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THEY REACHED THE REMOTEST VILLAGES OF INDIA

SEUJ Prakriti

Assam Mahila Samata Society

Udayan

Dimasa Students Union & Zeme Students Union

Uttaran

BIHARBIHARBIHARBIHARBIHAR

Akriti Samajik Sansthan

Gramin Lok Sewa

Sarv Shree Sewa Sadan

Jawahar Jyoti Bal Vikas Kendra

Nav Jeevan Manav Uthan Kendra

Lakshmi Priya Patliputra Vikas Sansthan

Parjapati Missr Sikhchan Awam Vikash Sansthan

Prerna Development Foundation

Sahaj Basahudha Kendra Pupri Panchayat, Sitamarhi

Parivartan Parriharpur Sansthan

Sadbhawna Vikash mandal

Vikash Sarthi

Bhardwaj Sewa Kendra

Notational Rural Development Trust

Patori Veena Sewa Sansthan

Taj Educational Welfare Society

Disha Bihar

Aakriti Sarva Sewa

St. Paul Foundation

Sarvoday Yuva Kalyan Sangh

Nav Jeevan Ambedkar Mission

All India Center for Urban & Rural Devplopment

Sri Ramashram Kalyan Sansthan

Rachna

Akriti Sarva Sewa

Chhatrachhaya

Gramin Manav Sewa Mandir

Akhil Bhartiya Shikshit Berojgar Yuva Kalyan Sansthan

Shankar Human Advance Society for Initiative Mission

Samagra Manav Seva Samitee

Jeevan Jyoti Kendra

R-Teach Commuication

AID India Bihar Chapter

Shanti Shilp Kala Kendra

Uttam Vikas Sansthan

A Unit of Research

Mahila Utthan Kendra

CHHATTISGARHCHHATTISGARHCHHATTISGARHCHHATTISGARHCHHATTISGARH

Shri Sai Sewa Samiti

Nav Jeevan Jan Kalyan Sewa Samiti

Gramin Vikas Sewa Sansthan, Kanker

Nav Jeevan Jan Kalyan Sewa Samiti

Prakruti Sewa Sanstan

DIET Kawardha

Lalit Kala Manch, Rajnandgaon

Sanskar Vikas Sanstan Koriya

Srout Sanstha

Nicchay Sewa Samiti, Raigarh

Shri Balaji Bamiti Jashpur

Khulipota Gramin Sewa Samiti

ANDHRA PRADESHANDHRA PRADESHANDHRA PRADESHANDHRA PRADESHANDHRA PRADESH

DIET Adilabad

DIET Ananthapur

DIET Chittor

DIET East Godavari

DIET Guntur

DIET Kadapa

DIET Karimnagar

DIET Khammam

DIET Krishna

DIET Kurnool

DIET Mahaboobnagar

DIET Medak

DIET Nalgonda

DIET Nellore

DIET Nizamabad

DIET Prakasham

DIET Rangareddy

DIET Srikakulam

DIET Vijayanagaram

DIET Vishakapatnam

DIET Warangal

DIET West Godavari

ARUNACHAL PRADESHARUNACHAL PRADESHARUNACHAL PRADESHARUNACHAL PRADESHARUNACHAL PRADESH

SEACOW

Idu Culture and Literature Society

Ebo Farmers Club

Centre for Rural Community Children

Siang Valley Youth Network

Amik Matai Society

Tarhuk Samaj

Ayo Danyi Literary and Charitable Society

Athu Popo Social Foundation

Rajiv Gandhi University

GHSS - Tawang

Tirap Youth Club

Siang Valley Youth Network

Rupa Town Club

West Siang Youth Foundation

ASSAMASSAMASSAMASSAMASSAM

Cultural Society, Bhawanipur

North East Educational Forum

Society for Progressive Implementation and

Development

Social Unity Keepers Association For All

Integrated Community Development Society

Dhubri District Development and Trust Society

Young Blue Club

Goalpara Cultural Society

All India Student’s Federation

Social Unity Keepers Association For All

Jirsong Asong

Nabarun Shangha Community Centre

Wodichee

Daogafu Youth Club

Chhattisgarh JanJati Vikas Parishad

Pahla Kadam Sewa Sansthan, Dhamtari

Aadhar Svanysewi Sanstan, Bastar

DADRA AND NAGAR HAVELIDADRA AND NAGAR HAVELIDADRA AND NAGAR HAVELIDADRA AND NAGAR HAVELIDADRA AND NAGAR HAVELI

Senior Khanvel college

Dadara Nagar Haveli Education Department

DAMAN AND DIUDAMAN AND DIUDAMAN AND DIUDAMAN AND DIUDAMAN AND DIU

Innovative Arts and B.S.W. College

Laxmi Mahila Mandal

GOAGOAGOAGOAGOA

Smt. Parvatibai Chowgule College of Arts &

Science

Khemraj Memorial school

D M C College

Shikshanagrahi (Maharashtra)

GUJARATGUJARATGUJARATGUJARATGUJARAT

Matrubhumi Khadi Gramudhyog Sewa Trust

Shikshan & Samaj Kalyan Kendra

Shree N.S.Patel Institute of Social Work

Shree J.M.Patel Institute of Social work

Deen Bandhu Pragati Yuvak Mandal

Shardha Education & Charitable Trust

Anandi

P.H.G Municipal Arts & Science College , Kalok

Navsarjan Trust

P.T.C  & B.ED College

Shree N.S.Patel Institute of Social Work

S.R.K. Institute of Social Science

College Students

Samarpan Foundation

Gram Sewa trust

Shree Kedareshvar Education & Charitable Trust

College students and volunteers

Rachana Development Centre

Navjivan Charitable Trust

Manav Ekta Charitable Trust

Luck Foundation

Mahila Samkhya

Anarde Foundation

HARYANAHARYANAHARYANAHARYANAHARYANA

Sanatan Dharam College, Ambala

Vaish College, Bhiwani

Pt. Jawahar Lal Nehru Government.P.G. College,

Faridabad

Manohar Memorial College, Fatehabad

ASER & Pratham Team

C.M.K.   Degree College, Hissar

Maharaja Agrasen Girls College,  Jhajjar

Government. PG College, Jind

Radha Krishnan College, Kaithal

Dayal Singh College, Karnal
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Bhagwan Parshuram College, Kurukshetra

Government. College, Narnaul

Yasin Meo College, Nuh, Mewat

Government Degree College, Panchkula

S.D.College, Panipat

K.L.P College, Rewari

Jatt College, Rohtak

Chandan Mal Karnani College,  Sirsa

Chaudhary Devi Lal Girls College, Murthal,

Sonipat

Mukand Lal National College, Yamuna Nagar

HIMACHAL PRADESHHIMACHAL PRADESHHIMACHAL PRADESHHIMACHAL PRADESHHIMACHAL PRADESH

Tarun Jagriti Munch, Theog (Shimla)

Vaidh Shankar Lal Memorial College of Education,

Chandi (Solan)

Government Degree College, Ponta Sahib

Government PG College, Nahan

Government PG College, Una

D.I.E.T Bilaspur

Government P.G. College Balav, Mandi

Government P.G. College, Kullu

General Jorawar Singh College, Nadaun

Government PG College, Dharamshala

Government P.G. College, Chamba

D.I.E.T Kinnaur

Pratham & local partner

JHARKHANDJHARKHANDJHARKHANDJHARKHANDJHARKHAND

Shyogini

Society for Reformation and Advancement of

Adivasis

Lok  Prerna Kendra

NEEDS

Jharkhand Gramin Vikas Trust

Nehru Yuva Kendra

Rural Outright Development Society

Samajik Parivartan Sansthan

Santhal  Pargana Gram Rachana Sansthan

Vikas Bharti, Bishnupur

Nav Bharat Jagriti Kendra

Lok Chirag  Sewa Sansthan

Veer Jharkhand Vikas Sewa Manch

Vikas Bharti Bishnupur

Lohardaga Gram Swarajya Sansthan

Nav Bharat Jagriti Kendra

Bihar Pradesh Yuva Parishad

Maharshi Menhi Kalyan Kendra

Abhiyan

Gram Jyoti Kendra

Lok Hit Sansthan

Jan Sahbhagi Kendra

KARNATAKAKARNATAKAKARNATAKAKARNATAKAKARNATAKA

Siddeshwar Rural Development Society

Navachetana Rural Development Society

Basaveshwara Vidya Vardhaka Sangha Rural

Development Foundation

Samruddi

Development Association Reconstruction Institute

Nirantara Social Welfare Society

Navodaya Educational and Environment

Development Service

SCOPE Dharwad

Center for Rural Development

Akshara Foundation

SPOORTHI Sasmsthe

Sarvodaya Integrated Rural Development Society;

Institute of Social Studies And Research

Vidya Poshak People’s Organisation for Waste

Land and Environment Regeneration

Prerna Rural Development Organisation

Sri Bhuvaneshwari Central Foundation

PRATHAM Mysore

Sri Kanatha Vidya Samsthe

EMBARK Youth Association

Vishwabharati Trust

Parivarthana Rural Development Society

PADI, Mangalore

Centre for Rural Studies, Manipal University

Parivarthan

Malenadu Education And Rural Development

Society

Yashaswini Vividhodhesha Samaja Sewa

Samsthe, Niranthara

Rural Economic Agriculture Development Society

KERALAKERALAKERALAKERALAKERALA

Kudumbashree, All districts

MAHARASHTRAMAHARASHTRAMAHARASHTRAMAHARASHTRAMAHARASHTRA

Maybhoomi Gramvikas Sanstha

J.W Aadaik Junior Art College

Indian Institute Youth welfare

Shivaji Mahavidyalay,Akot

Radhabai Sarda Mahavidyalay, Anjangaon Surji.

Jayshing Mahavidyalay, Pathrud

Sanket Multipurpose Society

Sangharsha Yuva Krida Mandal

Jay Gavlibaba Mitra Mandal

Adadginath Sewabhavi Sanstha

RCM M S W College ,Beed

Mahoshri Sevabhavi Sanstha,Gevrai

Athavale Samajkarya Mahavidhalya

Nirmik Samajik Sansodhan & Vikas Kendra

Sawangi

Samajik Arthrik Vikas Sanstha Kerwadi Branch

Buldhana

Swapan Bhoomi Kerwadi

Sankalp Bahuuddesiy Prakalp Balarpur

Dr.Babasaheb Ambedkar M.S.W College, Morane

Prahar Social Welfare Society

Sankalp Bilt Project, Ashti

Prahar Samajik Sanstha Goregaon

Sankalp Adhypak Vidyalay, Goregaon

Sath Samajik Sanstha, Hingoli

Toshniwal College,Sengon

Bahirji Smarak Mahavidyalay, Wasmat

Narayanrao Vaghmare Mahavidyalay

Mahatma Phule MSW College Jalana

Shankarravoji Chavan College of Social Science &

Research, Ramnagar

Disha Foundation, Jalgaon

Pace Prashikshan Kendra, Kolhapur

Mahavir Mahavidyalay

Shramik Sanghatana

Jijamata Sewabhavi Sanstha

Sath Sanstha, Latur

Tejas Mahila Mandal, Nagpur

Athawale Samajkarya Mahavidyalay, Bhandara

Annapurna Sanstha Pachkhedi

Vanchit Vikas Lok Sasntha

Jawaharlal Nehru Samajkarya Mahavidyalay

Samata Bahuudeshiya Sanstha, Nandurbar

DRC Team

Dyanganga Samajik Shaikshanik Sanstha,

Babhalgaon

Manik Baba Upper Secondary School, Shelgaon,

Paranda

Beleshwar Sewabhavi Sansta Parbhani

Nirmik Samjik Sanshdhon VikasKendra,

Dhanewadi

Swapan Bhoomi Kerwadi

Pratham Shikshan Mandal, Pune

Akhil Bhartiya Janiv Sanghatana

Manvi Yuva Vikas Sanstha, Pune

Suprabhat Mahila Mandal

Suvidha Svayamrojgar Sewa sahkari sanstha

Kranti Joyti Mahila Oudyogik Sahakari Sanstha

Ashokrao Sabale Junior College, Mangaon

Pratham DRC Team

Pratham Agri Learning Centre

Duva Samajik Sanstha, Palus

Prayas Samajik Sanstha

Dhyas Samajik Shaikshanik Sanstha

Voluntary Organisation Intigrated Community

Impoverment

Kranti Jyoti Mahila Oudyogik Sahakari Sanstha

Jilha Gramin Vikas Yantrana ( DRDA)

Vidya Vikas Bhauudeshiya Shikshan Sanstha,

Solapur

Shivshakti Bhahuudeshiya Samajsevi  Sanstha

Vidya Vikas Bhauudeshiya Shikshan Sanstha,

Solapur

Shivshakti Bhahuudeshiya Samajsevi  Sanstha,

Godavari Shyamrao Parulekar College,

Pratham BEP Team

Saibaba Mahavidhalya, Vadner

S.S.N.J.Mahavidhalya,Devali

Bhagvan Baba Bahuuddeshiya Education

Sanstha

Sankalp Bahuuddeshiya Prakalp Ralegaon

Gulam Nabi Ajhad Samajkarya Mahavidyalay,

Pusad

Mahatma Fhule SamajKarya Mahavidyalay,

Yawatmal
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MANIPURMANIPURMANIPURMANIPURMANIPUR

Kumbi Kangjeibung Mapal Fisherman Association

Komlathabi Development Club

Our Carrom Club

The Youth Goodwill Association

Expedited Rural Agency

Community Development Society

Institute of Tribal Development

MEGHALAYAMEGHALAYAMEGHALAYAMEGHALAYAMEGHALAYA

Martin Luther Christian University

North Eastern Hill University, Tura

LEO Club Shillong and NSS Unit of Mawkyrwat,

Sngap Syiem College.

North Eastern Hill University, Tura

MIZORAMMIZORAMMIZORAMMIZORAMMIZORAM

Youth Adventures Club

Faith Saviour Club

YMA Saiha

YMA Champhai Vengthlang

Serchhip Bethel Branch KTP

Moria TKP Unit Lunglei Rahsi

Lawngtlai Bethel Thalai Pawl

Adventures Club Kolasib

NAGALANDNAGALANDNAGALANDNAGALANDNAGALAND

Pratham Nagaland

Zakhama Students Union

Hills Club

Nanglang Society

Yapang & Associate

Walo Organisation

People’s Agency for Development

Eureka Life Foundation

Tuensang Town Students Union

Ejan & Associate

Sumi Students Union

ODISHAODISHAODISHAODISHAODISHA

Saraswata Samiti

Jagruti Pathagara, Saliabhata

Khaira College

Panchyat College, Bargarh

Aawhan

Gayatri Mata Sanskrit Maha Vidyalaya, Padampur

Gramina Sewak Samaj

DIET, Deogarh

Jiral College

Parsuram Gurukula Mahavidyalaya

Polasara Science College

Addikabi Sarala Das Mahavidyalaya. Tirtola

Anchalika Mahavidyalaya

Mahima College, Lakhanpur

Bhawanipatana Government Autonomous College

Tikabali DIET

Bayababa Mahavidyalaya, Mahakalapada

Anchalika Mahavidyalaya, Hatadihi

Bhaskar Multi Action Sewa Samiti

Panchavati Industrial Training Centre

Malkangiri Government Arts College

Pratham Orissa Volunteers

Maydhalpur College

Gatiswara College, Malisahi

Biswa Vikas

Maa Bhagabati College

Sri. Ugratara Higher Secondary School

DIET, Sambalpur

Research Academy for Rural Enrichment

Rourkela Municipal College, Rourkela

PUDUCHERRYPUDUCHERRYPUDUCHERRYPUDUCHERRYPUDUCHERRY

International People’s Resource Centre

International People’s Resource Centre

PUNJABPUNJABPUNJABPUNJABPUNJAB

Sidana Institute of Education, Amritsar

Youth Welfare Society, Gurdaspur

St. Soldier Sr. Sec School, Taran Taran

Ntc go-co Senior Secondary School, Patiala

District Youth Service Department, Hoshiarpur

Pahal Organisation,Jalandhar

Pahal Organisation, Jalandhar

J.D College of Education, Muktsar

Satluj Public School, Mansa

Sahara Jan Sewa

Baba Ram Singh Youth Club, Faridkot

Nawjawan Club, Barnala

Youth Sewa Club, Ludhiana

Friends Club, Fatehgarh Sahib

Sohal Youth Club, Nawashehr

Satyam College of Education, Moga

Friends Sports Club, Ferozpur

Government  College, Mohali

Yuva Shakti Youth Club

RAJASTHANRAJASTHANRAJASTHANRAJASTHANRAJASTHAN

Jain Vishwa Bharti, Ladunun

Maru Vikas Evam Pryavaran Sudhar Samiti

Suratgarh Educational and Social Welfare Trust

Swami Vivekanad T.T College

Konark Group of Colleges

Laxmi and Usha Mittal Foundation

Shekhawati Education City

Institute of Rural Management, Pratham Rajasthan

Educate Girls Globally

Registhan Sikshan Sansthan

Cecoedecon

Doosra Dashak

Shri Shanti Nath Vidya Bharti T.T College

MLV Government College

The Ankur B.Ed College

Dusra Dashak

FMS College, Mohan Lal Sukhadiya University

Mahant Shri Ragunandan Das T.T. College

Cecoedecon

CUTS

Modern Institute of Management College

Cecoedecon

Government College

Pratham Rajasthan

MSGD

Sidhi Vinayak Sanasthan

LUPIN

Prayatna

Veena Group

Lupin

Cecoedecon

Modi College

SIKKIMSIKKIMSIKKIMSIKKIMSIKKIM

Rhenock Govternment College

Sikkim Government Tadong College

Namchi Government College

TAMIL NADUTAMIL NADUTAMIL NADUTAMIL NADUTAMIL NADU

Payir Trust

Award Trust

Sky Trust

Council for Integrated Development (CID)

Institute of Human Rights Education

Rights Education and Development Centre (READ)

Grassroots

Group of Individuals

Vepaga

Aadharam Trust

Institute of Human Rights Education

Vidyarambam

Rural Women Development Trust

Tamilnadu Green Movement

Koodu

M.S. Swamynathan Research Foundation

Raise India Trust

Rural Women Development Trust

Annai Kasthuriba Magalir Mandram

Manitham

Valarum Vandavasi

Annai Indhira Magalir Sewai Sangam

Nether’s Economic and Educational Development

Society

Kalam

Weflare of Phan and Rural Lead Development Trust

Society for Development of Economically Weaker

Section

The New Life for Differently Disabled Federation

TRIPURATRIPURATRIPURATRIPURATRIPURA

Kasturba Gandhi National Memorial Trust

Agragati Social Organization

Dishari

Chetana Social Organization
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Pushparaj Club

UTTARAKHANDUTTARAKHANDUTTARAKHANDUTTARAKHANDUTTARAKHAND

IIT Roorkee

Dolphin P.G. Institute for Bio Medical and Nature

Science, Dehradun

Prakhar Yuva Evam Grameen Jan Jagrati Samiti,

Chamoli

Nav Jyoti Jan Kalyan Samiti Kandikhal, Tehri

Government P.G.College, Bageshwar

Manav Kalyan Samiti, Rudraprayag

S.S. Jeena Campus, Almora

Yuvak Mangal Dal Samiti, Nainital

Swami Vivekanand Samaj Sewi Sansthan,

Champawat

Kumaun Sewa Samiti, US Nagar

Social Study and Co-operation Society,

Pithoragarh

Nehru Yuva Samiti, Raidul, Pauri

Barfiya Lal Jwantha Government Degree College,

Purola, Uttarkashi

UTTAR PRADESHUTTAR PRADESHUTTAR PRADESHUTTAR PRADESHUTTAR PRADESH

Jagriti Nehru yuva Mandal chirgavon

Anuragini

Disha Shiksha samiti

Saptrang Vikas Sansthan

Ratnetsh Shukla Smarak Samiti

Paramlal Sewa Samiti

Jadaun Gramodhog Sewa Sansthan

Parivartan Samiti

Social Welfare Orgnization

Vikalp Sewa Samiti

Radha Krishan Sikashan Sewa Samiti

Shradha Jan Kalyan Shikshan Sewa Santhan

Samajotthan

Sanchit Vikas Santhan

Sadbhavna Grameen Vikas Sansthan

Nehru Yuva  Mandal Sonbhadra

Navneet Sewa Sansthan

Gramoday Sewa Sansthan

The Help Jan Kalyan Samati

Mayank Sewa Samiti

G.M.S. evam Paryavaran Sudhar Samiti

Gramin Mahila Kalyan Sansthan

Sarvjanik Shiksha Sewa Samiti

Tarai Environment Awarness Society

Akhil Bhartiya Shravasti Gramodyog Sewa

Sansthan

Gyan Sewa Samati

Samajik  Vikas evam Janseva Sansthan

Nehru Yuva  Sansthan

Pratham State Team

WEST BENGALWEST BENGALWEST BENGALWEST BENGALWEST BENGAL

Bankura Christian College

Barddhaman Sanjog Human Social Welfare

Society

Vishva-Bharati University

Mathabhanga College

Dewan Abdul Gani College, Dakshin Dinajpur

Barddhaman Sanjog Human Social Welfare

Society

Matri o Sishu Bikash Kendra

Mainaguri College

Vivekananda College

Gour Mahavidyalay

Kajla Jana Kalyan Samiti

Baharampur Krishnath College, Baharampur

University of Kalyani, Department of Rural

Development & Management.

Birati Mrinalini Dutta Mahavidyapeeth

Ramnarayanpur Kalika Sangha

Raigang University College

Darjeeling Government College

vASER 2010



SUPPORTERS OF ASER 2010

DONORS

Douglas Marshall Foundation

Hewlett Foundation

ITC Limited

UNICEF Rajasthan

Abhijit Banerjee

Abimanyu Banerji

Afshan Perveen

Ajay & Ritu Banga

Amit Kaushik

Anil Bhatia

Anindita Adhikari

Anit Mukherjee

Anjali Sharma

Anupama Ramaswamy

Arbind Prasad

Arju Swaraj

Arvind Rajan

Arya Sekhar

ASER Team of Chhattisgarh

Atul Varadhachary

Ayesh Menon

Bhagvati English Medium School

Blanca Prouve

Dan Shamdasasni

Dana Schmidt

Daniel Keniston

Debashis Palit

Debdutta Das

Deepali Gupta

Dey Enterprises

Dinesh Kumar

Esther Duflo

G.Kumeresan

Gajanan Sarode

Gaurav Sharma

Gayathri Mohanram

Gray Matters Capital Foundation

Gujarat Paguthan Energy Corporation Limited

Ganesh

Hanita Walia

Harmohinder Kochar

Hazira Energy Private Limited

Helen Abadzi

J.Sathish Kumar

John Costas

Josh Ferguson

June Gupta

Kalaveni Srinivas

Katia Herrera

Katie Gormly

Kumar Katyayani

Kusum Satwalekar

Lant Pritchett

Lee Waite

M. Abdul Majeeth

Manas Kumar Sarkar

Manoj Agnihotri (Mesh Prints)

Manoj Prasad

Marianne Kalra

Mitali Mukherji

Mohit Assomull

Mr. Sanjay Kumar

Nagaraj S Harijan

Nataraj J.

Neeraj Trivedi

Piyali Chakarborty

Priyanka Chakravarty

Priyanka Kumari

Purnima Ramanujan

Puzzolana Machinery Fabricators

Rajesh Garg

Ranajit Bhattacharyya

Renu Seth

Rishi Rajvanshi

Rohini Mukherjee

Rohini Mukherjee (in memory of Meenakshi Mukherjee)

Rukmini Banerji

Sajjan Singh Shekhawat

Sakshi Kapoor

Samit Tandon

Sangeeta Karra

Sanjay Kumar

Santosh Kumar

Seema Muskan

Shalini Tripathi

Shantanu Banerji

Sharath Kumar

Shirish Jaiman

Showrish Kudkuli

Students of  Harvard Kennedy School

Sudhir

Sudhir Pandey

Sudhir Vaidya

Sunai Consultancy Private Limited

Sunil Mahtani

Sunil Wagle

Sushmita Das

Tom Christopher

Tushar Maloo

Uday V Bhobe

Vikash Kumar

180 Pratham Block Coordinators who surveyed one

village each

AID India

Akshara Foundation

College Students and Professors in Gujarat

Dr Glen Kharaongor, Vice Chancellor Martin Luther

Christian University, Shillong

Dr. Atul Joshi - SS Jeena Campus, Almora

Dr. Jayaprakash Narayan

Dr. K. Yeshodhara - Professor and Chairperson, Dean

Dept of Education, Mysore University

Dr. Manisha Rani - Dolphin PG Institute, Dehradun

Dr. S.S Rajagoplan - Kalvi Network

Dr. Vasanthi Devi - Kalvi Network

Harivanshji - Chief Editor, Prabhat Khabar

Mr Mahinder Salaria - Associate Professor, Department

of Sociology, PG college Chamba

Mr. Ashok Sharma, ASER Associate Haryana

Mr. B M Sharma - State Education Director (DNH)

Mr. Baikunth Pandey - State Pedagogy Coordinator,

Jharkand Education Project

Mr. Bobby Arora - Firozepur

Mr. C. P John

Mr. Debashish Palit - Area Marketing Manager, BPCL

Mr. Gurmeet Singh, ASER Associate Himachal Pradesh

Mr. Gyaneshwar Saharia - Principal B.Ed College,

(Boko-Guwahati)

Mr. M.L Mehta - Chairman, Pratham Rajasthan

Mr. Mayank Lov, ASER Associate Uttarakhand

Mr. Mohd Ali Rafat - SPD (AP)

Mr. Motavane, Principle of Ashokrao Sabale Junior

College, Mangaon

Mr. P.K. Adhikari - DIET Principal, Karvardha District

Mr. Pashupati Nath Singh - Director, ADRI

Mr. Ravinder Singh - Hoshiarpur

Mr. Sanjay Pande

Mr. Satish Girija - Secretary, Nav Bharat Jagriti Kendra

Mr. Sevagan - MT/ ASER Volunteer

Mr. Shikhare, NSS head -Konkan division

Mr. Sominder P. Sharma - Programme Coordinator NSS,

Himachal Pradesh University, Shimla

Mr. Tapash Chakravarty - Reporter, Telegraph

SPECIAL THANKS TO
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GOALS AND FOCUS

In 2005, we started measuring the impact of the 2% cess the UPA-I government levied on Indian citizens in order to improve the status
of elementary education with a promise of outcomes over outlays.  Looking at India as a whole, the story of increasing enrollment
continues although now we are in the last mile of the hardest to reach children in rural and urban areas. ASER has not been able to
do a similar survey of urban areas but in general it is apparent that the smaller cities of India that are growing day by day remain
neglected.

Is the child who enrolled in Std 1 in 2006, and who has reached Std 5 today, in a better position than his or her counterpart who was
in Std 5 in 2006? Those in power, who pride themselves in having made huge allocations for education, those who decide policies
based on which the education
system runs, and those of us
who attempt to improve
education from outside the
system must ask ourselves this
question.

In 2010, the chances that a
child is not enrolled in a school
are much lower than in 2005
although for girls above 11
much more needs to be done
in some parts of the country.
However, the impact of five
years of schooling on the child
who entered Std 1 in 2005 is not much different from that on the child who entered Std 1 in 2001. If anything, the ability to read seems
to have dropped a couple of notches over the five year span.

There are several problems that plague our education system. Depending upon their bent of mind, people see one aspect of the
problem as more important than another. We feel that attainment of basic arithmetic and reading-writing- comprehension- expression
competencies at an early age is a goal that needs to be urgently addressed on a mass scale in order to have a better base for
improvement at higher levels. This is something that can be done parallel to all other efforts and need not wait for the whole world
to change. Indeed, delays in this matter will be extremely harmful as the demographic advantage turns into a major threat to social
and political stability.

Once upon a time we talked of excessive population growth in India and now we are told we have a demographic advantage over the
rest of the world in our young population. But, our political leadership and our education establishment could be accused of feeling
no sense of urgency in addressing some glaring issues of education and learning.  As things stand, more than half of the children in
Std 5 will be incapable of completing even elementary education except by blind promotion without regard to the actual learning
levels they attain. This is exactly what the government has done. All children will be promoted up to Std 8 automatically.

In principle, not keeping back a child is a good idea so that the child is not humiliated, but simultaneously failing to ensure that she
learns at least basic competencies early enough is guaranteeing her lifelong humiliation. Unless education policy focuses clearly on
achievement of basic literacy and numeracy in our schools at an early stage, more inputs will not lead to improvements in learning,
at least for the masses.  Unfortunately, the Right to Education Act is not helpful in this matter. There is a need to institute a policy that
clearly outlines the learning outcomes that must be achieved by the end of Std 2, Std 5, and Std 8 in order to give substance to the
right to education. The problems faced by the poor in urban and rural areas in education need to be defined clearly and not clubbed
with what the middle and upper classes face in their education. There is a clear need for targeted action while we talk of equity of
access and quality for all.

