
GURU NANAK COLLEGE BUDHLADA
(student satisfaction Survey Rep ort 2019_2020)

1. ANALYSIS oF sTuDENT,s FEEDBACK FORM (N=2000)

(a) t a T
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Sr. No Contents
Very
Poor

Poor Average Good Excellent
7. Regularity and Punctual ity of the Teacher 0 0 80 560 1360

2. Use Helping
Board etc.)

material ( Chart, Maps, white 0 72 292 422 1274

3. bringing

abil

evel ofCompetency Teacher ln
conceptual andclarity ncreas thiing nking

ity

7L 9 60 1100 820

4. Subject KnowledgeDepth of of the teacher 0 2 38 800 1160
5. Proficiency

soft Skills.
cation and havingin Communi 0 0 97 820 1083

6. Competency in citing Practical examples 0 0 774 926 900

7 Computer
teacher.

Literacy and ICT skills of the 2 62 792 1020 724

onInteracti and ofguidance the teacher
outsi de the class

74 76 318 632 7020

9. Inspirational Capacity ofthe teacher 5 26 165 7420 784
10 On the whole Performance of the teacher 0 0 720 1100 780

I
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Table:-1.1 Regularity and Punctuality of the Teacher (N = 2000 )

Criteria uN berm of Students o//oExcellent
1350

68%Good
560

28%A
80

4%Poor
0

0%Poor
0

0%

Regularity and punctuality of the Teacher

I Excellent

r Good

& Average

I Poor

n Very poor

lnterpretation:-lt is observed that 96%students feel their teachers are Regular & punctuar and amongthem 6g% students strongry feer that the teacher's are regutar and punctuar.
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Table:-l.2 Use terial WhitemaHelpinob Iike Ch Maart, Psr Board etc.
2000(N )

Criteria N um be r of students o//oExcellent
1274

63.7%Good
422

27.7%A
292

L4.6%Poor
72

0.6%v Poor
0

o%

Helping material tike Chart, Maps, White
Board etc.

o.60%

Use

I Excellent

r Good

ffi Average

I Poor

r Very poor

lnterpretation:-lt is observed that 84'80% students feer that their teachers use herping Materiar and63'70% students strongry feer that the teachers use herping Materiar
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bringin
clarity thin bility

Ta .3IbIe oC m Ievel ofpeten Teacy cher tn (,
b conceptual

mand creasin a(}
b 2king 000(N )

Criteria Number of Students o//oExcellent
820 4L%Good

1100 55%A
60 3%Poor
9 0.45%v Poor

11 0.5s%

Competency level of Teacher in bringing
conceptual clarity and increasing thinking

ability
o.45%

I Excellent

r Good

s* Average

I Poor

I Very Poor

lnterpretation:-lt is observed that g6%students feel the competency of the teachers in bringingconceptual clarity and increasing thinking ability is good and among them 4r%having excerent abirity
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Table:-l.4 Depth of Subject Knowledge of the teacher (N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students To age
Excellent 1160 58%
Good 800 40%

38 1.9%
Poor 2 0.!o/ov Poor 0 o%

Depth of Subject Knowledge of the teacher
7.90% o.Lo%

I Excellent

I GOOd

m Average

I Poor

X Very Poor

lnterpretationrgS% students are highly satisfied with the knowledge about subject and concept clarity
of teachers and among them 5g% students are strongly agree with this.
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Table:-l.S Proficiency in C
2000 )

ommunication and having soft Skills.(N =

Criteria Number of Students %
Excellent 1083 54.t5%
Good 820 4t%

97 4.85%
Poor 0 o%

Poor 0 o%

Proficiency in Communication and having
soft Skills

4.85%

r Excellent

I Good

x Average

I Poor

tr Very Poor

lnterpretation:-95.15% students are satisfied with the teacher's Proficiency in communication and soft
skills and among them 54.15% are strongly satisfied with this factor.

q-€,--
PrtnctPa'

** *'li[f,"'X8i



Table:-1.6 Competency in citing Practical examples (N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
Excellent 900 45%
Good 926 46.3%
Average 174 8.7%
Poor 0 0
Very Poqr 0 0

Competency in citing Practical examples

o% oY"

r Excellent

I Good

m Average

r Poor

s Very Poor

InterpretationrgL.3-% students are satisfied with the competency in citing practical examples.
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Table:-l.7 Computer Literacy and ICT skills of the teacher (N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students %
Excellent 724 36.2%
Good 1020 5L.0%

t92 9.6%
Poor 62 3J%

Poor 2 0.1%

Computer Literacy and ICT skills of the
teacher

3.10% O.70o/o

I Excellent

I Good

ffi Average

r Poor

ilVery Poor

lnterpretation: The above table reveals that 87.20% students have rated teacher,s computer /lr skills as
good or excellent
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Table:-l.8 Interaction and guidance of the teacher outside the class (N =
2000 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
Excellent 7020 5L%
Good 632 37.6%

{verage 318 15.9%
Poor 16 o.8%
Very Poor 14 0.7%

lnteraction and guidance of the teacher
outside the class

o.80% 0.70%

r Excellent

I Good

* Average

I Poor

x Very Poor

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 82.6oYo respondents agree that teachers interact as
well as guide outside class environment.
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Table:-l.9 Inspirational Capacity of the teacher (N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
Excellent 784 39.2%
Good 1020 5t%
Arerage 165 8.25%
Poor 26 t.3%
Very Poor 5 0.25%

lnspirational Capacity of the teacher
1.30% o.25%

I Excellent

I GOOd

m Average

: Poor

3 Very Poor

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that gO.2% respondents agree that lnspiration capacity of
the teachers is good
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Table:-1.10 Whole Performance of the teacher. (N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
Excellent 780 39%
Good L100 5s%
Average L20 6%
Poor 0 o%
Very Poor 0 o%

c
' \r'e
(9

Whole Performance of the teacher

o% oo/o

I Excellent

I Good

x Average

I Poor

r Very Poor

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 94% respondents agree that Whole performance of
teacher is good and among them 39% is Excellent.
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(b) Section B: Questions related Course svllabus. assignments

and class Tests

Sr.

