
.COL 
. 

NAAC 

Cll.l'f ERIA - J •)' \ 
\ \ 

• SURVEY ON CURRICU LUM FEEDBACK 

(DEPARTMENT OF GA RO) 

IV SEMESTER - 2018-19 

No. (lf Respo,1dents: 115 

MIL-GARO (PASS) 

Na1ne of tl1e paper: T raditional a11d Modern Garo Poe.try, Drama, Fiction.etc. 

ANALYSIS AND INTERPRETATION OF DATA 

TABLE l : 01 : Showi.ng percentage of students' response to Question No. 1 

I 

I 

1. The objective of the text bool< ''Ach.il< Aganbewalrang" is to introduce to the students to traditio11al 

Garo poetry were yot1 able to co111prehend the subject n1atter by yOLLr teacher? 

Variable Grade No. of Resoondent Percenta!!e 

Thorouizhlv 4 73 63.4 

Satisfactorv 3 36 . 31.3 

Poorly 2 6 5.2 

Indifferentlv I 0 0 

Verbal Lectt.1re 0 0 0 

The table above shows that 63.4% of the stt1det1ts were tl1orot1gh with the qt1estio11 asked to them 
whereas 31.3% were satisfied towards the questio11. O11ly 5.2% of the students l1ave respo11ded poor to 

the question. However, there are no stt1dents responded negative to the questions given to them. 

Therefore, it can be noticed that the majority of the students have Ltnderstoo<l thoroL1ghly with the 

sL1bject taught to them and very few stt1dents were not able to Llnderstand clearly. 

Fig. l .O 1: Graphical Representation showi.J1g to the sh1de11ts' respo11se to Qt1estio11 No. I . 
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2. Thi:' t~nchcr·s ap11roach tu h.:uching or tht.: rilual s l11td curcnH>nics p~rl'(>1'11lt.:d by the pric.:sl ··ruarc1 
Jng:1p:t' inn Trriditionnl J)ocn1 "Sar:10 Krilnni" can be d1;scribcd as: 

- -
\ 1nriabl(' Gracie No. of Rcso(>ndcnt 1'£!cent~e 

Exc:cllcnt 4 28 24.3 

Very Good 3 4 5 39. 13 

Good 2 33 28.6 

Fnir I 4 3.4 

Poor 0 5 4.3 

. 

-

The above tabl e shows that 24.3% of the students have described ~ls excellent to thu qt1cstion askc(..\ tu 

them ,vhilc 39.1 3% described as very good. On tl1c other hand 28.6% of the stt1dcnts were responded 
as good whi le 3.4% were described as fair and 4.3% were responded as poor to the question askcc.l to 

them. 

Thus. it can be noticed that on ly sorTic of the stuuents have ttntl~rstootl the topic antl the majority or 
the students were not clear wi th the topit; taLtght to thc111. 

Fig.1.02: Graphica l Represe11tation showi11g to the students' response to Question No.2. 
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TABLC 2.01 . ' ho,, ing pcrccnln):!C of students· r~sponsc to Question No.1. 

3. The l\ttodtrn G~ r'-1 pocn1 called " Riis , C,i1nl" by 11. l) . W. Mon1in 
pen.on·. !-.p111t of ltfc. Ho,, \Vl'II did you, tcnL·hcl cxptn,n to you'/ 

talks about making new of 

- -
\ ' ariablt- G r ade No. of Respondent Percenta e 

Thor'-1n hi\ 4 62 53.9 

at,~ 1:1cton J 52 45.2 
~ 

l'o'-)11 , 2 0 0 

lndinercntl, I 0 0 

\\ .ts not tauuht 0 I 0.8 

The :ibo, l' table sho-v.•s that 53.9°·0 or the stndenls were thorough with the topic taught to then, while 

45.2'' o ,, ere gtY("n s:iti fitctory response to the questio n asked to them. There is 110 stt1dent given poor 

and 1nditferenl response to the poetn taught by the teacher. Only 0 .8% has responded as was not 

t3\1gl1t tl1e poen1 asked to them. 

Thus. it sho,,·s t11at the n1ajority of the s tttdents were thorough vvith the poe1u and very few number of 

tudenr-s ,,·ere satisfied ,,vith the teaching while less students have given negative answer to the 

que tion asked to then, . 

Fig.2.0 l: Graphical Representation showing the students' response to Question No.3. 
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TABLE 2.02: Showing percentage of students ' response to Question No.4. 

