—
RAMAIAH

Medical College

M S Ramaiah Medical College

Declaration on Feedback

This is state that during 2021-2022 due to COVID pandemic feedback was not taken from
Employers, Alumni and Professionals, however students feedback and peer evaluation has

been done.
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Anatomy

Points on the Scale of 5

Dr. Prathap Kumar ) 4.34 4.49 4.55 4.46 4.53 4.53 4.53

4.60
4.55
4.50
4.45
4.40
435
430
3.2
‘4.20

Dr. Prathap KumarJ
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Pace [ Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explaining the complex Allowing questi Asking g to S izing most  The ability of teacher
p was p ion was concepts were from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
the learning was




M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Physiology

Points on the Scale of 5

Dr. Preethi BL 4.02 4.06 4.12 3.93 3.98 4.10 3.95

Dr. Preethi BL

4.15
4.10
4.05
4.00
3.95
3.90

3.85

3.80 —— - o—_ — - -
Pace f Speed of Audibility / clarity of laining the compl A g i Asking g jons to 5i izing most  The ability of teacher
ion was p ion was concepts were from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on

the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Anatomy

Points on the Scale of 5

Dr. Radhika PM 4.10 4.16 417 4.22 4.18 4.21 4.14

4.24
4.22
4.20
4.18
4.16
4,14
4.12
l4.10
4.08
IG.DG |
|4.04 -~ : — -3 = ¥ -
Pace / Speed of Audibility / clarity of laining the p Al i Asking questions to izingmost  The ability of teacher
ion was pi was concepts were from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Physiology
Points on the Scale of 5

Dr. Roopakala MS 3.45 3.41 3.49 3.47 3.44 3.50 3.43

352
13.50
3.48
.46
13.44
3.42
13.40
13.38
13.36

|3:34. — - - — -

Pace / Speed of Audibility [ clarity of Expl the I Allowing questi Asking ionsto & izing most  The ability of teacher

p ion was pr was concepts were from students was facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
the learning was




M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Anatomy

Points on the Scale of 5

Dr. Shailaja Shetty 4.15 4.38 4.26 4.37 4.33 4.37 4.35

440
4.35
4,30
4,25
4.20
4.15
4,10
4.05
4.00

Dr. Shailaja Shetty

Pace [ Speed of Audibility / clarity of Exp g the pl llowing Asking q to izing most  The ability of teacher
] tion was P was concepts were from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Biochemistry

" Dr. Vanitha
Gowda

4.26
4.24
4,22
4.20
4.18
4,16
4.14
4.12

4.10
4.08
4.06
4.04 -

Pace [ Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explai the Allowing q i Asking tionsto  Summarizing most  The ability of teacher
p ion was pr was complex concepts from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
were the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Biochemistry
Points on the Scale of 5

- r. Vasudha |

K.C 4.21 4.23 4.30 3.93 | 4.15 4.33 4.34

Dr. Vasudha K.C.

4.40
4.30
4.20
4.10
4.00
3.80
3.80

3.70

Pace / Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explaining the Allowing g i Asking q ionsto  Summarizin g most  The ability of teacher
pr was p tation was complex concepts from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
were the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Anatomy

Points on the Scale of 5

Dreena Vidya

Shankig 3.71 3.87 3.77 3.81 3.80 3.82 3.76

Dr. Veena Vidya Shankar

3.80
388
3.B6
3.84
3.82
3.80
3.78
378
374
3.72
3.70
3.68
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Pace [ Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explaining the il Allowing q i Asking to gmost  The ability of teacher
p ion was p was concepts were from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Physiology

Points on the Scale of 5

Dr. Vijayadas 3.59 3.57 3.50 3.73 3.67 3.65 3.62
Dr. Vijayadas
3.80
3.75 ——
3.70 % s
3.65 =
3.60 %t
3.55
3.50
3.45
3.40
3.35 — ; ; = z = AR =
Pace [ Speed of Audibility / clarity of Exp g the I Allowil Asking q ions to 5 izingmost  The ability of teacher
presentation was presentation was concepts were from students was  facllitate learning was important points was to make an impact on

the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Biochemistry

| Dr. Kshna [
Murthy U

4.50 4.46 4.45 4.58 | 453 4.46 4.47

4.60
4.58
4.56
4.54
4,52
4.50
4.48
4.46

4.42
4.40
4.38

Pace / Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explaining the All Asking tions to izing most  The ability of teacher
P was pr was complex concepts from students was facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
were the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Biochemistry
Points on the Scale of 5

Dr. Meera
3.69 3.73 3.93 3.76 3.83 3.90 3.89
K.S.
Dr MeeraK S
4.00
3.95
3.90
585
3.80
3.75
avo
365
3.60
3.55 g B % L : g
Pace f Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explaining the llowing g i Asking stionsto  Summarizin g most  The ability of teacher
presentation was presentation was complex concepts from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on

were the learning was




M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Biochemistry

Dr. Navikala | 4.37 4.31 4.32 4.37 | 431 4.38 4.32

Dr Navikala

4.40
438
436
434
431
4.30
4.28
4.26

Pace / Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explaining the Allowi i Asking questions to  Summarizing most  The ability of teacher
pr ion was p ation was pl t: from stude ntswas facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
were the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Physiology

Points on the Scale of 5

Dr. Ambarish V 4,21 4.29 4,23 4.36 4.32 4.30 4.30

4,40
435
4.30
4.25
4.20
4.15

4.10

Dr. Ambarish V

Pace / Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explai the c I ! gq Asking q to S izingmost  The ability of teacher
(] ion was P was concepts were from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact an
the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Dr. Anupama K 4.47 4.47 4.53 4.54 4.53 4.50 4.51

Dr. Anupama K

4.56
454
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4.44

442 — - - - . = =

Pace [ Speed of Audibility f clarity of Exp g the compl 11 g Asking q jonsto  § izing most  The ability of teacher

‘was ion was concepts were from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
the learning was

P P

p DEA
pRINGIZAY L gical Coli®
MS- mma;\_mg Hosv"‘“‘

8 Teah!"® 16q 054-




M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Anatomy

Points on theScaIe of 5

Dr. Ashwini C.A. 4.32 4.32 4.42 4.36 4.34 4.39 4.45

Dr. Ashwini C.A.
4.50
4.45
4.40 o 442 I
435 :'3‘ i
‘-30 - “ ;-
4.25 d "= e - e
Pace [ Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explaining the I Allowi Asking to izing most  The ahllit\r of lnchnr
[ ion was p was concepts were from mdmu was facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Dr. Jyothi K.C. 4.32 4.40 4.39 4.44 4.38 4.39 4.40

4.46
4.44
4.42
4.40
4,38
4.36
4.34
432

4.30
4,28
4.26
4.24 .