No

Contents Yes No No
Comments

7 Whether in the starting of session introduction
was given about Subiect and Syllabus

1764 85 l5l

2 Whether the syllabus is adequate or not? 188s 7l 44

3 Whether any Study material was given by teacher
related to Course

1798 97 105

4 Whether all Syllabus is completed by teacher 1 845 65 90

5 Whether extra knowledge is given by teacher
related to Subiect

I 808 56 136

6 Whether the assignments are given or not? l8l6 30 t54

7 Whether the class Tests are given or not? 1628 105 267
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Table:-l.l Whether in the starting of session introduction was given about Subject and

Syllabus (N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
YES L764 88.2%
NO 85 4.25%
NO COMMENT 151 7.55%

700.00%

90.00%

80.00%

70.00%

60.00%

50.o0%

40.oo%

30.00%

20.00%

L0.00%

o.oooA

88.20%

Whether in the starting of session introduction was given about
Subject and Syllabus

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 88.2% respondents agree that in the starting of
session introduction was given about Subject and Syllabus

I Yes

INO

t No Comments
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Table:- 1.2 Wtrettrer the syllabus is adequate or not? (N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
YES 1885 94.25%
NO 7L 3.550/o

NO COMMENT 44 2.2o/o

100.00%

90.00%

80.00%

70.o00/,

60.00%

50.00%

40.OOo/o

30.oo%

20.o0%

10.00o/o

0.00%

r YES

INO

X NO COMMENT

2.20o/o

Whether the syllabus is adequate or not

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 94.25% respondents agree that Syllabus is always
adequate.
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Table:-1.3 Whether any Study material was given by teacher related to Course (N = 2000

)

Criteria Number of Students % age
YES 1798 89.9%

NO 97 4.85%
NO COMMENT 105 5.25%

to0.oo%

90.00%

80.00%

70.00%

60.o0%

50.00o/o

40.00%

30.00%

20,00%

L0.00%

o.oo%

89.90y

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 599% respondents agree that Study material was
given by teacher related to Course

r YES

INO

ffi NO COMMENT
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Table:-l.4 Whether all Syllabus is completed by teacher ?(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
YES 1845 92.25%
NO 65 3.25%
NO COMMENT 90 4.5o/o

100.00%

90.00%

80.00%

70.00%

60.00%

50.00%

40.o0%

30.00%

20.00%

10.00%

0.00%

92.25%

r YES

rNo
ffi NO COMMENT

Whether all Syllabus is completed by teacher

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 92.25% respondents agree that all Syllabus is

completed by teacher.
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Tablg:-1.5 Whether extra knowledge is given by teacher related to Subject?(N = 2000 )

%Number of StudentsCriteria
90.4%1808YES

2.8%56NO
5.8%136NO COMMENT

100.00%

90.00%

80.00%

70.o0%

60.oo%

50,00%

4O.OOo/o

30.00%

20.oo%

L0.00%

O.OOo/o

90.40%

Whether extra knowledge is given by teacher related to Subject

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 90.4% respondents agree that extra knowledge is

given by teacher related to Subject.

r YES

INO

ffi NO COMMENT
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Table:-1.5 whether the assignments are given or not?(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
YES 1816 90.8%
NO 30 75%
NO COMMENT 154 7.7%

100.00%

90.00%

80.00%

io.oox

50.00%

50.O0o/o

40.00o/o

30.00%

20.00%

70.ooo/o

0.oo%

90.80%

I YES

INO

X NO COMMENT

L.s0%

Whether the assignments are given or not

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 90.8% respondents agree that the assignments are
grven
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Table:-l.7 whether the class Tests are given or not?(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
YES 7628 8L.4%

NO 105 5.250/o

NO COMMENT 267 t3.35%

90.00%

80.00%

70.00%

50.0Oo/o

50.oo%

40.00%

30.00%

20.ooo/o

LO.OOo/o

0.ooo/o

8t.40%

r YES

INO

S NO COMMENT

73.15o/o

Whether the class Tests are given or not

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 81.4% respondents agree that class Tests are given
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( c) Section C: Feedback on Administration

Sr.

No

Contents Yes No

L Are you satisfied with the behavior and communications of Non-
teaching and administration office

I 898 102

2 Are you satisfied with the services and facilities of College 1924 76

3 Is the campus eco-friendly l9l3 87

4 Are you provided with enough and pure drinking water 1936 64

5 Are you satisfied with the Sports and Culture facilities 1942 58

6 Are you satisfied with the facilities of transport and other related
services

I 955 45

7 Are you aware of the "NCC and NSS" activities in the college I 905 95

8. Are you aware of "Anti-sexual Harassment Cell", "Nanhi-
Chaan,"Anti-Raggi4g" and "Welfare" etc.

I 895 105
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Table:-l.1 Are you satisfied with the behavior and communications of Non-teaching and

administration office?(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
YES I 898 94.9o/o

