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	Academic discipline influences barriers across institution types, and the interaction between institutional type and caste notably impacts most barriers, except social engagement and financial constraints. These findings indicate how institutional culture, and program interplay with student diversity to shape the challenges students face in their educational journey. 
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	This article provides a well-structured and empirically grounded examination of educational barriers among college students in West Bengal, highlighting how institutional type interacts with socio-demographic factors. Using a sizable sample (N=467) and robust statistical techniques such as CFA and two-way ANOVA, the study identifies five key dimensions of barriers—academic, discriminatory, social, financial, and family-related—and finds that most students experience low levels of barriers overall. A key strength lies in its nuanced analysis of interaction effects, revealing that while institutional type significantly influences several barriers, its interaction with gender is largely insignificant, whereas academic stream and caste show notable interaction effects. The finding that students in government-aided colleges and commerce streams face comparatively higher challenges adds practical relevance. However, the study is limited by its cross-sectional design, reliance on self-reported data, and restriction to general degree students, which may affect generalizability. Overall, the article makes a valuable contribution by emphasizing the role of institutional diversity and social context in shaping student experiences, while also offering actionable implications for inclusive educational policy and practice.
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