G. S. College of Commerce and Economics, Nagpur.
Academic Audit Report
Session 2021-2022

Shiksha Mandal, Wardha which is a parent body/management of G. S. College of Commerce
and Economics, Nagpur is ever conscious of the qualitative academic and other
performance of the college and thus it periodically sets various benchmarks for all of its
colleges. On the occasion of its centenary in 2014-2015, Shiksha Mandal, Wardha has sets
for all its colleges the following benchmarks to be achieved in next five years.

- 100% results

- 100% first division

- 100% placements

- 100% students with good character

Accordingly, the following benchmarks for results have been set by the college, as an

autonomous college, for the session 2021-2022.

Sr. No. Name of Course Medium Target
1 B.Com. English 95%
2 B.Com. Hindi and Marathi 90%
3 B.C.CA. English 95%
4 B.B.A. English 95%
5 B.Com. (Honors) English 95%
6 B.Com. (Finance & | English 95%

Accountancy)

7 M.Com. English 95%
8 M.Com. Hindi and Marathi 90%

These benchmarks were the same as set in academic year 2019-2020 and 2020-2021. No
benchmarks were extended due to Covid-19 situation, online teaching learning and online

examination.
On the basis of the above targets/benchmarks and as an autonomous college and the

college’s performance in its third year an autonomous college the following Academic Audit
Report is being presented keeping in view the various benchmarks in terms of results:

e — e



Grant (B.Com. and M.Com. Department)

/ B.Com. I Sem. (Autonomous) (Overall)

Secti — T e ———
Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. [ IDiv. [1[Div. |1l Div. | Failed Extended

S NS | Benchmarks_
El  [116 92 7931% |27 |43 22 00 24 95% =
E2 97 65 67.01% |08 |35 |22 |00 32 | 95%
H 68 42 61.76% |02 [15 2% |00 |26 90%
M 61 46 7541% |04 |20 2 |00 15 | 90%

e ———————————

Observations:

1. The result of B.Com. Sem. I E1 was 79.31% and E2Z was 67.01% which was very less

as per the target.
2. The result of B.Com. Sem. | Hindi was just above
75.00% which was far below the target but result of

compare with E2.
E1

Subject Appeared Passed Passed % | Dist. 1t 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher

Div. | Div. | Div.
07 prof. M. Choudhary

60% and Marathi was above
Marathi Medium was goods as

F/A 116 109 93.97% 38 42 28 01
: PBM 116 107 92.24% 44 31 28 04 09 prof. R. Shah
1 BMS 116 111 95.69% 51 40 16 04 05 Dr. 5. 5. Gadekar
B.ECO. 116 101 87.07% 28 35 35 03 5 b Dr. R.J. Arora
ELS 116 110 94.83% 49 39 19 03 06 Dr. P. S, Murarkar
SE 32 29 90.63% 11 08 09 01 03 Dr. P. S. Murarkar/Prof.
S. S. Kathaley
HINDI 67 52 77.61% 10 20 18 04 15 Dr. N.H. Kalyani
et |49
MARATHI 17 17 100% 05 07 03 02 00 Dr. D.V. Chavan
E2
WW Passed | Passed% | Dist | 1% 2nd | 3 Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. | Div. | Div.
F/A 97 83 _8_5.57% 24 32 23 04 14 Dr. B.K. Guttuwar
PBEM 97 83 85.57% 12 33 29 09 14 Dr. Y. H. Kedar
BMS 97 86 88.66% 40 29 |16 |01 11 Prof. P. Rade
B.ECO. 97 77 79.38% 08 25 321512 20 Prof. R. Nikhar
ELS 97 81 83.51% 29 30 20 |02 17 Prof. S. S.
Kathaley
SE 29 25 86.21% 03 16 05 01 04 Dr.P.S.
’ ______.—L_____- Murarkar/Prof. S.




HINDI 53 S. Kethatey e
MARATHI |15 :: 3;;:: (o8 j22 o9 ;: : :c' omw 1
01 01 |os |03
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% |Dist [ 1= 27 | 3% | Falled | Name of Teacher
F/A &8 Div. Div. Div.
55 80.88% [10 |21 |22 Jo2 |13 T -~

£BM 68 54 7941% [06 |07 (28 |13 |14 | Or-8M Chachane

BMS 68 61 89.71% 08 27 |23 |03 07 Prol. G Camarta

BECO. |68 50 7353% 106 12 |25 |0y 138 ) OCRA Negwer

ELS 68 55 8088% (03 |18 [25 [09 [13 | OrPS Muadar

HINDI 68 53 77.94% 07 15 24 07 15 Or. NH. Katyani

Marathi

Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% |Dist | 1= 2w | 3= Failed | Name of Teacher |
Div. Div. Div. =3

F/A 61 57 9344% [15 |21 |19 |02 |04 | ProfS Narelar !

PBM 61 43 80.33% 07 08 23 11 12 Prof. S. P. Yadzo

BMS 61 53 86.89% 03 21 18 11 08 Prof. G. Kumeria

B.ECO. 61 52 85.25% 04 13 29 09 09 Prof. G. Sapate

ELS 61 54 88.53% 09 19 23 02 07 Prof. SS. Kathaley

MARATHI | 61 57 93.44% 06 22 24 |os 04 Or. D.V. Chavan

Observations:

1. The result of E1 section was below because of low result of Business Economics and
Hindi. The result of section E2, Hindi and Marathi was low because of low result of
all subjects except Financial Accounting and Marathi in Marathi Medium.

2. All these subjects are recommended for the remedial classes. The teachers of these
subjects are instructed to improve their performance by conducting additional
classes and giving more assignment to students.

B.Com. Il Sem. (Autonomous) (Overall)

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. | I 1l 111 Failed | Extended
Div. | Div. | Diw. Benchmarks

E1 115 57 4957% |03 25 |28 [o1 |[s8 95%

E2 93 30 3226% |00 |13 [17 |00 |e3 95%

H 63 09 1429% (00 (04 |05 |00 |sa 0%

M 58 26 4483% (00 |09 |17 o0 |32 90%

Observations:

1. The result of B.Com. Sem. Il English (E1 and E2) was 49.57% and 32.26%
respectively which failed to achieve the benchmark set by the College.




2, The result of B.Com. Sem,

which was below as compared to the benchmarks.

&mmdﬁwumﬂmmm
E1

I Hindi was just 14.29% and Marathi was Just 44.83%

Subject Appeared Passed Passed % Dist. 1® 2nd 3rd Falled | Name of Teacher

f/a 115 65 56.52% | 07 [1)'3% ?'1"' ﬂv' 50 | Prof. M. Choudhary

BE 115 73 63.48% |08 21 |32 |12 |42 prof. k. Shah

BRLO 115 81 7043% |08 |31 [31 |11 |34 |[DrS.S Gedekar

M.ECO. 115 76 66.09% 13 19 a0 04 39 Dr. R. J. Arora

ELS 115 70 60.87% 00 24 32 14 45 Dr. P. 5. Murarkar

SE 32 25 7813% |00 06 |18 |01 |07 | Dr.5.5 Kathaley&

Dr. P. 5. Murarkar

HINDI 66 53 80.30% |12 19 |14 |08 |13 | Or.N.H.Kalyani

MARATHU | 17 14 8235% |03 |07 |04 |00 |03 |Or.DV.Chavan
E2

Subject Appeared Passed | Passed % | Dist. 1st 2nd | 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher

Div. | Div. | Div.

