Creates interest in the subject matter 1 223 4
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention Io::2.7=80—4 g
Introduction stated organization P e Sty

Clear organizational plan o2 23504 8
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1223 4
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1 2= b 8 @
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 12 3 .4
INTERACTION ;
Teacher questions at different levels 2 304
Sufficient wait time 1= 23 (O
Students asked questions T =3 o S
Teacher feedback was informative o2 =i -d
Teacher incorporated student responses Foa2. 3410
Good rapport with students 1223 .4
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable L2 -3 .4 6
Articulation and pronunciation clear s T
Teacher spoke extemporaneously s 3 -4 65
Accent was not distracting poiaii T ok L35
Effective voice quality 2 -3 4 ¢5]
Eye contact with students 2.3 A {5
Confident & enthusiastic 2 346
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well- orgamzed) 1 3 4
Visual aids can be easily read if used 2 =34
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 132734

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, posmve feedback, opportunity prov1ded for Student
" questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topié knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING P2 LV‘
Observer 1. Name & Signature thr-o-S- T&dh ay /

Observer 2. Name & Signature My.V.T. Met kﬂw




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed ___M75 - S -F. kulkayn) Programme _ ELC ctricale

Name(s) of the Observer 1. ~ pMr-N-S- TJadhav
2. Mv-V-T. Metkayj
Date of Observation 27 / 9 / 2018 . Class & Course Observed S- E > Me

aseyemept & Tnsd rumand:

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = averzige, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific I i %
Sufficient variety in supporting information =27 93 4
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 122 -8 4 )
Makes students think 192734 8
Instructed related ideas L9 =3 L od S,
Creates interest in the subject matter e 2084 1)
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention 12 3.4 (5)
Introduction stated organization Lo e o
Clear organizational plan 1w 2853 @ (53
Concluded by summarizing main ideas - .2 34 €]
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1.2 -3 4.5

- Reviewed by connecting to future classes R e e 6
INTERACTION :
Teacher questions at different levels Ei2 a3 4 ‘
Sufficient wait time Lo 23
Students asked questions L7234 45y
Teacher feedback was informative Loind - 3 4
Teacher incorporated student responses - 2.3 4
Good rapport with students -2 -3 @ 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL :
Language was understandable 27834
Articulation and pronunciation clear L 2.3 -4
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1= 25, 34
Accent was not distracting L2 -3 4
Effective voice quality L2 3 405
Eye contact with students 17 7250804 \
Confident & enthusiastic 120530 4
USE OF MEDIA _ -
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) I =2 o3 4

. Visual aids can be easily read if used Lol 374
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes : b2 3 R S

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: : ;
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of -
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESSRATING 1 2 3 4 @ :

Observer 1. Name & Signature Ky N-S. jﬁdha Vv
Observer 2. Name & Signature____ 1V° V- T Met kQY; \@




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Instltute Panhala

F ACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed ?’YC' 'C g \r Ct \’\OA ‘:\\<(— Programme A\\XV@ W\b\\\é

Name(s) of the Observer 1. V“& 6 ® 9 \/ % & \’(O&(
?'Yﬂif s \é ’\)\gd\

c [
Date of Observation L& 105( { 20\ g Class & Course Observed T Q/ 8\7 \—Q’ ?

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT :

Main ideas are clear and specific T2, 3 e
Sufficient variety in supporting information L2 3aed )
Relevancy of main ideas was clear ¥ 3@l s
Makes students think ‘ ooy g (B
Instructed related ideas T3 -3 45
Creates interest in the subject matter L~ 2% 8 =4 5)
ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention L2y ok @
Introduction stated organization Losgisg 75
Clear organizational plan L 20 3 w408
Concluded by summarizing main ideas i Zv3ine 4 )
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 0 ) -3
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 2 a3 4ol S

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
. Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

" Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

J
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USE OF MEDIA

Overheads /. Chalkboard (content clear & well- -organized) | S
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1o 2.3
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes T e

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions)’ | p e 6 D \/\/\/\o LO(\&

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questlons less overall toplc kno ledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) &?o@ ~ \(k CD’\C e q/Ukbk &
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 2 4 @

Observer 1. Name&Slgnature ?TYOQ ,5) % \) dM%( (@V
Observer 2. Name & Signature @’f@@ S \\4 (?\ Sp&/\ @/




Holy-wood Academy's
- Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

Name of the Faculty Observed QYDQ b& g \'( f&\’(a\[c; Programme A\AXTO VA D\‘;\\C’

Name(s) of the Observer 1. \;\;qﬂ (] QQ S \‘( \7 vSa \
% D.Q Viy kaw( . ‘
7.5 z 7 /22| Y Class & Course Observed S E)/ &i ; \}‘C\A : McC\\.

Date of Observation &

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific e e @ 5
Sufficient variety in supporting information 1.°2° 3 @ 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear ) @ 45
Makes students think 172.2:-3 5
Instructed related ideas w23 4 @ '
Creates interest in the subject matter Al el T Y Rk
ORGANIZATION
Introduction captured attention Lo 3 @ 5

. Introduction stated organization =52 @ 4
Clear organizational plan T et 304 é
Concluded by summarizing main 1deas Bose 2573 @ 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 12 854 5
Reviewed by connecting to future classes L2534 @ :
INTERACTION :
Teacher questions at different levels b % 5
Sufficient wait time 1 <2 -3 4, 5
Students asked questions e @ 4 5
Teacher feedback was informative 122203 @ :
Teacher incorporated student responses 152023 74 C%)
Good rapport with students beeon2s 03 @ 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL :
Language was understandable Lo 2 -3 @ é
Articulation and pronunciation clear 120 3 A4
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 12 2 A S
Accent was not distracting Fo 20 R3d 57
Effective voice quality -2 3 {4
Eye contact with students 152 3 4
Confident & enthusiastic 1522 73 7 4.7¢5
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) L 2273 @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used L2 @ 4
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 12 4 @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & cggtrat posifive feedback, opggllr\uty provnde for Student

questions) P ‘V\N’\ Wl \Cl g -

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less gwerall toplc knowl ge, non-televance of
examples, etc.) : \Q/SS Use o \J \&UUU g’
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING C

Observer 1. Name & Signature Q"/OQ g V\ Q \5 A\ — @/
Observer 2. Name & Signature r\)\\!‘ AQ £ D , g \4'7\'*( \(\M W




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

: : Name of the Faculty Observed _?’feQ \} 9 T \/\CY‘(’{AY Programme Ad};@ ‘\M‘\J\O\\ \/6

Name(s) of the Observer 1. P{‘ u-(— 0 N \/« § '\4«{"
2. b J‘pD = \( Q V] o \\ ;
Date of Observation 2 7 Z g( { 2 e; g Class & Course Observed Q} ' Y; f Vx M\

Rating Scale (1= Very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

el e el e e O s )
RN NN
uuwww@
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50 @86
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NN NN NN
A%%“A@ ) A@h@ AN
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USE OF MEDIA iy
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) B 52, 23 @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used e e @
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes B2 3 @ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of compansons & contratXI::/s;n\\:iedback opportunity provxded for Student

questions) i A EV\

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questio jlless overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc. : N
P ) \\D@ ~S\ean, K/‘/b) e '?Y@’\/’\G A
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature Q"& ug (9 S \j \'{\u/\/ @JV
Observer 2. Name & Signature Q\‘\QQ g \,& g & Seg\




Holy-wood Academy S
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed ?‘/\ 0(\1 R 9 MC&V\C Programme A WXV\@ M"\J \\ \6

Name(s) of the Observer 1. ?’“6‘ 02 Q S V A o \*ﬁ‘b
2 Q Yo P 8 WA Q \ S a
Date of Observation Z é‘ : Zag z 3 2 Class & Course Observed S C ’Z A C,O

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT :

Main ideas are clear and specific Foonde. 3 @ 3
Sufficient variety in supporting information 12 3 gl
Relevancy of main ideas was clear Les 2573 @ 5
.Makes students think b2 @ 4 5
Instructed related ideas B2 @) 5
Creates interest in the subject matter Yozl 304 @
ORGANIZATION :
‘Introduction captured attention e St C5:7
Introduction stated organization 1220053 @ 5
Clear organizational plan fiodif (5 )
Concluded by summarizing main ideas Lo=2: 0 3 @ 5
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes Y2 a3l @
Reviewed by connecting to future classes L3 8L S
INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels 1223 @
Sufficient wait time 1234 é)
Students asked questions 12253 @7 5
Teacher feedback was informative 19 3 H s )
Teacher incorporated student responses 12922 o3 4773
Good rapport with students o2 28 ed) 5

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

I e e T T e
NN NN

USE OF MEDIA ‘
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) e e @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used L2930 4 (05 )
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes L2 304 )

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of eompansz & contrasts, p itive feedback, oiportumty rovided for Student

questions) \/ AW

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overa]l topic kno) ledge non-relevance of
examples etc.) '\\/\ OO * Q c-e C

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING

O
Observer 1. Name & Signature Q’b“ & @ § \/\ v ’\ACL N (W
Observer 2. Name & Signature \’f OQ g \/\ ? vS8a \ é/




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed » QY’OQ | Q [\) j&g Wrogramme AU*\VO VV\@\V\\\ c.

Name(s) of the Observer 1. r\>{' OQ‘ 9 S \/(‘{'\x( aX
2. ‘?"(\ o@ Q \( Q\ S a \ : : L
Date of Observation =/ 8 / 0{ ! \% Class & Course Observed @ E K I‘ C‘ \’— ’y

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable) ;

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels-
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

— ik d ok
W W W WwWwWw

D0 -
NN

(SO S I SO SO B SS T NS |

[ e N T e )
[SOT SO T SO 05 B SO I S

i h
MNAL

NN A@-&- & @A@hg' A}
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Language was understandable 14723 @
Articulation and pronunciation clear Vo223 4
Teacher spoke extemporaneously ’ I 528 =3 @
Accent was not distracting L2030
Effective voice quality - A3 4

Eye contact with students 1 @
Confident & enthusiastic T2 7.3 @
USE OF MEDIA i
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) L2923 @ 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 2 3.0 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes b2 43054 @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:

STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts ositive fee iback 0 poﬂuwrowded for Sfudent AX
: questions) & 0o § S{i ee Rr( oA (2%

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overzj(} topic kﬂ?\ wledge, non-releva ce of
examples etc.) . \c’/&S TN C- o C\ ,k oA
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 5

Observer 1. Name & Signature QW@D - Q 'g v \/\ "/\A@L X~ (W
Observer 2. Name & Signature '? Y‘mQ : S ' \//\ J Y’\\ 3)6(( G %




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed P‘ro £ iR De J Ly e i L Programme Meclanic o)
 Name(s) of the Observer 1. _ O ~2. J-J.G hmnou\ '%2\’///
2 pob Prpblg f}AH‘V\

Date of Observation 2§ 108‘ 2o § Class & Course Observed S.E..porecia (A-Div )

Eleial Mecuonic
Rating Scale (lw very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable) = L

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

U W
NN

_Introduction captured attention L5220 573
Introduction stated organization e v o
Clear organizational plan R
Concluded by summarizing main ideas | R s
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes Yoo 93
Reviewed by connecting to future classes =23
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels 1. =223
Sufficient wait time 1 2 3
Students asked questions 1l 3
Teacher feedback was informative =2 -3
Teacher incorporated student responses L2 3
Good rapport with students 1.2 .3

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

Language was understandable Pl 3l 408
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1 -2 3. 4
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 123 =4 ()
Accent was not distracting Yoo o3 Aoty
Effective voice quality 1223 é;) 5
Eye contact with students ] 08 =5
Confident & enthusiastic Vo2 30 04 @
USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 17522 3\ A4).. 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used L2 3 ®y 5 :
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes ; .2 3 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) e e L..\ W s 3 Crea)-e) i oy Fene S /(\ SMIQQh
WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non—relevance of

examples, etc.) aEpis il b e e lre C_Ei-cwctfb , Uides qu,} Conloi i
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 3R 3 - 4 CS; & e/ = Se

Observer 1. Name & Signature P, 0.( A5 L\mfee/,’)("{oL& ﬁ;ﬁ.&,}

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ Dvo £+ p.J.R ki 5 et y




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

. Name of the Faculty Observed Pratl. S ¢  Avuma frurro®Programme (N CC IO ) o)
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _ Py~ f. Y -5, & hea pad ¢ K’Q"\//
2._Pvol. 4. Abiq it f_r_f:gi’r;

Date of Observation 2.6 [ DI (21 & Class & Course Observed . L Mc—*( b ( B D I v ?

Rec
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable) >

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific a3 4 @
Sufficient variety in supporting information 12 3 T4 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear .22 4y S
Makes students think Poir 4 1) i
Instructed related ideas 1 2 43 4 é
Creates interest in the subject matter =2 -3 F4) .5
ORGANIZATION A

_Introduction captured attention L 203
Introduction stated organization L2 3
Clear organizational plan 23
Concluded by summarizing main ideas bend 3
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1. o2y 3
Reviewed by connecting to future classes =23

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

- Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 15202 23

[ N e
[SO R NS I S I S I SO I OV ]
W W WWwww

ek ko
BN DD NN
W W W W W WwWw

[ SO |8}
W W

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) Sub J¢o - ,d(oj e~ Clea~ 2. qO@d ’ﬂ‘f‘“C/v(/C\LLJ‘\g IDQJ"

b oA S PYCICH/Ca) keolrdg
WEAKNESSES: (. g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowlegge non-relevance of

examples, etc.)

{rrrulced +o  (opoLe ¥ > kerra (o QA ky Shadenks
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING § gy @ Blogsd P 1enPiwlde

o CRes S S (antrr)
Observer 1. Name & Signature Prat. LI C(hwq_ot)\ ,QL\‘AV

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ Pro . [ J, f’\ b SEEN W

-




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed Pro¢. A.B. Chauan Programme Mec o™ ‘Co
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _ Pvaf. U .S, Ghavapaol ,L Lo :
| 2 _prel. P.§ Atigye £ A
Date of Observation 25 [ 0911 % Class & Course Observed’ B E. Meciy, (R-D (v )

( Totrad Quatl—~ Maragement
Rating Scale (1" very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable) 3 > 5

CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific L 238 3. 4 %
Sufficient variety in supporting information L2023 =4
Relevancy of main ideas was clear T2 3 % 5
Makes students think Lo 273
Instructed related ideas I 2 3.4 @
Creates interest in the subject matter I~ 2. 773554 @
ORGANIZATION :
_Introduction captured attention L% . 4
Introduction stated organization 172073 = 4
Clear organizational plan I 2% =d
Concluded by summarizing main ideas b 23 )
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes L2 3
Reviewed by connecting to future classes T2 34 é:)
INTERACTION ;
Teacher questions at different levels 1 2573 @ 5
Sufficient wait time : =23 44) 5
Students asked questions R e )
Teacher feedback was informative 12345
Teacher incorporated student responses b2 =3 6
Good rapport with students i o C/

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

/-D-&-bb

O S
[SOTN SO R SO I N6 B o I 05 B 35 )

A@

W LW W W W WwWw

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1723 @

Visual aids can be easily read if used 2 @ 4 :
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 23 4

&
.5
5
&

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
- STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) G In terq Cploen Q)\'M-Jh{d@n%/

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non—relevance of
examples,etc) = Ne,Ad ko lmpmbt Qfe of medi'a / tpl-s. & a3 S Cot=d)

§ clie
OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING Yo 2. "3 4 :

Observer 1. Name & Signature Prot. V.5, Gbaorayad e O

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ Py €. p.J. At \'C'L ¥R ‘P/JE’\‘_L'>




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed Pwt . vV . VO Mo Programme (Dac\hwon ica)
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P~ f. U -5, (G bhova Pacle = W/
2 _Prok. P 5 Aligrt [S-BE(y
Date of Observation 257/ igl2cig Class&Course Observed . R. . rmeck ( B. Div B
Autraobile Ef\Q?)
et jubiect~JT

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific I 2.3 4 @
Sufficient variety in supporting information L2 3 @ 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear o203 4 @
Makes students think Fes2h3 @
Instructed related ideas le=2- 3 é
Creates interest in the subject matter ke 23 é} S

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention LoD 3 o4 )
Introduction stated organization B2 3 - 4585
Clear organizational plan L2 =3 x4 (5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas L.z 273 @
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 123 é/)
Reviewed by connecting to future classes L2733 é 5
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels T2 .3 @ S
Sufficient wait time 1772+ 3 &
Students asked questions Lo 2o 2324
Teacher feedback was informative brede -3 4

. Teacher incorporated student responses -2 3 4 (5
Good rapport with students L2 374l S)
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable <2 30 4% 5)
Articulation and pronunciation clear -2 -8 4
Teacher spoke extemporaneously L2253 @ 5\
Accent was not distracting a2 -3 4 CS/ :
Effective voice quality 12 223,74
Eye contact with students 1,273 4
Confident & enthusiastic 2 -3+ :4
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 3. 4 50S :
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1:52- -3 - 4-0C5)
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1. -2 3. .4 (5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) CG~na 4 Widcof & cmmgkions wea~ ;vr(‘uded ro (take ™M

1.
ool Vi ob PPES & Ol meclica Unde flarell ae
WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge non-relevance of

examples, etc.) Move. Prackicold e Xagmpu Jhowud be P;.Qu,ded Yo
- OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 2 3 4 '/5 !