The acknowledgement that the quality of learning is poor and must be improved has slowly gathered momentum over the last five
years. ASER and Pratham can take some credit for creating this environment. However, one powerful thought endorsed by the
education establishment is to make the process of learning joyful, starting at Std 1-2 and building up to higher levels. Changing
classroom dynamics to make them more child-centric and tilting the power balance away from an all-powerful teacher standing in
front of a passive class seems to be uppermost in the minds of administrators and educationists. The policy is to introduce and
enhance constructivism in classrooms, certainly a laudable objective in a society that is mostly feudal in its human relations.
Educationally, it is a very fundamental change from the past of teacher-led rote learning.  The State intervenes on behalf of the child
to suppress the feudal tendencies of the teacher and transforms her into a learning manager.  How strong is the governmental
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1 http://www.educationforallinindia.com/evaluation-of-activity-based-learning-of-tamil-nadu.pdf

machinery, which is being relied upon, to bring about such a change in different parts of the country? Does such a cultural change
alone guarantee better learning, the way it is implemented?

The most talked about model of this approach is the Activity Based Learning program of Tamil Nadu, which has been scaled up
across the state for the last three academic years.  It is said that the classroom has been transformed as a result of the intervention
and there is no reason to broadly doubt this claim. This in itself is a huge achievement for the state.  Having acknowledged this, the
question we ask is, are more children learning basic competencies as a result of this intervention? Although it is not said anywhere
on record, we understand that the leaders of this program believe that ASER and Pratham are somehow out to run the program
down. We have no interest in doing so. In fact, several years ago, eminent educationists who also lead the ASER effort in Tamil Nadu
evaluated a small number of ABL schools in Chennai that had used the methodology since well before it was scaled up across the
state. While noting the positive effect of the child-centric process in the classroom, these educationists noted in a report submitted
to the government that several measures are needed to ensure that all children learn their basics. The government evidently did not
encourage further engagement on the subject with these eminent people.

One of the problems with our state-run programs is that they are not sufficiently evaluated to be able to learn from them. There is no
constant third party observation or research linked to program design and objectives. In an important experiment in scale, such as
in Tamil Nadu, one would have expected considerable research to be available.

There is one state-wide evaluation by SchoolScape that documented in detail the changes in the classroom in 2007-08 and
measured progress of children in Std 2 and 4 between June and April of the same academic year.1 Over one year they found a large
and significant jump in learning. This was apparently taken as proof of the success of ABL in improving learning levels along with
changes in teachers and classrooms processes.  No other evaluations or studies since then are available at least in the public
domain.

Comparison of studies that use different methods and different tools is not usually possible. But one important observation by
Schoolscape on learning levels can be compared with ASER results.

The SchoolScape study shows an improvement of about 20-30 percentage points over one academic year among Std II and Std IV
children. In other words they measured the learning levels before applying the ABL treatment and then again at the end of the
academic year to note the change. But what they did not do is measure the improvement in similar classes without applying the ABL
method. Would there be a jump in learning levels over one academic year if there was no ABL?

ASER measures learning levels of children in each class year after year at the same time of the year.  When a study is repeated with
same methods and tools, it is possible to say how precise the measurements are and whether changes are taking place over time.
ASER has used the same survey and assessment method every year for the last six years, which means that we have measured both
before and after ABL started. So, it is possible to see the learning levels of different cohorts every year and to see whether one
cohort is doing better than another as it goes from one class to the next.

Chart 3 shows that there is always a substantial difference in proportion of children who can read at least words or more in Std 3 as
compared to Std 2. This
improvement occurs over one
year as children complete Std
2 and go to Std 3. A glance at
Chart 3 indicates that this
increase in proportion of
children being able to read at
least words is about 25
percentage points. This
difference is evident both in
2006 and 2007, before ABL
went to scale, and in
subsequent years. There is
therefore reason to believe
then that if Schoolscape had evaluated classes without the ABL intervention, they would have seen an improvement in learning
similar to if not identical to those with ABL intervention.

This is not to say that ABL has made no difference at all to learning levels. As Chart 3 shows, over the years, the proportion of word
readers in Std 2 has increased from 34% (in 2006, pre-ABL), to 44% (post ABL in 2010). This points to an increasingly productive Std
1 classroom process, resulting in more children being able to read words in Std 2. But, in contrast, the increase at Std 3 level over
the same period is just about 3 percentage points. It seems that the gain in word reading ability is not built upon after Std 2.  In fact,
since 2006, the proportion of children who cannot even read words has stayed about constant at 38-40 percent in Std 3. As the
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cohort moves higher with an expectation of reading at higher levels, more children lag behind because large numbers are apparently
not able to make a transition to higher level reading.

Chart 4 for Std 4 and 5 shows the proportion of children able to read a Std 2 text. The text used to assess reading ability is comparable
to one in the Std 2 language textbook of the state. We see that the proportion of children who have attained this competency by Std
4 has been recorded as fluctuating between 16 and 20 percent and the same for Std 5 has fluctuated between 27 and 35 percent.

These data lead to two simple conclusions. First, both before ABL and after, there is an 11-15 percentage point increase in the
proportion of readers of Std 2 text as they go from Std 4 to 5. This is consistent with what Schoolscape has noted for 2007-08
although absolute numbers may differ because of difference in methodology and tools. Second, the proportion of non-readers of
Std 2 text is not observed to have decreased consistently, year on year, either at Std 4 or at Std 5. There are about 65-70% children
who cannot read a Std 2 language text as per the ASER methodology. There could be an argument over absolute numbers, but the
annual repeated measurement clearly shows that there is no relative improvement in Std 4 and 5 in the post ABL years.

The situation in arithmetic is identical. There is no evidence of actual improvement of the productivity of the classroom process in
improving achievement levels of children as a result of ABL either in Std 1-2, or Std 4-5.

Is it possible that the same socio-economic profile of children who were not able to acquire basic literacy –numeracy before ABL was
introduced, are not able to take advantage of the ABL method? If so, why?

The Tamil Nadu government and the promoters of the laudable aspects of the ABL program need to take a careful look at why the ABL
process is not leading to more children reading more fluently or learning their numeracy better. Some simple measures to improve
reading ability and arithmetic ability can be added, as the evaluators associated with ASER in Tamil Nadu had suggested. It is not too
late to take corrective measures. But to do this, an open mind is needed.

In contrast to the case of Tamil Nadu, Punjab has consistently shown improvement in reading and math abilities over 2008-2010.
Punjab has been working on Purrho Punjab for the last three years in collaboration with Pratham. It is possible that we will be
accused of running down other efforts while promoting something we have ourselves been involved in. Unlike the case of Tamil
Nadu, the Punjab government leadership has not documented its efforts. It has not as yet attracted the attention of the more vocal
bilateral and multilaterals who seem to want to promote good programs. It would be a folly not to note the progress Punjab has
achieved over the last few years.

Although a prosperous state, few people outside the state are aware of the impact of the violent 80’s and 90’s on Punjab. The
schooling system too was in disarray except to continue in inertial motion like many other states of the country. With the change in
government in 2007, a remarkable officer known for his effectiveness in various departments was placed at the helm of SSA with
complete backing from his superiors and a mandate to improve the system. In collaboration with Pratham he set up learning goals
to be achieved under the Purrho Punjab program. The fact that better educated young teachers could be appointed helped but the
key was the focus on learning through simple activities (although not labeled ‘activity based’) and grouping of children according to
their ability levels. Another feature of the program was the new cluster-level leadership that was created from among teachers rather
than relying on the academic support personnel and structures that had neither the history nor the potential for delivering results.
This cluster leadership, motivated to achieve goals, went from school to school to help their peers. In addition, monitoring was
improved by appointing community youth to visit schools regularly. After some initial hiccups and doubts, the persistence of the
leadership paid dividends.  The steady and consistent improvement in learning is evident and it was not achieved by rote learning
but through focused activities in the class.

The chart for Std 2 and 3
shows that the proportion of
children, in sequential
cohorts, who can read at least
words has improved year after
year. The consistent increase
in Std 2 indicates that Std 1
has become more and more
effective every year. The fact
that Std 3 numbers too are
rising indicate that Std 2 builds
on the gains of the previous
year. Similarly, the chart for
Std 4 and 5 indicate that the
ability to read Std 2 texts has been growing as the children enter Std 4 and this gain is further built upon so that the levels for Std 5
also show a steady increase. As the proportions reach 70-90% the annual gain is bound to slow down but the important part is that
the proportion of children who cannot read has decreased year after year so far.
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Punjab also focused on arithmetic and ASER surveys have noted big changes.

Children who can solve
subtraction with borrowing, a
relatively complex operation,
can also solve addition with
carry over. They understand
how to deal with place value of
the number. Similarly, those
who can solve a three digit by
one digit division sum can
normally solve a multiplication
problem. For both, knowing
place values is key.  In Punjab,
these two competencies are
observed to have increased
dramatically considering that
the rest of the country has shown no change in arithmetic ability. The learning of these abilities requires substantial assistance from
the teacher and also activities of counting, saying, reading, and writing of numbers in addition to understanding place values and
formal writing of the sums. The Purrho Punjab program focused on all these and the result has been positive. It is clear that this is not
the end of learning math and some mathematically inclined people will shake their heads about this not being real math. The
important part is that substantial improvement in a feared subject has been achieved. This has to be built upon.

Another feature of Purrho Punjab is that the strategy employed was not just to start at Std 1-2 but to implement it for all primary
classes. Build the understanding of numbers, quantities, and place value in the early years, and focus on operations in the later
years as the curriculum prescribes.

Punjab will do well to continue, strengthen, and improve further along this road of fixing learning goals to achieve. There is much
more to learning than reading and much more to math than simple operations. It is hoped that the advantage of the last four years
will not be lost.

Several other states have initiated programs to improve learning. Barring Himachal, Kerala, and Maharashtra no other state has yet
reached high learning levels that are almost constant. Several states are making fresh attempts but these have not yet shown
significant improvement. Some states seem to be losing their advantage and yet others just have not got their act together as years
go by.

The lessons of the last five-six years are plain and simple. These are not new at all. There is ample evidence for those who want to
see.

· Focus works. Tamil Nadu and Karnataka have achieved the transformation of classrooms at lower levels by focusing single-
mindedly on that objective. Punjab has achieved improvement in learning through focused activities. There was evidence of
similar achievement in Chhattisgarh that seems to be eroding fast, suggesting a lack of focus on measurable learning
outcomes. Bihar focused single-mindedly on enrollment and achieved spectacular results, although children’s poor attendance
in schools, which was not a matter of focus, has not changed much.

· A strong and consistent leadership is needed to bring about change. States that persist with a focus do not change leadership
that works. Often the problem is that such leadership may not always be open to changing or adopting new strategies to
improve their work further.  It is inevitable to start with a strong centralized leadership. But it is important, as many have
pointed out, to create a strong block, cluster, local, school level leadership that understands the goals to be achieved and is
seriously committed to them. This is an area where reforms are needed.

Of course, much more can be done but let the ‘best’ not be the enemy of the ‘good’.  Whether we look at it from the point of view of
the need for a rapidly growing economy to have a skilled and educated work force, or whether see it as a matter of the right to
education of each child, there is a need for an evident sense of urgency.

 Unless there is a focus on improving measurable learning outcomes, they do not change. Losing focus can lead to rapid deterioration.
There is no hope that we will be able to meet the expectations of demographic dividends if we try to do hocus pocus with education
and as the Vice President of India remarked on Shiksha Divas, Nov 11, 2010, there is a danger that the right to education will remain
no more than a right to school.
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It is winter. The day starts cloudy and cold. But soon the sun breaks through the haze. I am in a government primary school in a village
in Dadri block in western UP.  Just outside the classroom window, there is a sea of mustard fields. As the sun gets stronger, the
mustard flowers become more yellow and the stalks more green.  The sun warms up the children as well. They begin to throw off the
mufflers and caps that they have been wrapped up in for coming to school. Red cheeks and bright eyes, they are ready for the day.

There are about 30 boys and girls in the room. More girls than boys. They vary in size. “What class is this?” I ask. Many hands shoot
up and lots of voices answer together. There are children here from several classes - some from Std 3, some from Std 4 and a few
from Std 5. The younger children in Std 1 and 2 are in another room. There is no teacher in this class today. Apparently there is only
one head teacher and two shiksha mitras  (parateachers) in this school.  With the census only two months away, both shiksha mitras
have gone to attend census training. The head teacher goes between the two groups. The children tell me that there are more
children in their classes but because it is cold, because teachers are not there, because there are things to do at home, children
often stay away from school.

This not an unusual situation. Across rural India, it is very common for children of different classes to be sitting together. The national
ASER 2010 report shows that Std 4 children were sitting with children from other classes in about 45% of the approximately 13,000
government schools visited. Further, the age range that I see in my class in Dadri is also common. The Right to Education Act refers
to the age group 6 to14. If children are enrolled in Std 1 at age 6, they should be around age 10 by the time they reach Std 4. ASER
2010 indicates that in UP government schools, in Std 4, 60% children are 9 or 10 years old, 15% are younger and 15% are older. So,
like my class, a typical Std 4 class in a rural government school in India also has wide age variations.

“Will you read for me?” I ask a boy who said he is in Std 4.  He nods his head a little hesitantly and opens his school bag. Out comes
his language textbook. I ask him to read from his favourite lesson. He rubs his nose, scratches his ear and seems to be really thinking
hard about what he likes in the book. Finally he starts. It is a lesson about the bravery of the epic hero, Abhimanyu. The chapter runs
to three pages.  The boy tries to read, struggling and stumbling over hard words and long sentences: “chakravuh, chakkardaar,
yudh, aagraha, varnan, vidhi, vishesh”...  It is almost impossible for him to move past the first one or two sentences. The other
children are listening. The class has become very quiet. They are not sure who will be asked next.

WHAT IS STD 4 ?

Lesson from Std IV UP Language textbook ASER 2010 Std II Level text

I change my mind. “Put your textbooks away”. This time I bring out the ASER reading tool. This is much simpler. The font is large and
the text for the “story” is only about eight sentences long. It is about a girl named Rita and her sister and the fun they had on a rainy
day. “I can do this”, says the boy. He sounds out spellings, sometimes repeats the words he has just read but reaches the end quite
soon. A big smile appears on his face. Not all children fare this well. In my class, more than half the children in Std 4 and at least a
third of the children in Std 5 have difficulty with the ASER “story” which is at the readability level of a Std 2 level text.

The ASER report for 2010 gives a bird’s eye view of the reading levels of Std 4 children in rural UP. About a third of all children can read
Std 2 level text fluently, another quarter or so are comfortable with the simpler Std 1 level text. So about half of all children in Std 4
cannot even read even the four very simple sentences of the Std 1 level text.

“Do you like playing games?”  I ask. “Yes, yes, yes” shout back the children. “Okay, this is a number game. It is called “double-
double. Let’s start with any number, and then we must keep doubling it. You know what double means?” “Of course”, say children.
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1 For a short video about how children write see http://www.youtube.com/watch?v=EpPJ1phyZpU

A girl with a bright blue sweater says “when we have parathas at home, my brother eats double parathas than me”. We begin the
game with the number “2”.  We begin to double and double... 4, 8, 16... lots of voices vying with each other to be first. The numbers
increase: 32, 64... now the voices are becoming  fewer, softer and more tentative. The time taken between numbers is getting
longer. By the time we reach 128, there is only one voice left - a tall boy sitting near the window.  As a class of thirty children we are
unable to go beyond 256.

For the last six years, the ASER findings in math show that by the middle of the school year, only 41% of children in Std 4 in rural UP
can do a two digit subtraction with borrowing. In UP, this is expected of children in Std 1. This means that after four years in school,
two thirds of children are not even at the level prescribed by the Std 1 textbook.

Textbooks are important. They are everywhere; in every home and in every child’s bag. For most children in India, the textbook is the
only book they will ever have a firsthand encounter with. But like many other states, in UP too, textbook content becomes difficult
quickly and the pace accelerates fast. In the first lesson in the Std 2 math textbook in UP, children have to deal with 3 digit
operations. By Std 4, children are expected to do addition and subtraction with numbers in thousands, multiplication and division
problems with three digits, fractions, decimals, and a lot more. Our textbooks are a reflection of how quickly curriculum and
expectations accelerate impossibly out of reach of almost all children in government schools very early in their educational life.

Even if we did not go far with our double-double game, the children want to play it again. “Let’s start with “3” this time” says a little
boy with a thick mop of hair. By this time I have forgotten who is in Std 3, 4 or 5. It does not seem to matter. Children in my group range
in size, age and ability but are very similar in terms of wanting to do more!!!

I look out of the window at the bright yellow mustard fields and start a new conversation. “What grows in the fields around here?” I
ask. The children are very knowledgeable about this topic. “Ghehu (wheat), ganna (sugarcane), tamatar (tomato), aloo (potato)...
They jump and down shouting out names of vegetables and of grains. One child goes further. “In our village we make gud  (jaggery)”.
That starts off another train of conversation. “My grandmother makes achar. Can I tell you how it is made?” Talking about their own
lives is fun. I suggest that they make a list of the things that grow nearby. In groups, children immediately begin to write. I suggest
that they write on the floor. “That is a good idea”, say the children. There is no furniture. Mats and schools bags are moved out of the
way. Within minutes, the entire floor is a carpet of words. Words, names, names of crops, vegetables and fruits. Some children could
not resist writing their names too. (I suppose that is fine too. The children too are growing in this neighbourhood).

I walk around the class, careful not to step on energetically written words. The spellings are interesting, some traditional and some
creative. But almost no one has trouble writing words that they want to write and know. And in the rush to participate, children are
not worried about writing incorrectly.  Within each group, I notice children chatting with each other and rubbing out what a friend
wrote and writing it again.1

“Now can you make sentences with the words that you have written?” My new instruction is enthusiastically absorbed, but the
children’s ability to execute it is much shakier. Composing sentences to write seems to be harder than just saying them. It takes us
much longer to convert word lists into meaningful complete sentences. Once a good sentence is constructed, others want to copy it
immediately. And not everyone can participate fully now. Still, as a big group we make progress. Our carpet of words in some
sections of the floor has turned into a pattern of sentences.

Lesson from Std IV UP Math textbook ASER 2010 Math tool
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Clearly, there are many challenges for my group of children and for me. Similar challenges are faced by teachers in many schools and
classes across the country. For instance, in real terms, I am not sure what is a Std 4 in India? (This could be said of any class - I am
simply using Std 4 as an example). In the school register, children’s names are written down based on the year in which they were
enrolled in school.  Each subsequent year, in the school registers, the children’s names move linearly forward into the next page and
into the next grade. Like we saw earlier, in many states, Std 4 children range from age 6 to 11.  In many schools, there is no classroom
exclusively for this class: more often than not, they sit with children from other classes. In most cases, there is no specific teacher
responsible for teaching Std 4. Among the children enrolled in Std 4, there are children of all ability levels - ranging from Std 1 to Std
5. As in my class, the reading and math ability of most children is at least two or three grades behind where they need to be. In their
school bags, children carry textbooks, usually of a level that is far higher than what they can cope with. But these textbooks are the
only thing in our schools that allow us to clearly distinguish between children in Std 4 and everyone else.

The children are sad to see me go. I too am sad to leave them. Their energy and enthusiasm to learn is infectious. With enough
sunshine and water, the mustard fields will continue to grow taller. Our children will grow too. But how can we help them to grow
better?

As a country of planners, policy makers, pedagogy experts, practitioners and parents, we must take a serious look at our current
reality and at the evidence around us. Where are we today? What is possible for tomorrow? Children may not know what is expected
of them in textbooks but they do know a lot; and more importantly they want to learn. We must start with where they are and build
from there to where we want them to be. Only then can we think realistically about how to organize learning in schools.

As I am walking down the road leading out of the village, the children are going to their houses too. A small group of boys and girls
is just ahead of me.  I can hear them still playing the double-double game as they turn off towards their homes.
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Dr. Wilima Wadhwa

RTE NORMS AND LEARNING OUTCOMES

1Every alternate year, ASER surveyors visit a government primary or upper primary school in each sampled village.  The school information is recorded either based on observations (such as
attendance or usability of the facilities) or with information provided by the school (such as grants information).  School observations have been conducted in 2005, 2007 and 2009.  In 2010
a school visit was in included in ASER since this is the first year of the RTE and estimates of compliance can be generated as a baseline to monitor future progress of RTE implementation.
2The RTE does specify that teachers “maintain regularity and punctuality in attending school” but “regularity” and “punctuality” are not clearly defined.
3This analysis is based on data from the 15 major states that form 91% of the total sample.
4The RTE specifies provision rather than usability of toilets.

The Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act (RTE) came into effect in 2010.  It was a much awaited and much debated
piece of legislation which not surprisingly has come under attack from various quarters. With enrollment levels already as high as
90% in most states, many feel that the government has done too little too late.  Proponents of “low cost” private schools feel that it
imposes an unnecessary burden, in terms of infrastructure norms, on these schools.  Notwithstanding all the criticism, most would
agree that guaranteeing free education to all children in the age group of 6 – 14 years is a”good thing”.

This year ASER collected data on those RTE norms for which compliance can be easily observed, during the school visit.1  The RTE
specifies clear norms for enrollment, access, school infrastructure, teacher appointment, TLM and pupil teacher ratio (PTR).  Most of
these are easily observable, or data can be collected to check if they are being adhered to.  However, where the RTE norms are fuzzy
is in the area of children’s learning achievement.  Phrases like “building up child’s knowledge, potentiality and talent” and “development
of physical and mental abilities to the fullest extent” are used. In many ways, the RTE continues the tradition of focusing on inputs
rather than outcomes.

Inputs are necessary and are easier to target and monitor.  But if we believe that “education” entails more than just being enrolled
in school, then at some level we have to have a set of outcomes that we expect the education process to lead to.  The outcome is
“learning”, defined in some manner, and its necessary pre-requisite “attendance” of both teachers and children in school.  Unless
children and teachers attend school and instruction takes place, learning, however defined, will not take place no matter how many
classrooms, toilets and playgrounds are built.  Unfortunately, the RTE falls short in specifying expected outcomes of a child being
enrolled in school.2  In this note, we look at compliance of rural government schools on RTE infrastructure and PTR norms and try to
establish how these indicators relate to learning outcomes in these schools.

ASER’s 2010 school observation recorded data on school RTE infrastructure variables, apart from the usual data on school enrollment,
teacher and children enrollment and attendance.  13021 rural government schools were visited in 522 districts.  Of these 59% were
primary schools and 41% were upper primary schools with primary classes.3  This information was used to generate a composite RTE
infrastructure indicator for each school based on the availability of the following 7 variables:

1. At least one classroom for every teacher

2. Office cum-store-cum-head teacher’s room

3. Separate toilets for girls and boys that are usable4

4. Safe and adequate drinking water facility

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

6. Playground

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

Thus, a school having all 7 facilities would have a composite score of 7 and one with none of these facilities a score of zero.  The
distribution of schools is given in Table 1.  Only about 1.5% of the schools had a composite score of zero.  On the other hand, only
3.7% had all seven facilities.  About 50% schools had more than 4 facilities indicating a fair degree of compliance with RTE norms in
the first year of the Act.

Table 1 also gives the distribution of the composite score by school enrollment.  Since about 60% of the schools visited had an
enrollment in excess of 120, we would expect the larger schools to reflect the overall distribution of facilities.  However, while about
30% of the low compliance (score<=1) schools were small schools (enrollment<=60), only 10% of the high compliance schools
(score>=6) were small schools.  Thus, compliance increases with size, which is to be expected since bigger schools are likely to have
more facilities.
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The RTE also gives very specific norms regarding PTR.  For schools with less than 200 enrolled students these translate to a PTR of 30
or less and for schools with greater than 200 enrollment a PTR of 40 or less.  About 40% schools had PTRs which were according to
the norms.  However, in schools that did not comply with the norm, the average PTR was almost 3 times that in the compliant schools
– 66 compared to 24, resulting in an average PTR of 49.  So, compared to infrastructure, schools have a much longer way to go to
meet the RTE norms of PTR.  This is also evidenced by the fact that only about 30% of the larger schools meet the RTE prescribed PTR
compared to 70% of the smaller schools.  Recall that these larger schools form the bulk of the school population.

What about learning levels in schools that perform better or worse on these RTE norms?  We can study the relationship between
school characteristics and learning levels because in the year government schools are visited, ASER also records whether the tested
child is enrolled in the visited government school.5 We concentrate on learning levels in Stds 1, 3 and 5 in primary schools.  The
learning outcomes we study are:

· Std. 1 – ability to read words or more;

· Std. 3 – ability to read a Std. 1 level text or more;  and

· Std. 5 – ability to read a Std. 2 level text or more.

The relationship of PTR to learning levels is not a mystery – one would expect a negative relationship.  Indeed, that is exactly what
the ASER numbers indicate.  All three learning outcomes are significantly higher in schools with PTRs in accordance with RTE norms.
For instance, in Std. 3, 46% children could read at least a Std. 1 level text in PTR compliant schools as compared to 39% in non-
compliant schools.6

Table 2 shows learning levels in schools at different levels of RTE infrastructure compliance.  Learning levels in Std. 1 are about the
same, with about 20% of the children being able to read words or more, till one reaches schools which have all 7 facilities.  Here
learning levels are significantly higher.7  However, in Stds 3 and 5 the relationship gets reversed with learning levels falling with
greater compliance.  In Std. 3 for instance while 45% of the children in schools with no facilities can read a Std. 1 level text, only 43%
can do so in schools with all 7 facilities.  Except for schools with 2 facilities, none of these differences are statistically significant
though. So at best, learning does not seem to be correlated with the number of infrastructure facilities a school has, and is
negatively correlated with the PTR.

Table 1:  Distribution of the School Infrastructure Composite Index

5Since 2005, every year the ASER report presents estimates of enrollment and basic reading and arithmetic learning outcomes for every district in rural India.  Every year the core set of questions
regarding schooling status and basic learning levels remains the same. However a set of new questions is added for exploring different dimensions of schooling and learning in the elementary
stage.  ASER 2010 brings together elements from various previous ASERs.  From 2009, questions on paid tuition, parents’ education, household and village characteristics are retained.  In
addition, this year ASER tests mothers on their numeracy skills.  For the first time, ASER 2010 introduces questions on critical thinking for children in Std. 5 and above.  These questions are
based on simple mathematical operations that appear in Std. V textbooks.
6In all 3 classes the difference is statistically significant.
7The highlighted cells indicate a statistically significant difference from the base category of zero facility schools.

Infrastructure % School Enrollment

Score Schools <=60 61-90 91-120 >120 Total

0 1.45 28.04 16.82 9.35 45.79 100

1 3.61 29.40 11.81 14.96 43.83 100

2 8.26 23.09 14.51 14.94 47.46 100

3 17.3 18.59 12.25 11.45 57.71 100

4 25.46 16.59 11.82 12.18 59.41 100

5 25.75 13.16 11.03 11.89 63.92 100

6 14.43 11.79 10.58 11.21 66.42 100

7 3.72 10.84 14.6 12.39 62.17 100

Total 100.00 16.15 11.87 12.13 59.84 100
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Table 2:  School Infrastructure and Learning Outcomes

8One of the RTE norms for TLM prescribes that “there shall be a library in each school providing newspaper, magazines and books on all subjects, including story books”.
9Except in the case of Std. 1 schools with all 7 facilities, which have significantly higher learning levels. Similarly in the case of Std. 5, PTR is negatively and significantly correlated with learning
levels.
10ASER data indicates that better infrastructure is positively correlated with attendance.

Even this correlation disappears once we control for other factors.  Learning, after all depends on many other things apart from PTR.
Among school characteristics it will primarily depend on quality of teaching and classroom environment.  Unfortunately, ASER does
not have variables to control for teacher quality.  In the absence of teacher quality controls, we control for teacher attendance,
children’s attendance, school size, and whether the school had a library which was being used, apart from PTR and availability of
facilities.8  We also control for the child’s characteristics like age, gender, whether the child gets supplementary help in the form of
paid tuition and household characteristics like parents’ education, proxies for household affluence like type of house, assets like
television, mobile phone, etc.  Finally, we control for the presence of reading material in the home to capture whether the child’s
home environment is conducive to learning.

In a linear probability model, the learning outcome in all 3 classes is not correlated with any of the school infrastructure variables and
neither is it correlated with the school PTR.9  Among school characteristics what seems to matter is child and teacher attendance and
our only control for TLM – presence of a useable library.  Parents’ education and tuition are highly significant as are some of the
proxies for affluence.  More importantly, even a crude indicator for home learning environment like presence of reading material,
significantly affects learning levels.

This is not to say that well-functioning schools with good facilities are not a desirable outcome.  They will certainly encourage
attendance which will result in better learning outcomes.10 The point is to make sure that policy makers don’t get mired in chasing
targets of school infrastructure and forget about the real meaning of the word “education”.  To reap the demographic dividend we
need a well-trained and productive labor force which will be possible only if we hunker down today and improve the quality of
education in our schools.

Infrastructure

Score

% of children at the selected
learning level for:

Std 1 Std 3 Std 5

0 20.59 45.24 50.53

1 19.94 40.13 50.92

2 17.48 38.27 42.75

3 17.76 39.5 49.28

4 18.9 41.7 51.03

5 18.48 42.41 49.4

6 20.82 43.72 52.78

7 26.64 43.34 56.25
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PAISA 2010: UNPACKING INDIA’S EDUCATION BUDGET

1 Yamini Aiyar and Avani Kapur are with Accountability Initiative, Centre for Policy Research. Anit Mukherjee is with the National Institute for Public Finance and Policy. Names are listed
alphabetically and do not reflect author input.

