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Survey on ct1r1·iculum Feedback 

(Department of Political Science) 

IJ Seniester-2018-19 (Paper Psc.02: Major Political System) 

No. of respondent: 117 
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Tabl~ l.01: Table s 110,ving the students response to Qs. Rela ted to Unit 1.1 

1. Ho\v did tl1c Teacher explain the features of the Amcri~an l~onstitt1tiun? 
' 

Variable 
G rad No. of O/o 

Res onse e 

Thoroughly 4 43 
36. 
8 

Satisfactory 3 7] 
60. 
7 

Poorly 2 3 2.6 

Indifferently 1 0 0.0 

Didn ·t teach at all 0 0 0.0 

The above table shows that 36.8% agreed that the teachers have taught the topic 

rl1oroughly. whereas 60.7 of the students are satisfied with the topic taught to them. 2.6% of the 

student 's expressed that the topic was taught poorly. However, there are no students who 

responded that the topic taught to them were indifferent or that tl1e teacher did not teach at all. 

Therefore, it can be concluded that the majority of the students have thoroughly 

understood the topic and are satis fied with the topic taught to them and few sn1dents though did 

not understand tl1e topic taugl1t to them clearly. 

Fig. 1.01: Graphical representation showing tl1e student's response to Unit 1.1 
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Table 1.02: Table sholving the students response to Qs. Related to Unit 1.2 ·i''' · C . -
v 

(~' 
• 

~ 

.:::!. Did )'l1ur t\.'Jchcr C\f)lain the fl·a1urcs and f1.111ctH1111if lti-parly "~"tL·,n in 1\111L·r1c:ir1 

Pt1litica I s,·stcn1 

f( \ ( .,..•t C: 

"" ' ";'" ":'j ~ 
\ "..,..~ , .,~ 

. 

Variable 
Res onse 

O/o 

e 
, I II. I I 

Yes 4 106 
90. 
6 

No 3 2 I . 7 

Didn ·t teach at all 2 3 2.6 

Don' t know l 4 3.4 

Can ' t say 0 I 0.9 

The table above show the 90.6% of the students have given a strong agreement to the 

question mentioned above. l . 7% of the sttidents gave a negative reply that the teacher did not 

explain . 2.6% responded that the topic was not tatight to them. 3.4% of the students responded 

as not knowing the topic taught to them. Still 0.9% of the students are unable to say anything 

on the above question. 

Therefore, it is noticed that majority of the students are clear with the concept and few 

still who responded negatively or not aware of the topic taught. 

Fig. 1.02: Graphical representation showing the student's response to Unit 1.2 
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·1·::,l>le 2.0 J: ~fable \ho,ving the students re pon e to Q . Related to nit 2.1 · C 0 
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Table 2.02: Table sl10,ving tl1c st11<lcnts rcs1J,,nsr t() Qs. l{cl11tc<l l () Unit 2.2 

4. Thl' LIS (~t,nstitution pl'tl\ ·i d1..·s ti.ir a Pr1.· .... idl·11t1:il 1'01111 ul <,uv1.·1111111.·11t. ,\II 11i~ 

c,ccuti,c pt,,vcrs arc \'l'sti:d in thl' Prcsitll'lll of 1'11.· l l11it1.·d Stat1.·s td /\111c11c:1: I >1d y1111r 

ll'ach1.:r ll1.:scrib1..· th1..· fcatur1..·s tif 1'11..· P11..·sill1..·11t1al 1,,1111 ol go,l·,11111._·111'.1 

Variable 
c;rnd No. of '1/o 

Iles onsc C 

Yes 4 I I I 
94. 
9 

No 3 I 0.9 

Was not taught 2 I 0.9 

Can't Say I 0 0.0 

Don't Know 0 3 2.6 

The table above indicates that 94.9% of the stt1dents gave a positive response to the 

topic taught to tl1en1. 0. 9% gave a negative reply that the topic was not described to them. Yet 

another 0. 9% of the students responded that tl1e topic was not taught to them. There are no 

students wl10 responded that tl1ey are not able to say. Still 2.6% of the students responded with 

don ' t know on the topic taught to them. 

