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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient. Facilitated by PRATHAM

School enroliment

Arunachal Pradesh rura @—

Table 1: % Children enrolled in different types of schools by T 12 DD Goel i

age group and gender 2016

% Children not enrolled in school by age group and gender
2006, 2008, 2010, 2012, 2014 and 2016

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other s,,\lc%toionl Total 20

Age 6-14: All 67.9 295 0.2 2.4 100 12

Age 7-16: All 71.0 25.7 0.1 3.1 100 1

Age 7-10: All 63.0 34.2 0.1 2.7 100 c12

Age 7-10: Boys 61.1 36.6 0.1 2.2 100 %10

Age 7-10: Girls 65.5 31.4 0.2 3.0 100 ; 8

Age 11-14: All 75.7 21.8 0.2 2.3 100 6 ™

Age 11-14: Boys 75.7 220 0.1 2.2 100 4 — O

Age 11-14: Girls 76.0 215 0.3 2.2 100 2 \r_‘—r\‘r‘? 1

Age 15-16: All 80.9 12.2 0.0 6.8 100 0 2006 2008 2010 2012 014 2016

Age 15-16: Boys 78.5 13.8 0.0 7.7 100 —8—Gto 14 Al mmm 1 to 14 Boys 11 to 14 Girls

Age 15-16: Girls — 102 Li = 100 Bars show the proportion of boys and girls age 11-14 who were not enrolled in school in

'Other' includes children going to Madarsa and EGS. a given year. The line shows how the proportion of children age 6-14 who were not

‘Not in school" includes children who never enrolled or have dropped out. enrolled in school has changed over the period 2006-2016.

Chart 2: Trends over time avle 2: Age-grade d outio

% Children enrolled in private schools in Std |-V and Std VI-VIII o L SHE QJrelele W ehfs

2010, 2012, 2014 and 2016 016
0 s 6|78 |9 |w0]|n|12]13]14][15]16]Total

I 22.8|32.5|23.1] 10.0| 6.2 54 100

" Il 16.9|18.2| 22.1| 20.6| 12.2 10.1 100
® I 34 | 116|27.7|283|144 | 67 7.8 100

_agso v 5.0 11.6| 23.6{29.1|15.1 | 89 6.8 100

%40 \% 4.6 9.6258(239|163| 89| 57| 52 100

T30 Vi 43 140(213(27.4 [ 175 92| 64 | 100
2 ] VIl 34 87|27.8|29.4[18.1| 86| 40| 100
10 ] VIl 4.1 12.6|26.6|27.11 17.7[12.0 | 100

This table shows the age distribution for each grade. For example, in Std Ill, 27.79% children
are 8 years old but there are also 11.6% who are 7, 28.3% who are 9, 14.4% who are 10,
M std v Std VI-vill 6.7% who are 11, and 7.8% who are 12 or older.

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 enrolled in different types of

2010 2012 2014 2016

pre-school and school 2016

In balwadi| | q/ In school S;;to?f,
Age or nUKG or pre- | Total
anganwadi Govt. | Pvt. | Other | school
Age 3| 22.8 214 55.7 100
Age 4| 19.1 40.2 40.7 100
Age 5 2.1 4.7 41.8 43.0 0.0 8.5 100
Age 6 1.2 33 51.8 315 0.2 6.0 100

For 3 and 4 year old children, only pre-school status is recorded.
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Facilitated by PRATHAM

ASER assessments are conducted in the household. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Table 4: % Children by grade and reading level
All children 2016

