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Student Feedback on Infrastructure Facilities (SFIF) Analysis Report
Academic Year 2025-26 (Sem 1)
Survey Conducted on Third week of November (19.11.2025 to 26.11 .2025)

DAYSCHOLAR FEEDBACK ON FACILITIES (1137 Responses)

YEAR WISE ANALYSIS IN %

B.Tech
15%.

36%
TY
21%
FY 414 | 359
sy 315 | 289
|TY 240 | 219
B.Tech | 168 | 159

Total Responses Received (1137)

Sl Number of Students Rated
‘ Parameters /Category /list of questions -
No, 4 3 2 1 0
I. | The classrooms are clean and well maintained 435 | 357 [ 271 | 46 | 28
2 Computer facilities and good Connectivity is available in the department 379 | 338 | 289 | 66 | s6
3 Availability of reading books/journals/space in library is satisfactory 572 | 375 | 148 | 18 | 15
4 Availability of Digital Library 466 | 342 | 247 [ 39 | 34
5. | | Accessibility of Wi-Fi & Net Speed 314 [ 262 [ 299 [ 107 146
6 Canteen Food Hygienic facility 368 | 351 | 312 | s4 | 42
7 Clean drinking water is available in the department and in the campus 517 1352 | 186 | 38 | 34
8 Toilets/washrooms are hygienic and properly maintained 413 | 342 | 241 [ 70 | 61
9. Enough space available to play sports in college 507 | 338 187 | 44 | 51
10.” | Availability of Gym equipment/ Gym Inst?uctor/Timing 453 | 347 | 234 49 | 44
I'l.. | Availability of Doctor and Medical facility in the college 446 | 367 | 239 | 36 39
12.° | Do you have adequate Transportation Facility 7 454 [ 372 [ 233 | 33 | 34
13.. | Availability of buses in all routes 544 1335 | 188 25 | 35
14." | Availability of seating in buses 414 | 338 | 273 | 41 | 60
I5. | Photocopying facility in the campus 442 | 374 [ 233 | 36 | 42
16." | Parking facility in the College campus 485 | 326 | 208 42 | 65
17.° | Grievances/problems are redressed/solved well in time @/i_ne\&% 438 | 382 | 242 | 32 3?’
18.. | Sccurity facility in the college & \”S 736 [ 258 [ 114 8 | ] l—}
SITe o
ST ]
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Figuré 1

Figure 1 presents the average rating of the questionnaire based on the Dayscholar students’ feedback
on facilities for the Academic Year 2025-26 (Semester 1). The analysis shows that 92.11% of the
responses fall under the satisfied category, while only 7.89% indicate dissatisfaction. Since the
dissatisfaction level is well below the institutional benchmark of 15%, no corrective actions are
required at this stage. The feedback reflects that the institute’s facilities and infrastructure are
performing at a very satisfactory level, meeting the expectations of the majority of the Dayscholar
students. Therefore, it is recommended that the institute continue to maintain and further
strengthen the existing infrastructure and facility standards to sustain student satisfaction.
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Figube 2 presents the Dayscholar student survey res
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Total Responses Received (574)

Sanjivani Rural FEducation Suciety’s
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Kopargaon - 47 Y5, Mabarsshites
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Student Feedback on Infrastructyre Facilities (SF1 F) Analysis Repart

Academic Year 2025-26 (Sem 1 )

] Survey Conducted on Third week of November (19.1 1.2025 10 26.1 1.2025;
HOSTELLER FEEDBACK ON FACILITIES (574 Rcspomes)

YEAR WIISE ANALYSIS IN %
EB.Tech
8%

L A i
19%

SY 4w
32%

Y 271 419
| sY L% 3y,
(1Y 1106 ] 199
[BTech | 45 | 294,

SL Number of Students Kated ;
No. Parameters /Category flist of questions 7 l 5 ’ 5 T [
1. The classrooms are clean and well maintained 213 'g 187 ; 14’);!- 15! 19 |
2. Computer facilities and good Connectivity is available in the department 129 ’ 162 , 146 ;’ 37| 27

3. Availability of reading books/journals/spacc in library is satisfactory 287! 171 l 79 110 . I3

4. Availability of Digital Library ’ 224 ‘ 182 { 110 ‘ 23| 21 |
5. | Canteen Food Hygienic facility 151 ! 171 [ 170 | 31 { 37 |
6. Clean drinking water is available in the department and in the campus 228 j 175 l 116 ‘ A f 20 |
7. 1 | Toilets/washrooms are hygienic and properly maintainad 177 il 164 ! 131 f 39 , 45

8. Enough space available to play sports in college 240 ‘ 153 ‘} 92 { 14 ; 31 ‘f
9. Availability of Gym equipment/ Gym lnstructorfl‘iming 222 ’ 183 { 153 { 15 } 29 '
10. | Availability of Doctor and Medical facility in the college 216 ' 184 { 111 ; 2] , 22 :,=
11.. | Photocopying facility in the campus 205 | 190 [ 120 ; 24 {, 21
12. | Grievances/problems are redressed/solved well in time 204 | 192 ; 113 ! 25} 26 ;"
13. | Quality of food in the mess 140’; ISO} 168 |43 1 59
14. | Cleanliness in the mess 154 | 189 f 156 | 26 | 41
15. | Cleanliness in the washrooms 154 ; 166 g 156 | 45 | 36 |
16. [ Hostel's room maintenance ,:f’;p/jf&f,z ’ 154 ‘ 159 [ 145 P42 i 59