India’s education budget has more than doubled in the last five years, increasing from Rs. 152,847 crores in FY 2004-05 to Rs.
372,813 crores in FY 2009-10. An estimated 45 percent of education expenditures are now dedicated to elementary education
(figures for FY 2008-09). However, close scrutiny of India’s education system reveals a sobering truth – that this large investment has
been spent poorly. And as the ASER report reminds us year after year, increased investments have failed to improve education
outcomes. Despite significant financial investments, India’s education system is in fact, as characterized rather aptly by economist
Lant Pritchett, in a ‘Big Stuck’.

What explains this ‘Stuck’, and how do we reverse this trend? To answer this question we need to understand the processes through
which increased investments translate into action. Critical to this are the links between plans, allocations and expenditures: how are
resources allocated to states? What are the links between allocations and plans? How do funds flow through the system to arrive at
their final destination? What are the links between school needs and increased expenditures?

To answer these questions, for the last two years, ASER has been implementing PAISA, an effort to track school level funds, in
partnership with Accountability Initiative and the National Institute for Public Finance and Policy. This year, PAISA undertook a macro
level analysis of school finances and linked it, through the ASER-PAISA survey, to fund flows and decision making at the elementary
school level. Preliminary analysis suggests that the links between allocations, plans and expenditures are seriously damaged. This
is evidenced in three ways: 1) States that have seen the highest increases in investments in recent years are also the poorest
spenders. 2) Funds flows are extremely slow, breaking the link between planning and expenditures. And 3) there is no clear
correlation between school needs and increased expenditure, indicating that the links between school needs, plans, allocation and
expenditures are weak. Below are some of the highlights of this analysis.

Allocation Trends: The Government of India’s (GOI) primary vehicle for delivering elementary education is the Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan
(SSA, a centrally sponsored scheme that has been in operation since 2001). Reflecting the overall trend of increased investment, the
SSA budget too has increased significantly in the last few years from Rs. 7,156 crores in 2005-06 to Rs. 15,000 crores in 2010-11.
This overall increase has been distributed unevenly across the country with a greater share of resources going to the educationally
lagging states, indicating a clear link between resource allocations and perceived needs. GOI’s SSA share for Bihar has nearly
doubled in the last four years from Rs. 2,414 crore in FY 2006-07 to Rs. 4,295 crores in 2009-10. Rajasthan’s budget increased from
Rs. 1,253 crores to Rs. 2,241 crores and West Bengal’s from Rs. 1,465 crores to Rs. 2,194 crores.

An important aside: Despite significant increases in GOI investments in education, state governments contribute the major share of
India’s education budget. In FY 2009-10, state government budgets amounted to 74 percent of the total education budget for India.
State government investment too has seen a dramatic increase in recent years. In Uttar Pradesh, Bihar, Rajasthan and Andhra
Pradesh, state governments nearly doubled their share of the elementary education budget between 2006-07 and 2009-10, while
Jharkhand has seen a three-fold increase in the same period. Interestingly, Uttar Pradesh saw the largest overall increase in its
elementary education state budget, from Rs. 6,439 crores in 2006-07 to Rs. 11,185 crores in 2009-10. This increase was far greater
than GOI’s increased share for SSA.

Allocation trends and expenditure efficiency: Countrywide, SSA expenditures have been fairly low – data from 2006-07 to 2008-09
shows that on average 30 percent funds remain unspent every year. This persistent gap in an overall environment of increased
investments indicates that that links between planning, expenditure capacity and allocations are weak.

The problem is exacerbated at the state level. State level analysis highlights that there is no clear correlation between increased
investments and actual expenditures on the ground, suggesting that the links between planning, allocations and absorption
capacity are somewhat weak.

Bihar, which has received the largest increase in GOI SSA allocations, is also the poorest spender. In FY 2009-10, Bihar spent 51
percent of its allocated funds. Interestingly, these figures show a slight deterioration when compared with FY 2008-09 when Bihar
spent 62 percent of its total allocations. West Bengal although significantly better than Bihar, spent 74 percent of its SSA allocations
for FY 2009-10. West Bengal has shown some minor improvements over the last two years with a jump from 66 percent expenditures
in FY 2008-09 to 74 percent for FY 2009-10. Rajasthan is the exception having spent 89 percent of its SSA allocations for the same
period. Interestingly, despite rising investments, Rajasthan witnessed a small dip in its expenditure performance from last year when
it reported an expenditure of 91 percent.

Links between plans and expenditure: For expenditures to be efficient and effective, they must be incurred in a manner that meets
needs and priorities. This would imply that funds must arrive at their destinations on time to ensure that specific, time- bound needs
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are met. Macro analysis of education expenditures suggests that this is not the case and in fact expenditures tend to be highest
towards the end of the financial year.

Why does this occur? The PAISA survey in ASER suggests that the delayed expenditures are a consequence of delays in fund flows.
And in fact the problem is acute at the school level.

The 2010 ASER report analyzes grant receipts for primary schools across two financial years – 2008-09 and 2009-10. Since the
survey is conducted in October-November and the financial year runs from April 1 to March 31 of the following year, schools were
asked to provide information for one full financial year (the year preceding the survey) and one half of the financial year (the year
during which the survey was being undertaken). Comparison of this half year and full year data enables analysis of timeliness of
funds. Overall, the results indicate that fund flows are extremely slow and money usually reaches schools at the end of the financial
year. So, if a school needs funds to repair its blackboard at the start of the school year but maintenance money only arrives in
December, the specific requirements of the school remain unfulfilled. Late arrival of funds also results in schools rushing to incur
expenditures to meet reporting deadlines without giving adequate consideration to specific needs and plans. Consequently, funds
get spent poorly and the link to plans is broken.

PAISA data suggests that inefficiencies do not affect allocation decisions. A detailed analysis of states with increased SSA investments
tells an interesting story. The good news first: states which have seen significant increases in education investment have also seen
some improvements in fund flows. Notably, Bihar and Jharkhand have seen some improvement both in the timing of fund flows and
in overall receipt of grants between 2008-09 and 2010-11. On the other hand, West Bengal and Rajasthan have shown improvements
in overall receipt of grants between 2008-09 and 2009-10 but remain poor performers when it comes to ensuring timeliness of fund
flows. Other States such as Uttar Pradesh, whose overall education budget has increased significantly, perform poorly when it
comes to timeliness of fund flows. And finally states like Chhattisgarh and Uttarakhand seem to have performed far worse than the
previous year when it comes to timeliness of fund flows.

Links between increased investments and school needs: To the extent that more money is being pumped into poorer states
with a historically poor record in education, the links between increased investments and school needs seem strong. But closer
scrutiny reveals that at the school level this is not necessarily the case. ASER 2010 collected data on school infrastructure including
toilet facilities and drinking water. When correlated with expenditures it seems that states with increased investment continue to
have serious infrastructure deficits. In Bihar a mere 37 percent schools had usable toilet facilities, West Bengal did somewhat better
with 56 percent schools that had usable toilets and Rajasthan topped the list at 70 percent. Bihar does better on drinking water
facilities with 79 percent schools reporting availability of usable drinking water facilities. Rajasthan and West Bengal reported 68
and 67 percent schools with usable drinking water facilities. This could mean one of several things: that the money available is
simply not enough; that increased investments are not being directed at physical infrastructure; or that infrastructure is being
improved, but insufficient attention is paid to its usability.

If physical infrastructure is not a priority then are human resources the priority? Given that almost 80 percent of India’s education
budget is tied to teacher wages, one could safely assume that a significant portion of the increased investment is going towards
hiring teachers. ASER 2010 has collected data on pupil teacher ratios. When correlated with expenditure data we find interesting
trends regarding state expenditure priorities. Uttar Pradesh, which has seen a large increase in financial investments (and some
improvements in infrastructure) also has a very high pupil teacher ratio with 79 percent schools reporting a PTR that is higher than the
RTE norm of 1 teacher to 30 students. Interestingly, Uttar Pradesh has also had a drop in enrollment numbers from 22,508,818 to
21,487,653 over the last two years.  But Uttar Pradesh performs better than Bihar on infrastructure facilities – 49 percent schools
have usable toilets compared with Bihar’s 37, and 82 percent schools have drinking water facilities compared with Rajasthan’s 68
and West Bengal’s 67 percent. Perhaps then, one can infer that Uttar Pradesh has prioritized infrastructure over human resources
even though human resources are a critical gap.

Bihar on the other hand does relatively better on this count with only 30 percent schools reporting having a higher PTR than
prescribed under the norms. This suggests that Bihar has been using its increased investments to hire teachers, a fact verified by
recent data which shows that Bihar has hired 2.5 lakh teachers since 2007.

So what have we learnt? Clearly the links between planning, allocations, schools needs and expenditures are weak resulting in the
Big Stuck. With India’s schooling system now entering a new phase of implementation under the Right to Education Act (RTE) the
current financial architecture needs a serious rethink. Strengthening the annual planning process could be the first step. In January
every year every district is supposed to make an annual plan based on school development plans made with parental participation.
Concentrating on strengthening this process could not only strengthen links between school needs, plans and allocations but also
ensure greater citizen involvement.  It is only when citizens get involved and demand accountability for increased investments that
outlays will translate to outcomes.
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The real message emanating from ASER 2010 is one that needs to be taken with a great deal of seriousness—notwithstanding The
Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act, 2009, and the millions of rupees spent on elementary education through
Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan (SSA) in the last ten years, the changes that can be discerned in the system as a whole are minor and often
imperceptible. The concept of the “big stuck” propounded by economist Lant Pritchett appears to be affecting the system in its
entirety, and not just in the case of learning levels. The only real silver lining lies in the form of a steadily rising rate of enrollment, with
nearly 96.5 percent children between the ages of six and fourteen years enrolled in some form of school.  Clearly, at least parents
seem to have acknowledged the need to ensure that children join school, even if the system appears to be failing them.

Learning levels continue to remain stagnant, with nearly half the children in Grade 5 unable to read a simple text; even worse, this
figure seems to have declined from 58 percent reported by ASER 2007 to 53 percent in the case of ASER 2010. Only 36 percent
children in Grade 5 are able to complete a simple division sum, and here too, the percentage has declined from the 42 percent
measured in ASER 2007. While some of these variations can no doubt be explained away by external factors, sampling error,
differences in the timeline, etc., the fact that learning levels do not seem to be improving significantly should be a cause for concern.

This drop in learning levels is not confined to government schools and may be observed equally across government and private
schools. While in government schools the percentage of children in Grade 5 who could read a Grade 2 text fell from 57 percent in
2007 to 50 percent in 2010, the corresponding percentage in private schools fell from 69 percent in 2007 to 64 percent in 2010.  As
a country, our children do not appear to be learning any better than they were four years ago.

Children’s attendance in the classroom also appears to mirror the general condition of the education system in each state. In those
states where the system is relatively better off, attendance appears to be improving; on the other hand, in states where the system
is less efficient, attendance seems to be dropping by the year.  For instance, in Uttar Pradesh, the percentage of schools with more
than 75 percent children attending has dropped steadily from 31 percent in 2007, to 20 percent in 2009 and 17 percent in 2010.
Similarly, in Bihar the same figures have dropped from 21 percent to 16 percent, to 13 percent respectively.  While in UP, the
percentage of children in Grade 5 who could read a Grade 2 text has remained stagnant during this period at around 44 percent, in
Bihar it has dropped from nearly 68 percent in 2007 to 58 percent in 2010.  Similar patterns can be observed in other states.

Despite the stringent requirements of The Right of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act, 2009, the provisioning of
infrastructure seems actually to be slowing down, with the percentage of usable toilets and drinking water facilities in most states
declining, except in Chhattisgarh. One possible reason may be that a number of schools have been opened rapidly to meet the
obligations of the Act, yet the fact that they are without the requisite facilities is in itself a sad commentary on our education system.

Increasingly, notwithstanding a small dip in 2009, more children appear to be opting for the private school system, with 24 percent
children in the 6-14 age group in rural areas enrolled in private school; percentages for both boys and girls have increased over the
last few years, particularly in some states, so that on an all-India basis, 26 percent boys and 22 percent girls are enrolled in private
school, as opposed to 21 percent and 18 percent respectively in 2007. In states such as Punjab, Haryana, Manipur, Meghalaya, and
Kerala, the distribution of enrollment between government and private schools is almost even. Even UP has now reached a point
where 43 percent boys and 35 percent girls are enrolled in private schools.

Additionally, it may be observed that 27 percent children in Grade 5 and 31 percent children in Grade 8 of government schools opt for
paid additional tuition, as compared to 24 percent and 22 percent respectively in private schools. These percentages for government
schools have increased since 2007, indicating that more children are turning towards supplementary help.

Given that a similar pattern is clearly visible in urban areas (although not measured by ASER), this has implications for policy makers
who continue to believe that the private sector has no role in school education. The truth is that a significant number of children
attend the so-called unrecognised private schools, which will become illegal and unable to operate under the provisions of The Right
of Children to Free and Compulsory Education Act, 2009, forcing parents to find other alternatives for their children and potentially
depriving several people of their livelihoods. Unless the State is able to provide a viable and functioning alternative to such schools,
children who attend these private schools will be at risk of having their education disrupted.

The data emerging from ASER 2010 shows plainly that we are not making the kind of progress that should legitimately have been
expected given the high priority accorded to education by the government. It is time to raise several questions, not the least of which
should be around our strategy of ensuring a clear emphasis on learning outcomes. The Right of Children to Free and Compulsory
Education Act, 2009, provides that all children will automatically progress from Grade 1 through 8 without detention for any cause;
in light of the fact that the existing system is unable to guarantee learning by children, this provision is likely to exacerbate the
situation. We need to urgently focus on ensuring adequate infrastructure, teachers, accountability and learning, if the next generation
is not to be lost.

TIME TO RAISE SOME RED FLAGS?
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When the Constitution was being discussed in the late 1940s, the debate in the Constituent Assembly focused, among other things,
on the link between democracy and education. One group of leaders was of the view that the protection of our fledgling democracy
could only be ensured if the right to vote was restricted to educated adults. The other, which was unwilling to create further
categories and divisions within newly independent India, was in favour of universal adult suffrage, but agreed that the population
should be educated as early as possible.  It was for this reason that elementary education was included in the Directive Principles of
State Policy under Article 45, exhorting the State to ensure the education of all children below the age of 14 years within a time frame
of ten years from commencement of the Constitution.

Any debate about education in India must keep this fundamental relationship with our democracy in view; this is not just about
ensuring that we reap a “demographic dividend”, or equip young people with livelihood skills, or even enable national economic
growth.  The need to educate our children is intricately linked to the kind of society and country in which we wish to live, and to the
greater idea of India.  As of now, that idea might seem to be at risk unless corrective action is taken urgently.



Ranajit Bhattacharyya and Ashok Mutum
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CHALLENGES OF ASER IN THE NORTH EAST

1 The National Service Scheme (NSS), run out of the Ministry of Youth Affairs and Sports, extends to all states and universities in India and covers +2 level also in many states. The cardinal principle
of the programme is that “it is organised by the students themselves and both students and teachers through their combined participation in social service, get a sense of involvement in the
tasks of national development. Besides, the students, particularly, obtain work experience which might help them to find avenues of self-employment or employment in any organisation at
the end of their university career.” (http://nss.nic.in/intro.asp)

2 Papumpare district is the capital district of Arunachal Pradesh

In 2005 when we arrived in Guwahati, we knew the exercise to conduct ASER in all the seven states of North East India was going to
be a challenging one! We anticipated some of the problems: working around the difficult topography, making contacts and negotiating
the different political situations of the region.

We landed in Guwahati with a mixture of people from the North East and other parts of the country. Ashok, originally from Manipur,
was then based in Pratham in Gujarat and reluctant to travel, but relented when he was promised that this would be a one-time
assignment. Parismita, an English Literature student who was working in Pratham Delhi, spoke Assamese and so had no choice but
to lead the team. Shruti, with the Pratham UP programme, spoke Bangla and proved to be very helpful in parts of Assam and Tripura;
and Shobhini, who did not speak any of the local languages but made up for it by sheer tenacity.  What unfolded over the next few
months and the subsequent years that we have been in the North East has been exhilarating, energizing and exasperating, not
necessarily in the same measure.

In 2005, we were just a few people and had 75 districts to know and to reach. We found ourselves a place as base camp and began
our operations out of suitcases. The first few days went in understanding the best way to travel to the six other states that we were
to cover, understanding how system functioned, working around the incessant ‘bandhs’ and road blocks.  We began to figure out
how to print materials, make transport arrangements and where to start contacting organizations and institutions.

From Guwahati, we broke up into smaller groups and went in different directions. The immediate concern was to find local partners
in each district of every state, who like us would believe in citizen participation in understanding outcomes and would be willing to
volunteer time to visit twenty villages in their own district.  We met local colleges and universities, local NGOs, clubs, church groups,
etc. We noticed that the students’ unions were particularly strong in Nagaland, Manipur and Mizoram and could also be of use.
According to the 2001 Census, Arunachal has 13 districts, some of which have neither NGOs nor colleges; so eventually in these
remote border districts we partnered with NSS1 students from high schools. Our biggest learning was that there were energetic and
enthusiastic youngsters everywhere, who not only guided us in finding suitable partners but have actively contributed to our efforts
in the North East thus far.

In 2005, the first year of ASER, we made repeated trips to all the North Eastern states barring Mizoram and were unable to find
enough partners to survey all the districts. So we ended up surveying only 19 districts out of the total of 71.  For example at least half
a dozen visits had to be made to Itanagar alone to find suitable partners. These frequent trips, though unproductive in the early
years, enabled us to build relationships and establish contacts with groups who were to help us with the survey in the following
years. One such case happened by chance while photocopying in a busy market of Itanagar! The shop owner was more interested
in understanding the content of the documents than in photocopying them. One thing led to another and the shop owner told us that
he knew a local NGO working in education. That’s how we got the district partner for Papumpare2 in 2005.

Some districts were quite remote. For example, two entire days went in travelling to the town of Koloriang (according to the 2001
Census Koloriang is in Lower Subansiri district, otherwise it’s in the newly formed district of Kurung Kumey of Arunachal Pradesh), a
very picturesque location. But the steep and winding roads took a heavy toll on us; we had frequent stops to run behind the bus or
the Sumo and into the bushes by the side of the road to deal with travel sickness.

We also found that travelling in remote areas comes with its own share of difficulties. In 2005, when we wanted to do ASER in Dhalai,
a remote, insurgency prone and tribal district in Tripura, the district partner (a journalist) withdrew support after looking at the list of
the sampled villages, as he thought that it would be impossible to go and survey in some of them! But we found an enthusiastic group
of young dancers to help us. One of the sampled villages was said to be ‘unsafe’, the locals strongly advised us not to go there. But
we didn’t want to skip this village so we approached the police for help. We divided ourselves into 4 groups and headed to the village.
When we reached it, we realized that none of us knew the local language. The police eventually left their weapons in the jeep and
became enthusiastic ASER volunteers!

The lack of travel infrastructure is an impediment in reaching many villages, particularly in Arunachal Pradesh, Manipur, Mizoram and
Nagaland; it took us two to three days of walking to reach many of the sampled villages. If the selected village is in the interior then
the only option is to walk: no matter how rich you are, no matter how many vehicles you have, you are as poor as anyone else on the
road. In Manipur a common problem faced every year is that some of the sampled villages are easier to reach by crossing the
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international border with Myanmar! But Myanmar prohibits any printed document (particularly in English) being carried into their
country, even in transit. ASER volunteers found innovative ways to carry the ASER survey tools through Myanmar, such as hiding the
survey materials inside their clothing to pass through the border.

In the ASER survey, testing of children is usually done over a weekend in most parts of the country, because this is when they are
more likely to be found at home. But Sunday being the day of Sabbath in a number of North Eastern states, most children are in
church or visiting relatives in neighbouring villages. We therefore conduct the test early in the morning or late afternoon, which
invariably means that the surveyors have to spend a night in the village. Being in the east the days in these parts are also really short,
but the sunrise is earlier than other parts of the country, so this partially compensates for the loss of working hours.

The last six years in the North East have been a great learning experience for all of us. We learnt to be persistent and patient; the
extensive travel enriched our knowledge of the diverse local cultures of the area. We are among the lucky few who got the
opportunity to learn by doing. We hope that we will continue this learning for years to come and be able to share the same with all of
you!



About the survey



SAMPLING STRATEGY : ASER 2010 RURAL

Dr. Wilima Wadhwa

What’s new in ASER 2010?

The purpose of the ASER 2010’s rapid assessment survey in
rural areas is twofold:  (i) to get reliable estimates of the status
of children’s schooling and basic learning (reading and
arithmetic level) at the district level; and (ii) to measure the
change in these basic learning and school statistics from last
year.   Every year a core set of questions regarding schooling
status and basic learning levels remains the same. However a
set of new questions are added for exploring different
dimensions of schooling and learning in the elementary stage.
The latter set of questions is different each year.

ASER 2010 brings together elements from various previous
ASERs.  The core questions on school status and basic reading
and arithmetic remain.  From 2009, we retain questions on
paid tuition, parents’ education, household and village
characteristics.  In addition, this year ASER tests mothers on
their numeracy skills.  For the first time, ASER 2010 introduces
questions on critical thinking for children in Std 5 and above.
These questions are based on simple mathematical operations
that appear in standard Std 5 textbooks.

Every alternate year, ASER surveyors visit a government
primary or upper primary school in each sampled village.  The
school information is recorded either based on observations
(such as attendance or usability of the facilities) or with
information provided by the school (such as grants
information).  School observations were conducted in 2005,
2007 and 2009 and again in ASER 2010.

Finally, ASER 2010 continues the process of strengthening
and streamlining started in 2008.  In each district 2 – 4 villages
were re-visited after the survey in order to check how the survey
was conducted.

Sampling Strategy (Household sample - children’s learning
and enrollment data)

The sampling strategy used helps to generate a representative
picture of each district.  All rural districts are surveyed.  The
estimates obtained are then aggregated (using appropriate
weights) to the state and all-India levels.  Like previous years,
since 2006, the sample size is 600 households per district.
The sample design is a two-stage sample, stratified in the first
stage.  The sample is obtained by selecting 30 villages per
district and 20 households per village.

The villages are randomly selected using the village directory
of the 2001 census. The sampling is done using the PPS
(Probability Proportional to Size Sampling) technique. PPS is
a widely used standard sampling technique and is the
appropriate technique to use when the sampling units are of
different sizes. In our case, the sampling units are the villages.
This method allows villages with larger populations to have a
higher chance of being selected in the sample.

In ASER 2009, we retained 10 villages from 2007 and 2008
and added 10 new villages.  In ASER 2010 we drop the 10
villages from ASER 2007, keep the 10 villages from 2008 and
2009 and add 10 more villages from the census village
directory.  The 10 new villages are also chosen using PPS. The
20 old villages and the 10 new villages give us a “rotating
panel” of villages, which generates more precise estimates of
changes. Since one of the objectives of ASER is to measure
the change in learning, creating a panel is a more appropriate
sampling strategy.
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HOW TO MAKE A MAP AND MAKE SECTIONS

To start MAKING A MAP — walk & talk:
� To get to know the village, walk around the whole

village first before you start mapping. Talk to people:
How many different hamlets/sections are there in the
village? Where are they  located? What is the
estimated number of households in each hamlet/
section?  Ask the children to take you around the
village. Tell them about ASER. This initial process of
walking and talking may take more than an hour.

Map:
� Rough map : It is often helpful to first draw all the

roads or paths leading to the village. It helps to first
draw a map on the ground so that people around you
can see what is being done.  Use the help of local
people to show the main landmarks – temples,
mosques, river, road, school, bus-stop, panchayat
bhavan, shop etc. Mark the main roads/streets/paths
through the village prominently on the map.  If you
can, mark the directions – north, south, east, west.

� Final map : Once everyone agrees that this map is a
good representation of the village, and it matches
with your experience of having walked around the
whole village, copy it on to the map sheet that has
been given to you.

ONCE THE MAP IS MADE, WE NEED TO PICK 4 SECTIONS OF IT.
WE WILL SURVERY 5 HOUSEHOLDS IN EACH SECTION

� How to mark and number sections on the map you
have made?

3 . CONTINUOUS VILLAGE

If the village is divided into hamlets:

o Mark the hamlets on the map and indicate
approximate number of households in each
hamlet.

o If the village consists of more than 4 different
hamlets, then make chits with numbers for each
hamlet.  Randomly pick 4 chits.

o On the map, indicate which hamlets were
randomly picked for surveying. If there are 4 or
less hamlets, then go to all of these hamlets.

o Do not worry if there are more people in one  hamlet
than in another. We will survey a hamlet as long
as there are households in it.

o Note: Marking selected hamlets on the map is
very important.  It helps in re-check.

2. VILLAGE WITH LESS THAN 4 HAMLETS

o 2 hamlets: Divide each hamlet in 2 parts and take
5 households from each section.

o 3 hamlets: Take 7,7 and 6 households from the 3
hamlets  respectively.

WHAT TO DO IF :

o The hamlet has less than 5 households - then
survey all the households in the hamlet and survey
the remaining households from other hamlets.

o The village has less than 20 households- then
survey all the households in the village.

If it is a village with continuous habitations:

o Divide the entire village into 4 sections  geographically.

o For each section, note the estimated number of
households.

o We will survey all 4 sections of the village.

1. VILLAGE WITH HAMLETS

 1

 2  3
 4

 5
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In the entire village, information will be collected from a total
of 20 randomly selected households.

To do this, you need to select 5 households from each of the 4
previously selected hamlets/sections, regardless of the total
number of households in each hamlet or section. Use the
following procedure:

� Go to each selected hamlet/section. Try to find the central
point in that hamlet/section. Stand facing dwellings in
the center of the habitation and start household selection
from the left.

� Select households to survey using the every 5th household
rule. While selecting households count only those
dwellings that are residential.

� Ghar/household in this case refers to every 'door or
entrance to a house from the street'.

WHAT TO DO IF :

o The household has multiple kitchens: In each house
ask how many kitchens or 'chulhas' there are? If there
is more than one kitchen in a household, then
randomly select any one of the kitchens in that
household. You will survey only those individuals who
eat from the selected kitchen. After completing survey
in this house proceed to next 5th house (counting
from the next house on the street, NOT from the next
'Chulha').

o The household has no children: If there are no
children at all or no children in the age group 3 - 16 in
the selected household but there are inhabitants,
INCLUDE THAT HOUSEHOLD. Take the information
about the name of head of the household, total
number of members of the household and household
assets. Such a household WILL COUNT as one of the
5 surveyed households in each hamlet/section but
NO information about mothers or fathers will be
collected.

WHAT TO DO IN EACH SECTION/HAMLET

o The house is closed: If the selected house is closed
or if there is nobody at home, note that down on your
compilation sheet as "house closed". THIS
HOUSEHOLD DOES NOT COUNT AS A SURVEYED
HOUSEHOLD. DO NOT INCLUDE THIS HOUSEHOLD IN
THE SURVEY SHEET. Move to the next/adjacent open
house.

o There is no response: If a household refuses to
participate, record the house on your compilation
sheet in the "No response" box. However, as above,
THIS HOUSEHOLD DOES NOT COUNT AS A SURVEYED
HOUSEHOLD. DO NOT INCLUDE THIS HOUSEHOLD IN
THE SURVEY SHEET. Move on to the next adjacent
house.

o Continue until you have 5 households in that hamlet/
section in which the inhabitants were present, and
they participated in the survey. Remember that you
need to survey 5 households, regardless of the
number of children you find.

� If you have reached the end of the section before 5
households are sampled, go around again using the same
every 5th household rule. If a surveyed household gets
selected again then go to the next household. Continue
till you have 5 households in the section.

� Stop after you have completed 5 households in the
hamlet/section. Now move to the next selected hamlet/
section. Follow the same process using the 5th household
rule.

� Make sure that you go to households ONLY when children
are likely to be at home.  This means that it should be on
a Sunday.
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HOW TO SAMPLE HOUSEHOLDS IN A HAMLET IN A VILLAGE?
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WHAT TO DO IN EACH HOUSEHOLD

1. Information about children 3-16

We will collect information from the sample household about
all children age 3-16 who regularly live in the household
and eat from the same kitchen. Ask members of the household
as well as neighbours to help you identify these children. ALL
such children should be included, even if their parents live in
another village or if they are the children of the domestic help
in the household.

