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School enrollment

Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children not enrolled in school by age group and gender
2006, 2008, 2010, 2012, 2014, 2016 and 2018

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools by

age group and gender 2018

Not in 40
Age grou Govt Pvt Other Total
B school
35
Age 6-14: All 85.6 12.4 0.1 1.8 100
Age 7-16: All 81.2 | 137 0.1 5.0 100 30 -
Age 7-10: All 86.2 13.1 0.1 0.6 100 25 NC—
Age 7-10: Boys 83.4 15.6 0.2 0.8 100 @20
: - !i [—— \ /\
Age 7-10: Girls 89.3 10.2 0.1 0.4 100 z ~
Y15
Age 11-14: All 84.4 12.4 0.1 3.1 100 E
10
Age 11-14: Boys 83.6 13.8 0.0 2.6 100 ™~
Age 11-14: Girls 85.3 11.0 0.1 3.6 100 5
Age 15-16: All 61.7 18.4 0.1 19.8 100
Age 15-16: Boys 65.0 19.6 0.0 15.4 100 2006 2008 2010 2012 2014 2016 2018
TEE— g T a2 15 e — 11 to 14 Boys =— 11 to 14 Girls — 15 to 16 Boys — 15 to 16 Girls
ge _- o S_ — s : : Each line shows trends in the proportion of children not enrolled in school for a
‘Other" includes children going to Madarsa or EGS. particular subset of children. For example, the proportion of girls (age 15-16) not
*Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out. enrolled in school was 27.3% in 2006, 30.1% in 2012, and 24.9% in 2018.
Chart 2: Trends over time [l NEGTEGE 6 SIS
% Children enrolled in private schools in Std 1, IV, VI and VIII % dre cach grade by age 2018
2010, 2012, 2014, 2016 and 2018
<5/ 6|7 |8 |9 |10|11|1213|14 |15 |16 |Total
70 I h7.2[72.4| 8.3 2.1 100
60 I |1.3|7.4f79.001.2 11 100
50|
s i 0.7 |9.576.012.1 1.7 100
S 40
z v 1.3 10.769.015.9 3.2 100
Y30
°\20 v 08 8.0[75.013.0 3.2 100
0 Vi 0.9 7.5[70.3017.7 3.7 100
Jamnil anial snlam v 12 s2posea 35 | 100
Std 11 Std IV Std VI Std VIl
VIl | 100
w2010 m2012 2014 =2016 MW2018 13 (L L8 57
The proportion of children going to private school often varies by grade. There are also This table shows the age distribution for each grade. For example, of all children in
changes over time. For example, in 2018 private school enrollment in Std Il is 13.7% Std 111, 76% children are 8 years old but there are also 9.5% who are 7, 12.1% who
as compared to 7.4% in Std VIII. are 9, and 1.7% who are 10 or older.

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 3: % Children age 3-8 enrolled in different types of

pre-schools and schools 2018

Pre-school School Not in

Age Govt | Pvt sfﬁga Total
Anganwadi| LKG/ | LKG/ | Govt | Pvt | Other|

UKG | UKG school
Age3| 89.2 1.1 4.7 0.0 0.0 | 0.0 4.9 | 100
Age4| 88.0 0.9 7.8 0.7 0.2 | 0.0 2.5 | 100
Age5| 54.9 23 | 118 | 23.0 53| 0.0 2.7 | 100
Age 6 6.1 0.2 24 | 812 9.0 | 0.0 1.1 | 100
Age 7 0.6 00| 01 |859|125| 0.1 0.9 | 100
Age 8 0.0 0.0 0.0 | 86.6 | 128 | 0.0 0.6 | 100
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ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted in 19 languages across
the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