Therefore, it is noticed that majority of the students agreed that tbe teachers described 

the topic with only few students who disagreed that the topic was not described or not taught at 

all or don 't know the topic taught. 

Fig. 2.02: Graphical representation showing the student's response to Unit 2.2 
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Table 3.01: Table sho\ving the students response to Qs. Related to Unit 3.1 

\ 'ariable 
Grad No. of % 

Res onse e 

Thoroughly 4 36 
30. 
8 

Satisfactory 3 75 
64. 
1 

Poorly 2 5 4.3 

Indifferently I 0 0.0 

Didn' t teacl1 at all 0 0 0.0 

The table above shows that 30.8% of the students agreed that the topic taught to them was 

covered thoroughly. 64.1 % students are satisfied with the topic taught. 4.3% students expressed that the 

topic taught was very poor. 

Therefore, a number of students are through and satisfied with the topic taught to them with 

very few also did not understands the topic taught. 

I 

Fig. 3.01: Graphical rrepresentation showing the student's response to Unit 3.1 
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11 1,lt· 4.()1 : fable l1r1\-\in~ the tudent re pon e to Q . Related to nit 4.1 co 
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\ 11 , in l•I\' "/o 
C l{c, r,n,e 

l •\C"' ll ' Ill 
- I S 

4 IX 4 

I.' I y ( JO<)d 3 59 
50. 
4 

C ,c,od 
- 29 

2 35 9 

Fair l 2 I . 7 

Poor 0 0 0.0 

The .1hove table indicates that I 5.4o/<> of the studentS expressed excellence at the topic taught by 

the lC3chcrs whc,cas 50 4% of the students agreed that the topic covered was very good. 29.9% of the 
c pre cd that the topic laught to them was good. Another 1.7% of the students expressed that the topic 
taught to them was fa,r too and none of the students responded that the to-pie was not taught to them at 

al I 

1 hcrefo1 e, 1t ii> noticed that the ,najority of the students have agreed that the topi c taught by the 

tc:,chcrs was excel lent and good. Nonetheless, few students still expressed that the topic taught to them 

v. ere poor. 

Fig. 4.02: Graplllical representation showing the student' s response to Unit 4.2 
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r~•t>le 5.0 I: Table sh<>wing tlic stud t en s response to Qs. Related to Unit 5.1 
,._f)\11' . Co(. 

9. The Prcsi{tcnt of Rtissia is the hl·atl (> f the state. J➔ e is the he~1d c:-<ecut ive ,vith 
several real l1l)\VCrs. 1·1(l\V (lilt Y<llll' teac hers explain thc po\vcrs and function of the 

. 
., ~-p- (~. 

"' ' r.l ,J, .,~ 

Rttssian Jlrcsi{lcnt? 
; 

{ • 

• • .if~• . ., 
Variable 

.... _ 

O/o ', G4i O ~ :, , 
• • 

e Res onse 
Thoroughly 

4 
32. 

38 5 

Satisfactory 
3 72 

6 l . 
5 

Poorly 2 2 I . 7 

Indifferently I 2 l. 7 

Didn't teach at all 0 1 0.0 

The table above shows that 32.5% students are through with the topic taught. 61.5% students 

are satisfied with the topic taught by the teachers. 1.7% of the students feel that the topics were poorly 

taught. Again another l. 7°/o of tl1e students fe lt that the topic taugl1t was indifferent to them. None of the 

students have responded that the teachers didn ' t teach at all . 

Therefore, majority of the students are thorough and satisfied with the topic taught by the teachers. 

Whereas some fel l it was poorly taught and equa l No.of students felt that the topic taught were 

indifferent to the1n 

Fig. 5.01: Graphical representation showing the student's response to U nit 5.1 
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Table 5.02: Table showing tl1c stud,cnts response t<> Qs. Jtelated to Unit 5.2 

10. Diti YL)t11· t1:~1ch1:r ..:xplain clt.:arly ;tl)tlllt th1: l'<H11p,,siti<>n. p,,,vL·r :,nd ft111rt1 1,n ,,f ,11.._· 

f{ussian Julliciary'! 

