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CHAPTER – IV 

4. Introduction   

In this study, first simple percentage analysis has been used for quantitative 

analysis of various groups of data. The percentage of sample groups has been 

distributed in the percentage analysis table on the basis of the value obtained 

through the questionnaire from the learners point of view in conventional and 

ODL mode of education. The values have been classified in various levels as 

specified in the manual of the questionnaire. T-test has been used to compare the 

actual difference between the mean value of ODL and conventional mode of 

education from the value obtained in the different parameters. The correlation has 

also been used to establish the relationship between the cost incurred by the 

learners and quality of conventional and ODL mode of education system. The 

result is based on responses of distance as well as conventional learners with 

respect to different components of the questionnaire, which are presented in 

different objectives.  

4.1: The study of the quality of Conventional/ODL mode of education system 

In this regard the following points have been considered: 

(a) Quality of the structure of courses. 

(b) Quality of the support given by the teachers/counselors. 

(c) Quality of teachers/ counselors. 

(d) Quality of learning experience. 

(e) Comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

(f) Comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education systemin 

respect of examination. 
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4.1(a) The quality of the structure of courses 

To study the quality of the structure of courses the investigator has analyzed the 

following parameters.  

4.1.1 Clear Learning Goal 

From table 4.1 and figure 4.1 It has been observed from the analysis of clear 

learning goal that 15.3% respondents of conventional learning are reported as 

excellent, 10% as very good, 50.3% as good, 20% as average, 4.5% as 

unsatisfactory while in case of ODL system of education 5.25% as excellent, 6% 

as very good, 36.25% as good, 32.25% as average and 20.25 % as unsatisfactory 

reported by the respondents. From the observation it can be concluded that the 

learners of conventional system has been shown better result than in open and 

distance mode of education.  

Figure 4.1: Graphical representation for clear learning goal in case of quality of 

the structure of courses in Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 
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4.1.2 Realistic Learning Goal 

From table 4.1 and figure 4.2 It reveals that, 5% respondents of conventional 

learner reported as excellent, 15% as very good, 40% as good, 31.25% as average, 

8.75% as unsatisfactory in realistic learning goal while in case of ODL system of 

education 4% as excellent, 12% as very good, 36.25% as good, 36.25% as 

average and 11.5 % as unsatisfactory reported by respondents. From the 

observation, it is observed that in case of the realistic learning goal, better 

performance is recorded in conventional education system in excellent, very good 

and good categories compared to ODL system but in average percentage ODL 

system is better than conventional education  

Figure 4.2: Graphical representation for Realistic learning goal in case of quality 

of structure of course of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.3 Comprehensive Analysis of Cognitive Fields 

It has been found from table 4.1 and figure 4.3 that, 7.75% respondents of 

conventional learning were reported as excellent, 11.25% as very good, 37.5% as 

good, 28% as average, 15.5% as unsatisfactory in case of comprehensive analysis 
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of cognitive fields while in ODL system of education,  3.5% as excellent, 8% as 

very good, 33.5% as good, 31.25% as average and 28.75 % as unsatisfactory 

reported  by respondents. So it can be concluded that the conventional education 

system shows better performance than open and distance mode of education 

except in average percentage.  

Figure 4.3: Graphical representation of comprehensive analysis of cognitive fields 

in case quality of the structure of the courseof Conventional/ODL mode of 

education system. 

4.1.4 Includes Recent Literature 

It has been  observedfrom table 4.1 and figure 4.4 that, 17.3% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 17.5% as very good, 30% as good, 34% 

as average, 1.25% as unsatisfactory in recent literature while ODL system of 

education, 9.25% as excellent, 14% as very good, 26.25% as good, 33% as 

average and 17.5 % as unsatisfactory as reported  by respondents. From the 

analysis, it can be concluded that the ODL learners show less performance than 

conventional mode of education.   
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Figure 4.4: Graphical representation of include recent literature in case of quality 

of the structure of the course of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.5 Adequately Connected to Related Fields 

From table 4.1 and figure 4.5 it has been observed that, 16.75% respondents of 

conventional study were reported as excellent, 19.5% as very good, 30.75% as 

good, 27.5% as average, 5.5% as unsatisfactory while in ODL system of 

education 10.3% as excellent, 12.75% as very good, 28% as good, 25.5% as 

average and 23.5% as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents in case of 

adequately connected to related fields. Result implies that to justify the quality of 

structure of the course in case of adequately connected to related fields, 

conventional learners show better performance than ODL system of education.  
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Figure 4.5: Graphical representation of adequately connected to related field in 

case of quality of the structure of the course of Conventional/ODL mode of 

education system. 

4.1.6 Interesting Subordinate Subjects 

From table 4.1 and figure 4.6 it has been revealed that, 11.25% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 10% as very good, 36.5% as good, 30% 

as average, 12.25% are unsatisfactory while in case of ODL system of education 

5.25% as excellent, 5.75% as very good, 30.75% as good, 30.25% as average and 

28 % as unsatisfactory as reported by ODL respondents. So it can be concluded 

that in connection to interesting subordinate subjects ODL performance is less 

than the learners of conventional mode of education. 
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Figure 4.6: Graphical representation of interesting subordinate subjects in case 

quality of the structure of the course of Conventional/ODL mode of education 

system. 

4.1.7 Skill Development 

It implies from table 4.1 and figure 4.7  that 14% respondents of conventional 

study reported as excellent, 10% as very good, 28% as good, 39% as average, 9% 

as unsatisfactory in skill development while in case of ODL system of education 

3% as excellent, 8% as very good, 25.5% as good, 33% as average and 30.5% as 

unsatisfactory as  reported by respondents. As a result it can be concluded that 

conventional mode of education system has shown better performance than ODL 

mode of education.  
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Figure 4.7: Graphical representation of skill development in case of quality of the 

structure of the course of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.8 Holistic Development 

It has been observed from table 4.1 and figure 4.8 that, 5% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 7.5% as very good, 40% as good, 35% 

as average, 12.5% as unsatisfactory in cater for holistic development of the field 

while 2.25% as excellent, 3% as very good, 36.25% as good, 31% as average and 

27.5% as unsatisfactory reported by respondents. From the analysis, it can be 

concluded that the conventional learners have given better performance than open 

and distance mode of education learners.  
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Figure 4.8: Graphical representation ofholistic development in case of quality of 

the structure of the course of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.9 Content Goal Relation 

From table 4.1 and figure 4.9 in content goal relation, it has been observed that 

16.3% respondents of conventional study reported as excellent, 22.25% as very 

good, 44.5% as good, 13.75% as average, 3.25% are unsatisfactory  while  in 

ODL system of education, 5.25% as excellent, 8.5% as very good, 30.25% as 

good, 16.75% as average and 39.25% as unsatisfactory as reported  by 

respondents. So in case of content goal relation, it hasimplied that ODL system 

has less performance  but in  average percentage ODL system has shown better 

result. 
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Figure 4.9: Graphical representation of content goal relation in case of quality of 

the structure of the course of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.10 Test of Hypothesis 

H1:There is no significant difference between the qualities of the structure of 

courses in Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

T-Test:  

Table 4.2: t- value for the quality ofstructure of the courses  

**Significant level is at P<0.01 
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The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the quality of the 

structure of the courses is as given below: 

Figure 4.10:Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the quality of 

the structure of the course in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education 

system. 