F/A 93 39 4194% |02 08 |16 [13 [54 Dr. B. K. Guttuwar

BE 93 38 40.86% 00 09 14 |15 55 Dr. Y. H. Kedar

BECC 93 52 55.91% 02 11 30 |09 41 Prof. P. Rode

M.ECO. 93 59 63.44% 01 21 27 1oz 34 Prof. R. Nikhar

ELS 93 63 67.74% 05 22 30 |06 30 Prof. S. 5. Kathaley

SE 29 14 48.28% 00 07 07 |00 15 Dr.S. S. Kathaley &

Dr. P. S. Murarkar

HINDI 51 39 76.47% 02 20 13 |04 12 Dr. N.H. Kalyani

MARATHI | 13 10 76.92% 00 03 |05 |02 03 Dr. D.V. Chavan
Hindi

Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist. | 1% 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher

Div. Div. Div.

F/A 63 20 31.75% 00 03 12 05 43 Prof. R. Kukare

BE 63 22 34.92% 00 05, 12 05 41 Prof. A, Paradkar

BECC 63 20 31.75% 00 00 15 05 43 Prof. G. Kumeriya

M.ECO. 63 33 52.38% 00 07 17 09 30 Dr. R. H. Nagarkar

ELS 63 14 22.22% 00 01 08 05 49 Prof. P.S. Murarkar

HINDI 63 48 76.19% 05 14 24 05 15 Dr. N.H. Kalyani
Marathi

Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed % | Dist. | 1% 28d 3 Failed | Name of Teacher

Div. Div. Div.
F/A 58 30 51.72% 00 04 18 08 28 Prof. S. Narekar
BE 58 32 55.17% 00 11 16 05 26 Prof. S.P. Yadao




BE

M.I(E:(SO. 22 :7 63.79% 02 10 13 12 21 prof. G. Kumerlya

ELS 58 b 62.06% 01 12 (16 |07 |22 prof. G, Sapate

MARATHI | 58 2 58,62% 01 05 21 07 24 Prof, 5.5. Kathaley
51 8793% |06 (23 |16 |06 |07 | OrDV.Chavan

Observations:

1. The result of all the sections all the subjects were below the target because of the
low results of all the subjects.

2. These subjects are recommended for remedial classes and teachers are instructed to
improve their performance.

B.Com. Ill Sem. (Autonomous) (Overall)

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. | I 11 111 Failed | Extended
Div. |Div. | Div. Benchmarks

E1l 100 83 83.00% 14 51 18 |00 17 95%

E2 68 66 97.06% 21 34 |11 |00 |02 95%

H 83 69 83.13% 00 41 |27 |01 14 90%

M 46 37 80.43% 03 18 16 00 09 90%

Observations:

1. The result of B.Com. Sem. IIl E1 was 83.00% which is below the benchmarks set by
the college. The result of B.Com. Il E2 was 97.06 was more than the benchmarks

set by the college.
2. The result of B.Com. Sem. IIl Hindi was just 83.13% and Marathi was Just 80.43%

which was far below than the target.

E1
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist 1| F2ed 3 Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. | Div. | Div.
CA 100 94 94.00% 49 290|515 01 06 Prof. P. S.Shrivastav
CAB 100 92 92.00% 13 41 |32 06 08 Prof. M. V. Purohit
CLSP 100 90 90.00% 20 321 |35 03 10 Dr. Y. H. Kedar
" 1ECO. 100 94 94.00% 27 35 (27 [05 [o06 Dr. 5. 5. Gadekar
ELS 100 96 96.00% 56 35 |04 01 04 Dr. P. S. Murarkar
SE 27 23 85.19% 01 06 |14 02 04 Dr. N. Y. Khandait
HIN 55 46 83.64% 09 13 | 22 02 09 Dr. N.H. Kalyani
MAR 18 18 100% 04 09 |04 01 00 Dr. D.V. Chavan




E2
T ——
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed % | Dist. | 1« 2m 3 Falled | Name of Teacher
T e (a— Div, Div, v,
{:B:—]F:g\.sa\% E_ 23 0; 3(', 00 Dr. M. R. Pandey
CLSP \L%L 33 16 01 00 Prof. P. S. Srivastav
Wk“\% 19 40 07 02 00 Dr. R. T. Sahu
_ELS\?\L_MLﬂ 26 12 03 00 Dr. 5. D. Morey
SE\H;!\N 68 [ 100% | 42 24 02 00 00 Prof. S. S. Kathaley
?41\;\10@3‘% 03 |06 (06 |02 |00 |OrN.Y.Khandait
P— | 95.12% 08 14 16 01 02 Dr. N.H. Kalyani
o 10 10 100% 06 02 02 00 00 Dr. D.V, Chavan
Hindi
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist | 1w 20d [ 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
CA 83 73 87.95% 13 38 19 03 10 Dr. B. K. Guttuwar
CAB 83 75 90.36% 00 18 48 09 08 Prof. M. V. Purohit
CLSP 83 73 87.95% 00 12 53 08 10 Dr. N. Z. Hirani
I.Eco. 83 7 i 92.77% 14 33 27 03 06 Dr.R.J. Arora
ELS 83 82 98.80% (19 [39 [19 |05 |01 | DrPs. Murarkar
HIN 83 82 98.80% 23 33 23 03 01 Dr. N.H. Kalyani
Marathi
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist. 1%t 2nd 3 Failed | Name of Teacher
Div, Div. Div.
CA 46 45 97.82% 14 15 13 03 01 Dr. V. N. Thangan
CAB 46 46 100% 02 12 22 10 46 Prof. A. S. Jain
CLSP 46 40 86.96% 04 09 22 05 06 Dr. A. B. Patle
L.Eco. 46 44 95.65% 07 24 13 00 02 Dr. V. D. Nagdive
ELS 46 45 97.82% 08 19 18 00 01 Prof. S.5. Kathaley
MAR 46 43 93.48% 12 22 08 01 03 Dr. D.V. Chavan
Observations:

1. The result all subjects of E1 missed the target by little margin in all subjects except
in ELS. In E2 sections all subjects achieved the target of college. The result of Hindi
was less because of low result of cost Accounting and Company Laws and Secretarial
Practice by little margin. Marathi section was below the target because of the low
results, Company Law & Secretarial practice.

2. All these subjects are recommended for the remedial classes and teachers are
instructed to improve their performance by taking extra classes and more class
assignments.




MK&HL(AMmm&umm

Section | Appeared | Passed
E1l 92 46
E2 67 33

H 78 17

M , 44 22
Observations:

%

50.00%

 49.25% |

21.79%
50.00%

Di st.Tl&
Div.
04 | 15
[ 04 | 13 |
00 06
o | 10|

I ﬁllﬁf | Failed Extended
Div. | Div. Benchmarks
| 27 [ 00 | 46 |95%

[ 16 | 00 | 34 |95%

11 00 61 90%

11 4 01 22 90%

1. The result of B.Com. Sem. IV English E1 and E2 was only 50%. E1 and EZ2 sections

missed the target by huge margin.