Pace f Speed of Audibility / clarity of I g the 3! Asking ions to 1g most  The ability of teacher
ion was was concepts were from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact en
the learning was
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M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Anatomy

Points on the Scale of 5

Dr. Komala N 3.61 3.58 3.41 3.66 3.55 3.57 3.54

3.70
385
3,80
3.55
3.50
3.45
3.40
3.35
3.30

3.25

Dr. Komala N

Pace [ Speed of Audibility / clarity of Expl Asking questions to L1 izing most  The ability of teacher
was was concepts were from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
the learning was




M.S. Ramaiah Medical College, Bengaluru

Feedback of faculty from 4th Term CBME students (1st year 2019 batch) - Biochemistry
Points on the Scale of 5

[ Dr. Nirmitha |

Fal 3.19 3.09 3.24 | 3.16 3.19 3.08
Dev M
- -
Dr. Nirmitha Dev M
3.30
325
3.20 e
3.15
3.10
3.05
3.00 — === . : y -
Pace [/ Speed of Audibility / clarity of Explaining the Allowing g i Asking g jonsto S izing most  The ability of teacher
pr ion was p ion was complex concepts from students was  facilitate learning was important points was to make an impact on
were the learning was
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% RAMAIAH
Medical College

M S Ramaiah Medical College

Peer Feedback on Teachers 2021-2022

M.S. RAMAIAH MEDICAL COLLEGE. MSR Nagar, MSRIT Post, Bangalore 560 054
Tel: 080-2360 5190/1742 /1743 /5408. Fax: 080-2360 6213, Email: msrmedicalﬁi.i-lnsrglc.ac.i|1. Web:
WWW.msrme.ac.in, www.ramaiah-india.org




— EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS

RAMAIAH
Medical Colilege

ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

Date:

| Department: _(\n 4 pabh g0 o O0XJ07/302 ]

Name of the faculty member: ~ 1~ };‘M .k R~ Eh
[)c:-;igmuion: ,-_'-l'k, N aand am/ ]hl .5;;{' \r\a\;z
' Name of the evaluating peer: 1 ¥ -C
Designation: [, o f Ao

)}‘". e

Rating Scale:- 1=Ungatisfactory. 2=satisfactory, 3= Above Average, 4=Good S5=Excellent
Put “\” under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.
Points (1) @ [ 0 (4) 5 |
BENIYY. S - e W S SR S L SR S
I. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by '
relating to previous learning, throwing new v
) ideas, questioning were
. 2. Stating the objectives of presentation was | il )
i 3. Organization of material in a logical sequence .
was = __ ot "y
4. Use of relevant content material was o
5. Pace/Speed of presentation was v
6. Audibility of presentation was S
7. Changing the pace of presentation by shifting
emphasis was
8. Using examples to illustrate main ideas were v ;
9. Explaining the complex concepts were d {?
10. Ability to integrate course content with current
~_issues/other subjects was il |
I'l. Using Audio-visual aids was v i
12. Facilitation of learning using power point
presentation was v
| 13. Allowing questions from students was v
. 14. Asking questions to facilitate learning was | A
15, Rewarding pupil’s effort was _ v |
16. Summarizing most important points at the end i
. ofsession was 4
1 7. Lesson as a whole was vl
- Any other comments
(2]
) , ’}_\ ¢ {,Lftf_a PR o) \‘,J/L- j?/“)f' ad ] 4’ } 0§
| Signature with date: | _ | -

MS RAMAIAH MEDICAL COLLEGE, M S Ramaiah Nagar, MSRIT Post, Bangalore 560 054 R
el 080-2360 5190/ 1742 /1743 /3408, Fax: 080-2360 6213, Email: msrmedical@msrme.ac.in, Web: www.
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EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS
SAMALAN ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

Medical College

Department: A _'p\__.x.r‘:f_f_f.__ e € |r' > Y .f Date: /;—A ;"" "]_ /’l:r _;’l
Name ol the faculty member: Tyg [ ¢ A4 ; P
Designation: Msoeca bte D ,i‘-q- £y Bros
Name of the evaluating ]n.u 1,,",- C-ob A

Destgnation: ) A P i’

Rating Scale:- | =UnsatislHctory. s:l[ixfimm'_\_ 3= Above Average. 4=Good 5-Excellent

£

Put = under the appropriate mnkmg score that IS nearest to vour opinion.

Pomts (1) (2) (3 (4)

I Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by
relating to previous learning, throwing new A
ideas. questioning were

Stating the objectives of presentation was

I

Organization of material in a logical sequence

was

4. Use of relevant content material was
= B o= 4

S, Pace Speed of presentation was

— & 1 It - 4+ — -

6. Audibihity of present: lllun was

C hd]]"l!]“ the pace of pr esentation by alnnmn _
i..l'ﬂp]'ldbl\ was 5

S ——— T | — ! - — e —]

N Using ex: :mp!u to illustrate main ideas were

Y. Explaining the complex concepts were

. Abihity to I'I‘llC”l'{![L'"\,.'Uul'ﬁL‘ content with current
issues/other subjects was -

I Using Audio-visual aids was

I 2. Facilitation of learning using power point
presentation was | | |
1 Allowimg questions from students was | _ L
14, Asking questions to facilitate learning was | | S S . e

I5. Rewarding pupil’s effort was | _ ' v

I6. Summarizing most important points at the end

of session was
|7 Lesson as a whole was _ f _ v
].)/- L =t S BN o f (9]

.n\( — A (!:

Anv other comments C L
N 4 £ .

(;cr\"-‘r"'{

ATI e iy KA T e~ P 4 {{ Lomelna '-'J.'A'...C.‘{...:‘;
o~ F f(._- o f cen e 9 (0’—4 ' C{?J ¥ Loan i T A / .

-

G A0

ik O~
CL‘ N DU J(,'{’j}? I lf 4

| Stenature with date:

RAMATAH MEDICAL COLLEGE. M 3-._\1_,-”;- VMSRIT Post, Bangalors 36 (154

IREE 200l IO T2 1748 /5408 Faye O80-27%0 021, Email: msrmedicalimisrme.ac.in, Web: wiw MSTMP.AC T, WWw, rlm mah-india.org
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~ RAMAIAH

EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS

Medical College ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT [ |
o
Department: GoweR4A<  COULGERY [Date: G JoLy 2
Name of the faculty member: D7 ka4 t\yias
Designation: ACOC oA 5T PPOFFSTUOR
| Name of the evaluating peer: By (G =& T4i+4 O 4

| Designation:  Pfor&cpK < 4o b

| Put *\* under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.

Rating Scale:- I=Unsatisfactory, 2=satisfactory, 3= Above Average, 4=Good S5=Excellent

| Points (1 (2) (3)

(4)

I Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by
- relating to previous learning, throwing new
ideas, questioning were

Stating the objectives of presentation was

Lad | B

Organization of material in a logical sequence
was

o

Use of relevant content material was

h

Pace/Speed of presentation was

o

Audibility of presentation was

7. Changing the pace of presentation by shifting
emphasis was

o

Using examples to illustrate main ideas were

9. Explaining the complex concepts were
p g p p

—
e

- Ability to integrate course content with current
I issues/other subjects was

I. Using Audio-visual aids was

presentation was

13. Allowing questions from students was

14. Asking questions_to facilitate learning was

I5. Rewarding pupil’s effort was

I6. Summarizing most important points at the end
! of session was

(s
v
-
-
12, Facilitation of learning using power point ‘/
-
5
v
A
s

1 17. Lesson as a whole was

- Any other commenlsﬁ?%[);‘f C gy . — asles [oc &dow,

7R VL0 g
_’,(;Jf,gs- rb -/ Pz {220 ¢

Signature with date: fh GErTwA O ¢

). | &

M.5. RAMAIAH MEDICAL COLLEGE. M S Ramaiah Nagar, MSRIT Post. Bangalore 560 054

Tel U80-2360 5190/1742 1743 /5408, Fax. 080-2360 6213, Email: msrmedical@msrmec.ac.in, Web: www.msgme.ac.in, www.ramaiah-india.org
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EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS

~ RAMAIAH ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

(‘u - Medical College

Department: Ay ecthesiolog, | Date: 30-07-202/
Name of the faculty member: W . Arctvarvea
Designation: Assic bant Profecgar”
Name of the evaluating peer: 5 ° fcheo/n Kol&orns
Designation: Ao ade  Profegses
Rating Scale:- 1=Unsatisfactory, 2=satisfactory, 3= Above Average, 4=Good 5=Excellent
Put “V’ under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.
Points (1) (2) (3) (4) (5)
1. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by
relating to previous learning, throwing new =
ideas, questioning were
2. Stating the objectives of presentation was v
3. Organization of material in a logical sequence -
was
4. Use ofrelevant content material was ol
5. Pace/Speed of presentation was v
6. Audibility of presentation was A
7. Changing the pace of presentation by shifting
emphasis was /
8. Usingexamples to illustrate main ideas were e
9. Explaining the complex concepts were -
10. Ability to integrate course content with current
issues/other subjects was il
11.Using Audio-visual aids was "
12.Facilitation of leaming using power point -
presentation was w
13. Allowing questions from students was R
14. Asking questions to facilitate leaming was P
15.Rewarding pupil’s effort was o
16. Summarizing most important points at the end
of session was v
17.Lesson as a whole was R

?ny other comments

Ca"n.cﬁ/ﬂ‘s ?%MMOI well it exa w‘,fzﬁb..f

=

’ 3'0/0}/?,0”.

Signature with date:

M5 RAMAIAH MEDICAL COLLEGE, MS Ramaiah Nagar, NISRLi Past, Bangalore 560054
Tel 080-23603190/1742 /1743 /5408, Fax:080-23606213, Email; msrmedical@msrmcacin, Web: www.msrme.ac.in, www.ramaiah-

G ]ao

PRINCIPAL AND DEAN
M.S. Ramaish Medical College
& Teaching Hospital
Bangalore - 560 054.
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RAMAIAH
Medical College

EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS
ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

Department: P S/ hiatyc Date: 2 ) l '\ |
> o ™ \ LY
Name ol the facyly munbu i Fleli? Coyaves 'y
™~ -~
Destgnation: LSS ”Y‘\'i i ¥ \f-- S50

Name of the evaluating peer: D
Designation: T*\ e sSen -

g - praveed

tuting Scale:-  [=U Ilﬁdll‘uLlthII\ 2=s¢ mﬂm,lmx 3= Above ,-'\\cr.;-u;_r:. 4+ -Good S-FExcellent
Put * 17 under Iln appropriate ranking score that is nearest o vour opinion.
Points (1) (2) (3) () (3)
I. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by |
relating to previous learning. throwing new | e
ideas, questioning were | | _
2. Stating the objectives of presentation was _ . _ T
3. Organization of material in a logical sequence P
was B! | S S | | e |
4 Use of reley ant content material was | '. j =
S. Pace’ hpud of pl esentation was ! : [
6. Audibility of p:csuuannn wis ] | [ -0 \_
= € Iunvm" the pace of pr esentation h\ th”ln“ | . )
emphasis was J i | 1 \,/"
8. Using r.\(.m_{pica to illustrate main ideas were i | A= !
9. Explaining the complex concepts were i
10, Ability to mtegrate course content with current :
1ssues: other subjects was | § S :
I'l. Using Audio-visual aids was ' v
12, Facilitation u[:[.carn'ing using power point | ' -
presentatnion was e — N S (" ¥
13 Allowmg questions from students was ‘ . s | )
4 Askmg questions to facilitate learming was | I S .
15 Rew J:dﬂlu pupil’s effort was . N N S |
6. Summarizing most important pmnts attheend | 5
of session was I | &7
e
7. Lesson as a whole was B v
\ny other comments
Ii 3.9
Siguature gy {Lm,‘
»..7 }1
IALAH MEDISAL COLLEGH L‘". e, MSRIT Post, Bangralome 36000054
1 S i 1733 /3408 b I TN Enmail: msrmedical @msrmic.acin, Web: wiww. sisrme.ac.in, wway ;aunidh-.'mli.s.um

[ %9
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Ramaizh Medical Qollege
& Teaching Hospital
Bangalore - 560 054.
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EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS
RAMAIAM ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

Medical College

A

D*-’E"}Eitm CoMMunTIN [J\E DL E | Date: OX[02 !J 02 S¢m - Apm
Name of the faculty member: "T) L. SHrTvARAy NS . Senmllira
Designation: .f"\ SSISTANT t FUOFF e 2 CUM STARIILTICI AN M. ;I" _‘54\\
Name ol the evaluating peer: ge \,,LG MerT WILEEe p I ‘
Designation:  fesoc1ATE VROFESsOR |
Rating Scale:- 1=Unsatistactory. 2=satisfactory. 3= Above ’\wrauL 4=Good S=Excellent ?
Put *v" under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest (o your opinion. |
Points i @ | & | @ | o |
) —_ . L {

I. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by _ _. - i )
relating to previous learning. throwing new . ! | &7 '
ideas, questioning were .' - __4:

2. Stating the objectives of presentation was - JI_ _________ | N e

3. Ol‘Ld!lI!d[lU[l of material in a logical qnqur.m,:, I |,

: was | _ S
4. Use of relevant content material was i ' 5 | v
-. 5. Pace/Speed of presentation was [ (e~

6. Audibility of presentation was | 2"
Changing the pace of presentation by shifting : ; o _'_ ]
emphasis was l ; ' ' : |

8. Using examples to illustrate main ideas were ' ' v

9. Explaining the complex concepts were ' | w |

10. Abihty to integrate course content with current i : - |

~issues/other subjects was . R N | _’"_’ |

Il Using Audio-visual aids was : _ | L :

12. Facilitation of learning using pow er pmm i } ' e

~ presentation was | | o

- 3. Allowing questions from students was N ] | Voo | :
L4 Asking questions to facilitate learning was | ) SRS | [ e

15. Ra.wdrdmn pupil’s effort was . N P | S

| 6. Summarizing most important pomm at the end : | v i
| of session was . || B o - | ;
~17. Lesson as a whole was | — |
]

Any other comments “ ! ro ,{ :?(/

= C"('ck. ]',‘n 2 N2y ko 1’-L~:‘« N oy \ U Sache ”QL ——

-

i D Ctnert g»% 7

Signature with date: Ch// & + F) "\\

MS BAMAIAH MEDICAL COLLEGE, M S Ramaiah Nagar, MSRIT Post, Bangalore 360 054
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Z RAMAIAH ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

Medical College

8]