Observer 1. Name & Signature Prmt. U-J. Ghoarade L

Observer 2. Name & Signature._ )>ob P.J- A F?Eﬂ'H w



Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed P~aof. 0.~ N ; k< Programme ec L crrx; cod)
)
Name(s) of the Observer 1. _Prn s, I-0. G bevcapade
% Pos £ PSA\——\au SQH

Date of Observation 1—4’ [o9[20(8 Class & Course Observed T‘ E - ern

(morulalunag ©
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good 5 = excellent, NA not apphcable) q \CJ‘C{C( )

CONTENT ;
Main ideas are clear and specific b-2:3 4
Sufficient variety in supporting information 1.2:-3 4
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 2 egd
Makes students think P2 3 @
Instructed related ideas 1222324
Creates interest in the subject matter j= 2 i3 )
ORGANIZATION :
Introduction captured attention 10 <2 3 4
Introduction stated organization S SR
Clear organizational plan 1223 4
Concluded by summarizing main ideas I isge -3
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1 42 -3
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 15me2 - 3(4 )
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels 1..2:-°3 ., 4
Sufficient wait time 1723 =4
Students asked questions 12553 4

" Teacher feedback was informative oo 34
Teacher incorporated student responses I <2 -3 4
Good rapport with students 1o 0. "3 . 4
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable - 2:..3 )5
Articulation and pronunciation clear S e yooS
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 12l 2mmeld 5
Accent was not distracting 23 Subs
Effective voice quality 1.2+ 3
Eye contact with students T 23 5
Confident & enthusiastic =2 3
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 =22 3ol 2
Visual aids can be easily read if used 2.3 4 (5

234 L5

Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, posmve feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) ‘e L ad PPES Q_,O\omg ik TCal f((!\a’(\ ‘ndUH“Yj PnLUsz

et et |
WEAKNESSES: (e.g. ulihﬁé to answgerkslﬁ%ignt qgestions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.) Litbte Deed +es ,‘.',“qut Pro h & Cia I foan

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1.2 '3 4 @

Obsérvcr 1. Name & Signature_ > €. .5 G hovapaola M//
Observer 2. Name & Signature ?hp LA F!'C%H e




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Instltute Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed fX’Q'F ?’ ; P 2 ,C;(\ln k"\(“ Prograﬁme B C ; Vel l E(T) 8}11 T)f e 2&\ b2 9)

Name(s) of the Observer 1. Pxof. Gavade J-T
2. Pt Chavan - 5.

Date of Observation :2 A:/ 6’3 l la Class & Course Observed 8 E — Pm CE

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not_applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students ‘

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL

D oA

ek i

NN NN

w'g‘auuwu
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u.u-@mmm@ @u\u-u-u.@ K mmmm
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Language was understandable M
Articulation and pronunciation clear P23 @
Teacher spoke extemporaneously P02 @3 4
Accent was not distracting b 203 @
Effective voice quality IS e

Eye contact with students g 3
Confident & enthusiastic 2.3 4
USE OF MEDIA :

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) =233 @
Visual aids can be easily read if used ; L2 3 -4 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1 =23 @ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

q““t‘c"ﬁs) JClags Conbref

WEAKNESSES: (e:g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.)
P

 OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING it 273 4

Observer 1. Name & Signature G- avyqg Cl e - (T -

Observer 2. Name & Signature <« g /)ﬁowoﬂ /’0




: , Holy-wood Academy's :
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed P’TD{ g2 Meve Kﬁ Y‘\Progra}nme c ‘3 \/‘L\ E mﬂ‘}r' '
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P~o F = Cj‘(,\\/d ({f‘ P P2 0 :
2 _Bpf. Chavan <. €.
Date of Observation 2%/ Gﬂ } \ 8 Class & Course Observed T ¢ E = (DSS

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT X
~ Main ideas are clear and specific 15 2= 3o g g

Sufficient variety in supporting information brs23 - 4
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1 2 3 @ 5
Makes students think o203 54 @\
Instructed related ideas Foads 3y 3
Creates interest in the subject matter 12 374 @
-ORGANIZATION =

_Introduction captured attention 123 87
Introduction stated organization o208 4 :
Clear organizational plan 23 @
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1 % 34
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes L2000 3 d
Reviewed by connecting to future classes Bt 2 34
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels fovaad 304 @
Sufficient wait time e 2003 S
Students asked questions L2523 @
Teacher feedback was informative -2 3 % 5
Teacher incorporated student responses -2 3 5
Good rapport with students 2 34 @ :
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL o
Language was understandable 1 3 @ 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear %22 385
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1 3 S
Accent was not distracting @ 22530 4SS
Effective voice quality 1 @ 3 5
Eye contact with students 122 ’ @ 5
Confident & enthusiastic 2 é) 4 5
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1 2 3.4 @
Visual aids can be easily read if used S Gl
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes o203 4 é

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES: :
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) —-rwa Mﬂ,y C&MAVAM.‘/\:CC\&]YM 365& J

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions; less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) [

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1.2 3¢5
Observer 1. Name & Signature @*ﬂ\ﬁv}a A I MM
Observer 2. Name & Signature__ S5 L ’;24 no 7 /W)—'




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed P’TO‘F A N-D V\T’\AAP Programme C N/ \ E}/\(}OX
Name(s) of the Observer 1. 9{}0-( Aﬁ)\\ld&f Fa O
2 _that. Chavaw. S..C
Date of Observation 2 6 / a9 / 1R Class & Course Observed S . \/ H}/ Do Evlﬂqq .

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific Vi 2o -3 4 @
Sufficient variety in supporting information 125003 @ S
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 2 53 -4
Makes students think 1-:2- .3

Instructed related ideas 2. 3 @ 3
Creates interest in the subject matter 12 3. 4 @
ORGANIZATION ;

_ Introduction captured attention 122293 v @
Introduction stated organization 1:0- 2053 §>
Clear organizational plan B RN r’@
Concluded by summarizing main ideas | S PR @
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes . B2 34
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 2 -3 -4
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels Lo 223 .45
Sufficient wait time 1= 2803 é
Students asked questions 1" 7.2 534
Teacher feedback was informative 122 344 @
Teacher incorporated student responses 12903 @
Good rapport with students 1823 g (é

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

@D

bk b ek e
NN@\)@}NN
®>4=- @A-&@h@b
m@l}\(}lmum

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1.2 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 2 5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 132 3 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, posmve feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) 61('0'0 A P%b\t”/m <Ca \/\\/%/" — deaplnd V\V M/\Eﬁ%{/\@d

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc.)

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING g

Observer 1. Name & Signature @* 4 /\ﬂ/{p J‘ g T i

Observer 2. Name & Signature__ < S C/w’v‘a 7




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed P Y'OC md‘ W“ ﬂ A m Programme C \V l E\/\
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P %C (ravade. (( d T (161
' 2_Yorf. Clavan . S.<.
Date of Observation Q':-'T— /@ q/ 1§ Class & Course Observed S V S m = :L

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time
Students asked questions
Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

USE OF MEDIA

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1
Visual aids can be easily read if used 1
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1

[N R SS BN NS T (S B NS I S ]

L@m#h
SRR

Jd ek pud ok ek e
WW W W WWw

P ek ke
WwWWwWwWww

@‘Wh 4:@

NN NN

v v w(0)
@@-@hb

NN NN NN

N@N &Y
W

(39)
ok

T o o T S
U\MMMMM@

(4:.94: PN -b.e-b-

©

SR
W
I
W W

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) MO C‘C'\(‘ [\£ e ,Qujde(.,{., K‘V‘-@w Edg/@ \i_é éf&bfaf .

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) MOC‘GJYCL{',@ C‘u@%ﬁw MWF/\/)%

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING =223 @ S

Observgr 1. Name & Signature ﬂrﬂ VAd & Ny T“

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ <Z« G - / :1’22' a7




* VERBAL /NON-VERBAL

Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

: Name of the Faculty Observed @')’O’F @W) Q Cu f’ H ’“ Programme C j \N bf\%
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P%@ Gravdde .’Y ,

2 %l c.havan ¢ 3.
Date of Observation 28269 z | 8 Class & Course Observed % "" = E) gr **E /A\[TE,

Réting Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific

Sufficient variety in supporting information
Relevancy of main ideas was clear

Makes students think

Instructed related ideas

Creates interest in the subject matter

ORGANIZATION

Introduction captured attention
Introduction stated organization

Clear organizational plan

Concluded by summarizing main ideas
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes
Reviewed by connecting to future classes

INTERACTION

Teacher questions at different levels
Sufficient wait time

Students asked questions

Teacher feedback was informative
Teacher incorporated student responses
Good rapport with students

P i ok ok ok
RN NN RN NN
W W W W WWw W W W WWw

. @D
BED+>
w@ G @@

i G

ok ek e fd ok ek

Pomd e ek ek peed  p—)
<D
'MMMM@L}]

oG Do

NN NN

Language was understandable
Articulation and pronunciation clear
Teacher spoke extemporaneously
Accent was not distracting
Effective voice quality

‘Eye contact with students
Confident & enthusiastic

" USE OF MEDIA

b W hh

e N T W

> S -@

>o @

W (W,

Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 123
Visual aids can be easily read if used 12223 >
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 12 =03 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:-
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) Q'mcl C [@5 C P ( :

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of
examples, etc) (ptosonbe. oo V?a Covmmi (a}m/)

5

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING

_Observer 1. Name & Signature Ga ‘W’(C‘ et 5

Observer 2. Name & Signature <+ < . Cﬁ N O




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

: Name of the Faculty Observed P‘rqu L . PG'T i&/\/ Programme 49 B.Te o (/) [ f 5 E_-)
Name(s) of the Observer 1. [ Cfi' - 7.8 KA\Q‘F&\/
2. D\ V‘s { m\

[
Date of Observation ﬁ [4 S 2-0 w Class & Course Observed < L,\,X Y P\, @ v.C:f

q4:15 -\ ' 14
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent NA not appllcable)

CONTENT

Main ideas are clear and specific 1 2 3 @ S

Sufficient variety in supporting information - 12253 4 @
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 12304 .

. Makes students think 122573 4 ®
Instructed related ideas 19 a ) s
Creates interest in the subject matter oo 200300 @
ORGANIZATION .
Introduction captured attention D @ 45
Introduction stated organization 273 d) @
Clear organizational plan 203 iEe-
Concluded by summarizing main ideas T ®
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes L2208 é)
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 152374
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels o2 =3 @> 5
Sufficient wait time it g v {5
Students asked questions S S T 6 O
Teacher feedback was informative 123 4 @
Teacher incorporated student responses b2 3 -4 (2

~ Good rapport with students 1.0 3 e (8
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable o223 74 @
Articulation and pronunciation clear 7 3400
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 102 3@ S
Accent was not distracting I koo U
Effective voice quality ey Sl R B b
Eye contact with students b2 o3 o@D
Confident & enthusiastic b U3 4 @
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 22 D &5
Visual aids can be easily read if used e @ s
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes L2 (5 -4 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions) : ‘ \
Qo e cla iy G O*\/\"‘D/Q

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) e 4,‘, 4 ¢

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 12 3475 e

Observer 1. Name & Signature Pre 4\' 1\ B {G\jz Yo 7 LQ\‘ 1

Observer 2. Name & Signature___ )y - ™) - A- ?a\h \ Jﬂ/,,




R Holy-wood Academy's
Sﬁ:t;lm Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala
FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET
" Name of the Faculty Observed ?‘5 d"k ; A §5 f \A»Qb M Programme: B e e\ ( fo:)

Name(s) of the Observer 1. _ P~ © & Y. Eorfan
2. b y:u-H 0 m‘ﬁ\

Date of Observation %§/4 ' 20\§ Class & Course Observed CM/’\ S \7\10\()
. { Wi

Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5= excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT '
Main ideas are clear and specific 3 s
Sufficient variety in supporting information ey g 6D
Relevancy of main ideas was clear 1 2 3 4o OB
Makes students think 12 <3 4.8
Instructed related ideas 19 3 -5
Creates interest in the subject matter b 265.53 @~ 5
ORGANIZATION : .

