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They reached the remotest villages of NE India

I ARUNACHAL PRADESH

NSS Unit of Government Higher Secondary School,
Tawang

Rupa Town Club, West Kameng

Students of Lohit College

Students of Tirap College

Tarhuk Samaj

Local Volunteers of Changlang, Dibang Valley, East
Kameng, East Siang, West Siang, Upper Siang and

Upper Subansiri

I AssaM

All India Student’s Federation (AISF), Golaghat

All India Student’s Federation (AISF), Jorhat

Assam Mahila Samata Society (AMSS), Nagaon
Assam Valley Academy (AVA)

Bhawanipur Cultural Society

Bordaulguri Socio-Economic and Health Development
Organisation (SEHDO)

Daogaphu Youth Club

Goalpara Cultural Society

Integrated Community Development Society
Kalang Kapili Integrated Development Society
Klirdap Welfare Society

Nabarun Shangha Community Centre

North East Educational Social Forum

North East Society for the Promotion of Youth and
Masses

Parijat Self Help Group

Sankalpa

Sishu Adhikar Suraksha Samiti

Social Unity Keeper's Association for All

Society for Progressive Implementation and
Development

Udayan

Uttaran
Wodiwichee

I MANIPUR
Action for Women and Child Development

Chingri Society

Community Development Society

Komlathabi Development Club

Kumbi Kangjeibung Mapal Fishermen Association
Our Carrom Club

People's Endeavour for Social Change

The Youth Goodwill Association

I MEGHALAYA
Khasi Student’s Union

Local Volunteers of Jaintia Hills
Martin Luther Christian University
Ri-Bhoi Youth Federation
Williamnagar College Student’s Union

I Mizoram
Hmarveng Football Club

HS Adventure Club
JF Sporting Club
Kristian Thalai Pawl, Aizwal Branch

Kristian Thalai Pawl, Dinthar Branch, Mamit

Thalai Kristian Pawl, Kolasib Unit

Thalai Kristian Pawl, Moria Unit, Lunglei

Young Mizo Association, Kahrawt Branch, Champhai

I NAGALAND
Confederation of Chang Student’s Union

Govt Primary School Teachers of Mokukchung District
Hills Club

Lesiema Student’s Union

Lotha Student’s Union

Nagaland Society

People’s Agency for Development

Walo Organisation

Working Brigade

Zunheboto Range Student’s Union

Pratham Volunteers of Dimapur

I SIKKIM

Govt College, Namchi
Govt College, Rhenock
Govt College Tadong

I TRIPURA
Agragati Social Organisation

Chetna Social Organisation
Kasturba Gandhi National Memorial Trust, Tripura
Pushparaj Club
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The unseen change

ASER 2011

Madhav Chavan '

The first news of 2012 based on ASER 2011 is that private school enrollment in most states is increasing although
the Right to Education Act for free and compulsory education is in place. Over 25% of rural India‘s children go to
private schools and the numbers will rise in coming years as education and wealth increase. ASER covers rural
districts. The urban numbers are probably changing more rapidly towards private education.

The second piece of news is that not only are India’s learning levels very poor on an international absolute scale,
the levels in government schools in the North have steadily declined with the exception of Punjab and Himachal
Pradesh. The decline is quite alarming and we expect that the results will be discussed, debated and perhaps
even contested in some states. At first glance the decline of reading levels by 10-20 percentage points can seem
shockingly impossible but | think there is enough in the data gathered over the years that indicates that this has
been gradually building up possibly due to multiple factors, and something like Census 2011 has caused a major
dip in the less functional state systems. It is noteworthy that private schools by and large everywhere, and the
states of the South plus Gujarat and Maharashtra do not show a decline of reading levels as measured by ASER.
In fact, some states show steady improvement over the years. On another note, a recent study by Education
Initiatives concludes that scores on common questions in tests given five years apart have declined about 7-10%
among Std 4 children of elite schools of India.? There is an urgent need to find out why learning levels are
declining and to at least arrest the decline and improve the learning levels.

When we started seven years ago, many doubted that we could do the first survey successfully and yet we called
it the ANNUAL Status of Education Report from the very first year. Later there were questions raised if there was
a need to do this massive survey every year. Those who do this year after year also wondered when not much
change was observed year after year, whether all this annual business was worthwhile. But in 2011, the efforts
in doing the annual survey seem to be even more justifiable at least for some time to come.

This article attempts to explore the trends as seen from ASER measurements and observations over the last half
a dozen years, or over a whole Plan period of India. | am sure the issue is more complex and many factors can
be studied. We will be more than happy if researchers feel inspired to use our data to explore this fascinating
phase of gradual but big, measurable but unseen changes in elementary education.

Ever since we launched ASER, our focus has been on two simple key points. First; are all children enrolled in
school? What kind of school? Second; are the children learning at least the very basics of reading and numeracy?
While ASER has won many friends and admirers, we have had our share of critics. We have chosen to focus on
some very basic outcomes of education. If these outcomes improve, there is reason to believe that inputs are
working. When they decline, it is a sure sign that inputs are not working.

Before we did the first survey, it was difficult for us to believe that over 90% rural children of this vast country
were enrolled in schools. But once we had done the survey, we believed it. Many others including some eminent
people did not, and said it was not consistent with their experience. A government sponsored independent
survey around the same time came up with practically the same proportion of enrolled children. Every subsequent
ASER threw up self-consistent numbers and trends at state and national level to further emphasize the validity
and utility of the survey. Subsequently we also measured attendance, which showed that while enrollment was
increasing in the Northern states, attendance of children in schools, which should be the real measure of
enrollment, remained poor.

The increase in enrollment was an intended clear goal of the system and the system responded to the signals
coming from Delhi and state capitals. Large centralized systems respond to simple and clear instructions or goals
and not fine print. In a centralized but ill-functioning system with huge gaps of knowledge and skill-sets, a
complex message is lost in the game of Chinese whispers. Worse, it may lead to a dysfunctional system becoming
worse. A few months ago a senior government official was heard explaining to a gathering of head teachers the
essence of the Right to Education Act. “Enroll all children. Do not beat them. Promote them to the next class.
Make sure they do not drop out. Once you have done all this, you will have achieved RTE”. But will learning
happen simply if children stay in school?

" Madhav Chavan is CEO and President, Pratham Education Foundation.
2 See http://www.ei-india.com/wp-content/uploads/Executive Summary.pdf
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The Government of India has not emphasized improvement in learning goals. The results framework of the
ministry that goes with the annual plan guidelines gives learning outcomes a late and vague mention - all this in
spite of all the evidence pointing towards dismal learning by every measure.

The ASER survey of children’s reading and arithmetic levels has its critics and admirers. Our admirers like its
simplicity and the fact that it has been tested and proven to be robust. The tools and techniques have been
replicated and found to work in other parts of the world. But, the detractors have other views ranging from
doubting the very integrity of the exercise to whether it is correct to measure outcomes at all and everything in
between. Unfortunately, surveys, their potential, their meaning, and their limitations are not well-understood.
Subsequent to ASER, other higher level and more sophisticated studies have been undertaken by Education
Initiatives. NCERT studies have been published, and many state governments have been measuring learning
levels using different methods, some of which are close to the ASER approach. Often these results do not match
thanks to different approaches, methods, and tools. However, broadly all indicate that learning is poor in Indian
schools.

ASER has followed the same basic procedures and has made sure that basic testing tools and methods of
sampling and testing are the same every year for the core tests. As a result, although some of our findings may
be inconsistent with other studies, they are self consistent year after year indicating good precision of the method
and the techniques used.

The massive data gathered over the last years are showing some interesting trends that deserve the attention of
policy-makers and researchers alike. The right to free and compulsory education is now on the ground. How are
people reacting to it? How is it impacting schools? We cannot merely look at its impact every five years. In five
years a Std 1 child will complete primary education and a Std 6 child will either drop out or go on to complete
secondary schooling. But, if we let things go on the way they are, demographic disaster awaits us at the end of
the decade if not sooner.

[l
Private school enrollment is increasing. So, what’s new?

There is plenty new. The RTE act, if seriously implemented, will make it impossible for ‘low cost’ or ‘affordable’
schools to operate. But over the last six years private school enrollment in rural India has gone up by 5.5
percentage points, which translates into an increase of just over 25%. It is quite likely that many, if not most, of
the rural private schools do not meet RTE norms. So unless these children are all enrolled in RTE-compliant
private schools, nearly 40 million rural children will have to be provided place in government schools. But, will
the parents want to put their children in government schools even if they are ‘good’? Can they be compelled to
do so? What information do we have relevant to this question?

As far as private school enrollment is concerned, India can be divided into some broad regions. In the North-
West, states like Punjab, Rajasthan, Haryana have had high enrollment in private schools. Since 2006, these
enrollment numbers have gone up by 5-7 percentage points- thatis a 15-20% increase. The North-East shows
mixed ratios with Assam and Arunachal being moderate, Tripura low, and Meghalaya, Mizoram, Nagaland and
Manipur on the high side of private enrollment. In the East, states have traditionally had low enrollment in
private schools, and these have gone up by about 1-3 percentage points- also a 20% increase. In this region
Bihar has the unique distinction of actually decreasing the proportion enrolled in private school which is a likely
reflection of the massive efforts to open schools, bring out of school children into school and appointing large
numbers of teachers. But we also know that children’s attendance in Bihar is the lowest in the country and nearly
60% elementary school children in this state go to private tutors. Bihar's immediate neighbors are also high tutor
states. Maharashtra and AP show under 10% increase over their previous level of about 29% private school
enroliment. But, the rest of the South is increasingly sending children to private schools.

The major enrollment story is in Tamil Nadu, Kerala, Maharashtra, and Uttar Pradesh. Each story is different in
these extremely diverse states.

In Tamil Nadu, there are several strong reasons for attracting children to government schools - mid-day meal is
said to be a major success over many years in bringing children to government schools. A few years ago a new
child-centric, joyful, print-rich ABL methodology was introduced across the state. Yet, there is an overall increase
of about 8 to 12 percentage points in private enrollment between Std 1 and 8 over five years. But a look at the
charts below makes it obvious that the major increase is in Std 1-5 amounting to about 16 percentage points or
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almost a doubling of private school enroliment. In Std 6-7-8 the increase is about 7 percentage points. It appears
that the government schools in Tamil Nadu are not able to convince the parents that government schools are
better. Is this only because parents associate some kind of a status with private schools and are not concerned
with what goes on in the classroom? If so, is there not a need to reach out to parents and convince them?

Chart 1. Tamil Nadu, Kerala, Uttar Pradesh and Maharashtra: Trends in percentage of children enrolled in
private schools, Std 1-8
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In Uttar Pradesh, which could be seen as the exact opposite of Tamil Nadu as far as government school functioning
is concerned, private school enrollment in Std 1-5 has jumped up almost 20 percentage points to double the
original number; while in upper primary segments, which had a high private enrollment, the increase is small but
still substantial at 5 percentage points. The data suggest that in earlier cohorts private school enrollment in the
early grades was relatively low and it rose as we moved to higher grades. Now it looks like private school
enrollment starts high from as early as Std 1. Perhaps, upper primary private schools are expanding to include
primary segments and those who can afford it are sending their children to private schools.

What is common between UP and Tamil Nadu apart from this big move towards private education? Serious
research is needed to understand why parents in these two very different states are behaving similarly in massive
numbers.

In Kerala, where there was already more than 50% enrollment in private schools, there is still an eight percentage
point increase in private enrollment. In the North-Western states, private school enrollment seems to have
remained steady around 35-40% or inched up slowly, indicating a saturation effect. But Kerala seems to be
breaking through any such saturation. It must be remembered that a very large proportion of private schools in
Kerala are government aided, which are largely absent in the North-Western states. It is not clear if the existing
private schools in Kerala are expanding, or more unaided private schools are opening.

The RTE Act offers "per child cost’ to unaided schools to accept 25% children of weaker sections. In Kerala,
where only 40% are now in government schools and the number is going down, would it not make more sense
to convert all government schools into ‘aided schools’ rather than keeping them under a centralized government
control? Why not opt for a ‘government funded locally managed school” model with either private groups or
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Panchayats running the schools? Or, Kerala, with a very high proportion of private schools, may be ready for
vouchers even though there will be political question marks.

Maharashtra presents a different case in contrast. Its private enrollment in primary segments has hardly gone up
and the enrollments in upper primary segment, which are largely government aided schools, show no major
increase either. The secondary segment in Maharashtra is largely private and aided, which is reflected in the
chart. Why is the Maharashtra response to private schools like that of the Eastern states, which are poorer
economically and educationally and not like Kerala?

These four states in some ways represent the variation among education systems in different states of India. Is
there one “Indian education system”?

These questions present good research opportunities. However, it is almost predictable that unless regulation
prevents it or unless suddenly a large population starts believing in neighborhood/common schools run by the
government, the proportion of children going to private schools will go on increasing. The question is, how far?
Based on previous ASERs and other studies, it is quite obvious that with increasing income and education of
parents, people want to send their children to a private school if one is available nearby. Can government
schools alone convince parents to do otherwise? Is there a need for greater social and political mobilization? Can
it succeed?

v
How effective are Bihar schools? What helps learning?

When we published ASER2005 (the first one) many people were shocked (as were we), and some actually angry
that the proportion of government school children in Bihar who could read was higher than in many other
economically better off states. “Bihar, of all the places!” was an exclamation full of contempt often heard. But
no one seemed to object that the ability to read in Bihar government schools was much higher than in UP or
Rajasthan government schools.

As gurus of surveys say, what surveys provide are measurements and observations. These give estimates upon
processing, which are perceptions of reality through the lenses of the survey tools. There are statistical methods
available to measure how good these are (and ASER passes these tests quite well?). ASER methods and tools
have been replicated successfully by different groups in African countries and in Pakistan. What they mean or
might mean is another thing. It is up to individuals to decide what comparisons to draw and what interpretations
and inferences to make.

So, let us try to unravel the mystery of why Bihar children do better in reading. | will leave it to the economists to
do detailed work and test a primary hypothesis that emerges from the table below.

Table 1. Percent children in different states and systems who can read at least a Std 1 text in Std 3, 2006-11;
and % going to tutors in 2011

% going

State and school type * 2011  totutorsin
2011
Bihar (Govt) 51.7 52.6 49.7 42.3 439 29.9 42.0
Bihar (Pvt) 69.6 714 734 72.5 65.9 72.7 67.2
W Bengal (Govt) X X 47.9 49.3 51.7 46.8 67.9
Rajasthan( Govt) 31.6 28.7 315 25.8 27.2 22.6 4.7
Rajasthan( Pvt) 539 53.8 60.2 52.1 50.3 53.2 94
UP (Govt) 23.5 25.8 24.5 233 26.5 18.0 1.2
UP (Pvt) 50.3 53.2 56.3 48.7 51.3 50.7 13.5

* W Bengal private school data not included due to small observation numbers. Bihar private school data points are also small.

Note that the estimated percentage of children who can at least read a Std 1 text in Std 3 in Bihar and West
Bengal lies in between private schools and government schools of Rajasthan and UP. There is a dip in 2011 in all
these government schools. We shall deal with the decline in 2011 a bit later. For the moment let us work only

3 See http://images2.asercentre.org/ASER survey /ASER-Reliability-Validity-Evaluation.pdf
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with numbers up to 2010. We know that there are many household factors that affect the learning levels of a
child. Once these are controlled, as Dr. Wilima Wadhwa has shown in ASER 2009, the contribution of the private
schools to the child’s learning seems negligible in several states. In the present case, does tutoring represent all
these factors to equalize?

Table 2. Percent government school children who can read depending upon whether they go to tutor or not

Bihar
Government school

Jharkhand
Government school

W Bengal Odisha

Government school = Government school
Based on ASER2011

with without with without with without with without
tutor tutor tutor tutor tutor tutor tutor tutor

% Std 3 who can read
at least a Std 1 text 53.9 329 55.9 276 355 27.9 38.1 24.0

% Std 5 who can read

at least a Std 2 text el 350 52.8 31.3 53.8 44.1 52.9 33.1

In all of the above states large but varied proportions of children go to private tutors. In other states the corresponding
data points are low. The percentage of readers among government school children who go to tutors is unmistakably
high in these high tutor and low private school states.

If the effectiveness of a school system was measured by the proportion of children without tutors who can read
texts of Std 1 and 2 respectively at Std 3 or Std 5, we see an even worse picture. In fact, for those who wish to
compare states, once the tutor effect is removed, most states excepting Kerala, Maharashtra, Punjab, and
Himachal Pradesh start looking very similar.

It is observed in states where learning levels are declining that while the same proportion of children go to tutors
year after year, their contribution to the child’s learning level diminishes. This may mean that the tutor is a
complementary factor and if the school functioning declines, the effectiveness of tutoring is lower too. This
should make sense. It is noticeable that the impact of tutors is not the same in every state and in every class. It
is as though tutoring is also a 'system’, that functions well in some states and not in others.

In other words, the learning level of a child in a government school results from many factors. School is an
important factor but it is only one of the factors.

Let us come to the observation that in 2011 the learning levels of government schools drop substantially. In fact,
in government schools in Rajasthan, UP, and Bihar there is a continuous decline in learning levels over time until
it drops sharply in 2011. It is noteworthy at the same time that the private school learning levels remain more or
less unchanged.

What is going on? One likely contributing factor for big a drop in 2011 is that there was Census in early 2011 and
teachers were pulled out of classrooms right in the most productive part of the school year after the October-
November festive season. But there are other factors changing as well.

The school observation data from ASER can be used to track trends.* The school attendance observed in UP and
Bihar over the last five years is down from 67% in 2007 to 57% in UP and from 59% to 50% in Bihar. The drop
between 2010 and 2011 is sharp. Rajasthan shows no such drop but W Bengal does so in 2011. Teacher
attendance in Bihar and Rajasthan remains at around 85-90% but has declined in UP from 92% to 82%.

Another important observation is that in Rajasthan, which remained unchanged in terms of children’s or teachers’
attendance, the proportion of multigrade classrooms has gone up from 52% to 62%. In UP it has gone up from
43% to 52%. In Kerala it has gone up from 2% to 9%. Note that all these are states with high proportions of
children moving to private schools. With the exception of Maharashtra, Karnataka, and Tamil Nadu, the proportion
of multigrade classes has increased in most states. Whether this is a consequence of a consciously adopted
pedagogy or whether this reflects rationalization of teachers is not clear.

4 ASER is a household survey with sampling done to ensure a representative sample of children at the district level. However for every village that is sampled
for the survey, one government school with primary sections is also visited. The ASER school data is based on these school observations.
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Just to be clear, | am not at all opposed to multigrade classrooms. In fact, | would prefer grouping children
according to their current level rather than age alone. But the classroom management techniques and teacher
preparation required in such situations is very high. If these are weak, as they today are, a multigrade classroom
can prove to be a disaster. If ASER school observations over the years are correct, we are witnessing a quiet
disaster.

Vv
Learning levels declining? Where? Why?

The declining levels of learning and other factors are not unique to Rajasthan, UP, and Bihar. But there are
exceptions as well.

The effectiveness of a system can be increased or decreased by changing a variety of factors. But to clearly
identify these, we first need to have a measure of effectiveness of the system. This is only possible if the system
defines the outcomes it wants and works towards achieving them. If construction of toilets and ensuring that
they function is the desired outcome that the system is aiming for, then the system will respond accordingly as
long as there are no other conflicting factors such as lack of water. If the idea is to ensure that children learn
reading, writing, arithmetic, a focused system can achieve this. If we further want the child to be free of fear,
able to think and express, that can be done. But for all this, the system must function and it should be capable
of receiving messages and translating them effectively into appropriate action.

The exact opposite is also possible. In other words, the estimates of declining percentage of readers in every
class may lead us to infer that the message being interpreted is that learning is not important.

Below are some charts of learning levels of government school systems as measured by ASER in different states
over the years. A quick look at these charts makes it evident that as they move from one class to the next, a
higher proportion of children can read Std 1 level text or more. This is what one would expect, given that some
children do acquire the very basic skills measured by ASER with every additional year in school — although many
do not. In Karnataka in 2011, for example, about 5.3% of children can read Std 1 level text in Std 1. This
number grows to 41.5% by Std 3, and 70% in Std 5. In Tamil Nadu in 2011, 3.9% in Std 1, 26.1 in Std 3, and
67.5% in Std 5 can read a Std 1 level text.

But to assess whether the system is becoming more effective at teaching children to read, we need to compare
the proportion of children who could read Std 1 level text in 2006 with the same proportion in successive years
at the same Std. If the ability of the system to teach basic reading is improving, this should be reflected in an
increase in the proportion of children in (say) Std 3 who could read from 2006 to 2011.

Chart 2. Tamil Nadu and Karnataka: Percent government schools children able to read at least Std 1 text in
respective Std and year

KARNATAKA TAMIL NADU
100 100
2006 90 2006
80
m2007 70 m2007
60
2008 50 2008
W 2009 40 m2009
30
2010 20 2010
104
m2011 | m2011
Std 1 Std 2 Std 3 Std 4 Std 5 Std 1 Std 2 Std 3 Std 4 Std 5

A look at Std 4 in Karnataka and Std 5 in Tamil Nadu suggests that the effectiveness of the classroom as per the
measure of “ % children who can read at least a Std 1 text” is improving year after year. Although the proportion
of children able to read a Std 1 text remains low in absolute terms at every Std in Tamil Nadu, the levels appear
to be rising slowly year after year. At least they are not deteriorating for certain. In both states about 60-65%
children can read at this level by the time they are in Std 5. However, in getting there, more Karnataka children
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learn to read in Std 2 and 3, while more Tamil Nadu children become readers with a jump as they move from Std
3and 4.

In Kerala, Andhra, and Maharashtra there is no observed improvement nor loss of effectiveness of schools by the
same measure.’

Guijarat should be mentioned as a state that has also started showing a steady although slow improvement in
reading levels over the last three years. One major initiative in the state for the last three years is that government
officers visit randomly chosen schools to assess performance of children around November and cross check
teachers’ evaluations.

Children’s attendance, teacher attendance, and the proportion of multigrade classrooms in these states are
largely unchanged or have improved and remain at high levels.

Chart 3. Punjab and Haryana: Percent children in government schools able to read at least a Std 1 text in
respective Std and year

100

PUNJAB HARYANA

100

M 2006 90 W 2006
80

2007 70 2007
60

2008 50 2008

2009 40 2009
30

2010 20+ 2010

10
H2011 0+ H2011
Std 1 Std 2 Std 3 Std 4 Std 5 Std 1 Std 2 Std 3 Std 4 Std 5

Here is an interesting case: Haryana and Punjab - neighbours who share a common capital - show opposing
trends. The two states are almost identical with respect to private school enrollment, student and teacher
attendance, and multigrade classrooms. Outwardly, they should function with the same effectiveness. Yet, one
is getting better while the other is in decline. While Punjab shows year after year improvement especially after
Std 2, Haryana seems to show deterioration especially when children reach Std 5. In other words, the Punjab
system has been converting non-readers into readers at Std 3 and 4 with increasing effectiveness year after year
so far. In contrast, in Haryana, although more children learn to read as they go from say Std 2 to 3 or Std 3 to 4,
each year fewer children are learning to read at each step and this shows up as a cumulative decline in the
percentage of children reading at the same Std when compared across years. In Haryana, the proportion of
children who can read in Std 5 was around 85% in 2006 while it has steadily declined to 75% in 2011. The
increase in Punjab and the decline in Haryana are both obvious and statistically significant.

Chart 4. Odisha and Jharkhand: Percent children in government schools able to read at least a Std 1 text in
respective Std and year.

JHARKHAND ODISHA
100 100
%0 W 2006 90 W 2006
80 80
70 W 2007 70 2007
60 60
50 W2008 50 m 2008
40 W2009 40 W 2009
30 30
20 2010 20 2010
104 |
| m2011 187 m2011
Std 1 Std 2 Std 3 Std 4 Std 5 Std 1 Std 2 Std 3 Std 4 Std 5
> | have used only reading at Std 1 text level as a measure. It could look different if we used another measure, say ability to solve division sums.
ASER 2011 7



The estimated decline in learning levels at Std 3 in UP, W. Bengal, Rajasthan, and Bihar was already shown in a
table above. The decline in Odisha and Jharkhand is sharper at all grade levels especially after 2008. Particularly
noteworthy is the sharp decline at every Std in 2011. It may be noted that average attendance of children in
these states is observed to be around 90%, and teacher attendance is also higher than the average among
Northern and Eastern states. However, the main common factor is that multigrade classrooms have gone up by
7 to 10 percentage points. We are not aware of what else may have changed in the system. The sharp decline
in 2011 is common with other Northern states and might be due to the additional Census factor laid over already
poorly functioning systems.

It should be reiterated that private schools systems in the North do not show a similar decline in these basic
learning levels.

These examples provide sufficient evidence that ASER can capture positive changes, negative changes, and
note status quo in school systems over years.

This brings us to a major negative change in two states of Madhya Pradesh and Chhattisgarh. In Madhya
Pradesh, according to ASER 2005 36% government school children in Std 3 could read at least a Std 1 text. By
2006 this had jumped to 65%. There was a further jump in 2008 to 81% after stability for one year. However, in
subsequent years the Std 3 classes had lesser and lesser proportion of children who could read. The conversion
to readers after Std 3 also slowed down. As a result we see that by 2011 the proportion of basic readers has
fallen way below what it was in Std 3 and Std 5 in 2005-2006.

Chart 5. MP and Chhattisgarh: Percent children in government school able to read at least a Std 1 text in
respective Std and year.

MADHYA PRADESH CHHATTISGARH
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In neighbouring Chhattisgarh, the decline is observed after academic year 2008. The Chhattisgarh decline looks
relatively smaller than in MP today. However, it is comparable to what MP had seen in 2010. In other words, it
is more than likely that unless corrective action is taken, the Chhattisgarh chart of the next ASER in 2012 will
look like the MP chart of 2011.

How are the two states doing on other parameters observed by ASER?
Table 3. MP and Chhattisgarh: School indicators, 2007 and 2011

S ot ey sdieals (05) 74 Madhya Pradesh Chhattisgarh
2007 2011 2007 2011
Children’s attendance 67.0 54.5 72.0 73.1
Teachers' attendance 91.3 87.7 92.7 84.6
Multigrade classrooms 61.8 70.8 48.1 62.5
Water provision and functioning 78.5 69.1 77.6 73.4
Private school enrollment 13.0 19.0 9.0 12.5

8 ASER 2011



ASER 2011

It appears that there is a general decline. The increase in multigrade classrooms combined with increased
teacher absenteeism and lower attendance of children (not in Chhattisgarh) from already low levels could cause
a decline in reading levels like in other states. There is no documentation available for any other negative factors
creeping into the MP and Chhattisgarh systems that could lead to additional negative effects.

The drops in learning levels are very high compared to other states because the baseline of learning levels in
2007-2008 for these two states was very high. How can such huge drops in the learning levels be explained? The
answer may lie in why the learning levels might have gone up in the first place.