Department: (o WATALIAL J‘“(.Ejuti_/g 3 -_ Date: __/ g" } ?{JQ.OQ _f _

Name of the faculty member: On. Noenda Cunrar BE€
Designation: A sde ke _'Pk..-.!r“;._.-, £_
Name of the evaluating peer: D, . A, sllra . H -V
Designation: }] solewi & 4 oD
Ratng Scale:-  =Unsatbstactory, 2=sanstactory. 3 Above Average. 4-Good S=Excellem
Put =7 under the appropriate ranking score that 18 nearcst 10 your opiion.
Points (1 T S 0. A B ) () (5)
I. Arousal of interest in the huginnihg of class by ' T i I
relating to previous learning. throwing new |
ideas. questioning were T | 1 . o
2. Stating the objectives of presentation was _- . . \./ ﬂ_
3. Organization of material in a logical sequence ' ? s
e e I L
4. Uscof relevant content material was '
5. Pace/Speed 1:*‘5résc;1lutinn was . I * : 1 I s
6. Audibility of presentation was T o ‘ lr 1 ——
7. Changing the pace of presentation by shifting | i | ] )
emphasis was l '
N Using examples to iltustrate main tdeas were T ] T |
Y. Explaining the complex concepts were I f ‘ "
10. .it'wi.iily to integrate course content with current i T | _ |
~issues other subjects was I | I sl J
I Using Audio-visual aids was I . R
12, Facilitation of fcuming using power point ] : |
presentiation was | I | | -
3. Allowing questions from students was B | o _:_____ | = |
I4. Asking questions to facilitate learning was . | | 1.
15 Rewarding pupil’s effort was | _1 | b L-—-";_
o, Summarizing most important points at the end | -
ol session was [
I 7. Lesson as a whole was B | | | | "

\ny other comments

._/U e [j_,:\,.c ! ;‘v'f- C [_ atd

4.36

N MEDICAL COLLRGE NES Ramaiah Nagar, MSRIT Post. Bangalore a5

WD T T O ITT SR g DS0-2%0 6218 Email: msrmcdical imsemeacin, Web: wwwongsrmeacin, www.ramaiah-india.org
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Medical College

Department:. COMMUN T_‘ﬁ IL/M D)C ’NE' Date: - TC)JC&/Z oLl
Nuame ol the I;:u..ullx member: Fr~antte kCrm
Designation: ﬁ)@mﬂg‘/\d‘- {C’)J[“r

Name ol the evaluating peer: | TPV MYy
Designation:  Aakprszte ’P\_ ey N

Rating Scale:- I =Unsatslactory., mmalaulnr\ 3= Above Average. 4-Good S=Excellent

Put *" under the appropriate mnl\mg score that 1s nearest 1o vour opinion.,

Points M [ @ | 3 4 | (3
. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by ‘ ’
refating to previous learning. throwing new V/
ideus, questioning were - 1 | N o .
2. Stating the objectives « of ptcaumzlmn was. L] ;_ _ v
3. Organization of material in a logical HL(|I.IL$‘ILC . T i | " »
was ) | ) i 15
4. Use of relevant content material was R ! [
5. Pace \pud of presentation was _ * L
0. Audibility of presentation was | | \/T
1. € Iumgmg the pace of presentation by shifting | . | I \/
cmphau;iq wis . | ‘
8. Using L\.IIIIPIC‘« to illustrate mamn ideas were | T | ] ] Ve
% E \;plamuw the complex concepts were ' . - | . il
0. Ability to integrate course content with current ‘ | ‘ T g
(issues other subjects was 1 R _‘__ _
.

I'1. Using Audio-visual aids was
2. Facilitation of learning using power point
I"IIL‘\\.I'I{J“UI'I Wils

I3. Allowing questions from students was N | I S N ¥
14, Asking questions to facilitate learning w m. . | A~
e = - | == AT
15, Rew aldln_s:. pupil’s effort was | | [ L
6. Summarizing most important points at the end ' | v T3
e

ot session was

I7. Lesson as a whole was ; 1 | | \_~
Any other comments

: C%(’t‘roc’ C(OL“-? ‘

Pastnazaliire MDA

innll mst muln thmsrme.acin, Web: wwaw isrmcacin, www.ramaigb-inditore
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[~ RAMAIAH ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

‘———— mMedical College

_ |Dae: [gfg/ac0
-D‘\). L f(lj‘\wﬂn\.\'f{-\ ’
ASLCcn ke R"b

D Cona Busued & )

T e 3y il

Name of the faculty member:
Designation:

Name ol the evaluating peer:
Designation:

Rating Scale:- =Unsatisfactory, 2=satisfactory, 3= Above Average, 4=Good S=Excellent
Put *v* under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.
Points (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) |
1 Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by | ‘f N B
relating to previous learning, throwing new ' v’
~_ideas. questioning were | '
~ 2. Stating the objectives of presentation was | A
3. Organization of material in a logical sequence )
was | i
4. Use of relevant content material was N
5. Pace/Speed of presentation was ' ' ' |
6. Audibility of presentation was v’
7. Changing the pace of presentation by shifting
emphasis was v
K. Using examples to illustrate main ideas were ] | v _
9. Explaining the complex concepts were ] ' >’
10. Ability to integrate course content with current ; ; , !
~issues/other subjects was ) f s |
I'1. Using Audio-visual aids was v
12, Facilitation of learning using power point " W N
~ presentation was
13. Allowing questions from students was I . _ " L
- 14, Asking questions to facilitate learning was - : v )
15, Rewarding pupil’s effort was N %
| 6. Summarizing most important points at the end ,
ol session was | | A |
17, Lesson as a whole was i i v ';

Any other comments

—

; vy M“ﬁ

[:\"JC)_

v all Vedy G(,-é-cif”ibv 1[{&:\(';;,;,\.9
[FaS &7 SR EV !\T\\.f— {:'\-

g;‘- Lg\ f‘(..: e

M.
]

4.8

P
le[9] 2! DT s w541

. Signature with date:

o e e 154

LT
SR L s Dl L Email: msemedical s msrmeacin, Web: www.msrmeac.in, www.ramaiali-india.org
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17. Lesson as a whole was
Any other comments

‘. I.}cpu:‘l_l_ﬁcnl: GENERAL HMeaIc iNG i | Date: 9 o -0q - 202 |
f\-;sn}c nl'llhc‘ faculty member: £y 071 HE (A€ TOPI ¢ * y ALVULAL HEAKT BISEALE '
Designation: ASSISTAMT  pRoEC s S0A
Name of the evaluating peer: 8y VEEA vidya SHAK 6 R L |
Designation: ASsoc iATE FPRoFESSDE

Points (1) [ T )
= ; —— - ! S _L | _i — d |
I Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by ! | |
relating to previous learning. throwing new . i I
ideas. questioning were | | S S | ]
- 2 "slatlm_ the objectives of presentation was } i ’ v o
3 Orbamzal:on of material in a logical chucm,:. , | e
wias N | J ‘ v
4. Use of relev ant content marum! was ' | . v |
K Paw*‘%p«.t.d of prmcnlatmn was ' [ v
0. Aud!blliﬁ;:jamy of presentation was | ; | ‘|
7 Changing the pace of presentation by shifting o N
emphasis was | Vv
8. Usimg examples to illustrate main lde\ were , B N 1?
9. E \p]'zmmu the complex concepts were . ‘ | |
10. Using non-verbal cues. eye contact was ' f v |
. Allowing questions from students was n_ J | v - ﬂl
12. Asking questions to facilitate ILZIITIH'IE was | | - ;
13. Rewarding pupil's effort was ! I SR I ZGul | |
14 U 'sing Audio-visual aids was B | | R | e | .
I5. Ability to integrate course content with current { 5 — ;
issues/other subjects was | | I L |_ ‘ |
16. ‘summdr:zmg most important pmmx attheend | T o '
of session was |
.