_Introduction captured attention .2 #)y 5
Introduction stated organization 2 3.8 5
Clear organizational plan e e
Concluded by summarizing main ideas AT e T
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes 1 28 4
Reviewed by connecting to future classes 1. 2 +i3 4 @
INTERACTION ‘
Teacher questions at different levels 1o 1 465
Sufficient wait time o273 @5
Students asked questions eegad 3o A )
Teacher feedback was informative 1, 203 4 £0
Teacher incorporated student responses 17,25 ,.3 @ "5
Good rapport with students 28 a8
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL )
Language was understandable L= "3 @ 5
Articulation and pronunciation clear ¥ 2.3 4 6
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 192 “3 4«
Accent was not distracting e e S 1
Effective voice quality AT AN Rl
Eye contact with students 29 3.(3 %
Confident & enthusiastic L2 3 4. 5
USE OF MEDIA

"Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) b8 S 45

" Visual aids ¢an be easily read if used 2.3 @5

Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 19592 - 3 4 @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity provided for Student

questions)
Coca  E Lkwuﬁy deé» cive) a4 dition o) d\vf\w\f\o«m

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) [/
&S

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 722374 .5

Observer 1. Name & Signature Py c<\\ A ' %XLFQJ\/

Observer 2. Name & Signature__ D~.- \J- A - P Cl)ﬁ\




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed p Y éi < A C. Thep ﬁ_q Programme B T<e (’\ Qt[ = >
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P} c‘,an « A * % ‘F <\e %‘\cs/\/
% My ..o B Pedn)

Date of Observation _2.\ [ 9 ’ \8 Class & Course Observed __© (./u;/; : M «ec%’\&g\i{ (J“
0L AT =

Rating Scale (1= very goor, 2= v\veal‘(, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT :
Main ideas are clear and specific t 7.8 s
‘Sufficient variety in supporting information B 203 @D 5
Relevancy of main ideas was clear oo 4 (5
Makes students think 1= B9 g EN
Instructed related ideas 122 3-@& -5
Creates interest in the subject matter o203 @ 5
ORGANIZATION ' :
Introduction captured attention 1 2 3 @ 5
Introduction stated organization V9 Al 5
Clear organizational plan 1 2 3@ 8
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 9. g a0
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes Lo ag i Al
Reviewed by connecting to future classes ) 3 @ 5
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels o3 @S
Sufficient wait time Lo 34 68
Students asked questions s
Teacher feedback was informative 1 =3 3 K6
Teacher incorporated student responses 1 2 3..eh - 5‘\
Good rapport with students o234 @
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable g3 @8
Articulation and pronunciation clear 1--2 3} 4 3
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 1223 @ s
Accent was not distracting £ 2 3@ S
Effective voice quality R e

~ Eye contact with students 23 .8 0§
Confident & enthusiastic Lo 34 @
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) 1.7-.2 € & 5
Visual aids ¢an be easily read if used -2 3 @5
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes fog s g o)

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, positive feedback, opportunity prov1ded for Student

questions) d
B el Mases egudeal eqFed e -€adiing weie

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.) ;
s 4‘ L e

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1723 4_5 P
Observer 1. Name & Signature i % - Abr Eole Lo @

Observer 2. Name & Signature__ D - & - #y - ‘0-’\‘1’(\\ ,CL),__

75 718




Holy-wood Academy's
Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

" Name of the Faculty Observed Py a A H- . p S wW &V Programme B :T—f C(/“ Q\C £ >
Name(s) of the Observer 1. P~ & A . QL \C \ efa

2 Dy . N Pc\“\ \\
Date of Observation [ 9} ]\§ Class & Course Observed Emﬁ/}]’ - f\'\ mf)f\h (
oAT=1: M

Rating Scale (1= very [[)oor, 2 = weak, 3 = average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not applicable)
CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific 17 3l 5
Sufficient variety in supporting information P20 3 4 050
Relevancy of main ideas was clear -2 3 DS
Makes students think 1o o8 4. (5

Instructed related ideas 12 3408
Creates interest in the subject matter Vo2 e A @
ORGANIZATION

_Introduction captured attention 13 @5
Introduction stated organization 12 3 4D
Clear organizational plan 1528 @) 5
Concluded by summarizing main ideas P2l A A5 -8
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes {3 dl e
Reviewed by connecting to future classes e T @
INTERACTION
Teacher questions at different levels R R S
Sufficient wait time =23 % 5
Students asked questions 23 5
Teacher feedback was informative e 2 3 4 5
Teacher incorporated student responses T =2 3 (jj 5
Good rapport with students = i Dok
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable 129 3. (% 3
Articulation and pronunciation clear .72~ 300 5
Teacher spoke extemporaneously - 378 4 5
Accent was not distracting L 273 4.5
Effective voice quality 15908 i
Eye contact with students 2 (3 4 5
Confident & enthusiastic 12 3 @ .
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) {onge8) %0 5
Visual aids can be easily read if used 12 3\ @ 5

- Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 1.72 3) 4 @

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts, posmve feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

§ciuey I R I P e AL
WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples etc.) é\ o %

OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING 1 } /

Observer 1 Name & Signature P Y 0/}\ A B Sié GKO\/V /\5 \ﬁ \\f

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ N ¢ -~ - A~ ? a\"h




X Holy-wood Academy's
Smatlm - Sanjeevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

W & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

FACULTY CLASSROOM OBSERVATION SHEET

 Name of the Faculty Observed P ’Yéé ﬂ S N@ L ‘FW Programme B TQ( 2 (f £ 3
Name(s) of the Observer 1. T Y 6/* EL\ 6 | \Q K\»\_«\/
SIS N VTR T Pcc/h\

Date of Observation 1\/‘ oq J2oig Class & Course Observed D’Yeﬂ}/z,ﬁ by \f\é} ‘\ V) (( ]
(R Ol
Rating Scale (1= very poor, 2r weak, 3 average, 4 = good, 5 = excellent, NA = not apphcable)
CONTENT
Main ideas are clear and specific 2 s
Sufficient variety in supporting information pooss A e
Relevancy of main ideas was clear Progn 3 Al s
Makes students think 123 g 5
Instructed related ideas P o3 d. 5
Creates interest in the subject matter e
ORGANIZATION :
Introduction captured attention 12 0 8
Introduction stated organization -3 @5
Clear organizational plan ool g
Concluded by summarizing main ideas 1025 ~HoL0
Reviewed by connecting to previous classes .00 By
Reviewed by connecting to future classes By =2¢°°3 @ 5
INTERACTION :
Teacher questions at different levels b Ry s
Sufficient wait time iy B
Students asked questions 1 2 3 4 &
Teacher feedback was informative 122723 @ h
Teacher incorporated student responses b2 548
Good rapport with students 152 @F 4 5
VERBAL / NON-VERBAL
Language was understandable g o s
Articulation and pronunciation clear 32 3. 003
Teacher spoke extemporaneously 12 8 Sl A
Accent was not distracting 1.2~ 558 @) =5
Effective voice quality L. 23 74 ®
Eye contact with students b 20 4 e
Confident & enthusiastic 1 2 3 4.5
USE OF MEDIA
Overheads / Chalkboard (content clear & well-organized) bio2eo3 . 0.4 C’)’/
Visual aids can be easily read if used Feiins 30 d G)
Teacher provided an outline / handouts / notes 12 -3 @\/ 5

SPECIAL CLASSIFICATION NOTES:
STRENGTHS: (e.g. use of comparisons & contrasts,. posmve feedback, opportunity provided for Student
questions)

WEAKNESSES: (e.g. unable to answer student questions, less overall topic knowledge, non-relevance of

examples, etc.)

. OVERALL EFFECTIVENESS RATING : 1 2 3 —i) 5 /
Observer 1. Name & Signature Poo }x ¢ A £ f@\e SOV

Observer 2. Name & Signature_ )Y ° \3 A Cx-j‘: }\




Holy Wood Academy's,

Sarjeevan Engineering & Technolgy Institute,Panhala

Department of Automobile Engineering

PEER FEEDBACK RANKING 2016-17 (ODD SEM)

Sr. No.

Name of Staff Rank

Prof. D. G. Bhosale

Prof. S. P. Jadhav

Prof. M. M. Bepari

Pre

. A. P. Bhosale .

‘. S. L. Ghodake

D?’f

Y. A. Ingale

ot D. S. Virkar

. M. A. Patil

O |0 N | |»nn | |[W N |-

.. S.S. Kumbhar

]I |IN|oaojlUu]lsH]|TWIN|ER

*. S. K. Pisal

IR
o

el

. R. A. Thorat

=
o

Pw

Pehorsal. Rui -

——

). G. BRosale Prof. S. P. Jadhav

Auts



Holy Wood Academy's,

Oiva |

Sanjeevan Engineering & Technolgy Institute,Panhala
Department of Civil Engineering
PEER FEEDBACK RANK ANALYSIS 2016-17 (ODD SEM)

Rank Staff Rating Course | Class
scale
1 Prof. S. S. CHAVAN 4.59 | EQ BE ~
2 Prof J. J.GAVADE 4.56 | QSV BE
3 Pro. M. H. MOMIN 4.48 | BCM SE
4 Prof. A. M. MOMIN 4.44 | FM SE
5 Prof. A. C. THOKE 4.37 | DSC| BE
6 Prof. M. H. MOMIN 4.37 | BCE FE
7 Prof. B. M. MOHITE 4.33 | APM FE
8 Prof. E. P. SALOKHE 433 | OT BE
9 Prof. J. S. MEVEKARI 4.30 | NM SE
10 Prof. H. D. BHOSALE 4.22 | WRE | TE
11 Prof. S. A. AGNIHOTRI 4,22 | GTE | TE
12 Prof. H. D. BHOSALE 4.22 | AEG BE
13 Prof. B. M. MOHITE 4.19 | SOM SE
14 Prof J. J.GAVADE 4,15 | SUR SE
15 Prof. J. S. MEVEKARI 4.11 | DSS TE
16 Prof S. M. SHINDE 4.15 | EE | TE
17 Prof. A. M. MOMIN 4.07 | TRE TE
18 Prof. S. A. AGNIHOTRI 3.67 | PMCE BE
18 Prof. A. N. DHENDE 4.00 | AFE BE
20 Prof. A. N. DHENDE 3.19 | BPD TE

Prof : S. S. Chavan
Civil Department

Prof: J.J. Gavade
Civil Department



DATE: 04/09/2016

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE, PANHALA

DEPARTMENT OF COMPUTER SCIENCE AND ENGINEERING

PEER FEEDBACK RANK ANALYSIS 2016-2017 (ODD SEM)

RANK | NAMEOF FACULTY | RATING 1 qupsrCTS | CLASS
SCALE
1 PROF. P.R. KAMBALE 4.77 DMS SE. v\t
2 | PROF. J.B.METKARI 4.59 PL-1 SE.
3 | PROF.S.N.MORE 4.55 DS SE.
4 | PROF. SN.MORE 422 CA TE.
5 | PROF.S.A.BABER 4.18 NT TE.
6 | PROF.M.M.HAJARE 418 ADS B.E.
7 | PROF.J.B.METKARI 4.17 PL-III TE.
8§ | PROF.S.N.MORE 4.14 DC S.E.
9 | PROF.P.L.GAIKWAD 3.96 SP TB
10 | PROF. A.S.BELEKAR 3.92 WT BLE.
Il | PROF.P.L.GAIKWAD 3.77 OOMD TE
12 | PROF.S.B.BHOSALE 3.59 MA B.E.
13 | PROF.M.M.HAJARE 3.50 CG TE.

ROFXR.S.NEJKAR

(PEER FEEDBACK COMMITTEE MEMBER)

ot

PROF.S.B.BHOSALE

H.O.D.(C.8.E.)



Elechncal

PEER FEDBACK RANK ANALYSIS
MARKS
Sr. DATE OF OBTAINE | SECURED
No. FACULTY NAME REVIEW SUBJECT DOUTOF| RANK
FIVE

1 |Prof. P. B. Gurav 16/9/2016 |A.C. Machines (T.E.) 4.25 5 it
2 |Prof. A.P. Redekar 19/9/2016 |Control System - II (T.E.) 4.88 1 L1
3 |Prof. S.M. Patil 19/9/2016 |[FACTS (B.E.) 3.14 13

4 |Prof. Nitin Revdekar | 20/9/2016 |Electrical Technology (S.E - B) 3.33 12

5 |Prof. Y.R. Naik 20/9/2016 |PQH (B.E.) 4.78 2

6 |Prof. D.R. Shelar 20/9/2016 |Power System - II (T.E.) 3.46 9

7 |Prof. S.M. Patil 26/9/2016 | Analog Electronics (S.E.) 3.37 11

8 |Prof. D.R. Shelar 26/9/2016 |Economics for Engineers (B.E.) 3.74 8

9 |Prof. P.P. Kulkarni 27/9/2016 [MIT (S.E.) 4.59 3

10 |Prof. A. M. Bhandare | 28/9/2016 |Signal & Systems (T.E.) 4.22 6

11 |Prof. P. G. Bendare 29/9/2016 |Electrical Engg. Materials (S.E.) 3.07 14

12 |Prof D.S. Virkar 29/9/2016 |Electrical Technology (S.E - Auto) 3.44 10

13 |Prof. P. B. Gurav 30/9/2016 |Electrical Technology (S.E - A) 4.55 4

14 |Prof. A.P. Redekar 3/10/2016 |Basic Electrical Engg. (F.E.) 4.55 4

15 |Prof. M.B. Sutar 3/10/2016 |Microcontroller (T.E.) 4.11 7

16 |Prof. V.T. Metkari Not Conducted

17 |Prof. N. S. Jadhav Not Conducted

Name of Observer :-
Mr. V.T. Metkari - KXV AL

Mr. N.S. Jadhav -(@pﬁ:
v/ér\:\/myé/

-7
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Holy-wood Academy, Kolhapur's

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

SANIEFYAN ENCINEERING Sanjeevan Knowledge City, Somwar Peth- Injole, Panhala, Tal. Panhala, Dist. Kolhapur Pin- 416 201 (MS.)
e Phone : Dept: 0231- 2686613, PBX : 0231 - 2686600,Fax : 0231 - 2686629

® Approved By AICTE - New Delhi w Recognized by Govt. of Maharashtra & DTE w Affiliated to Shivaji University, Kolhapur

Website : www.seti.edu.in  Email : principal@seti.edu.in / office@seti.edu.in
DEPARTMENT OF ELECTRONICS & TELE COMMUNICATION ENGINEERING

.- PEER FEEDBACK RANK ANALYSIS REPORT

Name of Faculty Rank
Ms. P. Y. Bhosale 1 NV
Mr. S. N. Shinde .
Mr. V. S. Mane 3
Ms. S. S. Lad 4
Mr. C. M. Gaikwad 5
Ms. P. U. Mohite 6
o Mrs. T. T. Mobhite Patil 7
Mr. S. V. Vanmore 8
Ms. M. B. Sutar 9
Ms. P. B. Shikalagar 10
Mr. S. A. Maske 11
Mr. C. R. Dongarsane 12

g ) wv\,-f“'
@ %Ae ¢ %f Vvv

Prof. S. N. Shinde Prof. P. Y. Bhosale Prof. V. S. Mane
i PEER feddback committee members E&Tc Dept. HOD E&Tc Dept.



Holy-wood Academy's

eevan Engineering and Technology Institute, Panhala

Department of Mechanical Engineering

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING

NN & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

PEER FEEDBACK ANALYSIS 2016-17 (ODD SEM)

Rank Name of Faculty Course & Class ( (I;:tﬁor}gs)

1 Prof.R.S.Kulkarni HMT (TE-A) 4.77

2 Prof.P.S.Atigre TQM (BE-A) 4.59

3 Prof.S.B.Deshmukh FM (SE-B) 4.57

4 Prof.V.H.Deokar MSD (BE-A) 4.57

5 Prof.G.C.Koli FEA (BE-A) 4.55 ©
6 Prof.A.T.Bhosale TOM-II (TE-A) 4.55

7 Prof.V.V.Vanmore AE (BE-A) 4.53

8 Prof.U.S.Ghorapade MD-I (TE-A) 4.51

9 Prof.D.V.Patil FM (SE-A) 4.5 A
10  |Prof. A.B.Chavan FE (BME) 4.5

11 |Prof.S.P.Nangare RAC (BE-B) 4.48
12 |Prof. A.A Katkar ATD (SE-B) 4.44
13 |Prof. Tharkar FE (EG) 4.44

14  |Prof.S.J.Patil HMT (TE-B) 4.4

15 |Prof.A.N.Naik ME (TE-A) 439
16  |Prof.R.U.Urunkar TOM-II (TE-B) 433
17 |Prof.A.S.Katkar ME (TE-B) 4.32
18 Prof.A.S.Shelake MD-I (TE-B) 4.32
19 |Prof.V.D.Thorat - META (SE-A) 4.2

20 Prof.S.G.Arvindkumar RAC (BE-A) 4.15
21  |Prof.R.M.Topugade CE (TE-A) ¢ 4
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Holy Wood Academy's,
Sanjeevan Engineering & Technolgy Institute,Panhala
Department of General Engineering
PEER FEEDBACK OVERALL RATING SUMMERY 2016-17 (ODD SEM)
05™ Oct 2016
Sr. ; Overall | Average :
Conducted Date Time Course & Class Name of Staff . . Ranking
No. Rating rating
1| 03/102016 LI | g (RED Prof. Dr. V. A. Patil | 4.48 4.48 e
: 04.15 pm
}?}22}; EM-III(ELE.) 4.07
04/10/2016 : T
2 2.15pm- 1 e vy ol S Lavate 4.11 422 g
3.15 pm
03/10/2016 12.30pm- | gy rprv By 4.48
1.30 pm
3 103/102016 | >P™ | pyypy Prof.D.B.Shirgaonkar | 4.18 4.18 31
04.15 pm
23/09/2016 10-15am=\ gyt 11 (Mech.B) 4.19
11.15 am
4 | 22/09/2016 }?}ga;“n EM-I (FE A) Prof. Ni. G. Khan 4.15 4.11 5
22/09/2016 | 2-13P™ | prnpn (Mech.A) 4.00
3.15 pm
\\
30/09/2016 }?;ga;;] PC (FE B) 4.19
5 =T Prof. A. L. Koli 4.15 4
4/10/2 -1 2P
04/10/2016 04.15 pm | PC FEB) 4.11
30092016 | 213Pm- 1 pnr i ETO) 4.30
. 3.15 pm
6  |04/102016 | 1130am- 1y peqpy Prof V. B. Patil 4.07 4.07 6"
T 12.30 pm
27/09/2016 | 3-13P™ B (Auto) 3.84
4.15pm
!./i

Prof. Dr. V. A. Patil



Presentation on CO, PO attainment by NAAC Cell



Holy-wood Academy, Kolhapur's
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Date: 10/10/2016

Circular

All the faculty are hereby informed to attend the presentation on “CO, PO attainment”.
The presentation will be delivered by NAAC Cell.