NO 102 5.1%

Trendline Error

Are you satisfied with the behavior and

communications of Non-teaching and

administration office

rNO

r YES

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% 100.00%

lnterpretationrlt is analyzed from the table that 94.9% students are satisfied with the behavior of
nonteaching staff.
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Table:-l.2 Are you satisfied with the services and facilities of Colleger(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students o/o age
YES 1924 96.2%
NO 76 38%

Are you satisfied with the services and

facilities of College
INO

r YES

o%

0. 0 0% 20. 00% 40.00% 60. 00% 80.00% 100. 0 00a.20.00%

lnterpretation:-lt is analyzed from the table that 96.2% students are satisfied with the services and

facilities of college.
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Table:-l.3 Is the campus eco-friendly?(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
YES l9l3 95.65%
NO 87 435%

4.

ls the campus eco-friendly INO

I YES

.65%

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% L00.oo% 120.00%

lnterpretation:-According to this table, 95.55% students agreed with the eco-friendly system of the

college.
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Table:-l .4 Areyou provided with enough and pure drinking water?(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
YES 1936 8t.4%

NO 64 5.25%

Are you provided with enough and pure

drinking water

fi

PrmctPa'

or,, *.['*[f,"$ffi

INO

r YES

o.oo% 20.000/o 40.ao% 60.00% 80.00% 100.00%

tnterpretation:-According to this table, 81.4% students are satisfied with the quality of pure drinking

water.
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Table:-l.5 Are you satisfied with the Sports and Culture facilities?(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students %, age
YES 1942 97.!o/o

NO 58 2.go/o

INO

: YES

97

0.oo% 50.o0% 100.00% 750.OO%

lnterpretation:-lt is analyzed from the above table that 97.L% students are satisfied with the sports and

cultural activities.

Are you satisfied with the Sports and
Culture facilities
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Table:-1.6 Are you satisfied with the facilities of transport and other related services?(N =

20oo )

Criteria Number of Students %o age
YES 1 955 97.75%

NO 45 2.25o/o

Are you satisfied with the facilities of
transport and other related services

rNO

r YES

97.7

0.00% 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% 100. 000/&20.00%

lnterpretation:-According to this table analyzed that 97.75% students are satisfied with transport and

other facilities.
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Table:-l .7 Areyou aware of the "NCC and NSS" activities in the college?(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
YES I 905 95.25%

NO 95 4.75%

Are you aware ofthe "NCC and NSS"

activities in the college

4.

INO

I YES

25o/o

0.00% 20.00yo 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% 100.000/0720.00%

lnterpretation:-it is analyzed from the above table that 95.25% students are known from NSS and NCC

activities.
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Table:-l.8 Are you aware of "Anti-sexual Harassment Cell", "Nanhi-Chaan,"Anti-Ragging"

and "Welfare" etc.?(N = 2000 )

Criteria Number of Students %o age
YES I 895 94.75o/o

NO 105 5.25%

Are you aware of "Anti-sexual
Harassment Cell", "Nanhi-Chaan,"Anti-

Ragging" and "Welfare" etc.?(

INO

r YES

75o/o

o.000/o 20.00% 40.00% 60.00% 80.00% 100.00%

lnterpretation:-it is analyzed from the above table lhat94.75% students are known about college cells

and its activities and5.25% are not known

Prrncipa,
$ueu Nanal College

BUOHI.ADA

5E:,.9

I

Ir



( d) Section D: Librarv

l) How often do you visit the library? Yes 7734 86.7% No 266 t33%

2) Are the required numbers of titles on

your subject available in the library?

Yes L787 8935% No 2t3 L0.6s%

3) Are you satisfied with the cataloguing

and arrangement of books in the

library?

Yes 1810 90.4% No 190 9.6%

4) Are you satisfied with the availability of

reading space in the library?

Yes 1845 92.2s% No 155 7.75%

5) Is the library staff co-operative and

helpful?

Yes 1860 93% No L40 7%

75%

t00.oo%

90.0o%

80.00%

70.00%

60.00%

50.00%

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%

70.00%

0.00%

70%

How often do
you visit the

library

X YES

INO7%

Are the Are you Are you ls the library
required satisfied with satisfied with staff co-

numbers of the cataloguing the availability operative and
titles on your and of reading helpful

subject arrangement of space in the
available in the books in the library

library library

Interpretation:- It is analyzedthat90.30% students are satisfied with the facilities
of the library. 
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( e) Section E: Other

Interpretation:- It is analyzedthat95.55% students are satisfied that Guest
lectures, Workshops, Tours and extra Curricular activities are organized.
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Sr.

No
Contents Yes %

age

No Yo age

L Any Guest Lecture, Workshop,
Educational Tour and Industrial Tour etc.

I 898 94.9% 102 5.1%

2 Are Extra Curricular activities like Sports,

cultural activities, NSS and NCC

1924 96.2% 76 3.8%

720.00%

100.00%
q6

80.00%

50.00% I Yes

INO
40.00%

20.OOo/o

330%

O.OOo/o

Any Guest Lecture, Workshop, Are Extra Curricular activities like Sports,
Educational Tour and lndustrial Tour etc. cultural activities, NSS and NCC

5.t0%
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2. ANALYSIS OF HOSTEL FEED BACK FORM

This Question includes 3 sections like Section A, B & C. Section A describes Hostel
Facilities, Section B describes Mess Facilities to the hostlers and Section C shown Warden
and Staff Behavior to the hostlers.

SECTION A: HOSTEL FACILITIES (N=58)

Pt ItlCtpil
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Sr.