2. The result of Hindi section is just 21.79% missed the target by large margin whereas
Marathi section was 50.00% and missed the benchmark set by Shiksha Mandal,

Wardha.

B.Com. IV Sem. (Autonomous) (Subject-wise)

E1
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist. 1st 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
MA 92 51 55.43% 07 12 22 10 41 Dr. M. V. Purohit
ES 92 55 59.78% 05 12 25 13 37 Prof. P. Srivastav
BL 92 62 67.39% 04 20 30 08 30 Dr. Y. H. Kedar
ED 92 62 67.39% 07 20 27 08 30 Dr. S. S. Gadekar
ELS 92 64 69.57% 04 19 31 10 28 Dr. P. S. Murarkar
SE 26 15 57.69% 01 06 05 03 11 Dr. N. Y. Khandait
HIN 50 40 80.00% 03 11 20 06 10 Dr. N.H. Kalyani
MAR 16 15 93.75% 03 07 05 00 01 Dr. D.V. Chavan
E2
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist. ll).l:/ ZD';: ] grldv. Failed | Name of Teacher
37 55.22% 04 10 17 06 30 Dr. M. R. Pandey
46 68.66% 04 1'4 21 07 21 Prof. P. Srivastav
51 76.12% 05 14 26 06 16 Dr. R. T. Sahu
50 74.30% 06 12 22 10 17 Dr. 5. D. Morey
52 77.61% 06 21 22 03 15 Prof. S. S. Kathaley
14 82.35% 01 06 06 01 03 Dr. N. Y. Khandait




4 —
o L .
mﬂdj 04 01 01 Dr. D.V. Chavan
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist. [1)’; e 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
MA 78 38 w7% [0z Tos ?L“‘ ?'SV' R AT
ES 78 61 7821% |01 [19 (32 |09 |17 | Or.B.K Guttuwar
BL 78 58 74.35% 02 11 32 13 20 pr. N. Z. Hirani
ED 78 55 70.51% |01 18 [30 |06 [23 [OrRJ Ao
ELS 78 17 2179% |00 |02 |04 [11 |61 | Dr.P.s. Murarkar
HIN 78 68 87.18% 07 31 24 | 06 10 Dr. N.H. Kalyani
Marathi
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist 1st 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
MA a4 24 54.55% | 04 05 12 03 20 | Dr.V.N.Thangan
ES 44 35 79.55% | 02 11 15 |07 |09 [ Dr.B.M.Chachane
BL 44 35 79.55% | 02 14 |13 06 |09 | Prof.AS.Jain
ED a4 36 81.82% |03 11 15 |07 |08 | Dr.V.D.Nagdive
ELS 44 25 56.82% | 00 03 10 11 19 | Prof.5.S. Kathaley
MAR a4 40 90.91% |07 11 19 |03 |04 |Dr.DV.Chavan
Observations:

1. All subjects of all mediums did not achieve the target set by the college. The result of

all mediums was because of the low results of all the subjects.
2. All these subjects are recommended for remedial classes and the teachers of these

subjects are instructed to improve their performance by taking extra classes.

B.Com. V Sem. (Autonomous) (Overall)

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. | I 1 Il | Failed | Extended
Div. | Div. [ Div. Benchmarks

E1 109 100 91.74% |69 |24 |07 |00 |09 95%

E2 86 80 93.02% 43 30 07 00 06 95%

H 82 65 79.27% 12 41 12 00 17 90%

M 57 49 85.96% 11 36 02 00 08 90%




Observations:

1. The result of B.Com. Sem. V English E1 and E2 was 91.74% and 93.02% respectively.
Both the sections could not achieved benchmark set by the Shiksha Mandal by little
margin.

2. The result of B.Com, Sem. V Hindi was 79.27% and Marathi was 85.96% which
shows both the mediums did not achieved targeted result.

B.Com. V Sem. (Autonomous) (Subject-wise)

E1
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed % Dist. | 1% 2m 3o Falled | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
CA 109 105 96.33% 93 10 [02 [00 |04 [ Dr-M.R Pandey
D. Tax 109 109 100.00% 59 36 13 01 00 Prof. A.S. Jain
HRM 109 108 99.08% 68 29 11 00 01 DR. N.Z. Hirani
IFS 109 108 99.08% 43 54 11 00 01 Dr. R.J. Arora
IBIS 109 105 96.33% 56 40 06 03 04 Dr. V. N. Thangan
EG 109 108 99.08% 66 37 05 00 01 Dr. R.T. Sahu
E2
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed % Dist. 1s 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. | Div. Div.
CA 86 84 97.67% 73 09 02 00 02 Dr. . 5. Gadekar
D. Tax 86 85 98.84% 39 (35 |09 |02 |o1 Dr. M. R. Pandey
HRM 86 84 97.67% 33 40 09 02 02 Dr. 5. D. Morey
IFS 86 85 98.84% 25 45 12 03 01 Dr. R. T. Sahu
IBIS 86 86 100.00% 40 32 12 02 00 Dr. V. N. Thangan
EG 86 86 100.00% 55 20 09 02 00 DR. N. Z Hirani
Hindi
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed % Dist. | 1= 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
CA 82 71 86.59% 49 11 11 00 11 Prof. P. S. Srivastay
D. Tax 82 75 91.46% 10 34 28 03 07 Dr. M. R. Pandey
HRM 82 78 95.12% 10 41 27 00 04 Dr. A. B. Patle
IFS 82 78 95.12% 09 37 29 03 04 Dr. R. H. Nagarkar
IBIS 82 76 92.68% 11 40 20 05 06 Dr. V. D. Nagdive
EG 82 79 96.34% 28 40 09 02 03 Prof. R, Shah




Marathi
Subject Appeared [ Passed | Passed % |Dist [1= 2nd | 3 Failed | Name of Teacher
|| Div. Div. Div.
e 57 56 9825% (50 [06 |00 |00 |01 |Or V.0 Nagdve
D. Tax 57 54 | 94.74% 07 17 26 04 03 Prof. A S. Jain
HRM 57 54 94.74%, 21 27 06 00 03 Dr. V. N. Thangan
IFS 57 54 9474% 107 [27 [19 [01 |03 | DrY.KKedar
IBIS 7 [S8 [9298% (12 2z (18 o1 lof [Dei s
| EG 57 56 98.25% 22 131 [03 [00 [01 |[OrAB Patle
Observations:

1. The result of all subjects of all the mediums was more than the target set by the
college except the corporate accounting in Hindi Medium.
The college expects the same results from the teachers and also wishes to improve

results corporate accounting in Hindi medium and this subject recommended for
remedial classes.

2.