Date:17/10/2016
Time: 10.00 a.m. onwards
Venue: Seminar Hall (old Drawing Hall)

HOD should make sure that all the faculty and staff of the department should attend the
same without fail.

MM —

Prof, RS Ku Kulkarni Dr.GV Mu@und
NAAC Chief Coordinator Principal




Session on CO-PO attainment by SETI NAAC CELL

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

SANJEEVAN KNOWLEDGE CITY, SOMWAR PETH, PANHALA
Teaching Staff Attendance List

Sr. No. Name of Faculty Designation | Signature
Dr. Mulgund Gopal V. Principal

-1 k
T 5
ke

1

2 Mr. Kulkarni Raghunath Sudhakar Associate Professor

3 Ms. Mohite-Patil Tejashri Tanajirao Associate Professor

4 Mr. Sringeri Arvindkumar Ganeshaiah Associate Professor

5 Mr. Ghodake Shivaji Laxman Associate Professor | £¥%=_.

i Mr. Jadhav Sharad Tukaram Associate Professor

7 Mr.Salokhe Ekanath Pandurang Assist. Professor

8 Mr. Jadhav Sachin Parshuram Assist. Professor ‘iimﬁ:

9 |Mr, Chavan Shrivallabh Sarjerao Assist. Professor | e\ .
10 [Mr. Ingavale Ranjit Anantrao Physical Director |

11 Mr. Naik Abhijit Narayanrao Assist, Professor

12 [Mr. Koli Gajanan Chandrashekhar Assist. Professor | /o )——
13 [Mr. Deshmukh Sardar Balaso Assist. Professor | _ e -
14  |Mr. Khebudkar Aditya Kiran Assist. Professor

15  |Mr. Mane Vikas Shivaji Assist, Professor e

16 |Mr. Shinde Sagar Maruti Assist, Professor ; KLL\

17 |Miss, Lavate Suparna Jaysingrao Assist. Professor

18 |Mr. Nangare Sudhir Pandurang Assist. Professor

19 |Mr. Vanmore Swapnil Vasantrao Assist. Professor |~ 95>
20 [Mr. Thoke Amit Chandraprakash Assist. Professor |~

21 |Mr. Vanmore Vinod Vasantrao Assist. Professor ﬁ:ﬁﬁf/
22 Mr. Katkar Ajit Ashok Assist. Professor T <y

23 |Ms. Bhosale Poonam Yuvraj Assist. Professor Mﬂ :
24 |Mr. Bhosale Digvijay Gajanan Assist. Professor @anulg_:’r_
25 |Mr. Landge Pramod Shivaji Assist. Professor | £/ /]~
26 |Mr. Deokar Vinayak Hindurao Assist, Professor ¥

27 |Mr. Mohite Bajirao Mahadeo Assist. Professor ﬁﬁ_';"fi-"n
28 |Mr. Dongarsane Chetan Rajan Assist, Professor | (g W\O——
29  |Mr. Mevekari Jabbar Siraj Assist. Professor | )

30 [Mr, Gavade Jagadish Jyotiba Assist. Professor "Wﬂ‘f"f—"
3i Mr. Kamble Pravin Rau Assist. Professor )

32 Mr. Sameer Avinash Agnihotri Assist. Professor ‘M i
33 |Mr. Bepari Muzammil Mehabub Assist. Professor “@ﬁﬂ
34  |Mr. Dhende Abhideep N . Assist. Professor

35  |Mr. Naik Yogesh Ramchandra Assist., Professor \ﬂ__l:Jy_Jlt;—-
36 |Mr. Pisal Sachin Krishnath Assist. Professor Eﬁ
37 |Mr. Metkari Vishal Tukaram Assist. Professor

38  |Mr. Bhandare Arvind Madhukar Assist. Professor | AfF—

39 |Mr. Jadhav Nilesh Sharad Assist. Professor w




[4

40 Mr. Virkar Dipak Subhash Assist. Professor ’@Q‘zy

41 Mr. Patil Pratik Ashok Assist. Professor | A5

42 Mr. Shinde Suraj Neminath Assist. Professor | =W, 1~

43 Mr. Bhosale Amrut Pandurang Assist. Professor <r\:"‘2,§

4 Mr. Atigre Pravin Shivaji Assist. Professor

45 Mr. Gawali Yogesh Darshan Assist. Professor

46 Mrs. Awalekar Varsha Dattatray Assist. Professor

47  |Mr. More Sunil Nandkumar Assist. Professor

48 Ms. Khan Nasreen Gulabsab Assist. Professor |

49  |Ms. Khan Nilofer Gulabsab Assist. Professor W

50  |Mr. Bhosale Hemantkumar Dhondiram Assist. Professor Wﬂt&:

51  |[Miss Momin Anarkali Majid Assist. Professor W :
52 Mr. Kulkarni Prasad Pradeep Assist. Professor

53 Ms. Lad Sneha Sanjay ‘ Assist. Professor

54 Mr. Hajare Mangesh Mhalu Assist. Professor 2

55  |Ms. Gaikwad Priyanka Lahu Assist. Professor (/é*;%?/)

56 |Mr. Patil Vishal Arun Assist. Professor ‘Q‘\;‘:\ e

57 Mr. Belekar Amol Sambhaji Assist. Professor

58 Mr. Gurav Pramod Balu Assist. Professor W

59  |Mr. Shirgaonkar Deepak Bhupal Assist. Professor ‘

60  |Mr. Momin Mohammad Iliyas Hidaytulla | Assist. Professor _-=4k—— 2

61 Mr. Ingale Yogesh Ashok Assist. Professor

62  |Mr. Bhosale Abhijeet Tanajirao Assist. Professor WM

63 Mr. Bhosale Sachin Vishwas Assist. Professor

64  |Mr. Hogade Ganesh Balkrishna Assist. Professor

65 Mr. Pandav Prashant Annaso Assist. Professor

66  |Mr. Patil Manik Anandrao Assist. Professor @?’

67 Mr. Rahul Sukumar Nejkar Assist. Professor _@(\}-"—‘

68  |Mr. Chavan Amol B Assist. Professor @-wa/

69 Mr. Patil Shripad Pralhad Assist. Professor il%é )

70 [Mrs. Mohite Prajakta Umesh Assist. Professor ' W=

71 Mrs.Kandgaonkar Manisha Rajendra Assist. Professor WEGMWQM

72 Mr. Khairnar Yogesh Suresh Assist. Professor )

73 Mr. Patil Dhananjay Vasantrao Assist. Professor -+ ’%’

74 |Mr. Gaikwad Chetan Madhukar Assist. Professor .

75 |Mr. Urunkar Rahul Uday Assist. Professor /‘Z}\i@{

76 |Mr. Patil Sachin Ramgonda Assist. Professor J

77 Mr. Kumbhar Sunil Shashikant Assist. Professor

78  |Mr. Shelke Amit Subhash Assist. Professor /&\Tﬁ‘é

79 Mr. Metkari Jagannath Bapu Assist. Professor & ,“AAL

80 [Mr. Bannenvar Appasaheb Shivappa Assist. Professor \JI,: .

81 Mr. Redekar Abhijeet Prakash Assist. Professor M;M}’

82 Mr. Desai Sumit Suresh Assist. Professor o




™

\

83 Mr. Babar Samrat Ashok Assist. Professor @bﬁ»«

84  |Mr. Desai Amitkumar Tanaji Assist. Professor W—a
85 Mr. Padghan Pavan R. Assist. Professor

86  |Dr. Badkar Durdhundi Savanta Assist. Professor | f\

87  |Mr. Vasagade Vijay Ganpéti Assist. Professor \&\\N\/
88  |Mr. Sankagol Laxman K. Assist. Professor .

89  |Mr. Davande Vaibhav Manik Assist. Professor

90 Ms. Shikalgar Parvin Balechand Assist. Professor

91  |Mr. Katkar Amol Shivajirao Assist. Professor |\ ‘
92 Mr. Jadhav Hrishikesh Kishor Assist. Professor [~ A
93 Mr. Shelar Deepak Ramesh Assist. Professor ,%L\\f@

94 Mr. Maske Sandeep Appasaheb Assist. Professor

95 Mr. Bhandare Vikas Sukhdev Assist. Professor J—s=F/=4
96 Mr. Kumbhar Vinod Bhimrao Assist. Professor

97  |Ms. Bendre Pallavi Gajanan Assist. Professor /%Hf"‘ ‘
98  |Ms. Patil Akshta Ajitkumar Assist. Professor | m




One Day workshop on NAAC Preprations by Dr. V.V.Karjinni



Date: 08/11/2016

To,
Dr.V.V.Karjinni,
Principal,
KIT, Kolhapur.
Dear Sir,
On behalf of the faculty and management, we request you to share your rich
experience by delivering a talk on NAAC prep‘aration for our faculty members on 10"
November, 2016.

Hope you accept our invitation & oblige

Thanking you,

Yours Truly,

%4

Dr. G. V. Mulgund

Principal,

SETI Panhala



H Holy-wood Academy, Kolhapur's

ﬁ@érl SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY INSTITUT|

~ Sanjeevan Knowledge City, Somwar Peth- Injole, Panhala, Tal. Panhala, Dist. Kolhapur

EEm——— 2 TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE |

Pin- 416 201. (Maharashtra) Phone : 0231 - 2686600, 21 Fax: 0231 - 2686629
] Approved By AICTE - New Delhi = Recogmzed by Govt. of Maharashtra & DTE w Affiliated to Shivaji University, Kolhapt

Website : www.seti.edu.in Email : principal@seti.edu.in / office@seti.edu.in W

Date — 10" November, 2016

NAAC : Mock Visit Schedule

N
Sr. No. Department Time
1 Office 1.30 p.m.
2 Automobile 1.45 p.m.
3 Mechanical 2.00 p.m.
4 Workshop 2.15 p.m.
5 Library 2.30 p.m.
6 E&TC 2.45 p.m.
7 CSE 3.00 p.m.
8 Electrical 3.15 p.m.
9 General Engg 3.30 p.m.
10 Civil 3.45 p.m.

Meetings Schedule

Staff Meeting 4.00 p.m.
HOD/IQAC Meeting 4.20 p.m.
Principal Meeting 4.40 p.m.
Management Meeting 4.55 p.m.

{%/

IQAC Coordinator




Holy-wood Academy, Kolhapur's
SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

SAIVEEVAN ENGINEENIG Sanjeevan Knowledge City, Somwar Peth- injole, Panhala, Tal. Panhala, Dist. Kolhapur- 416 201
ERSNEEE 2 TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE
Phone : 0231 - 2686623 /24 /28 Fax : 02328 - 235241 Mobile : 9545451966, 9545453831

® Approved By AICTE - New Delhi ® Recognized by Govt. of Maharashtra & DTE = Affiliated to Shivaji University, Kolhapur

Website : www.seti.edu.in  Email : principal@seti.edu.in / office@seti.edu.in

Date: 08 /11/2016

Notice

All Staff are hereby informed to attend one day program on NAAC Preparation
has been scheduled 10 Nov 2016.

The presentation will be delivered by Dr. V. V.Karginni, Principal KITKolhapur.
Time: 10 onwards
Venue: Seminar Hall.

Note: Attendance is Mandatory.

/\\){VSJ\// S
Prof. R. S.Kulkarni Dr. G. V. Mulgund
NAAC Chief Coordinator Principal



NAAC Preparation
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Date: 10/11/2016
To,
Dr.V.V.Karjinni,
Principal,

KIT, Kolhapur.

Dear Sir,

Season’s Greetings!

On behalf of the faculty and management, [ ex'press my deep sense of
gratitude for your valuable inputs to us on the eve of “One Day Workshop on NAAC
Preparation” conducted at our institute on 10/11/2016. We are looking forward with ,>

~

your association in future too.

Once again thank you for sparing your valuable time and guiding us.

Thanking you,

Yours Truly,
G

Dr. G. V. Mulgund

~

Principal,

SETI Panhala




Workshop on Stress Management
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Date: 20/12/2016

Notice

All Staff are hereby informed to attend one day program on Stress Management has

been scheduled 24 Dec 2016.

The presentation will be delivered by Dr. Nilesh Charape/National Education.
Time: 10 onwards

Venue: Seminar Hall.

Note: Attendance is Mandatory.

%}7_ ‘/Q"%VQ'
Prof. RS. Kulkarni Dr. G. V. Mulgund

NAAC Chief Coordinator Principal



Stress Management
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NATIONAL EDUCATION

; : *Plot No0.170,House No0.356,Opp.Nandaji Mandir
Regd. No. 11-91-1413 Near Lendra Park, New Ramdaspeth, Nagpur-10

INTRODUCTION LETTER

Date: 06-12-2016
To,
Dr. Mulgunde Sir,
Principal,
Sanjeevan Engineering & Technology Institute,
Kolhapur.

Sub: Towards a “Medicine Free-Life” & “Stress Management” ( An
AlternativeTreatment Concept ) To improve working efficiency & mental health.

Respected Sir/Mam,

National Education is an organization promoting an Alternative Treatment
Concept by conducting a health Programme in various Govt. Offices, schools,
Colleges, Banks and Factories & Corporate Offices, regarding health
consciousness, with a view to create awareness of an Alternative Treatment
Concept.

With the advancement of science and technology, the life of individuals
have become much more complex than yester years, exposing you to various
health hazards like Blood Pressure, Spondylities, Asthma, Acidity, Lower
Backache, Upper Backache, Arthritis, Migraine, Diabetes (Sugar), Improper
Blood Circulation and Cardiac Problems etc.

How to scope up with the complexities of life and get away from diseases
and medicine as far as possible.

We will organize Seminar (Lecture cum Demonstration) on Alternative ways
of treatments like Morning Walk, Herbal Treatments, Magnetic Therapy,
Yogasanas, pranayamas, Physical and Mental Exercises in various institutions. The
duration will be about One and half hours and free of cost.

In today’s hard and fast life this Lecture cum Demonstration will be very
beneficial for your staff.

So, kindly arrange the Lecture/ Demonstration for the benefit of your office staff
members.