Good  ledtwre  class Man cg ement vevy well explained
Te iaclude gpp's _
L n the ppt
|' Rating ) Seale:- - .
| I=Unsatisfactory, 2=satisfactory. 3= Above Average, 4=Good S=Excellent |
IL Put *X" under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion. _{
|

Signature with date:
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Medical College

— ]

. )
L’rJMM-_;.m \:; ]* L{,(_ Qg | Date:
twvsAs VL (J))’ i

Name ol the faculty member: ( 9,\ i &
v]L{ g &

Destgnation: Aisecale
Name of the evaluating peer: § Jn A nuvodbe - V-

Designation: Preleut 4 Hop )
Ratine Scale:- I =Unsaaslactory, 2=saustactory, 3
Put *v*

Department:

-l‘

xJLl

Above Average.
under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest [ your opinion,

EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS
ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

F=Crood S=Excellent

Points (1)
I. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by

relating to previous learning. throwing new

wleas. questioning were R—

St.ttmn the objectives of prc\_v.matmn was

Organization of material in a logical sequence

wis

ad) s

Use of relev dnl Luntmt !l'l‘l!ul il w as

(4

s
-

(2) i3

Puce/ %pu.d of presentation w as

\ud:hlhtv of preqentatmn was

Changing the pace of prescntdlmn by shifting |
emphasis was

e e

Lsmy l..mmplu to illustrate main ideas were

Explaining the complex concepts w ere

) \hl]lt\ Lo integrate course content with current
|~_~»uu other subjects was _ s

—

Using J\udm--\h.tul aids was j
Facilitation of learning using power point |
presentation was o

- Allowing questions from students was

14. *\sk!ll“ questions to facilitate learning was

15 RL\\ arding pupil’s effort was

I 6. Humm.u‘mm.. most important points at the end
of'session was

1 7. Lesson as a whole was

Any other comments

[\ ' (i -\A’

prar, MBRIT Post Banaalin Sty

10 Faail: msrmiedical o msemeacin, Wely

WWW.MSEN A0 N, wiwworanaiah-indiaorng

00 h-1]+2

e

M.S. Iumi hah Medica

& Teaching Hospi
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Department:

- .

EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS
5 b i ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

Date: I?lﬂ&erﬂ[

[ Name
| Desig

of the faculty member: Dpﬂ"ﬁﬁ'ﬁa Alet Swamy

nation: Akst Projaiker

Any other comments

%Cmm

| Signature with date: l%hlﬂ

M5 RAMATAH MEDICAL COLLEGE, M S Ramaiah Nagar, MSRIT Post, Bangalore 360 0534
Pol ORO-23600 3190 1742 £ 17473 /508, Fax: 080-2300 6213, Email: msrmedicaliimsrme.ac.in, Web: wwill msropc.ac.ing www . ramaiah-indid.org

PRI
M.S.

Fefgs)

axs

Q) A a0
IPAL ﬂn LA
maiah Medical College

& Teaching Hospital
Bangalore - 560 054.

Name of the evaluating peer:  Dr- MUrunpAp - N
- Designation: fcirtant  Hrefettor -
Rating Scale:-  1=Unsatisfactory, _=salisl}1cm|‘_\:'-._ 3= Above .-\\'-.:i‘;igm?. 4=Good S-Excellent
Put *x" under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest (o your opinion.
Points M [ @ (3) (4) ‘ (5)
| Arousal of interest in thch—q:iﬂning of class by _ [ !
relating to previous learning. throwing new |
ideas. questioning were | _____ ' . il |
2. Stating the objectives of pr ewtnmtlnn was | . I I
3. Organization of material in a !o;_,n.a] -«,qumu: ‘ i
. was g " [l - B v _
4. Usc of relevant content material was _ : B - T__ i
’ e S IS J_— S | D, )
5. Pace/Speed of plcauntatmn was . | v~
6. Audibility of presentation was | | o
7. Changing the pace of presentation by shifting | -
emphasis was i v
St Jsing meplu to illustrate main 1d<..1~ were 1 | ; | v
' 9. Explaining the complex concepts were A
10. Ability to integrate course content with current | |
| issues/other subjects was | 3 -
I1. Using Audio-visual aids was v
12. Facilitation of IeammL usmb power point |+
. presentation was Il | ] = L
- 13. Allowing questions from students “d"- { - v _ )
I4 I 4. Asking questions to facilitate learning was | v~
I‘- . Rewarding pupil’s effort was v _} _
16. Summarizing most important points at the end . o
of session was |
17. Lesson as a whole was
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EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS [

nAaMAlAl ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT R

| |

 Department: .Ge_n;_r_'gJ"fEfJ&nc : [ Date: galqlar L -
[ Name of the faculty member: gtaa%a Hh T i

- Designation:  AaSisdeat %Wﬂ
Name of the evaluating peer: Dr. Myoupéd: 8-

- Designation: N&w*m\} BPrekerter - i _ ) —
| Rating Scale:- I=Unsatisfactory. 2 s'mslduury 3= Above Average. 4=Good 5=Excellent -
Put *\* under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.
: T 7 . T =
Pomts (1) 2) | 3 4 | ()

I. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by '
relating to previous learning, throwing new v
>

|
|
= T - . =S v

ideas, questioning were

2. Stating the objectives of pl‘L\LI‘Itdtl(\n was

|

3. O gdl‘llZd[l&‘Eﬂ material in a logical sequence . | ) | [

was ‘ ! | "/ J|

-4 Uscofrelevant content material was _ \// !

3. Pace/Speed of presentation was . i B : | |
6. Audibility of presentation was i o

-

7. _('lmnging the pace (TI"Iprcscntutiun by shifting
emphasis was

8. U ising t.,mmpleq to lllustlate main 1dca~. were I

9. F\;plamtng the complex concepts were

10. Ahll:lv to integrate course content with current |
1issues/other subjects was :
I'l.Using Audio-visual aids was

12. Facilitation of learning usmg power point
 presentation was

[3. Allowing questions from students was

|
:
I4. Asking questions to facilitate learning was } ) |
|5. Rewarding pupil’s effort was B /I
'

6. Summarizing most important pnmt'; at the end e
of session was ) !__ _ _
17. Lesson as a whole was '

" \m other comments — FZ?_AUQ &_Mmbu C"L ﬁmﬁ}) Xp) "tf\Q C(t\d.lﬂ;
~ Mote Lem,\% obsjechve Speu@c_

| C\Copinda ®

A TN 2
Signature with date: e h} il

M5 RAMAIAH MEDICAL COLLEGE, M S Ramaiah Nagar, MSRIT Post, Bangalore 560 (54
el GRO-2360 3190 /1742 /1743 /5408, Fax: 080-2360 6217, Email: msrmedical@msrme.ac.in, Web: www.msrme.ac.in, www.ramaiah-india.org
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Medical College

‘ D;pdtlnu.nl F*H’*’F U Flo0d vy | Date: =7 ° - 24
Name of the faculty member: D £ NiJepiTA M7
Designation:  [Assowale | Lo rE sso i
Name of the x,\ahmlmt_ peer: DR Vi T A ')

