STUDENT SATISFACTION SURVEY
2020-2021 Academic Session

To continuously improve and foster the well-being of our students, a Student Satisfaction Survey
was administered to 216 participants during the 2020-2021 academic session. The survey aimed
to gather feedback on various aspects of the educational institution,

including basic infrastructure, administration, security, discipline, course curriculum, and
feedback on teachers. The results of the survey are summarized in the following diagrams.

Gender

216 responses

® Male
® Female
Other

feedback on Infrastructure of the College



Classroom Facility

216 responses

150

108 (50%)

51 (23.6%)

Library Facility

216 responses

100
92 (42.6%)
75 79 (36.6%)

50

25




Recreational Facility

216 responses

100

83 (38.4%)

75

66 (30.6%)
50

25

57 (26.4%)




Hostel Facility

216 responses

80

69 (31.9%)

60
40

20

Laboratory facility

216 responses

100

84 (38.9%)

75

50

25

77 (35.6%)

63 (29.2%)

49 (22.7%)

18 (8.3%)

3 (1.|4%)




Access 1o Internet

216 responses

80
76 (35.2%)

72 (33.3%)

60
40

20

Canteen Facility
216 responses

100

83 (38.4%)

75

63 (29.2%)

50

25

46 (21.3%)

12 (5.6%)




Facilities available in College office

216 responses

100

84 (38.9%)

75
63 (29.2%)

50
47 (21.8%)

25

Security measurement and safety measures
216 responses

100

84 (38.9%)

75

64 (29.6%)
50

25

11 (5.1%)

1 (5.1%)




Sport Facilities

216 responses

100

75 81 (37.5%)
74 (34.3%)

50
43 (19.9%)
25

Extra-curricular Activities

216 responses

80

79 (36.6%)

72 (33.3%)
60

48 (22.2%)
40

20

13 (6%)



Discipline in the College

216 responses

100

86 (39.8%)

75

63 (29.2%)
50

25

10 (4.6%)

Overall rating of the College
216 responses

100

75 82 (38%)

77 (35.6%)

50

25

rating about Curriculum



Course objectives and outcomes of the Curriculum

216 responses

150

100

101 (46.8%)

69 (31.9%)
50

34 (15.7%)

Course curriculum has made interested in subject area
216 responses

100

88 (40.7%)

75 77 (35.6%)

50

37 (17.1%)
25

7 (3.2%)

5 (2.3%)

2 (o,lg%)




Research Applicability

216 responses

100

75

70 (32.4%)

50

25

Syllabus Content

216 responses

100

75

76 (35.2%)

50

38 (17.6%)
25



Job Perspective

216 responses
100

89 (41.2%)

63 (29.2%)

45 (20.8%)

feedback to teachers based on teaching effectiveness parameters

Method of teaching

216 responses

150

113 (52.3%)

100

50 53 (24.5%)
38 (17.6%)



Subject Knowledge

216 responses

100

75

70 (32.4%)

50
25
301 _‘ 4%) 6 (2.8%)
0
1 2 3 4 5

Power of Explanation
216 responses

150

100

101 (46.8%)

50 59 (27.3%)
43 (19.9%)
3%)



Organize Lecture

216 responses

80 80 (37%)

75 (34.7%)

60

50 (23.1%)
40

20

Encourage Questioning
216 responses

100
93 (43.1%)
75

63 (29.2%)
50

25




Response to Question

216 responses

100

86 (39.8%)

75 77 (35.6%)

50
42 (19.4%)
25

\ 9 (4.2%)

Use of Examples/lllustrations
216 responses

100

75

63 (29.2%)

50
48 (22.2%)

25

3 (1.|4%)




Completion of Syllabus

216 responses

80

79 (36.6%) 80 (37%)

60

40

20




Class Attendance

216 responses

100

86 (39.8%)

75
73 (33.8%)

50

25

Accessibility outside class
216 responses

100

91 (42.1%)

75

61 (28.2%)
50

25

50 (23.1%)

10 (4.6%)




Behavior with Students

216 responses

100

75

65 (30.1%)

50

25

Behavior with Students

216 responses

100

75

65 (30.1%)
50

44 (20.4%)

25




Receptivity of new ideas

216 responses

100

75

68 (31.5%)

50

25

Punctuality
216 responses

80

80 (37%)

60

40

20

46 (21.3%)

3%)



Reliability

216 responses

100

94 (43.5%)

75

61 (28.2%)
50
48 (22.2%)

25

Openness
216 responses

80

72 (33.3%)
60

52 (24.1%)
40

20




Overall teaching effectiveness of teacher

216 responses

100

94 (43.5%)

75

66 (30.6%)
50

25

Use of ICT tools such as LCD Projector, multimedia et. while teaching
216 responses

100

89 (41.2%)

75

50 56 (25.9%) 54 (25%)

25

10 (4.6%)