WHAT TO DO IF :

o There are older children: Often older girls and boys
(in the age group 11 to 16) may not be thought of as
children.  Be sensitive to this issue. Avoid saying
“children”.  Probe about who all live in the household
to make sure that nobody in this age group gets left
out. Often older children who cannot read are very
shy and hesitant about being tested.

o Children are not at home: If the child is somewhere
nearby, but not at home, take down information about
the child, like name, age, and schooling status. Ask
family members to call the child so that you can speak
to her/him directly. If she does not come immediately,
mark that household and revisit it once you are done
surveying the other households.

o Children are not living in the household: If there are
children in the family who do not regularly live in the
household, for e.g. children who are studying in
another village or children who got married and are
living elsewhere, we will not include them. But if there
are children out of the village on the day of the survey
who do regularly live in the household, for e.g. a child
has gone to visit her relatives, we will include them.

o There are visiting children: Do not include children
who have come to visit their relatives or friends in the
sampled village or household.  They do not regularly
live in the sample household.

o There are children who are relatives but live in the
sample household on regular basis: We will include
these children because they live in the same
household on the regular basis. But we will NOT take
information about their parents because they do not
live in this household.

Many children may come up to you and want to be included
out of curiosity.  Do not discourage children who want to be
tested. You can interact with them. But data must be noted
down ONLY for children living in the 20 households that have
been randomly selected.

Now that we have identified which children to survey, let us
review what information to collect about each child. One
row of the household format will be used for each child.

Mother’s name: At the beginning of the entry for each child,
we ask for the name of the child’s mother. Note down her
name ONLY if she is alive and regularly living in the household.
If the child’s mother is dead or not living in the household we
will NOT write her name.

If the mother has died or has been divorced and the child’s
stepmother (father’s present wife) is living in the household,
we will include her as the child’s mother.

Father’s background information: At the end of the entry for
each child, we ask for the age and schooling information of
the child’s father. As in the case of the mother, we will only
write this information if the father is alive and regularly living
in the household. If the father is dead or not living in the
household we will not ask for this information.

If the father has died or has been divorced and the child’s
stepfather (mother’s present husband) is living in the
household, we will include him as the child’s father.

Child’s name, age, sex and schooling status:
The child’s name, age and sex should be filled for all children
selected for the survey.
After name, age and sex, there are two main blocks of
information about each child.

Children aged 3-6
The first block (“Anganwadi or preschool status”) is to be asked
ONLY for children aged 3 to 6. On the household sheet, note
down whether they are attending anganwadi (ICDS), balwadi,
or nursery/LKG/UKG, etc. If the child is not going to any
anganwadi/preschool, etc., note it down under the “Not
going”.

Children aged 5-16
The remaining blocks of information are ONLY to be filled for
children aged 5 to 16.
� Record the child’s current schooling status (for children in

school).
� Record never enrolled/drop out information (for out of

school children).
o Probe carefully to find out the class in which the

child was in when she left/dropped out of school.
Note the class in which the child was studying
when she dropped out irrespective of whether
the child passed or failed in that class.

o Record the year when the child left school. E.g. if
the child dropped out in 2002 write ‘2002’.
Similarly if the child dropped out in the last few
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months write ‘2010’.
� Ask all children if they take any tuition, meaning paid

classes in addition to regular school. If yes, ask if any
school teacher takes the tuition class attended by the
child. The school teacher could be teaching in ANY school,
not necessarily the school where the child studies. If the
child does not take tuition, do not ask this question.

� Also ask children if they attend the specific school which
you have/will be surveying.

� All children in this age group will be tested in basic
reading and basic math. (We know that younger children
will not be able to read much or do sums but still follow the
same process for all children so as to keep the process
uniform). See Section 6, “How to test children”, for details.

2. Additional information about mothers

We will ask some additional questions about the mothers for
each child in the age group 3 to 16 who has been surveyed.
� ONLY ask this information about mothers whose names

have been recorded earlier, against individual children’s
information. No other mothers will be included.

� If mother is not present in the house at the time of your
visit, note down all information available from other
members of the household. Leave the remaining questions
blank.

The information to be collected for each mother includes age,
whether she has attended school or not and up to what class
she has studied/completed.  If she has gone to school but
says that she did not complete even Std. 1, enter ’0’ under
‘Std. completed’.

We will also observe whether mothers can dial a number on a
mobile phone. Test each mother using your own mobile phone
(ensure that between two surveyors there is at least one mobile
phone). Ensure that a touch screen mobile phone is not used
for this task.  Even if the mother has her own mobile phone,
ask her to use yours.

� Hand her your phone and ask her to dial your (surveyor’s)
number.

� Say the number in single digits in local language or English.
� Repeat the number clearly and slowly twice.
� She must enter all the digits correctly to be marked ‘Can

Dial’.  She does not need to actually dial the number.
� Tick the appropriate box.
It is helpful to have at least one female member in the survey
team or be accompanied by a (local) female to gather this
information.

3. Household indicators

All information on household indicators is to be recorded
based, as much as possible, on observation and evidence.
However, if for some reason you cannot observe it note down
what is reported by household members only and not by others.

� Type of house the child lives in: Types of houses are
defined as follows:

o Pucca House: A pucca house is one which has walls
and roof made of the following material:
� Wall material: Burnt bricks, stones (packed with

lime or cement), cement concrete, timber, ekra
etc

� Roof Material: Tiles, GCI (Galvanised Corrugated
Iron) sheets, asbestos cement sheet, RBC
(Reinforced Brick Concrete), RCC (Reinforced
Cement Concrete), timber etc.

o Kutcha House: The walls and/or roof of which are
made of material other than those mentioned above,
such as un-burnt bricks, bamboos, mud, grass,
reeds, thatch, loosely packed stones, etc.

o Semi-Pucca house: A house that has fixed walls
made up of pucca material but roof is made up of
the material other than those used for pucca house.

� Electricity in the household:
o Mark yes or no by observing if the household has

wires/electric meters and fittings or not.
o If there is an electricity connection, ask whether the

household had electricity any time on the day of
your visit, not necessarily when you are doing the
survey.

� Toilets:  Mark yes or no by observing if there is a
constructed toilet in the house. If you are not able to
observe, then ASK whether there is a constructed toilet or
not.

� Television: Mark yes or no by observing if the house has a
television or not. If you don’t see one, ASK. It does not
matter if the television is in working condition or not.

� Cable TV: If there is a TV in the household, ask whether
there is cable TV. This includes any cable facility which is
paid for by the household (include Direct To Home (DTH)
facility).

� VCD/DVD/CD player: Any VCD/DVD/CD player which can
play movies or songs. It need not be in working condition.
This does not include a cassette player.

� Mobile phone: Mark yes if any member of the household
owns a mobile phone.

� Reading material
o Newspaper: Mark yes if the household gets a

newspaper every day.
o Other reading material: This includes story books,

magazines, religious books, comics etc. but does
not include calendars.

Computer skills in the household: Mark yes if anyone in the
household knows how to use a computer. This question should
be asked to the family members. Do not observe.

Be polite. Often a lot of people gather around and want to
know what is going on.  Explain what you are doing and why.
Tell them about ASER.  Remember to thank people after you
have finished surveying the household.
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FROM 2005 TO 2010:  EVOLUTION OF ASER

ASER 2005 ASER 2006

ASER 2009

ASER 2007

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

Mothers education

Household characteristics
Village information

Sampling :
Randomly selected
10 ASER 2006 villages
10 ASER 2007 villages
10 new ASER 2008 villages

Age group 3-16

Children were asked
- Enrollment status
- Type of school
- Tuition status
- Pre-school status (Age 5-16)

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

Mothers education
Fathers education
Mothers were also asked to read
a simple text
Household characteristics
Village information
School visits

Sampling :
Randomly selected
10 ASER 2007 villages
10 ASER 2008 villages
10 new ASER 2009 villages

Age group 6 – 14

Children were asked
- Enrollment status
- Type of school

Children also did:
- Reading tasks
- Arithmetic tasks

School visits

Age group 3 – 16

Children were asked
- Enrollment status
- Type of school

Children 5-16 also did:
- Reading tasks
- Arithmetic tasks
- Comprehension tasks
- Writing tasks

Mothers education
Mothers were also asked to read
a simple text

Age group 3 – 16

Children were asked
- Enrollment status
- Type of school
- Tuition status

Children 5-16 also did:
- Reading tasks
- Arithmetic tasks
- Comprehension tasks
- Problem solving tasks
- English tasks

Mothers education
School visits

Sampling :

Randomly selected

20 ASER 2005 villages

Sampling :
Randomly selected

20 ASER 2005 villages

10 new ASER 2006 villages

Sampling :

Randomly selected

10 ASER 2005 villages

10 ASER 2006 villages

10 new ASER 2007 villages

ASER 2010

Age group 3-16

Children were asked
- Enrollment status
- Type of school
- Tuition status

Children 5-16 also did:
- Reading tasks
- Arithmetic tasks
- Everyday math tasks

Mothers education
Fathers education
Mothers were also asked to
dial a mobile number
Household characteristics
Village information
School visits

Sampling :
Randomly selected
10 ASER 2008 villages
10 ASER 2009 villages
10 new ASER 2010 villages
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ASER 2010 : READING TASKS

All children were assessed using a simple reading tool. The
reading test has 4 categories:

� Letters : Set of commonly used letters.

� Words: Common familiar words with 2 letters and 1 or 2
matras.

� Level 1 (Std 1) text: Set of 4 simple linked sentences,
each having no more than 4-5 words. These words or their
equivalent are in the Std 1 textbook of the state.

� Level 2 (Std 2) text: “Short” story with 7-10 sentences.
Sentence construction is straightforward, words are
common and the context is familiar to children. These
words (or their equivalent) are in the Std 2 textbook of the
state.

In developing these tools, in each state language, care is taken to ENSURE

� comparability with the previous years’ tool with respect to word count, sentence count, type of word and conjoint letters
in words

� compatibility with the vocabulary and sentence construction used in Std 1 and Std 2 language textbooks of the state

� familiarity with words and context through extensive field piloting

Sample:
Hindi
basic

reading
test

Similar
tests

developed
in all

languages

Child
can choose

the
language
in which

she
wants to

read.
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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.

The child is at ‘Paragraph 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, even if she is

reading slowly.

•  Reads the text with not more than 3 mistakes.

WORDS
STORY

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 is at ‘Word Level’ if the child:

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

Ask the child to read the story.
The child is at ‘Story Level’ if the child:

• 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.

LETTERS

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

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

 The child is at ‘Letter Level’, if she:

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

If the child is at ‘Paragraph Level’ then ask her to read the
story.

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

If the child is at ‘Word Level’, 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.

If the child is at letter level, 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 Level’.
If the child is not at letter level (cannot recognize 4 out of 5 letters chosen), then mark her at ‘Nothing Level’.

IN THE SURVEY SHEET, MARK THE CHILD AT THE HIGHEST LEVEL SHE CAN REACH.

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

If the child is not at ‘Story Level’, then mark her at ‘Paragraph
Level’.
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ASER 2010 : ARITHMETIC TASKS

All children were assessed using a simple arithmetic tool.
The arithmetic test has 4 categories:

� Number recognition 1 to 9 : randomly chosen
numbers between 1 to 9

� Number recognition 11 to 99 : randomly chosen
numbers between 11 to 99

� Subtraction: 2 digit numerical problems with
borrowing

� Division: 3 digit by 1 digit numerical problems.

Sample:
Arithmetic

test

Similar tests
developed

in all
languages
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HOW TO TEST ARITHMETIC?

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.”

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: Both the quotient and the remainder have to be
correct.

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

SSSSSubtrubtrubtrubtrubtraction: action: action: action: action: 2 digit with borrowing

START HERE Show the child the subtraction problems.  She can choose a problem, if not you can point.

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. Follow the same steps.

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

If she cannot do both subtraction problems correctly, then
give her the number recognition (11-99) task.

If she does both the subtraction problems correctly, ask
her to do a division problem.

Number RNumber RNumber RNumber RNumber Recececececognitionognitionognitionognitionognition
(11-99)

DivDivDivDivDiviiiiisssssionionionionion
3 digit by 1 digit

Number RNumber RNumber RNumber RNumber Recececececognitionognitionognitionognitionognition
(1-9)

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”.

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

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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ASER 2010 : EVERYDAY MATH TASKS

All children in Std 5 and above were assessed on simple

application based everyday Math problems. The task had

4 categories:

� Money task: Solving money related word problems

based on prices given on a menu card.

� Calendar task: Finding dates and days in a calendar.

� Area: Calculating the area of a field.

� Estimation: Estimating the volume of a given figure.
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HOW TO TEST EVERYDAY MATH TASKS?

Target age group for the Bonus Tool

� If currently enrolled in school- Std 5 and above.

� If currently out of school- 10 to 16 years of age.

Administer the tool to all such children even if you think she or

he will not be able to solve any of the questions.

Process for Administration of the Tool

1. The bonus tool will be administered after the ASER

basic tools. It is administered for each child (one on

one testing). The order of testing should ALWAYS be:

first Language, then Math and then the bonus tool.

2. Read each question clearly to the child. Do not read

the questions more than twice to the child. Repeat

the question once if necessary. The child can solve

the questions on a separate piece of paper or orally.

3. Be patient and give enough time to solve each

question. Administering this tool may take 15-20

minutes or even longer for each child.

4. If you think the child is making a careless mistake

then ask her to look carefully and solve the question

again.

5. Do not alter/change the question to make it easier

for the child. Please stick to the question in the tool.

6. Do not teach the child the mathematical concept of

the question. You are there to test the child, not

teach her.

7. Q1-Q2: Show the child the picture of the menu card.

Tell her that it is a menu card and that you are going

to ask questions based on the menu card. DO NOT

READ THE MENU OUT TO THE CHILD.

Only give the example that is given in the Menu Card.

8. Q3-Q4: Show the picture of the calendar to the child

and tell her that it’s a calendar. Also that you are

going to ask questions based on this calendar.

Do not tell the child that August comes after July.

9. Q5-Q6: If the child does not answer Q5 (the area

question) correctly, then skip Q6 and go to Q7.

The child does not need to answer the question with

the unit of measurement i.e. if the child says 250

without saying 250 Rs, it should be marked correct.

10. Q7-Q8: Tell the child that these two questions are

multiple choice questions, and that she needs to

choose the correct answer.

NOTE: All surveyors should solve all the questions of the bonus tool individually during the training.
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WHAT TO DO IN A SCHOOL?

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.

� In the top box of the Observation Sheet, tick according

to the school type.

� If the village does not have a government school with

primary classes, do not visit any school.

� Note the time of entry, date and day of visit to the school.

� Meet the Head Master. 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. 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 register or any official

document on the enrollment in that school.

Section 1: Children’s Enrollment & 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 Std 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. Acting HM will be counted as a regular

teacher. HM on deputation will be counted under the

regular HM category. The number of regular government

teachers does not include the appointed Head Master.

� Observe how many HMs/teachers are present and note

the information.

� 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.

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 (are they

in mixed groups or sitting class-wise).

� 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 blackboards and

fill accordingly. Try to write on the blackboard.

� 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 DO NOT count as teaching material.

Section 5: Mid Day Meal (MDM)

� ASK the headmaster/any other teacher whether the mid-

day meal was served in the school today.

� OBSERVE if any food was cooked in the school.

� OBSERVE if there is a kitchen/shed for cooking the mid-

day meal.

� OBSERVE whether the mid day meal was served in the

school today (Look for the evidence of the mid-day meal

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. Then count the number of pukka 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).
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� 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

� For this section, note down information separately for

financial year 2009 (Apr 2009 – Mar 2010) and financial

year 2010 (Apr 2010 – until now).

� The Head Master should be asked this section. In the

absence of the Head Master, ask a teacher present. Tick

the designation of the person being asked (Head Master/

Regular teacher/ Para teacher). Note: In case of a school

with Standard 1-7/8 with 2 different headmasters, mark

who answered this section separately for primary and

upper primary schools.

� 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.

� This section is divided into two parts – 1 for primary

schools and 1 for upper primary schools. In case of 2

headmasters, (one for primary school and one for upper

primary school) please take down grant information from

BOTH headmasters and write them separately for

primary and upper primary schools in the respective

rows.

If there is only one headmaster for both primary and upper

primary, please fill ONLY the UPS rows.

Number of Classrooms in primary and upper primary schools
(only for school maintenance grant):

Ask the number of classrooms for the primary school and

upper primary school.

� In case of a Std 1-7/8 school, note down the number of

classrooms for Std 1-4/5 and Std 6-7/8 separately in

the respective rows.

� For primary schools, please write the information in the

PS row.

� For upper primary schools, please write the information

in the UPS row.

SSA grants:

Ask if the school got three grants viz.  School maintenance

grant (SMG), School development grant (SDG) and Teachers

grant (TLM). If yes, note down the amount. Otherwise:

� If the HM 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 ‘No’.

� If the HM has no knowledge of whether or not the school

has received the grant , then mark ‘Don’t know’.

� If the school has received the grant but the HM does not

know the amount, tick ‘Yes’ under grant received and

leave the amount blank.

If the school has received the grant, then ask whether the

entire amount was spent or not.

Section 8: Repair of school infrastructure (Since April 2009)

Ask if the school has repaired roof, playground, boundary

wall, black board, bought classroom supplies, other

supplies, taat patti, had whitewash since April 2009. Tick

the appropriate boxes.

Note: This section is NOT related to grants. Please ask if any

of these activities have been undertaken since April 2009.

Section 9: Toilet Facility in the School

� OBSERVE whether the school has a common toilet, a

separate toilet for girls, a separate toilet for boys. Ask

the HM or another teacher if you cannot tell who the

toilets are for.

� For each type of toilet facility that you find at 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.
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SAMPLE HOUSEHOLD SURVEY SHEET - ENGLISH
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SAMPLE HOUSEHOLD SURVEY SHEET - HINDI



36 ASER 2010

SAMPLE VILLAGE INFORMATION SHEET - ENGLISH
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SAMPLE VILLAGE INFORMATION SHEET - HINDI
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SAMPLE SCHOOL OBSERVATION SHEET - ENGLISH
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SAMPLE SCHOOL OBSERVATION SHEET - HINDI
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VILLAGE MAP
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The National Picture
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INDIA rural

Out of school

11 to 14 year-old Girls

Statewise map showing

% of 11 to 14 year-old Girls who are not in school
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INDIA rural

Attendance in primary school

Statewise map showing % enrolled children

attending primary school (Std I-IV/V)
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INDIA rural

Std III Read

Statewise map showing  % of children In

Std III who can read Std I text
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INDIA rural

Std III MATH

Statewise map showing  % of children in

Std III who can do subtraction
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INDIA rural

Std V READ

Statewise map showing  % of children in

Std V who can read Std II text
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INDIA rural

Std V MATH

Statewise map showing  % of children in

Std V who can do division
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INDIA rural

Std IV-VIII TUITION

Statewise map showing % children

 in Std IV-VIII attending tuition classes
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ASER 2010 FINDINGS

Percentage of out of school children in India at its lowest ever

• In 2010, for rural India, the percentage of children (age 6 to 14) not enrolled in school is 3.5%.  This number was 4.0% last
year and 6.6% in 2005.

• The proportion of girls (age 11-14) who are still out of school has declined from 6.8% in 2009 to 5.9 in 2010. This number

was 11.2% in 2005.

• However, the percentage of out of school girls (11-14) is still high in some states like Rajasthan (12.1%) and Uttar

Pradesh (9.7%) where the proportion remains largely unchanged since last year.

• Noteworthy in this regard is the performance of Bihar where the percentage of out of school girls and boys in all age

groups has been declining steadily since 2005. In 2006, 12.3% of boys and 17.6% girls were out of school in the 11 to
14 age group. By 2010, these numbers had declined to 4.4% for boys and 4.6% for girls showing very little difference by
gender.

Big increases in private school enrollment in some states since last year

• Overall, ASER 2010 shows that private school enrollment for rural children in the age group 6 to 14 has increased from

21.8% in 2009 to 24.3% in 2010.  This number has risen steadily since 2005 when it was 16.3% nationally.

• The southern states show substantial increases over last year in private school enrollment for the age group 6 to 14.
Between 2009 and 2010, the percentage of children (age 6-14) enrolled in private school has increased from 29.7% to
36.1% in Andhra Pradesh, from 19.7% to 25.1% in Tamil Nadu, from 16.8% to 20% in Karnataka and from 51.5% to
54.2% in Kerala.  Among other states, Punjab shows an increase from 30.5% to 38%.

• Private school enrollment (age 6-14) remains low in Bihar (5.2%), West Bengal (5.9%), Jharkhand (8.8%), Orissa (5.4%)

and Tripura (2.8%).

Increasing numbers of five year olds enrolled in school

• Nationally, the percentage of five year olds enrolled in school has increased from 54.6% in 2009 to 62.8% in 2010.

• The biggest increase is visible in Karnataka where the proportion of five year olds enrolled in school has increased from

17.1% in 2009 to 67.6 in 2010.1

• There are several other states where school enrollment has increased substantially for five year olds between 2009 and
2010. These include Punjab (68.3% to 79.6%), Haryana (62.8% to 76.8%), Rajasthan (69.9% to75.8%), Uttar Pradesh
(55.7% to 73.1%) and Assam (49.1% to 59%).

Reading ability largely unchanged except in some states

• Nationally there is not much change in reading levels as compared to last year.  Only 53.4% children in Std 5 can read a

Std II level text. This suggests that even after five years in school, close to half of all children are not even at the level
expected of them after two years in school.

• In Andhra Pradesh, Gujarat, Haryana and Rajasthan, there is increase in the proportion of children in Std I who are able

to recognize letters.

• Similarly, in Andhra Pradesh, Gujarat, Assam, Himachal Pradesh, Punjab, Uttar Pradesh and West Bengal, there is
increase in the proportion of children in Std V who can read Std II level text.

1 This increase may be due to the fact that in April 2010 the Government of Karnataka reduced the minimum age of enrollment into primary school from 5 years 10 months to 5 years.
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Small declines in math ability except in some states

• Nationally, there is a decline in the ability to do basic math (i.e. recognize numbers and do basic operations).  This

decrease of a few percentage points is visible across all classes.  For example, the proportion of Std I children who can
recognize numbers (1-9) has declined from 69.3% in 2009 to 65.8% in 2010.  The proportion of children in Std III who can
do two digit subtraction problems has decreased from 39% to 36.5% in the same period. The proportion of children in Std
V who can do simple division problems in Std V has dropped from 38% in 2009 to 35.9% in 2010.

• Punjab’s performance in basic arithmetic has been improving over the last few years. For example, in Std II the percentage

of children who can recognize numbers up to 100 was 56.3% in 2008. This number went up to 59.6% in 2009 and to
70.4% in 2010.  Similarly the proportion of Std IV children who can do subtraction has gone from 66.9% in 2008 to 81.4%
in 2010.  The percentage of Std V children who can do division has risen from 43.5% in 2008 to 69.8% in 2010.

Middle school children weak on everyday calculations

• In ASER 2010, children in Std V and above were asked a set of questions that involved calculations that people do in

everyday life.  The tasks included calculations from a menu, using a calendar, estimating volume and calculating area.

• Overall, in Std VIII, three quarters of all children were able to do the calculations based on the menu, about two thirds of

all children could use the calendar and only half could do the calculations related to area.

• The questions related to area seemed to be the most difficult for children to solve. Such problems are usually found in
textbooks in Std IV or V.  Here, among Std VIII children, Kerala does best with 79% children able to solve the problems
followed by Bihar at 69%.

Tuition going down for private school children

• Nationally, there is not much change between 2009 and 2010 in the proportion of children who are enrolled in government

schools and also take extra paid tuition classes.  However there is a clear decrease in the incidence of tuition among
children enrolled in private schools across all classes till Std VIII.

• Some states like Bihar, West Bengal and Orissa have very low private school enrollments but high proportions of children
enrolled in government schools who also take tuition classes. For example, in 2010, in West Bengal 75.6% of Std V
children enrolled in government schools take tuition classes. This number for Bihar is 55.5% and 49.9% for Orissa.
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ASER 2010 : RIGHT TO EDUCATION REPORT CARD

RTE Norms for pupil teacher ratio

• At the all India level, more than half of all schools are in compliance with the RTE norms regarding pupil to teacher ratio.
This means that over the next few years, about half of India’s primary and upper primary schools will need more teachers.

RTE Norms for teacher to classroom ratio

• About 30% of visited schools had only 1 or 2 teachers, and the majority of these met the RTE norm of one room for each

teacher.  However for schools with more teachers, compliance was lower.  20% of schools with three teachers did not
meet the norm.  30% of schools with four teachers did not meet the norm and this figure is 35% and above for schools
with five or more teachers.  This implies that at least a third of all primary and upper primary schools in rural India will need
more classrooms to be built over the next few years.

RTE Norms and school facilities

RTE stipulates norms for facilities that all schools should have.  Some these RTE indicators were observed for the first time in ASER
2010. The evidence shows that in 2010:

o Office cum store:  75% of all visited schools had these.

o Playground:  62% of all visited schools had playgrounds.

o Boundary wall:  Just over 50% of all visited schools had a boundary wall or fence.

o Library:  63% of all visited schools had a collection of books other than textbooks.

o Toilets:  90% of all schools visited had toilets. However, they were useable in only half of these schools.

o Separate girls’ toilets: 70% of all schools visited had a separate girls’ toilet. However, the toilet was useable in only 37%
schools; elsewhere it was either locked or unusable.

o Kitchen shed for midday meals: 81% of schools had a kitchen shed.  Midday meals were observed to be served in 83%
schools.

o Drinking water: 72% of all schools had drinking water available.

Student and teacher attendance in schools

• The all India percentage of primary schools (Std 1-4/5) with all teachers present on the day of the visit shows a consistent

decrease over three years, falling from 73.7 in 2007 to 69.2 in 2009 and 63.4 in 2010.