Designation: | ?Bof £ 5 ok
Points (1) 2y (3 (<) ()

| Arousal of interest in the hLP_ll“lI]lI'lL of class h\ ’ i ,
relating to previous learning. throwing new |

ideas. quest Hil&‘l!'li!‘l“ were ) _ _ | |
2. Stating the o objectives O of Qrt_aennumn was ) | L | &
3, Organization of material in a logical sequence |

was B Rl 1 | [ | =
4. Useof relevant content malcnal was ' '_ 5
5. l’m,ci\pcgd of | pr resentation was | . ﬂ_ T T
6. Audiblhl}_ /clarity of pluematlon was _ [ | . o/
7. Changing the pace of presentation b\ shifting | T -
emphasis was ' ' v
8. Using L\d!Tl.plt.”‘) o 1llusl: ale mam u_’u.as W ere | _ |
9, l-,,\plammg-__ the t.omp!u.\ concepls were * 1 ? s
- 10. Using non-verbal cues. eye contact was— o I: w
i 1. Mlnwmg questions | from stuc sludx.nh was L N .
1" Asking questions 1o lacll Tacilitate leaningwas | 4+ A\
. Ruxardmmﬂ seffortwas ] | | \
'_ 14. L‘MlMuds was ] s 1 B
I 15. Ability to integrate course content with current
| - issues/other subjects was r— || 1 | B -
16, Summarizing most important points at the end |
ol session was R - - IR [T {
17, Lesson as a wholewas | | L |
!i A_n}- other comments o I L
[Anl C% - (f
= [ 4
| Rating Scale:- o '
| =Unsatisfactory. 2= 2=satisfactory. 3= Above Average. 4=Good 5-Excellent

i Pul "X’ under the appropri m mnkmu score that is nearest Lo your opinion.

, ' ‘J » a\

| B ‘slgn ﬂaﬁﬁ?é‘:da_____________ I

or- \l\\'ﬂ: tm;a ‘:‘3}%
DE'$ Mc Re’; s

| oD
(he 9
M.S. Ram:.- J; ,wELu.... e

& rﬂ...!:,h;q
g Hespit 1
Bangatore - 560%5:
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EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS

s e | ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT
DLI-‘;'_";I_'I:N f%ene;al Mecliting M | Date: ot I'no_:f_ dodl o

- Name of the faculty member: Dr. SuonaiL -K
Designation:  ASSISTANT  PROFESSCR

| Name of the evaluating peer:  Ds. MULURDA-K
Designation:  Asgietant  PRefesser ”
Rating Scale:- 1= U[l‘sd[l\laLIUf}' 22\.&!1\2‘“101\ 3= Above Average. 4=CGood 5=Excellent
Put *\" under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.

Points | Mm@ | 3 | @@
B i _ B— I
I Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by } _ #
relating to previous learning. throwing new | v’
~ideas, questioning were i R S
2. Stating the objectives of presentation was N | Vv
3. Crganization of material in a logical sequence

was
1. Use of relevant LO]'Iit.IlI mdlcrml wis
n.'\

———— t T =F

Pace/Speed of prcqentatlon was

6. Audibility of presentation was

Changing the pace of presentation by shifti;*l_g
emphasis was

8. Using examples to illustrate main ideas were
Y. Explaining the complex concepts were

10. Ability to integrate course content with current
issues/other subjects was
I'1. Using Audio-visual aids was

I 2. Facilitation of learning using power point
pr cst.m_qi.l'op was i
13. Allowing questions from students was
14. Asking questions to facilitate learning was ';
I5. Rewarding pupil’s effort was
16. Summarizing most important points at the end i
ol session was | ' |
17, Lesson as a whole was : ' '
~ Any other comments

= Rostritk  vuamber 'Ll\ne,s Pes Slide 4o
- Maoke Lemmw% ol e th wen WQP?U%{

Oyl ¥

| Signature with date: ___I\Io]_)l

NS RAMAIAH MEDICAL COLLEGE, M S Ramaiah Nagar, MSKIT Post, Bangadore 260 (554
Pl O8C-20%60 3190/ 1742 /1743 /3408, fax: O80-2300 62103, Email: marmedicalirmsrme acin, Web: www, mgrme.agin, www.ramaiah-in ja.org
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Medical College

N

Department.

o pﬂdwﬁvﬁ}

| Date:

Name of the faculty member:

Designation:
Name of the evaluating peer: 79 ",
Designation:

~ \S It
A/Ha’c«_a{{j)ﬁr (7/5 U, .

’P 7"4'{9’754'& c‘/ /"'0@

AN

7V

~

[ - (0 - 202/

i C/ Points'

(1)

(2)

3)

G

(3)

. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by

relating to previous learning, throwing new
ideas, questioning were

(R

Stating the objectives of presentation was

b

Organization of material in a logical sequence
was

o

Use of relevant content material was

Pace/Speed of presentation was

Audibility/clarity of presentation was

waa [fo

Changing the pace of presentation by shifting
emphasis was

8.

Using examples to illustrate main ideas were

9.

Explaining the complex concepts were

10.

Using non-verbal cues, eye contact was

11.

Allowing questions from students was

12

Asking questions to facilitate learning was

13,

Rewarding pupil’s effort was

RS T R

14.

Using Audio-visual aids was

TS

Ability to integrate course content with current
issues/other subjects was

16.

Summarizing most important points at the end
of session was

17.

Lesson as a whole was

Any other comments /

-

oA

9 eed) o Lo (o—alaj c‘w?[t'_‘a.

Rating Scale:-

1=Unsatisfactory, 2=satisfactory,

4=Good 5=Excellent

- 3= Above Average,

Put ‘X’ under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.

/»W// 2 /@z N !
{ture with date: /f’ 70 / 2/

4.4

leu
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Ramaiap Medical Cojj,
Tmthmg Hos;;ntalliI =
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3 "
- !

lkp.:runuu g&. e f-n___{-___\i MARLRAAY Date: 19 /f :’L—’—l_ _— - ]
Name of the Taculty mnn_:bnr. Dt Y .(_;f,c = f, AL g_\ ' |
Designauon: A 34 teaAs. Profeas o0 ,
Name of the evaluating peer: . \‘/'- ‘;\ voL e gredtat
[esignation: J,.JL-M*V oA Yo *r’{L g
) Points < ?E/ | (1) \ {2) | (3} i (4) 1| (5) i
| | e M

i Arousal of interest in the bLunnmv of class h\ y,
relating to previous learning. throw Ing new | 5 : \ '

| |
ideas. questioning were -_ |

> Stating the objectives of presentation was i ; 'J
3 Organization of material in a logical sequence '5 | ’ | g :
was ' | ’ LA l;
. PEEE O e S . . e
+ Use of relevant content material was ! Y
| A— [ (N e e, B AR
5. I’acef‘ipeed of presentation was | 4
0. \udihl]lt)klaﬂl} ofpre%emalmn was | . |
— o — ) — S ==
o & h;lngmg the pace of presentation b\ \hlill[‘ll’ | >< f_ .
emphasis was ' P .
-— — - S — —1'— 7 — -
8. Using c.\dmp]us to illustrate main ideas w ere . [
v,k \plamm;__ the complex concepts were ' - | K
— — S—— —— -
10. Using non-verbal cues. eye contact 3 was : l ll | X i
11 Allowing questions from T vn. A TIE N TN— S— I 1 y
12, \‘ﬁl\ll‘l“ _;Lmslmn-\ o muluau lcarmnu was | [ | | | X
. FaCHITat TG
|3. Rewarding pupil'seffortwas L ) I S . |
14. UsingAudio-visual 1l aids was i '- 7
s § S— = _"_t_ PSS (R i S |
13. \h1|m 1o integrate course content w ith current ; ‘ | \<
issues/other subjects was ' | i | 7
S B S IEE I (S A
1 6. \umln.ul/lm_ nmost II‘IIPUI'IJI‘II pnmls at the end | | N\
E ol session was - B [ T A R |
I'f Lesson as a whole was |.- ! L I . S
Any other comments l
(A e aﬂ C/(M_A’ : |
|
Rating Scale:-
1=Unsatisfactory. 2=satisfactory. Above Average. 4=Good S=Lxcellent _