B.Com. VI Sem. (Autonomous) (Qverall)

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. |1 11 I Failed | Extended
Div. | Div. | Div. Benchmarks

E1l 108 95 87.96% 27 68 00 00 |13 95%

E2 84 72 85.71% 16 51 05 00 |12 95%

H 79 55 69.62% 01 33 13 08 |24 90%

M 56 43 76.79% 04 35 04 00 |13 90%

Observations:

1. The result of B.Com. Sem. VI E1 and E2 was 87.96% and 85.71% res

the sections missed the target by little margin.
2. The result of Hindi and Marathi Medium could not achieve the targeted results.

pectively. Bothe

E1
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist. [ 1s 2% 3nd Failed | Name of Teacher j
Div. Div. Div.
ACG 108 102 94.44% 29 36 30 07 06 Dr. M. R. Pandey
FM 108 100 92.59% 22 35 35 08 08 Dr. V. N. Thangan m
MM 108 100 92.59% 22 35 35 08 08 Dr.R. ). Arora
LTAX 108 101 93.52% 21 a1 31 08 07 Prof. A_S. Jain

—




103 [9537% |20 (56 |23 |04 |05 [OuAT.S
104 96,30% 1 46 23 03 04 Or. N, Z. Hirani
Passed | Passed% | Dist 1= 2% 3 Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
74 88.10% |13 31 |22 |08 |10 Or. 5. 5. Gedekar
77 9167% |15 |29 |28 |05 |07 L stscsil
78 92.86% |17 38 |19 |04 |06 pr: %P, isvey
78 9286% |15 |31 |26 |06 |06 Or. M. R Pandey
78 92.86% 18 31 25 04 06 Dr. R. 7. Sahu
76 90.48% | 14 EP) 24 |06 08 Or. N.Z Hirond
Passed | Passed% |Dist | 1= 20d 30 Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
ACG 79 58 73.42% |01 20 27 10 21 Prof. P. S. Srivastav
M 79 61 77.22% 01 14 28 18 18 Dr. V. P. Chavan
MM 79 70 88.61% |06 34 23 07 09 Dr. R. H. Nagariar
LTAX 79 68 86.08% 04 20 38 06 11 Dr. M. R. Pandey
ILL 79 66 8354% |03 30 26 07 13 Or. B. M. Chachane
CIHR 79 71 89.87% | 07 36 25 03 08 Prof. R. Shah
Marathi
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist 1= 20d 3 Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
ACG (13 46 82.14% |02 18 18 08 10 Dr. V. P. Chavan
M 56 47 83.93% 03 20 17 07 09 Dr. V. N. Thangan
MM 56 55 98.21% | 07 25 20 03 01 Dr. R H. Nagarkar
LTAX 56 51 91.07% |03 23 19 06 05 Prof. A S. Jain
ILL 56 54 96.43% | 02 26 24 02 02 Dr. Y. H. Kedar
CIHR 56 54 96.43% |04 26 18 06 02 Dr. B. M. Chachane
Observations:
1. B.Com. Sem. VI E1 could no achieve the targeted result because of low results of

Financial Management, marketing Management and Indirect Taxes. In E2 and Hindi
Section all the subjects could not achieve the targeted results. In Marathi Medium
Auditing and Corporate Governance and Financial Management gave low results.




emedial classes and the

2. All the subjected having less results recommended for the r )
by taking

teachers of these subjects are instructed to improve their performance
extra classes.

M.Com. I Sem. (Autonomous) (Overall)

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. | I 1l Il | Failed | Extended
Div. | Div. | Div. Benchmarks
E 69 62 89.86% |19 |41 |02 |00 |07 95%
H 36 22 61.11% 00 |15 |07 00 14 90%
M 66 46 69.70% o5 [31 (10 [00 20 90%
Observations:
1. The result of M.Com. Sem. I English was 89.86% which was far below the target of
college.

2. The result of M.Com. Sem. I Hindi and Marathi was 61.11% and 69.70% respectively

which was also far below the target of the college.
M.Com. LS (Aut ) (Subject-wise)
English

Subject | Appeared Passed Passed % | Dist i= 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
| AFA 69 64 92.75% |28 28 |08 (00 [0S Prof. M. V. Purohit
| ITBM 69 63 91.30% 28 27 08 00 06 Dr. N. Mundada
ME 69 65 94.20% 33 25 07 00 04 Dr. S. D. Morey
MM 69 66 95.65% 39 23 04 00 03 Prof. M. Choudhary
STB 69 66 95.65% 24 32 10 00 03 Prof. R. Nikhar
Hindi

Subject | Appeared Passed | Passed% | Dist 1= 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.

AFA 36 23 63.89% 04 11 08 00 13 Prof. J. Thakur
ITBM 36 24 66.67% 01 16 07 00 12 Prof. R. Kukare
ME 36 25 69.44% 00 12 13 00 11 Prof. T. A. Pathan
MM 36 29 80.56% 03 15 11 00 07 Dr. B. S. Pandey
STB 36 26 72.22% 05 12 09 00 10 Dr. R.T. Sahu




Marathi

Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist | 1% 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
AFA 66 53 8030% (18 |22 [13 |00 |13 | Prof.S. Narekar
ITBM 66 55 8333% |17 26 |12 00 11 prof. G. Sapate
ME 66 52 78.79% 12 24 16 00 14 prof. T. A. Pathan
MM 66 52 78.79% 10 26 16 00 14 Dr. B. S. Pandey
STB 66 55 8333% |06 29 (20 00 11 Prof. P. Rade
Observations:

1. The result Advanced Financial Accounting and ITBM were responsible for low result
of Result of all English Medium. The result of Hindi medium and Marathi Medium
were low because of the low results of Advanced Financial Accounting, Managerial
Economics, International trade and Business Management and Statistical
Techniques in Business.

2. All these subjects are recommended for the remedial classes and the teachers of
these subjects are instructed to improve their performance by taking extra classes
and extra efforts in teaching by giving more assignments to students.

M.Com. Il Sem. (Autonomous) (Overall)

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. | IDiv. | Il Div. | HI Failed Extended
Div. Benchmarks

E 59 49 83.05% 07 36 06 00 10 95%

H 29 26 89.66% 01 15 10 00 03 90%

M 53 41 77.36% 09 30 02 00 12 90%

Observations:

1. The result of M.Com. Sem. Il English was 83.05% which was below the targeted
result.

2. The result of M.Com. Sem. Il Hindi and Marathi was 89.66% and 77.36%
respectively. Hindi medium missed the target by very little margin but in Marathi
medium it was missed by just 13.64%.