No

Contents Very

Poor

Poor Average Good Excellent

1. Cleanliness of Rooms 0 L 10 29 18

2. Availability of
Furniture Equipment

0 0 10 30 18

3 Cleanliness of
Surroundings

0 0 7 30 27

4 Recreational Services 0 0 8 30 20

5 Library Services 0 0 10 30 18

6 Medical Facilities 0 0 8 30 20

\



Table 1.1 Cleanliness of Rooms N=58
Criteria No. of students Percentage
Excellent 18 31.03%
Good 29 s0.00%
Average 10 t7.24%
Poor 1 !.720/o

Very Poor 0 o.o0%

Cleanliness of Rooms

1.72o/o 0.00%

I Excellent

I Good

m Average

: Poor

ffi Very Poor

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table is that 81.03% respondents are strongly agreed with the
cleanliness of rooms.
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Table L.2 Availability of Furniture Equipment N=58
Criteria No. of students Percentage
Excellent 18 31.03%

Good 30 57.72%

Average 10 L7.25%

Poor 0 0.00%

Very Poor 0 0.00%

Availability of Furniture Equipment

I Excellent

I Good

# Average

I Poor

U Very Poor

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table is that82.75% respondents are strongly agreed with the

availability of Furniture.
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Table 1.3 Cleanliness of Surroundings N=58
Criteria No. of students Percentage
Excellent 2L 36.20%
Good 30 57.74%
Average 7 L2.06%
Poor 0 0.00%
Very Poor 0 0.00%

Clean liness of Su rrou ndings

0.OO% g.ggoTo

I Excellent

r Good

t* Average

il Poor

x Very Poor

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table is that87.94% respondents are strongly agreed with the
cleanliness of surrounding.
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Table 1.4 Recreational Services N=58
Criteria No. of students Percentage
Excellent 20 34.48%
Good 30 57.72%
Average 8 t3.80%
Poor 0 0.00%
Very Poor 0 0.00%

Recreationa! Services

O.00% g.ggo7,

I Excellent

I Good

W Average

I Poor

I Very Poor

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 86.2% respondents are strongly agreed with the
recreational services.
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Table 1.5 Library Services N=58
Criteria No. of students Percentage
Excellent 18 3L.O3%

Good 30 5L.72%

Average 10 L7.24%
Poor 0 0.00%
Very Poor 0 o.00%

$
ac
5(,t

Library Services

0.00% g.ggo/o

I Excellent

I Good

ffi Average

I Poor

r Very Poor

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 82.75% respondents are strongly agreed with the
Library Services.
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Table 1.5 Medical Facilities N=58

Criteria No. of students Percentaqe
Excellent 19 32.75%

Good 31 53.44%

Average 7 72.06%

Poor 1 7.72%

Very Poor 0 o.oo%

Medical Facilities

1.72% o.o0%

I Excellent

I Good

ffi Average

I Poor

s Very Poor

lnterpretation: lt is analyzed from above table that 86.t9o/o respondents are strongly agreed with the
Medical Facilities provided by the College.
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SECTION B: MESS FACILITIES (N=58)

Sr.

No

Contents Very

Poor

Poor Average Good Excellent

1. Hygiene 0 3 6 33 16

2 Kitchen and Dining

Hall

0 0 7 34 77

3 Mess services 0 4 3 31 20

4 Quality of Drinking

Water

0 3 5 32 18

5 Quality of Food 0 0 7 23 28

6 Seating arrangement 0 0 3 34 21

7 Timings of Mess 0 0 8 35 15

8 Variety of Meals 0 0 13 36 9
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Table 1.1 Room Hygiene N=58
Criteria No. of students lgrygntage
Excellent t6 27.s8%
Good JJ 56.89%
Average 6 t0.34%
Poor J

Very Poor 0 0%

Room Hygiene
5.19%

I Excellent

I Good

ffi Average

r Poor

ffi Very Poor

lnterpretation:84.47% students say that they have found the rooms of the college hostel to be good
hygiene.
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Table 1.2 Kitchen and Dining Hatl N=58

Criteria No. of students
Excellent 17 2931%
Good 34 58.62%
Average 7 t2.07%
Poor o%
Very Poor o%

Kitchen and Dining Hall

0% gol

I Excellent

I Good

* Average

I Poor

il Very Poor

lnterpretation:8793% students said that their kitchen and Dining Hall are always clean among these
2937% said strictly agree with this factor.
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Table 1.3 Mess Service N=58

Criteria No. of students Percentage
Excellent 20 34.48%
Good 31 53.44%
Average 3 5.t7o/o

Poor 4 6.t8%
Very Poor 0 0

Mess Service

0

5.L7%

ll Excellent

I Good

e# Average

I Poor

e Very Poor

lnterpretation:8732% students said that mess services are always good.
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Table 1.4 Quality of Drinking Water N=58

Criteria No. of students
Excellent 18.00 31.03%
Good 32.00 55.77%
A 5.00 8.62%
Poor 3.00 5.L7%
V Poor 0,00 0%

Quality of Drinking Water
5.77%

I Excellent

I Good

w Average

I Poor

& Very Poor

lnterpretation:55.17% students said that quality of drinking water is always good and 3t.03%said it is
excellent. [<^

:-lttn
PnnciPa'

Guru ltlanak Collegt
BUOHLAOA

0o/o

8,62%



Table 1.5 Quality of Food N=58

Criteria No. of students Percentage

Excellent 28 48.27%

Good 23 39.65%

Average 7 t2.06%

Poor 0 0.00%

Very Poor 0 o.oo%

Quality of Food

0.00% g.ggo/o

I Excellent

I Good

# AveraBe

I Poor

e Very Poor

lnterpretation:48.27% students said that quality of food is Excellent and 39.65% said it is good.
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Table 1.6 Seating Arrangement N=58