Convenient Date:- 12th /13th of Dec 2016

Ph.No0:0712-2440272 /2440050
Yours truly
Dr. Ashwini
09225220079
National Education



FREE HEALTH SEMINAR

BY: NATIONAL EDUCATION
COMPLETE HEALTH SOLUTIONS

Information about National Education

National Education being a reputed organization in the field of Naturopathy has conducted many
Seminars’/Demonstration throughout INDIA.

This Seminar is very much beneficial to official staff those who do continuous sitting job work & because
of this they face problems like Spondylities, Arthritis, Migraine, Diabetes, High B.P., Cardiac Disorders etc.

How to eradicate all these diseases without taking any type of allopathy medicine, with the help of
Naturopathy will be the main aim of this Seminar/Demonstration.

This Seminar would be based on Alternative Treatment Concept like Morning walk, Yogasanas,
Pranayamas, Acupressure, Magnetic therapy and some sort of Herbal therapy which general Official staff can
practice each & every therapy practically at their home only.

National Education and Charitable Trust both being a part of National Yoga Trust run by Nirmala Bai
Devi(social worker) conducts health awareness programme in various Govt offices, Schools, Colleges, Banks,
Factories & Private Sector Offices with a view to create awareness of Alternative Treatment Concept
(Naturopathy).

The duration of this Lecture/Demonstration would be Two hours and this Lecture/Demonstration is
absolutely Free of Cost for staff members. The only infrastructure required will be the sitting arrangement for
your staff members collectively.

This Seminar would be in 3 parts:- -
e ] Stress Management . ———A
2. Medicine Free Life.
Health awareness is an area which is important for everyone irrespective of his
Profession




3. Life Style Disorders.

v How to avoid sudden death
Now days people are facing sudden due to heart attack and brain ~ hamoehrrage at the age of 40-45-50
years. This sudden death can be avoided. We will discuss on how to avoid it.

v" Blood pressure
Due to blood pressure there is fair chance of paralysis and brain strokes. This situation can be avoided.
We will discuss on how to do it.

v' Diabetes
Diabetes is the mother of many diseases. How to prevent it and what precautions one can take to avoid
or control it.

v" Spondylities /Arthritis

People are getting frustrated due to pain because if these problems. We will discuss of pain
management and how to tackle such type of problems.

v' Life style Disorders
Now days generally people live their life according to the need of the family and society or according to
as per the requirement of their organization where they work professionally and therefore they fail to
live the lifestyle as per the requirement of their body. Hence, they face many health hazards called Life
style disorders. We will discuss on how to design Life style which is favorable to your body.

v’ Stress Management
Stress is not the disease. It is a tired state of mind. As it is not the disease normally there is no medicine
to control stress. Hence
Stress Management is very important. “Controlling the Stress without using any medicine is called

Health awareness Is an area which is important for everyone irrespective of his
Profession




Stress Management.” We will discuss on method of Stress Management and how to control stress in our day to

day life

Each and every part will include preventive as well as curative measures based on Naturopathy. The basic aim
of this seminar will be to motivate staff members to practice Naturopathy in routine life & solve their health
related problems without using Medicines. So kindly arrange for this lecture/demonstration for benefit of

your staff members.

Below is the list of some reputed organizations where we have conducted this

seminar/demonstration:-

Oil & Natural Gas Corporation Ltd. (ONGC)
installation throughout India. (Hazira plant)

Indian Space Research Organization. (ISRO)

Rexroth Bosch

Ordanance factories in Pune, Nagpur,
Chandrapur, Kanpur.

Asarwa Mills

Anup Engineering Ltd.

Vishal Fabrics Pvt. Ltd. (Chiripal Group of
Company)

All 7 Nuclear Atomic Power Stations (including
Trombay Atomic Power in Mumbai.)

Durgapur Steel Plant, Bokaro Steel Plant etc.

Office of the Prohibition & Excise Directorate.

Labour Commissioner Office.

Forensic Science Laboratory

Harsha Engineering Ltd ABM Steels Ltd
Gujarat State Petroleum Corporation Ltd. Gujarat State Civil Supplies Corporation Ltd.
(GSPQ).

Anti Corruption Bureau

Bharat Sanchar Nigam Ltd. (BSNL).

Pawan Hans Helicopters Ltd.

Bhilai Steel Plant.

34. Sesa Goa.

Wokhardt. TVS, Chennai

Ashok Leyland Indian Airlines

NALCO, BALCO,

MALCO HAL,

Finolex, Wockhardt Ltd,

DRDO, Power Grid

More than 50 Cement Companies In India. Banks Like RBI, SBI,BOI,PNB,IOB,CBI etc.
NTPC

Health awareness is an area which Is important for everyone irrespective of his

Profession




Jindal Steel Ltd at angul, Barbil. Bhushan Power & Steel Ltd, Khopoli.

More then ten plant of GAIL(India) Limited. More than Twenty Ordenance Factories.
Bharat Petroleum Corporation Ltd, Mumbai. Hindustan Petroleum corporation Ltd, Mumbai.
Facor Steel. Prakash Industries.

Gammon India Ltd. MOIL,Nagpur.

NHDC ,Bhopal. Lloyds Steel, Wardha.

Bhushan Steel Ltd, Sambhalpur(Orissa) Pradhan Steel & Power Ltd, Bhubaneswar.
Gandhinagar TPS. Tata Steel Plant, Seraikela, jagadalpur

Giral Lignite Power Plant, Tamilnadu. Chitranjan Locomotives

In Delhi we have done the Seminars in Reputed Organizations like

Ministry of Defence, Dept. of Tax & Trades, Delhi Development Authority, Steel Authority of India Ltd.,
Villigance Dept., Reserve Bank Of India, Bank Of Baroda, State Bank of India, Balmer & Lawries, Indian Oil,
Ranbaxy, Central Water Commission, National Fertilizers Ltd., National Dairy Development Board etc..
[Type a quote from the document or the summary of an interesting point. You can position the text box anywhere in the
document. Use the Text Box Tools tab to change the formatting of the pull quote text box.]

For more details:
Please Contact:

Dr. Ashwini (GM Admin)
National Education, Nagpur
Ph: 0712-2440050/2440272

Mb: +91- 9225220079

NATUROPATHY'’S [
6 SECRETS TO LASTING
HEALTH & STRESS
FREE LIFE -~
R —— —

. Health awareness is an area which is important for everyone irrespective of his
Profession




IQAC Formation
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Circular

Date: 01/09/2015

As per prerequisite of NAAC, Internal Quality Assurance System (IQAS) has to be initiated for
which Internal Quality Assurance Cell (IQAC) for our institute is formed. This Cell should work
as per the guidelines of NAAC in coordination with Principal and NAAC coordinators. The
IQAC should start its functioning with immediate effect.

The Internal Quality Assurance Cell (IQAC) is structured as under

Sr. Name Department & Designation IQAC position
No.
1. | Dr. G.V.Mulgund Principal Chairperson
2 Shri. N.R. Bhosale Joint Secretary Manageme.nt
Representative
3. | Dr. V.V. Karjini Principal, KIT Society representative
4. | Prof. P.P.Kulkarni Assistant Professor, Electrical Engg. Coordinator, IQAC
5. | Prof. V.H. Deokar Assistant Professor, Mechanical Engg. Member
6. | Prof. D.V. Patil Assistant Professor, Mechanical Engg. Member
7. | Prof.D.G. Bhosale Assistant Professor, Automobile Engg. Member
8. | Prof.A.N. Dhende Assistant Professor, Civil Engg. Member
9. e Assistant Professor, Member
Prof. C.R. Dongarsane Electronics & Telecommunication Engg.
10. . Assistant Professor, -
Prof. P.S. Landge Computer Science & Engg. Membel
11.| Mr. P. P.Pawar Alumnus Member
Mr. Nikhil Katkar
12.| Mr. H.S. Ghodake Student Member
Mr. B.R. Sharma
7 : N\,:;/“”' - _ /Quw%} '
NAAC-Chief coordinator Principa

Prof. R.S.Kulkarni

Dr. G.V.Mulgund
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year — 2015-16, Semester — |

Date of Meeting: 03.09.2015
The meeting of IQAC members is held at Principals cabin on 03.09.2015.

Members present

Dr. G.V. Mulgund Prof. P.P.Kulkarni
Prof. S.L. Ghodake Prof. V.H. Deokar
Prof. B.M. Mohite Prof. D.V. Patil

Prof. S.T. Jadhav Prof.D.G. Bhosale
Prof. J.B. Metkari Prof.A.N. Dhende
Prof. Dr. D.S. Badkar Prof. C.R. Dongarsane
Prof. M.R. Kandgaonkar Prof. P.S. Landge
Prof. Dr. V.A. Patil

The following points were discussed:

Introduction of IQAC members and explaining duties and responsibilities of IQAC.
Introduction of coordinators and explaining duties and responsibilities of coordinators.
Academic review taken for completion of syllabus and unit test results and its analysis is

discussed.
4. Lecture plan preparation including the COs and POs are decided for the coming semester.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. G. V. Mulgund by giving

vote of thanks.

Prot P.P. Kulkarni Prof. R".‘Smm Dr. G.V‘.**f(/lU!gund
IQAC Coordinator NAAC Chief Coordinator Chairperson IQAC
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year —2015-16, Semester — |l

Date of Meeting: 14.12.2015

The meeting of IQAC members is held at Principals cabin on 14.12.2015 at 02.30 pm.

Members present:

Dr. G.V. Mulgund Prof. P.P.Kulkarni
Prof. S.L. Ghodake Prof. V.H. Deokar
Prof. B.M. Mohite Prof. D.V. Patil

Prof. V.S. Mane ' Prof.D.G. Bhosale
Prof. J.B. Metkari Prof.A.N. Dhende
Prof. Dr. D.S. Badkar Prof. C.R. Dongarsane
Prof. M.R. Kandgaonkar Prof. P.S. Landge

The following points were discussed:

1.

Review of last meeting taken by reading and discussing the minutes of meeting held on
03.09.2015.

Criteria wise allotment is done for NAAC SSR preparation. ,

List of files required for NAAC is made available by NAAC coordinators and circulated to all
criteria heads for SSR preparation.

Academic calendar of the institute for second semester is finalised.

Subject distribution for the second semester for all departments is finalized and the
prepared time table is approved.

Preparation of NAAC work review is taken and the doubts are cleared after dicsussion.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. G. V. Mulgund by giving

vote of thanks.

B o e

Prof. P.P. Kulkarni Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Dr. G\M~AMulgund
IQAC Coordinator NAAC Chief Coordinator ' Chairperson IQAC
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year — 2015-16, Semester — I

Date of Meeting: 24.03.2016

The meeting of IQAC members is held at Board Room on 24.03.2016 at 02.30 pm.

Members present:

Wr. G.V. Mulgund Prof. P.P.Kulkarni
Prof. S.L. Ghodake Prof. V.H. Deokar
Prof. B.M. Mohite Prof. D.V. Patil
Prof. V.S. Mane Prof.D.G. Bhosale
Prof. Dr. V.A. Patil Prof.A.N. Dhende

ﬂof. Dr. D.S. Badkar Prof. C.R. Dongarsane

| Prof. J. B. Metkari Prof. P.S. Landge

The following points were discussed:

1. Review of last meeting taken by reading and discussing the minutes of meeting held on

_ 14.12.2015.

2 Discussions on the industrial visits required by each and every program are done and visits if
required are to be carried out as per academic calendar is discussed and finalised.

3. Unit test question paper should be also provided with the COs and POs is discussed and
finalised.

4. The number of unit test to be taken by each department is discussed and finalised.

5. Project presentations for the students are to be taken as per department calendar and
based on rubrics given by Chairperson IQAC.

6. Preparation of NAAC work review is taken and the doubts are cleared after discussion and

SSR writing is to be initiated.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. G. V. Mulgund by giving

vote of thanks.

)L
Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Dr. G.V¥ulgund

Prof. P.P. Kulkarni
IQAC Coordinator NAAC Chief Coordinator Chairperson IQAC
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year — 2016-17, Semester — |

Date of Meeting: 02.06.2016 ‘
The meeting of IQAC members is held at Board Room on 02.06.2016 at 02.30 pm.

Members present:

Dr. G.V. Mulgund Prof. P.P.Kulkarni

Prof. S.L. Ghodake Prof. V.H. Deokar

Prof. Dr. V.A. Patil Prof. D.V. Patil

Prof. V.S. Mane Prof.D.G. Bhosale

Prof. J.B. Metkari Prof.A.N. Dhende

Prof. Dr. D.S. Badkar Prof. C.R. Dongarsane
Prof. P.S. La'ndge

The following points were discussed:

1. Review of last meeting taken by reading and discussing the minutes of meeting held on
24.03.2016. o

Academic calendar of the institute preparation and finalisation is completed.

Subject distribution is finalised for all programmes.

Faculty requirement for all programmes for the academic year is discussed and finalised.

oW

The events curricular as well as extracurricular are discussed and to be organised as per the
programme calendar is discussed and finalised.
6. Time table preparation and finalisation to be done by each and every program in the coming

week is finalised.
7. The assessment requirements of faculty for university CAP work is discussed and the
assessment of the concerned courses if required to be completed before commencement of

the.academic semester is discussed and finalised.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. G. V. Mulgund by giving

vote of thanks.

Prof. P.P. Kulkarni Prof. RS, Kulkarni Dr. G.%Mulgund

IQAC Coordinator NAAC Chief Coordinator Chairperson IQAC
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year — 2016-17, Semester — |

Date of Meeting: 16.09.2016
The meeting of IQAC members is held at Principal cabin on 16.09.2016 at 02.30 pm.

Members present:

f Dr. G.V. Mulgund Prof. P.P.Kulkarni
LProf. S.L. Ghodake Prof. V.H. Deokar
Prof. Dr. V.A. Patil Prof. D.V. Patil
Prof. V.S. Mane Prof.D.G. Bhosale
Prof. S.B. Bhosale Prof.A.N. Dhende
Prof. B.M. Mohite Prof. C.R. Dongarsane
| Prof. P.S. Landge

The following points were discussed:

1. Review of last meeting taken by reading and discussing the minutes of meeting held on
02.06.2016.
Review of unit test results are taken and corrective actions were discussed and finalised.
Presentation of seminar and internship / industrial training reports for the students to be
scheduled and conducted by appointing panel of faculties including guides.

4. Syllabus completion review taken and corrective actions required if any are discussed and
finalised.

5. The course files are to be prepared as per the guidelines of IQAC and the earlier suggestions
given by Programme Audit Committee (PAC) discussed and finalised.

6. The specimen forms for academic Support are prepared by IQAC and approved in the
meeting.

7. Continuous Internal Evaluation (CIE) of the students is done and the final term work marks
are too allotted to the students based on CIE only.

8. Submission and final evaluation of term work is discussed and finalised.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. G. V. Mulgund by giving

[T

Prof. P.P. Kulkarni ~ Prof. R.S. Kulkarni "Mulgund
IQAC Coordinator NAAC Chief Coordinator Chairperson IQAC

vote of thanks.
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year —2016-17, Semester — ||

Date of Meeting: 22.12.2016
The meeting of IQAC members is held at Principal cabin on 22.12.2016 at 02.30 pm.

Members present:

Dr. G.V. Mulgund Prof. S.B. Deshmukh
Prof. S.L. Ghodake Prof. V.H. Deokar
Prof. Dr. V.A. Patil Prof. D.V. Patil

Prof. V.S. Mane Prof.D.G. Bhosale
Prof. S.B. Bhosale Prof.A.N. Dhende
Prof. S.S. Chavan Prof. C.R. Dongarsane
Prof. S.G. Aravmc?lakumar Prof. P.S. Landge
Prof. P.P.Kulkarni

The following points were discussed:

1. Review of last meeting taken by reading and discussing the minutes of meeting held on
16.09.2016.

2. Llaboratory wise equipments requirements and maintenance requirements were discussed
and finalised. o

3. Subject allotment for all the programmes is discussed and finalised considering the choice of
electives given by students.