M.Com. I Sem. (Autonomous) (Subject-wise)

English
Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist. | 1% 2 |3 Falled | Name of Teacher
Div, Div. | Div.
BIS 59 56 9492% |18 |27 |11 |00 |03 prof. R, Nikhar
ACA 59 53 89.83% |19 |21 |13 |00 |06 Dr. M. V. Purohit
CRD 59 51 86.44% | 23 21 |o7 |00 |08 prof, M. Choudhary
et | [ 54 9153% |07 |37 |10 |00 |05 Dr. 5. D, Morey
BRMA | 59 51 86.44% | 05 23 |23 (o0 |08 Dr, N. Mundhada
Hindi
Subject | Appeared Passed | Passed% | Dist 1s 204 3rd Falled | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
BIS 29 29 100% 03 18 08 00 00 Dr. B. 5. Pandey
ACA 29 27 93.10% 05 09 13 00 02 Prof. J. Thakur
CRD 29 27 93.10% 04 18 05 00 02 Dr.S.T. Sahu
HRM 29 28 96.55% |09 16 |03 o0 |01 Prof. T. A. Pathan
BRMA 29 28 96.55% 05 10 13 00 01 Prof. R. Kukare
Marathi
Subject | Appeared Passed | Passed% | Dist 1% 20d 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
BIS 53 47 88.68% 15 25 07 00 06 Dr. B. 5. Pandey
ACA 53 42 75.24% 07 20 15 00 11 Prof. S. Narekar
CRD 53 52 98.11% 27 18 07 00 01 Prof. P. Rode
HRM 53 51 96.23% 23 23 05 00 02 Prof. T. A. Pathan
BRMA 53 50 94.34% 14 24 12 00 03 Prof. G. Sapate
Observations:

1. The result of English medium was less than the target because of low result of all
the subjects. The results of Hindi and Marathi medium was less than the target
because of the low results of Advanced Cost Accounting and Cooperation and Rural
Developments ;

2. These subjects are recommended for the remedial classes and the teachers of these

subjects are instructed to improve their performance by taking extra classes and
extra efforts in teaching by giving more assignments to students.




M.Com L Sem. (Autonemous) (Overall)

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. |1 I Il Failed | Extended
Div. | Div. | Div. Benchmarks
i 46 a4 9565% |22 |22 |00 |00 |02 95%
H 05 04 80.00% |02 |01 |01 |00 |01 90%
M 38 33 8684% |02 [27 |04 [00 |05 90%
“Observations:

1. The result of M.Com. Sem. I1I English was 95.65% which was just above the target
2. The result of M.Com. Sem. Ill Hindi and Marathi was 80.00% and 96.84%
respectively. The result was also far below the target.

M.Com. Il Sem. (Autonomous) (Subject-wise)
English
Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist | 1% 2nd [ 30 Failled | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
AMA 46 46 100% 41 04 01 00 00 Dr. M. V. Purohit
CTPM | 46 46 100% 38 08 00 |00 00 Prof. A. S. Jain
PFTP 46 45 97.82% 20 21 04 |00 01 Dr. S. D. Morey
CL 46 46 100% 15 28 03 |00 00 Dr. N. Z. Hicani
SSM 46 45 97.82% 11 26 08 00 01 Dr. R.J. Arora
Hindi
Subject | Appeared Passed | Passed% | Dist 1st 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
AMA 05 05 100% 01 02 02 00 00 Dr. S. 5. Gadekar
CTPM 05 0s 100% 02 03 00 00 00 Prof. P. Srivastav
PFTP 05 05 100% 03 01 01 00 00 Dr. R. H. Nagarkar
CL 05 04 80.00% 02 02 00 00 01 Dr. Y. H. Kedar
SSM 05 05 100% 01 02 02 00 00 Dr. V. D. Nagdive
Marathi
Subject | Appeared Passed | Passed% | Dist 15t 2nd 3d Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.
AMA 38 36 94.74% 05 12 19 00 02 Dr.S. S. Gadekar
CTPM 38 37 97.37% 23 10 04 00 01 Prof. P. Srivastay
PFTP 38 36 94.74% 05 22 09 00 02 Dr. R. H. Nagarkar
(845 38 37 97.37% 04 18 15 00 01 Dr. Y. H. Kedar
RS 38 100% 07 |25 [o6 |00 oo Dr. V. D. Nogdive




Observations:

1. The result of English medium was good and all the subjects achieved the targeted
results. Though Marathi medium could not achieve the targeted result but all
subjects gave more than 90% result. The result of Hindi medium was low because of
low results of Corporate Law,

2. This subject was recommended for remedial classes and the teachers of these
subjects are instructed to improve their performance by taking extra classes and
extra efforts in teaching by giving more assignments to students.

M.Com. IV Sem. (Autonomous) (Overall)

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. | I Div. | 11 Div. | Il Div. | Failed Extended
Benchmarks

E a5 32 71.11% |14 |18 00 00 13 95%

H 05 03 60.00% 01 02 00 00 02 90%

M 34 12 35.29% 00 |12 00 00 22 90%

Observations:

1. The result of M.Com. Sem. IV English was 71.11% which was less than the target

given by the College.
2. The result of M.Com. Sem. IV Hindi and Marathi was 60.00% and 35.29%

respectively. In Sem. IV Hindi and Marathi Medium also could not achieve the target.

M.Com. IV Sem. (Autonomous) (Subject-wise)

] English
Subject | Appeared Passed | Passed% | Dist st 204 3 Failed | Name of Teacher

Div. Div. Div.

AFM 45 34 75.55% 08 14 12 00 11 Dr. M. V. Purohit
EDM 45 39 86.67% 07 21 11 00 06 Dr. S. D. Morey
GBE 45 38 84.44% 07 21 07 00 07 Dr.R.J. Arora
BECG 45 36 80.00% 12 13 11 00 09 Prof. A. S. Jain
CIHR 45 39 86.66% 12 19 08 00 07 Dr. N. Z. Hirani

Hindi

Subject | Appeared | Passed Passed % Dist. | 1% 2n 3 Failed | Name of Teacher
Div. Div. Div.

AFM 05 03 60.00% 01 00 02 00 02 Dr. S. S. Gadekar
EDM 05 04 80.00% 01 01 02 00 01 Dr. V. P. Chavhan
GBE 05 03 60.00% 01 00 02 00 02 Dr. R. H. Nagarkar




BECG | 05 04 8000% |01 |01 |02 |00 |01 |Prof.p.s Srivastav |
CIHR | 05 05 10000% |02 |02 |01 oo"[o‘o Dr. 1. H. Kedar
~ Marathi
"Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed% | Dist. | 1% |2 |39 [ Falled | Name of Teacher
[ = Div. | Div. | Div.
AFM 34 14 41.18% 00 05 09 00 20 pr. 5. 5. Gadekar
EDM 34 27 79.41% | 00 13 (14 |00 |07 Dr. V. P. Chavhan
GBE 34 21 46.67% | 02 10 (09 |00 |13 Dr. R. H. Nagarkar
BECG 34 21 46.67% 01 12 |08 00 13 Prof. P. 5. Srivastav
CIHR 34 30 88.24% 01 18 |11 |00 |04 Dr. Y. H. Kedar
Observations:

1. The result of all subjects of all mediums was less except the result of CHIR in Hindi

Medium.
2. All these subjects were recommended for the remedial classe
instructed to improve their results by giving the more assignment to the students.

s and teachers were

BCCA Department

BCCA (Autonomous) (Overall)
i Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. [ IDiv. |II 111 Failed | Extended
Div. | Div. Benchmarks

SEM | 118 97 82.20% | 34 52 11 00 21 95%
SEM I1 113 47 4159%% | 01 15 29 02 66 95%
SEM III 53 43 [81.13% | 11 23 09 00 10 |95%
SEM IV 59 19 |36.54% | 01 11 07 00 34 |[95%
SEMV 75 67 |[89.33% | 32 27 08 00 08 |95%
SEM VI 74 56 75.68% | 27 27 02 00 18 95%