No. of studentsCriteria
36.20%2LExcellent
58.62%34Good
5.t7%3A
o.o0%0Poor
o.oo%0V, Poor

Seating Arrangement

5.17%
o.00%

I Excellent

I Good

* Average

I Poor

I Very Poor

!nterpretatio n:94.82% students said that seating arrangement of students is always good.
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Table 1.7 Timing of Mess N=58

PercentageNo. of studentsCriteria

25.86%15Excellent
6034%35Good
t3.79%I
0.00%0Poor
0.00%0!, Poor

Timing of Mess

O.00% 9.99"/"

r Excellent

I Good

# Avera8e

I Poor

w Very Poor

lnterpretatio n:25.86% students said that time of opening and closing of mess is Excellent & 50.34% said

it is good and t3.79% said it is average.
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Table 1.8 Variety of Meals N=58

Criteria No. of students Percentage

Excellent 9 t5.51%

Good 36 65.45%

Average 13 23.63%

Poor 0 o.ooo/o

Very Poor 0 O.OOo/o

Variety of Meals

0.00% 9.9996

r Excellent

I Good

ffi Average

I Poor

; Very Poor

lnterpretation:15.57% students said that there is variety of meal available in mess but 65.45% students

said that not all but a number of varieties of food is available.
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SECTION C: WARDEN AI\D STAFF (N=58)

Sr.

No

Contents Very

Poor

Poor Average Good Excellent

1. Behavior of Warden. 0 0 7 26 25

2 Focus on problems. 0 0 3 15 40

3 Visits by warden. 0 0 0 13 45
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Table 1.1 Behavior of Warden N=58

Criteria No. of students Percentage

Excellent 25 43.t0%

Good 26 44.82%

Average 7 t2.06%

Poor 0 o.oo%

Very Poor 0 o.o0%

Behavior of Warden

0.OO% g.ggo/o

I Excellent

I Good

m Average

I Poor

s Very Poor

lnterpretation: 43.10 % students strongly satisfied with the behavior of warden and 44.82% said that it
is good.
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Table 1.2 Focus on Problem N=58

Criteria No. of students Percentage

Excellent 40 68.96%

Good 15 25.86%

Average 3 5.L7o/o

Poor 0 0.00%

Very Poor 0 o.a0%

Focus on Problem

5.17% 0.00% 0.00%

il Excellent

I Good

ffi Average

I Poor

W Very Poor

lnterpretation''68.96% students are strongly agreed and 25.86% are agreeing that hostel warden focus

on their problems regularly.
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Table 1.3 Visits By Warden N=58

Criteria No. of students Percentage

Excellent 45 77.59%

Good 13 22.4t%

Average 0 0.00%

Poor 0 0.00%

Very Poor 0 0.00%

Visits By Warden
0.oo% o.oo%

r Excellent

I Good

ffi Average

I Poor

x Very Poor

lnterpretationz-77.59% students are strongly agreed and 22.47% are agreeing that hostel warden always

visit their rooms.
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3. ANALYSIS OF PARENT'S FEEDBACK FORM (N=500)

(a) Section-A : Parent's Satisfaction

Sr. No Contents Very
Poor

Poor Average Good Excellent

7 Admission Process 5 77 57 92 335

2 Improvement in knowledge of your
daughter/son

4 10 55 94 335

3 Improvement in skills of your daughter/son t 9 59 83 348

4 Improvement in Attitude of your
daughter/son

0 13 45 80 362

lmprovement in the level of self-confidence
ofyour daughter/son

3 15 4t 67 374

6 Enhancement in the job opportunities of
your daughter/son

1 8 55 87 349

7 Overall Performance( Academic and Extra
Curricular activities) of your daughter/son

0 6 55 74 365

8. Interaction/communication with the college
administration

1 4 72 83 340

9. The College ambience is conductive for
Iearning

2 5 51 74 368

10. Safety ofyour daughter/son in the college
campus

0 3 80 7L 346

1t The facilities including library, hostel,
transport etc.

t 3 53 64 379

t2 Overall rating of the college 3 2 58 82 355
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Table:-l.l Admission Process (N = 500 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Excellent 335 67%

Good 92 18.4%

Average 57 tL.4%

Poor 11 2.2%

Very Poor 5 L%

80%

70%

60%

50% r Excellent

I Good

f| Average

I Poor

I Very Poor

40%

30%

20%
t8.40%

Lt.40%

t0%
2.2O% !o/o

Admission Process

tnterpretationr 67% Parents are strongly agreed and 78.4%are agreeing that Admission Process is

Good.
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Table:-l.2 lmprovement in knowledge of your daughter/son (N = 500

)

Criteria Number of Students % age
Excellent 336 67.2%

Good 94 18.8%

Average 56 LL.2o/o

Poor 10 2o/o

Very Poor 4 0.8%

80.00%

70.00%

60.00%

50.00% I Excellent

I Good

:w Average

I Poor

& Very Poor

40.oo%

30.00%

L8.80%
20.000/6

tL.20%

t0.00%
2% o,go%

0.00%

lmprovement in knowledge of your daughter/son

lnterpretationz- 67.2% Parents are strongly agreed and 18.8%are agreeing that there is lmprovement in

knowledge of their daughter/son
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Table:-l.3 lmprovement in skills of your daughter/son (N = 500 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Excellent 348 69.6%