• For rural India as a whole, children’s attendance shows no change over the period 2007-2010. Attendance remained at
around 73% during this period.  But there is considerable variation across states.
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INDIA RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

71.1 24.3 1.1 3.5 100

68.8 24.5 1.0 5.7 100

73.4 23.2 1.2 2.3 100

71.9 24.8 1.2 2.1 100

75.1 21.3 1.1 2.5 100

68.7 25.1 0.9 5.4 100

67.2 26.9 1.0 4.9 100

70.3 22.9 0.9 5.9 100

56.0 27.1 0.7 16.2 100

56.2 27.4 0.7 15.8 100

55.8 26.7 0.8 16.8 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

25.5 43.2 18.5 7.5             5.2

3.6 13.2 39.2 29.5 6.3 5.1 3.1

        3.6 11.0 42.2 24.4 11.9              7.0

3.7 13.7 33.5 33.4 6.2 6.0 3.6

             5.2 7.4 45.1 22.5 12.1             7.7

3.4 12.6 31.9 35.8 9.0 7.3

              5.3 7.7 43.0 27.3 10.8         5.9

4.3 13.3 37.8 29.6 10.1 4.9

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 42.2%
children are 8 years old but there are also 11.0% who are 7, 24.4% who are 9, 11.9% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 92.5% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 29.7% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 26.0% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 22.3% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 10.3% in 2006 to 7.3% in 2007 to 7.2% in 2008, 6.8% in 2009 and to 5.9%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

63.2 7.1 29.7 100

63.0 18.0 19.0 100

22.3 5.3 39.4 22.2 1.1 9.7 100

5.5 2.3 62.5 23.6 1.2 4.9 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 522 OUT OF 583 DISTRICTS

Madhya Pradesh and Jammu and Kashmir data are not included in the provisional report.
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 6.0% children cannot even read letters, 18.8% can read letters but
not more, 29.6% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 25.7% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 20.0% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

12.0 15.7 19.1 21.3 23.3 23.5 24.3 26.1

19.5 23.0 25.0 25.9 26.2 24.1 25.0 24.8

17.1 20.3 22.3 23.4 25.4 27.6 28.1 30.7

23.3 26.5 28.6 29.8 28.2 26.1 26.4 27.4

15.9 19.5 22.1 23.5 26.9 27.6 28.1 30.5

18.5 21.4 23.8 25.8 23.9 23.9 23.8 21.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

34.0 41.1 17.0 4.4 3.4 100

12.1 32.4 32.4 13.9 9.1 100

6.0 18.8 29.6 25.7 20.0 100

3.1 10.1 19.4 29.3 38.1 100

2.2 6.7 12.7 25.1 53.4 100

1.3 4.0 7.6 19.7 67.5 100

1.0 2.7 5.2 15.0 76.2 100

0.7 1.9 3.2 11.3 82.9 100

8.3 15.9 16.8 18.2 40.9 100

INDIA RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 5.6% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 21.0% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 36.9 % can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 27.0% can do subtraction but not division, and 9.4% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

34.2 42.1 18.2 3.4 2.1 100

12.1 34.9 36.0 12.8 4.3 100

5.6 21.0 36.9 27.0 9.4 100

2.9 11.9 27.8 35.6 21.8 100

2.1 7.8 19.8 34.4 35.9 100

1.2 4.5 14.1 30.8 49.3 100

1.0 3.2 11.5 26.5 57.8 100

0.7 2.2 8.8 21.0 67.4 100

8.2 17.2 22.4 23.7 28.6 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

INDIA RURAL

Arithmetic

32.9 14.3 52.8 47.613.9 38.6 64.0 9.0 27.0 53.710.4 35.9

23.8 14.0 62.2 37.314.1 48.6 53.8 10.9 35.4 44.411.3 44.3

17.9 13.6 68.5 29.514.2 56.2 46.1 12.4 41.5 38.011.1 50.9

13.7 11.8 74.5 23.613.2 63.3 37.3 12.0 50.7 31.710.6 57.8

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of states

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

State Name

Table 8
Anganwadi

or
balwadi

Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Andhra Pradesh 81.5 3.3 36.1 18.3 85.7 88.5 69.8 63.7 66.8 57.8 34.1 50.9

Arunachal Pradesh 40.3 2.5 16.7 12.9 92.1 93.7 57.5 61.7 53.0 45.7 28.1 39.0

Assam 73.9 5.0 14.5 20.7 75.5 77.1 59.2 46.5 66.6 47.9 27.6 46.2

Bihar 79.6 3.5 5.2 55.8 68.5 68.2 63.8 63.1 73.7 63.9 54.9 55.8

Chhattisgarh 88.9 1.9 10.1 2.8 87.6 87.4 69.6 57.1 64.0 47.2 28.6 47.5

Dadra Nagar Haveli 78.7 1.7 7.5 36.7 90.1 88.7 70.7 57.5 78.6 72.8 65.9 72.2

Daman Diu 99.3 0.4 29.1 53.0 85.9 85.9 59.2 49.0 67.7 43.1 20.3 43.0

Goa 79.9 0.4 31.1 49.4 95.4 95.1 69.3 62.2 86.0 78.8 60.6 69.2

Gujarat 88.4 4.0 10.7 13.0 81.6 79.6 63.0 46.6 67.6 53.4 33.0 49.3

Haryana 78.7 1.1 41.8 16.4 88.0 88.8 72.4 69.3 71.3 59.5 46.1 52.4

Himachal Pradesh 92.2 0.3 25.3 9.9 92.1 92.6 81.6 77.5 67.4 55.9 36.8 49.8

Jharkhand 79.9 3.8 8.8 33.8 71.5 72.6 58.9 53.8 66.4 56.5 46.6 48.5

Karnataka 93.2 3.1 20.0 8.7 85.6 85.2 59.6 44.5 57.9 46.7 26.8 39.7

Kerala 90.7 0.1 54.2 42.6 98.2 98.1 86.9 79.2 81.4 82.0 67.3 78.7

Maharashtra 93.4 1.1 26.4 9.9 94.8 93.9 85.5 67.6 73.4 61.6 37.3 51.1

Manipur 62.1 1.8 66.1 42.5 95.4 95.7 72.4 69.1 60.2 61.3 33.8 61.8

Meghalaya 46.7 7.2 46.8 16.1 91.3 89.0 76.5 63.8 70.2 57.6 41.7 51.1

Mizoram 66.4 2.2 13.0 5.6 95.2 93.7 89.2 84.3 84.1 65.5 34.4 44.7

Nagaland 52.8 2.2 36.1 17.9 97.9 98.1 69.4 65.3 63.6 43.0 14.0 47.6

Odisha 85.2 4.5 5.4 52.5 76.1 71.9 61.4 52.1 63.2 50.0 30.7 36.5

Puducherry 99.6 0.1 30.9 35.0 70.0 63.2 71.3 59.1 67.2 61.3 59.0 58.5

Punjab 82.1 1.7 38.0 17.2 87.7 88.4 73.8 78.8 74.4 64.7 44.5 51.2

Rajasthan 61.8 5.8 33.4 8.5 70.0 70.8 57.4 49.5 64.9 49.6 35.8 40.3

Sikkim 77.4 1.9 21.9 26.9 96.6 97.5 76.4 72.8 71.3 53.6 28.4 40.4

TamilNadu 91.5 1.0 25.1 19.5 63.0 67.5 52.5 43.2 64.3 44.9 33.7 44.1

Tripura 95.8 1.8 2.8 77.2 95.3 95.4 70.0 65.3 46.4 39.8 21.1 45.1

Uttar Pradesh 44.9 5.2 39.3 11.4 67.3 66.6 52.7 40.2 50.2 33.0 31.8 37.8

Uttarakhand 80.2 1.7 29.0 12.9 80.5 78.8 71.0 62.9 71.8 61.8 50.3 54.7

West Bengal 90.1 4.6 5.9 76.0 86.6 86.8 68.5 60.4 49.1 39.3 22.9 36.9

Total 75.7 3.5 24.3 26.3 76.6 76.6 64.0 54.9 63.7 50.9 38.1 46.5

Madhya Pradesh and Jammu and Kashmir data are not included in the provisional report.
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 3.1 2.3

12.7 9.3

84.2 88.4

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

92.2 70.4

3.2 13.5

4.6 16.1

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

7269 55.1 31.7 13.2 7140 83.0 5.6 11.4

7030 49.7 36.4 13.8 6761 78.1 9.2 12.7

7312 62.1 27.9 10.0 6616 85.9 6.2 7.9

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

8426 75.1 14.5 10.4 7140 83.0 5.6 11.4

8081 67.6 21.2 11.2 6761 78.1 9.2 12.7

8446 81.9 10.8 7.3 6616 85.9 6.2 7.9

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

9230 9389 7710

4836 5359 5311

14066 14748 13021

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

90.9 89.1 86.9 87.3 88.6 86.3

0.2 0.4 0.3 0.2 0.2 0.1

73.7 69.2 63.4 53.7 57.0 52.0

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

54.0 55.8 53.9 50.4 53.1 53.1

47.6 51.0 47.9 42.0 43.9 40.4
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

73.4 74.3 73.5 75.6 77.0 74.0

12.3 11.4 13.0 11.8 8.9 12.8

53.5 55.3 54.6 60.6 61.7 55.7

INDIA RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present

Madhya Pradesh and Jammu and Kashmir data are not included in the provisional report.
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 21.3% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
46.9% are below the norm and 31.8% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 24.8% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
19.7% are below the norm and 55.5% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

School
enrollment

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

2286 17.9

1615 12.7

1528 12.0

7335 57.5

12764 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

1293 11.4

1940 17.1

1818 16.0

1548 13.6

1182 10.4

904 8.0

2666 23.5

11351 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

INDIA RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

School
enrollment

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number
of

Teachers

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

42.5 27.5 30.0

0

1.6 18.7 79.8

       7.8 28.4 63.9

19.7 24.8 55.5

30.7 27.0 42.3

38.1 26.8 35.1

45.5 18.9 35.6

34.1 65.9

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

74.5

62.1

52.2

17.4

10.5

72.2

10.1

38.8

51.1

29.3

19.9

14.0

36.8

80.4

75.9

36.9

24.4

38.7

81.3

83.4

46.9 21.3 31.8

57.8 17.1 25.1

41.3 11.9 46.8
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INDIA RURAL

NOTE:  For each indicator, total observations vary because of missing data.note: For each indicator, total observations vary because of missing data.
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CLASSROOM
SCHOOL FACILITIES TEACHING LEARNING MATERIAL

% Schools that have:% Schools that have:% Schools
complying with

TABLE 22

State Name

G
ir

ls
 t

o
il

e
ts

 a
va

il
a

b
le

 a
n

d
u

s
e

a
b

le

Performance of schools on RTE indicators

Andhra Pradesh 632 64.3 53.4 64.7 70.3 52.7 64.8 44.3 29.5 66.9 92.0 77.6 90.2 87.6

Arunachal Pradesh 259 82.5 79.8 77.0 59.2 25.1 53.2 31.8 15.8 64.0 13.0 6.3 39.4 34.4

Assam 519 35.2 67.7 57.3 61.5 19.3 60.9 34.9 14.0 80.0 20.8 10.5 71.4 67.1

Bihar 967 68.7 48.2 68.6 48.0 47.5 78.7 37.1 20.5 63.6 52.9 28.2 70.8 64.1

Chhatisgarh 425 48.2 64.2 78.6 44.7 48.5 77.6 32.7 22.2 86.2 72.9 36.5 88.5 83.2

Dadra Nagar Haveli 26 72.7 73.3 32.0 88.5 64.0 76.0 28.0 21.7 100.0 76.0 60.0 87.5 81.3

DamanDiu 9 100.0 80.0 87.5 75.0 87.5 87.5 33.3 37.5 100.0 87.5 50.0 100.0 100.0

Goa 50 50.0 88.6 28.6 85.7 75.5 60.0 31.3 25.0 31.8 84.0 66.0 95.7 94.7

Gujarat 623 83.3 84.2 80.2 75.4 84.5 79.3 68.1 54.7 88.4 83.8 48.5 95.6 94.8

Haryana 528 64.6 75.1 85.9 79.9 82.4 74.6 73.7 59.1 51.0 64.6 31.6 72.2 67.6

Himachal Pradesh 261 61.3 76.7 75.5 76.0 37.3 83.2 60.8 44.7 82.0 80.3 41.3 91.5 87.5

Jharkhand 547 41.6 81.2 84.1 38.5 26.8 73.7 31.0 24.1 73.4 61.6 28.4 82.9 76.1

Karnataka 769 85.2 82.8 71.8 66.2 59.0 75.8 43.5 36.7 92.8 92.4 64.8 97.3 92.6

Kerala 275 93.3 80.3 88.3 76.7 82.1 85.7 68.2 50.6 98.1 83.1 62.4 98.5 96.6

Maharashtra 902 72.7 87.6 34.2 85.0 57.6 69.0 55.0 45.2 78.3 86.1 66.5 97.2 94.7

Manipur 125 77.3 62.5 68.1 72.3 11.1 5.1 41.9 9.3 59.2 9.2 5.9 48.7 38.4

Meghalaya 110 54.7 84.2 33.6 45.5 13.8 23.9 27.4 15.9 59.4 22.0 15.6 40.0 26.8

Mizoram 174 89.9 57.6 80.1 40.7 35.5 48.5 56.2 30.8 96.5 6.4 1.7 40.2 36.0

Nagaland 223 93.5 78.6 83.6 63.8 43.3 37.0 56.2 31.1 81.9 13.3 9.2 48.3 43.5

Odisha 741 35.0 74.0 74.6 44.5 40.7 70.3 50.9 39.4 74.3 65.3 46.8 81.3 76.9

Pondicherry 41 100.0 92.0 100.0 95.1 85.4 97.6 35.0 22.5 75.6 97.6 97.6 100.0 100.0

Punjab 449 50.3 76.9 78.9 69.1 82.8 83.1 68.8 57.2 94.6 95.9 66.0 91.8 89.2

Rajasthan 896 60.5 82.0 91.2 51.9 70.1 68.0 69.7 54.5 83.8 63.7 23.3 76.1 72.1

Sikkim 69 98.4 61.3 92.7 79.7 14.5 76.8 68.1 42.2 95.7 44.1 26.5 64.7 70.7

TamilNadu 662 56.1 75.2 55.0 68.7 60.9 80.5 50.9 40.4 96.7 79.1 57.8 95.4 93.3

Tripura 98 83.2 60.0 88.8 89.7 19.0 40.0 47.3 30.3 88.4 35.4 19.8 52.7 32.3

Uttar Pradesh 1896 21.3 81.6 88.6 60.8 44.4 82.2 49.2 35.6 89.3 48.6 22.9 73.5 69.6

Uttarakhand 337 18.8 87.4 87.9 67.4 67.0 68.3 56.4 26.9 96.3 47.7 20.4 82.4 79.1

West Bengal 408 36.2 64.8 79.3 42.0 34.1 67.2 56.2 26.5 86.0 49.5 31.8 71.7 65.3

All India 13021 55.8 75.6 74.5 62.1 52.2 72.2 51.1 36.8 81.3 63.1 38.7 80.4 75.9
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Andhra Pradesh

Arunachal Pradesh

Assam

Bihar

Chhattisgarh

Goa
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Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

60.3 36.1 0.3 3.3 100

60.5 33.1 0.3 6.1 100

57.7 40.5 0.3 1.5 100

52.8 45.9 0.2 1.1 100

62.7 35.1 0.3 1.9 100

65.1 29.0 0.4 5.5 100

61.0 34.2 0.3 4.5 100

69.2 23.9 0.4 6.6 100

55.6 25.2 0.3 18.9 100

55.7 26.4 0.3 17.7 100

55.6 23.9 0.3 20.2 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

22.4 41.6 22.6 8.7 2.1 2.5

2.1 12.2 45.6 24.0 10.5 4.2             1.5

       2.9 13.0 44.8 24.5 10.9             4.0

2.7 12.3 45.3 26.7 8.7 3.1              1.2

             3.8 9.1 51.1 23.5 9.0 2.2 1.3

2.1 12.3 47.2 29.9 6.6 1.5         0.5

4.1 10.4 51.2 24.7 7.4 1.4 1.0

1.4 2.2 15.5 55.3 21.2 3.2 1.1

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 44.8%
children are 8 years old but there are also 13% who are 7, 24.5% who are 9, 10.9% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 96.4% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 28.2% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 41.3% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 30.9% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 8.6% in 2006 to 8.1% in 2007 to 6.6% in 2008, 10.8% in 2009 and to 6.6%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

63.8 8.0 28.2 100

57.1 33.8 9.1 100

17.2 10.5 27.9 39.9 0.3 4.2 100

2.3 5.3 44.2 46.0 0.2 2.0 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 22 OUT OF 22 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 2.8% children cannot even read letters, 13.7% can read letters but
not more, 33.5% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 27% can read Std 1 text but
not Std 2 level text, and 23% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all these
exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

11.0 16.4 17.0 18.6 20.8 17.3 24.6 13.5

24.8 29.0 33.1 31.5 37.6 31.7 36.7 28.5

21.2 22.9 24.7 22.3 24.7 22.4 24.1 19.8

31.6 40.6 36.7 37.4 37.1 40.4 35.3 39.2

12.0 13.7 14.7 14.7 12.6 17.3 13.2 13.0

23.5 26.3 25.0 29.8 26.4 32.9 22.9 24.4

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

21.3 45.9 22.7 7.1 3.1 100

6.8 27.7 39.8 17.8 7.9 100

2.8 13.7 33.5 27.0 23.0 100

1.4 7.3 17.7 30.2 43.5 100

0.8 4.7 10.4 23.8 60.3 100

1.0 2.5 6.8 17.7 72.1 100

0.6 1.7 5.1 13.0 79.6 100

0.3 1.1 3.1 9.2 86.3 100

4.5 13.4 17.7 18.5 45.9 100

ANDHRA PRADESH RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 2.3% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 9.4% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 44.3% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 35.2% can do subtraction but not division, and 8.7% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

18.3 40.6 35.8 3.4 1.9 100

4.2 20.7 54.7 17.7 2.7 100

2.3 9.4 44.3 35.2 8.7 100

1.3 4.3 27.4 43.0 24.0 100

0.7 2.7 18.3 37.7 40.5 100

0.4 1.3 12.9 33.4 52.1 100

0.5 1.2 12.1 26.3 59.9 100

0.2 0.8 8.1 21.7 69.2 100

3.6 10.4 27.1 27.6 31.4 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

ANDHRA PRADESH RURAL

Arithmetic

25.1 18.4 56.6 38.5 16.7 44.8 69.4 10.2 20.4 46.7 14.5 38.8

18.2 15.5 66.3 26.5 16.4 57.1 55.1 15.0 30.0 36.5 15.0 48.4

15.3 15.2 69.6 23.0 16.6 60.4 47.3 16.2 36.5 33.5 13.8 52.7

10.0 14.4 75.6 16.0 14.2 69.8 35.6 14.3 50.1 24.3 11.1 64.6

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Adilabad 71.3 4.4 25.7 3.7 84.0 85.2 69.5 59.6 76.1 60.6 43.3 38.7

Anantapur 74.7 4.9 24.3 33.5 80.0 80.9 78.4 70.0 39.3 39.9 18.3 48.8

Chittoor 80.6 1.4 33.3 20.8 88.7 90.0 66.4 66.2 85.8 79.5 35.7 66.9

Cuddapah 69.6 3.1 39.7 16.1 92.3 94.1 73.8 78.8 71.2 62.7 44.6 56.6

East Godavari 86.7 2.1 36.8 21.8 87.7 91.2 77.8 72.5 63.6 53.3 32.1 44.9

Guntur 78.0 3.1 46.8 28.4 85.4 92.0 80.0 73.2 75.1 67.8 40.2 57.1

Karimnagar 85.7 0.5 54.8 4.8 94.8 94.5 75.1 64.5 72.1 61.4 40.3 44.0

Khammam 91.8 3.5 31.8 9.5 79.5 84.4 73.7 66.0 70.1 60.3 39.6 65.0

Krishna 85.9 2.7 35.9 26.1 92.4 89.4 76.9 67.5 72.2 60.8 52.3 45.0

Kurnool 81.3 8.6 29.5 20.7 82.6 86.6 59.5 53.1 60.8 41.2 23.4 37.7

Mahbubnagar 71.1 4.3 35.6 6.7 76.3 80.5 68.3 51.9 63.8 57.7 37.8 65.6

Medak 83.3 3.2 24.6 8.9 86.0 86.0 47.8 48.0 54.3 52.7 43.3 51.4

Nalgonda 87.5 2.2 39.8 17.0 89.6 92.4 68.4 62.8 74.7 67.6 47.9 51.4

Nellore 83.9 2.6 32.5 33.5 85.3 90.3 71.2 72.7 82.9 75.3 35.3 67.5

Nizamabad 91.5 3.4 46.2 11.9 82.1 88.4 71.0 60.4 41.1 36.9 11.6 49.0

Prakasam 84.8 4.9 44.2 28.9 86.8 85.3 65.8 61.9 71.7 63.0 34.0 50.0

Rangareddy 89.9 2.3 37.8 15.6 88.9 89.8 55.8 51.4 67.6 44.3 25.8 43.9

Srikakulam 82.3 2.8 28.7 28.4 78.9 82.2 56.7 51.7 59.9 61.4 42.0 51.7

Visakhapatnam 91.7 2.8 25.6 13.9 85.7 90.9 71.3 65.2 65.9 50.8 18.3 34.0

Vizianagaram 89.0 7.2 20.4 18.6 77.2 80.2 65.4 65.4 64.3 45.4 19.9 49.8

Warangal 73.2 2.9 40.6 6.8 94.1 96.3 58.1 64.4 62.3 52.0 32.1 47.0

West Godavari 78.0 2.3 35.2 22.6 82.1 89.0 79.0 60.0 64.9 67.9 35.9 64.7

Total 81.5 3.3 36.1 18.3 85.7 88.5 69.8 63.7 66.8 57.8 34.1 50.9

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 1.1 0.0

15.5 13.7

83.4 86.3

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

92.3 85.8

2.1 5.8

5.5 8.4

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

359 17.6 75.8 6.7 461 91.3 2.4 6.3

349 13.5 79.9 6.6 448 87.5 5.6 6.9

354 18.4 76.0 5.7 454 93.0 3.1 4.0

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

458 85.8 6.8 7.4 461 91.3 2.4 6.3

449 78.0 14.3 7.8 448 87.5 5.6 6.9

458 88.9 6.1 5.0 454 93.0 3.1 4.0

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

379 477 475

229 156 157

608 633 632

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

86.4 80.1 83.0 84.0 81.2 82.7

0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

59.9 43.6 49.7 33.5 30.4 30.4

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

54.4 66.3 62.9 50.5 59.9 55.6

46.9 58.6 53.9 37.1 52.5 48.7
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

75.8 76.1 72.4 77.4 76.9 72.6

4.5 5.3 8.5 2.6 3.2 9.0

58.0 59.3 50.0 62.7 61.9 49.4

ANDHRA PRADESH RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 20.2% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
43% are below the norm and 36.8% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 22.9% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
34.3% are below the norm and 42.9% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

161 25.6

122 19.4

115 18.3

230 36.6

628 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

82 14.2

88 15.3

65 11.3

89 15.4

88 15.3

63 10.9

102 17.7

577 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

ANDHRA PRADESH RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

53.2 25.5 21.3

0

0.0 39.7 60.3

     18.0 30.0 52.0

34.3 22.9 42.9

66.7 12.5 20.8

63.0 24.1 13.0

76.2 16.7 7.1

73.2 26.8

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

64.7

70.3

52.7

22.8

12.4

64.8

23.4

32.4

44.3

53.1

9.5

7.9

29.5

90.2

87.6

8.0

14.4

77.6

66.9

99.1

43.0 20.2 36.8

32.1 24.5 43.4

22.5 23.0 54.5

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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ARUNACHAL PRADESH RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

80.6 16.7 0.2 2.5 100

80.2 15.4 0.2 4.2 100

80.2 17.8 0.3 1.7 100

80.2 18.0 0.3 1.6 100

80.3 17.5 0.3 1.9 100

82.2 14.3 0.1 3.5 100

81.0 15.8 0.1 3.1 100

83.7 12.3 0.1 4.0 100

75.6 11.1 0.1 13.2 100

73.7 12.7 0.0 13.6 100

78.0 9.1 0.2 12.7 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

27.2 42.8 16.6 9.4            4.1

4.2 15.2 35.6 25.8 9.3 6.0              3.9

1.1 4.8 13.5 29.9 23.9 14.6 5.0 4.6             2.6

        1.0 4.6 12.9 24.6 26.2 10.3 11.7 4.6 3.0        1.2

1.2 4.1 10.1 26.3 17.8 19.7 11.1 6.5         3.3

4.3 7.6 13.7 30.1 19.0 16.4 6.1 2.8

             5.2 6.3 19.3 22.9 20.0 17.5 8.7

5.6 10.4 17.1 21.2 19.9 25.8

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 29.9 %
children are 8 years old but there are also 13.5% who are 7, 23.9 % who are 9, 14.6% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 80.7% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 71.7% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 17.7% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 15.5% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

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, 5.7% in 2009 and to 4% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

19.4 8.9 71.7 100

24.1 30.6 45.3 100

11.3 12.1 43.7 16.7 0.5 15.8 100

2.4 4.7 66.5 17.7 0.5 8.2 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 13 OUT OF 13 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 2.3% children cannot even read letters, 24.2% can read letters but
not more, 38% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 24.4% can read Std 1 text but
not Std 2 level text, and 11% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all these
exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

7.8 8.2 8.9 11.1 11.9 13.1 10.8 17.9

37.1 40.5 48.6 54.6 50.1 55.4 34.3 43.3

9.4 9.5 11.5 12.1 10.9 12.8 15.4 16.5

50.3 48.5 50.7 51.7 45.4 49.1 37.1 43.3

8.6 8.6 8.4 10.6 10.0 10.0 10.4 8.6

51.0 26.9 28.5 36.3 34.4 42.1 38.9 25.8

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

11.6 57.3 25.0 5.5 0.6 100

4.4 33.4 46.1 11.1 5.0 100

2.3 24.2 38.0 24.4 11.0 100

0.6 13.3 26.0 32.5 27.7 100

0.8 7.5 13.8 36.3 41.7 100

0.5 7.4 8.4 28.0 55.8 100

0.1 6.7 4.5 23.2 65.5 100

0.0 5.4 2.4 11.4 80.8 100

3.0 21.7 23.2 21.5 30.7 100

ARUNACHAL PRADESH RURAL



71ASER 2010

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 2.1% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 17.6% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 38.7% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 34.4% can do subtraction but not division, and 7.3% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

9.5 46.7 36.7 6.5 0.6 100

3.2 23.2 52.8 16.0 4.7 100

2.1 17.6 38.7 34.4 7.3 100

0.4 10.1 25.2 46.4 17.8 100

0.7 6.3 13.3 48.1 31.7 100

0.4 7.6 8.2 34.7 49.2 100

0.1 5.3 4.8 27.5 62.5 100

0.2 4.8 3.1 19.7 72.3 100

2.4 16.8 25.9 29.2 25.8 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

ARUNACHAL PRADESH RURAL

Arithmetic

47.7 10.5 41.9 57.1 7.3 35.6 68.3 9.9 21.8 64.2 8.0 27.9

32.6 10.0 57.4 44.6 9.0 46.4 67.6 7.0 25.4 49.3 14.4 36.4

28.2 12.3 59.5 35.4 9.4 55.3 59.2 8.3 32.5 38.6 13.5 47.9

27.6 14.5 58.0 40.4 9.2 50.4 53.4 11.5 35.2 37.3 14.2 48.6

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Changlang 42.1 8.6 15.0 20.8 92.4 94.5 37.3 70.7 52.3 46.3 19.7 42.2

Dibang Valley* 27.1 1.1 19.9 18.6 87.7 87.4 48.4 74.6

East Kameng 57.8 1.4 11.3 1.1 91.0 92.0 54.5 67.3 83.5 73.6 48.8 37.5

East Siang 65.2 1.9 25.8 27.0 98.7 99.3 73.3 77.9 58.0 45.5 10.1 41.0

Lohit 54.2 2.6 10.7 21.6 96.3 97.8 62.6 69.7 26.3 21.9 12.6 29.1

Lower Subansiri 17.9 0.7 14.3 3.7 71.0 76.4 59.7 46.2 63.0 55.7 45.2 48.3

Papumpare 19.6 0.5 36.3 12.7 94.9 96.7 49.8 37.1 37.0 35.2 37.7 52.4

Tawang 28.9 6.7 10.2 6.3 90.9 88.5 62.8 59.9 53.3 44.8 30.2 19.6

Tirap 31.0 0.0 16.8 0.3 96.3 96.9 88.3 80.4 33.5 26.5 20.8 17.7

Upper Siang 54.6 2.2 12.1 0.3 94.1 97.3 40.7 56.7 60.9 38.5 5.5 41.0

Upper Subansiri* 44.0 3.2 10.9 11.9 55.6 41.3 30.9 29.6 25.9 25.5

West Kameng 38.8 0.2 5.4 18.8 99.6 99.6 56.7 76.1 70.7 64.86 18.7 23.1

West Siang 76.2 2.3 26.2 22.7 89.5 92.1 57.1 48.1 59.8 47.8 36.4 58.0

Total 40.3 2.5 16.7 12.9 92.1 93.7 57.5 61.7 53.0 45.7 28.1 39.0

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 2.5 1.5

6.3 1.5

91.3 97.1

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

99.3 66.3

0.0 15.4

0.7 18.3

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

98 33.7 42.9 23.5 140 78.6 8.6 12.9

97 22.7 50.5 26.8 130 62.3 16.2 21.5

95 41.1 34.7 24.2 138 81.9 11.6 6.5

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

125 60.8 30.4 8.8 140 78.6 8.6 12.9

122 50.8 38.5 10.7 130 62.3 16.2 21.5

123 72.4 17.1 10.6 138 81.9 11.6 6.5

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

135 138 152

105 138 107

240 276 259

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

91.2 82.7 86.1 82.3 80.8 84.2

1.0 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

77.0 54.1 57.0 39.0 30.3 36.7

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

40.0 54.1 35.4 32.0 44.7 23.7

41.5 46.1 28.6 23.7 38.5 23.9
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

80.9 86.5 82.8 79.7 88.1 82.0

7.0 0.7 5.5 9.2 1.5 5.1

71.1 89.6 86.3 73.5 94.0 78.8

ARUNACHAL PRADESH RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 19.1% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
23.8% are below the norm and 57.1% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 10% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms), none
are below the norm and 90% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

83 33.9

48 19.6

27 11.0

87 35.5

245 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

15 6.9

29 13.4

24 11.1

29 13.4

24 11.1

18 8.3

78 35.9

217 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

ARUNACHAL PRADESH RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

18.5 29.2 52.3

0

0.0 11.1 88.9

       0.0 20.0 80.0

0.0 10.0 90.0

0.0 16.7 83.3

50.0 25.0 25.0

71.4 0.0 28.6

33.3 66.7

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

77.0

59.2

25.1

36.9

9.9

53.2

20.8

47.3

31.8

60.4

11.7

12.2

15.8

39.4

34.4

87.0

6.7

6.3

64.0

47.2

23.8 19.1 57.1

23.1 7.7 69.2

11.9 8.3 79.8

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

77.1 14.5 3.5 5.0 100

74.7 14.4 3.5 7.4 100

80.2 13.7 3.3 2.8 100

78.7 14.7 3.6 3.0 100

81.8 12.6 3.0 2.6 100

72.9 15.0 3.9 8.2 100

71.3 15.6 4.1 9.0 100

74.6 14.2 3.7 7.4 100

63.8 15.1 2.8 18.3 100

62.2 14.4 2.7 20.7 100

65.8 15.9 2.9 15.4 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

29.1 40.9 20.2 6.5 1.7 1.6

2.8 14.9 39.1 28.4 8.2 4.1             2.7

        2.9 14.1 40.2 25.1 10.9             6.8

4.4 12.7 31.2 37.6 5.2 5.9             3.1

            3.2 8.5 40.5 27.7 12.6              7.5

3.4 11.8 23.8 42.5 11.5 7.0

              5.1 7.4 36.8 29.7 13.7          7.3

              1.2 1.5 12.2 31.6 36.3 11.8 5.6

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 40.2%
children are 8 years old but there are also 14.1% who are 7, 25.1% who are 9, 10.9% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 87.9% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 29.6% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 15.6% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 13.4% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 5% in 2006 to 9.9% in 2007 to 8.3% in 2008, 6.4% in 2009 and to 7.4% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

65.2 5.2 29.6 100

67.2 10.6 22.2 100

26.1 5.5 43.8 12.5 2.7 9.5 100

6.4 2.5 70.0 14.7 2.1 4.3 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 23 OUT OF 23 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 6.7% children cannot even read letters, 18.6% can read letters but
not more, 30.2% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 28.1% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 16.6% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