Observations:

1. The result of B.C.C.A. Sem. I, IL, I1I, 1V, V and VI of BCCA was 82.20%, 41.59%, 81.13%
36.54%, 89.33% and 75.68% respectively. All these semesters did not achieve the
target but missed the target just by little margin,




2. Ifwas found that the results of Even semester are comparatively Jess t
of Odd semester,

han the result

SEM-1 B
. Teacher
Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. | 12 2nd 7’7‘—’ W Namie %
% Div. | Div. | Div. //—/,’h’aaz’
ELS N 0 T ""’ﬁ,cgﬁ%hada
FA 118 | 111 | 9407 | 56 | 37 | 16 | 2 __J,,.W
BE 118 | 99 | 8390 | 14 | 25 | 45 _Q,,JLW
Prog. C 118 115 | 97.46 | 83 | 27 | 4 1 ’%_, W
ISIT 118 110 | 93.22 | 69 | 30 | 9 | 2 [ Prof. R = e |
MATHS | 118 | 114 | 9661 | 71 | 28 | 13 | 2 jj Prof. S. Gawal
SEM- 11
r_—-———-—-"r//’_’r/
Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. | 1% 2nd [3d | F ailed | Name of Teache
% Div. | Div. | Div. S e
ELS 113 e e e s G| 9 | 45 |PeLG Ch‘;’h::a
FA 113 50 | 4425 | 1 4 |28 | 17 | 63 |DrN. Muhn Ine
ME 113 61 | 5398 | 3 | 11 | 28 | 19 [ 52 | Prof. P.Shuiid
gf"ﬁ‘ 113 el [oeetl s | g0 | 27 |13 || 25, | ProbRINEE
—__———__—-—-———'—‘—".—__—
C++ 113 90 | 7965 | 11 | 33 [ 38 | 8 23 | Prof.P.Rangart
BECC 113 com|ncToealaz |ris. 27 iis L as |ProtE. Shukla |
SEM- 111
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. 1% | 2nd [3d | Failed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. [ Div.
CA 53 51 | 9623 | 21 |25 | 3 | 2 2 | Dr.N. Mundhada
CLSP 53 49 | 9245 | 7 |20 | 19 | 3 4 | Prof. P. Shukla
WD&HTML | 53 50 | 9434 | 23 | 17 | 9 | 1 3 | Prof. P. Yadao
| Prog. C# 53 49 92.45 22 19 8 0 4 Prof. P. Rangari
MIS & SA 53 52 |9811 | 9 |22 |19 | 2 1 | Prof.P.
CAB 53 51 | 9623 | 27 | 18 [ 6 Deshpande
5 0 2 | Prof. H Naringe
SEM-1V T
Subject | Appeared Passed gzssed Dist. ll)s:v 1?;:, ?)l:, Failed | Name of Teacher
MA 52 19 | 3654 | 0 5
= o = 4 | 10 | 33 |Dr.N.Mundhada
BL 6538 | 4 | 10 | 20 | o 18 [DrN M
VB.NET 52 46 88.46 6 16 | 21 3 6 = .f -Mundhada
DWD 52 a1 7885 | 7 [ 16 [ 15 | 5 T i1 [pogscawande
: rof. H NamL




pMsO__| 52 | 43 18269 | 5 [ 23 [ 11 [ ;

e 18 | 37 {7115 {1143 136 15115 T prof e shu
SEM-V =

(Sul’ied Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist, | 10 2 | 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher

- % Div. | Div. | Div.
ACG 75 69 | 9200 | 13 | 38 | 11 | 7 6 | Dr. N. Mundhada
[FS 75 72 | 96,00 | 22 | 26 | 21 3 | 3 |Dr.N.Mundhada
Cl 75 74| 9867 | 49 | 14 | 7 4 1 | Prof. R Tiwari
PYTH 75 73 9733 | 45 | 21 5 2 2 | Prof. 5. Gawande
IBIS 75 74 | 9867 | 38 | 27 | 8 1 1 | Prof. P.Shukla
QALR 75 73 | 9733 | 46 | 18 | 9 0 2 | Prof. P. Shukla
SEM- VI
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. | 1% 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. | Div.

CTP 74 56 75.68 1 9 30 | 16 18 | Dr. N. Mundhada
AJA 74 72 9730 | 32 | 23 | 17 0 2 | Prof. R. Tiwari
ASP.NET 74 72 97.30 26 31 15 0 2 Prof, P, Deshpande
E.Comm 74 72 97.30 18 34 16 4 2 Dr. N. Mundhada
IPA 74 70 9459 | 25 | 26 | 16 3 4 | Prof. P.Shukla
Project 74 72 97.30 72 0 0 0 2 Prof. P. Yadao
Observations:

1. In Sem. I all the subjects gave more than the targeted result except the Business
Economics and ISIT. In Sem. I no subject could achieve the targeted result. In Sem.
11l Company Law and Secretarial Practice and Prog. In C# gave below the targeted
result. In Sem. IV all subject gave below the targeted result. In Sem. V and Sem. Viall
the subject fulfilled the target except CTP in Sem. VI
All the subjects having below targeted results were recommended for the remedial
classes and teachers were instructed to improve their results by giving the more

assignment to the students.

BBA Department

BBA_(Autonomous) (Overall)

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. |IDiv. | II 11 Failed | Extended
SEM I 118 105 8898% | 30 57 18 00 13 95%
SEM I 111 56 |[50.45% | 01 20 34 | 01 55 | 95%
SEM III 115 101 |87.83% | 07 75 17 02 14 | 95%




{‘ﬂl 115 46 | 40.00% | 01 13 29 03 69 |95%
SEMV 83 72 | 86.75% | 22 48 | 02 | 00 11 | 95%

SEMVI | 82 9 5976 | 24
/6% 25 00
Observations: 00 44 | 95%

1. The result of B.B.A. Sem. I, 11, 111, IV, V and VI of BBA was 88.98%, 50.45%, 87.83% ,

0,
'::‘:oot/“' 86.75% and 59.76% respectively. All these semesters did not achieve the
get.