We have seen above that in Punjab and Tamil Nadu, although to varying extents, the proportion of children able
to read has gone up steadily. In Punjab, the government took up a specific program to improve basic reading and
numeracy for three years. The whole system was oriented towards achievement of goals that would be measured.
The campaign had intended consequences as the State Project Director of SSA provided from-the-front leadership.
The learning levels were quite high to begin with and they went up in small jumps over the years. In Tamil Nadu,
the SSA provided similar leadership for about 4 years to establish the ABL methodology. The explicit and primary
goal of ABL is not improvement of reading, which may be an outcome of an overall change in pedagogy that
allows children to learn at their own pace rather than being encouraged to achieve reading skills as a priority.
Hence, a slower pace of change may be expected. It is important to note that gains in reading levels due to both
are captured by ASER over the years.

In Madhya Pradesh in 2005-06, and then again in 2007-08, the SSA took up very strong focused campaigns to
improve reading and basic literacy with the involvement of teachers and village volunteers. In both years the
respective State Project Directors provided leadership. Goals were set, officers and teachers were involved to
achieve specific learning goals. In Chhattisgarh, there was a similar campaign for just one year, 2007-08. Once
again, an energetic State Project Director of SSA led from the front, the school system was geared towards
achieving set goals of basic reading and numeracy and there was a massive mobilization of volunteers in
practically each village. In MP too, there was a massive volunteer campaign with volunteers working with
children in each village.

The impact that a systemic momentum can have is easy to believe. What is missed is the impact that volunteers
can have on such a large scale when working with the system.

Some individuals question our integrity and say that ASER cooks up figures to show Pratham’s work in good light.
There are others more kind in questioning our integrity. In our defence we can point out that similar campaigns
taken up in UP or in Assam failed to show improvement although the government was involved and there were
volunteers mobilized. In Uttarakhand, learning levels hardly moved. In Maharashtra and Gujarat the respective
governments took certain steps without Pratham involvement and reading levels went up. It is our experience
that when the government leadership took up something energetically and when volunteers also participated,
learning levels showed improvements. With the momentum of the school system missing or weak, learning
levels did not show improvement. In other words in the period 2007-2009, any large scale volunteer-based
campaign without the government’s involvement yielded no noticeable improvement. This is noted in various
Pratham reports.

Fortunately, the world renowned MIT-based research group J-PAL has conducted rigorous randomized evaluations
of Pratham’s work with volunteers.® These large scale studies conducted in varied places such as Mumbai,
Baroda, Jaunpur (UP) and West Champaran (Bihar) all point to the impact volunteers have on learning levels of
children at the very basic level that ASER measures. There is also a large scale study involving school teachers in
Bettiah in West Champaran in summer camps, where children were grouped according to their learning levels
rather than by grade or age and taught basic reading and literacy with focus. This study showed that not only did
children who attended camps make progress, but they retained their advantage over other children for at least
two years.’

We have already seen the impact tutors have on learning levels of children in government schools although the
school attendance in Bihar is recorded at about 60%. If the school system was more effective, learning levels
would probably be higher (unless parents stop sending their children to tutors because schools are more effective,
but this does not seem to happen in private schools and in advanced states such as Kerala).

6 http://www.povertyactionlab.org/search/apachesolr_search/pratham?filters=type:evaluation
7 See Abhijit Banerjee and Esther Duflo’s recent book Poor Economics, published in 2011.
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The volunteers who helped children in massive numbers can be thought of as tutors focusing on certain tasks of
reading. With this it is entirely possible to see the kind of jumps at the basic level of learning that are noted by
ASER.

The effect of the campaigns in MP and Chhattisgarh is reflected in the measurement of their intended outcomes.
The effect of campaigns of the previous year(s) is seen in ASER measurements which happen in October-
November of the following academic year. The 2006 measurement in MP is a reflection of the campaign in
2005-2006 academic year and the 2008 measurement in Chhattisgarh is a reflection of the campaign of 2007-
2008. The low learning levels jumped tremendously with the boost that came from the energetic campaigns.
After 2008/2009, the campaigns were simply switched off by the new State Project Directors in the two states.
The momentum was completely lost. Now, we see that not only are the focused learning improvement efforts
off but other parameters are also going downbhill.

The impact of school summer vacations on children’s loss of learning has been studied in the United States and
is said to impact socioeconomically disadvantaged children much more. Similar studies related to regular disruptions
and vacations are badly needed in India. What happens if school and classroom functioning deteriorates? Is it
possible that the fragile reading and numeracy skills acquired by a disadvantaged child in Std 2-3 will be
forgotten or become rusty enough to once again classify the child as a non-reader? Our data suggests that this
is what is happening in several states and needs to be studied further in depth.

In short, the rise in learning levels is a combination of an energised school system which would enhance its
effectiveness as compared to other neighbouring states and the volunteer/tutor effect would be added on to this.
Once these effects are switched off, and other parameters also deteriorate, the consequences can be dramatically
observed in falling of learning levels as seen above.

Vi
In summary

The ASER data over the years are self consistent and have thrown up trends in enrollment and changes in
learning levels that require more research to be done but even as they are, they deserve close attention.

There are two clear trends observable around the country.

One is that private school enrollment is increasing in most states and where there are few private schools, private
tutoring is a surrogate for private schooling that seems to have an equalizing impact to some extent in several
backward states in the East. Should tutoring be seen as a harmful nuisance or a necessary support system in a
society that is semi-literate with low skills and knowledge all around? At a time when the government has put
in place an act for free and compulsory education with planned increase in spending on government schools and
curbs on private schools, there is a need to understand why and how the private sector is expanding now that it
caters to nearly half the rural children in several states, and a possibly larger share of urban children in many
large states.

The second is that while there are differences in the effectiveness of systems in different states in teaching
children at different stages of schooling, the general level of effectiveness is scattered in a narrow band around
a poor mean. Fortunately, everyone agrees with this! Trends over the last five-six years indicate that learning
levels are gradually dropping in most large Northern and Eastern states while they are steady or improving slowly
in the Southern and Western states. Private school effectiveness varies from state to state but ASER cannot
detect a decline in private school effectiveness at the level of its measurement. These observations of learning
level changes in government schools are correlated to other school observations that might affect the teaching-
learning process. In addition, the special efforts undertaken by different state systems or the absence or reversal
of these have to be taken into account to understand why the outcome measurements show changes. If this is
done, a more practical strategy to improve learning levels in the more backward states can be evolved.
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Taking mothers along

ASER 2011

Rukmini Banerji '

Not far from the village primary school, there was a group of women. | started chatting with them. “How is the
education in this school?” | asked. “I send my children to schoo!” said one lady. “I even send my son and
daughter to tuition and buy them books.” Several women joined the conversation. “How do you know if your
child is learning well?” | wanted to know. “How can we tell?” they said. “We are not literate. But we send our
children to school and we send them to tuition also. So they must be learning.”

It was a mild November day in Rohtas district in south-western Bihar. Rohtas is known as the rice bow! of the
state. Canals criss-cross the district. The rice fields were green and stretched in all directions. Our village was in
the Dehri block. It was afternoon. School was over. Children had come home, left their books and bags and
were playing outside. Women sat in the sun cleaning rice and talking to each other. It felt good to sit in the
afternoon sunshine. It was a good time for conversations.

I had been asking children to come and read. What | had were several sets of reading tasks - letters, words,
simple paragraphs and a short 8-10 line story - all in big black font, printed on white paper. Children were
curious. | had been sitting on the edge of the women’s group. Children crowded around me, some fooking over
my shoulder, some from the side. All of the texts contained basic, simple and familiar words that are easy to
spell, everyday words, sentences and contexts that children could relate to. Nothing more than what is in the Std
Il textbook. Everyone tried to read. Many could read the letters and some could read the words, only a few
managed to read the paragraph and the story.

The women watched their children’s attempts. There was a woman in a blue sari. Her daughter was in Std 4 and
could not read. “Do you know if your child can read this?” | asked the blue sari mother. “How am [ supposed to
know?” she argued back. “I myself cannot read.” “Which of these are the hardest to read, do you think?” |
continued, pointing to the letters, words and sentences. “/ don’t know. | am illiterate, ” she answered, somewhat
irritated. “Look at the paper, look at these things, what seems easy and what seems difficult?” Now my blue
sari mother became adamant. “Why are you forcing me? I told you | cannot read.” On the sidelines, her eight
year old daughter was enjoying the interaction. Perhaps she was enjoying it because the tables were turned.
She began to persuade her mother to focus on the paper. With some hesitation on her side and much
encouragement from her daughter, the lady adjusted her pallu on her head and leaned over. “This one must be
easy”, she said, pointing to the letters, “because many children could do it. That one (pointing to the story) is not
easy because even bigqger children could not do it.”

“Okay”, | persisted. “Do you know when your child has a fever?” “Of course!!!” She looked at me in surprise;
all mothers know when their child is sick. “What do you do when your child has a fever?” | asked her. The blue
sari mother replied instantly. “That's simple. | feel her forehead. If it is hot then | know she has a fever. | do some
simple things at home. If in two or three days the fever does not go down, | take her to the doctor. | can even
take her to a private doctor. | ask the doctor for some medicine. After another few days if the fever does not go
down then I will take her back to the same doctor and fight with him....... ” “So you have an MBBS degree” |
said. “What is that?” she asked suspiciously. “That is @ medical degree” | replied. “Oh no no” she laughed.
“Remember | told you that | am illiterate!”

“am very puzzled,” | continued. ‘Why is that even though you are illiterate you know exactly what you need to
do when a child has fever but when it comes to her schooling you don’t do anything when she cannot read?”
Now the blue sari mother was ready with her answer. “That is very simple” she explained. “We go to the doctor
only sometimes when there is problem. He cannot come to my house to cook and feed and take care of my
children. I have to do it. But the teacher is with my child every day. My job is to send my child to school and
teacher-ji‘s job is to teach my child. I am doing my job and so she should do her job”.

India’s Parliament passed the Right to Education Act in 2009, thereby guaranteeing quality free and compulsory
education to all children in the age group six to fourteen across the country. While most of the provisions of the
Act are concerned with ensuring adequate inputs to schools, there are four key elements that have the potential
to fundamentally transform the landscape of elementary education in India.

' Rukmini Banerji is Director, ASER Centre
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First, in spirit the goal of the RTE Act is to ensure that every child (whether currently out of school or presently
enrolled in school) has the opportunity to reach grade level competencies/educational levels appropriate to his or
her age all the way up to age fourteen.

Second, continuous, comprehensive evaluation of children’s progress through the elementary years means that
teachers need to understand where the children are today, and plan for where to take them next based on that
understanding.

Third, efforts have to be made to explain children’s progress to parents.

Fourth, every school has to develop a School Development Plan with the help of the local School Management
Committee. By design, many members of these committees will be parents.

Today, almost all of India‘’s children are enrolled in school. The journey to ensure schooling for all has needed
efforts from both sides - governments and communities. The credit goes to governments who provided schooling
and to parents who send their children to school. The next journey must be that of ensuring learning for all.
Taking parents along on this journey is critical, urgent and long overdue. ASER 2011 shows that 46% of mothers
of children who are in school today have not been to school themselves. At a rough estimate, there are probably
100 million mothers who are like our blue sari mother in Rohtas. New methods and mechanisms need to be
innovated on scale to allow mothers to meaningfully participate in discussions and actions related to how
children’s learning can be improved. Simple tools like those used in ASER are a good starting point. Without
real participation of parents, especially mothers, the key objectives of RTE cannot be effectively translated from
policy into practice.
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From 2005 to 2011: Evolution of ASER

ASER 2005

Age group 6 - 14

Children were asked
= Enrollment status
= Type of school

Children also did:
= Reading tasks
= Arithmetic tasks

Children 5-16 also did:
i Reading tasks
= Arithmetic tasks

P Comprehension tasks
i m Writing tasks

i Mother’s education

: ASER 2006

Age group 3 - 16

i Children were asked
i ® Enrollment status
i ® Type of school

: ASER 2007

Age group 3 - 16

i Children were asked
i ® Enrollment status
i = Type of school

i ® Tuition status

Children 5-16 also did:
i m Reading tasks
= Arithmetic tasks

P Comprehension tasks

Problem solving tasks
English tasks

: Mother's education

School visits
i Mothers were also asked to i School visits
i read a simple text :

Sampling : Sampling : Sampling :

Randomly selected
20 ASER 2005 villages

i Randomly selected
i 20 ASER 2005 villages
£ 10 new ASER 2006 villages

Randomly selected
i 10 ASER 2005 villages
: 10 ASER 2006 villages

: 10 new ASER 2007 villages

ASER 2008

Age group 3-16

Children were asked
= Enrollment status
= Type of school

Children 5-16 also did:
= Reading tasks
= Arithmetic tasks

= Telling time
= Currency tasks
Mother’s education

Household characteristics
Village information

. ASER 2009

: Age group 3-16

! Children were asked
i = Enrollment status

i = Type of school

i = Tuition status

i m Pre-school status (Age 5-16) i

! Children 5-16 also did:
i ® Reading tasks
i ® Arithmetic tasks

= English tasks

{ Mother’s education

: Father’s education

i Mothers were also asked to
i read a simple text

Household characteristics
i Village information
i School visits

. ASER 2010

: Age group 3-16

i Children were asked
{ = Enrollment status

i = Type of school

i = Tuition status

! Children 5-16 also did:
i = Reading tasks
i ® Arithmetic tasks

= Everyday math tasks

: Mother's education

: Father’s education

i Mothers were also asked to
dial a mobile number

Household characteristics
i Village information
i School visits

: ASER 2011

i Age group 3-16

i Children were asked
i = Enrollment status

i = Type of school

= Tuition status

! Children 5-16 also did:
i = Reading tasks
i ® Arithmetic tasks

i Mother’s education
: Father's education

Household characteristics
i Village information
i School visits

Sampling :

Randomly selected

10 ASER 2006 villages

10 ASER 2007 villages

10 new ASER 2008 villages

Sampling :

i Randomly selected

i 10 ASER 2007 villages

{ 10 ASER 2008 villages

i 10 new ASER 2009 villages

Sampling :

i Randomly selected

i 10 ASER 2008 villages

{ 10 ASER 2009 villages

i 10 new ASER 2010 villages
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Sampling :

: Randomly selected

£ 10 ASER 2009 villages

£ 10 ASER 2010 villages

§ 10 new ASER 2011 villages
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How to test reading?

PARAGRAPH

START
HERE:

Ask the child to read either of the 2 paragraphs.

Let the child choose the paragraph herself. If the child does not choose give her any one paragraph to
read. Ask her to read it. Listen carefully to how she reads.

The child is not at ‘Paragraph Level” if she:
= Reads the text like a string of words, rather than
a sentence.
= Reads the text haltingly and stops very often.
OR
= Reads the text fluently but with more than 3
mistakes.

If the child is not at ‘Paragraph Level’ then ask the
child to read words.

Ask the child to read any 5 words from the word
list.

Let the child choose the words herself. If she does
not choose, then point out words to her.

The child can read words, if she:

= Reads at least 4 out of the 5 words with ease.

If the child is at ‘Word Level’, then ask her to try to
read the paragraph again and then follow the
instructions for paragraph level testing.

If she can correctly and comfortably read words but
is still struggling with the paragraph, then mark the
child at ‘Word Level".

If the child is not at word level (cannot correctly
read at least 4 out of the 5 words chosen), then
show her the list of letters.

h 4

LETTERS

Ask the child to read any 5 letters from the letters list.

The child can read a paragraph, if she:

= Reads the text like she is reading a sentence, rather
than a string of words.

= Reads the text fluently and with ease, even if she
is reading slowly.

= Reads the text with not more than 3 mistakes.

If the child can read a paragraph, then ask the child
to read the story.

Ask the child to read the story.

The child is at ‘Story Level” if she:

= Reads the text like she is reading a sentence,
rather than a string of words.

= Reads the text fluently and with ease. The child
may read slowly.

= Reads the text with not more than 3 mistakes.

If the child is at ‘Story Level’ then mark the child at
story level.

If the child is not at ‘Story Level’, then mark the
child at ‘Paragraph Level’.

Let the child choose the letters herself. If she does not choose, then point out letters to her.

The child can read letters, if she:

= Correctly recognizes at least 4 out of 5 letters with ease.

If the child can read letters, then ask her to try reading the words again and then follow the instructions for

word level testing.

If she can read 4 out of 5 letters but cannot comfortably read words, then mark the child at ‘Letter Leve/".
If the child is not at letter level (cannot recognize 4 out of 5 letters chosen), then mark the child at ‘Nothing

Level".

IN THE SURVEY SHEET, MARK THE CHILD AT THE HIGHEST LEVEL SHE CAN REACH.
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How to test arithmetic?

SUBTRACTION: 2 DIGIT WITH BORROWING

START Show the child the subtraction problems. She can choose a problem, if not you can point.
HERE: Ask the child what the numbers are and then ask her to identify the subtraction sign.

If the child is able to identify the numbers and the sign, ask her to write and solve the problem. Observe
to see if the answer is correct.

Even if the first subtraction problem is answered wrong, still ask the child to solve the second question
with the same method.

If the child makes a careless mistake, then give her another chance with the same question.

b 4 A4

If she cannot do both subtraction problems If she does both the subtraction problems correctly,
correctly, then give her the number recognition (11- ask her to do a division problem.

99) task. Even if the child can do one subtraction

problem correctly, give her the number recognition

(11-99) task.
NUMBER RECOGNITION (11-99) DIVISION 3 digit by 1 digit

NUMBER RECOGNITION (1-9)

Point one by one to 5 numbers. Child can also
choose.

Ask her to identify the numbers.

If she can correctly identify at least 4 out of 5
numbers then mark her as a child who can
“recognize numbers from 11-99."”

w

If she cannot recognize numbers from 11-99, then
give her the number recognition (1-9) task.

Point one by one to 5 numbers. Child can also
choose.

Ask her to identify numbers.

If she can correctly identify at least 4 out of 5
numbers then mark her as a child who can
“recognize numbers from 1-9.”

If not, mark her as a child who “cannot recognize
numbers” or “nothing”.

18

Show the child the division problems. She can
choose one to try. If not, then you pick one.

Ask her to write and solve the problem.

Observe what she does. If she is able to correctly
solve the problem, then mark her as a child who
can do “division”. Note: The quotient and the
remainder both have to be correct.

If the child makes a careless mistake, then give her
another chance with the same question.

If the child is unable to solve a division problem
correctly, mark her as a child who can do
“subtraction”.

IN THE SURVEY SHEET, MARK THE CHILD AT THE HIGHEST LEVEL SHE CAN REACH.
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What to do 1in a school?

ASER 2011

GENERAL INSTRUCTIONS

Visit any government school in the village with classes from Std 1 to 7/8. If there is no school in the village
which has classes from 1 to 7/8, then visit the government school with the highest enrollment in Std 1 to 4/
5. If the village does not have a government school with primary classes, do not visit any school.

In the top box of the School Observation Sheet, put a tick according to the school type.
Note the time of entry, date and day of visit to the school.

Meet the Head Master(HM). If the HM is absent, then meet the senior most teacher of the school. Explain
the purpose and history of ASER and give the ‘Letter to the HM'. Be very polite. Assure the HM and teachers
that the name of the school will not be shared with anybody.

Ask the HM for the enrollment registers or any official document on the enrollment in that school.

Section 1: Children’s Enroliment & Attendance

Ask to see the registers of all the standards and fill in the enrollment. If a standard/class has many sections,
then take total enrollment.

Then move around to the classes/areas where children are seated and take down their attendance class-
wise by counting them yourself. You may need to seek help from the teachers to distinguish children
class-wise as they are normally found seated in mixed groups. In such a case, ask children from each
standard to raise their hands. Count the number of raised hands and accordingly fill the same in the observation
sheet, class — wise. Please note that only children who are physically present in the class while you are
counting should be included.

Attendance of class with many sections: Take headcount of the individual sections, add them up and
then write down the total attendance.

Section 2: Note the official language used as the medium of instruction

Section 3: Teachers

Ask the HM and note down the number of teachers appointed. The number of regular government
teachers does not include the Head Master. Acting HM will be counted as a regular teacher. HM on deputation
will be counted under the regular HM category.

If the school has para-teachers, mark them separately. In many states para-teachers are called by different
names such as Shiksha Mitra, education volunteer etc.

Observe and count how many HMs/teachers are present and note the information.

Section 4: Classroom Observations- ONLY FOR STD 2 and STD 4

This section is for Std. 2 and Std. 4 only. If there is more than one section for a class, then randomly choose
any one to observe. You may need to seek help from the teachers to distinguish children class-wise as they
are normally found seated in mixed groups.

Observe the seating arrangement of children. See whether children of each class are sitting alone or with
children of other classes.

Observe where children are sitting (in classroom, in the verandah or outside) and fill accordingly.

Observe whether there is a blackboard where they are sitting and what is the condition of the blackboard
(write on the blackboard) and fill accordingly.

Observe if there was any other teaching material available like charts on the wall, board games etc. where
they are sitting. (Material painted on the walls of the classroom does not count as teaching material.)

Section 5: Mid Day Meal (MDM)

Ask the HM/any other teacher whether the MDM was served in the school on the day of the visit today.
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= Observe if there is a kitchen/shed for cooking the MDM.

= Observe whether the MDM was served in the school on the day of the visit. (Look for the evidence of the
MDM in the school like dirty utensils or meal bought from outside). Mark accordingly.

Section 6: Facilities in the school

= Count the total number of pucca rooms in the school excluding toilets and kitchen shed. Then count the
number of rooms being used for teaching purposes.

= Observe if there is an office/store/office cum store. Mark yes if you observe any one of these.

= Observe if there is a play ground (Definition of Playground: it should be within the school premises with a
level playing field and/or school playing equipment eg: slide, swings etc).

= Observe if there are library books in the school (Even if kept in a cupboard).
= Observe if library books are being used by children.

Observe if there is a hand pump/tap which can be used for drinking water and if so, whether you could
drink the water. If not, check whether any other drinking water facility is available.

= Observe if the school has a complete boundary wall or complete fencing.

= Observe if there are computers in the school to be used by children and if yes, then did you see children
using computers.

Section 7: School Grant Information (SSA)

Assure the HM and others that the name of the school will not be shared with anybody. Ask the person
answering this section about the grants very politely. If the person refuses to answer or is hesitant to answer this
section, then do not force the person and move on to the next section.

= For this section, note down information separately for financial year 2010-11 (15t Apr 2010 - 315t March
2011) and financial year 2011-12 (1t Apr 2011 — until the date of the survey).

= The HM should be asked this section (In the absence of the Head Master, ask the senior most teacher
present). Tick the type of school/standard and the designation of the person being asked (Head Master/
Regular teacher/ Para teacher).

= In case of school with Std. 1-7/8 with 2 separate HMs, and with separate SSA bank accounts, please take
the grants information for the primary section (Std. 1-4/5) only.

Section 8: SSA Annual Grants

This section is divided into two parts — one for financial year 2010-11 (15t Apr 2010 — 315t Mar 2011) and one
for financial year 2011-12 (15t Apr 2011 — until the date of the survey).

For each time period, ask if the school got four grants viz. School Maintenance Grant (SMG), School grant
or School Development Grant (SDG), Teachers Grant/ Teacher Learning Material (TLM) and new
classroom grant.

If yes, then put a tick under “Yes’ column
Otherwise:

= If the HM/ the respondent says that he/she has not received the grant or says that he/she is going to receive
the grant in the future, then mark under ‘No’ column.

= If the HM/ respondent has no knowledge of whether or not the school has received the grant, then mark
under ‘Don’t know’ column.

If school has received the grant, then ask whether the entire amount was spent or not. Keep the following points
in mind while marking this question:
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= Did you spend the full amount: Mark "Yes’ only if the full amount was spent. Mark ‘No" if nothing has
been spent or any amount less than full has been spent. Mark ‘Don’t know’, if the HM is not aware of whether
the money has been spent or not.

Please Note: If there is a school with standards 1-7/8, and there are 2 HM's and 2 SSA bank accounts for section
1-4/5 and 5/6 -7/8, then note the grant information only for the primary section (Standard 1-4/5).

Section 9: Activities carried out in the school (Since April 2010)

This section has two parts. First we want to know whether the listed activities have taken place. Second
we want to know which grant was used to undertake the activity.

Ask if the school has done white wash /plastering, painting blackboard/ display board, building repairs (roof,
floor, wall) etc, since April 2010. Then tick the appropriate box and then mark the grant under which this activity
was undertaken.

Note: There can be 3 different answers to this question. First option is SDG and/or SMG. If either SDG or SMG
was used, then please tick ‘SDG/SMG or both’. If TLM was used, then please tick ‘TLM'. If its neither of these
3 grants but some other grant/source, then please tick on ‘Any other grant’ and if the respondent says that the
activity has happened but he doesn’t remember the grant, then please tick on ‘Don’t know’.

Section 10: Meeting with officials

Take information for this section only from the HM. If the HM is not available, then skip this section.
How often does the HM meet the officials at the Block, Cluster and District level: Mark accordingly.
= If the HM says once in 14-15 days or twice a month or fortnightly, please mark ‘2 times a month’.

= If the HM says once in 29-30 days or once in a month, please mark under ‘monthly’.

= If the HM says once in 2-3 months or 4 times a year or quarterly, please mark ‘Once in 2-3 months’.

= If the HM says twice a year, or once in 6 months, please mark ‘Once in 6 months’.

= If the HM does not meet the particular official at all, please mark ‘Never'.

Section 11: Toilet facility in the school

= Observe whether the school has a common toilet, a separate toilet for girls, a separate toilet for boys
and a separate toilet for teachers. Ask the HM/ any teacher/ any child if you cannot tell who the toilets are
for.

= For each type of toilet facility that you find in the school, note whether it is locked or not. If it was not locked,
note whether it was usable or not.

= If 2 common toilets or other type of toilets are there in the school then take information about the toilet which
is in a better condition.

IMPORTANT:

After filling out the School Observation sheet, get the HM's name and contact number. Write this information in
the relevant box given on the top right of pg 2 in the format. This is essential for recheck purposes.
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School and home language information in ASER 2011

The Right to Education Act recommends that the child’s “medium of instruction shall, as far as practicable, be
in the child’s mother tongue” (Chapter V, Section 29, Clause 2 (f)). Several studies have indicated that children
whose home language is different from the school language have lower attendance and learning levels.

Given this background, for the first time in ASER, in 2011 we recorded the child’s home language. This enables
us to see how many children have a home language background that is different from the medium of instruction
in school.

Given the multiplicity of Indian languages and dialects, finalising a list of languages that could be used for the
survey was a mammoth task in itself. As a starting point, we took into consideration the list of 22 scheduled
languages mentioned in Census 2001.2 We also consulted experts at the Central Institute of Indian Languages,
Mysore. Their suggestion was that in addition to the list of scheduled languages list, we could also include a list
of 100 non-scheduled languages. A further list of 234 mother-tongue languages was also suggested.® (In the
Mother tongue list, Hindi is listed in 49 different ways!)

Including all three lists would have given us a list with over 350 languages. While this would have made the
survey much more comprehensive, it posed quite a few problems for our volunteers and for data analysis. All
these languages would have to be coded and extreme care would have to be taken in the field to fill in the
codes correctly, which would have proved to be a cumbersome and complicated process in the field. Hence,
given that this was our first attempt to engage with the question of language, we decided to use the list of 22
scheduled and 100 non-scheduled languages from Census 2001.