Variable 
Grad c1/o 

Res onse e 

Yes 4 104 
88. 
9 

No 3 9 7.7 

Was not taught 2 I 0.9 

Don' t know 1 1 0.9 

Can't say 0 0 0.0 

The table above ind icates that 88.9% of the students gave a positive response to the topic 

taught to them. 7.7% gave a negative reply that the topic was not described to them. Yet 

another 0.9% of the students responded that the topic was not taught to them and another 0.9% 

of the students who responded that they are not able to say. None of the students have responded 

with don' t know on the topic taught to them. 

Therefore, it is noticed that majority of the students agreed that the teachers described 

tl1e topic with on ly few students who disagreed that the topic was not described or not taught at 

all or don 't know the topic taught. 

Fig. 5.02: Graphical representation showing the student's response to Unit 5.2 
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FINDINGS:-

T/1e above analyses have y ielded some significa,ir findings. in responses giv 

b;• the stude11ts the overa/Lfl11di11gs /1ave been presented below: 

1. Fro,n the a11alJ1ses, it ,vasfound that the n1ajority of the students just satisfied with the topi 

taught to r/1e111. The variable 'thoroug/1/y' or 'yes' ,vas a little less as compared to variable 2. 

2. it was observed t/1at so,ne stude11ts believed that the topics taught were poor(v taught in most 

of t/1e questio11s. 

3. Few stude11ts still claimed that t/1e topic that were taught in the class was different to them 

w/1ile a n1i11ute section of the students still dared to state that the teachers did not take class at all or 

teacl1es tl1e topic in questio,1 

Action Taken: 

1) Renzedial classes are taken to cate,· to suc/1 students w/10 are n1ostly slow learners. 

2) Attendance is strictly monitored to 111inimise their absence, least t/1at miss such important classes. 

3) Give11 quality time to students w/1enever possible to l1elp i11 tl1eir problems of weakness. 

4) Give the,11 assignnze11t to n1otivate t/1e111 to self sn1d;1 so tl1e.v can subn-iit good qi1aiit;1 assignment 

5) If possible to interpret and teach i11 local !a,iguage other t/1a11 English which is the standard 

mediu111 of instruction, because tl1e students w/10 r11ostly gave a negative reply were those ~v/10 were 

l1ig/1 011 t/1e ab.sent list and were red-marked for disciplinary purpose. 

6) Son1e students -vvere tl1emselves so i11different in /lie class that it becomes a hard task to make then1 

atte11tive i11 //1e class. SL1c/1 s tude11ts too upon si,rvey were fo i,nd to be ver~v lo"v in atte11dance and also 

missed tl1e inter11a/ tests or assignn1e11t co11ductedfor tl1em. 

TEACHERS FEEDBACK: 

Upon the survey and analysis done, the department teachers were left to ponder on why the 

positive side of the response was lass. So, the teachers took t1pon themselves to find out the problem or 

weakness, where we firstly concluded that because the particltlars paper given for currict1lum feedback 

.s one of the longest and lengthiest paper of the entire Semester papers. The reason is 'Major Political 

;ystem' is a paper where the teachers are Sltppose to teach 4 (four) different constittation of the world, 

111 different and varied from one another. Another reason tinder each constitution the teachers has to 

each almost I 4(fourteen) topics or its sub-topics making it impossible to finish the course within the 

~iven stipulated routine allotment. 

So, on the above, the teachers of the department concluded that as the topics were hurriedly taught with 

:ero room for repetitio11, the stude11ts largely did not understand the topic as thoroughly as should have been, 

~ith the intention to cover the huge course content within the given time slot. 

~s ~he college carter to a majority of students who are from rt1ral based areas, transportation, 

;ommun1cat1on also beco111es a n1ajor problem to be dealt with. 