Reading Tool

stg  |[Noteven| | iier | Word Std | Sl | otal Std Il level text Std | level text

letter level text | level text i :
| 19.0 51.6 21.9 5.3 22 100 TR P '
[ 100 | 496 | 275 9.0 38 | 100 & @ml aﬁmﬂ;ﬁi !g: Al e @ﬂmi'g :1; |I
i 2.0 342 | 363 15.7 1.8 100 el ST &1 | g fa e & AT Y TR TR TE |
WY 1.0 16.6 34.9 27.0 20.4 100 3| “\:r-“tﬁ% T & ARl B a8 @1 @A) Al ’ﬂgl
V 0.4 1.9 345 27.8 25.5 100 g e Aosy 9 fFar |
VI 0.0 57 | 227 335 38.1 100 o =gt e e g wIe | @ Letters Words
Vil 0.4 33 | 120 31.4 530 | 100 PR TE-TRE B UGN TFIY (@ = =) [we o
vl 0.0 2.1 6.7 23.2 68.1 100 W WS T R uF R 5 31 .
Each row shows the variation in children's reading levels within a given grade. For example, T | ST 981 UD < !m "
among children in Std Ill, 2% cannot even read letters, 34.2% can read letters but not %l s‘ﬂﬁs’fq af[ 'ﬂ'ﬁ W AR T 9 9 i wa
words or higher, 36.3% can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 15.7% can read % e
Std I level text but not Std Il level text, and 11.8% can read Std Il level text. For each grade, I H LG )| fa=
the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 5: Trends over time
Reading in Std Ill by school type

Table 6: Trends over time
Reading in Std V and Std VIII by school type

The highest level in the ASER

reading assessment is a Std ||

2010, 2012, 2014 and 2016 2010, 2012, 2014 and 2016

] ] level text. Table 5 shows the ) ] ) ]
% Children in Std Il who ion of children in Std % Children in Std V who can | % Children in Std VIII who
Y can read Std Il level text proportion of children in St Year read Std Il level text can read Std Il level text
Sl GVt & [Il' who can read Std Il level Covi & G &
ovt. o i . :
Govt. Pvt. pyt*  text This figure is a proxy Govt. Pvt. Pyt * Govt. Pvt. PyL*
2010 72 | 409 | mo for grade level" reading for 2010 | 393 | 676 | 418 | 802 | 852 | 808
2012 155 | 421 | 212 >t !l Data for children 2012 52.1 688 | 554 | 844 | 956 | 859
enrolled in government
2014 5.8 249 10.3 ; 2014 43.4 51.2 445 70.5 83.8 72.5
schools and private schools
2016 2.3 335 1.8 . 2016 16.7 52.6 253 63.1 89.3 68.1
is shown separately.

* This is the weighted average for children in
government and private schools only.

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.

‘

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children who can read Std Il level text
Cohorts of children in Std IV in 2008, 2010 and 2012

100

90 2012
80

70 o012 2016 |

60 007

| | 2014
2012

50

% Children

40

2008
30 2000 H

20 - — - — -

Cohort in Std IVin 2008 Cohort in Std IVin 2010 Cohort in Std IV in 2012
W s v Std VI Std VIII

This graph shows the progress of three cohorts from Std IV to Std VIII. For example, the
first cohort was in Std IV in 2008, in Std VIin 2010, and in Std VIII in 2012. For this cohort:
% children who could read Std Il level text in Std IV (in 2008) was 32.7%, and in Std VI (in
2010) was 55.8%. When the cohort reached Std VIIl in 2012, this figure was 85.9%. The
progress of each of these cohorts can be understood in the same way.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient. Facilitated by PRATHAM

Arithmetic

ASER assessments are conducted in the household. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

Arithmetic Tool

RURAL

Table 7: % Children by grade and arithmetic level

All children 2016

Stg | Not even | Recognize numbers | g oot | pivide | Total

1-9 1-9 [ 10-99 . :
| 13.1 27.7 53.4 47 10 100 o Ve s Wi i
Il 8.3 18.7 59.3 12.3 1.5 100 E m a 64

- - 7)928
i 16 8.0 58.7 27.8 3.9 100 EE e
v 03 %) 472 36.4 140 100 o2 | [z 84 73

(o2] (]| 58 .%o

V 0.0 1.8 429 36.4 19.0 100 E] E
VI 0.0 0.7 30.0 425 26.8 100 47 72 56 a1
VII 0.0 0.8 17.6 39.1 42.5 100 IE - 37 -13 W
vill 00 03 152 | 290 | 555 100 8] L#

