
GOVERNMENT PG COLLEGE, NEW TEHRI STUDENT SATISFACTORY SURVEY: 2018-19

The first questionnaire-based student satisfaction survey was conducted in the college by IQAC.  Total 50 students from different disciplines 
participated in the survey. Majority of the respondents who completed the survey were in the 20-22 years age group who were pursuing their 
UG and PG from faculty of Sciences and Commerce.
This survey was intended to collect, various aspects such as student’s perception towards the college, teaching and learning environment in the 
college, student-teacher relationship in the learning process, level of satisfaction among the learners and suggestion  (if any) for the 
improvement of the current status of the college.
Responses of survey were analyzed by using statistical tools. It has been observed that maximum (more than 80%) syllabus was covered, and 
teachers were thoroughly prepared with effective communication skills and adequate pedagogical approach.
Students were truly satisfied and happy with the internal examination and evaluation pattern and other aspects such as classroom discussions, 
illustration and quality improvement etc.
Maximum teachers were equipped with ICT tools and utilized it for their classes. Among the respondents more than 25% strongly convinced 
about the overall quality of teaching and learning atmosphere in the college whereas few were neutral about their opinion.
Suggestions by respondent were also recorded. Some of the highlights from the responses are as follows: 
Hindi medium books were in demand
Needs more furnished classrooms.
Digital library
Canteen facilities
Books covering entire syllabus.
NCC facility in college.
 
The IQAC of the college will put forth the above outcomes of the survey in the upcoming meeting for discussion and further analysis and 
improvement.
Recommendations and Advisory by the IQAC
Going by the above responses by the students the IQAC would like to suggest and advise the Institution to spare efforts so that quality books as 
reference as well as text in Hindi are made available to the students and that free access to various libraries is offered them. Efforts should also 
be made in order to turn the present classrooms into somewhat modern classrooms that are conducive to a better frame of mind and spirit for 
learning. NCC facility is important and must be introduced. Canteen facility is a difficult preposition raised by the students which can be deferred
for some time though.  
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illustration through learning Every time Usually Ocassionally Rarely Unable to
Respondant 30 13 7 0 0
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Percentage of teachers used ITC Above 90% 70-89% 50-69% 30-49% Below 29%
Respondant 5 20 7 12 6

Above 90% 70-89% 50-69% 30-49% Below 29%

25

20

15

10

5

0

Respondant

Respondant



Overall quality of TL in college 4 3 2 1 0
4 3 2
4 3 2
4 3 2
4 3 2
4 3 2
4 3 2
4 3 2
4 3
4 3
4 3
4 3
4 3
4 3
4 3
4 3
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
4
4

26 16 8 50

Overall quality of TL process in Institute Strongly agree its very good Agree its good Neutral Disagree Strongly disagree
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