sta  |[Noteven| | auer | Word Sl Sl | 1otal Std Il level text Std | level text
letter leveltext | level text E
| 36.5 40.8 14.7 4.2 3.8 100 St e o _ -
il wd szl 20 s 2t e e,
1l 13.0 24.3 33.1 19.1 10.6 100 rgllu'lj}l -uw:l1 *-'t..:'d_ t:& \1{ ; at':l windl iz arde
H 1 3 3 . i
1 6.1 15.5 22.5 22.7 33.1 100 'H,l r_].:m. _ﬂ'if,t 'i“‘ iﬁ sl =l wda A
¢ k| T B (URLE f o)
v 3.7 | 100 | 13.9 22.6 49.8 100 g P o P ol ”“"“"“'[‘{“h"'- X
L B I TR T BT CELRPTETEIEL R TEER
Vv 27 78 | 123 235 537 | 100 ql':ﬂ& 1: b3 PR N
ARl A3 A5 WU WAL B9l
VI 2.0 4.9 10.5 20.7 61.9 100 : ..L:;_‘ J._ﬂ, 4 T ut Letters Words
ViI 1.5 3.9 6.9 17.2 70.4 100 %'IHE {‘! 1?'1.."1"*1[‘-[[ ‘15_, JH:L
sl sard alod wbt gamie ul . 4
VIl 0.6 4.8 55 15.9 732 | 100 4:“';1 A 26 YA R W £ caor
The reading tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s el L'L‘ _-c'{lil At ML a{-u?i{ o ® s -l
reading levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std 11, 6.1% IE'[:'['[ -ﬂguL LT %‘1.[ iy:[l 1y - i a '™ -
cannot even read letters, 15.5% can read letters but not words or higher, 22.5% can 3 N -
read words but not Std | level text or higher, 22.7% can read Std | level text but not 1:!"-"!:[[ Wi, " - iy fiad
Std Il level text, and 33.1% can read Std Il level text. For each grade, the total of these
exclusive categories is 100%.
The highest level in the
ASER reading assessment is
) ] a Std Il level text. Table 5 - . . .
% Children in Std Il who h h . ¢ % Children in Std V who can | % Children in Std VIII who
v can read Std Il level text B I [DQH0UEI @ Year read Std Il level text can read Std Il level text
ay T children in Std lll who can ) e
oV
Govt Pvt Pyt read Std I level text. This Govt Pvt Pyt Govt Pvt Pyt*
2012 195 | 342 | 209 | fgureisaproxy for “grade 2012 | 463 | 663 | 47.7 | 802 | 862 | 80.9
2014 176 | 418 | 203  'evel” reading for Std Il 2014 | 446 | 641 | 466 | 764 | 842 | 77.6
Data for children enrolled
2016 21.6 36.7 23.0 _ 2016 52.3 59.1 52.9 75.7 85.7 76.6
in government schools and
2018 32.3 39.3 .8 . . 2018 52.0 68.1 53.8 72.5 84.4 73.3
— - - — private schools is shown
* This is the weighted average for children in * This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
government and private schools only. separately.
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Cohort in Cohort in Cohort in Cohort in
Std IV in 2008 Std IV in 2010 Std IV in 2012 Std IV in 2014
Std IV M Std VI Std VIII

This graph shows the progress of four cohorts from Std IV to Std VIII. For example, the
first cohort was in Std IV in 2008, in Std VI in 2010, and in Std VIIl in 2012. For this
cohort, % children who could read Std Il level text in Std IV (in 2008) was 31.5% and
in Std VI (in 2010) was 59.2%. When the cohort reached Std VIII in 2012, this figure
was 80.9%. The progress of each of these cohorts can be understood in the same way.

98 ASER 2018



Gujaral ruraL

Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient.

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level

All children 2018

Arithmetic

ASER learning assessments are conducted in the household. Children in the age group 5-16 are assessed. Assessments are conducted in 19 languages across
the country. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Arithmetic Tool (Gujarati)

Annual Status of Education Report

Facilitated by PRATHAM

Std NBECNED | (MBS TIPS M 27 Subtract | Divide Total
1-9 19 10-99
| 33.5 51.2 10.7 2.6 2.0 100
1] 13.8 45.1 33.6 6.5 1.0 100
1 5.8 26.1 42.5 23.3 2.3 100
\Y 4.9 17.8 35.4 27.8 14.1 100
\% 2.3 12.5 34.4 30.7 20.1 100
VI 2.2 10.1 28.0 32.3 27.4 100
Vil 1.8 5.8 26.4 31.6 34.3 100
VIl 0.8 7.7 23.3 325 35.6 100

The arithmetic tool is a progressive tool. Each row shows the variation in children’s
arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, among children in Std 111, 5.8%
cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 26.1% can recognize numbers up to 9 but cannot
recognize numbers up to 99 or higher, 42.5% can recognize numbers up to 99 but
cannot do subtraction, 23.3% can do subtraction but cannot do division, and 2.3%
can do division. For each grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 8: Trends over time In most states, children are
expected to do 2-digit by