17.. | Hostel Infrastructure [_35_? }-J‘E\\ [ 167 | 155 i 130 i 30 36 :'
18.- | Quality of drinking water \J%%Qﬂf/; ' 191 ; 169 | 130 i 30 {40 |
19. | Quality of Security and Surveillance ‘.:?Mtﬁ"‘ ,304’ 157f 77 | & | 53_}
20. | Quality of internet and Wi-Fi facility ; 160 [ 123 ‘ 113 { 33 z 11t ¢

4 - Excellent / Strongly Agree, 3 - Very Good / Agree, 2 - Neutral/ Good, § - Fair / Disagree, 0 - Poor / Stroagly Disazree
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Hosteler Feedback on Facilities (574)
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| Although the overall hosteler feedback appe i i -
shows that several facilities have dissatisfaction levgfs :gsovs: il}fgaf;(‘;?ée;hcirﬁaaiimeter-“Ise g

_ Figure 4 indicates higher dissatisfaction in Quality of Food in the Mess (18.21%)
Cleanliness in the Washrooms (16.79%), Hostel’s Room Maintenance (18.07%), Hostel
Infrastructure (15.41%), and Quality of Internet and Wi-Fj Facility (29.29%). These values
hlgh_]lght the need fo.r focused improvements in food quality, sanitation, room upkeep, infrastructure,
and internet connectivity. Since these parameters exceed the benchmark, an action plan is required.
Mea;ur.es should include strengthening mess quality monitoring, improving washroom cleaning,
'enha'ncmg room maintenance processes, upgrading hostel infrastructure, and prioritizing digital
infrastructure by increasing bandwidth and Wi-Fi coverage. Implementing these steps will help
address student concerns and improve overall satisfaction.

Need improvement in the following Parameters (574 Responses)
l Number of Students Rated | % students

Parameters /Cateco ist i
cgory /list of questions y 3 > r 0| Dissatisfied
Quality of food in the mess 140 | 150 | 168 | 43 | 59 18.21
Cleanliness in the washrooms 154 | 166 | 146 | 48 | 46 16.79
Hostel’s room maintenance 154 | 159 | 145 | 42 | 59 18.07
Hostel Infrastructure 167 | 155 | 150 | 30 | 56 15.41

111 29.29

Quality of internet and Wi-Fi facility 160 | 123 [ 113 | 53
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Dr G Vijayakumar Dr.M V Nagarhalli
Dean IQAC Director
DIRECTOR
SANJIVANI COLLECE OF ENGINEERING
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STUDENT FEEDBACK ON FACULTY (Teaching Learning Process)
Academic year 2025-26 (Odd Semester)

SUMMARY OF SFF 1 - TEACHING LEARNING PROCESS
Feedback collected on 4" week of August 2025

Percentage of Satisfied Student -
- Survey Total for different courses
Name of the taken for the | Number | (Match the faculty count only) Remarks
Department Number of of <75 *7> 76 | >86t0 | >96 to
Faculty Course % to 85 95 100
Information

- ) Technology L 36 - - 14 3 -
“:“[La;ﬁh Computer

A R 20 28 | - | 4 | 13| 3 -

( ngineering K

I Electronics and ‘

I Computer 16 42 - 3 10 3 .

( Engineering

] Civil Engineering 28 49 | 1] 3 | 20 | 4 | SSDupargade
& Mechanical 29 38 F = e

3 Engineering B - = -

] Electrical & o8 i = =

g Engineering ) - 8 2 -

) Structural 14 3"1 -

p Engineering - —~ 14 - L

; Mec.hatronics - 11 4’2 ) SO - T ~
Metone Engineering 3 6 il I _

~

{8 J

") Bench Mark: If Percentage of satisfied students are above 75 %,

there are no actions needed

{
; %;' ijayakumar " a‘)v{ ' )
b Dean IQAC DF-MXNagar zﬁ/li
irector
, , DIRECTOR
: SANJIVANI COLLEGE OF ENGINEERING
KOPARGAON
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STUDENT FEEDBACK ON FACULTY (Teaching Learning Process)
Academic year 2025-26 (Odd Semester)
S
SUMMARY OF SFF 2 - TEACHING LEARNIN GOI;?OCES
Feedback collected on 4™ week of September 2
) } ] W
Survey Total for different courses .
Name of the taken for the | Number | (Match the faculty counto8lY) | Remarks
Department Number of of <75 | >76 | >86t0 > 96 to
Faculty Course | o | (985 95 100
Information 19 38 0 y 17 1 _
@ : 'I;echnology B ]
Compper 24 s | o | 1| 22| 1 4 Honors
Engineering 4 ) _ -
Electronics and E
Computer 16 42 0 1 14 1 --
Engineering 7 ; E
Civil Engineering 28 51 0 2 24 2 2 Honors
Mechanical - y
S 22 41 0 4 18 0 5 Honors
Engineering - B
Electrical
Engineering 2 28 |1 ]| 2| 5 4 VCW
Structural
Engineering 14 32 0 1 12 1 1 Honors
Mechatronics )
. : 12 44 3 1 7 1 .
6 Engineering .

Bench Mark: If Percentage of satisfied students are above 75 %, there are no actions needed

%' 10 bl/\g\,ub ?G<
r G Vijayakumar \ / \7<.
Dean IQAC Dr.M V.Nagarhalll
Director
DIRECTOR
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