Each row shows the variation in children's arithmetic levels within a given grade. For example, 45 53

among children in Std Ill, 1.6% cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 8% can recognize E E} @ -18 - 24 4 i 519i
numbers up to 9 but cannot recognize numbers up to 99 or higher, 58.7% can recognize RN
numbers up to 99 but cannot do subtraction, 27.8% can do subtraction but cannot do

division, and 3.9% can do division. For each grade, the total of these exclusive categories

is 10006
Table 8: Trends over time In most states, children are Table 9: Trends over time
Arithmetic in Std Ill by school type expected to do 2-digit by Arithmetic in Std V and Std VIII by school type
2010, 2012, 2014 and 2016 . . . 2010, 2012, 2014 and 2016
2-digit subtraction with

% Children in Std llI V\{hO borrowing by Std II. Table 8 % Children in.S.tq V who can | % Children in .St.d.VIII who

can do at least subtraction . Y do division can do division
Year shows the proportion of car

Govt. Put. vat-*& children in Std Ill who can Govt. Put. vat-*& Govt. Put. vat-*&

VET_ do subtraction. This figure is vt vt

2010 38.2 700 | 417 4 proxy for "grade level” 2010 28.9 60.8 31.7 715 | 787 72.3
2012 47.9 70.1 52.6 arithmetic for Std Ill. Data 2012 43.1 61.4 46.7 79.5 90.9 81.1
2014 340 473 37.1  for children enrolled in 2014 35.6 36.9 35.8 59.7 585 59.5
2016 222 532 | 316 government schools and 2016 n7 | #12 | 187 | 525 | 686 | 555

. ) - — 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.
: 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 and 2012

100

90

80 2012

70
60 2012_2014

50 2010

% Children

40

30 2008

20 - 2010 - — - —

Cohort in Std IVin 2008 Cohort in Std IVin 2010 Cohort in Std IV in 2012
W s v Std VI Std VIII

This graph shows the progress of three 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 VIl in 2012. For this cohort:
% children who were at division level in Std IV (in 2008) was 31.1%, and in Std VI (in 2010)
was 49.2%. When the cohort reached Std VIII in 2012, this figure was 81.1%. The progress
of each of these cohorts can be understood in the same way.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient. Facilitated by PRATHAM

Reading and comprehension in English

ASER assessments are conducted in the household. The type of school in which children are enrolled (government or private) is also recorded.

RURAL

Table 10: % Children by grade and reading level in English

All children 2016 English Tool

Std N;tpietvaeln Capital | Small | Simple | Easy Total {(® = (o 3w
letters

letters letters | words |sentences A J Q h p X

| 15.3 17.9 45.7 16.5 4.6 100
N E u m
Il 9.3 1.5 47.4 24.7 7.1 100
1l 1.6 35 38.8 39.0 17.1 100 Y R O d g t
\Y 1.2 0.7 19.0 48.8 30.3 100
v 0.4 06 | 151 | 504 | 334 | 100 = (==
Vi 0.5 0.4 7.5 47.3 44.3 100 cat red| |Whatis the time?
Vil 0.1 0.8 3.2 32.6 63.3 100 SuB This is a large house.
VI 0.3 0.2 2.5 21.1 758 100 fan
new Ilike to read.

Each row shows the variation in children's reading levels in English within a given grade. S
For example, among children in Std I1l, 1.6% cannot even read capital letters, 3.5% can read bus She has many books.
capital letters but not small letters or higher, 38.8% can read small letters but not words
or higher, 39% can read words but not sentences, and 17.1% can read sentences. For each

grade, the total of these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 11: % Children by grade who can comprehend English

All children 2016

Of those who can read Of those who can read

Std words, % children sentences, % children
who can tell meanings who can tell meanings

of the words of the sentences

| 62.4

Il 57.2

1 60.6 83.5

1% 59.0 82.6

Y 65.3 82.5

VI 68.6 829

Vil 67.4 89.4

VI 66.5 93.0

ASER records information about paid additional private tutoring by asking the following question: "Does the child take any paid tuition class currently?”
Therefore the numbers given below do not include any unpaid supplemental help in learning that the child may have received.