Good 83 t6.6s%

Average 59 tt.8%
Poor 9 L.80/o

Very Poor 1 o.2%

80.00%

69.60%
70.00%

60.00%

50.00% r Excellent

I Good

ffi Average

I Poor

) Very Poor

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%
tt.80%

10.00%

1.80% o.2o%
0.00%

lmprovement in skills of your daughter/son

lnterpretationz- 69.6% Parents are strongly agreed and 16.55%are agreeing that there is lmprovement

in skills of their daughter/son
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Table:-l.4 lmprovement in Attitude of your daughter/son (N = 500 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Excellent 362 72.4%

Good 80 t6o/o

Average 45 9%

Poor 13 2.6%

Verv Poor 0 0o/o

80.00%
72.40%

70.00%

50.00%

50.00%
I Excellent

I Good

& Average

I Poor

lVery Poor

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%

9%
10.00%

2.60%

0.00%
lmprovement in Attitude of your daughter/son

lnterpretationrT2.4Yo Parents are strongly agreed and t6% are agreeing that there is lmprovement in

Attitude of their daughter/son
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Table:-l.S lmprovement in the level of self-confidence of your
daughter/son (N = 500 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Excellent 374 74.8%

Good 67 13.4%

Average 41 8.2%

Poor 15 3o/o

Very Poor 3 0.6%

80.00%

70.00%

60.00%

50.00% r Excellent

I Good

ffi Average

I Poor

: Very Poor

40.00%

30.00%

20.oo%
73.40%

10.00%
8.20%

3%
o.60%

0.00%

lmprovement in the level of self-confidence of your daughter/son

lnterpretation:- 7A.8%Parents are strongly agreed and L3.4%are agreeing that there is lmprovement in

the level of self-confidence of their daughter/son
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Table:-1.6 Enhancement in the iob opportunities of your
daughter/son (N = 500 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Excellent 349 69.8%

Good 87 77.4%

Average 55 tto/o

Poor 8 t.6%

Very Poor 1 O.2o/o

80.00%

69.8Oo/o

70.000/o

60.0o%

50.00% I Excellent

r Good

re Average

I Poor

fi Very Poor

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%

Llo/o

70.00%
1.60% o.2o%

o.00%

Enhancement in the job opportunities of your daughter/son

lnterpretationr 69.8%Parents are strongly agreed and L7.4% are agreeing that there is enhancement in

job opportunities of their daughter/son
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Table:-I.7 Overall Performance( Academic and Extra Curricular
activities) of your daughter/son (N = 500 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Excellent 365 73%

Good 74 t4.8%

Average 55 7t%

Poor 6 L.2%

Very Poor 0 o%

80%
73%

70%

600/o

50%

30%

20%

40%

o%

I Excellent

I Good

m Average

I Poor

r Very Poor

tt%
t0%

L.20%

Overall Performance( Academic and Extra Curricular activities) of your

daughter/son

lnterpretation:- 73% Parents are strongly agreed and L4.8% are agreeing that there is enhancement in

overall Performance of their daughter/son
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Table:-1.8 Interaction/communication with the college
administration (N = 500 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Excellent 340 68%

Good 83 16.6%

Average 72 L4.40/o

Poor 4 0.8%

Very Poor L o.2%

80%

70%

60%

50% : Excellent

I GOOd

ffi Average

I Poor

& Very Poor

40%

20% L4.40%

t1o/o

0.8o% O.ZO%

lnteraction/communication with the college administration

lnterpretation:- 68% Parents are strongly agreed and L6.6% are agreeing that there is good interaction

/communication with the college
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Table:-l.9 The College ambience is conductive for learning (N = 500 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
Excellent 358 73.6%
Good 74 !4.9o/o

Average 51 70.2%

Poor 5 7%

Very Poor 2 o.4%

80.00%
73.60%

70.00%

60.o0%

50.00% I Excellent

I Good

m Average

I Poor

{l Very Poor

40.oo%

30.00%

20.o0%

10.20%
70.o0%

L% O.4Oo/o

0.00%

The College ambience is conductive for learning

lnterpretationz- 73.6% Parents are strongly agreed and L4.8% are agreeing that the College ambience is

conductive for learning
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Table:-1.10 Safety of your daughter/son in the college campus (N =
soo l

Criteria Number of Students % age
Excellent 346 69.2%

Good 7L 14.2%

Average 80 76%

Poor 3 O.60/o

Very Poor 0 0%

80.00%

69.20%
7O.00o/o

60.00%

50.00% I Excellent

I Good

m Average

I Poor

m Very Poor

40.00%

20.00%
74.20%

10.00%

0.60%
o.00%

Safety of your daughter/son in the college campus

lnterpretatiow 69.2% Parents are strongly agreed and L4.2% are agreeing that there is safety of their
daughter/son in the college Campus
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Table:-l.l1 The facilities including library, hoste!, transport etc. (N =
soo )

Criteria Number of Students %o age
Excellent 379 75.8%

Good 64 t2.8o/o

Average 53 t0.60/o

Poor 3 O.60/o

Very Poor L 0.2%

30.00%

80.00%

70.00o/o

60.00%

50.00% I Excellent

I Good

* Average

I Poor

ar Very Poor

40.00%

20.00%
12.80%

t0.60%
L0.O0o/o

0.600/o O.20o/o

O.OOo/o

The facilities including library, hostel, transport etc.

f nterpretation:- 75.8% Parents are strongly agreed and 72.8% are agreeing that there are good

facilities including library, hostel, transport etc,
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Table:-1.12 Overal! rating of the college (N = 500 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Excellent 355 77%

Good 82 76.40/o

Average 58 It.60/o

Poor 2 o.4%

Very Poor 3 o.6%

80%

7to/o

70%

60%

50% I Excellent

I Good

m Average

I Poor

IVery Poor

40%

30%

20%

Lt.60%

t0%

0.40% 0.60%

Overall rating of the college

lnterpretatipnz- 7t% Parents are strongly agreed and !6.4% are agreeing that overall college is very

good.
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4. ANALYSIS OF ALUMNI FEEDBACK FORM (N=400)

(a) Section A: .{bqut Colleee

- Ptlnctpar

Guru Nanak College

BUDHTADA
lE t[{dlt, l; I

'L'@
(!,

R

Sr.