For data collection, ASER volunteers were given the following instructions:

= Ask the child or any adult in the household which language is spoken at home, by the family members. Refer
to the list of languages and put in the appropriate code in the given box.

= If the family says they speak more than one language in the household, then find out which is the main
language spoken at home. Accordingly, write ONLY ONE LANGUAGE CODE in the household format.

= Write down the code of the language mentioned by the respondent, regardless of what you may think the
household speaks at home. If this language is not in the ‘Language Code List’, then write 999. For eg., if the
respondent says ‘Avadhi’ is the language spoken at home, and ‘Avadhi’ is not coded in the ‘Language Code
List’, then write 999.

g j b J
)
'See for example: Mohanty et al (eds) 2009), Just Multilingual Education, New Delhi: Orient Longman; Heugh, Kathleen et al (2007), Study on Medium of
Instruction in Primary Schools in Ethiopia; Bhattacharjea, Wadhwa and Banerji (2011), inside Primary schoo/s, New Delhi: ASER Centre.

2http.//censusindia.gov.in/Census Data 2001/Census Data_Online/Language/parta.htm
>http.//censusindia.gov.in/Census Data 2001/Census Data Online/Language/Statement1.htm?g=mother+tongue&drpQuick=&drpQuickSelect=

& .
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Sample household survey sheet - English
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Sample village information sheet - English

VILLAGE INFORMATION SHEET “»E

pilbiigigd by PREEFMam

Stalte Name ﬂATAS THAM Block name FJALORE
District Name TATPUR, Village Name BARGI40N
N of ASER 5 A ﬂIUM
ames Uy &
o SANGEETA
Date of Survey 4 [io)zen Day of Survey SUNDA
Please tick the relevant box . ' .
Pucca rood leading o the villages YES WO
Electricity connectionin the viloge? ‘ YES NO
V“-’
Post office in the viloge? YES MO
[l
%
3] Phone/STD Booth? YES . . NO
>
E 2 | YES NG
Banks [Any type
3 {(ANY 1y =
7]
g Govt Ration/PDS Shop in the viloge? YES - NO
Primary Sub Health Centre?[Govt.) YES MO L
Frivate Health Clinic? YES NO e
Computer Cenire [Intemet Café) YES ND e
Eguipment Facility using Solar Energy YE3 NO | -
Govt Primary School (5td, | to 4/5) YES NO
v
Govt Middle School{5td. | 1o 7/8) YES ND
el
3
Q Govt Secondary School(Std. 1 to 10] YES NO
b o 'Lr-"’
(5]
Private School YES NO
"
Angonwadi/Pra-School YES NO
g v‘,r"
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Sample school observation sheet - English
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Facilitated by PRATHA

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 558 OUT OF 583 DISTRICTS

School enrollment and out of school children

Chart 1: Trends over time

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2011 % Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2011
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other glc%tc;gl Total -

Age: 6-14 ALL 69.9 25.6 1.1 33 100

Age: 7-16 ALL 68.0 257 1.0 53 100 15

Age: 7-10 ALL 71.5 25.3 1.3 1.9 100 c

Age: 7-10 BOYS 693 | 278 12 18 | 100 2 10-

Age: 7-10 GIRLS 74.1 225 1.4 2.1 | 100 ; :’:
Age: 11-14 ALL 68.7 25.6 0.9 48 | 100 51 | ¢¢¥%

Age: 11-14 BOYS 66.8 28.0 0.9 44 | 100 W
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 70.8 23.1 0.9 52 | 100 0 1 1 1 I S

Age: 15-16 ALL 57.0 27.0 0.8 15.3 100 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011

Age: 15-16 BOYS 56.8 27.9 0.7 14.6 100 =t 7-10 bOys 7-10 girls === 11-14 boys =@ 11-14 girls

Age: 15-16 GIRLS 57.2 25.9 0.8 16.1 100
Note: 'otHer' includes children going to madarssa and EGS. How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school
‘NoT IN scHooL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. has changed from 10.3% in 2006 to 7.3% in 2007 to 7.2% in 2008 to 6.8% in 2009

t05.7% in 2010 t0 5.2% in 2011

Chart 2: Trends over time Table 2: Sample description
% Children enrolled in private school by class 2007, 2009 & 2011 % Children in each class by age 2011
80 std. [5]6[7]8]9[10][11]12]13]14]15]16 [otal
| 26.5|43.0|17.5] 7.5 5.5 100
60 Il 4.1 114.638.8/28.0| 6.3 5.0 3.3 100
g 1l 4.1 12.0/41.8/23.6|11.3| 2.7 4.5 100
£40
< Y 43 13.8/34.7/30.9| 7.1| 5.8 34 100
201 V 5.5 8.3|42.9(24.0(12.1| 3.5 3.8 100
Y| 3.7 12.5[35.0[33.3| 8.8 6.8 100
VI 4.9 9.5(42.5[27.2[103| 56 100
Std Il Std IV Std VI
W 2007 W 2009 M 2011 VI 4.5 13.8139.1(28.7| 9.9| 4.1| 100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std | at age 6, she should be age 8 in
Std 3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std I,
41.8% children are 8 years old but there are also 12.0% who are 7, 23.6% who are 9,
11.3% who are 10 years old, etc.

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 3: % Children age 5-6 who are enrolled in different types Chart 3: Trends over time
of pre-school & school 2011 Five year olds in pre-school & school 2007, 2009 & 2011
In School E o 1007
In balwadi °2 | @
In LKG/ c=2 5 80 7
or UKG e | =
anganwadi Govt | Pvt Other o ® § 60
:
Age5| 259 103 |36.8 | 19.8 1.3 6.0 | 100 = 407
Age6| 59 50 |603 | 243 15 30 | 100 207
0

2007 2009 2011

M School M Pre school ~ MINot enrolled anywhere
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Annual Status of Education Report

India ruraL =

Table 4: % Children by class and READING level

All schools 2011 feadpsiles)

Std. | Nothing | Letter Word (Stije\qell';xt) (Stl_de\;e%_ez)(t) Total g ol 3]

| 384 | 394 | 153 39 30 | 100 N —_——

Il 16.6 34.6 28.3 11.8 8.7 100 ¥ WEN W A

i 85 | 229 | 284 215 188 | 100 o | Sefi-ad) wan = A

v a7 | 144 | 212 | 257 342 | 100 TH A g ge m

Vv 3.5 9.7 14.6 241 48.2 100 1 w8 v A
i P A |

Vi 1.7 5.8 9.3 20.5 62.8 100 T i D A

viI 1.2 4.0 6.3 16.2 724 | 100 ] T P

VI 1.0 2.6 4.3 12.7 79.4 100 BT EEN ave e W

Total 10.4 17.8 16.6 16.9 383 100 W R o | g

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. w E

For example, in Std Ill, 8.5% children cannot even read letters, 22.9% can read letters
but not more, 28.4% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 21.5% can read Std
1 text but not Std 2 level text, and 18.8% can read Std 2 level text. In sum, for each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 5: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std Il LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il who CANNOT READ Std | LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011

90 90
80 80
70 70

< 60 _60

250 T S 50

240 T 240 T
30 T — 30 T — — —
20 T — 20 +— || | |
10 T — 10 T — — —
0" 2008 2009 2010 2011 O " 2008 2009 2010 2011

Gov M Pvt Gov M Pvt

Home language and school language

Table 5: School language and home language*

% Children whose : %
Home language is the same as school language 74.7
Home language is different from school language 25.4
Total 100.0

Note : In ASER 2011 for every state, reading tools were provided in the main medium
of instruction in government schools. Children and their families were also asked
about the language they speak at home. For home languages, a list of 122 languages
was provided to all survey teams. This list includes 22 Scheduled languages and 100
Non-Scheduled languages. The data in this table is for children for whom we have
information for both school language and home language.

* This table does not include data for Jammu and Kashmir, Manipur, Assam,
Nagaland, Tripura, Meghalaya, Mizoram & Arunachal Pradesh. Please consult the
respective state pages for the language tables.
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Table 6: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level
All schools 2011

Std. | Nothing ey \UTTIETS Subtract Divide Total
1-9 11-99
I 36.5 422 16.9 3.2 1.2 100
I 15.0 38.5 32.8 11.0 2.7 100
Il 7.5 26.9 35.7 23.2 6.7 100
v 3.8 17.2 30.6 323 16.1 100
V 2.9 12.0 241 335 27.6 100
\Y 1.6 7.4 18.8 32.8 394 100
i 1.3 5.0 15.4 30.0 48.3 100
VIl 1.1 3.4 12.5 26.3 56.8 100
Total 9.5 20.3 23.8 234 22.9 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a
child. For example, in Std lll, 7.5% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 26.9%
can recognize numbers up to 9 but not more, 35.7 % can recognize numbers to 99
but cannot do subtraction, 23.2% can do subtraction but not division, and 6.7% can
do division. In sum, for each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 6: Trends over time
% Children in Std Ill who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto
100. By school type 2008-2011

Arithmetic

Annual Status of Education Report

asex 2011

Facilitated by PRATHAM

Math Tool
HATH TEST /1158 ShReL] 3
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Chart 7: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION
By school type 2008-2011

90 90
80 80
70 70
_60 _ 60
S 50 S 501
40 2 40
30 7 30
20 7 20
10 10
0" 2008 2009 2010 2011 0 2008 2009 2010
NGov MHPvt HGov MPvt
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Table 7: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES
By school type 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Year | School | Il I { v | V| V| VI|Vl]| Total
2007 Govt [12.0/15.7| 19.1| 21.3| 23.3|23.5|24.3|26.1| 20.0
Pvt 19.5[23.0] 25.0| 25.9| 26.2|24.1|25.0|24.8| 23.9
Govt  |17.1(20.3| 22.3| 23.4| 25.4|27.6(28.1 |30.7| 23.9
2009 Pvt 23.3|26.5| 28.6| 29.8| 28.2|26.1(26.4 (27.4| 26.9
2010 Govt  [15.0(18.2| 20.7| 22.2| 25.2|26.0|26.6 | 29.0| 22.5
Pvt 18.1]20.9| 23.4| 25.3| 23.7|24.0|23.9|22.4| 225
2011 Govt  |15.8(19.5|21.2 24.0| 25.4{25.8(27.7 | 28.4| 23.3
Pt 18.9121.1] 23.2| 23.3| 23.1|121.6(22.2 [ 22.4| 21.8

Note: In 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 the ASER survey recorded information about
tuition. In all 4 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, siblings
or from anyone else who did not require payment.
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Table 8: School enroliment and learning levels 2011

Performance of states
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Out of school

Private school

Std |-l : Learning levels

Std lll-V : Learning levels

State % Children % Children % Children (Std I-ll) | % Children (Std I-ll) | % Children (Std IlI-V) | % Children (Std I1I-V)
(Age: 6-14) (Age: 6-14) who CAN READ who CAN who CAN READ who CAN DO
out of school in private school letters, words RECOGNIZE numbers Level 1 (Std 1) SUBTRACTION
or more (1-9) or more text or more or more
Andhra Pradesh 2.8 34.7 87.3 89.7 70.9 64.5
Arunachal Pradesh 3.8 17.0 87.9 89.8 65.4 65.2
Assam 4.2 14.5 73.0 75.5 50.3 35.7
Bihar 3.0 5.5 59.7 62.5 52.1 48.4
Chhattisgarh 2.4 11.0 75.8 75.0 52.5 39.9
Daman & Diu 0.0 22.3 88.4 86.2 59.4 41.9
Gujarat 2.7 10.8 79.7 79.0 63.4 43.4
Haryana 1.4 43.4 81.3 83.8 69.8 64.5
Himachal Pradesh 0.6 26.6 92.3 95.4 82.1 75.5
Jammu & Kashmir 2.5 37.7 89.9 91.5 56.7 50.9
Jharkhand 4.7 12.8 63.5 64.0 48.4 41.0
Karnataka 2.8 20.0 85.3 85.8 59.7 47.5
Kerala 0.1 60.8 97.1 96.9 82.2 67.5
Madhya Pradesh 2.2 17.2 65.7 63.9 44.2 30.1
Maharashtra 1.1 30.3 91.2 91.6 77.9 56.0
Manipur 1.1 711 97.0 96.4 771 73.1
Meghalaya 5.8 54.3 86.2 89.6 61.6 43.5
Mizoram 0.6 13.7 96.2 97.1 85.6 85.1
Nagaland 2.0 40.9 96.6 97.7 70.7 70.8
Odisha 3.7 5.0 67.7 66.0 56.6 435
Puducherry 0.0 45.0 72.5 82.8 51.7 49.0
Punjab 1.6 39.6 87.2 90.5 74.9 73.6
Rajasthan 4.5 35.1 65.5 66.5 52.7 40.4
Tamil Nadu 0.9 27.0 62.8 69.3 50.0 41.9
Tripura 1.3 5.0 89.0 92.9 71.8 67.9
Uttar Pradesh 6.1 45.4 63.6 66.0 47.8 34.5
Uttarakhand 1.1 31.3 78.1 76.6 64.2 50.9
West Bengal 43 6.3 84.8 88.3 61.1 53.8
All India 3.3 25.6 721 73.8 57.5 46.5
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As part of ASER 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one government school with primary sections was visited on the day of the survey.

Information about schools in this report is based on these visits.
School observations

Table 9: Total schools visited 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Type of school 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011

Std I-IV/V: Primary 9230| 9389 8419| 8473

Std I-VIIAII: Primary + Upper primary 4836| 5359 5821| 5810

Total schools visited 14066 | 14748[14240[14283
Student and teacher attendance

Table 10: Student attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 Table 11: Teacher attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011
2007|2009]2010[2011]2007[2009|2010| 2011 2007]2009[2010[2011]2007[2009]2010[ 2011

12 el Std VA Std VIV oo eif e std VA Std VIV

% Enrolled

children present % Teachers present

(average) 73.4174.3172.9|709|75.6|77.0{73.4|71.9 (average) 90.9(89.1|87.1| 87.2| 87.3|88.6/86.4| 86.7

% Schools with less % Schools with

than 50% enrolled no teachers

children present 12.3(11.4(13.2| 17.1]11.8| 89|12.6| 16.1 present 02| 04| 03| 0.2 02| 02| 0.1]| 0.2

(average) (average)

% Schools with % Schools with

75% or more all teachers

enrolled children 53.5|55.3|52.8| 49.6/ 60.6/61.8|53.5| 52.3 present 73.7169.2 | 63.9| 65.2| 53.7|57.1|52.0| 51.5

present (average) (average)

Other school information

Table 12: Headteachers 2010 & 2011 Table 13: Computers 2010 and 2011

, N 2010[2011[2010] 2011 S 2010]2011[2010] 2011

o SERels Tl Std VA | Std VIV o Schools with: Std VA | Std VIV

No Headteacher appointed 29| 36| 22| 20 No computer 92.4] 92.1 | 72.11 69.2

Headteacher appointed but not present at Computers but no children using them on

time of visit 122 97| 96| 90 day of visit 32| 43130/ 151

Headteacher appointed & present at time 849|867 | 883|890 Computers & children using them on day 43| 36| 149|157

of visit of visit

Total 100 | 100 [ 100 | 100 Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100

Table 14: Multigrade classes 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

% Schools with 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011

Std I-IV/V Std I-VIAVII
Std Il children sitting with one or more other classes 54.0 55.8 55.2 58.3 50.4 53.1 54.0 57.6
Std IV children sitting with one or more other classes 47.6 51.0 49.0 53.1 42.0 43.9 41.6 45.6
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Table 15: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Full financial year

The PAISA section of ASER
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tracks receipt and spending

of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan (SSA) grants at the school level.
This information is collected from schools visited during

the survey. This page reports proportion of schools

receiving the grants and carrying out specified activities
in the schools. More detailed analysis of the PAISA data
will be available in the PAISA 2011 report which will be

released in March 2012."

EVERY RURAL GOVERNMENT PRIMARY SCHOOL IS
ENTITLED TO EACH OF THESE SSA GRANTS EVERY

YEAR.

How much goes to
each school

For what purposes

SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT

GRANT / SCHOOL GRANT

Rs.5000 per year per
primary school

This grant can be used for
buying school equipment
such as blackboard, sitting

Rs.7000 per year per upper
primary school

mats etc. Also for buying
chalk, duster, registers and
other office equipment.

Rs 5000 + Rs 7000 =
Rs 12000 if the school is
Std 1-VIIAVIIL.

The grant amount varies by

Note: Primary and Upper
Primary schools are treated
as separate schools even if
they are in the same pre-
mises.

type of school: whether it is
a primary or upper primary
school.

SCHOOL MAINTENANCE GRANT

Rs.5000 - Rs 7500 per
school per year if the school
has upto 3 classrooms.

This grant can be used for
maintenance of school
building, including
whitewashing;

Rs 7500 - Rs.10000 per year
if the school has more than
3 classrooms.

beautification; and repair of
toilets, hand pump,
boundary wall, playground
etc.

Primary and Upper Primary
schools are treated as
separate schools even if
they are in the same
building.

The grant amount depends
on number of classrooms
(excluding Headmaster
room and office room)

TLM

GRANT

2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
SSA school
No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Doni| Of Dont| Of Don't
Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No know
Maint
grant " %i3160| 77.0(13.7| 9.3 [12277| 84.9) 53| 9.9(13764(83.7| 93| 7.0
Development
grant 12601( 69.7|20.3 10.0 [11763| 80.5| 8.7 |10.8|13496| 76.7(15.3 | 8.0
TLM grant 13172] 83.4/10.2 | 6.5 [11658| 87.3] 59| 6.8|13649|85.2| 9.7|5.2
Table 16: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Half financial year
April 2009 to April 2010 to April 2011 to
October 2009 October 2010 October 2011
SSA school
No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dondl of Don Of Don’t
Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch- Yes | No knowl Sch- Yes | No Know
Maintenance
grant 11381 57.9|30.4 1.7 |11563| 59.3|26.5|14.2|13125| 55.0{35.2| 9.8
Development
grant 10941| 53.5|34.2 [12.3 | 11082 57.3|28.2 | 14.5|12856| 50.8|38.7 [10.5
TLM grant 11330| 64.4{26.7 | 8.9 | 10879| 60.5|27.6|12.0 |12966| 53.1|138.4 | 8.5
Table 17: % Schools carrying out different activities since April 2011
Type of Activity % schools
Yes No Don't
know
Const. New Classroom 262 | 70.0 | 39
Repair of building (roof, floor, wall etc.) 50.4 | 46.4 33
Repair of doors & windows 47.7 | 49.0 33
Repairs Repair of boundary wall 26.4 | 701 3.5
Repair of drinking water facility 47.8 | 49.2 3.0
Repair of toilet 38.6 | 58.2 3.2
Painting White wash/plastering 684 | 289 27
& White | Painting Blackboard/Display Board/Painting on wall 715 | 26.0 25
Wash Painting of doors & walls 59.8 | 374 2.8
Purchase of furniture (cupboard etc.) 46.1 | 50.2 3.8
Purchase of electrical fittings 36.2 | 60.4 34
Purchase | Purchase of chalk, duster, register etc. 89.1 85 2.4
Purchase of sitting Mats/Tat Patti 555 | 413 32
Purchase of charts, globes & other teaching material | 76.5 | 20.7 2.7
Expenditure on school events 68.7 | 27.4 3.9
Other
Payment of bills (electricity, water, cleaning etc.) 38.8 | 56.3 49
ASER 2011 35

Rs.500 per teacher per year
in primary and upper pri-
mary schools.

This grant can be used by
teachers to buy teaching
aids, such as charts, globes,
posters, models etc.

' For more information see www.accountabilityinitiative.in
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Table 18: Schools by total
enrollment 2010 and 2011

ratio 2010 and 2011

2010

Table 19: RTE norms: Pupil-teacher

2011
enrollment | No. of | % of | No. of | % of enrollment | % Schools that do
schools|schools|schools|schools TS || =54t e PR meris
1-60 2412 | 17.3| 2790| 19.8 1-60 2 43.4 39.8
61-90 1759 | 12.6| 1844 | 13.1 61-90 3 49.9 47.5
91-120 1689 | 12.1| 1841 | 13.1 91-120 4 60.6 58.2
121-150 1511 10.8| 1533 | 10.9 121-150 5 68.7 66.7
151-200 | 2045 | 14.6| 1853 13.2 151200 | 54 n1ml 612 539
> 200 4557 | 32.6 | 4209 29.9 >200 [seenote| 715 | 737
TOTAL 139731 100.0 {14070 |100.0 TOTAL 61.1 59 4
Note : For schools with enrollment above 200
children the PTR shall not exceed 40 excluding
the Head Teacher
Table 20: Schools by number of Table 21: RTE norms: Teacher -
teachers 2010 and 2011 classroom ratio 2010 and 2011
2010 2011 RTE norm: 2010 2011
At least one
Number 9 0 classroom per
of No. % | No. % S % Schools that do not
teachers of of of of ————————— meet classroom to teacher
schools|schools|schools|schools Number of norms
teachers
1 1478 | 11.9| 1561 | 12.4 1 1.3 2.2
2 2198 | 17.6| 2394 | 19.0 2 7.4 11.8
3 2008 | 16.1 | 2111 | 16.7 3 19.7 22.8
4 1678 | 13.5| 1652 | 13.1 4 30.7 322
5 1295 | 10.4 | 1269 | 10.1 5 37.2 35.8
6 1005 8.1 937 7.4 6 43.6 48.0
>=7 2796 | 224 | 2704 | 21.4 >=7 34.8 38.8
TOTAL 12458 |1 100.0 {12628 |100.0 TOTAL 23.8 25.8
Table 22: % Schools meeting selected RTE norms on facilities 2010 & 2011
% of schools with 2010 | 2011
Office/Store/Office cum store 74.0| 741
Building Playground 62.0] 62.6
Boundary Wall 50.9] 54.1
Drinking No facility for drinking water 17.0( 16.6
Water Facility but no drinking water available 10.3] 9.9
Drinking water available 72.7] 73.5
Toil No toilet facility 10.9] 12.2
ollet Facility but toilet not useable 41.8| 38.8
Toilet useable 47.2149.1
% Schools with no separate provisions for girls toilets 31.2| 22.6
: : Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where
Girls Toilet it Tocked 18.7] 15.0
Toilet not useable 17.2|18.7
Toilet useable 32.9| 43.8
TLM Teaching learning material in Std 2 80.7| 82.1
Teaching learning material in Std 4 76.4| 78.2
Library No library 37.5| 28.6
Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 24.6| 29.1
Library being used by children on day of visit 3791423
MDM Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal 82.1| 83.7
Midday meal served in school on the day of visit 84.4| 87.4

Note: School observations for ASER 2011 looked at TLM for Std Il and Std IV only.
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As part of ASER 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one
government school with primary sections was visited on the
day of the survey. During this school visit, RTE indicators were
observed and are reported here.

Extracts from the Schedule of The Right of Children to
Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 Norms and
standards for a School (Sections 19 and 25)

Number of teachers in Std 1-5:
+ Admitted children  No. of teachers

<= 60 2
61-90 3
91-120 4
121-200 5
> 150 5 + 1 Headteacher

> 200 Pupil-Teacher Ratio
(excluding Headteacher)

shall not exceed 40

School facilities:

All weather building with:

At least one classroom for every teacher

Office cum store cum headteacher’s room

Separate toilets for boys and girls

Safe and adequate drinking water facility to

all children

+ A kitchen where mid-day meal is cooked in
the school

¢ Playground

+ Arrangements for securing the school
building by boundary wall or fencing.

* & o o

Teaching learning equipment
shall be provided to each class as required.

Library

There shall be a library in each school providing
newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects,
including story-books.

ASER 2011
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Arunachal Pradesh ruraL

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 11 OUT OF 13 DISTRICTS

School enrollment and out of school children

Chart 1: Trends over time

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2011

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other ggtoigl Total
Age: 6-14 ALL 79.9 16.3 0.3 3.5 100
Age: 7-16 ALL 80.2 14.9 0.4 4.5 100
Age: 7-10 ALL 79.4 17.3 0.3 2.9 100
Age: 7-10 BOYS 79.0 18.4 0.4 2.2 100
Age: 7-10 GIRLS 79.9 16.0 0.2 3.9 100
Age: 11-14 ALL 82.4 13.4 0.3 3.9 100
Age: 11-14 BOYS 81.6 14.7 0.5 3.2 100
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 83.3 11.8 0.1 4.8 100
Age: 15-16 ALL 78.1 10.6 0.7 10.7 100
Age: 15-16 BOYS 77.3 11.2 0.8 10.7 100
Age: 15-16 GIRLS 79.1 9.5 0.5 10.9 100

Note: ‘oTHer" includes children going to madarssa and EGS.
‘NoT IN scHooL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in private school by class 2007, 2009 & 2011
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% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2011

20

% Children
>

=—u L
===

2006 2007 2008

e 7-10 bOYS

2009

2010 2011

7-10 girls st 11-14 bOys =l 11-14 girls

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school
has changed from 8.7% in 2006 to 6.9% in 2007 to 5.6% in 2008 to 5.7% in 2009
t0 4% in 2010 to 4.8% in 2011

Table 2: Sample description
% Children in each class by age 2011

std. |56 |78 9|10|11|12|13|14|15|16Tota|
| 30.8132.9(15.5| 8.7 121 100
Il 9.2 (17.0|34.7|18.8| 8.6| 6.4 53 100
1] 2.3 89]|15.3|26.6/20.8|16.7 9.4 100
[\ 2.7 6.3(14.3(24.1|23.2| 9.8|10.8 8.7 100
\ 8.6 10.1133.3|112.9(16.2| 8.1| 5.6 53 100
VI 6.4 13.7|16.6|127.3 (18.0| 86| 4.7 4.7| 100
VI 7.4 6.4(23.5124.1(17.4|12.4| 8.8 100
VI 3.9 12.1119.626.2|121.2|17.1] 100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std | at age 6, she should be age 8 in
Std 3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std I,
26.6% children are 8 years old but there are also 15.3% who are 7, 20.8 % who are
9, 16.7% who are 10 years old, etc.