4. How much do you understand the teaching of a poem called "Sigimin Ripengko Gisik Ra· ani"? 

Va riable Grade No. of Respondent Percenta2.e 

Thorou!Z.hlv 4 84 73 

Satisfactory 3 31 26.9 

Fairly 2 0 0 

Poorly I 0 0 

Not at all 0 0 0 
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The above table shows that 73% of the sluclcnls were thorough wi th the teaching of a poem called 
"SigirTiin Ripcrngko Gisik Ra·ani" while 26.9% were given satis factory response to the teaching given 

to them. 

Thus, it shows that the majority o r the students were thoroughly understood the teaching of a poern. 

Fig.2.02: Graphical Representation showing the students' response to Question No.4. 
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TABLE 3.0 I: Showing percentage of students' response to Question No.5. 

---- --7 

I 

■ Grade 
■ No. of Respondent 

Percentage 

I 

\ 

\ 
\ 
I 

5. The teacher 's explanation to a fiction called " Dombe Rani" draws how much of your attention and 

reflects the real picture of a story? 

Variable Grade No. of Resnondent Percentae.e 

Significantly 4 24 20.8 

Verv well 3 69 60 

Moderately 2 13 11 .3 

MarQinally 1 5 4.3 

Not at all 0 4 3.4 

The above table shows that 20.8% of the sh.1dents draw attention on the teaching of fiction while 60% 
response very well. On the other hand 11.3% of the stt1dents response moderately and 4 .3% response 

margi11ally and 3.4% response not at all on teacher's explanation on fiction. 
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Fig.J .0 I : Gr.-iphicnl Representation showing the students' response to Question No.5. 
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TABLE 3.02: Showing percentage o f students' response to Question No.6. 

Grade 
No. of Respondent 
Percentage 

6. The rea l a1.1thor of the book "An·chichi Bregiinin" is Linnie M. Holbrook, Tura 1936. Do you agree 

with the authorship? 

Variable Grade No. of Resoondent Percenta2e 

Stron2.lv A!!ree 4 71 61. 7 

Agree 3 41 35.6 

Neutral 2 l 0.8 

Disae.ree l l 0.8 

Stron2:lv Disagree 0 l 0.8 

The above table shows that 61.7% of the students are strongly agreed with the author of the book 

whereas 35.6% agreed with question asked to them. However, 0.8% of the students' responded 

neutral disagrees and strongly disagrees with the author of the book. 

Therefore, it is found that the majority of the students were aware of the author whereas very few of 

the students were not aware of it. 

Fig.3.02: Graphical Representation showing the students' response to Question No.6. 
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TAB LE 4' .0 I : Sl10,ving pcrcl!ntagc of stt1dcntl:i' response to Question No. 7. 

Al 
):.. 

* c_, .... ,...,. ~ 

7. Willian1 S11nkcspcnrc's drnn1a called "Oth~llo" was translated into Ciaro by Wilson K . Marak. WnS' _Gl.~Q"(~,,­
it co,,crcd in the class? 

\
1ariable Crndc No. of Rcsnon<lenl Pcrcenla2e 

\ 'es 4 91 79. 1 
No 3 17 14. 7 
Was not tattght 2 4 3.4 
Don 't 1-..no,v I 3 2.6 
C'ai1 't s:1y 0 0 0 

The above table s110,vs tl1at 79. I% of the students agreed that the teaching o f drama covered in the 
cla..., ~ ,vhile 14.7(}"0 disagreed tl1at the dratna was not cover in the c lass. However, 3.4% and 2.6% of 

the student ' responded as not taught the drama in the c lass. 

Thus, it is found that the n1ajority of the students have agreed and very few were disagreed and have 

given negative a11swer to tl1e question asked to them . 

Fig.-t .0 l: Graphical Representation showi11g the stt1de11ts' response to Qt1estion No. 7. 
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TA BLE 4.02: Showing percentage of students' response to Qtlestion No.8. 

1 

Grade 

■ No. of Respondent 

Percentage 
I 

8. "Macbeth" an adaptation is a Shakespearean dra1na written in Garo by Karnesh R. Marak. How did 

your teacher explain this particular text? 

Variable Grade No. of Respo:ndent Percentae.e 
SigJJjficantlv 4 42 36.5 
Very well 3 59 51.3 
Moderately 2 12 10.4 

Marginally I I 0.8 
Not at all 0 l 0.8 
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The above table sho"vs tha't 36.5% of the students were satis fied \Vith the teaching and S 1.3% were 

very ,veil satisfied wi th the explanation on drama. l 0.4% of lhe students were responded moderately 
to the question asked to them. Only 0.8% of the students were g iven negative response to the question 

asked to then1. 

Therefore, it can be noticed that the majority of t11e students were satisfied with the explanation on 

drama \vhereas very fevv number of students were g iven negative response towards the question. 