Nonetheless, for the general welfare and larger benefit of the sn1dent 's community, the departme11t 

eachers have regrouped them into fast and slow learner. The reason for this is to try and help the students with 

pe subject learning as much as the teachers can afford to do. 
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Another institutional problem is tile ht1ge nu1nber of stt1<lents in the class accommodating them all in the 

class room wh I ch ma) a !so be the r<a on enough for the students Io have rcspon <led the way they d td, as ma yb , _,:;,n · C O { 

,ve ~ere not aud1ble to all the . tudents \\ l,en \Ve were teaching in the class. Sad to say no microphone cw; - ~-k 

pro,·i ded in p I te of the huge number of students in the class 
\ \ ( j-/; 

SL~li\l . .\R\·: 
I I I 

From the Suf\ ey on Cttrriculum Feedback, it is understood that the teachers may also··· r . ,. ,. I •T •j 

need to tmpro,
1
1 e on their teacl1ing method and encourage the irregular students to be more 

regular in the class. The feedback maybe would have been different if the department would 

ha\'e a full-strength (teachers) who could helped eased the problem of teaching the lengthiest 

paper P c.02 'Major Political System", to be precise 4 major constitution x 14 topics each, 

taking the total to 54 (fifty four) topics in all 

Head of the department: 

• 

/ 
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NAAC 
CRITERIA-1 

Survey on curriculum Feedback 
Department of Political Science 
IV Semester Honours (2018-19} 
Paper 4: International Politics 

No. of Respondents: 23 

A ALYSIS .,.\ ND l NTERl'RETATlON OF DATA: 

(· 0'\' . C ~~l.(:', 

, ~\ {, ) 
,... ·, ,, J 

t i• -.. ___, ..... ,,J.~ r-. 0 \."" 

TABLE 1: Shows the students response to syllabus coverage by the teachers in 

class. 

Variable Grade No. of Res onse % 

85-100% 4 10 43.5% 

70-84% 3 13 56.5% 

55-69% 2 0 0.0% 

30-54% 1 0 0.0% 

Below 30% 0 0 0.0% 

The above table shows that 43.5% of the students agreed that the teacher have covered the entire 

syllabus thoroughly i.e. 85-100% of the syllabus. Whereas, 56.5% of students expressed that 70-

84% of the syllabus was covered by the teachers. There were no students who responded that 

below 50% of the syllabus was covered in the class. Therefore, it may be noticed that majority of the 

students agreed that 70-84% of the syllabus was covered by the teachers. 

Fig. 1.01: Graphical representation of the responses of the students to Qs. No. 1. 
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TABLIE 2: Sho s th t ude1,t re poni. to qu tion rel tPd to Unit- 1. 

• iahh.• 
(,, :\cl \' ~o. of R\'"ii!on,e 

1 ht, i 13 56.5% 

' 
10 43.5% 

- l 0 0 .0% 

In 1 cr\."ntl, I 0 0 .0% 

Drdn·l ,~.1\.h nt ~II 0 0 0 .0% 

The second table shov.is that 56 5% of students responded that the teacher taught Unit 1 of the 

s •llabus thoroughly and about 43.5% of students are sat isfied with the teacher's explanation of the 

mean ng nature and scope of International Polit ics. 

Th s shows that maJority of the students agreed that the topic has been taught to them thoroughly 

and are satisfied with the class teach1ing. No students responded that the teacher has taught the 

top c poorly or did not teach the topic at all. 

Fig. 2: Graphical representation of the responses of the students to Qs. No. 2. 
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TABLE 3: Shows the students response to question related to Realist Theory. 

Variable Grade No. of Res onse 

1 horoughJy 4 3 

Sal i~facto__ry 3 15 

P~ly ? 5 -
l11d1ffcrcnll 

-
l 0 --

u.1 
' U 

13 0~ 
65.2% 

21 7 
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f ig. 4: Gr.aphlcal r pre.sentation of th responses of the tud n to Cb. No • · 
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~ W 1• t Il l' t c,111c c,n 13 ll lrlc< u f J>ow c_ r ull J 1t 
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TABl l 6: Shows the studcr,ts response to question relate d to Unit 5 on Cold War . 

. ·tl\Jnit~S) 1:1c:,,,. did the t~1rhcr·~x·r,iain 10 you on Cold War in intc:mati,,nal p()litic~·.1 

Vari:lblc Grade No. of Response U/o 

Thoroughly 4 15 65.2% 

Sat is{ actor ily 3 8 34.8% 

Poor ly 2 0 0.0% 

Indifferently I 0 0.0% 

Didn ' t teach at all 0 0 0.0% 

The above table reflects the students feedback on Unit 5 of the syllabus. The majority 

students 65 .2% responded that the topic has been taught thoroughly by the teacher. This is 

followed by 34.8% who are satisfied with the explanation on this particular topic by the 

teacher. Wh ile no students were found to respond as poorly, indifferently or not taught to 

t he above mentioned question. 