2-digit subtraction with

Arithmetic in Std Il by school type
2012, 2014, 2016 and 2018
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Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII by school type

2012, 2014, 2016 and 2018

% Children in Std Il who  porrowing by Std I1. Table 8

Year can do at least subtraction shows the proportion of
Govt Put Govt &  children in Std Il who can

Pvt do subtraction. This figure

2012 12.0 33.6 14.0 is a proxy for “grade level”
2014 12.4 35.2 14.9 arithmetic for Std lll. Data
2016 18.3 31.9 19.6 for children enrolled in
2018 228 431 25.7 government schools and

% Children in Std V who can | % Children in Std VIII who
Year do division can do division
Govt | P | S| Gowt | pw | COME
2012 12.4 34.0 13.9 39.2 58.2 41.4
2014 13.9 34.8 16.1 29.3 50.4 32.6
2016 145 32.2 16.1 33.9 44.4 34.8
2018 18.4 34.2 20.2 35.8 32.4 35.6

private schools is shown

* This is the weighted average for children in
separately.

government and private schools only.

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children who can do division
Cohorts of children in Std IV in 2008, 2010, 2012 and 2014
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This graph shows the progress of four cohorts from Std IV to Std VIII. For example, the
first cohort was in Std IV in 2008, in Std VI in 2010, and in Std VIIl in 2012. For this
cohort, % children who were at division level in Std IV (in 2008) was 13.2% and in
Std VI (in 2010) was 30.4%. When the cohort reached Std VIl in 2012, this figure was
41.4%. The progress of each of these cohorts can be understood in the same way.

ASER 2018
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% Children who can read % Children who can do at least % Children who can
Age group Std Il level text Age group subtraction do division
Male Female All Male Female All Male Female All
Age 8-10 41.9 48.1 44.9 Age 8-10 37.9 38.5 38.2 12.7 10.5 11.6
Age 11-13 64.8 72.0 68.4 Age 11-13 63.9 65.4 64.7 30.3 33.6 32.0
Age 14-16 N 77.8 7.7 Age 14-16 62.8 65.1 64.0 38.9 39.1 39.0

These questions were asked only to children in the age group 14-16. For each task, the surveyor showed the visual and read out the question to the child.
The exact answer given by the child was recorded. The results are reported only for those children who were able to do at least subtraction correctly.
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Calculating discount "

Calculating time Applying unitary Financial decision

Age method making 9
Male |Female| All [ Male |[Female| All | Male |Female| All | Male [Female| All F ' A
Age 14 195 | 18.2 |18.7 | 35.3 | 17.7 | 244|221 | 158 |18.2 (165 | 49 | 93 r... : : -

Age 15 22.6 | 34.7 | 29.4 | 29.6 | 27.6 | 28,5 6.0 | 12.6 | 9.7 | 10.9 6.8 | 8.6
Age 16 27.3 | 26.0 | 26.7 | 34.4 | 37.2 | 35.7 | 13.7 | 15.4 | 145 | 235 15 132
Age14-16 | 22.9 | 26.5 | 24.9 | 32.7 | 25.5 | 28.7 | 13.2 | 14.4 |13.9 | 16.2 50| 9.9

Calculating time Applying unitary Financial _decmon
Age method making
Male [Female| All | Male [Female| All | Male [Female| All | Male [Female| All

Calculating discount

Age 14 341 | 28.2 |30.9 | 485 | 452 | 46.8 | 25.2 | 27.1 |26.2 [ 20.4 | 14.7 | 17.4
Age 15 43.1 | 33.8 |38.4 [48.9 | 51.3 |50.1 | 223 | 21.4 |21.8 |19.6 | 8.2 | 13.8
Age 16 36.5 | 36.3 |36.4 | 36.4 | 39.6 | 38.0 | 13.3 | 245 |18.8 | 17.0 | 11.5 | 14.3
Age 14-16 | 37.7 | 32.2 | 34.9 | 44.9 | 455 | 45.2 | 20.7 | 24.6 [22.7 | 19.1 | 11.8 | 15.4
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In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about schools in this report
is based on these visits.