Table 3: % Children age 5-6 who are enrolled in different
types of pre-school & school 2011

ge)
In School 9 g
i 9 T
In balwadi |, |/ 55| 8
anganwadi| Y<C | Govt | Pvt | Other 25
Age 5 7.1 89 (522 | 21.0 0.4 10.3 100
Age6| 36 31 696 | 19.2 03 42 | 100

40

Chart 3: Trends over time
Five year olds in pre-school & school 2007, 2009 & 2011
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Table 4: % Children by class and READING level
All schools 2011

Std. | Nothing | Letter Word (Stbe\gell';xt) (Sttje\éell'ezxt) Total
I 16.8 39.0 28.9 6.2 9.1 100
Il 6.6 25.1 441 15.4 8.7 100
1l 3.6 12.3 36.3 28.1 19.8 100
vV 1.3 7.8 19.8 33.4 37.7 100
V 1.4 5.2 11.3 27.2 54.8 100
Vi 1.4 2.8 6.7 19.2 69.9 100
VIl 0.4 3.5 4.8 14.7 76.6 100
VI 0.9 2.1 3.7 12.1 81.3 100
Total 4.9 14.6 22.5 20.0 38.0 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std IlI,3.6% children cannot even read letters,12.3 %can read letters
but not more, 36.3% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher,28:1% can read Std
1 text but not Std 2 level text, and 19.8 % can read Std 2 level text. In sum, for each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std Il who CANNOT READ Std | LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2008-2011
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rt 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std Il LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011
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Gov M Pvt Gov M Pvt
Home language and school language
Table 5: School language and home language
%Children who took the % Of the % Children who % Children whose home language was:
ding test in: tested in:
reading test in estea in Adi Mishmi Monpa Miri/Mishing |  Other * Total
English 95.6 English 25.0 13.7 6.0 4.4 50.8 100
Hindi 4.4 * 'Other" includes all languages from the list of scheduled and non-scheduled languages except those specified above. Data for
home language of children tested in Hindi has not been reported here due to small cell sizes.
Total 100.0

Note: In ASER 2011 for every state, reading tools were provided in the main medium of instruction in government schools. Even though English is the primary language of instruction
in government schools, children were given the choice of reading either in English or Hindi. For home languages, a list of 122 languages was provided to all survey teams. This included
22 Scheduled languages and 100 Non-Scheduled languages. The data in this table is for children for whom we have information for both school language and home language.

ASER 2011
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Table 6: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2011

Std. | Nothing reEsgze UTeas Subtract Divide Total
1-9 11-99
I 14.4 32.8 39.7 4.6 8.5 100
Il 5.5 20.0 52.9 16.5 5.1 100
1l 4.0 12.5 36.7 36.6 10.2 100
vV 1.8 6.7 17.2 48.7 25.7 100
V 1.0 6.1 13.3 38.1 41.4 100
VI 1.2 2.6 8.4 29.1 58.6 100
VI 1.3 2.1 6.5 22.9 67.3 100
VIl 0.9 1.2 3.3 18.5 76.2 100
Total 4.5 12.5 25.8 27.0 303 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a
child. For example, in Std lll, 4 % children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 12.5%
children can recognize numbers up to 9 but not more, 36.7% can recognize numbers to
99 but cannot do subtraction,36.6% can do subtraction but not division,and 10.2%can
do division. In sum, for each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 6: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto
100. By school type 2008-2011
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Table 7: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

2008

2009
Gov M Pvt

201

By school type 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

0

2011

Year | School | I [ IV | V[ VI| VI [V | Total
2007 Govt 7.8 82| 89[11.1111.9113.1110.8|17.9] 10.5
Pvt 37.1|40.5| 48.6| 54.6| 50.1|55.4|34.343.3| 45.5
Govt 9.4| 9.5/ 11.5/12.1110.9{12.8(15.4[16.5| 11.9
2009 Pvt 50.3(48.5| 50.7 51.7| 45.4)/49.1|37.1|43.3| 48.3
2010 Govt 8.6| 8.6/ 8.4|10.6/10.0{10.0{10.4| 8.6 9.3
Pvt  |51.0(26.9| 28.5| 36.3| 34.4/42.1|38.9(25.8| 35.0
2511 Govt 6.8| 7.5 7.3 10.0 84| 9.7 9.1(11.4] 85
Pvt  129.1|25.2| 28.3| 22.2| 26.6(26.6(27.4[26.0| 26.5

Note: In 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 the ASER survey recorded information about
tuition. In all 4 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, siblings
or from anyone else who did not require payment.
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Chart 7: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION
By school type 2008-2011
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As part of ASER 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one government school with primary sections was visited on the day of the survey.
Information about schools in this report is based on these visits.

School observations

Table 8: Total schools visited 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Type of school 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011

Std I-IV/V: Primary 135 138| 152| 169

Std I-VIIAII: Primary + Upper primary 105 138 107 81

Total schools visited 240| 276 259 250

.f.'-"i"-'""' . s

=" _;l- Ll o

o gl =

Student and teacher attendance e ﬂeﬂﬁff.w.
Table 9: Student attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 Table 10: Teacher attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011
2007|2009]2010[2011]2007[2009[2010| 2011 2007]2009[2010[2011]2007 2009 [2010[ 2011
[hsite std VA Std VIV 1121 std VA Std VIV
% Enrolled
children present % Teachers present
(average) 80.9|86.6 (82.8|78.7[ 79.7(88.1|82.0| 82.4 (average) 91.3(82.7|86.1| 76.9| 82.3/180.9|84.2| 79.6
% Schools with less % Schools with
than 50% enrolled no teachers
children present 7.0 0.7| 55| 55 9.2| 1.5 51| 1.3 present 1.0/ 2.5| 0.0/ 0.0 0.0 0.0/ 0.0| 1.4
(average) (average)
% Schools with % Schools with
75% or more all teachers
enrolled children 71.1189.6 [86.3|69.7| 73.5|{94.0(78.8| 73.8 present 77.0|54.1|57.0| 45.5[ 39.0{30.3|36.7| 32.4
present (average) (average)
Other school information

Table 11: Headteachers 2010 & 2011 Table 12: Computers 2010 and 2011
. N 2010]2011[2010] 2011 S 2010 2011]2010] 2011
% Schools with: Std HVA/ | Std VIV o Schools with: Std VA | Std VIVl
No Headteacher appointed 251 00| 15| 00 No computer 99.3| 952 | 66.4] 69.0
Headteacher appointed but not present at Computers but no children using them on
time of Visit 63171 | 15125 day of visit 0.0| 36| 154(183
Headteacher appointed & present at time Computers & children using them on day
of visit 9131829 |97.1|87.5 of visit 0.7 1.2|183]| 12.7
Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 Total 100 | 100 [ 100 | 100

Table 13: Multigrade classes 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

% Sl wiiih 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std LIV Std 1-VIIAVIII

Std Il children sitting with one or more other classes 40.0 54.1 35.4 28.6 32.0 44.7 23.7 19.7

Std IV children sitting with one or more other classes 41.5 461 28.6 23.1 23.7 38.5 23.9 21.4

ASER 2011 43
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School funds and activities (PAISA)

Table 14: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Full financial year

2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011

SSA school

No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dont| Of Dont Of Don’t

Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No know
Maintenance
grant 256 | 55.1|32.4(12.5| 225 |80.4| 8.0(11.6| 242 |67.8{16.1|16.1
Development
grant o 253 |49.8/36.0(14.2| 215 [67.0{12.6|20.5| 237 |63.7|18.6 | 17.7
TLM grant 255 | 69.0/20.0|11.0| 223 |82.5[11.2| 6.3| 237 |70.0/16.0|13.9
Table 15: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Half financial year

April 2009 to April 2010 to April 2011 to
October 2009 October 2010 October 2011

SSA school

No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dont Of Dony Of Don’t

Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch- Yes | No know
Maintenance
grant 226 | 34.5/41.2{24.3| 185 | 30.8{49.7[19.5| 230 | 39.6/40.0| 20.4
Development
grant 222 | 30.2|42.8{27.0| 184 | 29.9(50.0(20.1| 227 | 37.0{41.4|21.6
TLM grant 218 | 46.8|31.7{21.6| 184 | 31.0{50.0({19.0| 225 | 36.4|{43.6| 20.0

The PAISA section of ASER
of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan

Annual Status of Education Report
o
<
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=
-3

Facilitated by PRATHAM

tracks receipt and spending
(SSA) grants at the school

level. This information is collected from schools visited
during the survey. This page reports proportion of
schools receiving the grants and carrying out specified
activities in the schools. More detailed analysis of the
PAISA data will be available in the PAISA 2011 report
which will be released in March 2012."

EVERY RURAL GOVERNMENT PRIMARY SCHOOL
IS ENTITLED TO EACH OF THESE SSA GRANTS

EVERY YEAR.

How much goes to
each school

For what purposes

SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT

GRANT / SCHOOL GRANT

Rs.5000 per year per
primary school

This grant can be used for
buying school equipment
such as blackboard, sitting

Rs.7000 per year per upper
primary school

mats etc. Also for buying
chalk, duster, registers and
other office equipment.

Rs 5000 + Rs 7000 =
Rs 12000 if the school is
Std 1-VIIAVIIL.

The grant amount varies by

Note: Primary and Upper
Primary schools are treated
as separate schools even if
they are in the same pre-
mises.

type of school: whether it is
a primary or upper primary
school.

SCHOOL MAINTENANCE GRANT

Rs.5000 - Rs 7500 per
school per year if the school
has upto 3 classrooms.

This grant can be used for
maintenance of school
building, including
whitewashing;

Rs 7500 - Rs.10000 per year
if the school has more than
3 classrooms.

beautification; and repair of
toilets, hand pump,
boundary wall, playground
etc.

Primary and Upper Primary
schools are treated as
separate schools even if
they are in the same
building.

The grant amount depends
on number of classrooms
(excluding Headmaster
room and office room)

TLM

GRANT

Rs.500 per teacher per year
in primary and upper pri-
mary schools.

This grant can be used by
teachers to buy teaching
aids, such as charts, globes,
posters, models etc.

' For more information see www.accountabilityinitiative.in

ASER 2011
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Right to Education indicators

Table 17: Schools by total
enrollment 2010 and 2011

ratio 2010 and 2011

Table 18: RTE norms: Pupil-teacher

2010 2011
enroliment | No- of | % of | No. of | % of enrollment % Schools that do
schools|schools|schools|schools Norms | " eet PTR norms
1-60 83| 339 87| 35.5 1-60 2 18.5 18.8
61-90 48 | 19.6 51| 20.8 61-90 3 23.8 29.7
91-120 27| 11.0] 37| 151 91-120 | 4 23.1 22.9
121-150 20 8.2 23| 94 121-150 | 5 20.0 50.0
151-200 32 131 23| 94 151-200 | 54+ HM| 115 389
> 200 35| 143 24| 9.8 > 200 see note| 47 9 526
TOTAL 2451100 2451 100 TOTAL 220 298
Note : For schools with enrollment above 200
children the PTR shall not exceed 40 excluding
the Head Teacher
Table 19: Schools by number of Table 20: RTE norms: Teacher -
teachers 2010 and 2011 classroom ratio 2010 and 2011
2010 2011 RTE norm: 2010 2011
At least one
Number 0 0 classroom per
of No. %o No. %o P % Schools that do not
teachers of of of of ———————— meet classroom to teacher
schools|schools|schools|schools Number of norms
teachers
1 15 6.9 15| 7.8 1 0.0 0.0
2 29| 134 38| 19.7 2 0.0 8.3
3 241 111 30| 155 3 0.0 25.0
4 29| 134 23| 11.9 4 0.0 0.0
5 241 111 14 7.3 5 50.0 0.0
6 18| 83 8| 4.2 6 71.4 0.0
>=7 78 | 35.9 65| 33.7 >=7 33.3 56.3
TOTAL 217 | 100 193 | 100 TOTAL 20.3 26.7

Table 21: % Schools meeting selected RTE norms on facilities 2010 & 2011

% of schools with 2010 | 2011
Office/Store/Office cum store 77.0| 73.4

Building Playground 59.2| 65.8
Boundary Wall 25.1] 34.2

Drinking No facility for drinking water 36.9| 33.6
Water Fa_cmt_y but no drmlqng water available 9.9] 83
Drinking water available 53.2] 58.1

) No toilet facility 20.8| 31.1
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 53.9| 41.7
Toilet useable 25.3]27.2

% Schools with no separate provisions for girls toilets 60.4| 55.7

: : Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Girls Toilet et Tocked T13[ 158
Toilet not useable 16.2| 9.4

Toilet useable 12.2] 19.2

TLM Teaching learning material in Std 2 39.4| 50.2
Teaching Tearning material in Std 4 34.4] 48.6

Library No library 87.0| 82.1
Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 6.7] 9.2

Library being used by children on day of visit 6.3] 8.8

MDM Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal 64.0| 63.5
Midday meal served in school on the day of visit 47.2| 50.0

Note: School observations for ASER 2011 looked at TLM for Std Il and Std IV only.

ASER 2011
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As part of ASER 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one
government school with primary sections was visited on the
day of the survey. During this school visit, RTE indicators were
observed and are reported here.

Extracts from the Schedule of The Right of Children to
Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 Norms and
standards for a School (Sections 19 and 25)

Number of teachers in Std 1-5:
+ Admitted children  No. of teachers

<= 60 2
61-90 3
91-120 4
121-200 5
> 150 5 + 1 Headteacher

> 200 Pupil-Teacher Ratio
(excluding Headteacher)

shall not exceed 40

School facilities:
All weather building with:
At least one classroom for every teacher
Office cum store cum headteacher’s room
Separate toilets for boys and girls
Safe and adequate drinking water facility to
all children
¢ A kitchen where mid-day meal is cooked in
the school
Playground
Arrangements for securing the school
building by boundary wall or fencing.

* & o+ o

Teaching learning equipment
shall be provided to each class as required.

Library

There shall be a library in each school providing
newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects,
including story-books.
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 22 OUT OF 23 DISTRICTS

School enrollment and out of school children

Chart 1: Trends over time

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2011 % Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2011
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other g\lc%toi& Total
20
Age: 6-14 ALL 77.8 14.5 3.5 4.2 100
Age: 7-16 ALL 75.4 14.4 3.5 6.7 100 15
Age: 7-10 ALL 80.1 14.8 3.0 2.2 100 c
Age: 7-10 BOYS 78.7 15.7 2.9 26 | 100 2 10 ﬁ
Age: 7-10 GIRLS 81.6 13.7 3.1 1.6 100 ; ‘/

Age: 11-14 ALL 75.0 13.8 4.1 7.1 100 5,4/
| et e—

.

A

117

Age: 11-14 BOYS 73.2 14.3 3.9 8.6 100 | o
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 76.9 13.4 4.3 55 | 100 0 W ‘ ‘ L]
Age: 15-16 ALL 62.0 14.9 34 19.6 100 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Age: 15-16 BOYS 60.3 135 3.1 23.1 100 —+—7-10 boys 7-10 girls s 11-14 boys —@— 11-14 girls
Age: 15-16 GIRLS 63.9 16.5 Bl 15.7 100
Note: 'otHer' includes children going to madarssa and EGS. How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school
‘NoT IN scHooL” = dropped out + never enrolled. has changed from 5% in 2006 to 9.9% in 2007 to 8.3% in 2008 to 6.4% in 2009 to
7.4% in 2010 t0 5.5% in 2011
Chart 2: Trends over time Table 2: Sample description
% Children enrolled in private school by class 2007, 2009 & 2011 % Children in each class by age 2011
80 std. |56 |78 9|10|11|12|13|14|15|16T0tal
| 26.1140.6 |21.2| 7.6 4.4 100
60 Il 3.8 |14.039.2|29.7| 7.4 5.9 100
é 11} 3.2 14.1139.2|128.2| 9.9 5.4 100
540
° I\ 3.3 14.8/30.1|36.5| 7.5 7.8 100
20 V 5.6 7.8(39.7(28.1(12.0 6.7 100
(O VII 4.1 7.236.5(32.3113.2 b 1
Std | Std IV Std Vil 66 | 100
W 2007 W 2009 M 2011 VI 3.6 13.4(31.8(37.4| 9.8| 4.0| 100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std | at age 6, she should be age 8 in
Std 3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std I,
39.2% children are 8 years old but there are also 14.1% who are 7, 28.2% who are 9,
9.9% who are 10 years old, etc.

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 3: % Children age 5-6 who are enrolled in different Chart 3: Trends over time
types of pre-school & school 2011 Five year olds in pre-school & school 2007, 2009 & 2011
In School E o 1007
In balwadi 22 =
or In LKG/ S% 5 80
anganwadi| Y<C | Govt | Pvt | Other 25 5 60
2
Age5| 356 29 |45.1 | 125 1.4 2.6 | 100 = 407
Age6| 65 25 [709 | 148 | 34 | 20 | 100 207
oA

2007 2009 2011
M School M Pre school ~ MINot enrolled anywhere
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Table 4: % Children by class and READING level

All schools 2011 Reading Tool

Level 1 Level 2
Std. | Nothing | Letter Word (Stde \quext) (Stde \;eText) Total =
AT —

! 362 | 400 | 173 | 42 23 | 100 ~p—— E——
I 160 | 348 | 303 13.2 58 | 100 e RPN,
i 85 | 222 | 337 206 14.9 100 afirem B o sate meTe frericee Bifs TR
v 43 | 150 | 286 | 267 254 | 100 Ballbidunliiabalpivy [ S —

AT VA R SR e | )
v 37 | 126 | 208 267 362 | 100 e
Vi 26 70 | 159 25.4 492 | 100
Vil 1.9 4.2 12.7 23.0 58.1 100
Vil 2.0 28 8.0 18.2 69.0 | 100
Total | 11.0 | 194 | 217 19.1 289 | 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std I, 8.5% children cannot even read letters, 22.2% can read letters
but not more, 33.7% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 20.6% can read Std
1 text but not Std 2 level text, and 14.9% can read Std 2 level text. In sum, for each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Note: This tool was also available in Bodo, Bangla, English and Hindi.

Chart 5: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std Il LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il who CANNOT READ Std | LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011
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70 70
c 607 _60 7
=50 7 250 7
S S
* 407 =40 7
30 7 30 7
20 20 7
10 7 10 7
0 2008 2009 2010 2011 0° 2008 2009 2010 2011
HGov HPvt HGov HPvt
Home language and school language
Table 5: School language and home language
%Children who took the % Of the % Children who % Children whose home language was:
reading test in:** tested in:**
Assamese Bengali Bodo Karbi/Mikir Other * Total
Assamese 82.9 || Assamese 44.5 17.2 2.5 3.1 32.8 100
Bengali 14.2 || Bengali 1.1 89.7 5.7 0.2 32 100
Hindi 1.6 * 'Other" includes all languages from the list of scheduled and non-scheduled languages except those specified above. Data for
home language of children tested in Hindi and English has not been reported here due to small cell sizes.
English 1.3 ** Data in this table does not include the following districts - Bongaigaon, Darrang, Kokrajhar and Nalbari. The data for these four
districts is being processed.
Total 100.0

Note: In ASER 2011 for every state, reading tools were provided in the main medium of instruction of government schools. In Assam, children were given the choice of reading in
Assamese, Bengali, Hindi, English or Bodo. Figures for Bodo have not been included as they are currently being processed. For home languages, a list of 122 languages was provided
to all survey teams. This included 22 Scheduled languages and 100 Non-Scheduled languages. The data in this table is for children for whom we have information for both school

language and home language.
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Arithmetic

Table 6: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level
All schools 2011

Std. | Nothing HeERTEe MUTIETTS Subtract Divide Total
1-9 11-99
I 32.9 48.9 14.7 29 0.7 100
I 14.5 42.9 33.6 8.0 1.0 100
Il 6.6 32.3 37.6 20.4 3.1 100
vV 4.3 21.6 37.1 28.3 8.7 100
V 3.3 17.4 33.0 32.4 14.0 100
VI 2.7 8.6 28.6 36.5 23.7 100
VIl 2.2 7.0 22.3 37.6 31.0 100
VIII 1.9 4.4 18.7 36.2 38.8 100
Total 9.9 254 28.4 234 12.9 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a
child. For example, in Std lll, 6.6% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 32.3%
children can recognize numbers up to 9 but not more, 37.6% can recognize numbers to
99 but cannot do subtraction, 20.4% can do subtraction but not division, and 3.1% can
do division. In sum, for each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 6: Trends over time
% Children in Std Ill who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto
100. By school type 2008-2011
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Chart 7: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION
By school type 2008-2011

90
80 T !
70 T
60 T
50 T

% Children

8
|
|

30 T
20 T
10 T

0

2008 2009 2010 2011
Gov HPvt

Table 7: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES
By school type 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Year | School | Il 1l IV |V [ VI| VI| V| Total
2007 Govt 7.8[11.4| 15.5] 17.2| 20.6{26.0(28.2|33.7| 18.2
Pvt 16.3]30.0| 32.2| 31.0| 24.0{24.4129.3|38.7| 27.3
Govt [11.0(12.9] 13.8| 19.0| 20.7|23.0|21.6 (29.4| 18.0
2009 Pvt 24.2129.0| 31.2| 40.5| 30.7|27.8(30.3|27.9| 29.6
5010 Govt 8.0| 9.2| 12.6] 14.8] 17.8[18.5(22.2|26.5| 15.2
Pvt 22.6(30.7| 24.8| 35.1| 28.7|28.2|27.7 | 30.4| 28.2
e Govt 6.8(12.5( 12.6| 15.2| 14.7(18.7|21.8|24.3| 15.0
Pvt 24.4129.5| 30.2| 31.5| 34.3|27.9(33.3|36.9| 30.6

Note: In 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 the ASER survey recorded information about
tuition. In all 4 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, siblings
or from anyone else who did not require payment.
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As part of ASER 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one government school with primary sections was visited on the day of the survey.
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Information about schools in this report is based on these visits.

School observations

Table 8: Total schools visited 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Type of school 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std I-IV/V: Primary 513| 527| 503| 483
Std I-VIIAVIIL: Primary + Upper primary 35 26| 16 27
Total schools visited 548| 553 519| 510

Student and teacher attendance

Table 9: Student attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 Table 10: Teacher attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011
2007|2009]2010[2011[2007 [2009]2010[2011 2007]2009[2010[2011]2007 2009 [2010[ 2011

[hsite std VA Std VIV 1121 std VA Std VIV

% Enrolled

children present % Teachers present

(average) 71.2|70.8|69.0| 71.1] 72.6|65.3|69.6 | 69.4 (average) 88.3188.1[190.8| 92.8/85.4/81.6/67.7| 84.6

% Schools with less % Schools with

than 50% enrolled no teachers

children present 13.8112.41153| 11.8| 8.8|16.0|12.5| 7.4 present 06| 1.1] 0.2| 0.5 0.0/ 0.0 0.0| 4.2

(average) (average)

% Schools with % Schools with

75% or more all teachers

enrolled children 48.1(49.3|45.6|48.1147.1136.0|31.3| 33.3 present 70.5(70.6|74.4| 79.0| 53.9| 36.4|20.0| 58.3

present (average) (average)

Other school information

Table 11: Headteachers 2010 & 2011 Table 12: Computers 2010 and 2011

. . 2010]2011[2010] 2011 S 2010 2011]2010] 2011

Vo Seveiol el Std VA | Std VIV o Schools with: Std VAV | Std VIV

No Headteacher appointed 00| 00| 00| 00 No computer 99.0| 98.5 | 75.0| 80.8

Headteacher appointed but not present at Computers but no children using them on

time of Visit 59| 3.7(125]143 day of visit 1.0| 04]188] 77

Headteacher appointed & present at time 9411963 | 875|857 Computers & children using them on day ool 11 63| 115

of visit of visit

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 Total 100 | 100 [ 100 | 100

Table 13: Multigrade classes 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

% Seheals witl 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std LIV Std 1-VIIAVIII

Std Il children sitting with one or more other classes 39.0 55.9 441 53.4 36.7 52.0 33.3 417

Std IV children sitting with one or more other classes 333 49.0 415 50.6 375 435 26.7 38.1
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School funds and activities (PAISA)

Table 14: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Full financial year

2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011

SSA school

No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dont Of Dont Of Don't

Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No know
Maintenance
grant 489 [82.0/14.1| 3.9 487 87.7| 5.8| 6.6 484(78.7\14.1|7.2
Development
grant P 469 | 68.4|27.1| 4.5 442 81.9/10.6| 7.5 4741 70.9(21.3| 7.8
TLM grant 504 |89.3| 81|26 466| 90.3| 45| 5.2| 484|87.0/ 85|4.6

Table 15: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Half financial year

The PAISA section of ASER
of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan

Annual Status of Education Report
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Facilitated by PRATHAM

tracks receipt and spending
(SSA) grants at the school

level. This information is collected from schools visited
during the survey. This page reports proportion of

schools receiving the grants and carrying out specified
activities in the schools. More detailed analysis of the
PAISA data will be available in the PAISA 2011 report
which will be released in March 2012."

EVERY RURAL GOVERNMENT PRIMARY SCHOOL
IS ENTITLED TO EACH OF THESE SSA GRANTS

EVERY YEAR.

How much goes to
each school

For what purposes

SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT

GRANT / SCHOOL GRANT

Rs.5000 per year per
primary school

This grant can be used for
buying school equipment
such as blackboard, sitting

Rs.7000 per year per upper
primary school

mats etc. Also for buying
chalk, duster, registers and
other office equipment.

Rs 5000 + Rs 7000 =
Rs 12000 if the school is
Std 1-VIIAVIIL

The grant amount varies by

Note: Primary and Upper
Primary schools are treated
as separate schools even if
they are in the same pre-
mises.

type of school: whether it is
a primary or upper primary
school.

SCHOOL MAINTENANCE GRANT

Rs.5000 - Rs 7500 per
school per year if the school
has upto 3 classrooms.

This grant can be used for
maintenance of school
building, including
whitewashing;

Rs 7500 - Rs.10000 per year
if the school has more than
3 classrooms.

beautification; and repair of
toilets, hand pump,
boundary wall, playground
etc.

Primary and Upper Primary
schools are treated as
separate schools even if
they are in the same
building.

The grant amount depends
on number of classrooms
(excluding Headmaster
room and office room)

TLM

GRANT

April 2009 to April 2010 to April 2011 to
October 2009 October 2010 October 2011
SSA school
No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dony Of Don of Don't
Sch. | Yes | No know Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch: Yes | No Know
Maintenance
grant 429 | 74.4121.5| 4.2 413 46.0/40.0 [14.0| 452| 42.0|46.511.5
Development
grant 404 | 63.1(31.9( 5.0 367| 43.9|42.8(13.4| 440| 40.0|47.312.7
TLM grant 438 | 82.2|15.3| 2.5 379 50.1(39.3|10.6| 449| 55.0{36.3| 8.7
Table 16: % Schools carrying out different activities since April 2011
Type of Activity % schools
Yes No Don't
know
Const. New Classroom 19.0f 749 6.1
Repair of building (roof, floor, wall etc.) 38.4| 58.1 3.6
Repair of doors & windows 39.0| 56.4 4.6
Repairs Repair of boundary wall 185 77.4 4.1
Repair of drinking water facility 32.8| 637 35
Repair of toilet 27.5| 68.6 4.0
Painting White wash/plastering 36.2| 59.1 4.7
& White | Painting Blackboard/Display Board/Painting on wall 416| 543 4.1
Wash Painting of doors & walls 32.1| 642 3.7
Purchase of furniture (cupboard etc.) 451 50.2 4.6
Purchase of electrical fittings 15.0/ 80.1 49
Purchase | Purchase of chalk, duster, register etc. 82.6| 14.4 3.0
Purchase of sitting Mats/Tat Patti 30.3| 65.6 4.1
Purchase of charts, globes & other teaching material 61.7| 35.1 3.2
Expenditure on school events 39.2| 55.9 5.0
Other - — :
Payment of bills (electricity, water, cleaning etc.) 16.2| 79.3 45
50

Rs.500 per teacher per year
in primary and upper pri-
mary schools.

This grant can be used by
teachers to buy teaching
aids, such as charts, globes,
posters, models etc.