4.1.11Observation:From table 4.2 and figure 4.10 it has been depicted that the 

quality of the structure of courses of Conventional / ODL mode of education has 

the mean scores 26.37 and 21.76, SD are 1.281 and 2.886 respectively. The t-

value is 29.156, df=798 and P=0.000 is highly significant at 0.01 level. Thus it 

can be concluded that the difference is highly significant and the quality of 

structure of the conventional course is better than the quality of structure of ODL 

course. Thus, the hypothesis can be rejected. 
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4.1(b) Quality of support given by teachers/counselors  

To study the quality of support given by the teachers/counselors the investigator 

has analyzed the following parameters   

4.1.12 Encouraged my participation by the teachers/counselors   

From table 4.3 and figure 4.11 in connection to encouraged my participation by 

the teachers/counselors,  23% respondents of conventional study reported as 

excellent, 35.5% as very good, 30% as good, 5.75% as average, 5.75% as 

unsatisfactory while in case of ODL system of education  16.3% as excellent, 

30.75% as very good, 28% as good, 11.25% as average and 13.75 % as 

unsatisfactory as reported  by respondents.  From the observation, it can be 

concluded that conventional mode of education system has shown better 

performance than ODL mode of education in case of excellent, very good, and 

good categories but in average percentage it shows better result from ODL 

system.  

 

Figure 4.11: Graphical representation of Teacher/Counselors encouraged my 

participation related to the quality of support given by teachers/counselors in case 

of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 
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4.1.13 Eager to help 

It has been observed from table 4.3 and figure 4.12 that, 21.25% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 25.75% as very good, 28.3% as good, 

16.25% as average, 11% as unsatisfactory in case of eager to help while in case of 

ODL system of education 16.75% as excellent, 24.5% as very good, 27.25% as 

good, 11.5% as average and 20% as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. As 

a result it implies that conventional mode of education system has shown better 

performance than ODL mode of education.  

 

Figure 4.12: Graphical representation of eager to help related to the quality of 

support given by teachers/counselors in case of Conventional/ODL mode of 

education. 

4.1.14 Guided to the comprehension of the learning material 

 It has been revealed from table 4.3 and figure 4.13  that, 23.25% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 30% as very good, 30.75% as good, 

11.25% as average, 4.75% as unsatisfactory in relation to guide to the 

comprehension of the learning material while in case of ODL system of 
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education, 17% as excellent, 27.5% as very good, 27.5% as good, 14.75% as 

average and 13.5% as unsatisfactory as reported  by respondents. Result shows 

that conventional education system has better performance than ODL system of 

education.    

 

Figure 4.13: Graphical representation of Teachers/Counselors guided me to the 

comprehension of the learning material in case of Conventional/ODL mode of 

education system. 

4.1.15 Teachers/Counselors available to instruct 

From table 4.3 and figure 4.14 it has been observed that, 22.25% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 31.25% as very good, 36.25% as good, 

8.75% as average, 1.5% as unsatisfactory in case of teachers/counselors available 

to instruct while in ODL system of education  14.25% as excellent, 30.25% as 

very good, 35% as good, 14.5% as average and 6% as unsatisfactory as reported  

by  respondents.  From the observation, it can be concluded that ODL system 
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shows less performance in case of teachers/counselors available to instruct than 

conventional mode of education.   

 

Figure 4.14:  Graphical representation of teachers/counselors available to instruct 

in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.16 Watch my progress 

From table 4.3 and figure 4.15 in connection to the watch my progress, it is found 

that, 23.75% respondents of conventional study reported as excellent, 31.25% as 

very good, 30.75% as good, 7.75% as average, 6.5% as unsatisfactory. While in 

case of ODL system of education 8.5% as excellent, 9.25% as very good, 16.75% 

as good, 19% as average and 46.5 % as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. 

As a result it can be concluded that conventional system has better performance 

than ODL mode of education.    
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Figure 4.15: Graphical representations of teachers/counselors watch my progress 

in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.17 Offer feedback with a view to improvement 

From table 4.3 and figure 4.16 it has been revealed from observation that, 24.25% 

respondents of conventional study reported as excellent, 30.25% as very good, 

27.5% as good, 11.25% as average, 6.75% are unsatisfactory in offer feedback 

with a view to improvement while in ODL system of education, 2.75% as 

excellent, 3% as very good, 5.75% as good, 5.25% as average and 83.25% as 

unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. As a result, it can be concluded that the 

conventional education system shows better performance than open and distance 

mode of education except average percentage.  
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Figure 4.16: Graphical representation of teachers/counselors offered feedback 

with a view to improvement in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education 

system. 

4.1.18 Reinforced the Group Dynamics 

From table 4.3 and figure 4.17 in case of reinforced the group dynamics, 19.5% 

respondents of conventional study reported as excellent, 28% as very good, 

27.25% as good, 16.75% as average, 8.5% are unsatisfactory while in ODL 

system of education,  2.25% as excellent, 3% as very good, 5.75% as good, 

33.75% as average and 55.25% as unsatisfactory as reported  by respondents. 

From the observation it can be concluded that the conventional education system 

shows better performance except in average percentage than open and distance 

mode of education. 
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Figure 4.17: Graphical representation of teachers/Counselors reinforced the group 

dynamics in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.19 Realized the Difficulties 

From table 4.3 and figure 4.18 it has been observed that, 22% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 31% as very good, 27.5% as good, 9% 

as average, 10.5% as unsatisfactory realized the difficulties and help me out while 

in ODL system 1.25% as excellent, 8.5% as very good, 14.25% as good, 20% as 

average and 56% as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents.  It has implied that 

the conventional education system shows better performance except in average 

percentage than open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.18: Graphical representation of teachers/counselors realized the 

difficulties in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.20 Test of Hypothesis  

H2:There is no significant difference between Conventional/ODL mode of 

education system in case of the quality of support given by the 

teachers/counselors. 

T-Test:  

Table 4.4: t-value for the quality of support given by teachers/counselors. 

course      N   Mean    Sd. 

deviation t Df 

Sig. (2-

tailed) 

CONVENTIONAL 
400 27.74 2.33 45.921 798 .000** 

ODL 400 19.79 2.564 

   **Significant level is at P<0.01 
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The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the quality of support 

given by the teachers/counselors is given below - 

Figure 4.19: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the quality 

of structure of the course in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education 

system. 

4.1.21 Observation: From table 4.4 and figure 4.19 implies that the quality of 

support given by the teachers/counselors of Conventional and ODL has the mean 

scores 27.74 and 19.79, SD are 2.33 and 2.564 respectively. The t-value is 45.921, 

df=798 and P=0.000 is highly significant at 0.01 level. Thus it can be concluded 

that the difference is highly significant and the quality of the support given by the 

teachers/counselors of the conventional course is better than quality of support of 

ODL course. Thus, the hypothesis can be rejected.  
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4.1(c) Quality of teachers/counselors  

To study the quality of teachers/counselors in conventional/ODL mode of 

education system the investigator has analyzed the following parameters.  

4.1.22 Scientific background 

From table 4.5 and figure 4.20 it has been observed that in connection with 

scientific background of the teachers/counselors21.25% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 31.75% as very good, 30.25% as good, 

19.5% as average, 16.75% are unsatisfactory while in case of ODL system of 

education 20% as excellent, 30.25% as very good, 29.75% as good, 19% as 

average and 1% as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. From the 

observation it can be concluded that the conventional education system shows 

better performance than open and distance mode of education.  

 

Figure 4.20: Graphical representation of scientific background of the 

teachers/counselors in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 
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4.1.23 Analytical thinking 

From table 4.5 and figure 4.21 in case of analytical thinking, 23% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 27.75% as very good, 27.25% as good, 

20.5% as average, 1.5% as unsatisfactory while in ODL system, 21.75% as 

excellent, 25.25% as very good, 24.5% as good, 24.25% as average and 4.25 % as 

unsatisfactory as reported by the respondents.  From the analysis it can be 

concluded that the conventional education system shows better performance than 

open and distance mode of education except in average percentage.  

