
IGNOU 
(School of Translation Studies & Training) 

Sub: ATR on Feedback Analysis Report based on feedback received from Subject 

Experts and Teachers 

After going through the Feedback Analysis Reports it was found that no observation was 

made by the respondents relat1ng to any discrepancy and no suggestion was made for 
further improvisation of the programmes offered by the School of Translation Studies and 

Training (SOTST). However, the School is under process of major revision of P.G. 

Diploma in Translation' (PGDT) programme keeping in view the updation and inclusion 

of latest knowledge, research and innovative inputs available in the domain. The School 
has also launched M.A. (Translation Studies) through Online mode from July 2020. The 

School is also adopting the ICT tools for academic counseling and research supervision 

for the ongoing academic programmes of the School. The feedback will also be utilized 

for the programmes under development. 
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LEARNING PROCESS 

1.0: Preamble 

(\Vrite about the need and impo1·tance of feedback from sub.ice( e:1pe1·u on the design and 

development of curriculum in 150-200 words) 

The School of 1ranslation Studrcs and Tram In~ (SOTST) c!1C:11ed /eedhack from wh;ecl expcrlr 

011 the design and development of curnculum of SOTST Pro1vammes lo help m de.'ilgnmg and 

developmg the quabtat1ve and the learner jiwndly curriculwn for the cbslonce learnen so Iha! 11 

w1ll be eas1er to understand and apply m practu:e m the projesswnal careers of lhe learner.; 

enrolled m programmes hke Research Programmes (M.Pht! and Ph DJ m Translat,on S1ud1e,; 

MA. m Trans/anon Studies (/l,1ATS) wluch rs on offer both onlmc mode and distance mode Posl­

Graduate D1ploma 111 1ranslat10n (PGDT) , Post-Graduate Cerlifzcale m Ban1:la-Hmd1 

Trans/anon (PGCBHT) and Posl-GraduaJe Cert,ficate m Malayalam-Hmd1 Translatron 

(PGCMlfI'). It w,ll also help School in seeking Jhe required mputs so that the learners are well­

versed with rhe concepts of the designed curricula and also have speczahsallon m the domain 

areas of the d1sc1pline. The School having the main objective of reaching the distance learners 

through qualzty programmes so that more learners are benefilled which m turn help m 

developmg more qualzlahve profess10nals in the field of Translallon. The feedback from !he 

sub1ect experts will essentially help in maintaining the quality standards which JGNOU has been 

doing smce zts incepnon. 

2.0: About the School and experts involved 

(Write about the prog.-ammes developed/under-development and the subject experts 

involved in design and development of cm·dcuJum in 150-200 words) 

T11e School has developed MA. in Translation Studies (/l,1ATS), Post-Graduate C'erti.ficare m 

Bang/a-Hindi Translaflon (PGCBHT) and Post-Graduate Cerh.ficate in Molayalam-Hmdi 

Translallon (PGCMHT); beside research programmes 1.e. Ph.D. and MPhil m Trasnlanon 

Studies w11h course work. Two programmes are under developmenl i.e. P.G. Drploma 111 Smdh1-

Hmd1-Smdhi Translatron · and Anuvad evam R11panlaran metn Snatakoflar Pramanf\.1tra 

Karyakram '. One programme - Post-Graduate Diploma in 1ranslation (PGDT) - 1s ;mdt:r 

revision. 

The sub1ect experts involved m design, development and approval of the c11rnculum are ( J) Prof 

H.C. Pande, JNU (2) Prof P.C. Tandon, Delhi Universily (3) Prof Ram Chandra, JNU (-I) Pro/ 

C Annapoorna, Hyderabad (5) Prof D.S Nav,n, JNU (6) Afr SN. Smgh. Del/11 (7) P>·<>/ 

Ja1deep Sharma, sass: JGNOU; (8) Prof JK Shnvas/ava, SOH (9) Prof Nandm, Soh11, Sc >IT, 
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(10) J>rnf V V Suhrahmanram, SO<'IS, (II) 1)1 Mukcsl, J./Jfnm, SOA (12) /J, Vi~lwl Worpa, 

SOS, and (13) nr Snnla ,\11011110, ,\'<>11/SM 

3.0: Methodology 

(B1iefly write about the fecdbaclc tool and the mNhodolo~y ;cdoptcd in gP.Hing rh" response 
from the subject ex11crts in 150•200 words) 