4. Llaboratories maintenance and testing to be carried out by respective lab in charge of all the
programmes before commencement of the academic semester.

5. The sample course file is presented and discussed and the instructions are given to update
the course file as per the specimen approved course file in the meefing.
Performance appraisals procedures to be completed within one month.
University assessment work of answer sheets to be carried out at allotted CAP centres
before commencement of academic semester by the entire faculty.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. G. V. Mulgund by giving
vote of thanks.

Prof. S.B. Deshmukh Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Dr. G2 Mulgund

IQAC Coordinator NAAC Chief Coordinator Chairperson IQAC
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year —2016-17, Semester — |l

Date of Meeting: 09.03.2017

The meeting of IQAC members is held at Principal cabin on 09.03.2017 at 02.30 pm.

Members present:

Dr. G.V. Mulgund Prof. S.B. Deshmukh
Prof. S.L. Ghodake Prof. V.H. Deokar
Prof. Dr. V.A. Patil Prof. D.V. Patil

Prof. V.S. Mane Prof.D.G. Bhosale
Prof. S.N. More Prof.A.N. Dhende
Prof. S.S. Chavan Prof. C.R. Dongarsane
Prof. S.G. Aravmc.iakumar Prof. P.5. tandge
Prof. P.P.Kulkarni

The following points were discussed:

1. Review of last meeting taken by reading and discussing the minutes of meeting held on
22.12.2016.
Internal audit for all the programmes is to be carried out at the audit team is finalised.
Blood donation camp is to be organised on 13" March 2017 for which the coordination is
assigned to NSS cell.

4. Budgetary requirement for all the programmes for all the laboratories is required to be
prepared and submitted in office in the next week.
Syllabus coverage review and unit test result analysis review taken and discussed.
NAAC Preparations are to be prepared as per the guidelines.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. G. V. Mulgund by giving

vote of thanks.

» \ ‘/
Prof. S.B. Deshmukh Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Dr. G.V-Mulgund

IQAC Coordinator NAAC Chief Coordinator ; Chairperson IQAC
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year — 2017-18, Semester — |

Date of Meeting: 15.06.2017

The meeting of IQAC members is held at Principal cabin on 15.06.2017 at 02.30 pm.

Members present:

Wr. G.V. Mulgund Prof. S.B. Deshmukh
Prof. S.L. Ghodake Prof. V.H. Deokar
Prof. Dr. V.A. Patil Prof. D.V. Patil
Prof.V.S. Mane Prof.D.G. Bhosale
Prof. S.N. More Prof.A.N. Dhende
Prof. S.S. Chavan Prof. C.R. Dongarsane
Prof. S.G. Aravmc.lakumar Prof. P.S. Landge
Prof. P.P.Kulkarni

The following points were discussed:

1. Review of last meeting taken by reading and discussing the minutes of meeting held on

09.03.2017.
Academic calendar prepared, discussed and approved.
Lectures / Practical commencing on 19" June 2017, before that subject distribution, elective

choice of the students, all time tables to be prepared keeping academic calendar in

consideration
4. Library books requirements are to be submitted in library based on the revised syllabus of

both the universities.
5. Teacher guardian scheme to be implemented more effectively. The means and ways were

discussed.
6. Anti ragging affidavit is mandatory to all students and to be taken at the time of admission

to the respective classes from the student.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. G. V. Mulgund by giving

vote of thanks.

A R B vk
Prof. S.B. Deshmukh - Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Dr. G.¥~Mulgund
fw: ‘ P »
i

IQAC Coordinator NAAC Chief Coordinator “Chairperson IQAC
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year —2017-18, Semester — |

Date of Meeting: 23.11.2017
The meeting of IQAC members is held at Board Room on 23.11.2017 at 02.30 pm.

Members present:

Dr. U.A. Hampannavar Prof. S.B. Deshmukh
Prof. S.L. Ghodake Prof. V.H. Deokar
Prof. Dr. V.A. Patil Prof. D.V. Patil

Prof. V.S. Mane Prof.D.G. Bhosale
Prof. S.A. Meti Prof.A.N. Dhende
Prof. S.S. Chavan Prof. C.R. Dongarsane
Prof. S.G. Aravm@akumar Bk, B.S, Lurafes
Prof. P.P.Kulkarni

The following points were discussed:

1. Review of last meeting taken by reading and discussing the minutes of meeting held on
15.06.2017.

2. NAAC Procedure is revised from July 2017. The discussion regarding the revised procedure
done and SSR uploading to be done in the window of May 2018 is decided.

3. Lectures/ Practical commencing on 18" Dec 2017 for SE, TE and BE, before that subject
distribution, elective choice of the students, all time tables to be prepared keeping academic
calendar in consideration.

4. Library books requirements are to be submitted in library based on the revised syllabus of
both.the universities. v

5. University duties and responsibilities to be conducted as and when assigned and appointed
by universities. ‘

6. NAAC DVV templates are to be prepared by all the programmes heads and compiled by
criteria coordinating head as per the guidelines given by IQAC.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. U. A. Hampannavar by
giving vote of thanks.

Prof. S.B. Deshmukh Prof. R.S. Kulkarni Dr. U.A. Hampannavar
IQAC Coordinator NAAC Chief Coordinator Chairperson IQAC
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Minutes of IQAC Meeting
Academic Year —2017-18, Semester — I

Date of Meeting: 24.03.2018

The meeting of IQAC members is held at Board Room on 24.03.2018 at 02.30 pm.

Members present:

Prof. S.L. Ghodake Prof. S.T. Jadhav

Prof. Dr. V.A. Patil Prof. D.V. Patil

Prof. V.S. Mane Prof. S.K. Pisal

Prof. E.P. Salokhe Prof. J. J. Gavade
Prof. V.A.Deokar Prof. C.R. Dongarsane
Prof. P.P.Kulkarni Prof. P.S. Landge
Prof. S.p. Jadhév Prof. N.S. Jadhav
Prof. M.M. Hajare

The following points were discussed:

1.

Review of last meeting taken by reading and discussing the minutes of meeting held on
23.11.2017. :

NAAC SSR progress is discussed.

Training and placement reports to be prepared and audited by IQAC team members.

Daily review of IQAC audit of DVV templates and its supporting documents is discussed and
guidelines were given for further completion of work to assist NAAC team to all faculty
members through HODs.

Industrial visits to be conducted as per curriculum requirement and academic calendar.
Data and files for other support departments such as sports, NSS, Library, Central workshop,
different cells etc. are to be audited by IQAC team within a week. _

University duties and responsibilities such as POE, CAP director, Flying squad, University
Senior and Junior supervisions, assessment of answer sheets at allotted CAP centres etc. to
be conducted as and when assigned and appointed by universities by prioritising the NAAC
work.

NAAC DVV templates are to be prepared and submitted by all the programmes heads and
compiled by criteria coordinating head as per the guidelines given by IQAC / NAAC Cell.

Finally the meeting is concluded by Principal and Chair person of IQAC Dr. S. L. Ghodake by giving

vote ofthanks. ‘ /
\X' i | ( \ t{/
; { ; ! /
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Prof. S.T. Jadhav ® oo\ Prof. RS, Kulkarni Dr. S.” Ghodake
IQAC Coordinator /eo. >~ ;"”?,:,'\ NAAC Chief Coordinator Chairperson IQAC
2, \, \3,:(‘ 1 .
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Circular

Date: 13/06/2018

Internal Quality Assurance Cell (IQAC) is restructured as per NAAC guidelines which is as below:

wn
~

No.. Name Designation & Department IQAC Position

| Dr. Mohan B. Vanarotti Principal Chairperson

2 Shri. N. R. Bhosale Joint Secretary, HWA Management Representative
3 Prof. Dr. S. T. Jadhav Asst. Prof., E & TC Engg. Coordinator, IQAC
4 Prof. Dr. Siddappa I. Bekinal Dean Academics Advisor

5 Prof. R. S. Kulkarni Asst. Prof., Mechanical Engg. Member

6 Prof. G. C. Koli Asst. Prof., Mechanical Engg. Member

7 Prof. S. P. Jadhav Head, Automobile Engg. Member

8 Prof. E. P. Salokhe Head, Civil Engg. Member

9 Prof. M. M. Hazare Head, CS & Engg. Member

10 | Prof. P. P. Kulkarni Head, Electrical Engg Member

11 | Prof. V. S. Mane Head, E & TC Engg. Member

12 | Prof. V. H. Deokar Head, Mechanical Engg. Member

13 | Mr. B. V. Kumbhar Registrar Member

14 | Dr. H. S. Jadhav Societal Representative Member

15 | Mr. Avadhut B. Patil Student Member

16 | Mr. Uday Atkeere Parent Member

17 | Miss. Prachi P. Bhosale Alumni Member

‘ Departmental Coordinators ‘
1 Prof. S. K. Pisal Asst. Prof. Automobile Engg.

2 Prof. J. I. Gavade Asst. Prof Civil Engg.

3 Prof. P. S. Landge Asst. Prof CS & Engg.

4 Prof. N. S. Jadhav Asst. Prof. Electrical Engg.
5 Prof. C. R. Dongarsane Asst. Prof, E & TC Engg.

6 Prof. D.V. Patil Asst. Prof. Mechanical Engg.

D» Prof. V. B. Patil Asst. Prof. Basic Sciences & Humanities

Ly

Prof. R. S'l/(uk’um
NAAC Chief Coordinator

Copy to, All members and coordinators

P

Dr. M’ohfa%B Vanarotti

Principal
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Circular

Date: 03/12/2018

Internal Quality Assurance Cell (IQAC) is restructured as per NAAC guidelines which is as below:

;l(;' Name Designation & Department IQAC Position
1. | Dr. Mohan B. Vanarotti Principal Chairperson
2. | Shri. N. R. Bhosale Joint Secretary, HWA Management Representative
3. | Prof. Dr. S. T. Jadhav Head, E & TC Engg. Coordinator, IQAC
4. | Prof. A. P. Redekar Asst. Prof. , Electrical Engg. Co-Coordinator, IQAC
5. | Prof. Dr. Siddappa I. Bekinal Dean Academics Advisor
6. | Prof. R. S. Kulkarni Dean Accreditation Advisor
7. | Prof. G. C. Koli Asst. Prof., Mechanical Engg. Member
8. | Prof. S. P. Jadhav Head, Automobile Engg. Member
9. | Prof. J. S. Mevekari Head, Civil Engg. Member
10. | Prof. M. M. Hazare Head, CS & Engg. Member
11.| Prof. P. P. Kulkarni Head, Electrical Engg. Member
12. | Prof. V. H. Deokar Head, Mechanical Engg. Member
13. | Mr. B. V. Kumbhar Registrar Member
14.| Dr. H. S. Jadhav Dean, P-ol.ytechmc RIT, Societal Representative
Rajaramnagar
15.| Mr. Vishwajeet P. Bhosale Student Member
16. | Mr. Uday Atkeere Parent Member
17. | Miss. Prachi P. Bhosale Alumni Member
epartmental IQAC Coordinators

1 Prof. S. K. Pisal Asst. Prof. Automobile Engg.

2 Prof. J. I. Gavade Asst. Prof Civil Engg.

3 Prof. S.A. Babar Asst. Prof CS & Engg.

4 Prof. N. S. Jadhav Asst. Prof. Electrical Engg.

5 Prof. C. R. Dongarsane Asst. Prof. E & TC Engg.

6 Prof. D.V. Patil Asst. Prof. Mechanical Engg.

7 Prof. A.B. Kolekar Asst. Prof. Basic Sciences & Humanities

Copy to, All members and coordinators

Prof. R.S. Kulkarni
Dean, Accreditation

Dr. iohgr; B. Vanarotti

Principal
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Date:21/07/2015

Circular

All the head of the departments are hereby informed that the NAAC presentation will be
delivered to the respective departments as per the fallowing schedule.

Sr. Date and Time of | Participating Departments Coordinating

No Presentation Departments

1 24/07/2015 3.15 PM Mech. & Auto.Engg. Mech.Engg.

2 25/07/201510.30 AM | ETC & Electrical Engg. ETC Engg

3 25/07/2015 3.15 PM CSE, Civil, General & Diploma | CSE Engg.
Engg. ]

Please note that:

® The coordinating Department will look after all the arrangements of
accommodation of the participating department and presentation arrangements.

e The attendance for presentation is mandatory to all the faculties of the
participating departments.

* The Presentation will be delivered by the Principal and NAAC Coordinators.

* HOD should make sure that all the faculties of the department should attend the
same without fail.

Prof.Rm Dr. G V Mulgund

NAAC Chief Coordinator Principal
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NAAC Meeting

Faculty Attendance
Date:- 24/07 /20,5—‘
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Faculty Attendance
Date:- 7{)7)}3/
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NAAC Meeting

Faculty Attendance
Date:- 25.07. 2015
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NAAC Presentation by Prof. R. S. Kulkarni (Chief NAAC Coordinator)




NAAC Presentation by Prof. S. B. Deshmukh (IQAC Coordinator)




Presentation on Graduate Attributes by Dr. G. V. Mulgund
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Circular
Date: 18/08/2015
All the faculty and non teaching staff are hereby informed to attend the NAAC
) presentation on “Graduate Attributes “.
> The presentation will be delivered by Principal, Dr. G.V. Mulgund.
- Date: Saturday, 22/08/2015
Time: 10.15 a.m.
| Venue: Seminar Hall (old Drawing Hall)
| HOD should make sure that all the faculty and staff of the department should attend the
same without fail.
|
Prof RS Kulkarni Dr. G V Muligfind
\ NAAC Chief Coordinator Principal
é >

CC to All Heads of Departments
CC to Prof. A.A. Katkar for making necessary seating and presentation arrangements



Presentation on Graduate Attributes by Dr. G. V. Mulgund
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\ SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE
SANJEEVAN KNOWLEDGE CITY, SOMWAR PETH, PANHALA

Teaching Staff Attendance List

1 Dr. Mulgund Gopal V. Principal L
2 Mr. Kulkarni Raghunath Sudhakar Associate Professor \g,ﬁ\{f,
3 Ms. Mohite-Patil Tejashri Tanajirao Associate Professor
4 Mr. Sringeri Arvindkumar Ganeshaiah Associate Professor
5 Mr. Ghodake Shivaji Laxman Associate Professor | 4¥% .
6 Mr. Jadhav Sharad Tukaram Associate Professor
7 Mr.Salokhe Ekanath Pandurang Assist. Professor
8 Mr. Jadhav Sachin Parshuram Assist. Professor QM&E
. Mr. Chavan Shrivallabh Sarjerao Assist. Professor ﬂ_@ﬁ/
10  |Mr. Ingavale Ranjit Anantrao Physical Director |
11 Mr. Naik Abhijit Narayanrao Assist. Professor