Put *NX° und«.r ‘the appr np: late hml\mu score that is nearest 1o your npmmn

+ —

| e / ,)/ 49|

\1;__ndlure vith date: ) o - LS

- 'a:f)lm
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EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS

Name of the faculty member:
Designation: # sl psse
Name of the evaluating peer:
_Designation:

DA MUK InNDI
A2l PlolFl Ssor2

br
PUnEE <SSoA

Vi TRUASINASS

Department: _fHﬁéML&M_tf__ _ [patet  3€ —y5-24

‘e |,JI

Points

(1) 2y | (3

Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by
relating to previous learning, throwing new
ideas. questioning were )
Stating the objectives of presentation was

Organization of material in a logical sequence
Wwis

i

Use of relevant content material was

4
[

| |

i

T

i

Pace/Speed of presentation was
Audibility/clarity of presentation was

5
10.

~N| o

Changing the pace of presentation by shifting
emphasis was

Using examples to illustrate main ideas were

Explaining the complex concepts were

Using non-verbal cues, eye contact was

1]

Allowing questions from students was

=5

Asking questions to facilitate learning was

b

I3.
14,
LS.

3. Rewarding pupil’s effort was

Using Audio-visual aids was

issues/other subjects was

Ability to integrate course content with current

1 6.

Summarizing most important points at the end
of session was

17 Lesson as a whole wis

Any other comments

7|l
ArpTN|

Rating Scale:-
I=Unsatisfactory, 2=satisfactory.

3= Above Average,

4=CGood

5=Excellent

Put "X under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest 1o your opinion.

-

' [ amun
‘ ‘Signgtuye with date:

-

-

] &
L

Dr. Vijayashree 111‘,:"395;::;
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EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS

GQ; bt et SR ONLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

_ | |
Department:  MEDICGINE [Date:  22]lef2021 54 P
Name of the faculty member: ')Q NA-GES H kU Mﬂ o

Designation: Associod e

Name of the evaluating peer: ?um[ku rmad B
Designation: w‘[rvmv

Rating Scale:-  1=Unsatistactory. 2=satisfactory. 3= Above Average. 4-Good S=Excellent
Put *+* under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest 1o your opinion.
Points (H | 2 (3) (4) (3)
—e | | i
I. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by | I
relating to previous learning. throwing new v !
ideas, questioning were o J
2. Stating the objectives of presentation was - L= S
3. Organization of material in a logical sequence : | '
was
4. Use of relevant content material was v
3. Pace/Speed of presentation was |
6. Audibility of presentation was I
7. Changing the pace of presentation by shifting
cmphasis was vd
8. Using examples to illustrate main ideas were v T
9. L xplaining | the complex concepts were v
10. Ability to integrate course content with current Lo
issues/other subjects was | ki
I'1. Using Audio-visual aids was | v
12. Facilitation of learning using power point w
presentation was L ) .
13, Allowi ing questions from students was | A |
14 \skml‘ questions 1o facilitate learnm;:, was v -
15, Rewarding pupil’s effort was el
| 6. Summarizing most important points at the end | w~
ol session was -
7. Lesson as a whole was _ B S

i —

.\:1_\ ulhu’ comments

[)cu.cllgfuc& % Pw’eﬂcg\}oﬁch_

Caaan F-—v-P'wvf' L-\;Pﬁ—\ PPF ‘)vm&t:tuﬁtd\t'h J c:,-vu{ Veule / |

%}/p“z{c{)rm ) 9. 41

| Signature w ith date:

VVEATAT MEDICAL COLLEGE, M S Ramatah Napar, MSEIT Post. Bangalore 5ot 054
AL T T R s T e a2 ] Email: msrmedicalimseme.ac.in, Web: waww gnseme.ac.in, www.ramaiah-india.org

- ﬁ/uln B (’/ a0
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M.§ Ramaiah Medical Cgilege
& Teaching Hospita
Bangalore - 560 054.




Nume ol the evaluating peer:
Designation:

—~ RAMAIAH

— mMedical College

Department. GENERA L MEBICINE
Name of the faculty member: ¥ JoLLy AuIL GoHN
Designation: ASBISTANT  PROFE SSo p

ASSOC LATE PEDFESSDE

[ Dae 1o

EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS

10-11-20R1 1200 -1 00 P

ToPIlC : VIRAL HEPARTLITIS

BY VEENA VIBYA SHANKARK

Pomts

(m | @ (3) 4 O

I. Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by

| |
1 =if | 1

relating to previous learning. throwing new | v
~ideas. questioning were ) - | )
2. Stating the objectives of plL\Llldlll_ll_'l was - | | il | '
3. ()r"amzau(m of material in a logical sequence l ; i - ‘
~owas i - | l -
4. Usce nf relevant content material w as. . ] | v '
5. Pace prui of pru«.nmtmn was ‘ s [
6. Audibility clarity of presentation was = ‘
7. Changing the pace of presentation by shifting | | ] _
cmphasis was ‘ LS |
8. Using examples to illustrate main ideas were L v |
0. F,xplaininl_: the complex concepts were [i l D .~
10 Using non-verbal cues, eye contact was . i T
) _T__I‘.‘A_[]m\'ing, questions from students was : __ ko _._\.i_ i i
12. Asking questions to facilitate learning was | N~ |
1 3. Rewarding pupil’s effort was B - \._/__i
4. Using Audio-visual aids was | I T =l
15, h;llt\ o mtegrate course content w ith current "
issues/other subjects was _ | |
I6. Summarizing most important pmnlx at the end i ' —
ol session was ‘ ‘ . |
17, Lesson as a whole was | - ll ) _I_ _ ___‘_/_
Any other comments Gocd | elubowdt Sessime & aﬂno.sia | Manegement well

5L0s & -SULMMJ b be wmduded

Rating Scale:-
| =Unsatislactory, 2=satisfactory.