Generally LikerHype scales arc f'1equently used in cducat1on and cducat,onal rese:irch to elic11 
responses for the statements for the purpose of analysis. Common uses include cnd-of·rolation 
curriculum inputs for the tn:uning in Lhe sub1ccl area feedback, facully c,;1luations on the 
learners, and assessment of performance after an cducal1011i1l llltervent1on SOTST employed 
Like11 5 point ordinal scale used by respondents lo rate the degree to which lht--y agree or 
disagree ,,~th a statement for the entire outcome assessments on the design and development of 
the different programmes offered by SOTST with .~trmiglv 11gree t\'A), 11gree (A), Neu/ml (N), 

stro1Lgly disa(.rree (SDA) and di.,·a,:ree (l)A) . Thus, understanding the 111terpretat1on and analysis 
of data derived from Likerl scales is imperatiYe for those working in education and educat.Jonal 
research. 

Out of the 13 filled-in questionnaires, received from the subject experts, all respondents 
responded on the 10 statements mentioned in the questionnaire. The statements received from the 
respondents are strongly agree (SA) - 67%; Agree (A) - 19%; Neutral (N) - 9%; strongly 

disagree (SDA) - NIL; and disagree (DA) -NIL. Ollt of JO given questions, 3 (5%) were not 

responded by two subject experts eaclt. 

The inference from the above analysis is that the design and development of the cumculum of 

different Programmes of SOTST are strongly agreed by the subject experts. 

4.0: Feedback of Subject Experts 

(Response received from the subject experts on different items/questions depicted 

pictorially in the form of pie/bar/line diagram) 
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5.0: Analysis of the Feedback received 
(Discuss about the item-wise/question-wise feedback) 

Out of the 13 filled-in questionnaires, received from the subject experts, all respondents 
responded on the 10 statements mentioned in the questionnaire. The statements receiYed from the 
respondents are stro1tgly agree (SA) - 67%; Agree (A) - 19%; Nelltral (N) - 9%; strongly 
disagree (SDA) - NIL; a1td disagree (DA) -NIL. Olli of 10 give1t q11estio11s, 3 (5%) were not 
responded by two subject ex.perts each (5%). 

The item-wiselquestioll wisefeedbackfrom 13 subject experts are as 1111der: 

Q.1 You were briefed about to the pedagogy of Curriculum Design Development in an 
OU 

Strongly agree (SA) - 11 

Agree {A)-2 
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Q.2 Need Analysis wa.~ disrnsscd before flnalMn~ the C11rric11lum 

Slrongly agree (SA) - 1 l 

Agree (A)- I 

No reply was given by l (one) expert 

Q. 3 Subject Expert Committees reviewed the curriculum of other univenitie.11 

Slrongly agree (SA) - 9 

Agree (A)-2 

Neutral (N) - 2 

Q.4 Guidelines were provided fo1· the development of the curriculum 

Strongly agree (SA) - 12 

Agree (A)- 1 

Q.5 As subject experts you were involved in the curriculum review process 

Strongly agree (SA) - 6 

Agree (A)-2 

Neutral (N) - 3 

No reply was given by 2 (two) experts 

Q.6 Feedback from othe.-s like alumni and industry was discussed during the framing of 
cuniculum 

Strongly agree (SA) - 4 

Agree (A)-5 

Neutral (N) - 2 

No reply was given by 2 (two) experts 

Q.7 Whethe1· the Curriculum of your subject was updated 

Strongly agree (SA) - 6 

Agree (A)-4 

Neutral (N) - 2 

No reply was given by 1 (one) expert 
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Q.8 Whether lite Cunirulum of your ~uh Jett w111 11pt1 111rd 

St, ongly agree (SA) - 9 

Agree ( 1\ ) - 4 

Q.9 Curriculum matches with the level of thr pro~ramme 

Strong!) ag1cc (SA) - 6 

Agree (A) - 4 

Neutral (N) - 3 

Q.10 Self Leaming Materials arc Learner Centric 

Strongly agree (SA) - I 0 

Agree (A)- 3 

6.0: Conclusion and recommendations 

The respondents strongly agreed about the process and methodologies adopted for des,gnmg 
and developmenr of the curriculum and programmes. They also recommended for rhe 
programmes under development and rev1S1on. 

7.0: Annexure (Enclose Questionnaire format) : Enclosed 
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