- 12 [Mr. Koli Gajanan Chandrashekhar Assist. Professor |/~ @";ﬁ*’”
13 |Mr. Deshmukh Sardar Balaso Assist. Professor ,;55‘- -
14 Mr. Khebudkar Aditya Kiran Assist. Professor
15 [Mr. Mane Vikas Shivaji Assist. Professor .
16 Mr. Shinde Sagar Maruti Assist. Professor . @\
17 Miss. Lavate Suparna Jaysingrao Assist. Professor
18 Mr. Nangare Sudhir Pandurang Assist. Professor
19 |Mr. Vanmore Swapnil Vasantrao Assist. Professor //Xol\y
20 Mr. Thoke Amit Chandraprakash Assist. Professor |~
21 Mr. Vanmore Vinod Vasantrao Assist. Professor /)jfo‘\"'/
22 Mr. Katkar Ajit Ashok Assist. Professor C&’K
23 Ms. Bhosale Poonam Yuvraj Assist. Professor M% K
24 Mr. Bhosale Digvijay Gajanan Assist. Professor @hm)oté

| 25 |Mr. Landge Pramod Shivaji Assist. Professor M/ -

= 26  |Mr. Deokar Vinayak Hindurao Assist. Professor ’
27  |Mr. Mohite Bajirao Mahadeo Assist. Professor ﬂ‘(\sﬁ%
28 Mr. Dongarsane Chetan Rajan Assist. Professor @q{\\/@)"—'_
29 |Mr. Mevekari Jabbar Siraj Assist. Professor | ) i
30 [Mr. Gavade Jagadish Jyotiba Assist. Professor /WW
3i Mr. Kamble Pravin Rau Assist. Professor | )
32 Mr. Sameer Avinash Agnihotri Assist. Professor W P
33 |Mr. Bepari Muzammil Mehabub Assist. Professor ‘W
34 Mr. Dhende Abhideep N . Assist. Professor '
35 Mr. Naik Yogesh Ramchandra - Assist. Professor vm/)oﬁ‘!;f—»
36 Mr. Pisal Sachin Krishnath Assist. Professor M
37  |Mr. Metkari Vishal Tukaram Assist, Professor VE’“/
38  |Mr. Bhandare Arvind Madhukar Assist. Professor /é)@g/
39 |Mr. Jadhav Nilesh Sharad Assist. Professor "-‘&é’_\'ﬁ:




[4

40 Mr. Virkar Dipak Subhash Assist. Professor ’@Q‘zy

41 Mr. Patil Pratik Ashok Assist. Professor | A5

42 Mr. Shinde Suraj Neminath Assist. Professor | =W, 1~

43 Mr. Bhosale Amrut Pandurang Assist. Professor <r\:"‘2,§

4 Mr. Atigre Pravin Shivaji Assist. Professor

45 Mr. Gawali Yogesh Darshan Assist. Professor

46 Mrs. Awalekar Varsha Dattatray Assist. Professor

47  |Mr. More Sunil Nandkumar Assist. Professor

48 Ms. Khan Nasreen Gulabsab Assist. Professor |

49  |Ms. Khan Nilofer Gulabsab Assist. Professor W

50  |Mr. Bhosale Hemantkumar Dhondiram Assist. Professor Wﬂt&:

51  |[Miss Momin Anarkali Majid Assist. Professor W :
52 Mr. Kulkarni Prasad Pradeep Assist. Professor

53 Ms. Lad Sneha Sanjay ‘ Assist. Professor

54 Mr. Hajare Mangesh Mhalu Assist. Professor 2

55  |Ms. Gaikwad Priyanka Lahu Assist. Professor (/é*;%?/)

56 |Mr. Patil Vishal Arun Assist. Professor ‘Q‘\;‘:\ e

57 Mr. Belekar Amol Sambhaji Assist. Professor

58 Mr. Gurav Pramod Balu Assist. Professor W

59  |Mr. Shirgaonkar Deepak Bhupal Assist. Professor ‘

60  |Mr. Momin Mohammad Iliyas Hidaytulla | Assist. Professor _-=4k—— 2

61 Mr. Ingale Yogesh Ashok Assist. Professor

62  |Mr. Bhosale Abhijeet Tanajirao Assist. Professor WM

63 Mr. Bhosale Sachin Vishwas Assist. Professor

64  |Mr. Hogade Ganesh Balkrishna Assist. Professor

65 Mr. Pandav Prashant Annaso Assist. Professor

66  |Mr. Patil Manik Anandrao Assist. Professor @?’

67 Mr. Rahul Sukumar Nejkar Assist. Professor _@(\}-"—‘

68  |Mr. Chavan Amol B Assist. Professor @-wa/

69 Mr. Patil Shripad Pralhad Assist. Professor il%é )

70 [Mrs. Mohite Prajakta Umesh Assist. Professor ' W=

71 Mrs.Kandgaonkar Manisha Rajendra Assist. Professor WEGMWQM

72 Mr. Khairnar Yogesh Suresh Assist. Professor )

73 Mr. Patil Dhananjay Vasantrao Assist. Professor -+ ’%’

74 |Mr. Gaikwad Chetan Madhukar Assist. Professor .

75 |Mr. Urunkar Rahul Uday Assist. Professor /‘Z}\i@{

76 |Mr. Patil Sachin Ramgonda Assist. Professor J

77 Mr. Kumbhar Sunil Shashikant Assist. Professor

78  |Mr. Shelke Amit Subhash Assist. Professor /&\Tﬁ‘é

79 Mr. Metkari Jagannath Bapu Assist. Professor & ,“AAL

80 [Mr. Bannenvar Appasaheb Shivappa Assist. Professor \JI,: .

81 Mr. Redekar Abhijeet Prakash Assist. Professor M;M}’

82 Mr. Desai Sumit Suresh Assist. Professor o




™

\

83 Mr. Babar Samrat Ashok Assist. Professor @bﬁ»«

84  |Mr. Desai Amitkumar Tanaji Assist. Professor W—a
85 Mr. Padghan Pavan R. Assist. Professor

86  |Dr. Badkar Durdhundi Savanta Assist. Professor | f\

87  |Mr. Vasagade Vijay Ganpéti Assist. Professor \&\\N\/
88  |Mr. Sankagol Laxman K. Assist. Professor .

89  |Mr. Davande Vaibhav Manik Assist. Professor

90 Ms. Shikalgar Parvin Balechand Assist. Professor

91  |Mr. Katkar Amol Shivajirao Assist. Professor |\ ‘
92 Mr. Jadhav Hrishikesh Kishor Assist. Professor [~ A
93 Mr. Shelar Deepak Ramesh Assist. Professor ,%L\\f@

94 Mr. Maske Sandeep Appasaheb Assist. Professor

95 Mr. Bhandare Vikas Sukhdev Assist. Professor J—s=F/=4
96 Mr. Kumbhar Vinod Bhimrao Assist. Professor

97  |Ms. Bendre Pallavi Gajanan Assist. Professor /%Hf"‘ ‘
98  |Ms. Patil Akshta Ajitkumar Assist. Professor | m
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SANJEEVAN KNOWLEDGE CITY, SOMWAR PETH, PANHALA

Teachmg Staff Attendance List

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

St.No. || Name of Faculty Desi ignat
1 Dr Muigund Gopal V. Pr1nc1pal :
2 Mt. Kulkarni Raghunath Sudhakar Associate Professor W’
3 Ms. Mohite-Patil Tejashri Tanajirao Associate Professor |
4 Mr. Sringeri Arvindkumar Ganeshaiah Associate Professor
5 Mr. Ghodake Shivaji Laxman Associate Professor |

Mr. Jadhav Sharad Tukaram

Associate Professor

Assist. Professor

\

7 |Mr.Salokhe Ekanath Pandurang

8 Mr. Jadhav Sachin Parshuram Assist. Professor e

9 Mr. Chavan Shrivallabh Sarjerao Assist. Professor | /Z#oce’)

10 |Mr. Ingavale Ranjit Anantrao Physical Director ;

11 Mr. Naik Abhijit Narayanrao Assist. Professor B

12 |Mr. Koli Gajanan Chandrashekhar Assist. Professor =
13 Mr. Deshmukh Sardar Balaso Assist. Professor

14 [Mr. Khebudkar Aditya Kiran Assist. Professor

15 Mr. Mane Vikas Shivaji Assist. Professor \

16  |Mr. Shinde Sagar Maruti Assist. Professor /_@L}

17 |Miss. Lavate Suparna Jaysingrao Assist. Professor

1 Mr. Nangare Sudhir Pandurang Assist. Professor

19 |Mr. Vanmore Swapnil Vasantrao Assist. Professor KW
20 |[Mr. Thoke Amit Chandraprakash Assist. Professor -

21 Mr. Vanmore Vinod Vasantrao Assist. Professor Ka

22 Mr. Katkar Ajit Ashok Assist. Professor O~

23 Ms. Bhosale Poonam Yuvraj Assist. Professor

24 Mr. Bhosale Digvijay Gajanan . Assist. Professor @__@h_mﬁ_ﬂ;
25 Mr. Landge Pramod Shivaji ° Assist. Professor ,

26 [Mr. Deokar Vinayak Hindurao Assist. Professor W

27  |Mr. Mohite Bajirao Mahadeo Assist. Professor _,\\\'Z\Q)ﬁ'/‘,
28  |Mr. Dongarsane Chetan Rajan Assist. Professor %«’\*\i‘y‘/\“
29 |Mr. Mevekari Jabbar Siraj Assist. Professor | ) ‘
30  |Mr. Gavade Jagadish Jyotiba Assist. Professor |—\0dé=—
31 Mr. Kamble Pravin Rau ‘ Assist. Professor i

32 Mr. Sameer Avinash Agnihotri Assist. Professor

33 Mr. Bepari Muzammil Mehabub Assist. Professor

34  |Mr. Dhende Abhideep N . Assist. Professor

35 Mr. Naik Yogesh Ramchandra \ Assist. Professor

36 Mr. Pisal Sachin Krishnath Assist. Professor EQ{;\QL_,
37 Mr. Metkari Vishal Tukaram 4 Assist. Professor :

38 Mr. Bhandare Arvind Madhukar Assist. Professor AT

Mr. Jadhav Nilesh Sharad

Assist. Professor.

1



40  |Mr. Virkar Dipak Subhash Assist. Professor | ~RY>

41 Mr. Patil Pratik Ashok Assist. Professor

42 |Mr. Shinde‘Su‘raj Neminath Assist. Professor ZSh = i

43  |Mr. Bhosale Amrut Pandurang Assist. Professor j

44 |Mr. Atigre Pravin Shivaji Assist. Professor | 7.5+ QH%%“—,

45 Mr. GaWali YogeshDarshan D asaveun | Assist. Professor A

46  |Mrs. Awalekar Varsha Dattatray Assist. Professor .

47 [Mr. More Sunil Nandkumar Assist. Professor | | f :

48  |Ms. Khan Nasreen Gulabsab Assist. Professor % '7[//3/5 pa t25D
49  |Ms. Khan Nilofer Gulabsab Assist. Professor @9//

50  |Mr. Bhosale Hemantkumar Dhondiram Assist. Professor

51 Miss Momin Anarkali Majid Assist. Professor T
52 |Mr. Kulkarni Prasad Pradeep Assist. Professor [¢ *5’3%’ '; nia @
53 Ms. Lad Sneha Sanjay Assist. Professor | 4 ’53({“%«’ Ly ?5"0\,mn
54  |Mr. Hajare Mangesh Mhalu Assist. Professor H cﬂ}f’?/

55  |Ms. Gaikwad Priyanka Lahu Assist. Professor !

56  |Mr. Patil Vishal Arun Assist. Professor

57  |Mr. Belekar Amol Sambhaji Assist. Professor | /g

58 Mr. Gurav Pramod Balu Assist. Professor

59  [Mr. Shirgaonkar Deepak Bhupal Assist. Professor

60 Mr. Momin Mohammad Iliyas Hidaytulla | Assist. Professor

61 Mr. Ingale Yogesh Ashok Assist. Professor

62  |Mr. Bhosale Abhijeet Tanajirao Assist. Professor

63  |Mr. Bhosale Sachin Vishwas Assist. Professor

64  |Mr. Hogade Ganesh Balkrishna Assist. Professor

65  |Mr. Pandav Prashant Annaso Assist. Professor

66  |Mr. Patil Manik Anandrao Assist. Professor @

67  |Mr. Rahul Sukumar Nejkar Assist. Professor W

68  |Mr. Chavan Amol B * Assist. Professor “(?/ e

69  |Mr. Patil Shripad Pralhad Assist. Professor

70  |Mrs. Mohite Prajakta Umesh Assist. Professor

71 Mrs.Kandgaonkar Manisha Rajendra Assist. Professor T

72 Mr. Khairnar Yogesh Suresh Assist. Professor

73 |Mr. Patil Dhananjay Vasantrao Assist. Professor

74 |Mr. Gaikwad Chetan' Madhukar Assist. Professor

75 |Mr. Urunkar Rahul Uday Assist. Professor | L

76 |Mr. Patil Sachin Ramgonda Assist. Professor M_ﬂ

77 |Mr. Kumbhar Sunil Shashikant Assist. Professor

78  |Mr. Shelke Amit Subhash / Assist. Professor '

79  |Mr. Metkari Jagannath Bapu + Assist. Professor '
80  |Mr. Bannenvar Appasaheb Shivappa Assist. Professor i ‘

81 |Mr. Redekar Abhijeet Prakash  Assist. Professor | A/ >

82  |Mr. Desai Sumit Suresh Professor -

Assist.




83  |Mr. Babar Samrat Ashok Assist. Professor ) -

84 Mr. Desai Amitkumar Tanaji Assist. Professor |

85 Mr. Padghan Pavan R. Assist. Protessor

86 Dr. Badkar Durdhundi Savanta Assist. Professor

87  |Mr. Vasagade Vijay Ganpati Assist. Professor | %W

88  |Mr. Sankagol Laxman K. + | Assist. Professor

89 Mr. Davande Vaibhav Manik Assist. Professor

90  |Ms. Shikalgar Parvin Balechand Assist. Professor.

91 Mr. Katkar Amol Shivajirao Assist. Professor

92 |Mr. Jadhav Hrishikesh Kishor Assist. Professor

93 Mr. Shelar Deepak Ramesh Assist. Professor

94 Mr. Maske Sandeep Appasaheb | Assist. Professor

95  |Mr. Bhandare Vikas Sukhdev Assist. Professor

96 Mr. Kumbhar Vinod Bhimrao Assist. Professor

97 Ms. Bendre Pallavi Gajanan Assist. Professor

98  |Ms. Patil Akshta Ajitkumar Assist. Professor M;
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One Day workshop on NAAC Guidelines by
Dr. S. S.Kumbhar, SGI,Atigre



SAN[EEVAN
o & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE

:NAAC:

MEETING NO: 2.
MEETING DATE & 293/g {5

TIME: [}« 1§ eqgwn

AGENDA: oz wots coblecfon Lo @W«‘

POINTS DISCUSSED :

ICT 7 7%&«"“"”-{ Ceurwseas(Se,

A Cowese 9[

3| Owidewton 4 C‘R""‘W&D%\M weoeded

& NARC q‘ﬁ"w{/ A Q,C;n Cedus (n ﬁ@uew

& \vvftrwwu’f"w Gy 4

6| Cmtemon & e %o d Ly
/,vf)faﬁvvd o @*mwmj

7 - Eﬁf)ezr‘{; i:&dlc, o NP\"H—G /f?jr@/péam:fm o oy
to (s pxaomised

& ’Deﬁaﬁm@,gé ise  NPBL  resorte Preavels

4n e [mdwd at spw;m e Luc ?;.ﬁ%fef;ﬁve

N By {’“ﬂ’bﬂi\a}a{‘ & Hop

SIGN:

DEPARTMENTAL MR- TEEpand, jﬁaMoB\

COORDINATOR Usa - (art— Af& ﬂ/{mf}
van (H v e

NAAC

COORDINATOR @/‘////

CHIEF NAAC [\ S—




Ref. No. : SETI/ Esst./2015/108 %

To,

Prof. (Dr.) S. S. Kumbar

HOD, Electrical Engineering Deptt.
Sanjay Ghodawat Institutes

Atigre, Tal. Hatkanangale, Dist. Kolhapur

Dear Madam,

On behalf of the faculty and management, we request you to share your rich

experience by delivering a talk on NAAC preparation for our faculty members on

04" November, 2015.
Hope you accept our invitation & oblige

Thanking you,

Yours faithfully,..