No
Contents' Unsatisfactory Satisfactory Fair Good very

Good

1. Admission Procedure 10 52 98 51 189

2. lnfrastructure and Lab facilities 5 49 106 49 191

3. Faculty 4 47 115 4L 199

4. Project Guidance 2 39 t20 52 787

5 Quality of support material 7 54 108 55 t76
6. Training and Placement 9 51 95 51 L94
7 Library 3 57 101 52 L87

8. Canteen Facilities 5 49 96 65 185

9 Hostel Facilities 2 47 103 68 180

10 Overall Rating of the College 3 38 97 67 195

11 Alumni Association/ Network of Old

Friends

7 39 99 59 196
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Table:-l.I. Admission Process (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
Verv Good 189 47.25%

Good 51 12.75%

Fair 98 245%

Satisfactory 52 13%

Unsatisfactory 10 2.50/o

24.50%

Admission Process

tnterpretationr 47.25% Students are strongly agreed and L2.75% are agreeing that Admission process

is good.

50.00%

45.O0%

40.00%

35.00%

30.00%

25.O0%

20.00%

15.00%

l0.0oo/o

5.00%

o.00%

I Very Good

I GOOd

s Fair

f Satisfactory

t Unsatisfactory
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Table:-l.2 Infrastructure and Lab facilities (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Verv Good 191 47.75%

Good 49 12,25%

Fair 106 26.s%

Satisfactory 49 L2.25%

Unsatisfactory 5 0.4%

t2.25%

50.00%

50.ooo/o

40.oo% r Very Good

I Good

ffi Fair

r Satisfactory

c Unsatisfactory

30.00%

t2.25%

t0.o0%

0.40o/o

0.00%

lnfrastructure and Lab facilities

lnterpretationl 47.75o/o Students are strongly agreed and L2.25% are agreeing that lnfrastructure and

Lab facilities is good.
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Table:-l.3 Faculty (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Very Good 199 49.750/o

Good 4L LO.25o/o

Fair 115 28.75o/o

Satisfactorr 4L LO.2So/o

Unsatisfactory 4 t%

LO.25Yo

60.00%

50.o0%

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%

49.75%

28.75%

r Very Good

I Good

x Fair

r Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory

to.25%
t0,00%

to/o

0.00%
Faculty

lnterpretationr 49.75% Students are strongly agreed and 70.25% are agreeing that Faculty is good.
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Table:-l.4 Project Guidance (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students To a$e
Verry Good L87 46.75o/o

Good 52 13%

Fair L20 30%

Satisfactorry 39 9.750/o

Unsatisfactory 2 o.5%

50.00%

45.00%

40.00%

35.00%

30.00%

25.00%

20.ooYo

L5.00%

t0.00%

5.00%

0.00%

30o/o I Very Good

I Good

m Fair

r satisfactory

x Unsatisfactory

9.75%

0.50%

Project Guidance

tnterpretation; 46J5% Students are strongly agreed and L3% are agreeing that Project Guidance is

good.
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Table:-l.S Quality of support material (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo a$e
Very Good L76 44o/o

Good 55 13.75%

Fair 108 27%

Satisfactory 54 t3.5o/o

Unsatisfactory 7 t.75%

13.75%

50%

45%

40%

35%

30%

25%

20%

t5%

t0%

504

0%

44%

r Very Good

! Good

r Fair

I Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory

Quality of support material

lnterpretation- 44% Students are strongly agreed and 73.75%are agreeing that Quality of support

material is good.

?tr
i' hinciPal

\rrr Nanak Collage
\?o .90ttFqx

\

BUDHTAqL
/.sl



Table:-1.6 Training and Placement (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
Verv Good t94 48.50/o

Good 51 12.75%

Fair 95 23.75%

Satisfactorry 51 L2.75%

Unsatisfactorry 9 2.25o/o

12.75o/o

60.o0%

50.00%

40.00% rvery Good

I Good

* Fair

r Satisfactory

I Unsatisfactory

30.00%
23.75%

20.00%

12.75%

70.o0%

2.2s%

0.o0%
Training and Placement

lnterpretationt- 48.5% Students are strongly agreed and 12.75% are agreeing that Training and

Placement is good.
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Table:-l .7 Library (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Verv Good 787 46.75%

Good 52 73o/o

Fair 101 25.25o/o

Satisfactory 57 L4.25%

Unsatisfactory 3 0.75%

50.00%

45.O0%

40.oo%

35,00%

30.00%

25.OO%

20.ooo/o

15.00%

10.00%

5.OOYo

0.00%

2s.25%

r Very Good

I Good

w Fair

r Satisfactory

t Unsatisfactory
t4.25%

0.7s%

Library

lnterpretation- 46.75o/o Students are strongly agreed and 73%oare agreeing that Library is good.
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Table:-l.8 Canteen Facilities (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Very Good 185 46.25%

