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properly-described interfaces to that data. An object-
orientated program can be characterized as information 
controlling get right of entry to code [5]. 
 

II. RESEARCH METHODOLOGY 
 
The descriptive approach is also used for obtaining the 
results. A survey has conducted manually among IT and 
Computer Science students. In all cases, printed or verbal 
explanatory notes were provided to respondents to ensure 
consistent interpretation of the terminologies and questions 
in the questionnaire. Out of 105 questionnaires distributed, 
100 are valid. On the basis of the Questionnaires, analysis 
has been done. 
 

III. QUESTIONNAIRE FORMAT 
 
The questionnaire has two parts. The first part contained 
basic information of the respondent(Name, Name of the 
Organization, Course enrolled and Semester). The second 
part consisted 15 questions. Each question was based on the 
parameters which we used for the study. 
 

IV. RESULTS AND ANALYSIS 
 
The items of the questionnaire were analyzed and the results 
are discussed below with the help of  graphs. 
 
Language Better in terms of Readability: The language 
help or hinder good programming practice. A language that 
enforces cryptic syntax, very short identifiers, default 
declarations, and an absence of type information makes it 
difficult to write readable code. The significant point is that 
code is read (by its author and other programmers) more 
often than it is written. 
It is evident from figure 1, that 16% students report says C 
while 14% C#, 52% Java and rest 18 %  all of the languages 
are better in terms of readability. 
 

 
Figure 1: Better in Readability 

 
Preferred Language: From the analysis, it is found that 
34% students prefer C language, 7% C# and 59% Java, 
depicted in Figure 2. 
 

 
Figure 2: Preferred Language 

Programming Language Supports Effective Reusability: 
The language support effective reuse of program units. If so, 
the project can be accelerated by reusing tried-and-tested 
program units; it might also develop new program units 
suitable for future reuse. Relevant concepts here are 
packages, abstract types, classes, and particularly generic 
units. 
As depicted in Figure 3, 13% students says C language 
supports reusability, 15% C# and 71% says Java and 1% 
says no language supports reusability. 
 

 

Figure 3: Programming Language supports effective 
reusability 

 
Language which is Platform Independent: The languages 
help or hinder writing of portable code. In other words, the 
code can be moved from one platform to a dissimilar 
platform without major changes. From the analysis, it is 
found that 8% students prefer C language, 7% C#, 68% Java 
and 17% prefer all languages for platform independency, 
depicted in Figure 4. 
 

 

Figure 4: Platform Independency 

Programming Language Better in terms of 
Expressiveness: This factor reflects the ability of a 
language to express complex computations or complex data 
structures in appealing, intuitive ways In terms of 
expressiveness, 19% students prefer C, 14% C#, 65% Java 
and 2% students says no language is better in expressiveness 
as shown in Figure 5. 
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Figure 5: Better in terms of Expressiveness 
 

V. CONCLUSION 
 
The analysis and discussion leads to the conclusion that Java 
language is frequently used by students. In terms of 
readability java becomes first and second language is c. 
Programming language which supports effective reusability 
is java and second language is c#. For platform 
independency again java becomes first. In terms of 
expressiveness java becomes first and c becomes second 
programming language.The results obtained from survey are 

represented. From the analysis, it has also found that java is 
best for all parameters. 
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