2010 | 2014 | 2016 | 2018 .
Primary schools

Primary schools 2010 | 2014 | 2016 | 2018

(Std I-IV/V) 66 67 82 105 (Std I-IV/V)
Upper primary schools
(Std 1-VII/VIN) 557 653 562 539 % Schools where Std Il children were
observed sitting with one or more other
Total schools visited 623 720 644 644 classes 9 56.1 ( 77.3 | 89.0 | 714

% Schools where Std IV children were
observed sitting with one or more other | 51.7 | 69.4 | 88.5 | 70.6

Primary schools classes
(Stld I-Ir\);N) 2010 | 2014 | 2016 2018 T .
‘(”/;)\VEer;;(;LI)ed children present 87.4 855 894 891 (std VIV 2010 | 2014 | 2016 | 2018
0,
(/’:\;I'e?zgz)ers present 94.7 94.1 916 89.1 % Schools where Std Il children were
i observed sitting with one or more other
(Légjpii/ﬂ;{/rm)ry schools 2010 | 2014 | 2018 2018 clasces g 33.6 | 45.2 | 47.4 | 46.9
E/Xvi?;(égfd children present 84.4 82.5 83.0 84.9 % Schools_vx{here _Std IV children were
9% Teachers present observed sitting with one or more other | 30.7 | 37.5 | 43.6 | 40.4
(Average) 95.9 93.5 90.8 92.9 classes
% Schools with 2010 | 2014 | 2016 | 2018
Mid-day | Kitchen shed for cooking mid-day meal 88.3 | 90.0 | 91.9 | 90.4
meal Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 96.2 | 942 | 954 | 941
No facility for drinking water 14.2 8.5 9.7 6.4
Drinking | Facility but no drinking water available 6.5 4.5 5.8 5.6
water Drinking water available 79.4 | 87.0 | 84.6 | 88.0
Total 100 100 | 100 100
No toilet facility 2.6 1.7 0.3 0.2
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 32.6 135 | 16.8 8.5
Toilet useable 64.8 | 84.8 | 829 | 913
Total 100 100 | 100 100
No separate provision for girls’ toilet 12.7 5.8 2.4 2.6
. Separate provision but locked 20.7 5.6 6.5 1.1
g::::{ Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 16.7 7.2 | 10.0 8.8
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 499 | 814 | 81.1 | 87.4
Total 100 100 | 100 100
No library 16.2 7.7 | 122 | 147
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit| 35.2 | 54.0 | 45.5 | 44.8
Library books being used by children on day of visit 48.5 | 38.3 | 42.3 | 405
Total 100 100 | 100 100
Electricity connection 99.2 | 994
Electricity | Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with electricity 040 | 965
available on day of visit
No computer available for children to use 47.8 | 18.7 | 24.8 | 33.1
Computer Available but not being used by children on day of visit 243 | 52.8 | 43.7 | 429
Computer being used by children on day of visit 279 | 285 | 315 | 24.0
Total 100 100 | 100 100
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In each sampled village, the largest government school with primary sections is visited on the day of the survey. Information about schools in this report is
based on these visits.

2010 2014 2016 2018
Primary schools
(Std I-IV/V) 33.3 43.3 68.4 52.4
Upper primary schools
(Std I=VIVIIN) 1.3 2.8 4.0 5.0
. Std I-IV/ | Std I-vII/ | All
0,
ORI V VIII schools
Physical education period in the timetable| 68.4 72.6 72.0
Dedicated | No physical education period but
time for dedicated time allotted 23.2 23.7 23.6
physical No physical education period and
education | ng dedicated time allotted 8.4 3.7 4.5
Total 100 100 100
Separate physical education teacher 34.7 28.8 29.7
Physical Other physical education teacher 51.0 56.9 56.0
education
teacher No physical education teacher 14.3 14.3 14.3
Total 100 100 100
Playground inside the school premises 78.8 83.0 82.4
Playground outside the school premises 6.1 8.9 8.4
Playground
No accessible playground 15.2 8.1 9.2
Total 100 100 100
Availability of any sports equipment 63.6 84.4 81.0
Supfar_wsed physical education activity observed on day 485 44.0 447
of visit
2014 2016 2018
% Schools which reported having an SMC 99.2 98.9 98.9
Of all schools that have an SMC, % schools that had the last SMC meeting
Before July 8.0 8.1 25
Between July and September 88.9 72.6 96.7
After September 3.1 19.4 0.8
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