7.8 11.4 15.5 17.2 20.6 26.0 28.2 33.7

16.3 30.0 32.2 31.0 24.0 24.4 29.3 38.7

11.0 12.9 13.8 19.0 20.7 23.0 21.6 29.4

24.2 29.0 31.2 40.5 30.7 27.8 30.3 27.9

8.0 9.2 12.6 14.8 17.8 18.5 22.2 26.5

22.6 30.7 24.8 35.1 28.7 28.2 27.7 30.4

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

33.1 40.7 19.3 5.0 1.9 100

13.8 27.9 35.0 15.6 7.7 100

6.7 18.6 30.2 28.1 16.6 100

3.5 11.3 24.2 27.1 33.9 100

2.7 6.3 17.6 27.9 45.4 100

1.8 3.4 13.0 23.8 58.1 100

1.1 2.9 10.1 19.7 66.2 100

0.2 2.4 4.7 16.6 76.1 100

9.7 16.6 20.4 19.7 33.5 100

ASSAM RURAL

note: This tool was also available in Bodo, Bangla, English and Hindi.
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 6.1% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 21.7% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 40.7% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 27% can do subtraction but not division, and 4.4% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

31.2 45.9 19.6 2.6 0.7 100

12.7 35.3 37.1 13.2 1.8 100

6.1 21.7 40.7 27.0 4.4 100

3.4 15.1 33.9 34.4 13.3 100

2.9 9.7 25.4 36.6 25.4 100

1.5 7.0 20.0 35.6 36.0 100

1.1 5.9 17.4 34.7 40.9 100

0.5 3.4 12.1 30.7 53.3 100

9.1 20.7 26.5 25.0 18.7 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

ASSAM RURAL

Arithmetic

30.8 12.4 56.8 45.4 16.9 37.7 70.0 10.8 19.2 48.5 13.2 38.3

23.1 13.4 63.5 37.6 17.6 44.8 62.8 12.8 24.5 42.4 14.2 43.4

18.3 10.4 71.3 31.0 17.4 51.6 55.0 13.8 31.2 36.9 14.2 48.9

13.6 10.4 76.0 24.6 16.4 59.0 47.4 16.1 36.6 33.2 11.5 55.4

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Barpeta 74.3 3.7 10.9 16.6 87.6 80.3 67.2 54.2 63.0 45.1 25.7 60.1

Bongaigaon 65.7 10.2 11.8 25.4 71.4 72.0 50.0 44.1 66.7 45.0 10.4 57.8

Cachar 78.7 2.3 8.2 37.3 87.0 88.1 70.4 56.1 87.5 61.0 44.0 45.9

Darrang 89.1 3.0 8.4 18.2 80.6 72.9 67.8 50.0 68.3 58.7 33.3 62.4

Dhemaji 61.2 4.9 28.2 8.1 67.7 66.3 40.7 25.5 43.5 22.7 5.7 24.5

Dhubri 45.8 7.7 10.8 15.7 58.0 66.5 45.5 37.4 56.7 29.9 10.4 38.8

Dibrugarh 80.6 4.6 25.2 25.9 94.4 96.6 66.4 52.5 69.8 56.3 30.4 50.4

Goalpara 69.0 6.7 16.3 33.5 64.5 63.6 44.7 30.9 71.9 46.4 19.5 47.1

Golaghat 84.2 3.2 12.5 16.2 90.7 91.5 77.0 56.4 65.6 60.5 50.0 64.8

Hailakandi 27.8 1.6 12.0 25.3 66.2 61.8 48.5 35.3 79.1 69.1 50.4 48.9

Jorhat 87.4 2.1 16.1 31.2 95.6 93.8 80.3 69.6 68.3 45.4 34.5 46.7

Kamrup 87.2 2.3 12.0 29.2 84.4 87.9 78.1 58.8 60.2 56.0 36.5 67.1

Karbi Anglong 52.5 5.4 20.0 10.2 81.5 82.6 56.8 45.8 73.2 64.1 11.4 28.4

Karimganj 48.5 4.7 15.2 25.7 66.9 82.9 34.6 38.3 70.1 56.7 46.4 38.8

Kokrajhar 83.3 2.7 25.5 17.8 59.7 66.7 55.9 30.3 63.3 38.0 19.6 27.9

Lakhimpur 82.8 3.3 15.9 20.3 69.9 66.0 49.0 42.0 59.8 36.6 29.8 30.4

Marigaon 91.9 5.3 14.2 18.3 67.5 73.4 61.1 40.9 54.0 36.7 27.1 33.2

Nagaon 90.3 5.9 9.2 15.1 73.8 68.2 47.5 30.2 55.0 36.8 14.2 29.4

Nalbari 85.7 6.7 15.7 15.6 74.5 82.8 56.2 44.8 65.5 30.0 20.0 23.4

North Cachar Hills 49.0 3.7 19.3 33.7 89.5 91.1 76.9 74.1 89.9 84.2 50.4 60.7

Sibsagar 56.6 4.9 14.5 16.2 69.3 76.7 74.3 59.1 59.3 44.0 27.9 61.0

Sonitpur 74.2 4.4 16.3 15.6 85.1 85.1 68.6 63.3 71.4 50.2 21.2 57.5

Tinsukia 84.7 13.2 28.0 8.0 74.3 80.6 61.4 51.7 74.2 61.2 29.1 56.0

Total 73.9 5.0 14.5 20.7 75.5 77.1 59.2 46.5 66.6 47.9 27.6 46.2

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0

5.9 12.5

94.1 87.5

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

99.0 75.0

1.0 18.8

0.0 6.3

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

414 74.4 21.3 4.4 479 88.1 5.4 6.5

390 62.8 32.1 5.1 433 82.2 10.4 7.4

421 82.4 15.0 2.6 457 90.8 4.2 5.0

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

468 81.6 14.3 4.1 479 88.1 5.4 6.5

449 68.2 27.2 4.7 433 82.2 10.4 7.4

481 89.0 8.3 2.7 457 90.8 4.2 5.0

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

513 527 503

35 26 16

548 553 519

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

88.3 88.1 90.8 85.4 81.6 67.7

0.6 1.1 0.2 0.0 0.0 0.0

70.5 70.6 74.4 53.8 36.4 20.0

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

39.0 55.9 44.1 36.7 52.0 33.3

33.3 49.0 41.5 37.5 43.5 26.7
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

71.2 70.8 69.0 72.6 65.3 69.6

13.8 12.4 15.3 8.8 16.0 12.5

48.1 49.3 45.6 47.1 36.0 31.3

ASSAM RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 15.9% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
68.1% are below the norm and 15.9% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 25% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms), 42.9%
are below the norm and 32.1% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

210 40.9

91 17.7

66 12.8

147 28.6

514 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

137 35.9

98 25.7

64 16.8

33 8.6

15 3.9

3 0.8

32 8.4

382 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

ASSAM RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

44.4 23.1 32.5

0

0.0 42.9 57.1

     19.0 26.2 54.8

42.9 25.0 32.1

75.0 18.8 6.3

91.7 8.3 0.0

100.0 0.0 0.0

83.3 16.7

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

57.3

61.5

19.3

23.2

16.0

60.9

19.1

46.0

34.9

52.2

18.5

15.3

14.0

71.4

67.1

79.2

10.3

10.5

80.0

66.6

68.1 15.9 15.9

84.0 8.0 8.0

83.2 4.4 12.4

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

89.9 5.2 1.5 3.5 100

89.2 4.9 1.3 4.6 100

90.2 5.4 1.5 2.9 100

89.7 6.0 1.6 2.7 100

90.8 4.6 1.5 3.1 100

89.8 4.6 1.2 4.5 100

89.4 4.9 1.3 4.4 100

90.2 4.2 1.0 4.6 100

83.5 3.9 1.0 11.5 100

83.8 3.5 0.8 11.9 100

83.0 4.6 1.4 11.0 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

24.4 39.5 17.7 11.2             7.3

5.1 14.3 24.5 34.4 7.5 9.2              5.1

        5.1 9.7 32.6 18.7 21.2 3.9 6.3             2.6

4.9 15.7 14.7 36.4 7.6 13.3              7.4

2.4 6.7 6.4 32.9 16.2 20.5 6.0 5.1          3.9

5.6 15.3 13.0 37.8 11.5 9.5 4.9 2.3

2.8 7.3 6.5 31.7 21.2 17.2 8.8 4.5

7.5 17.2 18.4 31.8 15.0 10.2

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 32.6 %
children are 8 years old but there are also 9.7% who are 7, 18.7% who are 9, 21.2% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 92.2% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 23.2% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 5.7% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school
and 4.5% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 17.6% in 2006 to 9.7% in 2007 to 8.8% in 2008, 6% in 2009 and to 4.6%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

74.4 2.4 23.2 100

78.6 4.1 17.3 100

36.8 2.1 46.0 5.0 1.6 8.6 100

14.4 1.6 71.5 4.9 2.1 5.5 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 37 OUT OF 37 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 9.1% children cannot even read letters, 19.4% can read letters but
not more, 26.6% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 21.1% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 23.7% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

23.9 31.5 37.9 39.9 42.3 44.2 51.6 54.8

53.3 56.5 64.1 65.1 66.6 67.2 70.3 65.8

32.9 38.5 43.4 47.4 51.2 56.5 55.9 61.0

53.2 62.9 68.7 65.8 68.5 73.4 73.3 66.4

31.8 38.8 42.3 46.9 55.5 55.9 59.8 63.6

41.5 37.6 62.7 66.5 63.7 66.9 67.7 65.0

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

46.4 32.8 11.1 2.9 6.8 100

16.6 33.6 26.9 10.7 12.2 100

9.1 19.4 26.6 21.1 23.7 100

4.6 10.0 17.1 26.1 42.1 100

3.0 6.6 10.8 21.1 58.5 100

1.8 3.7 6.0 15.4 73.2 100

2.0 2.8 3.6 10.9 80.7 100

1.2 2.0 1.9 7.8 87.1 100

12.4 16.0 14.7 15.0 41.9 100

BIHAR RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 8.8% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 19.5% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 27.6% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 25.9% can do subtraction but not division, and 18.2% can do
division. For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

46.4 32.7 11.1 3.8 6.0 100

17.2 32.6 28.0 12.4 9.9 100

8.8 19.5 27.6 25.9 18.2 100

4.2 11.0 17.4 31.6 35.8 100

3.2 6.6 11.3 27.3 51.7 100

2.2 3.9 6.5 18.4 68.9 100

2.3 3.0 4.1 14.3 76.4 100

1.0 1.8 2.8 8.6 85.7 100

12.4 16.0 15.3 18.4 37.9 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

BIHAR RURAL

Arithmetic

29.0 7.4 63.6 39.5 7.7 52.8 50.9 5.3 43.8 50.7 4.3 45.0

18.7 6.7 74.7 28.6 7.9 63.5 40.5 5.7 53.8 39.6 5.1 55.4

14.1 6.7 79.3 22.3 7.3 70.4 33.2 6.0 60.8 32.6 5.2 62.2

10.6 5.3 84.1 16.3 6.7 77.0 24.4 6.5 69.1 26.1 5.4 68.5

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Araria 68.4 2.7 5.1 72.9 68.7 67.6 57.2 58.9 76.8 72.8 73.5 75.2

Aurangabad 66.1 0.7 5.2 28.3 93.0 92.3 91.5 88.8 84.2 70.2 49.0 45.1

Banka 65.4 5.1 5.8 52.6 77.6 76.3 56.8 58.4 75.6 65.7 54.6 56.5

Begusarai 80.7 3.7 3.3 44.2 66.9 69.7 58.2 60.8 61.5 57.7 48.7 50.6

Bhagalpur 51.6 6.6 2.9 45.3 72.6 76.3 64.8 73.8 82.5 73.4 37.5 37.7

Bhojpur 77.8 0.2 1.3 42.6 85.3 84.3 74.2 76.4 65.9 52.6 44.1 41.7

Buxar 94.6 1.7 5.5 71.7 77.4 76.9 54.4 60.6 59.7 50.8 42.6 44.3

Darbhanga 91.5 2.1 2.2 54.0 72.9 69.8 69.6 70.8 76.4 73.6 67.6 70.9

Gaya 96.4 3.2 12.0 19.0 61.7 59.7 76.0 78.3 44.5 39.2 43.4 38.2

Gopalganj 94.5 1.9 10.7 36.7 92.0 94.4 82.3 81.2 85.6 78.1 77.8 79.8

Jamui 47.1 2.8 2.7 53.8 71.6 76.6 71.1 72.7 62.9 55.6 49.1 57.6

Jehanabad 82.4 3.2 4.0 52.3 68.5 74.2 71.8 74.1 72.4 56.5 48.1 52.1

Kaimur(Bhabua) 85.7 2.6 8.0 33.0 63.0 63.6 47.5 46.9 55.1 47.5 61.2 55.4

Katihar 69.3 3.0 6.9 69.5 83.3 83.0 71.7 78.4 85.1 76.5 69.9 68.6

Khagaria 68.8 5.4 2.2 75.1 68.0 66.7 57.5 56.2 73.6 68.4 59.0 52.8

Kishanganj 63.1 6.3 5.8 34.3 90.1 88.5 76.6 74.2 70.9 64.8 59.3 58.0

Lakhisarai 75.2 1.7 4.8 68.3 66.5 66.2 71.5 68.9 68.0 59.6 57.1 53.4

Madhepura 77.4 5.7 2.2 54.9 65.0 65.1 56.1 57.8 82.6 69.0 59.5 58.9

Madhubani 88.8 3.2 1.9 90.0 58.1 60.2 67.3 62.9 86.6 68.1 45.3 50.0

Munger 78.0 2.8 4.4 62.1 67.0 70.7 56.6 49.6 67.8 61.6 51.5 53.6

Muzaffarpur 73.5 4.0 6.1 66.5 56.4 56.5 54.4 48.5 56.0 39.0 28.9 30.8

Nalanda 66.5 2.5 9.5 68.2 78.1 79.4 63.3 67.1 85.3 84.0 78.7 78.1

Nawada 59.3 13.4 11.9 49.7 73.0 75.2 55.0 61.5 76.2 55.2 38.0 56.0

Pashchim Champaran 87.4 6.0 6.3 39.5 60.6 59.2 65.4 60.0 91.1 84.8 61.0 47.6

Patna 95.8 0.7 4.2 49.8 88.8 85.4 75.2 75.9 98.3 97.1 77.8 75.4

Purba Champaran 83.7 2.4 5.3 40.4 80.9 79.1 65.0 64.7 60.2 52.9 57.2 54.4

Purnia 79.8 2.3 1.9 56.0 82.4 85.0 78.0 77.0 95.8 93.4 92.5 92.2

Rohtas 87.6 1.9 5.3 43.8 67.7 68.1 52.2 50.5 59.5 45.9 33.9 39.0

Saharsa 88.2 9.4 0.4 55.7 32.4 28.3 39.9 45.3 83.5 77.7 74.3 72.8

Samastipur 78.4 4.2 5.2 65.9 42.8 44.6 45.4 42.6 63.0 56.7 49.1 51.4

Saran 79.5 2.6 8.4 66.7 65.5 61.9 70.8 67.7 76.8 70.3 65.9 69.5

Sheikhpura 71.4 5.8 1.6 51.1 61.9 62.1 66.3 65.9 77.6 67.8 65.4 63.8

Sheohar 42.5 5.7 2.5 55.7 54.0 47.7 52.1 51.8 59.6 42.0 36.8 31.8

Sitamarhi 83.8 2.8 1.8 59.0 64.9 63.8 54.1 44.2 46.1 23.8 18.2 23.8

Siwan 84.9 5.1 10.0 35.1 56.1 56.1 52.3 48.4 63.2 36.7 23.3 39.8

Supaul 88.5 1.8 5.6 75.8 79.0 75.9 73.8 71.5 85.3 78.5 69.0 69.5

Vaishali 70.9 0.9 8.1 68.8 77.4 75.9 60.9 59.3 76.4 66.4 58.9 58.0

Total 79.6 3.5 5.2 55.8 68.5 68.2 63.8 63.1 73.7 63.9 54.9 55.8

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 14.5 5.7

9.9 10.8

75.6 83.5

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

96.8 91.7

1.2 3.6

2.0 4.7

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

264 39.0 38.6 22.4 210 81.4 7.6 11.0

263 39.5 37.3 23.2 206 79.6 9.2 11.2

268 42.9 36.9 20.2 193 82.4 8.3 9.3

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

313 64.9 17.9 17.3 210 81.4 7.6 11.0

301 66.8 16.0 17.3 206 79.6 9.2 11.2

315 70.8 14.0 15.2 193 82.4 8.3 9.3

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

481 353 265

491 607 702

972 960 967

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

85.7 81.7 84.6 85.8 82.8 80.6

0.7 0.9 0.4 0.4 0.4 0.0

57.5 49.8 55.0 47.1 41.3 39.1

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

70.0 66.7 67.6 55.9 55.4 53.0

65.8 67.0 63.7 52.2 51.7 43.4
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

59.0 57.0 56.1 56.6 57.9 55.9

31.1 34.8 34.4 34.7 29.4 33.6

21.5 16.2 13.8 18.4 15.9 14.9

BIHAR RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 100% of schools are above the norm (i.e. have more
than 3 teachers).

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 25% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms), 35.7%
are below the norm and 39.3% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

2 0.2

4 0.4

21 2.3

904 97.1

931 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

26 3.1

56 6.7

71 8.5

110 13.2

106 12.7

77 9.3

386 46.4

832 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

BIHAR RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

0.0 50.0 50.0

0

5.6 11.1 83.3

      10.3 38.5 51.3

35.7 25.0 39.3

55.0 17.5 27.5

65.4 14.1 20.5

68.9 14.8 16.4

55.3 44.8

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

68.6

48.0

47.5

9.6

11.7

78.7

19.3

43.6

37.1

49.9

15.1

14.6

20.5

70.8

64.1

47.1

24.7

28.2

63.6

56.4

0.0 0.0 100.0

65.0 10.0 25.0

30.6 12.7 56.7

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

87.6 10.1 0.5 1.9 100

86.2 9.6 0.4 3.8 100

87.9 10.7 0.5 1.0 100

88.0 10.8 0.4 0.8 100

87.8 10.5 0.5 1.2 100

88.2 8.4 0.4 3.1 100

87.4 9.2 0.4 3.0 100

89.0 7.5 0.3 3.2 100

77.0 9.6 0.4 13.0 100

77.7 9.1 0.3 12.8 100

76.1 10.1 0.6 13.2 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

18.0 59.8 16.1 6.0

1.5 7.8 45.2 39.0 4.0 2.5

        2.4 7.1 41.3 40.1 6.7 2.4

1.9 8.1 31.7 47.7 5.4             5.2

            3.0 4.4 41.2 36.6 9.7 2.5 2.5

2.1 6.5 25.7 51.0 8.5 3.3          2.9

             3.6 3.7 28.7 47.1 11.8 3.6 1.5

3.2 6.3 23.4 45.9 13.4 7.8

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 41.3%
children are 8 years old but there are also 7.1% who are 7, 40.1% who are 9, 6.7% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 98.4% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 14.3% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 10.8% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 9.3% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 13.6% in 2006 to 8.5% in 2007 to 8.7% in 2008, 4.9% in 2009 and to 3.2%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

82.9 2.9 14.3 100

81.4 11.0 7.6 100

41.5 7.3 30.8 14.7 0.9 4.9 100

4.5 1.8 77.1 13.5 0.9 2.4 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 15 OUT OF 16 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 1.7% children cannot even read letters, 17.4% can read letters but
not more, 36.3% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 33.2% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 11.4% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

1.1 1.2 0.7 1.6 2.1 2.0 2.1 3.8

7.4 4.8 8.6 5.4 17.1 4.1 9.5 9.0

2.8 3.1 3.4 3.6 3.0 2.7 2.6 3.2

8.3 9.1 12.4 18.9 15.0 10.5 17.4 19.2

0.9 1.4 0.9 1.8 1.9 1.8 2.4 2.6

7.4 11.9 9.8 9.2 9.4 12.5 8.3 11.0

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

19.5 59.0 17.8 2.5 1.2 100

5.4 40.9 40.1 10.0 3.6 100

1.7 17.4 36.3 33.2 11.4 100

0.8 7.3 18.2 39.8 33.9 100

0.9 2.5 8.4 26.6 61.6 100

0.6 1.3 3.2 16.7 78.1 100

0.3 1.8 2.6 10.3 85.0 100

0.1 0.7 1.4 5.0 92.8 100

3.8 16.8 16.6 18.5 44.4 100

CHHATTISGARH RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 1.7% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 23.4% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 42.9% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 27% can do subtraction but not division, and 5% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

20.2 62.2 15.2 1.5 0.9 100

4.9 49.3 36.7 8.3 0.8 100

1.7 23.4 42.9 27.0 5.0 100

0.9 8.4 30.8 43.4 16.5 100

0.5 4.4 18.4 37.7 39.0 100

0.3 2.1 10.1 32.3 55.3 100

0.7 2.4 7.6 23.2 66.1 100

0.5 0.7 4.0 17.2 77.7 100

3.8 19.7 21.3 24.0 31.2 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

CHHATTISGARH RURAL

Arithmetic

27.6 20.6 51.9 47.718.0 34.3 70.8 11.5 17.7 48.213.9 37.8

21.2 17.2 61.6 39.217.0 43.8 62.8 11.8 25.4 40.716.5 42.8

16.2 14.0 69.8 30.016.0 54.0 53.9 14.3 31.8 32.314.6 53.1

10.8 13.4 75.9 24.914.9 60.3 45.1 12.9 42.0 28.312.6 59.1

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Bastar 87.4 2.6 1.8 2.3 81.0 81.9 71.3 49.7 55.8 51.0 17.3 55.5

Bilaspur 92.3 2.8 6.7 2.4 87.7 89.7 58.8 40.7 72.1 43.2 20.1 44.6

Dhamtari 83.9 2.2 16.5 1.9 78.3 83.0 62.9 47.6 38.7 24.9 13.1 41.1

Durg 78.3 2.0 10.2 2.0 93.5 93.0 80.5 76.0 81.2 57.3 51.7 64.9

Janjgir-Champa 81.7 1.4 23.9 5.9 95.3 94.8 89.7 85.8 13.4 6.4 1.0 3.4

Jashpur 97.8 0.1 25.1 3.3 80.2 79.7 67.2 55.0 74.4 55.9 28.1 37.0

Kanker 99.2 0.2 7.0 1.2 91.0 89.3 83.9 79.7 94.6 64.0 44.2 50.9

Kawardha 87.1 3.1 9.7 2.6 89.7 88.1 75.9 60.1 52.9 31.6 23.0 42.6

Korba 81.1 4.9 3.7 1.4 81.7 85.1 55.6 42.8 56.1 34.1 13.2 28.1

Koriya 98.9 1.0 9.7 2.8 79.6 80.2 63.7 63.3 43.7 34.8 25.8 50.3

Mahasamund 94.6 0.4 8.2 2.0 90.3 91.8 75.7 61.1 70.5 62.2 63.0 71.8

Raigarh 92.2 1.8 13.4 1.2 88.5 87.7 64.0 52.8 70.9 73.3 66.3 72.7

Raipur 90.0 1.5 6.2 3.4 87.2 86.7 59.2 42.6 67.9 43.0 22.5 44.7

Rajnandgaon 96.2 1.6 7.9 1.3 91.7 91.0 74.5 63.1 77.7 69.0 29.7 55.8

Surguja 89.3 1.5 11.4 5.3 87.2 83.2 73.0 61.1 45.9 38.9 16.5 34.3

Total 88.9 1.9 10.1 2.8 87.6 87.4 69.6 57.1 64.0 47.2 28.6 47.5

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 6.5 1.1

9.2 11.7

84.3 87.2

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

97.0 93.3

1.3 5.0

1.7 1.7

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

266 62.0 20.7 17.3 270 84.8 5.9 9.3

264 58.3 25.8 15.9 257 82.9 7.0 10.1

268 69.0 17.9 13.1 251 87.7 5.6 6.8

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

292 77.4 8.6 14.0 270 84.8 5.9 9.3

288 73.6 14.6 11.8 257 82.9 7.0 10.1

294 86.1 4.1 9.9 251 87.7 5.6 6.8

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

344 336 301

76 25 124

420 361 425

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

92.7 82.4 86.6 83.3 70.5 86.5

0.0 0.7 0.7 0.0 5.3 0.0

80.8 64.4 63.1 54.5 47.4 56.3

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

65.6 62.9 66.6 65.8 60.0 60.3

48.1 48.6 56.1 56.6 52.4 38.9
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

72.0 76.5 69.7 72.5 77.0 72.5

9.1 4.8 12.4 8.0 8.3 8.9

49.3 60.4 42.6 45.3 66.7 51.6

CHHATTISGARH RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 36.4% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
56.1% are below the norm and 7.6% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 27.3% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
33.3% are below the norm and 39.4% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

68 16.1

71 16.8

61 14.5

222 52.6

422 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

34 8.8

108 27.9

91 23.5

48 12.4

27 7.0

27 7.0

52 13.4

387 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

CHHATTISGARH RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

23.8 50.8 25.4

0

4.0 16.0 80.0

       4.9 54.9 40.2

33.3 27.3 39.4

52.9 29.4 17.7

55.0 40.0 5.0

85.7 9.5 4.8

79.4 20.6

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

78.6

44.7

48.5

12.9

9.5

77.6

28.9

38.5

32.7

46.2

16.3

15.4

22.2

88.5

83.2

27.1

36.5

36.5

86.2

94.7

56.1 36.4 7.6

70.6 11.8 17.7

54.3 10.6 35.1

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

68.0 31.1 0.5 0.4 100

66.5 32.3 0.8 0.5 100

73.1 26.7 0.2 0.0 100

74.3 25.5 0.3 0.0 100

71.6 28.4 0.0 0.0 100

62.5 35.8 0.7 1.0 100

65.4 33.4 0.9 0.4 100

59.4 38.6 0.4 1.7 100

60.4 37.0 2.0 0.6 100

61.4 36.0 1.5 1.0 100

58.9 38.4 2.7 0.0 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

14.3 48.9 35.3 1.5

1.8 7.5 45.5 42.6             2.5

        2.0 5.3 52.2 40.0 0.6

1.5 9.4 28.6 58.8              1.8

2.5 53.7 34.3 5.8              3.7

0.0 5.4 33.0 48.5 11.5 1.7

6.2 46.7 31.3 10.3          5.5

5.3 5.2 36.0 34.1 16.1 3.4

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I at age 6, she should be age 8 in Std
3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std VI, 33.0%
children are 11 years old but there are also 5.4% who are 10, 48.5% who are 12, 11.5%
who are 13 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 88.7% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 25% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 29.3% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 33.3% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 2.3% in 2006 to 0.6% in 2007 to 0.5% in 2008, 0.3% in 2009 and to 1.7%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

38.0 37.0 25.0 100

38.2 47.8 14.1 100

28.7 53.4 11.6 4.1 0.0 2.3 100

14.3 15.7 45.3 23.0 0.9 0.9 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 2 OUT OF 2 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 0% children cannot even read letters, 14.5% can read letters but
not more, 38.7% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 38% can read Std 1 text but
not Std 2 level text, and 8.8% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all these
exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

23.3 40.1 37.1 44.9 31.8 37.1 42.1 54.5

37.6 42.7 51.1 44.1 55.3 51.7 51.6 66.3

22.7 14.3 25.5 26.5 30.2 33.8 48.2 65.3

27.8 43.3 32.0 51.7 67.1 62.5 54.6 76.7

23.3 24.3 27.3 33.4 48.7 44.7 43.3 36.9

43.4 54.9 46.5 53.8 57.4 74.4 55.5 73.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

5.2 68.1 16.0 2.4 8.4 100

4.1 21.1 60.1 8.1 6.6 100

0.0 14.5 38.7 38.0 8.8 100

2.2 0.0 22.2 36.4 39.3 100

0.0 1.2 10.7 15.9 72.1 100

0.0 0.7 0.0 16.5 82.8 100

0.0 1.0 0.0 13.7 85.3 100

1.1 0.0 0.0 15.7 83.2 100

1.4 12.4 18.7 19.1 48.5 100

GOA RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 0% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 16.9% can recognize
numbers up to 10 but not more, 46.7% can recognize numbers upto 100 but cannot do
subtraction, 29.8% can do subtraction but not division, and 6.6% can do division. For each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

