PUDUCHERRY ruraL

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM 2 OUT OF 2 DISTRICTS

Facilitated by PRATHAM

SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND OUT OF SCHOOL CHILDREN

TABLE 1: % CHILDREN IN DIFFERENT TYPES OF % Out of CHART 1: TRENDS OVER TIME
SCHooLS 2009 school % CHILDREN OUT OF SCHOOL BY AGE GROUP AND GENDER 2006-2009
Total

Not in

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other School 20
AGE: 6 -14 ALL 78.2 21.2 0.0 0.5 100
AGE: 7-16 ALL 80.5 18.3 0.0 1.2 100 15
AGE: 7-10 ALL 75.5 24.2 0.0 0.3 100 c
AGE: 7-10 BOYS 78.9 20.6 0.0 0.5 100 §10
AGE: 7-10 GIRLS 72.1 27.9 0.0 0.0 100 _‘2
AGE: 11-14 ALL 83.0 16.4 0.0 0.6 100
AGE: 11-14 BOYS 80.5 19.0 0.0 0.5 100 4
AGE: 11-14 GIRLS 85.8 13.5 0.0 0.7 100 %
AGE: 15-16 ALL 85.1 11.3 0.0 3.6 100 0 é‘ E f .

2006 2007 2008 2009
AGE: 15-16 BOYS 85.0 15.0 0.0 0.0 100
s 7-10 bOYS i 7-10 GirlS s 11-14 bOYS sy 11-14 girls

AGE: 15-16 GIRLS 85.3 7.4 0.0 7.4 100

NOTE : 'otHER' includes chidren going to madarssa and EGS.
‘NoT IN scHooL” = dropped out + never enrolled.

CHART 2: TRENDS OVER TIME TABLE 2: SAMPLE DESCRIPTION

% CHILDREN AGE 6-14 ENROLLED IN PVT. SCHOOL 2006-2009 % CHILDREN IN EACH CLASS BY AGE 2009

60 St’p. 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total
| 53.4 39.7 6.9 100
50
Il 0.0 343 56.3 9.5 0.0 100
40
S n 4.1 29.0 59.5 4.2 3.2 100
=
530 v 2.0 35.3 48.6 14.1 0.0 100
N
20 v 2.7 12.7 74.7 7.2 2.4 100
10 Vi 3.5 15.2 32.9 35.6 10.7 2.2 100
Vil 5.1 8.5 60.2 20.0 3.6 2.6 100
2006 2007 2008 2009
Years viil 1.2 14.4 55.5 21.4 7.5 100
How to read the table: In Std IIl, 92.7% (29.0+59.5+4.2) children are in age group 7
to9.
YOUNG CHILDREN IN PRE-SCHOOL AND SCHOOL
TABLE 3: % CHILDREN WHO ATTEND CHART 3: TRENDS OVER TIME
DIFFERENT TYPES OF PRE-SCHOOL & SCHooOL 2009 % CHILDREN AGE 3-4 NOT ATTENDING PRE-SCHOOL (ICDS OR OTHER)
2006-2009
In School o @ 70
In balwadi 52 3 60
T In LKG/ :? ; § 50
anganwadi %€ Govt. Pvt. oOther 2§ _§40
530
AGE 3  49.2 49.0 1.9 100 220
10
AGE 4 17.8 82.3 0.0 100 o — —
2006 2007 2008 2009
AGE 5 4.8 14.7 47.8 32.8 0.0 0.0 100 HAge3 ' Age4
AGE 6 0.0 3.4  66.6 28.2 0.0 1.7 100 Of the villages visited, Anganwadi/Pre-School presence has been recorded in 100 %

villages.
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READING IN OWN LANGUAGE
‘ TABLE 4: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ (ALL ScHooLs) 2009

. Level 1 Level 2 - e
sto.  Nothing Letter  Word (gypText) (Stp2Text) Total Beoding Test
Hd §Lewnl pr=a il 5 ILewul . —
I 20.6 45.1 27.0 3.5 3.8 100 N - ’ h—
-] €1 5 1N yaeari o -
Il 6.7 36.3 43.5 11.5 2.1 100 ] ] enturs e s e
liwid ir @ arnall willage, Her i sow @ lasge ool
] 1.6 18.6 40.2 31.2 8.5 100 viloge I in e loresl # T
v 1.3 9.5 33.2 35.1 20.9 100 holkat: bowr chayi §o walk 1o e wan o e it sk
\'" 0.9 2.3 20.3 40.6 36.0 100 i S, Rgalius wamils 4
Vi 0.0 0.0 14.7 32.0 53.2 100 raresl, She wonk i see the
- d (] haond Eit
Vil 0.0 0.5 3.5 25.2 70.7 100 world outtide. Mer mofher —
il 0.0 1.2 2.4 9.8 86.6 100 hells herto shudy well. When v f col bk
TotaL 33 125 224 25.0 36.8 100 she Is big, she can go ho g R e ey
gwn
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. Thus a child who can college in town. i q sy bald
read Std Il level text can read letters, words, and Std 1 level text. . d

CHART 5: TRENDS OVER TIME
% CHILDREN WHO CAN READ Stp Il LEVEL TEXT (IN GOVT SCHOOLS IN

CHART 4: TRENDS OVER TIME
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN IDENTIFY LETTERS

(IN GovT scHooLs IN STD | - IV) 2006-2009 StD IV - VII) 2006-2009
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READING AND COMPREHENSION IN ENGLISH

TABLE 5: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN READ TABLE 6: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO ENGLISH TooL
ENGLISH (ALL ScHooLS) 2009 COMPREHEND ENGLISH (ALL ScHOOLS) 2009