" For more information see www.accountabilityinitiative.in
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Table 17: Schools by total
enrollment 2010 and 2011

Table 18: RTE norms: Pupil-teacher
ratio 2010 and 2011

School 2010 2011 School il 2010 A
enrollment | No- of | % of | No. of| % of enrollment | Teacher % Schools that do
schools|schools|schools|schools Norms f " neet PTR norms
1-60 210 | 40.9 160 | 31.9 1-60 2 44.4 38.2
61-90 91| 17.7 94| 18.7 61-90 3 68.1 70.2
91-120 66| 12.8 79| 15.7 91-120 4 84.0 90.9
121-150 50 9.7 45 9.0 121-150 5 82.5 90.6
151-200 52| 10.1 49 9.8 151-200 5+ HM| 90.9 85.3
> 200 45 8.8 75| 149 > 200 see note| 90.9 90.5
TOTAL 514 1100.0 502 [100.0 TOTAL 66.4 71.0

Table 19: Schools by number of
teachers 2010 and 2011

Note : For schools with enrollment above 200
children the PTR shall not exceed 40 excluding

the Head Teacher

Table 20: RTE norms: Teacher -
classroom ratio 2010 and 2011

2010 2011 RTE norm: 2010 2011
At least one
il 9 ) classroom per
of No. % No. % P % Schools that do not
teachers of of of of ————————— meet classroom to teacher
schools|schools|schools|schools Number of norms
teachers

1 137 | 35.9 119 33.9 1 0.0 0.0

2 98 | 25.7 99| 28.2 2 19.1 25.9

3 64| 16.8 63| 18.0 3 42.9 53.7

4 33 8.6 30 8.6 4 75.0 83.3

5 15 3.9 10 2.9 5 91.7 60.0

6 3 0.8 7 2.0 6 100.0 66.7

>=7 32 8.4 23 6.6 >=7 83.3 88.2

TOTAL 382 | 100.0 351 (100.0 TOTAL 32.3 352

Table 21: % Schools meeting selected RTE norms on facilities 2010 & 2011

% of schools with 2010 | 2011
Office/Store/Office cum store 57.3| 54.1

Building Playground 61.5] 56.5
Boundary Wall 19.3] 23.3

Drinking No facility for drinking water 232 23.8

Water Facility but no drinking water available 16.0] 11.7
Drinking water available 60.9| 64.6

Toil No toilet facility 19.1] 13.1

ollet Facility but toilet not useable 47.8| 49.2
Toilet useable 33.1] 37.8
% Schools with no separate provisions for girls toilets 52.2| 34.3

Girls Toilet Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where
Toilet locked 18.5] 19.3
Toilet not useable 15.6] 19.0
Toilet useable 13.7[ 27.4

TLM Teaching learning material in Std 2 71.41 711
Teaching Tearning material in Std 4 67.1]172.2

Library No library 79.2| 71.9
Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 10.3] 14.5
Library being used by children on day of visit 10.5] 13.6

MDM Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal 80.0| 81.5
Midday meal served in school on the day of visit 66.6] 59.6

Note: School observations for ASER 2011 looked at TLM for Std Il and Std IV only.
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As part of ASER 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one
government school with primary sections was visited on the
day of the survey. During this school visit, RTE indicators were
observed and are reported here.

Extracts from the Schedule of The Right of Children to
Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 Norms and
standards for a School (Sections 19 and 25)

Number of teachers in Std 1-5:
+ Admitted children  No. of teachers

<= 60 2
61-90 3
91-120 4
121-200 5
> 150 5 + 1 Headteacher

> 200 Pupil-Teacher Ratio
(excluding Headteacher)

shall not exceed 40

School facilities:

All weather building with:

At least one classroom for every teacher

Office cum store cum headteacher’s room

Separate toilets for boys and girls

Safe and adequate drinking water facility to

all children

¢ A kitchen where mid-day meal is cooked in
the school
Playground

+ Arrangements for securing the school
building by boundary wall or fencing.

* & o+ o

Teaching learning equipment
shall be provided to each class as required.

Library

There shall be a library in each school providing
newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects,
including story-books.
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 8 OUT OF 9 DISTRICTS

School enrollment and out of school children

Chart 1: Trends over time

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2011 % Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2011
Not in
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other Total
School 20
Age: 6-14 ALL 27.7 71.1 0.1 1.1 100
Age: 7-16 ALL 26.9 71.0 0.1 2.0 100 15
Age: 7-10 ALL 29.5 69.7 0.1 0.7 100 -
Age: 7-10 BOYS 294 | 698 00 | 08 | 100 2 10
V)
Age: 7-10 GIRLS 29.6 69.7 0.1 0.7 100 B
Age: 11-14 ALL 24.8 73.5 0.1 1.6 100 5,7‘, i \\
Age: 11-14 BOYS 253 73.1 0.2 1.4 100 i
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 24.2 74.0 0.1 1.7 100 0 | | | 1\ e — S——
Age: 15-16 ALL 233 67.6 0.4 8.7 100 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Age: 15-16 BOYS 21.0 67.1 0.6 11.3 100 —+—7-10 boys 7-10 girls s 11-14 boys —@— 11-14 girls
Age: 15-16 GIRLS 25.6 68.0 0.2 6.2 100
Note: 'otHer' includes children going to madarssa and EGS. How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school
‘NoT IN scHooL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. has changed from 5.9% in 2006 to 7.1% in 2007 to 4.6% in 2008 to 2.3% in 2009
10 3.3% in 2010 t0 1.7% in 2011
Chart 2: Trends over time Table 2: Sample description
% Children enrolled in private school by class 2007, 2009 & 2011 % Children in each class by age 2011
0 std. |56 |78 9|10|11|12|13|14|15|16T0ta|
| 17.0/38.5(21.8|14.4 8.3 100
604 Il 3.3 |11.325.9|31.3|13.9| 8.9 5.4 100
é 1l 4.2 11.0/31.1119.0{19.3| 5.8| 6.3 3.4 100
=40+
° I\ 5.4 8.6/25.5[30.1(11.9(11.4 7.1 100
20+ V 5.6 6.7(34.3(19.2(14.4(10.3| 7.4 2.2 100
\Y| 4.1 11.8/20.4[31.2[18.3| 81| 6.2 100
0 VI 7 7.5[29.816. ' 1
Std I Std IV Std VIl i P7o[p981160) 80 | 100
W 2007 W 2009 M 2011 Vil 3.4 11.4(31.4(31.1(16.3| 6.4| 100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std | at age 6, she should be age 8 in
Std 3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std I,
31.1% children are 8 years old but there are also 11.0% who are 7, 19.0 % who are
9, 19.3% who are 10 years old, etc.

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 3: % Children age 5-6 who are enrolled in different Chart 3: Trends over time
types of pre-school & school 2011 Five year olds in pre-school & school 2007, 2009 & 2011
In School E O 1007
In balwadi eg ®
or In LKG/ % 5 80
anganwadi UKG | Govt | Pvt | Other g & 5 60
5
Age5| 7.0 52.0 [ 123 | 27.8 0.0 0.9 | 100 = 407
Age6| 1.6 265 |22.8 | 484 0.0 0.9 | 100 201
O —

2007 2009 2011

M School M Pre school ~ MINot enrolled anywhere
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Table 4: % Children by class and READING level

All schools 2011 Reading Tool

Std. | Nothing | Letter Word (StLde\qelT;xt) (Stf\;ell'ezxt) Total Reading Test (2

I 4.0 46.7 33.2 8.6 7.4 100 ] &y

I 18 | 168 | 433 | 213 168 | 100 SeiE i TamoR el My vislage Is very big.

I 0.8 81 | 241 | 314 356 | 100 DL Thei e gy INH WA etesn

v 09 78 | 144 26.2 51.1 100 pem e I :.::::.m:m':ﬁ,,.,
taken o bath and combed

V 0.2 4.9 8.4 15.2 71.3 100 et hiale, Her brother has kep!

Vi 0.6 3.1 4.8 13.4 78.1 100 the books In his bag. Their

viI 0.8 20 36 7.8 859 | 100 sehool It for awey om the

VIl 0.2 0.4 1.1 8.1 90.1 100 house. Both ol them walk o

Total 1.3 13.1 18.7 17.3 49.6 100 school every day.

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.

For example, in Std lll, 0.8% children cannot even read letters, 8.1% can read letters
but not more, 24.1% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 31.4% can read Std
1 text but not Std 2 level text, and 35.6% can read Std 2 level text. In sum, for each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Note: This tool was also available in Metei Mayek and Manipuri.

Chart 4: Trends over time Chart 5: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il who CANNOT READ Std | LEVEL TEXT % Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std Il LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011 By school type 2008-2011
90 90
80 80
70 70
¢ 60 _ 60
250 250
) )
= 40 7 = 40
30 7 30
20 7 20
10 7] 10
0 2008 2009 2010 2011 0 2008 2009 2010 2011
HGov MPvt HGov MPvt

age and school language

Table 5: School language and home language

%Children who took the % Of the % Children who % Children whose home language was:

reading test in: tested in: Manipuri|Tangkhul|  Kuki Hmar | Kabui Paite Anal | Other * | Total

English 98.0 | | English 53.8 15.0 7.0 4.3 2.9 2.9 1.9 12.2 | 100

Manipuri 2.0 | | * 'Other' includes all languages from the list of scheduled and non-scheduled languages except those specified above. Data for
home language of children tested in Manipuri has not been reported here due to small cell sizes.

Total 100.0

Note: In ASER 2011 for every state, reading tools were provided in the main medium of instruction in government schools. In Manipur, where the medium of instruction in government
schools is English or Manipuri, children were given the choice of reading in English, Manipuri or Meitei Mayek. Figures of Meitei Mayek have not been included due to insufficient data.
For home languages, a list of 122 languages was provided to all survey teams. This includes 22 Scheduled languages and 100 Non-Scheduled languages. The data in this table is for
children for whom we have information for both school language and home language.
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Table 6: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level

Facilitated by PRATHAM

All schools 2011 Math Tool
Std. | Nothing RecagnizelNUmbER Subtract Divide Total MATH TEST /T
1-9 11-99 e — —
| 5.2 33.1 53.3 7.1 1.4 100 — L = 5
I 20 | 103 | 5738 24.7 52 | 100 EI I | X | el
Il 0.8 4.6 38.8 395 16.4 100 mm g3 ll T I T B
% 1.0 34 | 208 455 29.3 100 z48  -38 | dyesa(
\Y, 0.2 2.3 9.7 38.2 49.6 100 EE E] - i
VI 0.5 1.2 6.9 28.5 62.9 100 =28 =19 l)_ﬂl-—(
[37 ][ ]| —
Wil 0.8 0.5 6.1 17.0 75.7 100 [ 3 ]{ : I
n 26
VIl 0.2 0.6 3.2 14.1 81.9 100 [“ ]| 1"' .29 T m
Total 1.5 8.3 27.7 27.5 35.0 100
How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a - = o e A O
child. For example, in Std lll, 0.8% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 4.6%

children can recognize numbers up to 9 but not more, 38.8% can recognize numbers to
99 but cannot do subtraction, 39.5% can do subtraction but not division, and 16.4% can
do division. In sum, for each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 6: Trends over time
% Children in Std Ill who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto
100. By school type 2008-2011

Chart 7: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION
By school type 2008-2011
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Table 7: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Year | School | Il 1l IV | vV [ VI[ VI| V| Total
2007 Govt [17.2]18.0] 19.5| 26.0| 24.1|26.6(28.9(35.3| 22.3
Pvt 43.6|52.4| 53.1| 53.7| 58.6|53.5|59.2[59.9| 54.0
Govt [12.0/18.8/ 16.0| 17.1| 17.6{21.6|15.2|29.7| 18.2
2009 Pvt  [42.4|46.0| 49.5| 50.7| 45.7{49.9|51.8|55.2| 485
5010 Govt 9.9(13.2| 11.3] 14.7{ 16.9{16.4(15.4|27.6| 15.0
Pvt 38.9|41.3]49.2| 51.9| 48.6|52.9|59.3(61.7| 49.9
2011 Govt 11.0]15.3| 13.2[ 12.5| 13.6{23.2(20.8|19.8| 15.1
Pvt  143.0(43.3| 43.7| 51.3| 52.4/50.4|52.6 |57.2| 48.8

Note: In 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 the ASER survey recorded information about
tuition. In all 4 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, siblings
or from anyone else who did not require payment.
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As part of ASER 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one government school with primary sections was visited on the day of the survey.
Information about schools in this report is based on these visits.

School observations

Table 8: Total schools visited 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Type of school 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011

Std I-IV/V: Primary 111 107 97 99

Std I-VIIAVII: Primary + Upper primary 36 35 28 34

Total schools visited 147 142 125/ 133

Student and teacher attendance

Table 9: Student attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 Table 10: Teacher attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011
2007|2009]2010[2011]2007[2009[2010| 2011 2007]2009[2010[2011]2007 2009 [2010[ 2011

[hsite std VA Std VIV 1121 std VA Std VIV

% Enrolled

children present % Teachers present

(average) 76.774.0|66.1| 52.3] 80.0{79.7|71.3| 56.8 (average) 90.2(82.9|70.8| 78.5[ 80.4| 71.8[75.1| 72.0

% Schools with less % Schools with

than 50% enrolled no teachers

children present 13.014.1[17.2| 42.6| 11.8| 7.7|11.1| 27.3 present 0.0/ 1.0| 0.0/ 0.0 3.1| 3.5/ 0.0/ 0.0

(average) (average)

% Schools with % Schools with

75% or more all teachers

enrolled children 62.0|64.1[38.7| 13.8/ 73.5/76.9(44.4| 15.2 present 63.7(50.0|27.3| 42.6| 28.1|17.2|30.8| 20.6

present (average) (average)

Other school information
Table 11: Headteachers 2010 & 2011 Table 12: Computers 2010 and 2011

2010]2011[2010] 2011 2010 2011]2010] 2011

% Schools with: % Schools with:

Std HIVA | Std VIV Std HIV/V | Std I-VIIAVII
No Headteacher appointed 2.7| 0.0 0.0| 0.0 No computer 97.8/ 979|704 81.8
i Computers but no children using them on
Headteacher appointed but not present at| 55 4 | 15 | 316 | 16.0 day of visit 9 00| 21259/ 121
Headteacher appointed & present at time 6931850 | 684 840 Computers & children using them on day 220 00l 37| 64
of visit of visit
Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100

Table 13: Multigrade classes 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

% Seheals witl 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std I-IV/V Std VIV

Std Il children sitting with one or more other classes 229 282 40.7 47.6 57 226 28.0 36.7

Std IV children sitting with one or more other classes 14.7 26.5 352 37.0 388 21.9 20.0 26.7

ASER 2011 55
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School funds and activities (PAISA)

Table 14: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Full financial year The PAISA section of ASER tracks receipt and spending

2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011 of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan (SSA) grants at the school
SSA school No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools level. This information is collected from schools visited
grants of Donil of Donl of Don’t during the survey. This page reports proportion of
Ye N Y N Ye N
. Sch. | "5 1 ™ know| Sch- | "€ | T knowl Sch- | " | know schools receiving the grants and carrying out specified
g/ll':rl]:tenance 123 | 65.0/342] 0.8 107| 66.4110.3123.4| 120/66.7/110.8 225 activities in the schools. More detailed analysis of the
Development PAISA data will be available in the PAISA 2011 report
grant 112 | 49.150.0{ 0.9 | 107 56.1{15.9(28.0| 117|55.6{19.7 p4.8 which will be released in March 20121
TLM grant 125 | 74.4/125.6| 0.0 106| 73.6| 7.6 (18.9 123/ 68.3| 9.8 2.0
EVERY RURAL GOVERNMENT PRIMARY SCHOOL
Table 15: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Half financial year IS ENTITLED TO EACH OF THESE SSA GRANTS
: i , EVERY YEAR.
April 2009 to April 2010 to April 2011 to How much aoes to
October 2009 October 2010 October 2011 h hg | For what purposes
SSA school €ach schoo
No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Son| of 5ol of e SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT GRANT / SCHOOL GRANT
sch. | Yes | No know| Sch. ves | No know| S¢ch- ves | No know This grant can be used for
Maintenance Rs.5000 per year per i 9 oo :
‘ 106 | 34.0[49.1(17.0| 98 24.5(50.0(255| 97| 11.3|54.6 | 34.0 primary school uying school equipment
gra” I such as blackboard, sitting
evelopment mats etc. Also for buying
99 | 23.2(55.6(21.2 97| 21.7|51.6 |26.8 94| 9.6(55.3| 35.1
grant E?i.;g%?siﬁog}ar PETUPPET | chalk, duster, registers and
TLM grant 105 | 37.1148.6 143 95/ 24.2[53.7[22.1| 96| 9.4[57.3|33.3 other office equipment.
Rs 5000 + Rs 7000 =
Rs 12000 if the school is
Std I-VIIAVIIIL The grant amount varies by
Table 16: % Schools carrying out different activities since April 2011 Note: Primary and Upper type-of school: Whethgr itis
— ; hoo! treated | @ Primary or upper primary
Type of Activity % schools Primary schools are U e
; as separate schools even if :
Yes No Don't ih in th
Know ey are in the same pre-
mises.
Const. New Classroom 96.8 1.6 1.6
£ build (100, f " : SCHOOL MAINTENANCE GRANT
Repair of building (roof, floor, wall etc. 96.9 1.6 1.6 -
P : 9 : Rs.5000 - Rs 7500 per | This grant can be used for
Repair of doors & windows 98.4 0.0 1.6 school per year if the school | maintenance of school
. . has upto 3 classrooms. building, including
Repairs Repair of boundary wall 98.0 0.0 20 e
Repair of drinking water facility 98.2 0.0 19 Rs 7500 - Rs.10000 per year beautification; and repair of
Repair of toilet 96.8 16 16 if the school has more than | toilets, hand — pump,
: : : 3 cEESTEETE, boundary wall, playground
Painting | White wash/plastering 97.9 21 00 etc.
. . o Primary and Upper Prima
& White | Painting Blackboard/Display Board/Painting on wall 98.3 17 0.0 scthI/s are Fft?eated z?s/ The grant amount depends
I B ber of classrooms
Wash Painting of doors & walls 97.7 | 223 0.0 separate schools even if | ON UM
: they are in the same (excluding .Headmaster
Purchase of furniture (cupboard etc.) 945 4.1 1.4 building. room and office room)
Purchase of electrical fittings 98.0 0.0 2.0
. TLM GRANT
Purchase | Purchase of chalk, duster, register etc. 100.0 0.0 0.0
— - Rs.500 per teacher per year | This grant can be used by
Purchase of sitting Mats/Tat Patti 100.0 0.0 0.0 in primary and upper pri- | teachers to buy teaching
Purchase of charts, globes & other teaching material | 100.0 0.0 0.0 mary schools. aids, such as charts, globes,
posters, models etc.
Expenditure on school events 100.0 0.0 0.0
Other - — :
Payment of bills (electricity, water, cleaning etc.) 100.0 0.0 0.0
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Table 17: Schools by total
enrollment 2010 and 2011

ratio 2010 and 2011

Table 18: RTE norms: Pupil-teacher

School 2010 2011 School il 2oie 2ult
enrollment | No- of | % of | No. of| % of enrollment [EBEfEr % Schools that do
schools|schools|schools|schools Norms f " neet PTR norms
1-60 43| 353 56| 43.8 1-60 2 0.0 9.1
61-90 22| 18.0 21| 16.4 61-90 3 20.0 5.9
91-120 22| 18.0 23| 18.0 91-120 4 421 21.7
121-150 15| 123 13| 10.2 121-150 5 64.3 9.1
151-200 1] 90 6| 47 151-200 | 5, pym| 375 0.0
> 200 9 7.4 91 7.0 > 200 see note| 44.4 25.0
TOTAL 1221 100.0 128 (100.0 TOTAL 25.7 11.9

Table 19: Schools by number of
teachers 2010 and 2011

Note : For schools with enrollment above 200
children the PTR shall not exceed 40 excluding

the Head Teacher

Table 20: RTE norms: Teacher -
classroom ratio 2010 and 2011

2010 2011 RTE norm: 2010 2011
At least one
Number o g classroom per
of No. %o No. % P % Schools that do not
teachers of of of of ————————— meet classroom to teacher
schools{schools|schools{schools Number of norms
teachers
1 3 2.7 6| 5.0 1 0.0 0.0
2 12| 10.9 7| 5.8 2 22.2 20.0
3 12| 10.9 13| 10.8 3 33.3 50.0
4 15| 13.6 9 7.5 4 16.7 83.3
5 23| 20.9 25| 20.8 5 33.3 81.3
6 12| 109 12| 10.0 6 75.0 16.7
>=7 33| 30.0 48 | 40.0 >=7 75.0 68.0
TOTAL 110 | 100.0 120{100.0 TOTAL 37.5 58.6
Table 21: % Schools meeting selected RTE norms on facilities 2010 & 2011
% of schools with 2010 | 2011
Office/Store/Office cum store 68.1] 66.4
Building Playground 72.3| 41.7
Boundary Wall 11.1] 6.4
Drinking No facility for drinking water 84.6| 87.3
Water Facility but no drinking water available 10.3] 6.4
Drinking water available 5.1/ 6.4
Toil No toilet facility 21.4| 313
ollet Facility but toilet not useable 38.5| 33.6
Toilet useable 40.2| 35.2
% Schools with no separate provisions for girls toilets 78.5| 64.7
: : Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where
Gt Tl Toilet locked 47] 59
Toilet not useable 8.4| 14.1
Toilet useable 8.4| 15.3
TLM Teaching learning material in Std 2 48.7| 23.0
Teaching learning material in Std 4 38.4| 20.6
Library No library 90.8] 92.9
Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 34| 55
Library being used by children on day of visit 59| 1.6
MDM Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal 59.2| 43.9
Midday meal served in school on the day of visit 47.8| 29.8

Note: School observations for ASER 2011 looked at TLM for Std Il and Std IV only.

ASER 2011
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As part of ASER 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one
government school with primary sections was visited on the
day of the survey. During this school visit, RTE indicators were
observed and are reported here.

Extracts from the Schedule of The Right of Children to
Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 Norms and
standards for a School (Sections 19 and 25)

Number of teachers in Std 1-5:
+ Admitted children  No. of teachers

<= 60 2
61-90 3
91-120 4
121-200 5
> 150 5 + 1 Headteacher

> 200 Pupil-Teacher Ratio
(excluding Headteacher)

shall not exceed 40

School facilities:
All weather building with:
At least one classroom for every teacher
Office cum store cum headteacher’s room
Separate toilets for boys and girls
Safe and adequate drinking water facility to
all children
¢ A kitchen where mid-day meal is cooked in
the school
Playground
Arrangements for securing the school
building by boundary wall or fencing.

* & o+ o

Teaching learning equipment
shall be provided to each class as required.

Library

There shall be a library in each school providing
newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects,
including story-books.
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 6 OUT OF 7 DISTRICTS

School enrollment and out of school children

Chart 1: Trends over time

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2011 % Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2011
Not in
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other School Total -
Age: 6-14 ALL 38.6 54.3 1.3 5.8 100
Age: 7-16 ALL 38.1 52.4 1.2 8.2 100 15
Age: 7-10 ALL 39.8 55.0 1.3 4.0 100 -
Age: 7-10 BOYS 428 | 510 1.1 51 | 100 2 0L & N\, //r\\‘
V)
Age: 7-10 GIRLS 36.6 59.2 1.4 2.9 100 B *\
Age: 11-14 ALL 37.7 53.1 1.4 7.8 100 5 N 7§
Age: 11-14 BOYS 39.7 48.0 1.3 11.0 100 — ‘
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 35.7 58.1 1.5 4.7 100 0 ‘ | ! ‘
Age: 15-16 ALL 353 45.0 0.7 19.0 100 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Age: 15-16 BOYS 38.9 385 03 22.2 | 100 —+—7-10 boys 7-10 girls s 11-14 boys —@— 11-14 girls
Age: 15-16 GIRLS 317 51.6 1.0 15.7 | 100
Note: 'otHer' includes children going to madarssa and EGS. How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school
‘NoT IN scHooL’ = dropped out + never enrolled. has changed from 5.4% in 2006 to 6.4% in 2007 to 2.7% in 2008 to 4.4% in 2009
10 6.8% in 2010 t0 4.7% in 2011
Chart 2: Trends over time Table 2: Sample description
% Children enrolled in private school by class 2007, 2009 & 2011 % Children in each class by age 2011
0 std. |56 |7 |8]9]10]11 12|13|14|15|16T0ta|
| 8.0 (17.7(19.8/20.9/10.7|11.1| 3.4 8.5 100
60 Il 6.5 13.2|121.8|17.1|17.1| 7.9] 8.9 7.6 100
é 1l 5.9 13.6/19.1118.0|14.8|12.3| 7.8 8.5 100
£401
° I\ 4.8 12.7|24.4|13.7|17.4| 9.6 | 7.6| 5.7| 4.2| 100
20+ V 4.3 11.9(16.921.8(16.3|11.1|10.7| 7.0 100
Y| 4.4 10.5[20.4[21.1(20.5[15.9| 7.3| 100
0 VI 44 17.5[21.5[27.7[16.9]12.1| 1
Std I Std IV Std VIl > 09 00
W 2007 W 2009 M 2011 Vil 7.0 19.1130.4|25.3|18.2| 100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std | at age 6, she should be age 8 in
Std 3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std I,
13.6% children are 8 years old but there are also 5.9% who are 7 years old or younger,
19.1% who are 9, 18.0% who are 10 years old, etc.

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 3: % Children age 5-6 who are enrolled in different Chart 3: Trends over time
types of pre-school & school 2011 Five year olds in pre-school & school 2007, 2009 & 2011
In School E O 1007
In balwadi o2 ®
or In LKG/ % 5 80 7
anganwadi UKG | Govt | Pvt | Other g & 5 60-
S
Age5| 9.1 9.1 |29.0 | 446 0.7 7.4 | 100 = 407
Age6| 4.0 101 |31.7 | 484 1.1 47 | 100 207
O —

2007 2009 2011

M School M Pre school ~ MINot enrolled anywhere
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Table 4: % Children by class and READING level

All schools 2011

Std. | Nothing | Letter Word (Stl_;\qell';xt) (Stljéell'gxt) Total
I 17.5 335 36.8 8.0 4.2 100
I 9.4 18.7 39.2 19.6 13.1 100
1l 6.2 7.2 38.3 20.7 27.5 100
Y, 4.1 5.4 24.9 29.2 36.4 100
V 4.8 3.4 14.9 235 53.5 100
Vi 4.2 54 10.2 242 56.0 100
VIl 4.2 2.2 45 17.2 71.9 100
VI 2.2 6.2 2.5 6.0 83.2 100
Total 8.1 13.3 26.7 18.7 333 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std lll, 6.2% children cannot even read letters, 7.2% can read letters
but not more, 38.3% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 20.7% can read Std
1 text but not Std 2 level text, and 27.5% can read Std 2 level text. In sum, for each

class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std Il who CANNOT READ Std | LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2008-2011
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Reading Tool

Reading Test (1)

Anga angnl songna ka'sara aro
chuttinl  semale  re'ng
re‘angronga. Angnl  amibl
namen bilsi re'angaha ane va
mama bakio uwa Longo
songdonga. Ambi pangnan

==
Do'al saigl meman rongluls
‘Saigisl renglakes do’drongin nika
Cihireya bl @ 1o eng ie
Ao chinga da'cl nomen kul ongbea

golpo oganronge sweetrangko

on'rongo. Momo sokso gommeff b 3 o |ficksiem  gal
cha'glpa eng'a aro wnl Pl
a'pakrangchl re'na rimrenga. koom ik fope daks
A'paini somboo chibol domsally b Jligpe giip
denga are chinga uana auna re'chik Bla
nemikronga. b dokn  robal

Note: This tool was also available in Garo and English.