Overall, the students seem to be clear and satisfied with the teaching on the particular 

t opic. 

Fig. 6: Graphical representation of the responses of the students to Qs. No. 6. 
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6. How chd tt1c teacf1C'r cxpl<l,n to yoLr on 

Cold War 111 lr1tl rr1at1onc.1I Politics? 

h J 
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TABLE 7: Shows the students response to question about concepts included in 

Unit-5 . 

~ :iil.t11it-S)Di--•&.rstand thc~cor,cepts Bipolarity. M1.1ltipolarity and Unipolarity in lnt~rnati<>nal P()\i1 ics'! 

. -

Variable Grade No. of Response % 

Yes 4 18 78.3% 

No 3 4 17.4% 

Was not taught 2 1 4.3% 

Don't Know I 0 0.0% 

Can't Say 0 0 0.0% 

The above table shows the students feedback in their understanding of concepts such as 

Bipolarity, Multipolarity and Unipolarity in International Politics. Abot1t 78.3o/o of them 

responded that they understand these concepts, whereas 17 .4 o/o students answered that they 

were not clear with these concepts. A negligible 4.3% students expressed that the topic was 

not taught to them. 

Overall, it can be noticed that the majority students have understood these concepts 

clearly and only few stude11ts did not have clarity about these concepts. 

Fig. 7: Graphical representation of the responses of the students to Qs. No. 7. 
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7. Do you ur,derstand the concepts 

Bipolar rty, M ultir,olarity dnd Uni polarity 

in l11t e, n.3tio11nl P,1l1t1c5? 
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TABLE 8: Shows the students feedback to question related to Unit-4 . 

~~- :(~1nit 4)·t~aiion~~tates:,(St-,it~ Actors)-hnvcl,ccn, continue to be and are destin\!U to fl!tnain the k\!y actor~ ll f 

· · '· 1nte11u1tional ·rl!littions". Do you agree with th~ statement? 

Variable Grade No. of Res onse % 

Stron ree 4 6 
26.1% 

A ree 3 15 65.2% 

Neutral 2 2 8.7% 

Disa ree 1 0 0 .0% 

Stron l Disa ee 0 0 0 .0% 

This table enquired if the stt1dents agreed with the statement mentioned above. About 

26.1 % strongly agreed with the statement, whereas, 65.2% agreed with the statement and 

only 8. 7% remained neutral in their position. None disagreed nor strong ly disagreed with the 

statement given on State Actors as key actors of IR. This shows that majority sttldcnts accept 

the fact that State-Actors are the primary actors of IR. 

Fig. B: Graphical representation of the responses of the students to Qs. No.8. 
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TABLE 9: Shows the students feedback to question related to Unit-4 . 

Variable Grade No. of Res onse 

Stron I a ree 4 4 

A ree 3 16 

Neutral 2 3 

Disa ree I 0 

Stron ree 0 0 

% 
17.4% 

69.6% 
13.0% 
0 .0% 

0.0% 

In the above state1nent, majority students agreed 1,vith the given statement on terrorism. About 

l 7% students responded that they strongly agreed, 69.6% agreed and the remaining 13% 

re111ained neutraJ i11 their position. Overall, majority students agreed that terrorism is a major 

cha llenge to international peace. 

Fig. 9: Graphical representation of the responses of the students to Qs. No.9. 
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0 h stud nts feedbac to question related to Unit·6. 

\ Grade 'o. of Rl'S CtOSl' 

4 ll 91.3% 

2 8. 7o/c, 
-

snot tau ht 
, 0 0 .0% 
... 

0on·t Know I 0 0 .0% 

n't · , y_ (J 0 0.0% 

laSt t bl r"ne t~ tile' ,tlJOl"l1ts r~spon~e lo a ({U~ tio,1 a keel on ·r(>pic I 0. ~1c1xi111urn 

t I e 91. ,0 
o ,~~f)«)lltfl'ti 1l1at the t\!JCh~r explained the tc,p1c.; ancl hacl a <li:-.Cll ion . 