 

Figure 4.21: Graphical representation of emphasis on analytical thinking in case 

of quality of the structure of the course of conventional/ODL mode of education. 

4.1.24 Teaching capability 

From table 4.5 and figure 4.22 it has been revealed that in connection with the 

teaching capability, 27.5% respondents of conventional study reported as 

excellent, 24.5% as very good, 23.75% as good, 17.5% as average, 6.75% are 

unsatisfactory  while in ODL system, 25.75% as excellent, 23.5% as very good, 

19.5% as good, 17.25% as average and 14% as unsatisfactory as reported by 
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respondents. Thus it can be concluded that the conventional education system has 

better performance than open and distance mode of education.  

Figure 4.22: Graphical representation of teaching capability in case of 

Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.25 Instructional thoroughness of the learning materials 

It has been observed from table 4.5 and figure 4.30 that, 16.3% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 28.5% as very good, 30% as good, 

21.25% as average, 4% are unsatisfactory in instructional thoroughness of the 

learning materials while in ODL system of education, 15.75% as excellent, 25.5% 

as very good, 24.25% as good, 23% as average and 11.5 % as unsatisfactory as 

reported by respondents. As a result it implies that the conventional education 

system shows better performance than open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.23: Graphical representation of Instructional thoroughness of the 

learning materials in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.26 Ability to communicate knowledge 

It has been observed from table 4.5 and figure 4.24  that in case of ability to 

communicate knowledge,  28% respondents of conventional study reported as 

excellent, 31.25% as very good, 24.75% as good, 11.25% as average, 4.75% are 

unsatisfactory while in ODL system of education, 27.5% as excellent, 30.25% as 

very good, 22.75% as good, 16.75% as average and 2.75% as unsatisfactory as 

reported  by distance learning. From the analysis it can be concluded that the 

conventional education system shows better performance than open and distance 

mode of education.  
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Figure 4.24: Graphical representation of ability to communicate knowledge in 

case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.27 Test of Hypothesis 

H3: There is no significant difference between the qualities of teachers/counselors 

in Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

T-Test:  

Table 4.6:  T-value for the quality of teachers/counselors from learner’s point of 

view 

**Significant level is at P<0.01 
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The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the quality of 

teachers/counselors in conventional and ODL system of education is as given 

below 

 

Figure 4.25: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the quality 

of teachers/counselors in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.28 Observation:From table 4.6 and figure 4.25 it has been observed that the 

quality of teachers/counselors in Conventional and ODL mode of education 

system has the mean scores 17 and 16.35, SD are 1.793 and 1.046 respectively. 

The T-value is 6.31, df=798 and P=0.000 is highly significant at 0.01 level. Thus 

it can be concluded that the difference is highly significant and the quality of 

teachers in conventional course is higher than quality of teachers in ODL course. 

Thus, the hypothesis can be rejected. 
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4.1(d)  The quality of learning experiences 

To study the quality of learning experience of learners the investigator has 

analyzed the following parameters.  

4.1.30 Conception from SLM/Text book 

From table 4.7 and figure 4.26 it has been observed that in connection with 

conception from SLM/Text book, 22.25% respondents of conventional study 

reported as excellent, 30.75% as very good, 31% as good, 11.25% as average, 

4.75% are unsatisfactory while in case of ODL system of education 20% as 

excellent, 25.5% as very good, 30.25% as good, 8.75% as average and 15.5 % as 

unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. From the analysis it can be concluded 

that the conventional education system shows better performance than open and 

distance mode of education. 

Figure 4.26: Graphical representation of conception from SLM/Text book in case 

of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 
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4.1.31 Benefit from assignment 

From table 4.7 and figure 4.27 in connection with the benefit from assignment, 

19.5% respondents of conventional study reported as excellent, 26.25% as very 

good, 28.5% as good, 17.75% as average, 8% are unsatisfactory while in case of 

ODL system of education 30.25% as excellent, 27.5% as very good, 20% as good, 

19.5% as average and 2.75 % as unsatisfactory reported  by respondents. As a 

result it implies that the conventional education system shows better performance 

in very good and average categories than open and distance mode of education 

but in excellent and good categories ODL is better than conventional.  

Figure 4.27: Graphical representation of benefit from assignment in case of 

Conventional/ODL mode of education. 

4.1.32 Support provided by the teachers/counselors 

It has been foundfrom table 4.7 and figure 4.28 that, 28% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 31.25% as very good, 19.75% as good, 

16.75% as average, 4.25% as unsatisfactory in connection to support provided by 

the teachers/Councilors while in case of ODL system of education 20% as 
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excellent, 28% as very good, 16.25% as good, 17.25% as average and 18.5 % as 

unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. From the observation, it can be 

concluded that conventional education system shows better performance than 

open and distance mode of education.  

Figure 4.28: Graphical representation of support provided by the 

teachers/counselors in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.33 Teachers/Counselors quality 

From table 4.7 and figure 4.29 it has been observed that in connection with the 

quality of the structure of the course, 25.25% respondents of conventional study 

reported as excellent, 31.75% as very good, 24.5% as good, 11.25% as average, 

7.25% are unsatisfactory in teachers/counselors quality while in case of ODL 

system of education 25% as excellent, 33% as very good, 19.75% as good, 11.5% 

as average and 10.75 % as unsatisfactory as reported by distance learning 

respondents. Hence the conventional education system shows better performance 

except in average percentage than open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.29: Graphical representation of teachers/counselors quality in 

Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.34 Test of Hypothesis 

H4:There is no significant difference in Conventional/ODL mode of education 

system in case of the quality of learning experiences. 

T-Test:  

Table 4.8: t-value for the quality of learning experiences from learner’s point of 

view 

Course     N Mean   Sd. 

deviation 

T df Sig.  

CONVENTIONAL 400 14.05 1.287 6.916 798 .000** 

ODL 400 13.5 0.909 

   **Significant level is at P<0.01 
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The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the quality of 

learning experience in conventional/ODL system of education from learner’s 

point of view is as given below: 

 

Figure 4.30: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the quality 

of learning experience in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.35 Observation:From table 4.8 and figure 4.30 it is revealed that the quality of 

learning experience in Conventional/ ODL mode of education system has the 

mean scores 14.05 and 13.5, SD are 1.287 and 0.909 respectively. The t-value is 

6.916, df=798 and P=0.000 is highly significant at 0.01 level. Thus it can be 

concluded that the difference is highly significant and the quality of learning 

experience of conventional course is better than the quality of learning experience 

of ODL course. Thus, the hypothesis can be rejected. 
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3. 1(e):  The comparative view in Conventional/ODL system of education 

To study the comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system 

in relation to quality the investigator has analyzed the following parameters. 

4.1.37 Programme is effective 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.31 it has been observed that, 23.75% respondents of 

conventional study were reported as excellent, 27.5% as very good, 30% as good, 

17.5% as average, 1.25% as unsatisfactory in programme is effective while in 

case of ODL system of education 23% as excellent, 26.5% as very good, 28.75% 

as good, 17% as average and 4.75 % as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. 

As a result it can be concluded that theconventional education system is effective 

than open and distance mode of education.  

Figure 4.31: Graphical representation of programme is effective in case of 

comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system.  

4.1.38 Economy/Cost effective 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.32 it has been observed from percentage table that, no 

respondents of conventional study reported as excellent, 23.75% as very good, 
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21% as good, 41.25% as average, 14% as unsatisfactory in economy/cost 

effective while in case of ODL system of education 40% as excellent, 20% as 

very good, 36.25% as good, 3.25% as average and 0.5 % as unsatisfactory as 

reported by respondents.  From the analysis, it implies that distance education 

system has better performance than open and distance mode of education except  

percentage of good scale.  