-.. . , ;/ 
. - . 

t'r ~-- ' ... . 
,. .. ·, ~r\ , • •• I,• ,,..,. r - • 

F ig.4.02: Graphical Representation showing the students ' response to Question No.8. 

70 

60 

50 

40 

30 

20 

10 

0 

I 

r 

Significantly 
' Very well 

' 

' 

I } 

I 

Moderately 
I I 

Marginally 

- -------- __, 

Not at all 
I 

Grade 
No. of Respondent 
Percentage 

--~--------

TABLE 5.01 : Showing percentage of students' response to Question No.9. 

9. "Metongboh1i Gittim" a traditional Garo drama by Llewellyn R. Marak describes about the beauty, 
fa me and strong legendary activities of Dikki and Bandi, and Giting and Sore. Do you agree with the 

statement? 

Variable Grade No. of Resoondent Percenta!!e 

Yes 4 110 95.6 

No 3 0 0 

Was not tau2:ht 2 2 1.7 

Don't know l 3 2.6 

Can' t sav 0 0 0 

--."( 
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TABLE 5.02: Sho,ving percentage of students' response to Question No. I 0. 

I 0. Ho,, did your teacher explain the concept of "A ·chik Grammar'' by E.G . Phillips? 

\ ' ariable Grade No. of Respondent Percenta1!e 

\ 'erv Well 4 50 43.4 

\\'1th Examoles 3 20 17 .3 

\ erbal Lecture 2 13 11 .3 

Did not teacl1 at all 1 32 27.8 

Can't sav 0 0 0 

The above table shows tl1at 43 .4% of tl1e stuclents [1ave responded very well about tl1e explanation of 

the concept of A ·chik Gra111n1ar while 17.3% states that the teacher tatlght the subject with examples. 
Onl) I 1.3% of the stude11ts agreed that the expla11atio11 was do11e by verbal lectltre whereas 27 .8% 

have given 11egatjve answer as did not teach at all. 

Thus. it shows that the majority of the students did not clear about tl1e teachi11g of A·cl1ik Grammar. 

Fig.5 02: Graphical Representation showing tl1e stt1dents' response to Q\1estion No.\ 0. 
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FINDINGS: 

The above analysis has provided ~ome signilicant findings. The overall findings are presented bl!low: 

• There are I 15 numbers of respondents and out of these respondents maximum number of 

students has given positive response which shows that they have been thoroug\1 with the 

subjects taught to them. 

• It was also found U1at the n1ajority of the students were satisfied with the teaching antl the 

curriculum provided to them. 

• Jt was also found that some of the students are not satisfied with the teaching given to them 

which shows that they are yet to understand the teachim1g. lt n1ay be because of their low 

attendance where they have attended about 40-50% of tolnl attendance. 

• It also revealed that very few students arc not aware of their syllabus covered in tl1c class and 

even their actual authorship of their fiction too. Jt may be due to their poor attcnllancc. 

• lt also revealed that there are tew students responded negative ly to sonic qtlcstion askctl to 

them wl1ich shows Lhat they have not yet understood the subjects taugl1t to tht:m. It may be 

due to their poor responsive and attentiveness in the class. 

ACTION TAKEN: 

• Remedial classes are provided. 

• Require more elaboration, assigncnents and discussions. 

• Encourage them to study by givi11g more assignn1ents and class tests. 

• Strict attendance is n1aintai11ed. 

TEACHER'S FEEDBACK: 

Teachers are quite satisfied witl1 the stt1dcnts' response bLtl \vish that tl1c stt1dc11ts cot1l<l l1avc 

developed their studies and attendance for good acadcn1ic rcsttlt . 1c·r clnssroo111 ,s 11ccdctl. Prt)l)Cr 

C 
;:u 
..b-
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sound S}1sten1 is also needed for n1orc effective classroom environment. Teachers con alsu rc.,. ,cv. their 

perfonnance in order to make the class more cfTcct1vc and interesting. 

SUMJ\1AR' ': 

As per analysis, it is ~un11nari scd that the curriculu1n prov ided to them 1s quite e ffective and helpful to 

acqLLire kno,vledgc. Thus the n1njorily of the stutlcnts gave positive response to the questionnaire. 
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SURl"EY <JN CURR/CU/JAR FEEDBACK 

DEP1IRTft,IENT OF GAllO 

JI SEMESTER - 2018-2019 

II PAPER 

NO OF RESPONDENTS 61 

.4,lfE 01:- TIIE PAPER: TRADITIONAL AND MODERN DRAMA 

Analy i and interpretation of data : 

Table - 1.0 l : Showing the responses of student in terms of teachers explanations to 

Traditional Drama (Dikki - I) 
, 

Q 1. Do you thit1k tl1at the teaching of Traditional Drama in Garo helps in preserving 

some traditional culture? 