Chart 5: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std Il LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011
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age and school language

Table 5: School language and home language

% Children Of the % Children % Children whose

Of Children whose school language was Garo or Khasi: 9 .

e who took the % 1| who tested in: home language was:

n reading test in:
% Children whose : % . Garo | Khasi | Maram | Other * Total
Home language is the same as school language| 517 | |Garo / Khasi 52.7 | | Garo / Khasi 315 | 216 | 98 | 372 100
Home language is different from school ; _
language 48.3 | |English 47.3 English 16.3 51.4 4.9 27.4 100
* 'Other' includes all languages from the list of scheduled and non-scheduled

Total 100 ||Total 100 | | languages except those specified above.

Note: In ASER 2011 for every state, reading tools were provided in the main medium of instruction in government schools. In Meghalaya, where the medium of instruction in
government schools is Garo, Khasi or English, children were given the choice of reading in any one of these languages. Figures for Garo and Khasi have been combined. For home
languages, a list of 122 languages was provided to all survey teams. This included 22 Scheduled languages and 100 Non-Scheduled languages. The data in this table is for children for
whom we have information for both school language and home language.

ASER 2011
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Arithmetic

Table 6: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2011

Std. | Nothing iegze MUiess Subtract Divide Total
1-9 11-99
| 13.5 43.4 39.0 3.8 0.4 100
Il 6.7 32.9 47.7 1.1 1.6 100
1l 6.5 20.6 41.5 28.4 3.1 100
v 5.1 143 383 32.7 9.6 100
\ 4.8 10.9 20.5 42.5 21.3 100
VI 4.7 12.1 18.0 36.6 28.7 100
VI 4.4 4.7 16.4 27.5 471 100
VIII 2.2 8.4 6.4 19.1 64.0 100
Total 7.0 22.8 334 22.8 14.1 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a
child. For example, in Std Ill, 6.5% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 20.6%
children can recognize numbers up to 9 but not more, 41.5% can recognize numbers to
99 but cannot do subtraction, 28.4% can do subtraction but not division, and 3.1% can
do division. In sum, for each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 6: Trends over time

% Children in Std Ill who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto
100. By school type 2008-2011

Math Tool

Annual Status of Education Report
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| Math Test (2)
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Chart 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2008-2011
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Tuition

Table 7: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Year | School | I N { vV | V[ VI|VI|VI]| Total
2007 Govt 2.7 5.7 43| 39| 84{149|157|11.0 5.8
Pvt 23.7128.0] 25.8| 29.9| 24.7|29.9|37.3|34.6| 28.3
5009 Govt 4.8| 7.5[10.9| 7.6| 9.2|13.8|22.6(27.4| 9.8
Pvt 22.8(17.2] 16.0| 23.4| 20.4{20.7(19.3 |35.5| 21.2
2010 Govt 47| 57| 7.9/ 10.4] 13.9{13.1(21.8[14.7 9.8
Pvt 21.1120.6| 20.6| 19.2| 14.8/14.7(18.8|22.3| 18.9
2011 Govt 7.0( 7.3 86| 10.9/10.9(31.4|122.2|26.7| 11.8
Pvt 19.0(21.0] 25.0| 23.3| 20.2|22.8(23.7 |26.6| 22.3

Note: In 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 the ASER survey recorded information about
tuition. In all 4 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, siblings

or from anyone else who did not require payment.

60

ASER 2011



Meghalaya ruraL

As part of ASER 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one government school with primary sections was visited on the day of the survey.

Information about schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 8: Total schools visited 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Type of school 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std I-IVA: Primary 107 135/ 101 76
Std I-VIIAVIIE: Primary + Upper primary 9 9 9 9
Total schools visited 116| 144 110, 85

Table 9: Student attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

School observations

Student and teacher attendance

]
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Table 10: Teacher attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

ASER 2011
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2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2007 2009 2010 2011
Type of school Std -V Type of school St VN
% Enrolled
children present % Teachers present
(average) 85.0 76.9 74.7 75.5 (average) 92.5 88.9 94.4 94.7
% Schools with less % Schools with
than 50% enrolled no teachers
children present 1.2 71 6.1 12.2 present 1.3 0.8 0.0 1.5
(average) (average)
% Schools with % Schools with
75% or more all teachers
enrolled children 84.9 62.7 60.2 59.5 present 83.5 71.7 81.7 87.0
present (average) (average)
Other school information
Table 11: Headteachers 2010 & 2011 Table 12: Computers 2010 and 2011
. o 2010 [ 2011 SE— 2010 | 2011
% Schools with: Std -V o >CNOOIS with: Std -V
No Headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0 No computer 100.0 98.6
Headteacher appointed but not present at Computers but no children using them on
time of visit 3.9 3.5 day of visit 0.0 1.4
Headteacher appointed & present at time Computers & children using them on day
of visit 96.2 96.6 of visit 0.0 0.0
Total 100 100 Total 100 100
Table 13: Multigrade classes 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011
% Schools with: 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std I-IVAV
Std Il children sitting with one or more other classes 56.2 67.4 68.8 82.9
Std IV children sitting with one or more other classes 472 63.4 66.7 81.2
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School funds and activities (PAISA)

Table 14: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Full financial year

The PAISA section of ASER
of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan

Annual Status of Education Report
aser 201 1

o
ASER =
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tracks receipt and spending
(SSA) grants at the school

level. This information is collected from schools visited
during the survey. This page reports proportion of
schools receiving the grants and carrying out specified
activities in the schools. More detailed analysis of the
PAISA data will be available in the PAISA 2011 report
which will be released in March 2012."

EVERY RURAL GOVERNMENT PRIMARY SCHOOL
IS ENTITLED TO EACH OF THESE SSA GRANTS

EVERY YEAR.

How much goes to
each school

For what purposes

SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT

GRANT / SCHOOL GRANT

Rs.5000 per year per
primary school

This grant can be used for
buying school equipment
such as blackboard, sitting

- 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
SSA schoo
No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools

grants of Dont Of Dond Of Don't

Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No know
Maintenance
grant 123 [65.9|26.0| 8.1 95 169.5(21.1] 9.5 77|62.3]32.5| 5.2
Development]
grant o 116 | 38.8/52.6| 86| 92 |37.0|47.8|15.2 76| 46.1(46.1| 7.9
TLM grant 122 | 836 82| 82| 96 [78.1[17.7] 4.2 78| 83.3[10.3| 6.4
Table 15: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Half financial year

April 2009 to April 2010 to April 2011 to
o ol October 2009 October 2010 October 2011
schoo

No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Don' of Dondq Of Don't

Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No know
Maintenance
grant 98 [45.9139.8(14.3 94137.2|53.2| 9.6 73138.4|50.7[11.0
Development]
grant 95 [20.0(65.3(14.7 87121.8(69.0| 9.2 69 (24.6 | 62.3|13.0
TLM grant 98 [65.3(19.4(15.3 93(37.6(58.1| 4.3 72147.2 [ 43.1] 9.7

Rs.7000 per year per upper
primary school

mats etc. Also for buying
chalk, duster, registers and
other office equipment.

Rs 5000 + Rs 7000 =
Rs 12000 if the school is
Std -VIIAVIIIL

The grant amount varies by

Note: Primary and Upper
Primary schools are treated
as separate schools even if
they are in the same pre-
mises.

type of school: whether it is
a primary or upper primary
school.

SCHOOL MAINTENANCE GRANT

Rs.5000 - Rs 7500 per
school per year if the school
has upto 3 classrooms.

This grant can be used for
maintenance of school
building, including

Rs 7500 - Rs. 10000 per year
if the school has more than
3 classrooms.

whitewashing;
beautification; and repair of
toilets, hand pump,
boundary wall, playground
etc.

Primary and Upper Primary
schools are treated as
separate schools even if
they are in the same
building.

The grant amount depends
on number of classrooms
(excluding Headmaster
room and office room)

LM

GRANT

Rs.500 per teacher per year
in primary and upper pri-
mary schools.

This grant can be used by
teachers to buy teaching
aids, such as charts, globes,
posters, models etc.

! For more information see www.accountabilityinitiative.in
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Table 17: Schools by total
enrollment 2010 and 2011

ratio 2010 and 2011

Table 18: RTE norms: Pupil-teacher

2010 2011 RTE 2010 2011
School 9 9 School | r her

enrollment | No. of | % of | No. of | % of enroliment | % Schools that do
schools|schools|schools|schools OrMS [ ~+ meet PTR norms

1-60 76| 71.0 55| 66.3 1-60 2 52.9 52.1

61-90 18| 16.8 19| 22.9 61-90 3 33.3 353

91-120 5.6 2 2.4 91-120 4 33.3 50.0

121-150 21 19 2| 24 121-150 | 5 00 | 500

151-200 3| 28 2| 24 151-200 | 5. uvl 00 00

> 200 2 1.9 3 3.6 > 200 see note 0.0 100.0

TOTAL 107 [ 1000 83100.0 TOTAL 457 | 436

Table 19: Schools by number of
teachers 2010 and 2011

Note : For schools with enrollment above 200
children the PTR shall not exceed 40 excluding

the Head Teacher

Table 20: RTE norms: Teacher -
classroom ratio 2010 and 2011

2010 2011 et 2010 2011
Number At least one
of No. % No. % claiz‘gggrper % Schools that do not
of of of of o .
teachers schools|schools|schools|{schools Number of meet class;%?msto teacher
teachers
1 39| 411 29| 39.7 1 0.0 36.4
2 18| 19.0 14| 19.2 2 25.0 42.9
3 121 12.6 12| 16.4 3 14.3 20.0
4 9 9.5 7| 96 4 0.0 50.0
5 7 7.4 5 6.9 5 0.0 25.0
6 3 3.2 1 1.4 6 100.0 100.0
>=7 7 7.4 5 6.9 >=7 50.0 33.3
TOTAL 95 [ 100.0 73{100.0 TOTAL 15.8 37.1

Table 21: % Schools meeting selected RTE norms on facilities 2010 & 2011

% of schools with 2010 | 2011
Office/Store/Office cum store 33.6/ 41.6
Building Playground 45.5| 39.5
Boundary Wall 13.8] 13.9
Drinking No facility for drinking water 70.6| 77.8
Water Facility but no drinking water available 5.5[12.4
Drinking water available 23.9| 9.9
: No toilet facility 34.9| 231
Toilet Facility but toflet not useable 40.6] 52.6
Toilet useable 245| 24.4
% Schools with no separate provisions for girls toilets 64.8| 441

Girls Toilet Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where
Toilet Tocked 9.1 33.9
Toilet not useable 11.4| 3.4
Toilet useable 14.8| 18.6
TLM Teaching learning material in Std 2 40.0| 51.3
Teaching learning material in Std 4 26.8| 46.5
Library No library 78.0| 63.8
Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 6.4] 5.0
Library being used by children on day of visit 15.6| 31.3
MDM Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal 59.4| 69.6
Midday meal served in school on the day of visit 50.9] 35.4

Note: School observations for ASER 2011 looked at TLM for Std Il and Std IV only.
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As part of ASER 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one
government school with primary sections was visited on the
day of the survey. During this school visit, RTE indicators were
observed and are reported here.

Extracts from the Schedule of The Right of Children to
Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 Norms and
standards for a School (Sections 19 and 25)

Number of teachers in Std 1-5:
+ Admitted children  No. of teachers

<= 60 2
61-90 3
91-120 4
121-200 5
> 150 5 + 1 Headteacher

> 200 Pupil-Teacher Ratio
(excluding Headteacher)

shall not exceed 40

School facilities:

All weather building with:

At least one classroom for every teacher

Office cum store cum headteacher’s room

Separate toilets for boys and girls

Safe and adequate drinking water facility to

all children

* A kitchen where mid-day meal is cooked in
the school

+ Playground

* Arrangements for securing the school
building by boundary wall or fencing.

* & o o

Teaching learning equipment
shall be provided to each class as required.

Library

There shall be a library in each school providing
newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects,
including story-books.
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 8 OUT OF 8 DISTRICTS

School enrollment and out of school children

Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2011

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2011

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other 21 c%toi(r)]l Total
Age: 6-14 ALL 85.6 13.7 0.1 0.6 100
Age: 7-16 ALL 85.2 12.6 0.1 2.2 100
Age: 7-10 ALL 853 14.5 0.1 0.1 100
Age: 7-10 BOYS 86.2 13.7 0.0 0.1 100
Age: 7-10 GIRLS 84.2 15.5 0.1 0.2 100
Age: 11-14 ALL 87.2 11.5 0.1 1.2 100
Age: 11-14 BOYS 87.4 1.1 0.2 1.3 100
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 87.0 12.0 0.0 1.1 100
Age: 15-16 ALL 79.8 8.6 0.1 11.5 100
Age: 15-16 BOYS 78.9 8.0 0.2 12.9 100
Age: 15-16 GIRLS 80.9 9.3 0.0 9.8 100

Note: 'otHer' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.
‘NoT IN scHooL” = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 2: Trends over time
% Children enrolled in private school by class 2009 & 2011
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Table 3: % Children age 5-6 who are enrolled in different
types of pre-school & school 2011

In School E’ o
In balwadi eg =
A in Lkar 8§32 | ©
anganwadi| YK | Govt | Pvt | Other 25
Age 5| 36.7 134 |37.9 11.9 0.0 0.2 100
Age 6 6.6 53 |715 16.2 0.0 0.3 100

Note: Mizoram data for 2007 not available.
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e 7-10 bOYS 7-10 girls == 11-14 boys === 11-14 girls

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school
has changed from 4.4% in 2006 to 5.4% in 2008 t01.8% in 2009 to 4.4% in 2010 to
1.1% in 2011

Table 2: Sample description
% Children in each class by age 2011

Std. [ 5|6 |7 8|9|10|11|12|13|14|15|16Tota|
| 22.945.5(26.0 5.5 100
1] 2.4 110.7 [43.3|29.6|11.0 3.0 100
1] 1.8 10.2{28.2(39.9(13.1 6.7 100
[\ 2.3 9.7|25.5|34.2{109| 9.6 6.3 1.4 100
\Y 6.9 26.7|34.3|113.4| 9.0| 6.2 3.5 100
\Y| 7.6 22.034.4118.0| 7.4| 6.7| 4.0 100
VI 8.0 23.6 (31.5(20.9(10.2| 5.8 100
VI 2.3 6.4 123.0(38.4|17.4|12.6/ 100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std | at age 6, she should be age 8 in
Std 3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std I,
28.2% children are 8 years old but there are also 10.2% who are 7, 39.9 % who are
9, 13.1% who are 10 years old, etc.

Chart 3: Trends over time
Five year olds in pre-school & school 2009 & 2011
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% Children

40

20

M School M Pre school
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Table 4: % Children by class and READING level

All schools 2011 LEELIECC]
. Level 1 Level 2

Std. | Nothing | Letter Word (Std 1 Text) | (Std 2 Text) Total | Reading Tesi (1)

| 53 | 464 | 396 5.9 28 | 100 PR (e

Il 2.3 11.3 38.6 35.0 12.8 100 tak anl. Unouv pathum anni a. Zolo kanla.
hmaichhic pakhol leh mipo Sikoud lea kool thin,

1l 1.4 3.9 14.7 40.4 39.6 100 pahnih annl. Maw phat leh U N
pokhat o ned Infiom noom on § g

vV 1.0 2.7 11.0 18.9 66.4 100 e Niinin eodl can lcal e, i llcn Fel Sk anni.

V 0.0 2.8 4.8 141 78.4 100 ko mal @, (N lsh zwhie an el
Armi-l chuan a chhunghe chu a

Vi 0.2 1.9 2.8 7.2 87.9 100 ngal hike 0, @ hmongoih hie bawk. Al P
An val ch in khowm ziah L

Vil 0.0 17 17 33 933 | 100 A s R 8 e w en unay
haima fak ani Mitinin loah o feh hmal  mous

VIII 0.4 2.4 1.1 6.2 89.9 100 i Forghena b vkimonnaohlld @ oA o

Total 1.6 10.8 171 18.6 52.0 100 hle, Mai te leh maian pawh, beng
Bazarah on zusar thin g, miin on el b t - el

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. duh hig,

For example, in Std Ill, 1.4% children cannot even read letters, 3.9% can read letters
but not more, 14.7% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 40.4% can read Std
1 text but not Std 2 level text, and 39.6% can read Std 2 level text. In sum, for each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il who CANNOT READ Std | LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011

Note: This tool was also available in English and Mara.

Chart 5: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std Il LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011
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Home language and school language
Table 5: School language and home language
%Children who took the % || Of the % Children who % Children whose home language was:
reading test in: tested in: Lushai/Mizo Bengali Lakher Pawi Other * Total
Mizo or Mara 69.6 Mizo or Mara 87.0 1.2 6.1 2.8 3.0 100
English 30.4 English 45.7 53.0 0.1 0.1 1.1 100
Total 100.0 | | * 'Other" includes all languages from the list of scheduled and non-scheduled languages except those specified above.

Note: In ASER 2011 for every state, reading tools were provided in the main medium in instruction in government schools. In Mizoram, where the medium of instruction in government
schools is Mizo, Mara (only in Saiha district) or English, children were given the choice of reading in any one of these languages. Figures for Mizo and Mara have been combined. For
home languages, a list of 122 languages was provided to all survey teams. This includes 22 Scheduled languages and 100 Non-Scheduled languages. The data in this table is for
children for whom we have information for both school language and home language.
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Table 6: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2011 Math Tool

Std. | Nothing Recf_%nize N:’Tjggrs Subtract Divide Total
| 47 | 442 | 458 34 20 100 pieadie s L ol
I 12 | 120 | s08 | 280 80 | 100 0] _;;_ .__‘1‘_;_ )88
i 03 48 | 183 50.0 267 | 100

v 0.7 26 | 102 | 303 563 | 100 [e][+] L2 L% a8 oo DL
v 0.2 19 | 47 | 256 677 | 100 F—
0 L

\ 0.1 1.5 2.7 15.3 80.4 100

Vil 00 22 15 738 885 | 100 =2 =12 | gwas(
Vil 07 2.1 2.0 6.0 893 | 100 EER 33 2
Total 1.1 10.5 20.4 228 45.1 100 Ei”il 2 =18 | gymsa(

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a

child. For example, in Std Ill, 0.3% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 4.8% — ——— — e
children can recognize numbers up to 9 but not more, 18.3% can recognize numbers to
99 but cannot do subtraction, 50% can do subtraction but not division, and 26.7% can
do division. In sum, for each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.
Chart 6: Trends over time Chart 7: Trends over time
% Children in Std Ill who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto % Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION
100. By school type 2008-2011 By school type 2008-2011
90 90
80 80
70 70
c 60 _ 60
250 2 50
o (V)
= 40 = 40
30 30
20 20 7
10 10 7
o - e | e | o-
2008 2009 2010 2011 2008 2009 2010 2011
HWGov MPvt M Gov M Pvt

Table 7: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES
By school type 2009, 2010 and 2011

Year | School | | | I | i | IV | v | Vi | VIl |VII| | Total
2007 |_S"
Pvt
Govt | 53| 53| 5.8 89| 64| 76| 97| 63| 6.8
2009 0 17.5(23.6| 35.9| 29.3| 33.7/38.0(37.0 [ 24.2| 28.5
Sor0 |GVt | 17] 2.1 21| 34| 43 43| 56| 74 33
Pvt  [17.1]18.1]13.0[21.9] 9.7| 46[12.7| 32| 115
o1t Govt | 05| 03| 06| 09| 09| 1.4| 16| 23] 09
Put 6.5| 6.7\ 14.9/ 17.2[ 17.3[21.8]14.5[10.4| 12.7

Note: In 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 the ASER survey recorded information about
tuition. In all 4 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, siblings
or from anyone else who did not require payment.
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As part of ASER 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one government school with primary sections was visited on the day of the survey.

Information about schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 8: Total schools visited 2009, 2010 and 2011

School observations

Type of school 2009 2010 | 2011
Std I-IV/V: Primary 135 166 135
Std I-VIIAVIII: Primary + Upper primary 17 8 13
Total schools visited 152 174 148

Student and teacher attendance

Table 9: Student attendance 2009, 2010 and 2011

Annual Status of Education Report
aser 2011

o
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Table 10: Teacher attendance 2009, 2010 and 2011

ASER 2011

2009 | 2010 | 201 2009 2010 2011
Type of school Std VA Type of school Std |-V
% Enrolled
children present % Teachers present
(average) 86.0 86.5 85.6 (average) 93.8 94.5 91.0
% Schools with less % Schools with
than 50% enrolled no teachers
children present 0.8 2.0 3.0 present 0.8 0.0 0.0
(average) (average)
% Schools with % Schools with
75% or more all teachers
enrolled children 82.3 88.2 83.7 present 78.7 78.2 67.8
present (average) (average)

Other school information
Table 11: Headteachers 2010 & 2011 Table 12: Computers 2010 and 2011
. o 2010 [ 2011 SE— 2010 | 2011
% Schools with: Std LV o >CNOOIS with: Std -V
No Headteacher appointed 0.0 22 No computer 926 94.5
Headteacher appointed but not present at Computers but no children using them on
time of visit 3.5 5.4 day of visit 1.8 3.2
Headteacher appointed & present at time Computers & children using them on day
of visit 96.5 924 of visit 5.5 24
Total 100 100 Total 100 100
Table 13: Multigrade classes 2009, 2010 and 2011
% Schools with: 2009 2010 2011
Std I1-IV/V

Std Il children sitting with one or more other classes 20.9 321 15.2
Std IV children sitting with one or more other classes 19.1 30.1 14.3
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School funds and activities (PAISA)

Table 14: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Full financial year

The PAISA section of ASER
of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan

Annual Status of Education Report
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tracks receipt and spending
(SSA) grants at the school

level. This information is collected from schools visited
during the survey. This page reports proportion of
schools receiving the grants and carrying out specified
activities in the schools. More detailed analysis of the
PAISA data will be available in the PAISA 2011 report
which will be released in March 2012."

EVERY RURAL GOVERNMENT PRIMARY SCHOOL
IS ENTITLED TO EACH OF THESE SSA GRANTS

EVERY YEAR.

How much goes to
each school

For what purposes

SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT

GRANT / SCHOOL GRANT

Rs.5000 per year per
primary school

This grant can be used for
buying school equipment
such as blackboard, sitting

Rs.7000 per year per upper
primary school

mats etc. Also for buying
chalk, duster, registers and
other office equipment.

Rs 5000 + Rs 7000 =
Rs 12000 if the school is
Std -VIIAVIIIL

The grant amount varies by

Note: Primary and Upper
Primary schools are treated
as separate schools even if
they are in the same pre-
mises.

type of school: whether it is
a primary or upper primary
school.

SCHOOL MAINTENANCE GRANT

Rs.5000 - Rs 7500 per
school per year if the school
has upto 3 classrooms.

This grant can be used for
maintenance of school
building, including

Rs 7500 - Rs. 10000 per year
if the school has more than
3 classrooms.

whitewashing;
beautification; and repair of
toilets, hand pump,
boundary wall, playground
etc.

Primary and Upper Primary
schools are treated as
separate schools even if
they are in the same
building.

The grant amount depends
on number of classrooms
(excluding Headmaster
room and office room)

LM

GRANT

2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
SSA school No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
S Sccn;:. Yes | No Er?gv\} 52;:_ Yes | No Er?g’t Scc):;_ Yes | No Er?c?vs
Maintenance
grant 143 | 85.3|11.2| 3.5| 159|93.1| 44| 25 142|95.11 4.2| 0.7
gDrZﬁteIOPmem 122 |63.1(32.8| 4.1| 145|793 17.9| 2.8| 133|782/ 18.8| 3.0
TLM grant 142 | 78.2[20.4| 1.4| 158(93.0| 5.1| 1.9 141/96.5] 2.8 0.7
Table 15: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Half financial year
April 2009 to April 2010 to April 2011 to
S st October 2009 October 2010 October 2011
No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants S(c);:. Yes | No Er?(;]v:t S(c);(\. Yes | No E:(r;’t 52{1. Yes | No Er?QV\t/
Maintenance)
grant 126 | 61.9|29.4| 8.7| 156 79.5/18.0] 2.6 126| 78.6[ 19.1] 2.4
Development
grant 114 | 43.0{47.4| 9.7| 152| 62.5|34.9| 2.6 117| 63.3| 32.5| 4.3
TLM grant 125 | 62.4|30.4| 7.2 156| 79.5/ 18.0] 2.6 125| 76.8/ 20.8| 2.4
Table 16: % Schools carrying out different activities since April 2011
Type of Activity % schools
Yes No Don't
know
Const. New Classroom 24.4 75.6 0.0
Repair of building (roof, floor, wall etc.) 75.2 239 0.9
Repair of doors & windows 78.0 21.2 0.9
Repairs Repair of boundary wall 47.6 51.5 1.0
Repair of drinking water facility 56.4 42.6 1.0
Repair of toilet 68.2 31.8 0.0
Painting White wash/plastering 52.6 47 .4 0.0
& White | Painting Blackboard/Display Board/Painting on wall 58.8 | 412 0.0
Wash Painting of doors & walls 67.2 31.9 0.9
Purchase of furniture (cupboard etc.) 61.6 37.4 1.0
Purchase of electrical fittings 71.2 26.9 1.9
Purchase | Purchase of chalk, duster, register etc. 80.7 17.5 1.8
Purchase of sitting Mats/Tat Patti 48.1 51.9 0.0
Purchase of charts, globes & other teaching material | 80.7 19.3 0.0
Expenditure on school events 76.0 21.0 3.0
Other Payment of bills (electricity, water, cleaning etc.) 73.5 26.5 0.0

68

Rs.500 per teacher per year
in primary and upper pri-
mary schools.

This grant can be used by
teachers to buy teaching
aids, such as charts, globes,
posters, models etc.