Figure 4.32: Graphical representation of economy/cost effective in case of 

comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.39 Useful in understanding 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.33 it has been revealed from the study that when 

learners were asked about usefulness in understanding, 21.5% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 31.5% as very good, 28% as good, 

14.5% as average, 3% are unsatisfactory while in case of ODL system of 

education 10% as excellent, 26% as very good, 28% as good, 11.5% as average 

and 24.5% as unsatisfactory reported by respondent. Hence it can be concluded 

that the conventional education system shows better performance than open and 

distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.33: Graphical representation of useful in understanding in case of 

comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.40 Acquisition of more knowledge 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.34 it has been found that in acquisition of more 

knowledge 22.8% respondents of conventional study reported as excellent, 

32.25% as very good, 21.8% as good, 11.25% as average, 12% are unsatisfactory 

while in case of ODL system of education 20.3% as excellent, 30.25% as very 

good, 19.5% as good, 10.25% as average and 19.75 % as unsatisfactory as 

reported by respondents. It implies that the conventional education system shows 

better performance than open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.34: Graphical representation of acquisition of more knowledge in case of 

comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system.
 

4.1.41 Organized Approaches 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.35 in organized approaches,  15% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 33.75% as very good, 28% as good, 

19.5% as average, 3.75% are unsatisfactory while  in case of ODL system of 

education 5.25% as excellent, 19.5% as very good, 25.25% as good, 16.75% as 

average and 33.25 % as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. From the 

observation it can be concluded that the conventional education system shows 

better performance than open and distance mode of education system.  
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Figure 4.35: Graphical representation of Organized Approaches in case of 

comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.42 Easy access to communicate 

It has been observed from table 4.9 and figure 4.36 that,  22.5% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 31.75% as very good, 22.5% as good, 

16.75% as average, 6.5% are unsatisfactory in case of easy access to 

communicate while in ODL system of education  5% as excellent, 19.5% as very 

good, 20.25% as good, 19.75% as average and 35.5 % as unsatisfactory as 

reported by respondents.  From the analysis, it implies that the conventional 

education system shows better performance than open and distance mode of 

education.  
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Figure 4.36: Graphical representation of easy access to communicate in case of 

comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.43 Effective use of ICT 

It has been observedfrom table 4.9 and figure 4.37  that no respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 11.25% as very good, 23.8% as good, 

11.75% as average, 53.25% are unsatisfactory in effective use of ICT while there 

is no one respondence as   excellent, 14% as very good, 16.75% as good, 20.25% 

as average and 49% as unsatisfactory as reported by respondent  in case of ODL 

system of education and it can be concluded that the conventional mode of 

education system shows better performance  than open and distance mode of 

education.  
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Figure 4.37: Graphical representation of effective use of ICT in case of 

comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.44 Effectiveness of SLM 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.38 in case of effectiveness of SLM,  no respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 11.25% as very good, 14% as good, 

28% as average, 46.75% are unsatisfactory in effective SLM while 21.8% as 

excellent, 16.75% as very good, 24.5% as good, 36.5% as average and 0.5 % as 

unsatisfactory as reported by respondents in case of ODL system of education.  

From the analysis, it can be concluded that the ODL education system shows 

better performance than conventional mode of education.  
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Figure 4.38: Graphical representation of effectiveness of SLM/print audio-visual 

in case of comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.45 Effective student support services 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.39it has been found that 3.5% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 27% as very good, 22.3% as good, 30% 

as average, 17.25% are unsatisfactory in effective student service system while in 

case of ODL system of education 0.5% as excellent, 22.25% as very good, 19.5% 

as good, 27.5% as average and 30.5 % as unsatisfactory as reported by 

respondents and it implies that the ODL education system shows better 

performance than conventional mode of education.  
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Figure 4.39: Graphical representation of effective student support system in case 

of comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.46 Timely holding of seminar/workshop 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.40 it has been observed that there were no 

respondents of conventional study who were reported as excellent, 11.25% were 

reported as very good, 19.5% as good, 33.75% as average, 35.5% are 

unsatisfactory in timely held seminar/workshop while in ODL system of 

education no one respondence as excellent, 5.75% as very good, 16.75% as good, 

27.25% as average and 50.25 % as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents and 

results implies that the conventional education system shows better performance 

than open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.40: Graphical representation of timely holding of seminar/ workshop in 

case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.47 Adequate and effective counseling session/class 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.41 it has been observed that in case of adequate and 

effective counseling session/class no respondents of conventional study reported 

as excellent, 19.5% as very good, 23.8% as good, 36.25% as average, 25.5% are 

unsatisfactory while no one is reported as excellent, 3.25% as very good, 19.5% 

as good, 44.5% as average and 32.75% as unsatisfactory as reported by 

respondents. As a result it can be concluded that the conventional education 

system shows better performance than open and distance mode of education 

except in average percentage.   



140 
 

Figure 4.41: Graphical representation of adequate and effective counseling 

session/class in case of comparative view of Conventional/ODL mode of 

education system. 

4.1.48 Good governance 

From table 4.9 and figure 4.42 From the observation, it hasbeen found that, 13% 

respondents of conventional study reported as excellent, 23.75% as very good, 

22.3% as good, 30% as average, 11% are unsatisfactory in good governance while 

in ODL system, no one is reported as excellent, 5% as very good, 19.5% as good, 

30% as average and 45.5 % as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. Hence it 

implies that the conventional education system shows better performance than 

open and distance mode of education except in average percentage.  
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Figure 4.42: Graphical representation of Good governance in case of comparative 

view of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.49 Test of Hypothesis 

H5:There is no significant difference between the comparative views in 

Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

T-Test:  

Table 4.10:  t-value for the comparative view in conventional/ ODL system of 

education from learner’s point of view 

Course   N Mean Sd. 

Deviation 

t df Sig.  

CONVENTIONAL 400 33.87 5.305 7.309 798 .000** 

ODL 400 31.43 4.054 

    **Significant level is at P<0.01 

 

       Conventional 
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The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the comparative view 

in Conventional/ODL system of education from learner’s point of view is as given 

below: 

Figure 4.43: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the 

comparative view in comparative view of Conventional/ODL system of education 

system. 

4.1.51 Observation:From table 4.10 and figure 4.43 it has been observed from the 

above table that in comparative view of Conventional/ ODL mode of education 

system, the mean scores 33.87 and 31.43, SD are 5.305 and 4.054 respectively. 

The t-value is 7.309, df=798 and P=0.000 is highly significant at 0.01 level. Thus 

it can be concluded that the difference is highly significant and the comparative 

view of the conventional course is higher than comparative view of ODL courses. 

Thus, the hypothesis can be rejected. 
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4.1.(f) Comparative view of Conventional/ODL in respect of examination 

To study the comparative view in Conventional/ODL system of education from 

learner’s point of view in respect of examination system the investigator has 

analyzed the following parameters. 

4.1.51 Timely holding of examination 

From table 4.11 and figure 4.44 it has been observed that, 11.3% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 38.75% as very good, 35% as good, 

8.75% as average, 6.25% are unsatisfactory in timely holding of examination 

while in case of ODL system of education 8.75% as excellent, 33.75% as very 

good, 32.25% as good, 7.5% as average and 17.75 % as unsatisfactory as reported 

by respondents. From the analysis, it can be concluded that the conventional 

education system shows better performance than open and distance mode of 

education.  