2. The result of Sem. 1, 11l and V was better as compared to result of Sem. II, IV and VL

BBA (Autonomous) (Subject-wise)

% Div. | Div. | Div.
| ELS
| FA

118 | 114 [ 9661 | 64 | 34 | 11 Prof. G. Chorghade

118 | 109 9237 | 58 35 14 Dr. A. Sheikh

SEM-1

Fubiect \Appeared\?assed Passed | Dist. | 1%t 2nd | 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
|
|
l

5 4
2 9
| PBM 118 110, |293220|F 370|370 32| 4 8 | Dr.P. Pandey
| BE 118 111 | 9407 | 29 | 38 | 42 | 2 7 | Dr. A. Dadhe
| BOS 118 111 | 9407 | 22 | 46 | 41 | 2 7 | Dr.A. Akarte
| BMS 118 113 | 9576 | 65 | 39 | 8 1 5 | Prof. K. Thote
SEM- 11
Fubiect Appeared | Passed Passed | Dist. |1 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of
% Div. | Div. | Div. Teacher
Prof. G.
E-:Ls 111 87 78.38 6 29 | 36 | 16 24 | chorghade
FA 111 64 57.66 6 i 35 | 16 47 | Dr.A.Sheikh
ME 111 81 7297 | 11 | 21 | 33 | 16 30 | Dr.A.Dadhe
BE 111 66 59.46 5 14 | 28 | 19 45 | Dr.A.Akarte
BRF 111 73 65.77 1 17 | 39 | 16 38 | Dr.P.Pandey
| BECC 111 71| 6396 1 19 | 34 | 17 | 40 |Prof K Thote
SEM- 11
[ﬁbiect Appeared | Passed Passed | Dist. | 1%t 20d | 3 | Failed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. | Div.
CA 115 113 | 9826 | 49 | 43 | 18 3 2 | Dr.A. Sheikh
CLSP 115 108 | 9391 | 14 | 63 | 28 3 7 | Prof. A. Bajaj
PHRM 115 114 | 9913 [ 29 | 62 | 21 2 1 | Dr.G. Naidu
PMM 115 105 | 9130 | 11 | 60 | 30 | 4 10 | Dr.A. Akarte
IBE 115 114 99.13 12 48 49 5 1 Prof. K. Thote
CAB 115 110 | 9565 | 5 52 [ 46 | 7 5 | Dr.P.Pandey




A ool

SEM-IV
 Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. | 15t | 2nd 3 | Failed | Name of Teacher
| % Div. | Div. | Div.
MA 115 60 52.17 4 11 24 21 55 | Dr. A. Sheikh
BL 115 73 63.48 2 12 41 18 42 | Dr. P. Pandey
ED 115 70 60.87 2 16 33 19 45 | Prof. S. Jepulkar
POM 115 78 67.83 2 25 36 15 37 | Prof. A. Pande
SM 115 68 59.13 2 16 36 14 47 | Dr. A. Dadhe
ES 115 75 65.22 2 23 35 15 40 Prof. K. Thote
SEM-V
Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. 1st 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of
% Div. | Div. | Div. Teacher
CA 83 78 93.98 50 24 2 2 5 Dr. A. Sheikh
IFS 83 82 98.80 25 40 17 0 1 Prof. K. Thote
SSM 83 80 96.39 1 38 37 4 3 Dr. A. Dadhe
FM 83 80 96.39 61 17 2 0 3 Prof. A. Bajaj
Dr.P.R.
IBIS 45 43 95.56 28 11 4 0 2 Pandey
ITBA 38 38 100.00 12 24 2 0 0 Dr. G. Naidu
QLAR 42 41 97.62 14 27 0 0 1 Dr. A. Akarte
E-Gov. 41 40 97.56 21 15 3 1 1 Prof. K. Thote
SEM- VI
Subject Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. | 1st 20d 3nd Failed | Name of
% Div. | Div. | Div. Teacher
ACG 82 72 | 8780 | 1 | 15 | 43 | 13 10 |DEE
Pandey
CTP 82 51 62.20 0 4 15 32 31 Prof. A. Pande
FMIS 82 77 93.90 3 37 34 3 5 Prof. K. Thote
SAPM 82 68 82.93 4 20 37 7 14 Dr. A. Sheikh
IPR 82 74 90.24 6 35 29 4 8 Dr. A. Akarte
Project 82 82 100.00 69 12 1 0 0
Observations:

1. In Sem. I FA, PBM, BOS and B.Eco. recorded little less result. In Sem. I no subject
could achieve the targeted result. In Sem. III CLSP and PMM gave little less result
than targeted. In Sem. IV all subjects gave below the target result. In Sem. V all
subjects achieved the target except the Corporate Accounting and in Sem. V] all the
subject could not achieve the targeted except only one subject i.e. Project.
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w result recommended for the remedial classes and

2. All the subjects having lo
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classes and extra efforts in teaching by giving more assignments to students.

B. Com. (Honors) (Autonomous

Section | Appeared | Passed

SEMI 106 96
SEM I 104 33
57 93.44%

SEM III 61
=
SEM IV 60 26 43.33%

Observations:

1. This yea

(Honors) Sem. I and Se
Vit was 93.44% and 43.33
ould not ac
It of Odd Se

r this course. The result of B.Com.
ctively. In Sem. 111 and

ar fo

r was the second academic ye
and 31.73% respe

m. I was 81.43%

o4 respectively.

hieve targeted result in all the four semester
d than Even

Sem. |
mesters were comparatively go0

2. B.Com. (Honors) ¢
semesters. The resu

Semesters

Subject Appeared Ppassed | Passed | Dist. 1t |2nd |39 |F ailed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. | Div.

ELS 106 100.00 | 76 27 3 0 0 Prof. A. Menon
FAS 106 102 96.23 | 29 66 7 0 4 Prof. S. Masade
FA 106 | 105 | 9906 | 68 | 34 | 3 a0y | Frott:

, Shrivastava
BEco. | 106 55 | o245 | 15 | 36 [ 47 1 0 | C Prof. P. Telang
PBM T0e ] 102 | 9623 | 22 [ 54 | 26 | 0 4 | Prof.S. Ahluwalia
BMS 06 | 104 |9811 | 29 [ 66| 9 | 0 | 2 Dr. R. Sahu/Prof.
P. Shukla




SEM- 11 (Autonomous)
m Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. |1t [2nd [3 [ Failed | Name of Teacher

% Div. | Div. | Div.

ELS 104 73 70.19 8 43 22 0 31 | Prof, A. Menon

FAII 104 35 | 3365 | 2 | 3 | 30| o | 69 [FF oes

Shrivastava

B.Env. 104 53 50.96 8 17 28 0 51 | Prof. S. Masade

M. Eco. 104 54 51.92 2 23 29 0 50 | Prof.P.Telang |

IFS 104 66 63.46 7 37 22 0 38 | Prof.S. Ahluwalia

BECC 104 55 52.88 0 22 33 0 49 | Prof. P. Shukla

SEM- 11l (Autonomous)

Subject | Appeared Passed | Passed | Dist. | 1% 2nd 3rd Failed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. | Div.

CA 61 61 100.00 | 25 33 3 0 0 Prof. P.Telang |

CLSP 61 58 95.08 3 30 25 0 3 Prof. S. Ahluwalia

IEP 61 59 96.72 21 32 6 0 2 Prof.P.Telang |

HRM 61 60 98.36 11 41 8 0 1 Prof. S. Ahluwalia

MM 61 61 100.00 | 13 38 10 0 0 Prof. S. Masade

CAB 61 60 9836 | 24 31 5 0 1 Prof. S. Masade

SEM- IV (Autonomous)

Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. | 1* 2nd | 3rd | Failed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. | Div.