! For more information see www.accountabilityinitiative.in
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Table 17: Schools by total
enrollment 2010 and 2011

ratio 2010 and 2011

Table 18: RTE norms: Pupil-teacher

2010 2011
enrollment | NO- of | % of | No. of| % of enroliment | % Schools that do
schools|schools|schools schools OrMS - ~+ meet PTR norms
1-60 64| 39.8 83| 56.1 1-60 2 5.1 16.4
61-90 70| 435 34| 23.0 61-90 3 4.6 16.7
91-120 17| 10.6 18| 12.2 91-120 4 50.0 60.0
121-150 3.7 10| 6.8 121-150 | 5 0.0 55.6
151-200 1.2 3| 20 151-200 | 54 HM 0.0 0.0
> 200 1.2 0 0.0 > 200 see note 100.0 0.0
TOTAL 161]100.0 | 148(100.0 TOTAL 10.9 248
Note : For schools with enrollment above 200
children the PTR shall not exceed 40 excluding
the Head Teacher
Table 19: Schools by number of Table 20: RTE norms: Teacher -
teachers 2010 and 2011 classroom ratio 2010 and 2011
2010 2011 HIE noim: 2010 2011
At least one
Number o 0 classroom per
of No. % No. % P——— % Schools that do not
teachers of of of of —————————— meet classroom to teacher
schools|schools|schools|schools Number of norms
teachers
1 4 2.7 13| 10.7 1 0.0 0.0
2 13 8.8 29| 238 2 0.0 0.0
3 40| 27.0 38| 31.2 3 7.7 0.0
4 37| 25.0 19| 15.6 4 5.9 12.5
5 20| 135 7| 5.7 5 100.0 50.0
6 7 4.7 7| 5.7 6 100.0 0.0
>=7 27| 18.2 9| 74 >=7 88.2 333
TOTAL 148 1 100.0 | 122{100.0 TOTAL 42.4 5.2
Table 21: % Schools meeting selected RTE norms on facilities 2010 & 2011
% of schools with 2010 | 2011
Office/Store/Office cum store 80.1] 92.1
Building Playground 40.7| 70.7
Boundary Wall 35.5| 47.8
Drinking No facility for drinking water 473| 25.4
Water Facility but no drinking water available 41 36
Drinking water available 48.5| 71.0
Toi No toilet facility 7.0 21
ollet Facility but toilet not useable 37.3] 45.8
Toilet useable 55.6] 52.1
% Schools with no separate provisions for girls toilets 43.4] 12.4
Girls Toilet Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where
Toilet Tocked 14.5| 44.6
Toilet not useable 11.3] 9.9
Toilet useable 30.8] 33.1
TLM Teaching learning material in Std 2 40.2| 53.3
Teaching learning material in Std 4 36.0] 51.0
Library No library 93.6/ 72.9
Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 47| 15.0
Library being used by children on day of visit 1.7 121
MDM Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal 96.5| 98.6
Midday meal served in school on the day of visit 94.4| 99.3

Note: School observations for ASER 2011 looked at TLM for Std Il and Std IV only.
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As part of ASER 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one
government school with primary sections was visited on the
day of the survey. During this school visit, RTE indicators were
observed and are reported here.

Extracts from the Schedule of The Right of Children to
Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 Norms and
standards for a School (Sections 19 and 25)

Number of teachers in Std 1-5:
+ Admitted children  No. of teachers

<= 60 2
61-90 3
91-120 4
121-200 5
> 150 5 + 1 Headteacher

> 200 Pupil-Teacher Ratio
(excluding Headteacher)

shall not exceed 40

School facilities:
All weather building with:
At least one classroom for every teacher
Office cum store cum headteacher’s room
Separate toilets for boys and girls
Safe and adequate drinking water facility to
all children
+ A kitchen where mid-day meal is cooked in
the school
Playground
Arrangements for securing the school
building by boundary wall or fencing.

* & o+ o

Teaching learning equipment
shall be provided to each class as required.

Library

There shall be a library in each school providing
newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects,
including story-books.
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 11 OUT OF 11 DISTRICTS

School enrolilment and out of school children

Chart 1: Trends over time
% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2011

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2011

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other g] c?mtoigl Total
Age: 6-14 ALL 571 40.9 0.0 2.0 100
Age: 7-16 ALL 56.6 40.1 0.0 3.2 100
Age: 7-10 ALL 58.6 40.2 0.1 1.1 100
Age: 7-10 BOYS 58.1 40.8 0.1 1.0 100
Age: 7-10 GIRLS 59.1 39.6 0.1 1.3 100
Age: 11-14 ALL 56.5 40.3 0.0 3.2 100
Age: 11-14 BOYS 55.8 40.4 0.0 3.9 100
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 57.3 40.2 0.1 2.5 100
Age: 15-16 ALL 49.1 394 0.0 11.5 100
Age: 15-16 BOYS 48.4 39.2 0.1 12.3 100
Age: 15-16 GIRLS 49.9 39.5 0.0 10.6 100

Note: 'otHer' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.
‘NoT IN scHooL” = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Children enrolled in private school by class 2007, 2009 & 2011
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e 7-10 bOYS

7-10 girls == 11-14 boys === 11-14 girls

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school
has changed from 6.4% in 2006 to 4.5% in 2007 to 5.8% in 2008 to 3.7% in 2009
10 3.2% in 2010 to 2.5% in 2011

Table 2: Sample description
% Children in each class by age 2011

sed. [5]6]7]8]o]r0]1n]12]13][14]15]16 [fotal
| 8.6 |36.3|34.4{10.5| 5.2 5.0 100
1] 7.5 23.6/36.3(17.8| 7.6 7.2 100
1] 9.3 26.0[29.5(16.9| 8.9| 5.2 4.2 100
[\ 2.5 6.5/21.3|30.1{15.9(13.1 | 7.0 3.7 100
\Y 8.3 25.2|124.122.6 |112.0 7.9 100
\Y| 1.9 7.8|16.5[32.4 21.8(11.3 8.4 100
VI 7.2 21.929.6(24.2(11.2| 5.9/ 100
VI 6.3 20.8140.1(21.9/10.8| 100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std | at age 6, she should be age 8 in
Std 3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std I,
26.0% children are 8 years old but there are also 9.3% who are 7 years old or younger,
29.5% who are 9, 16.9% who are 10 years old, etc.

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 3: % Children age 5-6 who are enrolled in different
types of pre-school & school 2011

In School E’ =
In balwadi s | =
A in Lkar 8§32 | ©
anganwadi UKG | Govt | Pvt | Other 25
Age 5 2.3 7.4 |46.7 | 40.4 0.0 3.2 100
Age 6 0.3 3.0 |50.9 | 441 0.0 1.7 100

70

Chart 3: Trends over time
Five year olds in pre-school & school 2007, 2009 & 2011
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Table 4: % Children by class and READING level
All schools 2011

Facilitated by PRATHAM

Reading Tool

. Level 1 Level 2

Std. | Nothing | Letter Word (Std 1 Text) | (Std 2 Text) Total Reading Test (3

| 5.1 42.9 42.4 6.8 2.8 100 i aeai Wiee .

I 1.7 | 203 | 498 22.5 5.7 100 Tadoy I a:cloudy doy.

diwing holidoys. My uncle and There ore birds in five sky.

Il 0.9 117 | 298 38.1 19.6 100 arandnoliey e Sherk. My Wt ol com o s ey

\Y 0.3 7.7 17.9 36.4 37.7 100 grandmokher s very oid, She We are very happy.

V 0.4 3.0 10.7 27.0 59.0 100 tells me slordes and gives me

VI 0.2 2.5 5.1 20.6 71.6 100 sweets. My unche is a farmer. BT o ring P

Vil 0.0 2.9 25 11.3 83.3 100 Helokes me jo histarm, There T bl

Vil 05 1.4 25 56 90.0 100 ba pend near e lam. | love AR e

clap ot

Total 1.5 149 | 253 22.4 35.9 100 ookl it -

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child. ' . il eraw

For example, in Std Ill, 0.9% children cannot even read letters, 11.7% can read letters T —— ]| (T P
but not more, 29.8% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 38.1% can read Std

1 text but not Std 2 level text, and 19.6% can read Std 2 level text. In sum, for each

class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 4: Trends over time Chart 5: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il who CANNOT READ Std | LEVEL TEXT % Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std Il LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011 By school type 2008-2011
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Home language and school language

Table 5: School language and home language

% children who tested in English:

% children whose home % % children whose home %
language was: language was:

Konyak 16.9 Regma 34
Lotha 1.4 Chang 3.3

AO 10.1 Zeliang 2.8
Angami 8.1 Khezha 2.5
Chakru/Chokri 6.3 Yimchungrey 1.9
Phom 5.6 Kuki 1.5
Sangatam 5.4 Other * 16.8
Khiemungan 4.1 Total 100.0

* 'Other' includes all languages from the list of scheduled and non-scheduled
languages except those specified above.

Note: In ASER 2011 for every state, reading tools were provided in the main medium of instruction in
government schools. In Nagaland, where the medium of instruction is English, children were given the
reading tool only in English. For home languages, a list of 122 languages was provided to all survey teams.
This included 22 Scheduled languages and 100 Non-Scheduled languages. The data in this table is for
children for whom we have information for both school language and home language.
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Table 6: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2011

Std. | Nothing iegze MUiess Subtract Divide Total
1-9 11-99
| 3.4 32.4 54.7 8.6 1.0 100
Il 1.1 13.4 54.4 28.3 2.9 100
1l 0.7 6.9 34.9 49.9 7.6 100
v 0.0 4.7 20.7 53.8 20.8 100
\ 0.3 2.8 1.3 451 40.5 100
VI 0.4 1.5 5.9 36.8 55.5 100
Vil 0.0 1.4 4.2 24.5 69.9 100
VIl 0.4 0.7 2.3 13.4 83.3 100
Total 1.0 10.3 29.7 33.1 25.9 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a
child. For example, in Std Ill, 0.7% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 6.9%
children can recognize numbers up to 9 but not more, 34.9% can recognize numbers to
99 but cannot do subtraction, 49.9% can do subtraction but not division, and 7.6% can
do division. In sum, for each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 6: Trends over time

% Children in Std Ill who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto
100. By school type 2008-2011
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Chart 7: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION
By school type 2008-2011
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Table 7: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Year | School | I N { vV | V[ VI|VI|VI]| Total
2007 Govt |15.4(14.6| 19.1] 19.6| 27.1{12.7|16.3|23.7| 185
Pvt 28.5(34.3| 40.2| 40.1| 38.5[49.9(48.5|57.7| 42.0
5009 Govt [12.9]10.8| 9.3| 8.4| 14.6(13.2|14.8|21.7| 12.3
Pvt 36.4(36.8[ 41.1| 40.0( 40.8/45.9(52.1 [54.5| 43.1
2010 Govt 76| 72| 7.1 87| 7.8| 58| 6.8(10.3 7.7
Pvt  |26.5|31.9| 34.7| 32.2| 32.2|30.0|40.039.8| 33.3
2011 Govt 11.7[11.4/ 12.0] 13.0[ 11.1/15.0|15.6 [ 14.5| 12.6
Pvt 32.2(36.3/ 40.4| 39.0( 42.2|43.1|45.0(52.8| 40.4

Note: In 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 the ASER survey recorded information about
tuition. In all 4 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, siblings

or from anyone else who did not require payment.
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As part of ASER 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one government school with primary sections was visited on the day of the survey.

Information about schools in this report is based on these visits.

Table 8: Total schools visited 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

School observations

Type of school 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std I-IVA: Primary 213| 215 202| 173
Std I-VIIAVIIE: Primary + Upper primary 23 27 21 44
Total schools visited 236| 242 223| 217

Student and teacher attendance

Table 9: Student attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Annual Status of Education Report
aser 2011
ASER 2

Facilitated by PRATHAM

Table 10: Teacher attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

2007|2009]20102011]2007[2009]20102011 2007]2009]2010[2011{2007[2009]20102011
Type of school std VAV Std VIV Type of school std -V Std VI
% Enrolled
children present % Teachers present
(average) 85.0(84.4(81.9| 82.3] 79.9/87.3|83.0| 81.6 (average) 91.6(89.2|87.2| 90.8| 93.0{ 80.0|86.3| 85.8
% Schools with less % Schools with
than 50% enrolled no teachers
children present 3.0 19| 3.1| 3.0/13.6| 0.0| 0.0| 4.8 present 0.5| 0.0| 0.0 0.0f 0.0/ 0.0/ 0.0/ 0.0
(average) (average)
% Schools with % Schools with
75% or more all teachers
enrolled children 83.5|80.2|74.4| 72.8/81.8/85.2(68.4| 78.6 present 64.7|56.1|49.7| 63.2[ 45.5|51.9|27.8| 47.5
present (average) (average)

Other school information
Table 11: Headteachers 2010 & 2011 Table 12: Computers 2010 and 2011
. . 2010[2011[2010] 2011 SE— 2010[2011]2010] 2011
o Sinols wide Std HVA/ | Std VIV 0 2CNO0 Wt Std VA | Std VIV
No Headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 No computer 90.4| 92.3 | 35.0| 43.2
Headteacher appointed but not present at Computers but no children using them on
time of visit 103| 25| 00| 00 day of visit 8.6| 42350273
Headteacher appointed & present at time 2971975 h00.0100.0 Computers & children using them on day 10l 361300/ 206
of visit of visit
Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
Table 13: Multigrade classes 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011
% Schools with: 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std I-IVAV Std I-VIIAVIN
Std Il children sitting with one or more other classes 3.4 16.0 18.7 13.0 4.8 1.1 28.6 15.0
Std IV children sitting with one or more other classes 29 13.6 17.5 13.3 46 12.0 28.6 16.7
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School funds and activities (PAISA)

Table 14: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Full financial year

The PAISA section of ASER
of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan

Annual Status of Education Report

RURAL

Facilitated by PRATHAM

tracks receipt and spending
(SSA) grants at the school

level. This information is collected from schools visited
during the survey. This page reports proportion of
schools receiving the grants and carrying out specified
activities in the schools. More detailed analysis of the
PAISA data will be available in the PAISA 2011 report
which will be released in March 2012."

EVERY RURAL GOVERNMENT PRIMARY SCHOOL
IS ENTITLED TO EACH OF THESE SSA GRANTS

EVERY YEAR.

How much goes to
each school

For what purposes

SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT

GRANT / SCHOOL GRANT

Rs.5000 per year per
primary school

This grant can be used for
buying school equipment
such as blackboard, sitting

- 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
SSA
>choo No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dont Of Dond Of Don’t
Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No know
Maintenance
grant 217 198.2| 1.8| 0.0| 204 |94.6] 0.5 49 2141958 1.9] 2.3
Development
grant P 207 | 89.4{10.6| 0.0| 200(92.5 2.0/ 55| 213/89.2| 56| 52
TLM grant 217 | 986 1.4| 0.0| 201|93.0] 25 45| 214|949 33| 19
Table 15: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Half financial year
April 2009 to April 2010 to April 2011 to
o ol October 2009 October 2010 October 2011
schoo
No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dont| Of Dont Of Don’t
Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No know
gﬂ:g[‘tena”ce 221 | 787186 2.7| 197|833| 81| 86| 181|762/ 1858] 5.0
gDrz‘r’]teIOpme”t 208 | 75.5121.6| 2.9 193] 829| 7.8 93| 181|707/ 216 7.7
TLM grant 214 | 84.1115.4| 0.5| 194 85.1] 6.2| 8.8 178| 78.11 18.0| 3.9
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Rs.7000 per year per upper
primary school

mats etc. Also for buying
chalk, duster, registers and
other office equipment.

Rs 5000 + Rs 7000 =
Rs 12000 if the school is
Std -VIIAVIIIL

The grant amount varies by

Note: Primary and Upper
Primary schools are treated
as separate schools even if
they are in the same pre-
mises.

type of school: whether it is
a primary or upper primary
school.

SCHOOL MAINTENANCE GRANT

Rs.5000 - Rs 7500 per
school per year if the school
has upto 3 classrooms.

This grant can be used for
maintenance of school
building, including

Rs 7500 - Rs. 10000 per year
if the school has more than
3 classrooms.

whitewashing;
beautification; and repair of
toilets, hand pump,
boundary wall, playground
etc.

Primary and Upper Primary
schools are treated as
separate schools even if
they are in the same
building.

The grant amount depends
on number of classrooms
(excluding Headmaster
room and office room)

LM

GRANT

Rs.500 per teacher per year
in primary and upper pri-
mary schools.

This grant can be used by
teachers to buy teaching
aids, such as charts, globes,
posters, models etc.

! For more information see www.accountabilityinitiative.in
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Table 17: Schools by total
enrollment 2010 and 2011

Table 18: RTE norms: Pupil-teacher

ratio 2010 and 2011

2010 2011
School - - School | L h1f | 2010 | 201
enrollment | No. of | % of | No. of| % of enroliment | % Schools that do
schools|schools|schools|schools OrMS - ~+ meet PTR norms
1-60 98| 45.8 87| 41.2 1-60 2 1.1 5.2
61-90 51| 23.8 51| 24.2 61-90 3 6.3 18.6
91-120 25 11.7 34| 16.1 91-120 4 9.1 12.9
121-150 9 4.2 10 4.7 121-150 5 22.2 20.0
151-200 150 70| 11| 52 151-200 | 5, v 308 | 182
> 200 16 7.5 18| 8.5 > 200 see note| 28.6 50.0
TOTAL 214 1100.0 211{100.0 TOTAL 8.1 14.5
Note : For schools with enrollment above 200
children the PTR shall not exceed 40 excluding
the Head Teacher
Table 19: Schools by number of Table 20: RTE norms: Teacher -
teachers 2010 and 2011 classroom ratio 2010 and 2011
2010 2011 RTE norm: 2010 2011
At least one
Number o 0 classroom per
of No. % No. % P——— % Schools that do not
teachers of of of of ——————————meet classroom to teacher
schools|schools|schoolsschools Number of norms
teachers
1 2 1.0 8 4.2 1 0.0 0.0
2 13 6.6 11 5.8 2 0.0 0.0
3 11 5.6 191 10.1 3 14.3 0.0
4 42| 21.2 22| 11.6 4 0.0 7.7
5 541 27.3 30| 15.9 5 19.1 15.4
6 30| 15.2 26| 13.8 6 37.5 42.9
>=7 46| 232 73| 38.6 >=7 42.3 65.0
TOTAL 198 [ 100.0 189 (100.0 TOTAL 21.4 38.9
Table 21: % Schools meeting selected RTE norms on facilities 2010 & 2011
% of schools with 2010 | 2011
Office/Store/Office cum store 83.6| 92.6
Building Playground 63.8| 65.6
Boundary Wall 43.3] 35.9
Drinking No facility for drinking water 56.9] 70.3
Water Facility but no drinking water available 6.0 6.2
Drinking water available 37.0| 23.4
Toi No toilet facility 13.8] 6.2
ollet Facility but toilet not useable 32.3| 338
Toilet useable 53.9] 60.0
% Schools with no separate provisions for girls toilets 47.8| 22.0
Girls Toilet Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where
Toilet Tocked 9.4| 18.4
Toilet not useable 12.2[ 9.9
Toilet useable 30.6| 49.7
TLM Teaching learning material in Std 2 48.3| 51.7
Teaching learning material in Std 4 43.5| 489
Library No library 86.7| 91.0
Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 41| 5.7
Library being used by children on day of visit 92[ 33
MDM Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal 81.9] 92.1
Midday meal served in school on the day of visit 30.7| 43.8

Note: School observations for ASER 2011 looked at TLM for Std Il and Std IV only.

ASER 2011
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As part of ASER 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one
government school with primary sections was visited on the
day of the survey. During this school visit, RTE indicators were
observed and are reported here.

Extracts from the Schedule of The Right of Children to
Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 Norms and
standards for a School (Sections 19 and 25)

Number of teachers in Std 1-5:
+ Admitted children  No. of teachers

<= 60 2
61-90 3
91-120 4
121-200 5
> 150 5 + 1 Headteacher

> 200 Pupil-Teacher Ratio
(excluding Headteacher)

shall not exceed 40

School facilities:
All weather building with:
At least one classroom for every teacher
Office cum store cum headteacher’s room
Separate toilets for boys and girls
Safe and adequate drinking water facility to
all children
+ A kitchen where mid-day meal is cooked in
the school
Playground
Arrangements for securing the school
building by boundary wall or fencing.

* & o+ o

Teaching learning equipment
shall be provided to each class as required.

Library

There shall be a library in each school providing
newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects,
including story-books.

T——
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 4 OUT OF 4 DISTRICTS

School enrollment and out of school children

Chart 1: Trends over time

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2011 % Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2011
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other é\l(;]t inl Total
ChOO 20
Age: 6-14 ALL 70.4 28.2 0.7 0.7 100
Age: 7-16 ALL 72.7 24.5 0.9 1.8 100 15
Age: 7-10 ALL 64.8 34.6 0.6 0.0 100 <
Age: 7-10 BOYS 62.8 37.0 0.2 0.0 100 E 10
9
Age: 7-10 GIRLS 67.0 31.9 1.2 0.0 100 ES
Age: 11-14 ALL 77.8 20.0 0.6 1.6 100 5
A ™~
Age: 11-14 BOYS 75.1 22.0 0.7 2.2 100 l ‘i \A
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 80.5 18.1 0.6 0.9 | 100 ol = | 1 1 M"e?:gi
Age: 15-16 ALL 78.4 13.1 2.2 6.4 100 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Age: 15-16 BOYS 77.7 13.6 1.1 7.7 100 e 7-10 DOYS 7-10 girls e 11-14 bOys =@ 11-14 girls
Age: 15-16 GIRLS 78.3 13.1 3.2 5.5 100
Note: 'otHer includes children going to madarssa and EGS. How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school
‘NOT IN scHooL” = dropped out + never enrolled. has changed from1.8 % in 2007 to 4.8% in 2008 to 2.4% in 2009 to 1.3% in 2010
10 0.9% in 2011. 2006 data for Sikkim is not available.
Chart 2: Trends over time Table 2: Sample description
% Children enrolled in private school by class 2007, 2009 & 2011 % Children in each class by age 2011
80 sd. |5 ]6]7]8]o]r0]1n]12]13]14]15]16 ot
| 18.2(28.6 [20.5[10.3| 6.8 15.7 100
60 Il 4.9 11.9(27.4{29.0/11.5| 8.0 7.4 100
g Il 0.4 26| 69259218258/ 89 7.7 100
£40
< \% 1.1 11.0/20.9/24.3(19.5/10.1| 5.6| 6.1 1.6 100
20+ \Y 4.9 11.0/27.2[26.1[15.6 | 5.0 10.1 100
‘ Vi 55 9.313.0[27.4 215|135 | 5.4| 4.4/ 100
Std I Std IV Std VI VI 2.4 10.5/23.6(19.3|28.5| 8.2| 7.5/ 100
W 2007 W 2009 W 2011 VI 1.4 5.8(20.3|31.226.5( 14.8| 100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std | at age 6, she should be age 8 in
Std 3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std Ill,
25.9% children are 8 years old but there are also 6.9 % who are 7, 21.8 % who are
9, 25.8% who are 10 years old, etc.

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 3: % Children age 5-6 who are enrolled in different Chart 3: Trends over time

types of pre-school & school 2011 Five year olds in pre-school & school 2007, 2009 & 2011

In School E g 1007

- S =
In bz(a)l;/vadl In LKG/ < Ii 5 80
anganwadi| Y<C | Govt | Pvt | Other 85 5 60
:

Age5| 318 3.7 [17.6 | 458 1.1 0.0 | 100 2 407

Age6| 8.0 46 |51.1 | 34.9 15 0.0 | 100 20 +

0

2007 2009 2011

M School M Pre school ~ MNot enrolled anywhere
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Table 4: % Children by class and READING level
All schools 2011

. Level 1 Level 2
Std. Nothlng Letter Word (Std 1 Text) (Std 2 Text) Total Reading Test
[ 3.4 38.8 35.1 7.2 15.4 100 Abigires sioodina gorden, =
I 09 | 283 | 395 221 91 | 100 i vl il B Rl b yiars old,
He loves to shudy.
Il 0.6 18.6 27.6 41.8 11.4 100 One day g bird came and He olso Bkas bo gloy.
\Y 0.0 10.9 27.1 35.4 26.6 100 o on M. The bird held o Raju goes to school everyday,
Vv 0.0 12.1 12.6 21.9 53.5 100 seediniis beak. i dropped
Vi 0.0 36 6.3 22.0 68.1 100 gt ooyttt
Vil 0.0 7.9 35 | 207 679 | 100 Sl plont: e dhety.
Soon there were moany
VIl 0.0 9.3 2.0 4.6 84.1 100
more rees. The big reewas
Total 0.7 171 20.7 22.1 394 100
happy.
How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child .

Reading Tool
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For example, in Std Ill, 0.6 % children cannot even read letters, 18.6% can read letters
but not more, 27.6 % can read words but not Std 1 text or higher,41.8% can read Std
1 text but not Std 2 level text, and 11.4 % can read Std 2 level text. In sum, for each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 5: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std Il LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il who CANNOT READ Std | LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011
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Table 6: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level
All schools 2011

Annual Status of Education Report
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Math Tool

MATH TEST/ 901 SAMPLE[ 2]

[FRonie mcouin | e ] e e

DO 5 &

i e I
G
Eldﬂllﬂlii ‘)_iﬁ_(

L4 (1) 58 48

Std. | Nothing HEgEgiTD NUiess Subtract Divide Total
1-9 11-99
| 8.7 31.5 38.1 10.9 10.8 100
Il 0.9 28.0 40.2 23.3 7.7 100
1l 1.2 15.8 31.1 44.5 7.4 100
vV 0.0 8.8 28.7 45.2 17.3 100
V 0.0 13.0 9.7 35.9 41.4 100
VI 1.1 3.5 11.4 26.8 57.2 100
Vil 0.0 7.7 5.8 19.0 67.6 100
VI 0.0 10.7 0.5 11.2 77.7 100
Total 1.6 15.6 22.2 27.5 33.1 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a
child. For example, in Std Ill, 1.2%children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 15.8 %
children can recognize numbers up to 9 but not more, 31.1% can recognize numbers to
99 but cannot do subtraction, 44.5 % can do subtraction but not division, and7.4% can
do division. In sum, for each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 6: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS
upto 100. By school type 2008-2011
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Chart 7: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION
By school type 2008-2011
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Table 7: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION

CLASSES By school type 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Year | School I I m{ v [ VvV [ VI|VI]|VI| Total
2007 Govt |29.0|33.3| 33.3| 23.8| 27.7|19.2|16.0(38.7| 27.0
Pvt  |45.5|44.4| 45.5| 41.7| 61.5/45.5| 0.0(20.0| 43.9
. Govt |20.9|27.2| 21.8| 31.3| 24.5(28.5(31.0|42.6| 28.0
Pvt 54.8|67.6| 63.5| 65.3| 59.3|57.6|68.9|64.6| 62.0
5010 Govt |15.7|21.2| 22.8/ 19.2| 22.5{18.2(20.7|31.0| 21.2
Pvt 32.8(52.2| 46.6| 60.1| 53.8/63.4|50.3(37.9| 48.9
2011 Govt [23.5(17.2| 18.1| 14.5[ 20.1|23.3|18.0(17.8| 19.1
Pvt  142.5|51.6/59.0| 55.6| 68.9/65.9|73.2|69.5| 58.2

Note: In 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 the ASER survey recorded information about
tuition. In all 4 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, siblings
or from anyone else who did not require payment.

Gov M Pvt
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As part of ASER 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one government school with primary sections was visited on the day of the survey.
Information about schools in this report is based on these visits.