Figure 4.44: Graphical representation of timely holding of examination in case of 

Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 
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4.1.52 Timely declaration of results 

From table 4.11 and figure 4.45 in case of timely declaration of results, it has been 

found that 2.5% respondents of conventional study reported as excellent, 43.75% 

as very good, 41.3% as good, 10% as average, 2.5% are unsatisfactory while in 

ODL system of education  2% as excellent, 40% as very good, 37.5% as good, 

13.75% as average and 6.75 % as unsatisfactory as reported  by respondents. As a 

result it implies that the conventional education system shows better performance 

than open and distance mode of education.  

Figure 4.45: Graphical representation of timely declaration of result of 

examination in case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.53 Transparency of Examination system 

From table 4.11 and figure 4.46 it has been found that 11.3% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 40% as very good, 38.8% as good, 

8.75% as average, 1.25% are unsatisfactory in transparency of examination 

system while in case of ODL system of education 8.75% as excellent, 37.5% as 

very good, 36.25% as good, 7.5% as average and 10 % as unsatisfactory as 
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reported  by respondents.  Hence it implies that the conventional education system 

shows better performance than open and distance mode of education.  

Figure 4.46: Graphical representation of transparency of examination system in 

case of Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.54 Test of hypothesis 

H6: There is no significant difference betweenConventional/ODL mode of education 
system in comparative view in case of examination system. 
T-Test:  

Table 4.12: t-value for comparative view in Conventional/ODL mode of 

education in respect to examination system from learner’s point of view 

Course   N Mean Sd. 

deviation 

    t df Sig.  

CONVENTIONAL 400 10.15 1.456 5.848 798 .000** 

ODL 400 9.53 1.577 

   **Significant level is at P<0.01 

Conventional 
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The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the comparative view 

in Conventional/ODL system of education from learner’s point of view in respect 

of examination system is as given below: 

Figure 4.47: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the 

comparative view in Conventional/ODL system of education in respect of 

examination system. 

4.1.55 Observation:From table 4.12 and figure 4.47 it has been observed that in 

comparative view in case of examination system in   Conventional/ ODL mode of 

education system, the mean scores 10.15 and 9.53, SD are 1.456 and 1.577 

respectively. The t-value is 5.848, df=798 and P=0.000 is highly significant at 

0.01 level. Hence it can be concluded that the difference is highly significant and 

the comparative view in respect of examination in conventional course shows 

better performance than  the ODL system. Thus the hypothesis can be rejected.  
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4.1.56  Learner’s attitude towards the quality of the Conventional/ODL mode 

of education system. 

From the above analysis it has been concluded  as under in relation to learner’s 

attitude towards the quality of the conventional/ODL mode of education system: 

In case of structure of the course, it has been found that the following parameters, 

like clear learning goal, realistic learning goal, comprehensive analysis of 

cognitive fields, help in skill development, cater for a holistic development of the 

fields, content goal relation has better performance in conventional mode of 

education system while in case of ODL system of education the parameters, like 

recent literature, adequately connected related fields, interesting subordinate 

subjects have  observed higher response from the respondents. 

In case of quality of support given by the teachers/counselors like encouragement 

in participation, eager to help, guide the comprehension of the learning materials, 

availability to instruct, watch the progress of learner, feedback with a view to 

improvement, realized the difficulty and help me out, have higher response from 

the respondents in case of conventional education system while in case of ODL 

there is no positive response from the respondent in learners point of view.  

It has been observed that in case of quality of teachers/counselors the following 

parameters like scientific background, emphasised on analytical thinking, 

teaching capability,instructional thoroughness of the learning material has higher 

response in case of conventional education system while in teaching capability, 

ability to communicate knowledge it has higher positive response from ODL 

respondents.  

It has been implied that in case of quality of learning experience from the study 

that the following parameters of conception from SLM/ Text book, support 
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provided by the teachers/Counselor, and teachers/counselors quality has higher 

priority in conventional mode of education while in benefit from assignment gets the 

higher priority in ODL respondents. 

Similarly in case of comparative view from learners  point of view it has been 

observed the following parameters like program is effective, useful in understanding, 

acquisition of more knowledge, organized approach, easy access to communication, 

effective student support system, timely holding of seminar/ workshop, adequate and 

effective counseling session and good governance has higher priority in conventional 

mode of education while in economy/cost effectiveness, effective use of information 

and communication system, effective SLM has the higher priority in case of ODL 

system from  the respondents point of view.  Again in case of examination system 

timely holding of examination, timely declaration of results and transparency, 

conventional respondent has given more priority thanODL respondents. 

4.1.57 Test of Hypothesis 

H7:-There is no significant difference between Conventional/ODL mode of education 

system in case of learner’s attitude towards the quality of Conventional/ ODL system 

of education. 

T-Test: Towards the quality of learners attitude of  Conventional/ODL system of 

education system from learner’s point of view: 

Table 4.13: t-value towards the quality of learners attitude of Conventional/ODL 

mode of education system. 

Courses  N Mean 

Std. 

Deviation 

t-value Df Sig. (2-

tailed) 

CONVENTIONAL 400 129.17 7.896 30.217 798 .000** 

ODL 400 112.35 7.852    

**Significant level is at P<0.01 
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The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the  learners attitude 

towards the quality of conventional/ODL mode of education system is as given 

below: 

 

Figure 4.48: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the  learners 

attitude towards the quality of  Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.1.58 Observation:From table 4.13 and figure 4.48 in case of learner’s attitude 

towards the quality of the conventional/ODL system of education  the above table 

reveals that in both the system of courses i.e. Conventional and ODL has the 

mean scores 129.17 and 112.35, SD are 7.896 and 7.852 respectively. The t-value 

is 30.217, df=798 and P=0.000 is highly significant at 0.01 level. Thus it can be 

concluded that the difference is highly significant and the learner’s attitude 

towards the quality of conventional system of education is higher than ODL 

system of education .Thus, the hypothesis can be rejected. 
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4.2:  To find out the reasons of joining Conventional/ODL mode of education 

system   

To study the reasons of joining (conditions of joining) Conventional/ODL mode 

of education system the investigators analyzed the following parameters. 

4.2.1 Economic 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.49 it has been found that in conventional mode of 

education, 3% respondents of conventional mode of study reported as positive in 

case of economic and 97% as negative while in ODL mode 87.5% as positive and 

12.5% reported as negative. Hence it has implied that the ODL education system 

shows better performance than Conventional mode of education.   

Figure 4.49: Graphical representation of economic in case of joining to 

Conventional /ODL mode of education system. 
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4.2.2 Age No bar 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.50 it is observed that in case of no age bar all 

respondents of conventional education system reported as negative while in ODL 

mode 100% as positive and no one is reported as negative . Thus it can be 

concluded that the ODL education system has shown better performance than 

convetional education system.  