MA 60 34 56.67 0 17 1 by 0 26 Prof. S. Ahluwalia

BL 60 45 75.00 9 26 10 0 15 Prof. S. Ahluwalia

ED 60 47 78.33 6 29 12 0 13 | Prof. S. Masade

BF 60 27 45.00 1 9 17 0 33 | Prof. P. Telang

SM 60 33 55.00 1 12 | 20 0 27 | Prof. P. Telang

ES 60 41 68.33 6 2310|512 0 19 | Prof. S. Masade

Observations:

1. In B.Com. (Honors) almost all the subject of Sem. | and Sem. Il had good result than
the expectation except Business economics in Sem. . In Sem. Il and Sem. IV no

subject could achieve the targeted result.




o

2. All the subjects having low result recommended for the remedial classes and
instructed to the teachers of these subjects to improve their performance by taking
extra classes and extra efforts in teaching by giving more assignments to students.

]‘ B. Com. (Finance and Accountan ‘Autonomou

Section | Appeared | Passed | % Dist. |1 1 m Failed | Extended

& Div. | Div. | Div. Benchmarks
SEMI 89 79 8876% | 11 | 49 | 19 | 00 10 | 95%

K SEMII 87 50 57.47% | 00 | 18 | 31 | 01 37 |95%
SEM III 79 76 9620% | 18 | 47 | 10 | 01 03 |95%
SEM IV 78 47 6026% | 00 | 17 | 19 | 01 31 | 95%
Observations:

1. This year was the second academic year for this course. The result of B.Com.

(Finance and Accountancy) Sem. I and Il was 88.76%, and 57.47% respectively. In

J Sem. 111 and Sem. IV it was 96.20% and 60.26% respectively.
f} 2. B.Com. (Finance and Accountancy) could not achieve targeted result in Sem. I, Il and
IV the semesters. Only Sem. I could achieve the targeted result.

[Subject | Appeared | Passed [ Passed [Dist. [1= |2 [3< | Failed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. | Div.
ELS 89 85 95.51 51 25 9 0 4 Prof. A. Menon
FAS 89 87 9775 | 6 34 | 40 7 2 | Prof. S. Masade
FA 89 86 | 963 |55 |17 | 13| 1 3 |ErokBR
Shrivastava
B.Eco. 89 83 9326 | 0 32 | 38 | 13 6 me.P.Telag_g_‘
,‘ PBM 89 85 | 9551 | 13 | 38 | 26 | 8 4 | Prof.S. Ahluwalia |
| BMS 89 85 95.51 33 38 13 1 < Dr. R. Sahu/Prof.
|
:
SEM- Il (Autonomous)
Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed |Dist. |1t |2 |3~ | Failed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. | Div.




e

-

-

ELS 87 71 81.61 5 24 34 8 16 | Prof. A. Menon
FATI 87 62 | 7126 | 6 |15 | 20 | 12 | 25 [PoEE
B.Env. 87 64 73.56 2 13 | 35 14 23 | Prof. S. Masade
M. Eco. 87 71 181611 5 | 21 [ 34 | 11 | 16 |ProfP.Telang |
IFS 87 63 72.41 10 22 23 8 24 Prof. S. Ahluwalia
BECC 87 57 65.52 1 9 30 17 30 Prof. P. Shukia
SEM- IlI (Autonomous)
Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist [1= |2 [3~ | Failed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. | Div.
CA 79 78 | 9873 | 43 [ 22 | 12 | 1 1 | Prof.P.Telang |
CLSP 79 78 98.73 17 38 20 3 1 Prof. S. Ahluwalia
FA-1II 79 79 100.00 | 48 16 14 1 0 Prof. S. Masade
HRM 79 78 98.73 28 38 12 0 1 Prof. S. Ahluwalia
MM 79 79 100.00 | 17 42 16 4 0 Prof. P. Shukia
CAB 79 79 100.00 | 23 40 12 - 0 Prof. S. Masade
SEM- IV (Autonomous)
Subject | Appeared | Passed | Passed | Dist. | 1= 2nd | 3 Failed | Name of Teacher
% Div. | Div. | Div.
MA 78 60 76.92 1 15 28 16 18 Prof. S. Ahluwzalia
BL 78 67 85.90 11 26 27 3 11 Prof. S. Ahluwalia
FA-IV 78 49 62.82 2 10 25 12 29 Prof. S. Masade
BF 78 55 70.51 2 8 31 14 23 Prof. P. Telang
SM 78 64 82.05 6 18 27 13 14 Prof. P. Telang
ES 78 67 85.90 2 23 33 9 11 Prof. S. Masade
Observations:

1. In B.Com. (Finance and Accountancy) Sem. I and Sem. III all subjects achieved the
targeted result in all the subjects. In Sem. I and Sem. IV no subject could achieve the
targeted results.

2. All the subjects having low result recommended for the remedial classes and
instructed to the teachers of these subjects to improve their performance by taking
extra classes and extra efforts in teaching by giving more assignments to students.




Fulfillment of Programme /Course Outcomes

Going by results of all sections which went for examination in 2021-2022, it is clear that
Mmany courses have already achieved the intended benchmarks/outcomes while others are
well on course.

In terms performance outcomes, it is stated that, they can be best judged by the placement

details.

However, going by placement record of preceding years, it can be safely stated that the
Programme Outcomes are well achieved by the college which can be see from the following

chart:
Placement Details of last four years:

Sr.No. | Programme 2018-2019
No. of  Students | No. of Students | No. of
Appeared Passed Students

Placed

1 B.Com. 395 337 61

2 B.Com. (NG) 87 73

3 B.C.CA. 94 88 58

4 B.B.A. 107 97 27

5 M.Com. 138 125 21

6 M.B.A. 57 47 49

7 Students verification received from employers 17

Total | 878 | 767 233

Sr. No. Programme 2019-2020
No. of Students | No. of Students | No. of
Appeared Passed Students

Placed

1 B.Com. 395 394 125

2 B.Com. (NG) 71 71

3 B.C.CA. 94 94 48

& B.B.A. 84 84 06

5 M.Com. 115 115 11

6 M.B.A. 51 51 40

7 Students verification received from employers 19

Total [810 | 809 249
[ Sr.No. | Programme I 2020-2021 ]




No. of  Students | No. of Students | No. of
Appeared Passed Students

SN Placed

1 B.Com, 338 333 05

2 B.Com. (NG) 50 49 =il

3 B.C.C.A. 76 74 01

4 B.B.A. 68 67 00

5 M.Com. 77 75 01

6 M.B.A. 56 55 04

7 Students verification received from employers 22

Total | 665 [ 653 33

Sr. No. Programme 2021-2022
No. of Students|No. of Students | No. of
Appeared Passed Students

Placed

1 B.Com. 327 265 30

2 B.C.CA. 74 56 23

3 B.B.A. 82 49 21

4 M.Com. 84 47 10

5 M.B.A. 62 34 10

6 Students verification received from employers 08

Total 102

This placement record is only going to be bettered by autonomy when autonomous batches
roll out in coming years.

Thus the college can say with assurance that the Programme Outcomes/ Programme
Specific Outcomes/ Courses Outcomes are by and large achieving their targets.

Dr. Vishal N. Thangan Dr. S. S. Kathaley

Officiating Principal

Offg, Principal
G.S.College of Commerce
& Economics, Nagpur.

Convener, AAR Committee