el UL W $ Table 13: Tuition expenditures by school type
0o dre 0 and 0 0 00 De and 2016
on 2010, 20 014 3 0

- 9% Children in different tuition

Std Category 2010 2012 2014 2016 Type of | ©xpenditure categories (in Rupees per month)
Govt notition] 785 | 638 | 678 | 612 ol school | Rs. 100 | Rs.101- | Rs. 201- | Rs. 301
Govt. + Tuition 7.9 103 8.6 5.0 orless | 200 | 300 |ormore|
Std |-y LPvE no tuition 8.9 13.0 16.1 23.8
Py, + Tuition 47 | 129 | 76 | 100 Std v | Govt. | T4 173 ) 455 ) 358 100
Total 100 100 100 100
Govt. no tuition | 803 | 698 | 719 | 737 o) (R IR 12| M2 ) 394 ) 482 1 100
Govt. + Tuition 8.6 14.4 9.7 6.3
Std VI-VIII PVL. 1o tuition 72 73 132 138 Std VI-VIII| Govt. 2.9 3.0 14.3 79.9 100
Pvt. + Tuition 4.0 8.5 5.2 6.2

- 0.9 1.1 16.8 81.2 100
Total 100 100 100 100 Std VI-VIII| Pvt.
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Data is not presented where sample size is insufficient. Facilitated by PRATHAM

School observations

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.

able 14 ends ove < Table 16: Trends over time
ber o 00 Ji Small schools and multigrade classes
010, 20 014 and 2016 2010, 2012, 2014 and 2016
Type of school 2010 | 2012 | 2014 | 2016 Primary schools (Std I-IV/V) 2010 | 2012 | 2014 | 2016
Primary schools
(Std 1-IV/V) 152 103 91 86 % Schools with total enrollment
Upper primary schools of 60 or less 521 550 | 62.1 | 68.6
(Std 1-VII/VIlT) 107 75 98 | 126 :
% Schools where Std Il children were
Total schools visited 259 178 189 212 observed sitting with one or more other | 354 | 31.3 | 483 | 42.2
classes
Table 15: Trends over time - % Schools where Std IV children were
Student and teacher attendance on the day of visit observed sitting with one or more other | 28.6 | 26.4 | 40.0 | 38.0
2010, 2012, 2014 and 2016 classes
Primary schools )
(Std 1-IV}V) 2010 2012 2014 | 2016 (LJSF')(ZET {)/rlllr/nva”r?/) schools 2010 | 2012 | 2014 | 2016

% Enrolled children present
82.8 82.1 83.7 741

(Average) )
% Teachers present % Schools with total enroliment 71 67 152 | 211
(Average) 86.1 81.4 847 | 815 of 60 or less
r primary school 0 i
gﬁzﬂ-{)/u/\zu% S 20002 206 20 c:(;ssefc:d()lssitg:gervevi;tir:le Zhr"r:frz other | 237 | 169 | 305 | 276
% Enrolled children present classes
(Average) 820 | 823 850 | 776 % Schools where Std IV children were
% Teachers present observed sitting with one or more other | 23.9 | 12.1| 22.2 | 20.2
(Average) 84.2 87.0 82.3 81.0 classes
School facilities
d01€ C () OVE
V(i 00 elected 00
010, 20 014 and 2016
% Schools with 2010 | 2012 | 2014 | 2016
Mid-day Kitchen shed for cooking mid-day meal 64.0 515 | 574 | 56.0
meal Mid-day meal served in school on day of visit 47.1 49.7 | 57.5 | 50.5
No facility for drinking water 369 | 449 | 40.1 | 370
Drinking Facility but no drinking water available 9.5) 6.2 6.4 | 123
water Drinking water available 53.2 | 489 | 53,5 | 50.7
Total 100 100 100 100
No toilet facility 20.8 | 20.2 | 30.8 1.9
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 53.9 | 446 | 34.1 38.9
Toilet useable 25.3 | 35.1 35.1 49.3
Total 100 100 100 100
No separate provision for girls' toilet 60.4 | 45.6 51.6 | 34.7
. Separate provision but locked 1.3 | 23.2 10.1 12.6
?olirll:t Separate provision, unlocked but not useable 16.2 80 | 138 | 16.8
Separate provision, unlocked and useable 122 | 232 | 245 | 358
Total 100 100 100 100
No library 87.0 | 84.1 75.0 | 65.4
Library Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 6.7 1.4 169 | 26.1
Library books being used by children on day of visit 6.3 4.6 8.2 8.5
Total 100 100 100 100
. Electricity connection 575
Electricity - — - - — - —
Of schools with electricity connection, % schools with electricity available on day of visit 72.8
No computer available for children to use 85.7 | 85.8 | 89.8 | 87.7
Computer Available but not being used by children on day of visit 6.4 8.5 7.0 1n.4
Computer being used by children on day of visit 8.0 5.7 3.2 1.0
Total 100 100 100 100
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School funds and activities