5.9 71.0 17.3 1.6 4.3 100

4.0 23.5 61.5 7.7 3.3 100

0.0 16.9 46.7 29.8 6.6 100

2.2 0.0 30.9 36.1 30.9 100

0.0 1.2 12.9 28.8 57.1 100

0.0 0.7 4.4 25.6 69.4 100

0.0 0.0 3.1 18.2 78.7 100

1.1 0.0 3.4 17.6 77.9 100

1.5 13.3 22.8 21.3 41.0 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

GOA RURAL

Arithmetic

9.0 20.0 71.0 15.0 19.5 65.5 37.3 18.7 44.0 34.4 9.4 56.2

1.1 5.3 93.6 2.8 13.0 84.3 21.5 13.2 65.3 17.0 2.8 80.2

3.5 3.9 92.6 6.1 11.4 82.6 19.2 18.4 62.5 23.9 6.8 69.3

2.3 9.3 88.4 4.3 11.3 84.4 12.5 14.0 73.5 17.1 10.5 72.5

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

North Goa 81.2 0.4 37.7 50.4 94.9 94.9 70.4 62.4 86.2 78.6 59.0 72.4

South Goa 77.7 0.5 19.3 47.5 96.4 95.4 67.4 61.8 85.7 79.0 63.0 64.3

Total 79.9 0.4 31.1 49.4 95.4 95.1 69.3 62.2 86.0 78.8 60.6 69.2

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi



97ASER 2010

Gujarat

Haryana

Himachal Pradesh

Jharkhand

Karnataka

Kerala
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Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

84.9 10.7 0.4 4.0 100

80.4 12.5 0.5 6.7 100

88.9 8.7 0.5 2.0 100

87.9 9.8 0.4 1.9 100

90.1 7.2 0.5 2.1 100

79.4 13.4 0.5 6.7 100

78.6 15.3 0.5 5.6 100

80.5 11.0 0.6 8.0 100

53.1 22.8 0.6 23.5 100

56.4 24.0 0.5 19.2 100

48.9 21.3 0.7 29.1 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

27.4 62.4 6.7 3.6

1.1 7.5 75.8 11.4 3.0 1.2

       1.5 6.9 75.6 11.7 2.5              2.0

2.2 7.2 71.1 15.3 2.2 1.8

             1.8 4.3 74.7 13.4 3.9             1.9

1.8 4.9 70.1 17.8 4.0 1.4

              2.5 5.8 67.6 18.3 4.4          1.7

3.5 7.5 67.9 14.6 4.6 1.9

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 75.6 %
children are 8 years old but there are also 6.9% who are 7, 11.7% who are 9, 2.5% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 97.3% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 14.7% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 12.2% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 8.8% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 11.7% in 2006 to 7.6% in 2007 to 10.9% in 2008, 10.2% in 2009 and to 8%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

82.5 2.8 14.7 100

84.4 6.5 9.0 100

27.0 4.7 49.4 8.3 0.7 9.9 100

2.2 0.6 85.2 8.0 0.1 3.9 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 26 OUT OF 26 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 4.7% children cannot even read letters, 17.8% can read letters but
not more, 37.7% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 25.8% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 14.1% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

3.9 5.6 6.0 5.8 7.4 7.3 10.2 13.0

19.8 23.5 26.6 26.1 40.3 31.1 35.2 26.0

5.5 7.1 7.1 9.0 9.2 9.0 9.1 11.9

29.4 33.8 39.9 40.4 44.0 38.8 31.0 23.8

5.5 8.9 8.5 10.7 9.5 10.7 10.4 9.8

21.4 36.9 44.1 35.9 40.8 39.4 39.8 28.8

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

28.6 50.8 14.3 4.4 2.0 100

8.7 35.0 36.0 12.6 7.7 100

4.7 17.8 37.7 25.8 14.1 100

1.8 8.8 21.4 37.0 31.1 100

1.6 5.6 14.0 33.3 45.5 100

1.4 3.4 8.1 28.0 59.1 100

1.3 2.5 5.9 20.1 70.3 100

0.5 1.6 4.2 14.8 78.9 100

5.7 15.1 17.9 22.8 38.5 100

GUJARAT RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 6% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 24.5% can recognize
numbers up to 10 but not more, 44.2% can recognize numbers upto 100 but cannot do
subtraction, 20.6% can do subtraction but not division, and 4.7% can do division. For each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

30.5 51.1 14.5 2.8 1.0 100

10.8 42.7 35.3 8.1 3.2 100

6.0 24.5 44.2 20.6 4.7 100

2.6 14.5 33.7 38.3 10.9 100

2.1 8.2 26.9 41.8 21.1 100

1.8 6.0 20.9 41.0 30.3 100

1.7 4.3 15.8 36.6 41.6 100

0.9 3.6 11.1 30.1 54.3 100

6.7 18.8 25.8 28.2 20.5 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

GUJARAT RURAL

Arithmetic

26.7 15.5 57.8 39.918.2 42.0 65.0 12.9 22.1 46.014.1 39.9

19.3 14.8 65.9 33.017.4 49.7 57.6 13.7 28.7 40.914.4 44.7

15.3 13.3 71.4 25.116.4 58.5 47.7 16.2 36.1 34.612.8 52.6

10.8 11.5 77.7 16.517.5 66.0 39.7 12.7 47.6 23.912.9 63.2

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Ahmedabad 95.5 9.5 5.3 3.4 69.9 70.2 55.3 40.7 51.0 35.0 19.6 26.3

Amreli 92.4 1.2 15.3 9.4 93.6 83.2 75.9 57.4 77.6 59.4 34.0 31.9

Anand 90.0 1.7 21.8 20.7 82.8 81.0 57.2 37.2 72.7 64.5 32.8 63.1

Banas Kantha 77.7 6.0 8.5 11.4 82.9 83.8 54.2 43.1 74.3 67.6 34.7 61.7

Bharuch 70.2 2.2 14.1 13.6 68.4 65.1 60.6 44.3 62.4 46.6 30.0 35.0

Bhavnagar 79.3 5.5 7.5 14.5 72.7 71.6 65.6 42.8 56.4 34.1 13.2 38.6

Dahod 95.2 2.8 1.3 6.6 71.3 67.8 39.5 29.2 62.4 40.0 37.6 47.7

Gandhinagar 80.2 2.9 21.7 26.0 69.9 73.2 62.3 41.9 59.3 50.4 34.2 51.0

Jamnagar 97.9 4.1 23.6 15.1 86.1 86.1 68.1 37.3 72.5 54.4 28.8 36.8

Junagadh * 10.5 14.0 20.9 97.9 82.8 84.1 60.9 99.4 96.4 95.4 96.9

Kachchh 72.7 8.0 10.4 20.5 65.9 60.3 55.3 32.1 56.3 43.6 31.1 46.1

Kheda 90.9 1.2 13.3 10.7 79.5 81.4 62.6 44.2 74.5 72.7 67.1 76.9

Mehsana 94.3 1.5 4.2 16.7 95.5 91.0 80.9 72.8 84.3 51.4 36.2 30.2

Narmada 96.6 7.8 4.2 3.6 71.3 69.5 46.1 23.3 39.7 11.5 7.7 41.6

Navsari 97.0 2.2 4.5 13.6 80.3 81.3 38.8 23.3 53.8 57.1 39.2 60.8

Panch Mahal 98.5 1.6 8.4 17.1 91.8 91.8 62.0 59.3 62.7 58.9 49.5 54.7

Patan 96.1 4.7 3.5 19.5 70.4 71.5 75.9 40.6 63.0 53.4 27.8 51.3

Porbandar 95.7 1.1 4.8 13.6 92.7 89.6 77.8 64.6 81.5 63.8 40.6 44.5

Rajkot 80.7 4.3 18.6 10.2 84.4 78.1 68.0 52.7 72.0 61.4 49.8 54.8

Sabar Kantha * 98.2 3.2 8.5 12.1 87.6 85.9 60.2 48.4 94.5 91.7 75.9

Surat* 100.0 3.6 7.1 7.6 84.3 85.4 66.7 61.3

Surendranagar 90.5 3.0 12.4 12.1 90.4 83.9 67.7 37.9 64.6 50.8 37.4 54.6

Tapi 97.4 3.1 4.4 4.2 85.4 81.9 53.2 53.9 50.5 42.7 31.3 33.9

The Dangs 99.5 6.2 3.0 4.0 75.7 76.3 47.1 37.5 66.2 45.0 26.9 58.5

Vadodara 95.0 4.1 12.0 10.9 78.1 77.7 69.5 50.0 56.5 33.8 7.0 57.1

Valsad 95.6 1.5 6.6 15.2 93.4 93.4 66.5 49.4 47.3 35.7 14.2 57.5

Total 88.4 4.0 10.7 13.0 81.6 79.6 63.0 46.6 67.6 53.4 33.0 49.3

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi



103ASER 2010

School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0

18.2 5.6

81.8 94.4

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

85.9 43.4

4.7 26.6

9.4 30.1

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

54 70.4 22.2 7.4 59 84.8 5.1 10.2

53 88.7 5.7 5.7 60 85.0 5.0 10.0

58 87.9 8.6 3.5 59 94.9 0.0 5.1

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

58 74.1 24.1 1.7 59 84.8 5.1 10.2

59 86.4 11.9 1.7 60 85.0 5.0 10.0

63 95.2 3.2 1.6 59 94.9 0.0 5.1

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

76 73 66

558 591 557

634 664 623

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

94.7 95.4 94.7 93.0 94.8 95.9

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

85.7 84.1 78.7 69.9 76.5 77.2

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

59.2 76.8 56.1 28.4 38.2 33.6

58.6 69.0 51.7 27.6 36.6 30.7
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

81.0 83.9 87.4 85.5 83.1 84.3

5.6 0.0 0.0 2.4 3.9 3.2

68.1 77.8 85.0 85.9 76.8 81.3

GUJARAT RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 12.5% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
70.8% are below the norm and 16.7% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 11.1% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms), 5.6%
are below the norm and 83.3% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

27 4.6

25 4.2

34 5.8

504 85.4

590 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

20 3.6

31 5.6

25 4.5

32 5.8

39 7.1

46 8.3

360 65.1

553 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

GUJARAT RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

69.6 26.1 4.4

0

0.0 0.0 100.0

       0.0 16.7 83.3

5.6 11.1 83.3

14.3 21.4 64.3

30.3 30.3 39.4

26.1 8.7 65.2

16.0 84.0

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

80.2

75.4

84.5

14.1

6.5

79.3

2.6

29.3

68.1

12.7

21.3

11.3

54.7

95.6

94.8

16.2

35.2

48.5

88.4

96.4

70.8 12.5 16.7

35.5 25.8 38.7

10.3 6.1 83.7

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers



105ASER 2010

HARYANA RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

56.3 41.8 0.8 1.1 100

57.5 39.8 0.8 2.0 100

53.6 44.5 1.0 1.0 100

50.2 48.1 0.9 0.8 100

58.2 39.6 1.0 1.2 100

61.3 36.7 0.7 1.4 100

58.2 40.1 0.7 1.0 100

65.6 32.0 0.6 1.8 100

58.4 34.7 0.8 6.1 100

57.5 36.7 0.8 5.0 100

59.8 31.6 0.9 7.7 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

28.9 39.3 19.3 8.0             4.5

6.9 21.5 33.9 24.5 6.6 6.7

        6.3 16.3 41.3 19.7 10.8              5.7

4.9 19.0 28.5 29.7 9.3 8.7

             7.7 11.8 39.3 20.2 13.3             7.7

5.4 20.8 25.3 30.8 9.9 7.8

             6.7 12.1 39.8 23.0 11.8          6.7

6.3 19.2 30.7 26.6 11.1 6.1

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 41.3 %
children are 8 years old but there are also 16.3% who are 7, 19.7% who are 9, 10.8% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 97.5% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 28.1% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 45.3% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 37.2% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 8.4% in 2006 to 7% in 2007 to 5.1% in 2008, 4.3% in 2009 and to 1.8% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

57.1 14.8 28.1 100

38.5 46.8 14.7 100

8.3 10.1 31.0 44.5 1.3 4.9 100

2.1 4.1 43.0 48.4 0.7 1.8 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 20 OUT OF 20 DISTRICTS



106 ASER 2010

2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 3.3% children cannot even read letters, 12.8% can read letters but
not more, 25.7% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 26.6% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 31.5% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

5.1 5.2 7.2 7.3 9.6 7.6 6.3 10.6

11.0 11.2 14.5 14.0 17.1 16.8 16.3 19.7

9.6 11.1 13.7 12.5 15.1 12.4 15.3 19.1

17.8 20.6 23.6 27.1 30.3 29.7 24.5 32.4

8.0 9.9 8.8 10.3 12.8 12.2 11.9 13.0

17.9 17.6 23.3 22.1 25.0 21.7 21.9 25.1

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

18.6 42.4 21.9 8.5 8.5 100

5.9 25.6 33.2 16.1 19.2 100

3.3 12.8 25.7 26.6 31.5 100

2.0 8.7 15.4 25.4 48.5 100

1.5 4.9 9.4 16.8 67.5 100

0.8 3.3 4.9 12.0 79.1 100

0.8 1.4 4.0 8.5 85.3 100

0.7 2.1 2.9 6.5 87.8 100

4.1 12.6 14.9 15.4 53.0 100

HARYANA RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 2.5% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 15.3% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 29.7% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 29.8% can do subtraction but not division, and 22.8% can do
division. For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

17.4 42.2 25.3 9.3 5.8 100

5.5 26.5 36.0 18.9 13.1 100

2.5 15.3 29.7 29.8 22.8 100

2.0 8.4 18.6 31.0 40.1 100

1.5 4.7 10.6 24.8 58.4 100

0.8 3.7 6.4 17.3 71.8 100

1.0 1.7 5.8 14.1 77.5 100

0.7 2.5 3.4 10.3 83.1 100

3.8 13.0 17.2 19.9 46.2 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

HARYANA RURAL

Arithmetic

22.2 16.9 60.9 35.3 18.5 46.2 52.0 16.0 31.9 48.8 13.6 37.6

15.1 15.2 69.7 26.2 16.3 57.5 40.7 16.2 43.1 35.6 12.7 51.7

11.1 13.2 75.7 19.0 17.1 63.9 31.3 17.9 50.8 29.1 13.3 57.6

8.9 10.5 80.6 15.1 13.0 71.9 22.8 16.8 60.5 23.9 11.4 64.7

Everyday Math Tool
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HARYANA RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Ambala 80.6 0.3 38.1 35.3 73.0 76.0 56.3 47.7 60.8 53.3 26.3 60.8

Bhiwani 88.8 0.4 53.8 11.2 90.6 92.6 81.2 81.3 75.9 59.3 42.6 45.3

Faridabad 65.3 1.0 54.2 10.7 85.3 87.0 70.1 70.3 65.6 55.4 43.4 50.3

Fatehabad 58.5 0.6 44.2 7.6 93.2 89.9 73.6 67.0 75.5 61.2 56.3 52.9

Gurgaon 90.3 0.5 47.4 14.6 85.7 88.5 68.6 64.1 65.8 59.3 48.1 68.8

Hisar 75.4 0.7 52.6 10.2 86.1 87.3 72.1 65.5 61.1 40.9 30.5 35.3

Jhajjar 85.8 0.9 41.5 13.9 90.1 91.9 77.0 81.5 62.5 47.0 35.0 45.1

Jind 92.7 0.5 32.3 10.2 88.8 88.7 73.1 74.4 77.2 70.9 56.6 70.2

Kaithal 70.4 1.3 34.5 10.7 86.7 86.9 65.3 62.2 89.2 75.5 53.0 49.8

Karnal 74.6 2.0 38.6 20.1 83.1 82.1 63.8 60.9 65.4 56.9 42.2 36.5

Kurukshetra 87.1 0.3 20.1 15.5 90.6 89.8 62.8 58.7 63.4 52.8 48.5 53.7

Mahendragarh 78.2 1.5 37.6 9.1 86.8 90.2 73.8 70.1 56.5 39.1 35.7 56.9

Mewat 44.5 5.3 10.6 17.8 88.1 88.3 80.7 72.5 89.1 73.0 56.5 58.2

Panchkula 90.4 0.1 31.0 22.1 90.6 91.7 56.9 56.6 49.2 39.8 31.4 33.5

Panipat 81.4 1.9 41.7 24.6 87.1 88.2 70.6 66.6 78.7 57.8 43.8 47.1

Rewari 84.4 0.6 50.1 17.7 99.4 98.0 84.6 80.9 73.2 61.0 47.0 50.2

Rohtak 83.3 0.3 62.7 16.7 96.8 96.8 85.3 82.9 86.6 77.0 51.6 62.5

Sirsa 90.8 0.3 43.0 17.5 90.3 95.8 74.4 71.4 74.4 70.8 57.2 56.8

Sonipat 92.7 0.3 65.8 21.8 89.4 90.0 77.2 77.4 71.2 67.6 61.5 66.0

Yamunanagar 64.2 1.2 26.7 30.3 79.4 77.9 63.7 56.0 65.0 52.8 45.0 44.0

Total 78.7 1.1 41.8 16.4 88.0 88.8 72.4 69.3 71.3 59.5 46.1 52.4

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 4.8 4.4

5.7 12.0

89.6 83.5

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

89.9 73.1

6.9 15.1

3.1 11.9

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

273 79.5 14.7 5.9 275 91.6 5.5 2.9

252 68.7 25.0 6.4 251 88.5 7.2 4.4

263 81.4 14.8 3.8 236 93.6 4.7 1.7

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

301 81.1 11.3 7.6 275 91.6 5.5 2.9

290 75.9 16.2 7.9 251 88.5 7.2 4.4

301 89.0 7.0 4.0 236 93.6 4.7 1.7

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

335 361 302

95 167 226

430 528 528

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

91.8 86.4 89.8 90.6 84.7 87.8

0.0 1.5 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0

72.6 56.8 63.5 62.7 32.3 44.9

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

37.8 36.6 33.0 25.8 29.4 31.3

30.0 25.7 30.1 22.2 25.2 28.9
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

82.1 83.6 82.9 84.4 85.0 81.7

2.3 1.4 0.3 1.2 0.6 1.3

80.7 81.4 79.7 84.9 87.3 77.6

HARYANA RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 9.1% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
69.7% are below the norm and 21.2% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 20.5% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
23.1% are below the norm and 56.4% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

34 6.5

36 6.9

45 8.6

409 78.1

524 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

34 7.0

56 11.5

50 10.3

54 11.1

56 11.5

35 7.2

203 41.6

488 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

HARYANA RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

51.7 34.5 13.8

0

0.0 14.8 85.2

       8.7 10.9 80.4

23.1 20.5 56.4

30.8 10.3 59.0

29.3 34.2 36.6

39.1 26.1 34.8

30.6 69.4

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

85.9

79.9

82.4

17.7

7.7

74.6

2.0

24.2

73.7

10.0

13.6

17.4

59.1

72.2

67.6

35.4

33.0

31.6

51.0

93.5

69.7 9.1 21.2

52.4 14.3 33.3

29.4 12.2 58.4

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

74.1 25.3 0.3 0.3 100

76.5 22.3 0.3 0.9 100

70.9 28.9 0.2 0.1 100

67.5 32.4 0.1 0.1 100

74.7 25.0 0.3 0.0 100

80.6 18.3 0.4 0.7 100

77.1 21.3 0.6 1.0 100

84.1 15.3 0.2 0.4 100

82.0 14.0 0.4 3.5 100

78.1 18.0 0.6 3.3 100

85.6 10.3 0.3 3.8 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

33.6 54.4 10.0 2.0

2.3 21.1 56.1 17.4             3.0

        2.8 21.9 54.0 18.2 3.1

2.5 26.8 46.1 20.0              4.6

             2.0 16.6 62.4 14.4 4.7

1.6 19.7 48.6 23.7              6.5

             1.8 16.9 49.2 23.5 6.6          2.0

2.2 14.6 41.3 29.4 8.9 3.7

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I at age 6, she should be age 8 in Std
3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std VIII, 41.3%
children are 13 years old but there are also 14.6% who are 12, 29.4% who are 14, 8.9%
who are 15 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 89.4% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 10.8% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 28.9% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 21.5% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 2.7% in 2006 to 2.2% in 2007 to 1% in 2008, 1.1% in 2009 and to 0.4% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

79.6 9.6 10.8 100

60.7 34.3 5.1 100

19.4 13.8 28.2 35.7 0.0 2.9 100

1.3 3.1 57.7 37.6 0.0 0.4 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 12 OUT OF 12 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 1.1% children cannot even read letters, 8.5% can read letters but
not more, 23.8% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 35.6% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 31% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

1.4 2.0 3.4 3.6 4.6 4.1 6.3 8.0

10.9 12.5 14.4 20.7 12.8 30.1 22.6 23.1

6.2 4.8 5.7 6.1 8.5 8.4 10.2 9.9

16.3 19.5 17.2 19.8 22.2 35.8 23.9 22.7

1.6 5.5 3.7 3.3 8.5 7.1 5.8 7.5

16.4 15.2 23.3 18.9 22.4 19.3 27.7 22.3

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

14.2 52.3 22.1 6.8 4.7 100

2.5 25.5 38.6 16.2 17.1 100

1.1 8.5 23.8 35.6 31.0 100

1.2 4.4 9.0 30.4 55.0 100

0.2 2.7 4.7 15.1 77.4 100

0.3 2.0 1.2 7.1 89.4 100

0.0 0.7 1.7 7.2 90.5 100

0.2 0.7 0.6 5.4 93.1 100

2.2 11.2 12.5 15.7 58.3 100

HIMACHAL PRADESH RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 0.9% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 7.7% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 31% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 46.9% can do subtraction but not division, and 13.5% can do
division. For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

12.6 48.0 31.5 6.0 1.9 100

2.8 25.0 44.6 23.5 4.1 100

0.9 7.7 31.0 46.9 13.5 100

0.9 4.5 13.7 44.6 36.3 100

0.3 2.2 7.0 27.3 63.3 100

0.2 1.6 5.5 17.3 75.5 100

0.0 0.5 3.9 14.5 81.2 100

0.2 0.5 3.3 10.5 85.5 100

2.0 10.5 17.2 24.3 46.0 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

HIMACHAL PRADESH RURAL

Arithmetic

26.6 15.3 58.1 37.8 17.0 45.2 61.6 12.9 25.6 46.8 12.5 40.8

17.5 17.7 64.8 29.0 18.7 52.3 47.9 18.1 34.0 38.3 15.4 46.3

10.3 17.9 71.8 19.8 18.4 61.8 42.3 18.3 39.4 35.5 12.5 52.0

8.9 16.1 75.0 17.9 17.9 64.2 34.1 19.4 46.6 27.6 13.0 59.4

Everyday Math Tool

N
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Bilaspur 96.6 0.0 22.9 2.2 88.4 92.7 81.9 79.7 49.7 43.1 28.4 50.7

Chamba 88.3 1.3 9.3 5.7 86.1 91.0 77.7 70.8 49.0 39.2 23.6 40.1

Hamirpur 81.8 0.0 41.4 13.9 86.2 88.5 72.6 76.3 63.6 47.0 21.6 31.1

Kangra 92.3 0.0 32.2 17.6 96.3 93.3 84.6 81.0 77.0 66.8 43.8 48.3

Kinnaur 80.4 0.3 17.2 3.7 97.9 99.5 86.1 79.1 64.7 62.1 65.8 66.6

Kullu 93.3 0.5 20.6 7.2 93.6 95.4 85.4 83.1 72.7 56.2 44.7 62.3

Lahul & Spiti 94.5 0.6 18.3 3.3 97.6 94.9 89.1 86.2 83.9 58.9 48.9 42.4

Mandi 87.2 0.0 23.6 3.8 91.3 88.2 72.5 60.5 62.8 46.8 28.1 40.7

Shimla 97.9 0.0 11.4 1.0 95.2 94.3 89.4 87.8 80.8 68.8 48.8 55.8

Sirmaur 100.0 1.4 19.9 11.0 89.2 93.2 77.9 78.9 74.5 55.4 35.5 43.9

Solan 90.2 0.6 31.4 10.5 92.4 94.7 86.0 76.9 62.3 58.5 32.9 65.3

Una 97.7 0.3 32.5 14.1 91.7 94.8 83.6 82.3 62.1 55.8 50.2 62.7

Total 92.2 0.3 25.3 9.9 92.1 92.6 81.6 77.5 67.4 55.9 36.8 49.8

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0

3.8 19.2

96.2 80.9

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

96.3 84.1

2.1 7.9

1.6 7.9

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

263 85.6 11.0 3.4 188 94.2 1.1 4.8

253 81.8 15.4 2.8 179 93.3 2.8 3.9

265 91.7 5.7 2.6 174 96.6 1.2 2.3

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

290 90.0 7.6 2.4 188 94.2 1.1 4.8

278 83.1 15.5 1.4 179 93.3 2.8 3.9

296 95.6 3.0 1.4 174 96.6 1.2 2.3

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

224 310 195

26 22 66

250 332 261

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

88.5 90.8 89.4 89.6 85.0 83.7

0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

70.3 73.9 70.8 68.2 61.1 47.5

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

60.8 57.4 58.7 80.0 54.6 58.1

54.6 53.7 54.0 61.5 40.0 49.2
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

88.6 90.4 90.1 91.5 89.9 89.4

2.4 1.0 1.6 0.0 0.0 1.6

91.3 91.6 92.7 95.7 90.5 93.8

HIMACHAL PRADESH RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 27.7% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
42.6% are below the norm and 29.8% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 29.6% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms), 37%
are below the norm and 33.3% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

125 48.6

54 21.0

45 17.5

33 12.8

257 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

37 16.7

80 36.0

39 17.6

24 10.8

17 7.7

11 5.0

14 6.3

222 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

HIMACHAL PRADESH RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

32.4 51.0 16.7

0

0.0 18.5 81.5

     11.3 43.6 45.2

37.0 29.6 33.3

30.4 34.8 34.8

50.0 33.3 16.7

62.5 0.0 37.5

50.0 50.0

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

75.5

76.0

37.3

12.5

4.3

83.2

10.8

28.4

60.8

31.1

10.6

13.6

44.7

91.5

87.5

19.7

39.0

41.3

82.0

98.0

42.6 27.7 29.8

47.6 19.1 33.3

41.9 22.6 35.5

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers



117ASER 2010

JHARKHAND RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

85.4 8.8 2.1 3.8 100

83.2 9.2 2.1 5.5 100

86.9 8.2 2.1 2.9 100

86.7 8.7 2.1 2.6 100

87.2 7.6 2.1 3.2 100

83.5 9.3 1.9 5.3 100

83.0 9.5 2.0 5.5 100

84.3 9.0 1.8 4.9 100

69.5 12.4 2.5 15.7 100

69.9 11.5 2.1 16.5 100

68.8 13.7 3.0 14.5 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

30.3 41.1 14.4 8.4 5.8

6.2 16.9 30.0 29.0 6.8 7.0               4.1

1.2 5.0 11.4 38.6 20.2 14.6 2.4 4.7 2.0

6.2 17.2 21.4 32.6 7.7 10.0              4.9

1.9 6.7 7.9 36.8 18.1 19.4 4.6 4.6

4.8 15.1 15.8 41.9 11.8 7.4         3.2

2.1 5.4 6.3 34.3 24.0 16.9 7.6 3.4

5.2 13.8 24.2 33.2 15.9 7.8

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 38.6%
children are 8 years old but there are also 11.4% who are 7, 20.2% who are 9, 14.6% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 91.3% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 22.7% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 9.2% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school
and 8.4% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 13% in 2006 to 8% in 2007 to 9.4% in 2008, 7.5% in 2009 and to 4.9% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

73.5 3.8 22.7 100

74.9 8.2 16.9 100

30.8 2.4 50.2 8.4 1.5 6.7 100

9.6 1.6 73.2 8.4 2.4 4.8 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 22 OUT OF 22 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 6.3% children cannot even read letters, 21.7% can read letters but
not more, 32.9% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 26.3% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 12.8% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

13.4 14.5 17.3 19.6 19.8 24.6 23.3 29.7

39.9 38.7 39.5 49.4 44.9 45.8 38.9 46.7

15.3 20.4 22.1 25.3 26.7 32.3 33.2 38.7

38.9 39.8 35.9 40.3 38.3 32.2 30.7 42.1

16.6 21.1 22.4 27.0 30.2 33.3 37.3 39.0

31.8 31.7 42.4 37.7 45.3 33.6 51.0 51.0

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

42.2 34.3 15.3 3.0 5.2 100

15.1 34.3 31.4 10.8 8.4 100

6.3 21.7 32.9 26.3 12.8 100

3.9 13.3 20.1 29.6 33.1 100

2.4 8.4 13.8 25.8 49.7 100

1.4 5.2 8.4 18.1 66.9 100

1.3 3.2 5.1 11.3 79.1 100

0.7 2.2 3.5 8.4 85.2 100

10.4 17.0 17.7 16.9 38.0 100

JHARKHAND RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 5.9% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 24.2% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 36.8% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 23% can do subtraction but not division, and 10% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

40.6 37.8 13.9 2.8 4.9 100

14.4 37.4 30.2 11.0 7.0 100

5.9 24.2 36.8 23.0 10.0 100

3.7 15.6 23.2 31.4 26.1 100

2.3 9.6 16.8 30.3 40.9 100

1.3 5.8 10.6 24.3 57.9 100

1.2 3.4 7.4 18.7 69.4 100

0.6 2.0 4.7 13.7 79.0 100

9.9 18.8 19.2 19.2 32.9 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

JHARKHAND RURAL

Arithmetic

39.3 8.2 52.5 51.8 7.3 40.9 62.6 4.4 33.0 62.4 3.8 33.8

27.9 8.8 63.2 39.3 7.2 53.4 50.4 5.4 44.2 49.0 4.9 46.2

16.6 9.4 74.1 26.3 8.6 65.1 39.8 6.3 53.9 38.1 4.8 57.1

11.7 6.9 81.4 20.3 7.6 72.1 34.0 6.5 59.6 32.8 5.0 62.2

Everyday Math Tool

N
e

it
h

e
r

O
n

e

B
o

th

N
e

it
h

e
r

O
n

e

B
o

th

N
e

it
h

e
r

O
n

e

B
o

th

N
e

it
h

e
r

O
n

e

B
o

thStd.