Figure 4.50: Graphical representation of age no bar in case of joining to 

Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.3 Quality Education 

It has been found from table 4.14 and figure 4.51 that conventional mode of 

education, all the respondents of conventional mode of study reported as positive 

in case of quality education while in ODL mode 70% as positive and 30% 

reported as negative respondents and as a result it has implied that the 

conventional education system shows better performance than open and distance 

mode of education. 
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Figure 4.51: Graphical representation of give quality education in case of joining 

to Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.4 Procedure delay 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.52 in conventional mode of education, it has been 

found that 30% respondents of conventional mode of study reported as positive in 

case of procedure delay and 70% as negative while in ODL mode 72.5% as 

positive and 27.5% reported as negative respondents. From the observation it can 

be concluded the ODL education system shows better performance than 

conventional mode of education. 
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Figure 4.52: Graphical representation of Procedure delay in case of joining to 

Conventional /ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.5 Counseling/Class not compulsory 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.53 in conventional mode of education, it has been 

found that 30% respondent reported as positive in case of counseling/class not 

compulsory and 70% as negative while in ODL mode of educationall respondent 

reported as positive.So it implies that the ODL education system shows better 

performance than conventional mode of education.  
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Figure 4.53: Graphical representation of counseling/class not compulsory in case 

of joining to Conventional /ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.6 Provide examination oriented education 

It also  reveals from table 4.14 and figure 4.54 that in connections to the reasons 

of joining in ODL/ conventional mode of education, 90% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of provide examination 

oriented education and 10% as negative while in ODL mode 52.5% as positive 

and  47.5% reported as negative by the respondents. From the observation it 

implies the conventional education system shows better performance than open 

and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.54: Graphical representation of Provide examination oriented education 

related to the reason of joining in conventional/ ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.7 Systematic regular study 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.55 it has been observed that in connections to the 

reasons of joining in ODL/ conventional mode of education, 90% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of systematic regular 

study and 10% as negative while in ODL mode 10% as positive and 90% reported 

as negative.  Hence the conventional education system shows better performance 

than open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.55: Graphical representation of systematic regular study in case of 

joining to Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.8 Job through campus interview 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.56 it has been  found that in connections to the 

reasons of joining in ODL/ conventional mode of education, 70% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of chance to get job 

through campus interview and 30% as negative while in ODL mode 20% as 

positive and 80% reported as negative by the respondents.  From the observation 

it implies that the conventional education system shows better performance than 

open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.56: Graphical representation of job through campus interview in case of 

joining to Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.9 Extra-curricular activities 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.57 in case of opportunity for extra-curricular 

activities it hasbeen observed that, 90% respondents of conventional mode of 

study reported as positive and 10% as negative while in ODL mode system of 

education, 40% as positive and 60% reported as negative. From the observation it 

can be concluded that the conventional education system shows better 

performance than open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.57: Graphical representation of extra-curricular activities in case of 

joining to Conventional /ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.10 Easy to get admission 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.58 in conventional mode of education it has been 

observed that, 30% respondents of conventional mode of study reported as 

positive in case of easy to get admission and70% as negative while in ODL mode 

of education, 80% as positive and 20% reported as negative. From the observation 

it can be concluded that the ODL education system shows better performance than 

conventional mode of education except average percentage.  
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Figure 4.58: Graphical representation of easy to get admission in case of joining 

to Conventional /ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.11 Learning Opportunity 

It reveals from table 4.14 and figure 4.59 that in conventional mode of education, 

80% respondents of conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of 

learning opportunity and 20% as negative while in ODL mode 80% as positive 

and 20% reported as negative.  Hence it implies that the ODL education system 

shows better performance than conventional mode of education.  
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Figure 4.59: Graphical representation of learning opportunity in case of joining to 

Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.12 Excellent study material 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.60 in conventional mode of education, all 

respondents of conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of 

excellent study materials while in ODL mode of education system 77.7% reported 

as positive and 22.5% reported as negative by the respondents as a result it can be 

concluded that the conventional education system shows better performance than 

open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.60: Graphical representation of excellent study materials in case of 

joining to Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.13 Offer valid degree 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.61 in connections to the reasons of joining in 

conventional mode of education, 40% respondents of conventional mode of study 

reported as positive in case of offering valid degree and 60% as negative while in 

ODL mode 60% as positive and 40% reported as negative by the respondents. 

Hence the resultsimply that the conventional education system shows better 

performance than open and distance mode of education.   
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Figure 4.61: Graphical representation of offer valid degree in case of joining to 

Conventional /ODL mode of education. 

4.2.14 Self-learning is innovative and creative 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.62 it has been found in connections to the reasons of 

joining in ODL/ conventional mode of education, no respondents of conventional 

mode of study reported as positive in case of self-learning is innovative and 

creative and 100% as negative while in ODL mode 72.5% as positive and 27.5% 

reported as negative by the respondents and it has implied that the ODL education 

system shows better performance than conventional mode of education.  
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Figure 4.62: Graphical representation of self-learning is innovative and creative in 

case of joining in conventional/ODL mode of education system 

4.2.15 Flexibility of time 

From table 4.14 and figure 4.63 in case of flexibility of time, it has been found 

from the analysis that in connections to the reasons of joining in ODL/ 

conventional mode of education, 52.2% respondents of conventional mode of 

study reported as positive and 47.5% as negative while in ODL mode 67.5% as 

positive and 32.5% reported as negative by the respondents.  From the 

observation it can be concluded that the ODL education system shows better 

performance than Conventional mode of education.  
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Figure 4.63: Graphical representation of flexibility of time in case of joining to 

Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.16 Non availability of course 

 It reveals from table 4.14 and figure 4.64 that, 52.5% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of non-availability of 

course and 47.5% as negative while in ODL mode 52.5% as positive and 47.5% 

reported as negative by the respondents. It can be concluded that the conventional 

education system shows equal performance with open and distance mode of 

education.  



167 
 

Figure 4.64: Graphical representation of non availability of the course in case of 

joining to Conventional /ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.17 Test of Hypothesis 

H8 : There is no significant difference in case of the reasons of joining in 

Conventional/ ODL mode  of education system.  

T-Test:   

Table 4.15: t-value for joining to conventional/ ODL mode of education system  

Course N Mean Sd. 

Deviation 

T df Sig. 

CONVENTIONAL 400    8.77 3.553 6.829 798 .000** 

ODL 400 10.85 4.975 

   **Significant level is at P<0.01 

The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the reason of joining 

Conventional/ODL mode of education system is as given below: 
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Figure 4.65: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the reasons 

of joining in Conventional/ODL mode of education system. 

4.2.18 Observation:From table 4.15 and figure 4.65 it is observed that in case of 

reasons for joining the above table implies that in both system of courses i.e. 

Conventional and ODL has the mean scores 8.77 and 10.85, SD are 3.553 and 

4.975respectively. The t-value is 6.829, df=798 and P=0.000 is highly significant 

at 0.01 level. Thus it can be concluded that the reasons of joining (i.e. conditions 

for joining) to the ODL course is higher than conventional course. Thus, the 

hypothesis can be rejected.  
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4.3: To study the Effectiveness of Study Materials / Text book of 

Conventional/ODL mode of education system 

In this case the investigator has analyzed the following parameters. 

4.3.1 User friendly 

From table 4.16 and figure 4.66, it has beenobserved that 12.5% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 35% as very good, 30% as good, 20% as 

average, 2.5% are unsatisfactory in user-friendly while in ODL mode of education 

10% as excellent, 38% as very good, 31% as good, 13.25% as average and 7.75 % 

as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. It can be concluded that the ODL 

education system shows better performance except excellent percentage than 

Conventional mode of education.  

Figure 4.66: Graphical representation of user friendly related to the effectiveness 

of study materials / text book of Conventional/ODL mode of education system.   
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4.3.2 Real life situation analysis 

From table 4.16 and figure 4.67, in real life situation, 2.5% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 5% as very good, 10% as good, 72.5% 

as average, 10% are unsatisfactory while in ODL system of education 1.75% as 

excellent, 3.75% as very good, 8.75% as good, 62.75% as average and 23 % as 

unsatisfactory as reported  by respondents. It can be concluded that the 

conventional education system shows better performance than open and distance 

mode of education. 

Figure 4.67: Graphical representation of real life situation analysis related to the 

effectiveness of study materials / text book of Conventional/ODL mode of 

education system.  