\
Dr. G. V. Mulgund

Principal

Dt. 26/10/2015
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Ref. No. : SETI / Esst./2015/1098 Dt. 04/11/2015

To,

Prof. (Dr.) S. S. Kumbar

HOD, Electrical Engineering Deptt.
Sanjay Ghodawat Institutes

Atigre, Tal. Hatkanangale, Dist. Kolhapur

Dear Madam,
Season’s Greetings !

On behalf of the faculty and management, I express my deep sense of gratitude for
your valuable inputs given to us on the eve of “One Day Workshop on NAAC
Guidelines” conducted at our Institute on 04/11/2015. We are looking forward with

your association in future too. !

Once again, thank you for sparing your valuable time and guiding us.

Thanking you,

Yours sincerely .

o
5 s m
(uéi&_x?f L

BT e

Dr. G. V. Mulgund

Principal




Intellectual Property Rights and Patenting



IPR WORKSHOP 29 Dec 2015

Invitation for Resource Person for IPR Workshop

As Per Telephonic Discussion with Honorary Guest Person Prof. Prashant P.
Deshpande on 21t Dec 2015 by Prof. R.S. Kulkarni, The date of Workshop
was Finalized as 29" Dec 2015.

After Telephonic mutual discussion on 215t Dec 2015, Our Hon. Guest
Person Deshpande Sir sent a Brief Biodata through Mail. The print of mail is
Enclosed in this file.
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To,

Prof. P.P. Deshpande,
Rajarambapu Institute of Technology,
Rajaramnagar.

Dear Sir,

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING AND TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE (SETI)is an
establishment of Sanjeevan, meets the needs of technology driven modern 21st
Century. The Institute is approved by All India Council for Technical
Education, New Delhi, recognized by Directorate of Technical Education, Govt.
of Maharashtra and affiliated to Shivaji University, Kolhapur.

We are moving towards NAAC activities; in the progress of NAAC work we
take ilnmense pleasure to invite you to guide and conduct a session on

“Intellectual Property Rights and Patenting.”

The session is scheduled on 29th Dec. 2015 at 11.30 am. This is as per the
telephonic discussion and confirmation with you.

Thanking you in anticipation.

Yours faith

o

Dr. G. V. Mulgund
Principal
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Circular

Date: 22/12/2015

As a part of NAAC activity One Day Workshop on “Intellectual Property Rights and
Patenting” is arranged on 29" Dec. 2015. For the smooth conduction and execution of program
¢ following committees are formed,

S.N. | Name of Committee Responsible committee member

I. | Program Coordinator Prof. R.S.Kulkarni &
Prof. G.C.Koli

2. | Guest Hospitality Prof. V. H. Deokar &
Prof. D. G. Bhosale

3. | Stage & Seating Arrangements Prof. A.A.Katkar

4. | Inaugural Function Arrangements Prof. V.T. Metkari &
Prof. A. P. Redekar

5. | Program Execution Prof. M.M. Bepari

6. | Anchoring Prof. Ms. S.S.Lad

7. | Feedback Prof. P.P. Kulkarni & \
Prof. C.R. Dongarsane

8. | Flex ,Certificate Printing & Distribution | Prof. J.J. Gavade &

' A Prof. A.NDhende

All the responsible committee members should work in coordination with program coordinators
and make the program a big success.

Prof. R.%. %ulkarni Dr. G. V. Mulgund

Chief NAAC coordinator Principal
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Circular

Date:21/12/2015

To enhance the NAAC activities A one day workshop is arranged on Intellectual Property
Rights and Patenting. The details of the workshop are as below,

Day & Date: Tuesday, 29" Dec. 2015

Time: 11.00 am. Onwards

Venue: Sir Vishweshwaraya Hall (Old Drawing Hall)

Resource person: Prof. P. P. Deshpande, Dean R&D, RIT, Rajaramnagar

The attendance to this workshop is mandatory.
HOD should make sure that all the faculties of the department should attend the same without

fail.

Prof. R. S. Kulkarni Dr. G. V. Mulgund
Chief NAAC coordinator Principal
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A Report on

“One Day Workshop on Intellectual Property
Rights & Patenting”

Title of FDP-;
Patenting”

Duration-: 29 th Dec 2015. Ope Day

Time:- 11.00 am Onwards

“One Day Workshop on Intellectual Property Rights &

Venue:- Sir Vishveshwaraya Hall [Old Drawing Hall]

Resource Persons-: 1) Prof. Deshpande Prashant P.

'Working as Head, Center of

Innovation , Incubation & Entrepreneurship Development cell , RIT,
Islampur ]

Program Coordinator-: Prof . Kulkarni R.S. & Prof. Koli G.C. [Mechanical Dept.]

Target Audience:- All Faculty of SETI, Panhala

Workshop Details:-

On 29th Dec 2015 , Institute Hosted a full-day workshop entitled “One

Day Workshop
on Intellectual Property Rights & Patenting” at SETI » Panhala

The purpose of the workshop was to get Cleat Idea about

Patenting Concepts, and
identify opportunities & Areas for Patenting

The Workshop Was Coordinated By Prof G.C. Koli . Prof Mrs Lad Initiated the

I- Anchoring for the workshop.

The Workshop was begun with Current Market trends for Patenting & Overview of
Patenting by Resource Person. He cleared a detailed idea on Patents & Major areas to Achieve
it.

In next session, resource person focused on Pro

perty rights , making royalty for property
related with research, art & design aspects.
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The resource person achieved more than four patents & 8 Patents ongoing. Also in that

active session he given many cases & examples of people those who achieved patents in their
Interesting area.

Picture Gallery:-

Inauguration Funtion
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IQAC Cell
Date: 29 /12 /2015

One Day Workshop on,
“INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS AND PATENTING”
Under IQAC activity
Feedback Form

Instructions: Circle on the numbers (1 to 4 scale, 4 being the highest)
a) Content of the Workshop:
b) Depth of Knowledge:
¢) Presentation Skills:
d) Way of Interaction:

e) Usefulness of the workshop:

SCICIGANG

f) Time management:

3
S

3

3

3 2 1
&

Overall rating of the workshop:

G,
w
[\S)
.

Any other Suggestions:
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IQAC Cell
Date: 29 /12 /2015

One Day Workshop on,

“INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS AND PATENTING”
Under IQAC activity
Feedback Form

Instructions: Circle on the numbers (1 to 4 scale, 4 being the highest)
a) Content of the Workshop: 3 2 1
b) Depth of Knowledge: 3 2 1

¢) Presentation Skills:

e) Usefulness of the workshop:

f) Time management:

@
©
4
d) Way of Interaction: @ 3 2 1
®

Overall rating of the workshop: @ 3 2 1

Any other Suggestions:
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IQAC Cell
Date: 29 /12 /2015

One Day Workshop on,

“INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS AND PATENTING”
Under IQAC activity
Feedback Form

Instructions: Circle on the numbers (1 to 4 scale, 4 being the highest)

a) Content of the Workshop: Ve 3 2 1
b) Depth of Knowledge: 4 3 2 1
¢) Presentation Skills: “-/ 3 2 1
d) Way of Interaction: ‘4/ 3 2 1
¢) Usefulness of the workshop: A 3 2 1
f) Time management: 4 &’ 2 1
Overall rating of the workshop: v'e 3 2 1

. Any other Suggestions:
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Date: 29" Dec.2015
One day Workshop on,

“INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY RIGHTS AND PATENTING”
Feedback Form Summary

Number of faculty Attemted the given
(1 to 4 scale, 4 being the highest) i . .
questions
4 3 2 1
a Content of the Workshop 51 10 0 0
b Depth of Knowledge 55 6 0 0
C Presentation Skills 54 7 0 0
_ d Way of Interaction 41 20 0 0
e Usefulness of the workshop 54 7 0 0
f Time management 42 17 2 0
@verall rating of the workshop | 52! 9 0
ITotaI No of Faculty I 61|
# Number of faculty Attemted the
given questions 4
& Number of faculty Attemted the
given questions 3
Number of faculty Attemted the
given questions 2
o & N # Number of faculty Attemted the
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DATE: 29/12/2015

CERTIFICATE

This is to certify that, Mr. /Ms, MASKE SANDEEP APPASAHEB of SETI,

Panhala has participated in One day workshop on “Intellectual Property Rights and

Patenting” on 29 December 201 3, organized by ISTE, SETI C}, apter.

Program Co-ordinator Principal
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HOLY-WOOD ACADEMY'S

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE,PANHALA
DEPARTMENT OF COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINEERING

2.3 Teaching Learning Process
2.3.1 Course File

Academic Year: 2014-15 Semester: T Tk
Class: “FE-Elepivical Subject: Micvocontrsller & Tos
Faculty Name: Beol. e AP Red el Applicatiors |
Completion
INDEX Report Remarks
' (Y/N)
.14:{
Sr. No. Contents
1. |Teaching and Examination Scheme Y
2. | Syllabus of the subject (SUK & Other 3 Universities)
3. | Academic calendar (Institute) ~f
4. |Individual Time Table Y
5. |Complete SETI Academic Diary showing unit wise lecture plan (mention content

beyond syllabus), laboratory plan, attendance report, action taken over less
attendance, counselling report, industrial visit details, seminar/project details, R&D \(
details, Seminar/workshop/conference details , term work marks

Note: student Attendance should be above 75% with valid document and keep
separate file of documentary evidence wherever applicable.

! 4 6. |Continuous Assessment sheet
é e 7. |Hand written Notes
-@1 8. |Unit test | & 2 papers

9. | Sample answers for Unit test 1 & 2 question paper
& 10.|Test 1 & 2 Attendance
11.|Result Analysis for Unit test 1 & 2

12.| Course outcome and programme outcome attainment (mapping) of test 1 & 2
%‘ﬁ 13.} Action taken for improvement of Unit test result (Remedial Test Record)
. 14.| Chapter wise Question Bank

w 1 15.Sample University Question papers
W 16.! Sample answers for Uhiversity Question papers
, Wk17. List Of Reference Books / Websites
e 18.| Power point presentations of the teaching subject at least five in CD

. 19.| Course outcome and programme outcome attainment (mapping) of university exam

20. | Individual Result Analysis for University exam in year wise format

\_4[—4-4—4—<‘-<—<-<-<-<-—-<-.<~<_<

21.| Action taken for improvement by the subject Teacher

Note: 1) Completion report should be yes (Y) for completed and no (N) for not completed/Partially
completed/anyother. )
2) {Zvery faculty should attach this page with their course file at the beginning.

"/,\\ | ‘ /] f

/ ) i ’:J‘/;M \© ) /& (__*E §!W\Sﬂj‘/
a1 AV . . !
‘ / WV \{j\ D.v. PQH\/ D G.GbOSQ,LL’
_/ Subject In charge PAC Committee member

(Name & Sign) (Name & Sign)
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e SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE,PANHALA
B L DEPARTMENT OF CIVIL ENGINEERING

2.3 Teaching Learning Process
2.3.1 Course File

Academic Year: 2015-16 Semester:‘ﬂ! )

Class: 6.F . - . Subject: — hr
Faculty Name: Cfﬂ\f‘(?p}c’ AQ%CH%% ;‘5 ; %ﬁ@g}}i‘ﬁ‘ Q ULW@

‘Completlon \
INDEX | Report ' Remarks ‘
o
o T ‘ ' ! !
No Contents ‘ : i
; l. Feachmgj and E\ammatlon Scheme /\]
2. Svllabus o’r the sub]ect (SUK & Other 3 Unlvelsmes) /\j |
3. | Academic calendar (Institute) :j |
1 R e ! =
‘ lnleldual Time Table ‘ |
| Complete SETI Academic Diary showing unit wise lecture plan (mention content }
beyond syllabus), laboratory plan, attendance report, action taken over less | A H-tn AjaM.l'(
3' attendance, counselling report, industrial visit details, seminar/project details, R&D | 55‘*“52‘
f details, Seminar/workshop/conference details , term work marks N SM‘ .
| Note: student Attendance should be above 75% with valid document and keep ‘ wpuo“;‘fs'/‘
! separate file of documentary evidence wherever applicable. {\
Q 6. |Continuous Assessment sheet ‘
) 7 Hand written Notes V ﬂ

8‘ Umt test 1 &2 papers
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‘ 9. Sample answers for Uml test 1 & 2 quest:on paper
Fest ] & 2 Attendancc

Resull Ana ysls f01 Umt test 1 & 2

17 Comse outcome and programme outcome attalnment (mappan) of test 1 & 2

13 >Actlon taken for lmprovement of Unit test result (Remedlal Fest Record) /

Chapter wise Ques‘non Bank

15 Sample University Quesnon papers

16. Sample answers for University Question papers
17.| List Of Reference Books / Websites

18.) Power point presentations of the teaching subject at least five in CD

19.| Course outcome and promamme outcome attainment (mapping) of university exam

7() ‘ Individual Resu]t AnaI)s1s Tor Umvers1ty exam 1n year w wise format

~~~~~~ A

21 Acnon tal\en f01 improvement by the subject 1 eachex

1
|
|
|
{
1
|

Note: l) Completion report should be yes (Y) for completed and no (N) for not completed/Partially
compieted/anyother.
2) Every faculty should attach this page with their course file at the beginning,

Subject In charge PAC Committee member
(Name & Sign) (Name & Sign)
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HOLY-WOOD ACADEMY'S

DEPARTMENT OF COMPUTER SCIENCE & ENGINEERING

2.3 Teaching Learning Process
2.3.1 Course File

Academic Year: 2015-16 Semester: V th

Class: T.E Electrical

Faculty Name: Prof. Mr. A.P.Redekar

SANJEEVAN ENGINEERING & TECHNOLOGY INSTITUTE,PANHALA

Subject: Digital Electronics and Microcontroller

Completion
INDEX Report Remarks
(Y/N)
Sr. No. | Contents
1. | Teaching and Examination Scheme \(
2. | Syllabus of the subject (SUK & Other 3 Universities) “\!
3. | Academic calendar (Institute) \t
4. |Individual Time Table Q\{
5. |Complete SETI Academic Diary showing unit wise lecture plan (mention content
beyond syllabus), laboratory plan, attendance report, action taken over less '
attendance, counselling report, industrial visit details, seminar/project details, R&D Y
details, Seminar/workshop/conference details , term work marks
Note: student ~Attendance should be above 75% with valid document and keep
separate file of documentary evidence wherever applicable.
6. |Continuous Assessment sheet
7. |Hand written Notes
8. |Unittest | & 2 papers

.| Action taken for improvement by the subject Teacher

\r‘
\/
\{
9. |Sample answers for Unit test | & 2 guestion paper \’
10.| Test 1 & 2 Attendance N -
1.} Result Analysis for Unit test 1 & 2 ‘\i
12, Course outcome and programme outcome attainment (mapping) of test | & 2 V
13.| Action taken for improvement of Unit test result (Remedial Test Record) \f
14.| Chapter wise Question Bank \f
15.} Sample University Question papers \’
16. | Sample answers for University Question papers ﬂ
17.| List Of Reference Books / Websites \/
18.| Power point presentations of the teaching subject at least five in CD ~N
19. | Course outcome and programme outcome attainment (mapping) of university exam | -— =
20. | Individual Result Analysis for University exam in year wise format N
21 it e

Note: 1) Completion report should be yes (Y) for completed and no (N) for not completed/Partially

completed/anyother.

2)

Subject Tn charge
(Name & Sign)

Eveyy faculgy should attamlbi/s{page with their course file at the beginning.
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MRS klkaony 9y A - Phende.

PAC Committee member
(Name & Sign)
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