Variable Grade No. of resoonses o/o 

Strongly agree 4 38 62.2 

Agree 3 22 36 

Neutral 2 l 1.6 

Disagree 1 0 0 

Strongly disagree 0 0 0 

The above table shows tl1at 62.2% of the students have strongly agreed and 363/o 

of the students agreed to the question mentioned above and 1.6o/o of the student have 

expressed neutral whi le no students are found to be disagree and strongly disagree. 

Therefore, it may be noticed that 1nost of the students were thorough with tl1e 

aspects of their own traditional culture. 

Fig. 1.0 I Graphjcal representation of the students responses to Q. No. 1 
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Q.2 Ho,,, can you say tl1e style a11d langt1agc t1sed by tl1c Ringra Ringsal (na1~~ji}11 -,,tt,, -~ ~., 

Traditior1al Drarna. 
·- _ Gl',1 tO~\v 

Variable Grade No of resoonsc o/o 

Excellent 4 25 40.9 

- -

ery Eiood 3 32 52.4 

GOl1d 3 ' 4 6.5 

Fair l 0 0 

Poor 0 0 0 

Tl1e above table sl1ows tl1at 40.9% of the students have responded excell1ent to the 

qt1e tion 1ne11tioned above, 52.4% very good and 6.5% of the students responded good 

"vbile no ~tt1dents are responded fair and poor to the question asked. 

Therefore, it 1nay be noticed that 1nost of the students are clear with the style and 

language used to na1Tate in high style by Ringra Ringsal in Traditional Drama, but it also 

found that few have not sttre enough to give the answer. 

Fig. 1.02 : Graphical representation of the sn1dents response to the question No. 2 
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Table 2.0 I : Showing the p ercentage o f the students in response to Q s. No. 3 

\ \ • 
\ . . 

Q. 3 Can you lea rn the ideal character o f hero or herone in Traditional Drama, lik~ p~i:.. 

J and IJ? 

- G1,\; 

Variable G rade N o of resoo nse o/o 

Thoroughl y 4 37 60.6 

Satis factoril y 3 23 37.7 

Poorly 2 0 
0 

Indifferently J l 1.6 

Nothing at al l 0 0 0 

The table above shows that 60.0% have thoroughly understood to the question and 

37. 7% of the students have expressed satisfactorily and only 1.6% of the student 

responded indifferently. Therefore, it can be observed that majority of the students have 

lmderstood that the ma in aim of Drama is to show the ideal character of hero or herone 

but need to be thorough w hile 1.6% of the stt1dent responded indiffe rently. 

Fig. 2.01 : Graphical representation showing students response to Qs. N o. 3 
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Table 2.02: Showing percentage of students response to the question o. 4 
-
, { 

. Did ou eo·o the oetic s le ofoarration in Traditional Drama? -~ 
Variable Grade o of re onse 

01
0 ' {;A;-C 

Yes 4 60 I 98.3 
No 3 0 0 

Was not tau t 2 0 0 
Don't know I O 0 
~n't say O 1 ____ 1.6 
From the table above. it is ob ef'·ed that 98.3°'0 of the ·tudent · }1a\ e responded 

positively to the Qs. o. 4 ,vhile only 1.6° o of the tudent is not s11.1re enough to gi\ e the 

positive answer. 
Fig. 2.02: Graphical representation to the stt1dent · respon e to Q . 
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Table 3.0 I : SJ1owing the percentage of the slttdents in response to qul!stion No. 5 _ 
' 

I 

J_:.::!;..:.:· S~ H.::o::'...:,:..:.v~1n:,:..u;;:,c~l:..:.1 ~d~o~o~t=---• u:::.:n'..!.:d::::.:e:.:r.:::.s~t a:..:.n::.;;:d:...:l:.:.:h:..:::~:...:l.:::.e;;:,a c:::1~1 i~n~o::.:f.....:· D~ra:.:.,n.:..:.::.a ..::S:.:.k:..:u:.:.l--=.M:..::.:;.a::::.;s t;.::l:.:..r '-=?----~·~:;.=; .. t:O=-:. 1• 

Variable Grade No of res onsc 
0/o :.,t,, 

Thorou hl 4 43 70.4 

SatisfactoriJ 3 I 8 29 .5 

PoorJ 2 0 0 

Tndifferentl I O 0 

Nothin at all O O 0 

The table above sho"vs 70.4% have tl1orot1g l1ly ttnderstood the Drama and 29.5°10 

of the stt1dents have expressed satistactorily and no s tudents have responded poorly, 

inditlerently and nothing at all. This sho"vs majority of the s tt1dents have t1nderstood tl1e 

textbook very well. 