4.3.3 Interactive 

From table 4.16 and figure 4.68 in connection to interactive, 12.8% respondents 

of conventional study reported as excellent, 2.25% as very good, 10% as good, 

52.5% as average, 22.5% are unsatisfactory  while in ODL system of education 

7.25% as excellent, 2% as very good, 9.75% as good, 46.75% as average and 

34.25 % as unsatisfactory as reported  by respondents. Hence the result implies 
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that the ODL education system shows better performance than conventional mode 

of education.  

Figure 4.68: Graphical representation of Interactive related to the  effectiveness of 

study materials / text book of Conventional/ODL mode of  education system. 

4.3.4 Clear self Instructional  

From table 4.16 and figure 4.69, in clear self-instructional, 7.75% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 10% as very good, 20.5% as good, 

51.75% as average, 10% are unsatisfactory while in ODL system 17% as 

excellent, 14% as very good, 31.75% as good, 36.5% as average and 0.75 % as 

unsatisfactory as reported by respondents and hence it can be concluded that the 

ODL education system shows better performance than conventional mode of 

education.  
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Figure 4.69: Graphical representation of Self Instructional related to the 

effectiveness of study materials / text book of Conventional/ODL mode of 

education system. 

4.3.5 Easy and lucid language 

From table 4.16 and figure 4.70 in Easy and lucid language, 5.25% respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 44.75% as very good, 32.5% as good, 

7.5% as average, 10% are unsatisfactory while 20% as excellent, 31.25% as very 

good, 39% as good, 5.75% as average and while in ODL system of education, 4% 

as unsatisfactory as reported by distance learning and it can be concluded that the 

ODL education system shows better performance than conventional mode of 

education.  
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Figure 4.70: Graphical representation of Easy and Lucid language related to the 

effectiveness of study materials / text book of Conventional/ODL mode of 

education system.  

4.3.6 Test of Hypothesis 

H9: There is no significant difference in the effectiveness of study materials / text 

book between ODL and conventional mode of education system. 

T-Test: 

Table 4.17: t-value for the effectiveness of study materials/text book of 

conventional/ODL mode of education 

Course N Mean Sd. 

deviation 

   t df Sig.  

CONVENTIONAL 400 13.39 2.774 3.069 798 .002** 

ODL 400 13.95 2.295 

   **Significant level is at P<0.01 



175 
 

The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the effectiveness of 

study materials / text book of Conventional/ODL mode of education from 

learner’s point of view is as given below 

Figure 4.71: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the 

effectiveness of study materials / text book of Conventional/ODL mode of 

education system.  

4.3.7 Observation:In case of effectiveness of study material/text books both 

system of courses i.e. Conventional and ODL has the mean scores 13.39 and 

13.95, SD are 2.774 and 2.295 respectively. The t-value is 3.069, df=798 and 

P=0.002 is highly significant at 0.01 level. Thus it can be concluded that the 

difference is highly significant and the effectiveness of study materials/text books 

of ODL is better than the study material/text books of conventional mode of 

education. Thus, the hypothesis can be rejected.  
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4.4: To study the Usefulness of ICT in Conventional/ODL mode of education 

system 

In this case the following parameters has analyzed by the investigators.   

4.4.1 Learning through Internet/website 

From table 4.18 and figure 4.72 it has been observed that, no respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, 16.75% as very good, 44.5% as good, 

26.5% as average, 8% are unsatisfactory while in ODL system, no one as 

excellent, 40% as very good, 32% as good, 22.25% as average and 5.75 % as 

unsatisfactory as reported by respondents and it can be concluded that the ODL 

education system shows better performance than conventional mode of education.  

Figure 4.72: Graphical representation of learning through the Internet website 

related to usefulness of ICT in conventional/ODL system of education. 

 

 



178 
 

4.4.2 Learning through SMS/radio/television 

From table 4.18 and figure 4.73 the observation it has been observed that no 

respondents of conventional study reported as excellent and as very good, 17% as 

good, 25.5% as average, 48.75% are unsatisfactory in case of Learning through 

SMS/radio/television while in ODL system on one is reported as excellent and as 

very good, 20% as good, 47.5% as average and 32.5 % as unsatisfactory as 

reported by respondents. It implies that the ODL education system shows better 

performance than conventional mode of education.  

Figure 4.73: Graphical representation of learning through sms/radio/television 

related to the usefulness of ICT in conventional /ODL system of education. 

4.4.3 Learning through phone in programmes  

From table 4.18 and figure 4.74 it has been observed that, no respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, as very good, 5.75% as good, 24.25% as 

average, 22.5% are unsatisfactory in learning through phone in programme while 

in ODL system no one is reported as excellent, as very good, 8.75% as good, 
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27.5% as average and 63.75 % as unsatisfactory as reported by respondents. From 

the observation it can be concluded that the ODL education system shows better 

performance than conventional mode of education except average percentage.  

Figure 4.74: Graphical representation of learning through the phone in 

programme  related to the usefulness of ICT in conventional /ODL system of 

education. 

4.4.4 Learning through toll free phone service 

From table 4.18 and figure 4.75 it has been observed that, no respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, as very good,  as good, 5.25% as 

average, 10.75% are unsatisfactory in learning through toll free phone service 

while in ODL system on one is reported as excellent,  as very good, 2.5% as good, 

2.75% as average and 94.75 % as unsatisfactory as reported  by respondents. 

Hence it can be concluded that the ODL education system shows better 

performance than conventional mode of education.   
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Figure 4.75: Graphical representation of learning through Toll free phone number 

related to the usefulness of ICT in conventional /ODL system of education. 

4.4.5 Learning through supplementary learning material in video tapes 

From table 4.18 and figure 4.76 it has been observed that, no respondents of 

conventional study reported as excellent, very good, and good, only 2.5% 

reported as average, 16.75% as unsatisfactory in learning through supplementary 

learning material in video tapes while in ODL system no one reported as 

excellent, very good, and good, only 20%  as average and 80 % as unsatisfactory 

as reported by respondents  and it can be concluded that the ODL education 

system has better performance than conventional mode of education.  
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Figure 4.76: Graphical representation of learning through supplementary learning 

material in video tapes related to the usefulness of ICT in conventional /ODL 

system of education. 

4.4.6 Test of Hypothesis 

H10: In case of usefulness of ICT, there is no significant difference between 

conventional system and ODL system of education. 

T-Test 

Table 4.19: t-value for the usefulness of ICT from learner’s point of view 

Course N Mean Sd. 

deviation 

  T df Sig. 

CONVENTIONAL 400 8.67 1.659 4.694 798 .000** 

ODL 400 8.25 0.697 

   **Significant level is at P<0.01 

The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the usefulness of ICT 

from learner’s point of viewis as given below 
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Figure 4.77: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the 

usefulness of ICT in conventional /ODL system of education. 

4.4.7 Observation: In case of usefulness of ICT the above table reveals that the 

Conventional and ODL mode of education system has the mean scores 8.67 and 

8.25, SD are 1.659 and 0.697 respectively. The t-value is 4.694, df=798 and 

P=0.000 is highly significant at 0.01 level. Thus it can be concluded that the 

difference is highly significant and the usefulness of ICT from learner’s point of 

view in case of conventional mode of education is higher than ODL mode of 

education. Thus, the hypothesis can be rejected. 
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4.5: To find the cost effectiveness of existing courses under conventional and 

open and distance learning system 

In this case the investigator has analyzed the following parameters 

4.5.1 Cost incurred for Text book/SLM 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.78 it has been observed that, 68.75% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of cost incurred for text 

book/SLM and 31.25% reported as negative while in ODL mode of education 

33.75% as positive and 66.25% reported as negative response by the respondents. 

It can be concluded that the conventional education system shows better 

performance than open and distance mode of education. 

