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Key Indicator 2.3. Teaching Learning Process

2.3.1. Student centric methods, such as experiential learning, participative
learning, peer learning, team teaching, case law method and problem-

o solving methodologies are used for enhancing learning experiences.

With the correct teaching strategies, teachers can make the classroom a fun
and effective place where students may acquire critical intellectual and social
skills that will benefit them for the rest of their lives. In our college teachers use
various teaching methods for teaching the learning process. The college
provides all the facilities for the teachers for the implementation of this teaching
learning process. Teacher and students have good interaction due to these

different teaching methods.

The following student centric methods were used by the teachers for

._. enhancing learning experiences.

Sr.No. | Teaching Methods used by the teachers

1 [ecture Method

2 Group Discussion Method

3 Participative Learning Method




4 Case Study Method

5 Seminar Method

6 Guest Lecture Method

7 Problem Solving Method

8 Experiential Learning Method

9 Peer Learning Method.

10 Formative Assessment Method

1.LLECTURE METHOD

The lecture format is a conventional method of organizing instruction in
the classroom, where lecturers present material while students listen. Instructors
guide a class by discussing, illustrating, and modeling a subject. Students are
able to observe, listen, take notes, and replicate the teacher's demonstrations
while the teacher is speaking. Although this is a well-known and beneficial

strategy, educators can modify it to fit various learning contexts.
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2.GROUP DISCUSSION METHOD

Group conversations enhance long-term memory and foster a deeper
comprehension of a subject. By including them in the learning process, group
conversations can also help participants pay attention and stay focused.
Instructors can also receive feedback on participant comprehension through
group discussions. In Bharati Vidyapeeth’s, New Law College, Kolhapur

teachers always used Group Discussion Method of teaching.
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Bharati Vidyapeeth’s New Law College Kolhapur
Attendance
Group Discussion
Pre Law IV

Property and its kind
Date 19.10.2022
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3.PARTICIPATIVE LEARNING METHOD

The classroom can be set up using the Participatory Learning Technique
(PLT), which encourages students to lead peer-based learning activities.
Learning is essentially student-centered in this sense since it is concentrated on

boosting student participation.
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4.CASE STUDY METHOD

Case studies are a teaching strategy that refers to given scenarios based on
events that students watch, evaluate, document, put into practice, draw
conclusions from, summarize, or suggest. Case studies are made and employed

as a means of analysis and discourse.




Bharati Vidyapeeth’s New Law College Kolhapur

Attendance
Case Study through Blended Learning
Pre Law I11
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Facts | Summaty “of Facts -

KQS\"\VQ nohclq Bhavati was the CH@PO
Cdreey Mukt which 15 a «religious sect in
V\asma Gd (‘\is%vicjc O$ V\Qﬂﬂq. es’hvohanc)a
B\’\Q'\{H hOC] CQY}IG\.D PW‘QCQS O‘P \C]I’\CJ in ‘H‘We -5@(_')5
W’n'zch Weye owhed by \'\im in WS Name. The
alate govexnment of Kevrala intyoduced the
Land Reforms Armend ment Act, 1965],A-Cccwc41'l

‘o the act, the govesnment was entitled
Lo acquive 3ome of the secVs lard of \Nh,‘W
Keshvahanda Bharti was the chief.

On 21st Manch 19792-“;—Kes}\\10hahdq Bhc
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bj the COU"(J‘:; H’\e KQ.TO\G G‘(Dve'rhme_n{-,
Arisihes act ie- Kerala Land Refovmg
i* (Amehcjmgh‘c) Freky 1971
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the 500‘3 to be Qchfeved and the 'Fﬁndqm@
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Backgoround of keshwanand Bhaati Cage:.

In keshwanand Bhaati cage 1973, the Supaeme coun
atdefined +he odationship belween +he Judiciarrctj, execudive and
legistatuat and se} limils on +he amendmen{s thaf can be made
[0 Constitution - Since (9¢] | kechwond Bhaati has seaved as th
Seear of ‘H’\P EclﬂPPﬂ“ N RCWC&J‘S RGSGG’QSOJ q—dfgfor).
®  Tn 1970, he challenged kenala's |and otforms legislation,
which imposed conslaraints on atligions Prropﬂnrfg managemeny .
The case was baoughi undeq Aaticle 26 of +he cons{ftufion -which
Paotects the alght of odigions oaganiSations +o administea Hhei
Property without inteavention « From 4he govt.- 24+h congtituliond

CAmendment) Act 1971 —
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atmoyed aighl Yo protetien paoperty as a Pundamenfal

alaht -
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EVEY\“‘H’\OUS\'\ the heanings consumed Pive months +he owo:
\-mp would PwoFouncl\g GPFEC‘\ Tndia's deComrch Paocses -T_m‘
case had been heand Foo Ggudoysu the ageemend commencing
o0 oclobear 31,1912 and ending on Maach 23, 1913

Tudgment of the case

The Supaeme Coua rveul'eu)ecl the Jecfsl‘on in Golahnaf]
v-State of punjab, and considentd +he VclJithLy of the 24t sl
2cth and 29+th amendments -The case was heaad by the laages
evea constitwion - Bench of 13 Tudges-The bench gave eleven
Sepanalt judgements. which agated on seme poinis and diffe
-ent on others: Nanabhoy palkhivala « qssisled by Fail N
Patsented the case against +he qovt In both cases.
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