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.
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Every year schools in India receive three grants. These are
the only funds over which schools have any expenditure

Table 18: Trends over time

% Schools reporting receipt of SSA grants - Full financial year

: discretion. Since 2009, ASER has been tracking whether
. . Maintenance | Development | TLM grant d when thi h hool
Full financial year grant grant and when this money reaches schools.
How much goes to For what purpose?
April 2010 to March 201 67.8 63.7 70.0 each school?
April 2011 to March 2012 59.8 51.2 60.5 School Maintenance Grant
April 2013 to March 2014 69.9 58.9 30.8 (75 B30 - i 7800 fpar | (il off st
school per year if the building, including
April 2015 to March 2016 63.8 47.1 9.5 school has upto 3 whitewashing,

Table 19: Trends over time

% Schools reporting receipt of SSA grants - Half financial year

classrooms

(Rs. 7,500 - Rs. 10,000) per
year if the school has more
than 3 classrooms

bathrooms, hand pump
repairs, building,
boundary wall,
playground etc.

I el e Maintenance | Development | TLM grant Note: Primary and Upp§r Primary_schools are treqted
grant grant as separate schools even if they are in the same premises.
April 201 to date of survey (2011) 39.6 370 36.4 School Development Grant/School Facility Grant ‘
April 2012 to date of survey (2012) 27.6 21.2 373 Rs. 5,000 per year per
] Primary School (Std I-IV/V) :
April 2014 to date of survey (2014) 26.4 22.6 19.4 Rs. 7,000 per year per School equipment, such
April 2016 to date of survey (2016) |  10.9 7.1 22 Upper Primary School | 35 blackboards, mats etc
pr 0 date of survey : . : Also to buy chalk, dusters,

(Std VI-VIII)

Rs. 5,000 + Rs. 7,000 =
Rs. 12,000 if the school
is Std [-VII/VIII

Note: Primary and Upper Primary schools are treated

Note for Tables 18 and 19: Grant information was not collected in ASER 2013. registers, and other office

equipment.

Table 20: % Schools carrying out different activities

April 2013 to | April 2015 to as separate schools even if they are in the same premises.
Type of activity date(zo(;sdjrvey date( zog 1s£l;]rvey Teaching Learning Material (TLM) Grant
Rs. 500 per teacher per ] ]
] | buil for teachers i To buy teaching aids,
Construction | New classroom built 24.3 12.7 W el WIS (1 such as charts, posters,
: : Primary and Upper models etc
White wash/plastering 34.3 36.2 Primary schools '
. Repair of drinking water facility 314 278 N(?te: In 2014-15 & 2015-16, Government of India
i5ipell withdrew the TLM grant for most states. This was
Repair of toilet 21.4 26.6 reinstated in 2016-17.
Mats, Tat patti etc. 23.9 22.9
Purchase Charts, globes or other teaching
material 46.0 44.1
Table 21: School Management Committee (SMC) in schools
2014 2016
% Schools which reported having an SMC 96.1 98.1

Of the schools that have SMC, % schools that had the last SMC meeting

Before July 36.0 31.4

59.8 62.8

Between July and September

After September 43 5.8