Good 65 L6.25%

Fair 96 24%

Satisfactorv 49 t2.25%

Unsatisfactorv 5 1.25o/o

t6.25%

24%

1.25%

Canteen Facilities

tnterpretation; 46.25%Students are strongly agreed and t6.25% are agreeing that Canteen Facilities

are good.

s0.00%

45.00%

40.00%

35.00%

30.00%

25.O0%

20.oo%

15.00%

L0.000./0

5.00%

o.00%

46.25%

r Very Good

I Good

ll Fair

I Satisfactory

r unsatisfactory

45n'
PtrnciPa'

u,', H.[]o$ETBi
/P/l5ll.!rl

\4
EI \



Table:-l.9 Hostel Facilities (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students % age
Very Good 180 45%

Good 68 L7o/o

Fair 103 25.75%

Satisfactory 41 L7.75%

Unsatisfactory 2 O.5o/o

LlYo

25.75%

o.50%

Hostel Facilities

tnterpretationr 4|o/ostudents are strongly agreed and t7% are agreeing that Hostel Facilities are good.
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40%
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25%
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ts%
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5%

0%

45%

IVery Good

I Good

ffi Fair

r Satisfactory

& Unsatisfactory
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Table:-1.10 Overall Rating of the College (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students Yo age
Very Good 195 48.75%

Good 67 L6.75%

Fair 97 24.25%

Satisfactory 38 9.5%

Unsatisfactory 3 o.75%

60.00%

50.00%

40.00%

30.00%

20.o0%

48.75%

24.25%

r very Good

I Good

il Fair

I Satisfactory

r Unsatisfactory

9.50%
t0.00o/o

0.75%

0.00%
Overall Rating of the College

tnterpretatio nr 48.75Yo Students are strongly agreed and t6.75% are agreeing that Overall Rating of

the College is good.
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Table:-l.ll Alumni Association/ Network of Otd Friends (N = 400 )

Criteria Number of Students To age
Verry Good 196 49%

Good 59 L4.75%

Fair 99 24.75o/o

Satisfactory 39 9.75o/o

Unsatisfactory 7 1.75%

14.7s%

60%

49%
50%

40% r Very Good

I GOOd

* Fair

r Satisfactory

s Unsatisfactory

30%
24.75o/o

20%

9.75%
t0%

L.75%

0%

Alumni Association/ Network of Old Friends

lnterpretatio n:- 49%Students are strongly agreed and 74.75o/o are agreeing that Alumni Association/

Network of Old Friends is held.
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(b) Section-B : About Department and Colleee (400)

Sr.

No

Contents Yes %age No %age

t Do you feel proud to be

associated with college as

Alumni

362 90.5% 38 9.5%

2 How do you rate

development activities
organized by the college for
your Overall development

355 9L.2So/o 35 8.75%

3 Were/Are your grieva nces

properly handled at the
college as a student

350 90% 40 70%

4 Were/ Are your grievances

properly handled at the
college as Alumni

367 97.75% 33 8.25%

5 Have you obtained sufficient
technical knowledge(both in
theory and Practice) at

College

37t 92.75% 29 7.25%

6 Were the HOD's and

Faculties co-operative

376 94% 24 6%

7 ls the Education imparted at

college useful and relevant

in your present job_

359 89.7s% 47 L0.2s%
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\oo.oo%

97.75% 92.75o/o 94%
9O.SOo/o 91.25% 90% 89.75%

90.00%

80.00%

70.oo%

60.00%

50.o00/o

40.oo% I YCS

INO
30.00%

20.00%

L0.o0%

0.00%
Do you feel How do you rate Were/Are your Were/ Are your Have you Were the HOO's ls the Education

proud to be development grievances grievances obtained and Faculties co- imparted at

associated with activities properly properly sufficient operative college useful

collegeas organizedbythe handledatthe handledatthe technical andrelevantin

Alumni college for your college as a college as knowledge(both your presentjob

Overall student Alumni in theory and

development Practice) at
College

75%
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( c ) Section-C : About Placement Trainine Cell (400)

Sr.

No

Yes %age No %age

1 Has the Placement Training
Cell provided ample On

Campus placement

opportunities

83 20.75% 317 79.25%

2 Has the Placement Training
Cellprovided ample Off
Campus placement

opportunities

121 30.25% 279 69.75%

3 Have you availed Career

counseling and guidance for
higher studies from
Placement Training Cell

245 61.25% 155 38.75%

4 lf you are invited to deliver a

Guest Lecture /Special
Tal k/Motivationa I Session

for your juniors, will you be

interested

87 21.75% 313 78.25o/o

5 Do you like to join the
college Alumni Association

60.25% 159 39.75%

6 Have you participated in any

Alumni meet as of now
2t3 53.25% 187 46.75%

7 Do you receive regular
updates from the college
through MaiUCalls/SMS

249 62.25% 151 37.75%

$uluS/et>i
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90.o0%

80.00%

7O.00o/o

60.00%

50.00%

40.00%

30.00%

20.00%

10.00%

O.OOo/o

79.25% 78.

69.75%

50.25%
62.25%

Has the Placement Has the Placement Have you availed lf you are invited Do you like to join Have you Do you receive

Training Cell Training cell Career counseling to deliver a Guest the college Alumni participated in any reBular updates

providedample providedample andguidancefor Lecture/Special Association Alumnimeetasof fromthecollege
On Campus Off Campus higherstudies Talk/Motivational now through
placement placement from Placement Session for your MaiUCalls/SMS

opportunities opportunities Training Cell juniors, will you be

interested
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