3= Above Average,

g_xplu;nf d

;m. P‘OL’

4=Gond_ S5=Excellent

Put “X" under the appmpriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.

s [

NW"W - 1- 2024

Signature with dap._ -

1 |
'Q/’D[na,L{ ao

PRINCIPAL AND B:il v
M.S. Ramaizh Medical College

& Teaching Hospital
Bangalore - 560 054.
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e RAMAIAH - EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS
%"—: Medical College I
_______ i — S 1
- Department: C\,EH_ FREL_ _'_}_{['['::_'_I_';‘-_-f-c-.tmé' ' ‘ Date: { - (1 - @ 021 3;3-0_ __Tr_o_(_' fg- B

Name of the faculty member: By T pen H ark
Designation: AsSiS TANT PROFsso &

Name of the evaluating peer: By VEENO® vipgyp SHANEKAR
Designation:  ASSociAre P EdFELsoR

Tolic @ INdILSon'S DISERCE

Points Mm [ @ | & @ 1 o

I, Arousal of interest in the begimning of class by

relating to previous learning. throwing new _ v
ideas. questioning were |- ' L _j(_ - | -
2. Stating the objectives of presentation was }L ) | - |
3. Organization of material in a logical sequence ! o
o was | . | 1
4. Use of relevant content material was ' | v |
5. Pace/Speed of presentation was . ) | | _] v o _!
6. Audibility/clarity of presentation was T l | i
7. ”(_'I_ﬁﬁ{ging the pace of presentation by shifting t - ' '
emphasis was ‘ .l |
8. Using examples to illustrate main ideas were | ' N + O
9. Explaining the complex concepts were } " w |
10. Using non-verbal cues, eye contact was T ' |
I L. Allowing questions from students was _ ' | | L —
12. Asking questions  to facilitate learning was . | E B |
13. Rewarding pupil’s effort was I | l il [
14, Using Audio-visual aids was M I ] “
15, Ability to itegrate course content with current ‘ : J e
issues/other subjects was 1 '
16, Summarizing most important points at the end -
of sessionwas N I | N
17. Lesson as a whole was ; 1 e

- Any other comments

VUJ ﬂooc{ ]ql:c.m‘,h'va lechae Session

'['Vﬁt{wd—&m, pe cf GuesBens wese |n_¢,Lu¢J€c’ cng 1 G{JPW r.r"*l-f"-“l
k‘som ke l"t_!pf_h)

]

I=Unsatisfactory, 2=satisfactory, 3= Above Average. 4=Good  S=Excellent
Put *X" under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.

Ve Vi Shentes 435

| Signature with“date: 12 |20 '«1_! |

C ALAN
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EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS

Medical Cotless @NLINE PEER EVALUATION FORMAT

Department: NVeA Lt . | Date: 61[r'l!)( 2

Name of the faculty member: De grh ka “H,
Designation: Aesociofe f‘-‘*t (\ .
Name of the evaluating peer: *)d Gt bithvay £.7

~ Designation: Py< fe Pion

L)

Rating Scale:- i=Vnsatisfactory, 2 =satisfaciory. 3= Apove | \\f..r.wu 4=tiood
Put *\" under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to vour opinion.

S=Excellent

Points (1) 2y | (3)

4

I, Arousal of interest in the beginning ol class by '
relating to previous learning. throwing new '
(ideas. questioning were

Stating the objectives of presentation was

s 12

Organization of material in a logical sequence
Wils

4. Use of relevant content material was X

5. Pace/Speed of presentation was -

6. Audibility of presentation was

7. Changing the pace of presentation by shifting ! L
;-:wnh-miq WS W I

8. U \IHL L\ltmplc o illustrate mdm Idt..’ 1S were

I B . T

9 E \pidtmm_ the complex conccptb were

10. Ability to integrate course content with current
Aissues/other subjects was

1. Using Audio-visual aids was o

2 Facilitation of learning using power pmnl L
i"l esentation was

P —_— _—— = ———

E3. ;’\Ilumn;p questions from students was v

14. Asking questions to facilitate learning was

I5. Rewarding pupil’s effort was 1 L

3 : |
ol session was |

[0, Summarizing most important points at the end . ._ \/r

- 1
17. Lesson as a whole was |

vy other comments Ccuwa Imp“““""“ \_(_t"a.c &\(Cﬁ-e). Ej C--L»Cng\'«zf -((»\

D 5 .
{"\' L “( L\.i’:"\mb‘b 3 C O ¥ C“‘({A i l ( }_LK)I. ) f_‘y PL{—\!-T'C by 'FL ek

PP Ts,

')ncc ("ﬁ

é/i);)bﬂ-—-)

\lﬂmlurc W [ih date: I)‘) () . 1
Ty t SRR i 8 L_\—L SR
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RAMAIAH

Medical College

EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS

| Department: Uiy RA piteddy e [ Date:

V< i

| Name of the faculty mqmbcf: P IV A ViR,

Designation:

je&ha S hal Y@z A

' Name of the evaluating peer: "), Py Py

Designation: A N 1 S EA DU

Points

(3) (4)

(&)

Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by
relating to previous learning, throwing new
1deas, questioning were

Stating the objectives of presentation was

Organization of material in a logical sequence
was

Use of relevant content material was

Pace/Speed of presentation was

Audibility/clarity of presentation was

S vl e

Changing the pace of presentation by shifting
emphasis was

Using examples to illustrate main ideas were

9.

Explaining the complex concepts were

10.

Using non-verbal cues, eye contact was

1.

Allowing questions from students was

12.

Asking questions to facilitate learning was

13.

Rewarding pupil’s effort was

14.

Using Audio-visual aids was

13:

Ability to integrate course content with current
issues/other subjects was

16.

17

' Any other comments

Summarizing most important points at the end
of session was

lesson as a whole was

Rating Scale:-

|=Unsatisfactory, 2=satisfactory, 3= Above Average, 4=Good

S=Excellent

Put X" under the appropriate ranking score that is nearest to your opinion.

v ;_’!\ e T
=1

¥
-7
Signature with date:

4 .76

PRINCIPAL AN

maiah Medical Coiey
&'Teaching Hospital
Bangalore - 560 054,




RAMAIAH

Medical College

EVALUATION OF THE FACULTY MEMBERS BY PEERS i

De ]'!dl (ment:

a,(‘vw_,(, M

’VVI

Udll. ‘:;[ Iz ;'LJ__ B

Name of the faculty member: pg . [\/ﬂ &g VA Mﬁs WA MY
RSSCOCIATE ¢ROFE SSOR
Name of the evaluating peer: hr \/ 1\ TAYA fy SoR ECAR

Designation:

l)\. signation:

pKoFEﬁ;o&

| =Unsatisfactory, 2=satisfactory,

Points (| @ G| @ | 6 |
______ | SR SE——
| Arousal of interest in the beginning of class by | ’- E !
relating to previous learning, throwing new | | ><
ideas. questioning were - _ ___I_ D I [ L '
2. Stating the nb;u,uu; of p:cacnmtum \ms | ___ B _-_ :_ | . x i
3. Organization of material in a logical m.qumu lT 7< 1
was j | ! o |
I, Use of relevant content material was 1 r >< - _‘
5. I’dLe"»peLd of pl‘e‘ichd[lm] was ' ' -X R
0. Audibtlity thm\ nl prumldtmn was : _ ><_ 1
7. € hanh_mg the pace of presentation by nhl]liﬂu [ | -
emphasis was i X |
8. Using examples to illustrate main ideas were " o | 'T >_< 5
9. Explaining the complex concepts were | ] J, B X :
(4. Using non- ~verbal cues. eye contact was ‘ | : - ; B 'b P( '_ !
k], Allowing questions from students was B | - Ir .
i" Asking questions to facilitate learning was ‘ I X |
13. Rewarding pupil’s effort was . - X o
14. Using Audio-visual aids was b L_ ] L T : X ]
I5. Ability to integrate course content with current ; | >< .
~1ssues/other subjects was PN R L T . -
| 6. Summarizing most important points at theend | ' . '
~of session was [ | | | ><
17. Lesson asa whole was o | 'L ai 2(_ 1
\ny other comments ,jW A &‘(A_..-:,L.-;i. |
| Rating Scale:-
Above Average, 4=Good S=Excellent |

Signature with date:

o i

Put *X" under the approprmtu rankmg score that is nearest to your opinion.
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