""
0

o ,c~pl\lltfl•tf tl1.1t th~ top, \\U not explc.tinc:d tu the111 in cl~ts . In <>ltr 

non. these ~tt11c nt, ,, 110 g,1, ~ . negJti\'e feedback lackccJ clari ty \Vith the <1t1c:-,t1c,n 

......... n1 

1~,,,. -0 G phical pre entation of the responses of the students to Qs. No.10. 

t 

co 

• 
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l ' b(' abo, e anal, ~e ha, c re~ultcd c,n1c ~ignific ;_1r1t findin g 
• 

• Out of 23 r<' pondent,, it ,, ns f ot1 1,d that 85-95°~ of the ~tudcnt, have J,ti,1!n 

highl~ po,iti, l' a,,,,, l' r , . 11,i~ sl1u,, s tl,at th l'~ lia, c clearly unclrr, tood '"'ith th~ 

\Ub · r t"' ta11gl1t t,) tl1<.·111. 
• lt , a al, o f(,und tt,at lar~l' 110. <,f tudcr,t~ v a~ l1ighly sati lied ,vith the cla~~ 

l ctur~~ di,cu , io11 and readi11J! ,,,atrrial~ provided to them . 

• , er) ~ ,, ~tudl'nt le s tl,an I 0°/4, r esponded tl1at certnin topic was not taught in 

141 '-~ . \\ l1l'rl'a~. 111ajorit~ . tt1dents r esponded po iti, ely. 
• The re:i!-on for negligible negati, e feedback received could be due to: {a) Low 

attendance {b) lack of attentivcne s in cla s. (c) Lack of interaction with 

t 3cher (d) L nder- taff Teachers in the Department (Onl}' 2 Teachers) 
• The finding a l o reveal that a very small percentage of the students have given a 

, <.'f: neutral re ponse. This sho,vs that they have not understood the subjects 

taught to them. 

tion Tal,.cn: 

• trict attendance is maintained. 
• . .\s e ment of students through conducting Class Tests and home assignments 

• tudemt' Paper presentation/Seminar related to their syllabus 

• Gi,,ing time for students outside classes. 

O,·erall , the teachers are satisfied with the Fot1rtb Semester student's feedback on the 
cuniculun1 and teaching. Despite the lack of st1fficient nt1mber of teachers in the Depart1nent 
(on1)' mo teachers last se111ester ?0 18), tl1e syllabus was ft1lly covered, stt1dy materials 

pro, 1ded. internal tests conducted and assignments assessed. The teaching will be n1ore 

e el.ti,e 1f class-room is lCT enabled. The college library shot1ld stock standard texts for the 

student~ as ,veil as for the teachers to refer them. Teachers observed that certain students are 
irregular in class due to different reasons, like in-sincerity on their part, tinancial problems. 
rural background, long distance of con1mt1tation. The stt1dents need regular motivation. 

mentoring and guidance. 

l ·ro,,r tire i.IIrvey 011 c11rric11/11m j ee,tback co11d11c.·Jed for Jl1 Se,,,ester c.·J,,s~, it •••a., 
fui,nd 1/101 t/111 c1,rric11/11111 i11tJJ<1rte<i to tl1e .\t11<le11ts h,,~,e gai,1 ;,,sight ;,,to th t.1 11rt'~•,1ilin~ 

11,1d pr,,,,1i11,,,11 1/,e,Jri e\ ,,j· /11ter11,1ti<J11ul Jl(1/itics. 1'hrQ11J:h tlri~ c.·11rri'-·11/11111 , tlrf! sti,Jent~, 

"''' 111trvd,1t·~d t1ht111I Wort,/ l',,litic.·.\, re/,1ti,111., ,,,,,I i11ter,1L·ti,,,,~ u,,,o,,g ,,a1i,,,,,, •i•c,rld 

~lltrir\, fl1re1~11 JJu /iti,:~ ,,,,,/ i11ter1111ti,,11,1/ ,y..,,,,,,,. Tl,e ,netJ,,,,I~ ,,J· t,1t1t·l1i11,: und lt1ur,1i11g 

1111ple-1111:ntt'tl are ,,,,,te ,,11,,, liJ't' ji,r 1/1e .,,,,,1,~,,,.,. 

I 
,un. 

• 
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