Figure 4.78: Graphical representation of cost incurred for textbook/SLM in case 

of conventional/ODL system of education. 
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4.5.2 Cost for Transportation 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.79 it has been observed that 29.75% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive and 70.25% reported as negative 

in case of cost incurred for transportation while in ODL mode of education 

72.25% reported as positive and 27.75% reported as negative response. Hence it 

reveals that the ODL education system shows better performance than 

conventional mode of education.  

Figure 4.79: Graphical representation of cost incurred for transportation in case of 

conventional/ODL system of education.  

4.5.3 Cost incurred for hostel Accommodation 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.80 it has been revealed that, 71.25% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of cost incurred for hostel 

accommodation and 28.75% as negative while in ODL mode of education 32.5% 

as positive and 67.5% reported as negative by the respondents. Hence it implies 

that the conventional education system shows better performance than open and 

distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.80: Graphical representation of cost incurred for accommodation in case 

of conventional/ODL system of education.  

4.5.4 Cost incurred for seminar/workshop 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.81 it has been observed that, 62.75% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of cost incurred for 

seminar/workshop and 37.25% as negative while in ODL mode 30.25% as 

positive and 69.75% reported as negative by the respondents. It can be concluded 

that the conventional education system shows better performance than open and 

distance mode of education.    
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Figure 4.81: Graphical representation of cost incurred for seminar/workshop in 

case of conventional/ODL system of education. 

4.5.5 Cost incurred for excursion/fieldtrips 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.82 in case of cost incurred for excursion/fieldtrips it 

has been found that, 61.25% respondents of conventional mode of study reported 

as positive and 38.75% as negative while in ODL mode 28% as positive and 72% 

reported as negative by the respondents. Hence it implies that the conventional 

education system shows better performance than open and distance mode of 

education.  
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Figure 4.82: Graphical representation of cost incurred for excursion/fieldtrip in 

case of conventional/ODL system of education. 

4.5.6 Cost incurred for library facility 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.83 it has been found that, 64% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of cost incurred for 

library facility and 36% as negative while in ODL mode 33% as positive and 67% 

reported as negative by the respondents.  Hence it can be concluded that the 

conventional education system shows better performance than open and distance 

mode of education.   
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Figure 4.83: Graphical representation of cost incurred for library in case of 

conventional/ODL system of education.  

4.5.7 Cost incurred for laboratory 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.84 it has been found that, 68% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of cost for laboratory and 

32% as negative while in ODL mode 30.5% as positive and 69.5% reported as 

negative by the respondents. Hence it implies that the conventional education 

system shows better performance than open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.84: Graphical representation of cost incurred for laboratory in case of 

conventional/ODL system of education. 

4.5.8 Cost incurred for computer laboratory 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.85 it has been observed that, 66.25% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of cost for computer lab 

and 33.75% as negative while in ODL mode 44.5% as positive and 55.5% 

reported as negative by the respondents.  From the observation it can be 

concluded that the conventional education system shows better performance than 

open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.85: Graphical representation of cost incurred for computer laboratory in 

case of conventional/ODL system of education.  

4.5.9 Cost incurred for ICT 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.86 in case of  cost incurred for ICT, 66.75% 

respondents of conventional mode of study reported as positive and 33.25% as 

negative while in ODL mode 28.25.% as positive and  71.75% reported as 

negative by the respondents. Hence it implies that the conventional education 

system shows better performance than open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.86: Graphical representation of cost incurred for ICT in case of 

conventional/ODL system of education.  

4.5.10 Cost incurred for Technology and Communication 

From table 4.20 and figure 4.87 it has been observed that, 59.75% respondents of 

conventional mode of study reported as positive in case of cost for Technology 

and communication and 40.25% as negative while in ODL mode 36.25% as 

positive and 63.75% reported as negative by the respondents and it can be 

concluded that the conventional education system shows better performance than 

open and distance mode of education.  
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Figure 4.87: Graphical representation of cost incurred for Information and 

communication in case of conventional/ODL mode of education. 

4.5.11 Test of Hypothesis 

H11:There is no significant difference between ODL and conventional education 

system of education in case of cost effectiveness. 

T-Test:  

Table 4.21:  t-value for the cost effectiveness of conventional/ODL system of 

education  

Course   N Mena  Sd. 

deviation 

   t   df Sig.  

CONVENTIONAL 400 5.94 1.321 20.82 798 .000** 

ODL 400 3.96 1.702       

 **Significant level is at P<0.01 
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The graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the cost effectiveness 

of existing education under conventional and open and distance learning system is 

as given below: 

Figure 4.88: Graphical representation of the mean value of T-test for the cost 

effectiveness of existing education under conventional and open and distance 

learning system. 

4.5.12 Observation:In case of cost effectiveness the above table depict that both 

system of courses i.e. Conventional and ODL has the mean scores 5.94 and 3.69, 

SD are 1.321 and 1.702 respectively. The t-value is 20.82, df=798 and P=0.000 is 

highly significant at 0.01 level. Thus it can be concluded that the difference is 

highly significant and the cost effectiveness of existing education under ODL 

system is better than Conventional system. Thus, the hypothesis can be rejected. 

4.6: Cost and Quality relationship 

As discussed above there are different costs and quality in the different 

parameters from learner’s point of view. Now the important point is to examine 
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the cost effectiveness of distance education as compared to conventional 

education system in relation to the quality aspect. To determine the cost-quality 

relationshipof Conventional course, cost and quality relationship of Open and 

distance education system and cost and quality relationship in both conventional 

and ODL system of education, it has been used the following correlation analysis 

has been used. 

4.6.1 Correlation – Quality and Cost relationship in case of Conventional system 

of education.  

Table 4.21:  Correlation value of quality and cost of conventional education 

system. 

N=400 

  Item Mean Std. Deviation 

Pearson 

Correlation 

Quality of Course 129.17  7.896  
.170(**) 

Cost  of Course 5.94 1.321 

**  Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed). 

4.6.2 Observation: The mean value of correlation between quality and cost 129.17 

and 5.94, sd. deviation 7.896 and 1.321 at Pearson correlation .170**.  In case of 

conventional system of education the quality is directly proportional to the cost of 

the courses that is when cost increases quality also increases from learner’s point 

of view and which is significantly correlated at 0.01 level. 
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4.6.3 Correlation –Quality andCost relationship in case of ODL system of education.  

Table 4.23:  Correlation value of quality and cost of ODL education system. 

N=400 

Item  Mean Std. Deviation 

Pearson 

Correlation 

Quality of Course 112.35  7.852  
.042 

cost of Course 3.69 1.702 

4.5.17 Observation:The mean value of correlation between quality and cost 112.35 

and 3.69, sd. deviation 7.852 and 1.702 at Pearson correlation 042.  In case of ODL 

quality is directly proportional to the cost of the course that is when cost is increased, 

quality also increases from learner’s point of view which is not significantly 

correlated. 

4.6.4 Correlation– Quality and Cost relationship in case of both the system 

i.e.Conventional and ODL mode of education. 

Table 4.24: Correlation value of Quality and Cost of both the systems(Conventional 

and ODL system) 

N=800 

Item  Mean Std. Deviation 

Pearson 

Correlation 

Quality of Course 120.76  11.523  
.487(**) 

Cost of Course 4.81 1.891 

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed).   

4.6.6 Observation: The mean value of correlation between quality and cost 120.76 

and 4.81, sd. deviation 11.523 and 1.891 at Pearson correlation .487**. In case of 

both Conventional and ODL system of education, the quality is directly proportional 

to the cost of the courses i.e. when cost is increased the quality has also increased and 

it is positively correlated.  