Cannot Can read Can read Can read Can read Total of tho:e whg Of those ":’ih° JEHaLES: TEBT Bemple 21

stp. read capital small simple easy STD. c;"wrﬁﬁ c:;o:els;’ sent::ge;e?’/ who ——metmea
. 'o y /0 I

(l:at':'tral letters letters words sentences meaning of the can tell meaning B H R F i ¥

G words of the sentences
| 23.1 35.1 30.6 8.3 2.8 100 | 100.0 100.0 L ¥ b E
n 123 321 331 178 47 100 I 94.2 100.0 M OF F  u s Kk
1 5.7 11.3 47.4 26.3 9.3 100 [} 81.0 100.0 Pl (SR
v 13 7.8 387 378 143 100 N 73.4 63.1 J NN S
v 08 40 263 423 267 100 V 74.1 97.7 hig e b o tealn
Vi 0.0 1.6 4.4 58.2 35.8 100 Vi 74.4 89.3

[E 1L s muamn | 1 ke i play,
VIl 0.5 2.8 6.8 45.7 44.2 100 Vil 82.6 87.5
(e ] I heve @ Inibher

Vil 0.0 1.3 10.0 18.7 70.0 100 Vil 100.0 90.8
ToTAL 4.8 10.6 248 32.6 27.2 100 TOTAL 79.8 90.5 e ==
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TABLE 7: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN WHO CAN DO ARITHMETIC MATHS ToolL
(ALL ScHooLs) 2009
Recognize Numbers riath TEST T SAMPLE; ]
Stp.  Nothing 1-9 11-99 Subtract Divide  Total = e ——
| 14.9 34.3 38.9 7.2 4.8 100 E |‘ 5 1 “"T“ i :; :: | DAL
| 5.1 23.5 56.8 11.8 2.9 100 = =
m 05 156  42.6 32.5 88 100 ][] (92 | 23 | o i pem—
1% 0.7 3.7 37.3 38.7 19.7 100 f [P g
Vv 0.4 1.2 21.7 42.7 34.1 100 |I| _E' ! i | 3 l .;g f;
vi 0.0 0.0 6.6 47.6 45.8 100 (55 |_FI -2 =2 iy sEaf
vil 0.0 0.5 1.6 38.9 59.0 100 | 5 | 2 : ; : _ 45 43
Vil 0.0 1.2 4.8 9.2 84.8 100 |29 || 1 | =18 = FTE]
ToTAL 2.3 9.0 25.1 29.6 34.1 100 ' el |
NOTE : Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child. Thus a child who be: I =t T o W
can do division, can also recognize numbers 1-9, 11-99 and do subtraction.

CHART 6: TRENDS OVER TIME
% CHILDREN WHO CANNOT EVEN RECOGNIZE NUMBERS uprTO 9

(IN GovT scHooLs IN STp | - IV) 2007-2009

CHART 7: TRENDS OVER TIME
% CHILDREN WHO CAN DO DIVISION (IN GovT SCHOOLS IN STD IV - VII)

2007-2009
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TuiTION

TABLE 8: CLASS-WISE % CHILDREN ATTENDING TUITION CLASSES

BY SCHOOL TYPE 2007 AND 2009

Year School | [} ]l v \'} vi vil viil
Govr 33.3 509 56.1 46.9 55.2 54.7 557 62.2
Pvr. 40.0 48.8 713 69.9 58.7 42.4 755 55.0
Govr 36.5 38.3 46.5 47.1 41.9 49.0 52.2 37.2
Pvr. 28.1 42.6 45.4 43.2 32.7 58.4 49.2 18.1

2007

2009

NOTE : The ASER survey in 2007 and 2009 recorded information about
tuition. In both years, the question asked was the following: “Does the
child take any paid additional class currently?” Therefore, these
numbers do not include any supplemental help in learning that children
may have received from parents or siblings or from anyone else that
did not require payment.
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LEARNING LEVELS IN GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : TRENDS OVER TIME

CHART 8: % CHILDREN IN STD Il wHO CAN AT LEAST READ Stp | CHART 9: % CHILDREN IN STD V wHO CAN DO DIVISION.
LEVEL TEXT. BY SscHooL TYPE 2006-2009 By scHooL TYPE 2006-2009
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LEARNING LEVELS BY GENDER : TRENDS OVER TIME
CHART 10: % Boys AND GIRLS IN STD IIl wHo CAN READ AT LEAST CHART 11: % Boys AND GIRLS IN STD V wHO CAN DO DIVISION
STD | LEVEL TEXT 2007-2009 2007-2009
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EDUCATION : FATHERS AND CHILDREN

TABLE 9: FATHERS AND CHILDREN 2009

Of these fathers :

, o % % % % %
S afrere  Gifls  Children  Children Children  Children
6to14 (Stdll-V) who (StdIlI-V)  (Std 1lI-V) who (Std IV-VIII)
out of can read level who can do can read  attending
school 1 (Std1Text) subtraction words or more tuition

or more or more in English
No Schooling 18.8 0.0 68.7 66.5 49.8 17.2
St |-V 14.2 0.0 60.4 52.6 53.9 31.1
Stp VI-VIII 16.8 0.0 48.5 57.1 50.0 35.5
StD IX-X 31.2 0.0 57.7 58.2 48.8 61.9
ABOVE STD X 19.0 0.0 68.9 68.2 71.3 54.2

NOTE : ASER 2009 recorded information about mothers’ education. Similar analyses can be done with mothers
and children.

NOTE : 23 primary and 10 upper primary schools were visited in 2009. School data available on request.