Fig. 3.0 I : Graphical representation sho\ving sh1dents in responses to the ques tions. 
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Table 3.02: l10\\1ing p rccittagc ot~ stt1dc11ts rcspo11sc to c.1ucstion No. 6 

. toril 3 17 27.8 

Poorl\ 2 0 0 
I ndiflerentl · I O 0 

~othing at all O O 0 
The table abo,,e shows that 72. 1 % have thoroughly tmderstood the question and 

- ... . \,; 0 o of the stl.1dents have expressed satisfactorily and no sn-1dents have responded 

poorl). indifferently and nothing at a l I. This shows that majori ty of the stt1dents have 

under"tood \rery well with the question given to them. 

Fig. 3.0:!: Graphical representation showing students response to the Qs. No. 6 
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1 :ihlc 4.0 I: J10 \\·1ng percentage of the tudenL.., re pon e to quc tion 
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TabJe: 5.0 I Sl1owing percentage of stt1dents' response to Qs. No. 9 

Q.9. I-low much of your attention was drawn by your teacl1er while expl-;I,, in 

Drama entit led ' Nokdang ' -
Variable Grade No of response Pere cntage --
Excellent 4 26 4 2.6 

Verv 200d 3 27 4 4.2 -
Good 2 7 I I .4 ---
Fair 1 0 0 

Poor 0 1 I .6 
- -

The table above shows that 42.6% of the stL1dents have responded excellent to tl1c 

given question, 44.2% responded very good and I 1.4% responded goocl, ,vhill: l .6o/o or 

the students responded poor to the above mentioned questions. 

Therefore, it may be noticed that most of the !)lttdents could b~ drawn attent ion on 

teacher 's explanation on Drama very ,, ell , few of the,n responded, good and only one 

student responded nega tively. 

Fig. 5.0 I: Graphical repre entation sho\,, 111g th<.: tudcnl~ response to qLIC!)lion o. 9 
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1"ablc. 5.02 Sht1wing tl1c sttl<.lents rc:-;po11se l(> Q~. No. I 0 

' -
i--;:,,...·_10. Do you a grcl! tl1at_ Dil(ki._1<; ~ leg_c110a_!Yl!_cro? ' - • 

Variriblc - (.i raclc No of response Percentage 1 .. -
1-__ S_tron_gl t 4 37 60.6 . -:::.!:!!.. 

3 23 37.7 -
0 0 

Agree 
Nct1tral 

1---- --- 2 
1 .6 Disjgrcc l l -

Stro11 I distl e.rec 0 0 0 

The above table shows that 60.6o/o l1ave given responses as strongly agree, 37 .7°/o 
of the students respo11dcd agree while l .6o/o have given a disagree response. It can be 

observed tl1at 111ost of tl1e stL1clents have strongly agreed with the qtlestion asked to them 

and 011 ly 011e expressed disagree to tl1e staten1ent above. 

Fig. 5.02: Grapl1ical representation sl1owing tl1e student response to the Qs. No. 10 
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Tile above analysis have capitulated some significant findings. In respons~~ ~e ~~Y 
by the stt1dents the overall fi.ndings have been presented below. '.._9)\r :'J · 

- From tl1e analysis, it was fot111d that out of ten questions students responded 
positiveJy for 7 qt1estions. This shows that majority of the students have 

understood very well with the prescribed syllabus. 
- It was also foLtnd that classroom is overcrowded - so the teacher student ratio 

needs to be strictly 1naintained in order to cater to the needs of the students. 

- Infrastructure of the classroom needs to be improved. 

Action taken: 
- Remedial classes are provided 
- Encourage them to st:L1dy by givi11g home assign1nents and class tests. 
- Motivate the students to have a regular study habits, and to have a competitive 

spirit. 
Strict attendance is maintained. 

- Giving time for students outs ide classes whenever, they are in need. 

- Vis iting Library and read books for atleast 2 to 3 hours. 

Summary 

From tl1e survey 011 curriculum feedback conducted for the students of 111 
Semester, conclusion can be drawn that the majority of the students have a clear 

understanding of the explanation on the paper 'Traditional and Modern Drama. 

The feedback shows that they are able to acqt1ire in-depth knowledge and that they 

have been interes ts in the subject matter imparted to them. Overall the sn.1dents 

were introduced the importance of traditional and modem Drama and have learnt 
the traditions, ct1s toms and culh1re of the Garo society throt1gh this drama paper. 

,_._.....-,1trnt. 
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