School observations

Table 8: Total schools visited 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Type of school 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std I-IV/V: Primary 7 21 28 9
Std I-VIIVIIE: Primary + Upper primary 5 56 41 29
Total schools visited 12 77 69| 38

Student and teacher attendance

Table 9: Student attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 Table 10: Teacher attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011
2007|2009]201020112007 |2009|2010[2011 2oo7|zoo9|zo1o 2011 2007|2009|201o|2011

astibsee Std -V Std VIV UG Std -V Std VIV

% Enrolled

children present % Teachers present

(average) 88.7185.5|84.4]| 76.0[ 92.7|88.4(83.2 | 84.2 (average) 93.9(87.1(78.7| 94.6{100.0{ 87.3|81.6| 84.3

% Schools with less % Schools with

than 50% enrolled no teachers

children present 0.0/ 0.0 3.6[11.1] 0.0/ 0.0| 49| 3.6 present 0.0| 0.0| 7.4| 0.0f 0.0/ 0.0/ 0.0 0.0

(average) (average)

% Schools with % Schools with

75% or more all teachers

enrolled children 100 |85.7|85.7|77.8{ 100 [94.6|87.8| 82.1 present 66.7(36.8|40.7| 71.4/100.0(27.5(18.4| 16.7

present (average) (average)

Other school information

Table 11: Headteachers 2010 & 2011 Table 12: Computers 2010 and 2011

. . 2010[2011[2010] 2011 S 2010[2011]2010] 2011

Vo Szl weliens Std HVA/ | Std VIV o Schools with: Std VA | Std VIV

No Headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 No computer 100 77.8 | 34.2| 35.7

i Computers but no children using them on

;‘;aedg?avﬁ';ir appointed but not present at| 5 5| 6 | 194|214 day of vist e 00| 11.1| 24.4| 2856

Headteacher appointed & present at time 667000 | 80.71 786 Computers & children using them on day 00l 111 1415|357

of visit of visit

Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100

Table 13: Multigrade classes 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

% Schools with 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011

Std HIV/V Std -VIIAVIN
Std Il children sitting with one or more other classes 0.0 333 14.3 222 25.0 9.1 5.1 17.9
Std IV children sitting with one or more other classes 0.0 18.8 7.7 333 25.0 94 10.3 15.4
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School funds and activities (PAISA)

Table 14: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Full financial year

- 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011

SSA

>choo No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools

grants of Dont Of Dont of Don't
Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No know

Maintenance

grant 67 |83.6] 6.0(10.5 48 1 81.3] 4.2(14.6 381(84.2| 2.6(13.2

Development

grant ? 59 |61.025.4(13.6| 46|69.6| 8.7(21.7| 38(79.0[13.2|7.9

TLM grant 64 |79.7] 9.4(10.9| 42[83.3| 48(11.9| 37|83.8] 5.4(10.8

Table 15: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Half financial year

The PAISA section of ASER
of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan

Annual Status of Education Report
o
<
o
p=]
=

Facilitated by PRATHAM

tracks receipt and spending
(SSA) grants at the school

level. This information is collected from schools visited
during the survey. This page reports proportion of
schools receiving the grants and carrying out specified
activities in the schools. More detailed analysis of the
PAISA data will be available in the PAISA 2011 report
which will be released in March 2012."

EVERY RURAL GOVERNMENT PRIMARY SCHOOL
IS ENTITLED TO EACH OF THESE SSA GRANTS

EVERY YEAR.

How much goes to
each school

For what purposes

SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT

GRANT / SCHOOL GRANT

Rs.5000 per year per
primary school

This grant can be used for
buying school equipment
such as blackboard, sitting

Rs.7000 per year per upper
primary school

mats etc. Also for buying
chalk, duster, registers and
other office equipment.

Rs 5000 + Rs 7000 =
Rs 12000 if the school is
Std I-VIIAVIILL

The grant amount varies by

Note: Primary and Upper
Primary schools are treated
as separate schools even if
they are in the same pre-
mises.

type of school: whether it is
a primary or upper primary
school.

SCHOOL MAINTENANCE GRANT

Rs.5000 - Rs 7500 per
school per year if the school
has upto 3 classrooms.

This grant can be used for
maintenance of school
building, including

Rs 7500 - Rs.10000 per year
if the school has more than
3 classrooms.

whitewashing;
beautification; and repair of
toilets, hand pump,
boundary wall, playground
etc.

Primary and Upper Primary
schools are treated as
separate schools even if
they are in the same
building.

The grant amount depends
on number of classrooms
(excluding Headmaster
room and office room)

TLM

GRANT

April 2009 to April 2010 to April 2011 to
i October 2009 October 2010 October 2011
schoo
No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dont Of Donq Of Don’t
Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch- Yes | No Know
Maintenance
grant 55 | 78.2(12.7| 9.1| 47 70.2{19.2|10.6| 31.0|80.7| 9.7|9.7
Development]
grant 52 | 55.8/28.9|15.4| 48 66.7(22.9(10.4 31171.0|122.6|6.5
TLM grant 54 | 74.1113.0(13.0| 46 |76.1{17.4| 6.5| 30|73.3[20.0|6.7
Table 16: % Schools carrying out different activities since April 2010
Type of Activity % schools
Yes No Don't
know
Const. New Classroom 36.7| 60.0 3.3
Repair of building (roof, floor, wall etc.) 64.5 29.0 6.5
Repair of doors & windows 70.0{ 30.0 0.0
Repairs | Repair of boundary wall 27.6| 69.0 3.5
Repair of drinking water facility 38.7| 58.1 3.2
Repair of toilet 54.8| 452 0.0
Painting White wash/plastering 58.6| 41.4 0.0
& White | Painting Blackboard/Display Board/Painting on wall | 86.2| 13.8 0.0
Wash Painting of doors & walls 48.2| 48.2 3.7
Purchase of furniture (cupboard etc.) 60.7 39.3 0.0
Purchase of electrical fittings 58.6| 37.9 3.5
Purchase| Purchase of chalk, duster, register etc. 100.0 0.0 0.0
Purchase of sitting Mats/Tat Patti 440 52.0 4.0
Purchase of charts, globes & other teaching materiall 93.3 33 33
Expenditure on school events 83.3] 13.3 3.3
Other - — -
Payment of bills (electricity, water, cleaning etc.) 571 393 3.6
80

Rs.500 per teacher per year
in primary and upper pri-
mary schools.

This grant can be used by
teachers to buy teaching
aids, such as charts, globes,
posters, models etc.

' For more information see www.accountabilityinitiative.in

ASER 2011
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Right to Education indicators

Table 17: Schools by total
enrollment 2010 and 2011

Table 18: RTE norms: Pupil-teacher
ratio 2010 and 2011

2010 2011 RTE 2010 | 2011
School o o School Teacher

enrollment | No- of | % of | No. of | % of enrollment | % Schools that do
schools|schools|schools|schools OrMS - ~+ meet PTR norms

1-60 16| 23.2 41 10.8 1-60 2 0.0 0.0

61-90 11 15.9 3 8.1 61-90 3 0.0 0.0

91-120 6 8.7 41 10.8 91-120 4 0.0 0.0

121-150 71 10.1 3 8.1 121-150 5 16.7 0.0

151-200 7| 101 6| 16.2 151200 | 5, uml 0.0 0.0

> 200 22| 31.9 17| 46.0 > 200 see note| 177 30.8

TOTAL 69 | 100 37| 100 TOTAL 6.6 143

Table 19: Schools by number of
teachers 2010 and 2011

Note : For schools with enrollment above 200
children the PTR shall not exceed 40 excluding

the Head Teacher

Table 20: RTE norms: Teacher -
classroom ratio 2010 and 2011

2010 2011 RTE norm: 2010 2011

Number At least one
of No. % No. % clastsergé)l’?;rper % Schools that do not
of of of of - .|
teachers schools|schools{schools{schools Number of meet classr:%(?msto teacher
teachers

1 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.0 0.0
2 2 3.1 1 3.3 2 0.0 0.0
3 3 4.7 0 0.0 3 0.0 0.0
4 3 4.7 2 6.7 4 0.0 0.0
5 4 6.3 0 0.0 5 0.0 0.0
6 7| 10.9 1 3.3 6 100.0 0.0
>=7 451 70.3 26| 86.7 >=7 33.3 35.7
TOTAL 64 | 100 30| 100 TOTAL 38.7 31.3

Table 21: % Schools meeting selected RTE norms on facilities 2010 & 2011

% of schools with 2010 | 2011
Office/Store/Office cum store 92.7| 88.9
Building Playground 79.7] 86.5
Boundary Wall 14.5] 27.8
Drinking No facility for drinking water 11.6] 243
Water Facility but no drinking water available 11.6] 8.1
Drinking water available 76.8] 67.6
. No toilet facility 1.5/ 5.3
Toilet Facility but toilet not useable 39.1] 63.2
Toilet useable 59.4] 31.6
% Schools with no separate provisions for girls toilets 17.2] 16.7

Girls Toilet Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where
Toilet Tocked 26.6| 27.8
Toilet not useable 18.8| 27.8
Toilet useable 37.5] 27.8
TLM Teaching learning material in Std 2 64.7| 89.5
Teaching Tearning material in Std 4 70.7] 90.0
Library No library 55.9| 36.1
Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 17.7] 36.1
Library being used by children on day of visit 26.5] 27.8
MDM Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal 95.7| 94.6
Midday meal served in school on the day of visit 98.6| 94.7

Note: School observations for ASER 2011 looked at TLM for Std Il and Std IV only.
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As part of ASER 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one
government school with primary sections was visited on the
day of the survey. During this school visit, RTE indicators were
observed and are reported here.

Extracts from the Schedule of The Right of Children to
Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 Norms and
standards for a School (Sections 19 and 25)

Number of teachers in Std 1-5:
+ Admitted children  No. of teachers

<= 60 2
61-90 3
91-120 4
121-200 5
> 150 5 + 1 Headteacher

> 200 Pupil-Teacher Ratio
(excluding Headteacher)

shall not exceed 40

School facilities:

All weather building with:

At least one classroom for every teacher

Office cum store cum headteacher’s room

Separate toilets for boys and girls

Safe and adequate drinking water facility to

all children

+ A kitchen where mid-day meal is cooked in
the school
Playground

+ Arrangements for securing the school
building by boundary wall or fencing.

* & o+ o

Teaching learning equipment
shall be provided to each class as required.

Library

There shall be a library in each school providing
newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects,
including story-books.
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 4 OUT OF 4 DISTRICTS

School enrollment and out of school children

Chart 1: Trends over time

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2011 % Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2011
Not in
Age group Govt. Pvt. Other Total
School 20
Age: 6-14 ALL 92.9 5.0 0.9 1.3 100
Age: 7-16 ALL 93.1 4.1 0.9 1.9 100 15
Age: 7-10 ALL 92.7 6.0 0.9 0.4 100 <
Age: 7-10 BOYS 92.6 6.0 1.1 0.3 100 % 10
v
Age: 7-10 GIRLS 92.7 6.0 0.7 0.6 100 ES %
Age: 11-14 ALL 94.0 3.1 0.9 2.0 100 5
_—
Age: 11-14 BOYS 93.9 32 0.8 2.1 | 100 $_ ‘W$=
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 94.0 3.0 1.0 2.0 100 0 | } i ! [ '—" =
Age: 15-16 ALL 92.1 2.6 0.6 4.7 100 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011
Age: 15-16 BOYS 91.5 3.3 0.5 4.7 | 100 ——7-10 boys 7-10 gitls s 11-14 boys —@— 11-14 girls
Age: 15-16 GIRLS 93.0 1.7 0.7 4.7 100
Note: 'otHer" includes children going to madarssa and EGS. How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school
‘NOT IN scHooL” = dropped out + never enrolled. has changed from 7.3% in 2006 to 5.8% in 2007 to 3.8% in 2008 to 3.4% in 2009
10 3.4% in 2010 to 2.0% in 2011
Chart 2: Trends over time Table 2: Sample description
% Children enrolled in private school by class 2007, 2009 & 2011 % Children in each class by age 2011
80 sd. [5]6]7]8]9]1w0]n]2]13]14]15]16]otal
| 8.3 34.1(43.8] 7.9 5.9 100
60 Il 53 22.3|55.9| 84 8.1 100
g I 1.3 7.3115.4|54.2(14.1 7.8 100
540
N \% 3.4 12.0/58.9|14.2| 8.2 3.4 100
20 V 4.9 21.0{45.8|121.5 6.8 100
VI 6.4 12.0|64.8 | 9.0 7.8 100
&L-;g—_ —
St I Std IV Std VI VII 4.8 17.5147.021.4 9.3 100
M 2007 W 2009 W 2011 VIl 6.4 15.9148.2 |22.7| 6.7| 100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std | at age 6, she should be age 8 in
Std 3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std III,
15.4% children are 8 years old but there are also 7.3% who are 7, 54.2% who are 9,
14.1% who are 10 years old, etc.

Young children in pre-school and school

Table 3: % Children age 5-6 who are enrolled in different Chart 3: Trends over time
types of pre-school & school 2011 Five year olds in pre-school & school 2007, 2009 & 2011
In School E o 1007
In balwadi ee &
or In LKG/ g2 e 80
anganwadi UKG | Govt | Pwt Other g 5 § 60
2
Age 5| 56.6 148 219 | 5.1 0.3 13 | 100 = 407
Age6| 265 73 |558 | 87 04 13 | 100 207
0-

2007 2009 2011
M School M Pre school  MNot enrolled anywhere

82 ASER 2011
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Table 4: % Children by class and READING level
All schools 2011

Std. | Nothing | Letter Word (Stl.de \/1€|T;)(t) (Stl.de vzeng)(t) Total
| 16.0 39.3 25.5 1.3 7.9 100
Il 7.0 27.8 36.2 18.2 10.8 100
11 3.5 12.3 27.0 35.6 21.6 100
Y 1.8 4.3 18.0 384 37.5 100
\Y 2.4 5.3 10.9 26.2 55.3 100
VI 1.9 4.2 8.2 13.1 72.7 100
VI 0.6 2.2 5.9 6.6 84.8 100
VIl 0.0 1.4 4.9 9.9 83.8 100
Total 4.0 11.9 17.5 20.8 45.9 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std lll, 3.5% children cannot even read letters, 12.3% can read letters
but not more, 27% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 35.6% can read Std
1 text but not Std 2 level text, and 21.6% can read Std 2 level text. In sum, for each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 4: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il who CANNOT READ Std | LEVEL TEXT
By school type 2008-2011

90
80
70

(o))
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% Children
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2008 2009
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2010 2011

M Pvt

Home language and school language

Table 5: School language and home language

Of children who tested in Bengali

% Children whose home language was: %

Bengali 66.1
Other * 339
Total 100.0

* 'Other" includes all languages from the list of scheduled and non-scheduled
languages except those specified above.

Note: In ASER 2011 for every state, reading tools were provided in the main medium
of instruction in government schools. In Tripura, where the medium of instruction in
government schools is Bengali or Kok Borok, children were given the choice of reading
in Bengali, Kok Borok or English. Figures for Kok Borok and English have not been
included due to insufficient data. For home languages, a list of 122 languages was
provided to all survey teams. This included 22 Scheduled languages and 100 Non-
Scheduled languages. The data in this table is for children for whom we have information
for both school language and home language.

ASER 2011
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Reading Tool
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Note: This tool was also available in Kok Borok and English.

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std Il LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2008-2011
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Table 6: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2011

Std. | Nothing el MUmoss Subtract Divide Total
1-9 11-99

I 9.0 39.5 33.5 16.1 2.0 100

Il 5.7 25.7 39.0 25.7 4.0 100
Il 3.2 10.9 31.2 40.9 13.8 100
v 0.4 6.9 19.3 47.1 26.3 100
V 2.5 52 17.3 37.2 37.7 100
VI 2.3 4.2 13.0 33.9 46.6 100
VII 1.0 3.1 8.2 334 54.4 100
VIl 0.8 0.8 7.2 24.8 66.5 100
Total 3.0 1.7 21.3 33.1 30.8 100

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a
child. For example, in Std Ill, 3.2% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 10.9%
children can recognize numbers up to 9 but not more, 31.2% can recognize numbers to
99 but cannot do subtraction, 40.9% can do subtraction but not division, and 13.8% can
do division. In sum, for each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Chart 6: Trends over time

% Children in Std 1l who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto
100. By school type 2008-2011
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Chart 7: Trends over time
% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION
By school type 2008-2011
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Table 7: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Year | School | I | vV | V| VI|VI|VI]| Total
2007 Govt |57.4/ 62.8| 64.8 67.2| 73.7|75.0/73.2|80.0| 69.3
Pvt 45.8 31.4148.9 13.7/ 33.3[100.0(100.0f 0.0| 45.6
5009 Govt  |65.3| 64.2| 71.2| 74.1| 65.0|72.7|83.2| 85.6| 72.5
Pvt 96.0| 42.6| 65.3100.0| 74.1(100.0100.0{100.0| 77.5
5010 Govt |56.9 67.7|70.2| 69.8| 73.4/77.9|80.2|84.2| 72.7
Pvt 75.2(100.0(100.0[100.0| 88.7(100.01100.0{100.0| 93.6
2011 Govt |61.00 62.7| 69.2| 73.9| 72.0/75.0(79.7| 82.5| 72.1
Pvt 79.5| 89.4| 66.3| 45.5[100.0(100.0,73.8|58.5| 78.6

Note: In 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011 the ASER survey recorded information about
tuition. In all 4 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, siblings

or from anyone else who did not require payment.
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As part of ASER 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one government school with primary sections was visited on the day of the survey.

Information about schools in this report is based on these visits.

School observations

Table 8: Total schools visited 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Type of school 2007 | 2009 | 2010 | 2011
Std I-IV/V: Primary 36 58 44| 46
Std I-VIIAVIIL: Primary + Upper primary 26 44 54| 48
Total schools visited 62| 102 98| 9%

Student and teacher attendance

Table 9: Student attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

Table 10: Teacher attendance 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011

2007[2009]2010]2011[2007 [2009[2010]2011 2007\2009\2010\2011 2007\2009\2010\2011
Type of school std VAV Std VIV Type of school std VAV Std VIV
% Enrolled
children present % Teachers present
(average) 75.9|75.3167.8| 67.2/84.5/73.8/62.4| 63.3 (average) 85.1(88.8|88.3| 86.9| 79.5/84.3|81.5| 79.0
% Schools with less % Schools with
than 50% enrolled no teachers
children present 48| 7.1(17.1]17.4) 00| 7.5(25.9] 271 present 0.0/ 0.0| 0.0| 0.0f 44| 0.0/ 0.0 0.0
(average) (average)
% Schools with % Schools with
75% or more all teachers
enrolled children 52.4|51.8|36.6| 41.3] 86.7|47.5|24.1| 27.1 present 53.6|48.2|52.4| 57.8| 47.8/41.9]/25.5| 29.8
present (average) (average)

Other school information
Table 11: Headteachers 2010 & 2011 Table 12: Computers 2010 and 2011
. N 2010[2011[2010] 2011 % Schools with: 2010[2011[2010] 2011
1o SRS Wik Std VA | Std FVIAVII o >chools with: Std VA | Std VIV
No Headteacher appointed 3.7(14.3 24| 28 No computer 95.21 93.3 | 88.5| 89.6
Headteacher appointed but not present at Computers but no children using them on
e 2Pp b 37| 86| 122|167 e 24| 67| 39| 63
Headteacher appointed & present at time 926|771 | 8541 806 Computers & children using them on day >4l 0ol 77! 42
of visit of visit
Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100 Total 100 | 100 | 100 | 100
Table 13: Multigrade classes 2007, 2009, 2010 and 2011
% Schools with: 2007 \ 2009 \ 2010 \ 2011 2007 \ 2009 \ 2010 \ 2011
Std I-IV/V Std 1-VIIAVII
Std Il children sitting with one or more other classes 333 30.2 34.2 35.7 30.8 62.5 44.0 54.6
Std IV children sitting with one or more other classes 321 28.6 235 33.3 28.6 35.1 213 50.0
ASER 2011 85
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School funds and activities (PAISA)

Table 14: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Full financial year

The PAISA section of ASER
of Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan

Annual Status of Education Report

RURAL

Facilitated by PRATHAM

tracks receipt and spending
(SSA) grants at the school

level. This information is collected from schools visited
during the survey. This page reports proportion of
schools receiving the grants and carrying out specified
activities in the schools. More detailed analysis of the
PAISA data will be available in the PAISA 2011 report
which will be released in March 2012."

EVERY RURAL GOVERNMENT PRIMARY SCHOOL
IS ENTITLED TO EACH OF THESE SSA GRANTS

EVERY YEAR.

How much goes to
each school

For what purposes

SCHOOL DEVELOPMENT

GRANT / SCHOOL GRANT

Rs.5000 per year per
primary school

This grant can be used for
buying school equipment
such as blackboard, sitting

ool 2008-2009 2009-2010 2010-2011
SSA
>choo No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dont Of Dond Of Don’t
Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No know
Maintenance
grant 79 | 55.7|34.2{10.1 72 |76.4/16.7| 6.9 91/61.5[28.6| 9.9
Development
grant o 78 | 66.7[124.4| 9.0 68 | 63.2| 25.0/11.8 88| 56.8[31.8| 11.4
TLM grant 79 |69.6121.5| 89| 74(82.4] 81| 95 91 79.1/ 11.0| 9.9
Table 15: % Schools who report receiving SSA grants - Half financial year
April 2009 to April 2010 to April 2011 to
o ol October 2009 October 2010 October 2011
schoo
No. % Schools No. % Schools No. % Schools
grants of Dontl ©f Dond Of Don't
Sch. | Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No knowl Sch. Yes | No Know
Maintenance
grant 57 | 35.1/45.6|19.3 74| 37.8| 50.0/12.2 80| 18.8/67.5| 13.8
Development
grant 52 | 38.5(38.5(23.1 68| 36.8/ 51.5/11.8 78| 23.1/61.5| 15.4
TLM grant 54 | 42.6|37.0|20.4 741 48.7] 41.9] 9.5 79| 29.11 57.0{ 13.9
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Rs.7000 per year per upper
primary school

mats etc. Also for buying
chalk, duster, registers and
other office equipment.

Rs 5000 + Rs 7000 =
Rs 12000 if the school is
Std -VIIAVIIIL

The grant amount varies by

Note: Primary and Upper
Primary schools are treated
as separate schools even if
they are in the same pre-
mises.

type of school: whether it is
a primary or upper primary
school.

SCHOOL MAINTENANCE GRANT

Rs.5000 - Rs 7500 per
school per year if the school
has upto 3 classrooms.

This grant can be used for
maintenance of school
building, including

Rs 7500 - Rs. 10000 per year
if the school has more than
3 classrooms.

whitewashing;
beautification; and repair of
toilets, hand pump,
boundary wall, playground
etc.

Primary and Upper Primary
schools are treated as
separate schools even if
they are in the same
building.

The grant amount depends
on number of classrooms
(excluding Headmaster
room and office room)

LM

GRANT

Rs.500 per teacher per year
in primary and upper pri-
mary schools.

This grant can be used by
teachers to buy teaching
aids, such as charts, globes,
posters, models etc.

! For more information see www.accountabilityinitiative.in

ASER 2011
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Table 17: Schools by total
enrollment 2010 and 2011

ratio 2010 and 2011

Table 18: RTE norms: Pupil-teacher

2010 2011
enrollment | NO- of | % of | No. of| % of enroliment | % Schools that do
schools|schools|schools schools OrMS - [ ~+ meet PTR norms
1-60 9 9.4 17| 18.1 1-60 2 14.3 0.0
61-90 11| 11.5 17| 18.1 61-90 3 36.4 25.0
91-120 8 8.3 12| 12.8 91-120 4 429 25.0
121-150 20| 20.8 10| 10.6 121-150 | g 15.0 40.0
151-200 16| 16.7 15| 16.0 151-200 | 54 H4Mm| 214 30.8
> 200 32 33.3 23| 245 > 200 see note 46.7 31.8
TOTAL 96 | 100.0 94 (100.0 TOTAL 315 250
Note : For schools with enrollment above 200
children the PTR shall not exceed 40 excluding
the Head Teacher
Table 19: Schools by number of Table 20: RTE norms: Teacher -
teachers 2010 and 2011 classroom ratio 2010 and 2011
2010 2011 RTE norm: 2010 2011
At least one
Number o 0 classroom per
of No. % | No. % teacher % Schools that do not
teachers of of of of ————————1meet classroom to teacher
schools|schools|schools|schools Number of norms
teachers
1 4 4.5 1 1.1 1 0.0 0.0
2 7 7.9 9| 10.0 2 0.0 0.0
3 7 7.9 13| 14.4 3 25.0 333
4 3 34 71 7.8 4 50.0 66.7
5 151 16.9 101 1.1 5 20.0 37.5
6 15| 16.9 9| 10.0 6 50.0 83.3
>=7 38| 42.7 41| 456 >=7 56.5 64.5
TOTAL 89 [ 100.0 90 (100.0 TOTAL 40.0 53.9
Table 21: % Schools meeting selected RTE norms on facilities 2010 & 2011
% of schools with 2010 | 2011
Office/Store/Office cum store 88.8| 76.6
Building Playground 89.7| 78.7
Boundary Wall 19.0[ 25.3
Drinking No facility for drinking water 326 413
Water Facility but no drinking water available 27.4| 18.5
Drinking water available 40.0| 40.2
Toi No toilet facility 8.6 15.4
ollet Facility but toilet not useable 48.4| 53.9
Toilet useable 43,0/ 30.8
% Schools with no separate provisions for girls toilets 48.5| 35.9
Girls Toilet Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where
Toilet Tocked 15.2| 28.1
Toilet not useable 6.1 14.1
Toilet useable 30.3[ 21.9
TLM Teaching learning material in Std 2 52.7| 35.6
Teaching learning material in Std 4 32.3] 35.9
Library No library 64.6| 71.7
Library but no books being used by children on day of visit 15.6| 4.4
Library being used by children on day of visit 19.8| 23.9
MDM Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal 88.4| 90.4
Midday meal served in school on the day of visit 75.3| 96.8

Note: School observations for ASER 2011 looked at TLM for Std Il and Std IV only.
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ASER 2

Facilitated by PRATHAM

As part of ASER 2010 and 2011, in each sampled village, one
government school with primary sections was visited on the
day of the survey. During this school visit, RTE indicators were
observed and are reported here.

Extracts from the Schedule of The Right of Children to
Free and Compulsory Education Act 2009 Norms and
standards for a School (Sections 19 and 25)

Number of teachers in Std 1-5:
+ Admitted children  No. of teachers

<= 60 2
61-90 3
91-120 4
121-200 5
> 150 5 + 1 Headteacher

> 200 Pupil-Teacher Ratio
(excluding Headteacher)

shall not exceed 40

School facilities:
All weather building with:
At least one classroom for every teacher
Office cum store cum headteacher’s room
Separate toilets for boys and girls
Safe and adequate drinking water facility to
all children
+ A kitchen where mid-day meal is cooked in
the school
Playground
Arrangements for securing the school
building by boundary wall or fencing.

* & o+ o

Teaching learning equipment
shall be provided to each class as required.

Library

There shall be a library in each school providing
newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects,
including story-books.
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