120 ASER 2010

JHARKHAND RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Bokaro 88.5 0.9 7.7 47.1 83.9 83.4 72.2 65.4 61.8 53.7 41.1 40.3

Chaibasa 70.7 12.5 8.2 20.5 57.8 67.2 38.0 36.4 77.1 62.5 47.8 50.8

Chatra 77.9 1.0 5.3 47.5 59.6 60.1 64.3 57.7 59.8 43.2 26.6 26.3

Deoghar 64.0 7.0 3.4 41.3 68.3 66.6 50.3 54.4 41.3 37.8 41.6 34.8

Dhanbad 67.4 0.7 15.0 59.2 72.0 67.2 58.1 51.9 73.0 57.0 28.1 35.5

Dumka 92.0 3.2 5.1 47.3 88.5 88.5 60.7 59.5 67.2 48.6 28.5 39.3

Garhwa 83.8 2.4 1.8 35.5 52.0 46.7 46.8 42.5 52.3 46.6 47.7 42.3

Giridih 61.5 2.1 9.1 38.4 64.1 69.3 61.1 56.5 68.2 65.2 55.1 57.4

Godda 72.8 6.4 7.4 31.6 93.4 93.8 78.9 75.8 79.7 69.1 47.7 45.8

Gumla 87.8 3.1 12.2 3.2 76.9 77.0 63.1 58.1 78.1 68.8 54.4 54.9

Hazaribagh 82.6 2.1 16.8 36.7 82.9 83.5 66.1 57.8 62.5 41.9 30.3 38.9

Jamtara 97.8 3.6 2.3 38.7 84.1 84.2 58.1 57.1 91.5 87.3 75.4 91.5

Koderma 100.0 2.0 8.0 46.0 54.3 54.4 70.0 60.9 85.9 80.9 75.3 72.0

Latehar 91.0 5.2 8.4 10.4 71.1 76.7 51.3 39.7 46.9 43.8 25.0 37.5

Lohardagga 82.4 4.0 13.4 21.8 81.1 81.1 69.8 58.0 77.9 60.9 34.2 47.6

Pakur 85.8 12.3 2.5 20.3 80.1 83.1 29.4 35.9 61.5 52.0 58.3 73.0

Palamu 76.1 3.0 0.9 34.9 53.7 53.5 66.1 57.8 69.5 66.1 63.1 63.1

Purbi Singhbhum 80.3 4.4 5.8 46.6 46.9 49.1 22.0 27.3 30.0 29.6 14.9 9.6

Ranchi 84.2 4.1 14.9 15.6 70.0 70.9 59.4 45.7 62.0 53.7 59.9 50.0

Sahibganj 86.8 2.1 3.2 48.7 72.9 74.4 46.4 56.3 70.2 67.2 57.1 57.1

Saraikela 80.8 1.7 4.9 42.6 89.5 87.9 75.8 71.2 92.8 81.7 65.7 66.0

Simdega 83.5 2.6 27.6 3.5 61.9 64.4 47.8 28.2 61.1 54.3 45.9 49.7

Total 79.9 3.8 8.8 33.8 71.5 72.6 58.9 53.8 66.4 56.5 46.6 48.5

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 119: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 2.3

12.3 3.7

87.7 94.1

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

96.6 91.1

1.7 3.6

1.7 5.3

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

114 47.4 41.2 11.4 141 90.1 5.7 4.3

110 50.9 35.5 13.6 134 87.3 6.0 6.7

112 58.9 33.0 8.0 126 94.4 3.2 2.4

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

145 62.1 27.6 10.3 141 90.1 5.7 4.3

151 71.5 15.2 13.3 134 87.3 6.0 6.7

156 80.8 12.8 6.4 126 94.4 3.2 2.4

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

246 190 188

300 336 359

546 526 547

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

92.3 90.8 89.4 85.0 86.3 81.8

0.0 0.0 1.2 0.4 0.0 0.0

79.5 74.9 77.4 44.8 55.2 56.7

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

82.3 78.1 76.9 62.8 65.3 59.7

74.9 76.3 75.3 51.7 58.3 52.4
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

62.3 62.7 62.3 62.0 63.6 58.7

24.1 18.1 22.3 22.3 18.0 28.4

24.1 28.7 26.6 24.5 26.3 19.0

JHARKHAND RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 14% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
72.1% are below the norm and 14% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 26.3% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
18.4% are below the norm and 55.3% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

41 7.7

55 10.3

51 9.6

386 72.4

533 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

69 16.6

74 17.8

60 14.5

62 14.9

44 10.6

25 6.0

81 19.5

415 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

JHARKHAND RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

55.6 33.3 11.1

0

0.0 17.1 82.9

       3.9 39.2 56.9

18.4 26.3 55.3

30.4 13.0 56.5

35.3 23.5 41.2

13.3 40.0 46.7

26.5 73.5

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

84.1

38.5

26.8

15.8

10.4

73.7

18.0

51.0

31.0

29.7

25.3

20.9

24.1

82.9

76.1

38.4

33.2

28.4

73.4

92.2

72.1 14.0 14.0

87.9 9.1 3.0

53.8 12.9 33.3

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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KARNATAKA RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

76.5 20.0 0.4 3.1 100

74.3 20.1 0.4 5.2 100

78.2 19.7 0.6 1.5 100

75.9 22.3 0.7 1.2 100

80.6 17.1 0.5 1.8 100

75.5 19.3 0.3 4.9 100

74.3 21.4 0.3 4.0 100

76.8 17.1 0.3 5.9 100

61.1 23.4 0.3 15.2 100

59.4 24.2 0.2 16.2 100

62.7 22.7 0.3 14.3 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3
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Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

8.1 62.8 24.7 2.9             1.5

0.6 4.9 41.2 49.0 3.1 1.2

        0.3 5.5 35.8 53.5 3.6              1.2

0.7 6.9 32.4 54.6 3.4 1.4              0.8

             1.2 5.2 39.4 47.3 5.1              1.7

1.2 6.4 28.2 58.2 4.8 1.3

0.7 1.1 6.3 33.5 49.7 7.5          1.3

              0.8 1.3 6.8 35.1 51.1 4.0 1.0

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 35.8%
children are 8 years old but there are also 5.5% who are 7, 53.5% who are 9, 3.6% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 98.1% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 11.2% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 22.4% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 17.6% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 8% in 2006 to 6.2% in 2007 to 5.9% in 2008, 6.1% in 2009 and to 5.9% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

83.6 5.2 11.2 100

77.8 18.4 3.8 100

22.7 7.4 42.7 24.5 0.4 2.4 100

3.7 2.0 67.7 23.3 0.6 2.8 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 27 OUT OF 27 DISTRICTS

Enrollment of 5 year old children in Primary school increased dramatically this year. This
may be due to the fact that on 28th April 2010 the government of Karnataka reduced the
minimum age of enrollment in Primary schools from 5 years and 10 months to 5 years.
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 3.6% children cannot even read letters, 16.4% can read letters but
not more, 36.7% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 24.7% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 18.6% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

7.1 7.0 9.5 8.3 9.9 9.1 8.4 6.7

15.6 16.7 18.7 13.4 24.2 16.5 13.7 8.8

5.0 7.5 7.4 9.2 9.1 7.6 8.5 6.2

20.4 21.6 26.5 20.3 20.7 26.4 21.9 14.2

4.8 7.0 7.2 7.6 6.9 6.4 7.0 5.8

16.0 17.5 23.7 16.8 22.6 14.7 18.9 12.2

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

21.6 52.4 21.2 3.5 1.4 100

7.3 28.1 43.1 14.5 7.1 100

3.6 16.4 36.7 24.7 18.6 100

2.5 12.2 25.4 30.9 29.0 100

2.8 7.4 15.9 28.9 45.0 100

2.1 5.0 12.2 26.7 54.0 100

1.6 3.4 8.0 21.5 65.7 100

1.4 2.0 6.2 17.4 72.9 100

5.2 15.5 21.1 21.4 36.7 100

KARNATAKA RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 2.9% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 16% can recognize
numbers up to 10 but not more, 53.8% can recognize numbers upto 100 but cannot do
subtraction, 25.2% can do subtraction but not division, and 2.3% can do division. For each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

22.1 51.2 24.0 2.4 0.4 100

7.7 28.3 52.1 11.1 0.8 100

2.9 16.0 53.8 25.2 2.3 100

2.8 8.9 44.1 34.8 9.5 100

2.4 6.1 31.4 40.1 20.0 100

2.0 3.7 27.3 37.3 29.7 100

1.6 2.5 21.9 33.4 40.8 100

1.4 1.6 20.2 31.3 45.6 100

5.1 14.3 34.5 27.5 18.5 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

KARNATAKA RURAL

Arithmetic

34.6 16.6 48.8 47.4 15.2 37.4 70.5 10.7 18.8 58.8 10.6 30.6

25.6 18.3 56.0 38.0 18.6 43.4 62.1 13.3 24.5 50.3 12.6 37.1

20.4 18.4 61.2 32.8 16.3 50.9 57.7 14.6 27.7 45.9 12.3 41.8

15.8 17.2 67.0 27.0 16.1 56.9 48.5 14.8 36.7 36.7 12.2 51.1

Everyday Math Tool
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KARNATAKA RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Bagalkot 93.2 3.2 14.6 4.1 78.9 83.7 60.9 31.9 37.1 22.2 12.3 23.2

Bangalore 82.2 1.0 55.3 29.0 93.4 93.3 65.5 49.8 42.9 45.1 18.8 58.5

Bangalore Rural 99.0 0.8 18.0 12.6 87.2 85.3 75.2 79.4 76.4 53.8 37.9 21.5

Belgaum 93.7 2.5 23.4 6.1 86.9 84.7 48.0 42.7 36.5 47.8 14.5 56.0

Bellary 100.0 9.5 16.1 14.4 79.4 87.3 48.5 33.2 44.7 33.7 27.9 33.2

Bidar 91.6 2.4 26.7 12.4 81.9 80.3 53.5 31.0 75.8 67.3 51.1 63.0

Bijapur 81.1 2.1 19.3 8.5 81.3 78.5 70.8 53.5 62.3 36.1 13.2 21.6

Chamaraj Nagar 94.6 2.1 22.8 5.4 94.8 94.0 76.3 33.3 79.5 58.6 66.7 29.7

Chikmagalur 95.4 1.4 17.5 4.3 95.5 90.3 67.5 54.1 78.2 58.0 30.0 36.9

Chitradurga 100.0 2.1 10.2 18.6 95.5 93.3 47.4 61.4 79.6 69.6 59.7 58.6

Dakshin Kannada 97.7 1.0 39.6 3.6 98.8 98.2 86.6 60.7 51.5 66.3 29.1 66.2

Davanagere 87.5 2.2 19.1 6.7 78.2 76.3 53.9 36.1 46.8 33.9 12.6 26.1

Dharwad 94.7 2.2 9.5 6.1 87.7 82.7 59.2 37.5 54.0 37.6 20.2 34.9

Gadag 95.2 4.0 13.6 10.3 81.8 80.7 54.0 42.8 66.7 48.3 32.2 44.8

Gulbarga 79.1 9.2 7.2 8.6 67.4 75.5 36.9 18.7 51.2 24.3 8.8 33.2

Hassan 97.8 1.5 18.4 7.1 93.6 85.1 74.1 50.6 55.0 53.1 86.8 34.2

Haveri 98.9 3.0 19.7 8.4 70.5 74.7 50.7 32.7 61.1 41.5 26.6 39.8

Kodagu 90.3 0.9 32.5 9.3 97.7 97.7 86.6 58.1 42.0 36.5 52.3 55.4

Kolar 94.4 1.7 21.1 8.7 87.3 84.6 43.3 40.2 66.9 63.9 54.2 54.7

Koppal 90.9 4.2 17.9 7.5 84.4 78.9 47.8 23.1 37.9 22.2 11.8 24.3

Mandya 94.6 3.4 28.6 6.8 92.1 88.1 64.1 27.2 59.0 39.9 15.9 32.1

Mysore 91.2 1.6 20.5 7.9 88.0 88.0 46.4 34.4 40.9 28.8 12.0 36.4

Raichur 100.0 11.0 10.2 2.6 69.1 69.1 31.9 12.2 53.2 31.6 11.7 34.9

Shimoga 91.8 1.8 17.4 5.4 96.1 95.3 77.5 56.7 81.2 74.7 89.4 83.4

Tumkur 96.1 1.4 23.0 19.9 88.0 94.1 54.7 48.9 54.6 27.2 14.1 21.1

Udupi 100.0 1.7 42.7 6.9 92.2 93.8 88.0 73.2 49.4 58.3 31.1 60.4

Uttar Kannada 100.0 0.1 3.3 0.4 94.2 93.2 87.9 84.6 85.2 67.6 13.3 10.4

Total 93.2 3.1 20.0 8.7 85.6 85.2 59.6 44.5 57.9 46.7 26.8 39.7

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 3.7 0.0

2.5 4.4

93.8 95.6

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

94.6 66.5

1.8 18.5

3.6 15.1

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

111 77.5 17.1 5.4 102 91.2 2.9 5.9

105 65.7 28.6 5.7 98 86.7 5.1 8.2

109 66.1 27.5 6.4 102 92.2 3.9 3.9

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

124 94.4 2.4 3.2 102 91.2 2.9 5.9

116 76.7 19.0 4.3 98 86.7 5.1 8.2

122 96.7 1.6 1.6 102 92.2 3.9 3.9

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

168 133 113

582 625 656

750 758 769

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

91.6 94.5 92.9 85.0 91.7 88.9

0.6 0.0 0.0 0.6 0.0 0.0

76.1 84.3 82.5 43.3 62.2 51.8

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

84.8 87.6 85.9 49.7 69.1 73.5

81.1 82.5 71.7 43.1 42.4 31.2
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

78.3 88.0 81.7 75.0 79.6 70.9

10.1 1.5 5.5 16.7 8.2 19.3

66.1 84.1 67.3 64.3 70.1 52.4

KARNATAKA RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 35.8% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
8.6% are below the norm and 55.6% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 21.4% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms), 8.9%
are below the norm and 69.6% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

133 17.8

86 11.5

64 8.6

463 62.1

746 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

52 7.6

35 5.1

66 9.6

78 11.3

81 11.8

91 13.2

286 41.5

689 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

KARNATAKA RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

46.4 23.6 30.0

0

0.0 15.0 85.0

       9.7 41.9 48.4

8.9 21.4 69.6

14.5 19.4 66.1

17.4 23.2 59.4

27.8 20.8 51.4

20.4 79.6

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

71.8

66.2

59.0

17.3

7.0

75.8

5.6

50.9

43.5

18.2

31.1

14.0

36.7

97.3

92.6

7.6

27.6

64.8

92.8

95.2

8.6 35.8 55.6

19.7 34.4 45.9

7.3 10.9 81.8

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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KERALA RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

45.3 54.2 0.4 0.1 100

46.2 53.3 0.4 0.2 100

42.5 57.1 0.4 0.1 100

43.9 55.6 0.6 0.0 100

41.1 58.7 0.2 0.1 100

48.8 50.8 0.3 0.1 100

50.4 49.2 0.4 0.1 100

47.2 52.5 0.3 0.1 100

48.2 50.7 0.4 0.8 100

47.6 51.1 0.3 1.0 100

48.7 50.3 0.5 0.5 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

16.7 60.2 20.6 2.5

0.4 11.6 63.0 22.8              2.2

        0.8 10.5 60.6 24.7 3.4

0.8 10.3 58.7 27.0               3.2

             1.3 8.0 69.3 19.3 2.1

1.6 13.3 57.1 24.8              3.2

             1.9 12.3 63.0 20.8 1.9

1.0 16.3 65.9 14.5          2.4

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 60.6%
children are 8 years old but there are also 10.5% who are 7, 24.7% who are 9 years old,
etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 99.4% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 17.8% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 52.7% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 55.8% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 0.6% in 2006 to 0.4% in 2007 to 0.2% in 2008, 0.2% in 2009 and to 0.1%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

68.0 14.3 17.8 100

49.5 46.8 3.8 100

20.1 35.6 14.0 29.5 0.2 0.7 100

3.1 12.3 33.8 50.0 0.5 0.3 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 14 OUT OF 14 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 0.6% children cannot even read letters, 7.3% can read letters but
not more, 13.8% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 29.1% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 49.2% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

28.2 32.7 30.3 39.0 36.8 39.6 42.0 42.4

20.1 28.3 29.6 35.6 39.2 38.8 35.8 41.9

21.4 33.1 31.2 34.4 41.8 34.2 35.1 41.5

28.7 32.4 37.6 43.3 43.0 43.1 42.6 47.8

26.3 23.7 36.2 35.0 44.3 40.7 45.2 46.1

29.4 32.1 40.2 40.7 44.1 44.5 43.3 39.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

2.6 38.7 39.1 14.0 5.6 100

1.2 15.7 28.0 28.0 27.2 100

0.6 7.3 13.8 29.1 49.2 100

0.0 4.3 7.8 21.3 66.6 100

0.4 2.1 5.1 16.3 76.1 100

0.8 1.3 3.8 11.2 82.9 100

0.5 1.0 1.7 9.2 87.7 100

0.6 0.6 1.2 8.2 89.4 100

0.8 7.8 11.3 16.7 63.5 100

KERALA RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 0.4% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 2.5% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 30.6% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 55.4% can do subtraction but not division, and 11.1% can do
division. For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

2.3 28.3 59.2 8.1 2.2 100

1.6 9.5 50.2 34.1 4.6 100

0.4 2.5 30.6 55.4 11.1 100

0.3 2.7 16.9 51.1 29.0 100

0.1 1.2 10.5 39.5 48.6 100

0.6 1.0 7.5 25.8 65.1 100

0.3 0.5 4.4 21.2 73.7 100

0.6 0.4 4.1 15.0 80.0 100

0.7 5.0 20.7 31.4 42.2 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

KERALA RURAL

Arithmetic

14.2 12.9 73.0 16.7 11.5 71.8 38.7 9.3 52.0 22.8 8.0 69.2

10.4 10.4 79.2 12.5 7.4 80.1 24.6 9.5 65.9 17.4 7.0 75.7

6.7 8.8 84.5 8.0 6.3 85.7 17.0 10.9 72.1 11.2 6.1 82.7

3.9 6.7 89.3 5.3 4.0 90.7 12.5 8.1 79.4 7.0 5.3 87.7

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Alappuzha * 0.0 51.3 78.7 100.0 97.0 91.1 83.0 86.4 89.1 77.6 86.1

Ernakulam 91.2 0.0 75.7 41.6 97.2 97.0 86.6 83.2 82.6 84.7 63.6 72.1

Idukki 98.4 0.1 60.0 20.8 93.2 97.7 77.2 78.2 81.4 76.2 68.8 74.5

Kannur 84.2 0.0 66.9 9.6 99.3 99.3 86.9 84.3 83.5 84.3 74.7 82.0

Kasaragod 98.6 0.2 40.1 7.4 98.0 97.9 81.5 60.2 78.1 71.1 57.2 73.4

Kollam 92.5 0.2 59.1 80.8 97.6 97.5 92.6 86.0 74.2 73.6 59.1 73.4

Kottayam 94.5 0.0 71.0 38.4 100.0 96.9 91.1 74.7 74.8 79.6 51.9 65.1

Kozhikode 80.3 0.3 55.6 33.2 98.4 98.2 85.7 77.2 81.3 81.2 72.2 78.2

Malappuram 92.1 0.0 32.8 10.2 97.8 97.0 83.2 73.7 78.1 74.6 64.0 70.5

Palakkad 80.3 0.0 44.6 33.9 98.2 100.0 81.6 77.3 88.0 91.0 85.3 89.9

Pathanamthitta 96.4 0.2 63.2 52.4 100.0 99.3 86.1 82.0 87.5 87.1 78.8 86.3

Thiruvananthapuram 93.2 0.2 47.2 62.4 96.5 97.7 95.9 87.0 86.8 89.5 64.7 95.0

Thrissur 95.2 0.0 69.3 47.5 98.9 100.0 87.4 81.2 78.4 82.1 59.6 76.9

Wayanad 89.2 0.3 38.2 9.0 99.3 98.4 81.3 66.7 79.4 76.6 64.2 65.1

Total 90.7 0.1 54.2 42.6 98.2 98.1 86.9 79.2 81.4 82.0 67.3 78.7

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0

5.4 2.8

94.6 97.2

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

24.7 4.1

18.8 11.3

56.5 84.5

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

121 83.5 11.6 5.0 153 94.1 5.2 0.7

113 73.5 20.4 6.2 131 93.1 6.1 0.8

124 91.9 4.0 4.0 153 98.7 0.7 0.7

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

155 90.3 6.5 3.2 153 94.1 5.2 0.7

149 87.3 7.4 5.4 131 93.1 6.1 0.8

161 96.9 0.6 2.5 153 98.7 0.7 0.7

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

127 178 176

64 78 99

191 256 275

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

90.2 87.1 94.0 87.7 92.5 90.1

0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

58.4 54.5 71.2 39.0 50.0 47.4

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

4.5 4.6 7.9 3.9 3.9 6.3

2.9 3.6 7.1 2.1 1.3 2.2
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

90.0 91.9 93.1 91.5 91.8 91.2

3.6 0.6 0.0 3.6 1.3 1.0

93.7 96.5 97.6 92.9 96.1 94.9

KERALA RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 3.9% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
none are below the norm and 96.2% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 11.1% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
18.5% are below the norm and 70.4% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

53 19.9

31 11.6

34 12.7

149 55.8

267 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

0 0.0

2 0.8

34 14.2

31 13.0

18 7.5

18 7.5

136 56.9

239 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

KERALA RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

0

100

100

100

100

100

100

0.0 2.4 97.6

0

0.0 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0 100.0

18.5 11.1 70.4

24.0 44.0 32.0

62.5 18.8 18.8

20.0 20.0 60.0

12.2 87.8

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

88.3

76.7

82.1

2.6

11.7

85.7

0.4

31.4

68.2

5.1

8.7

35.6

50.6

98.5

96.6

16.9

20.7

62.4

98.1

100.0

0.0 3.9 96.2

18.8 18.8 62.5

7.2 4.3 88.5

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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Maharashtra

Manipur

Meghalaya

Mizoram

Nagaland
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MAHARASHTRA RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

72.2 26.4 0.3 1.1 100

62.6 35.0 0.3 2.1 100

88.5 10.6 0.3 0.6 100

88.0 11.1 0.3 0.6 100

88.9 10.2 0.3 0.6 100

52.3 45.9 0.2 1.6 100

52.0 46.2 0.2 1.6 100

52.8 45.3 0.2 1.7 100

21.5 71.1 0.2 7.2 100

21.4 71.5 0.0 7.0 100

21.9 70.1 0.4 7.6 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

6.8 60.0 28.9 4.3

       4.3 38.9 52.0              4.8

3.9 34.4 54.9 6.8

             3.4 27.6 62.0              7.0

2.8 34.3 51.6 8.1              3.2

              3.9 26.5 60.1               9.5

4.1 33.9 49.3 10.6         2.2

            7.9 31.6 52.5         8.0

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I at age 6, she should be age 8 in Std
3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std V, 51.6% children
are 11 years old but there are also 34.3% who are 10, 8.1% who are 12 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 98.8% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 11.4% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 26.7% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 26.2% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 6.1% in 2006 to 3% in 2007 to 2.6% in 2008, 2% in 2009 and to 1.7% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

84.8 3.8 11.4 100

89.9 7.2 2.9 100

61.4 6.0 16.6 11.3 0.1 4.6 100

10.8 2.0 76.8 7.6 0.4 2.5 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 33 OUT OF 33 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 0.6% children cannot even read letters, 6.3% can read letters but
not more, 20.7% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 45.4% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 27.1% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

3.3 4.0 4.9 5.6 7.3 7.2 7.9 10.6

23.1 22.4 21.4 19.8 13.2 12.2 11.8 12.0

7.5 7.1 9.0 10.1 10.9 11.2 11.7 15.3

24.8 30.6 27.4 28.7 17.2 12.7 15.3 13.5

3.3 4.6 5.7 5.4 8.0 7.8 7.8 11.2

15.2 24.6 24.3 30.4 12.9 15.7 14.5 12.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

8.8 49.5 32.6 6.8 2.3 100

1.8 17.7 43.4 27.0 10.1 100

0.6 6.3 20.7 45.4 27.1 100

0.2 1.6 9.0 31.8 57.5 100

0.3 1.7 3.8 21.2 73.1 100

0.3 0.6 2.0 14.5 82.5 100

0.1 0.5 1.4 11.1 86.9 100

0.2 0.4 0.9 6.9 91.8 100

1.6 10.0 14.6 21.3 52.6 100

MAHARASHTRA RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 0.7% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 12.2% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 40.4% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 41.7% can do subtraction but not division, and 5.1% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

10.1 64.4 22.2 2.2 1.1 100

2.2 30.1 51.7 14.0 2.0 100

0.7 12.2 40.4 41.7 5.1 100

0.3 4.3 23.7 51.4 20.4 100

0.4 2.7 13.3 42.2 41.4 100

0.5 1.7 8.7 34.0 55.1 100

0.1 1.0 8.4 27.0 63.5 100

0.2 0.9 5.5 19.6 73.8 100

1.8 15.0 22.3 29.6 31.3 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

MAHARASHTRA RURAL

Arithmetic

20.5 15.5 64.0 32.8 16.8 50.4 64.3 10.6 25.1 46.2 13.1 40.7

13.7 13.9 72.3 24.6 16.3 59.1 54.2 14.4 31.4 38.0 13.2 48.8

10.6 12.2 77.2 19.5 14.4 66.1 43.0 16.8 40.2 33.4 12.0 54.6

7.7 10.4 82.0 15.2 12.1 72.7 32.3 14.0 53.7 25.8 11.7 62.6

Everyday Math Tool
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MAHARASHTRA RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Ahmednagar 97.4 0.6 40.6 6.5 97.4 96.1 92.4 85.1 79.6 86.5 50.5 68.7

Akola 100.0 0.8 40.5 5.0 96.2 94.9 84.5 58.3 85.7 63.9 20.2 68.2

Amravati 99.0 0.6 41.6 7.8 95.1 89.5 80.3 54.4 83.9 66.6 32.3 61.9

Aurangabad 99.4 2.4 20.5 12.6 98.0 95.9 85.2 58.4 72.9 50.2 34.1 31.8

Bhandara 99.2 0.0 29.7 5.8 86.1 83.0 78.3 47.7 61.5 57.9 29.3 62.6

Beed 91.3 0.3 25.9 7.0 99.5 99.5 94.4 89.1 92.9 69.5 27.8 23.9

Buldana 75.6 0.4 12.1 5.3 92.2 92.2 87.1 61.5 88.3 63.6 25.5 26.5

Chandrapur 100.0 0.4 27.7 5.8 90.2 84.0 74.9 39.8 68.6 48.4 35.6 47.6

Dhule 94.7 2.6 42.3 15.1 99.3 99.3 95.3 61.4 63.3 62.1 38.5 69.5

Gadchiroli 100.0 0.7 18.5 1.6 79.0 79.0 68.5 32.3 43.8 29.6 23.3 26.5

Gondiya 99.3 0.2 19.9 4.6 98.3 97.7 86.5 44.2 46.8 35.2 21.5 20.1

Hingoli 95.4 2.8 17.9 12.7 94.7 92.8 75.9 58.1 82.6 73.8 69.1 66.9

Jalgaon 93.9 2.9 38.0 16.8 96.7 95.5 71.7 47.3 70.2 38.1 17.1 16.3

Jalna 94.8 1.6 18.1 14.7 90.4 92.6 78.7 64.8 70.2 58.1 36.9 53.0

Kolhapur 82.8 0.6 18.2 12.2 95.0 95.6 87.0 63.6 43.6 54.2 30.5 55.6

Latur 99.6 0.3 26.0 6.1 91.4 91.4 72.7 62.0 77.0 54.8 24.0 46.0

Nagpur 92.3 0.7 51.5 13.3 93.9 93.0 93.6 70.7 73.1 61.5 50.0 64.3

Nanded 88.5 1.7 20.6 13.3 93.4 92.3 82.8 59.7 69.0 56.4 36.3 61.2

Nandurbar 98.1 2.3 11.4 8.2 95.5 94.3 95.6 94.4 78.6 67.4 44.6 54.1

Nashik 81.9 1.2 21.1 10.2 92.1 92.0 91.8 84.8 82.1 65.5 43.7 43.6

Osmanabad 95.5 0.7 32.5 4.0 94.5 95.8 91.5 74.4 64.2 56.3 30.9 39.5

Parbhani 99.5 0.2 24.3 6.2 91.7 89.4 80.4 71.5 85.5 59.3 44.7 51.3

Pune 96.4 1.0 29.2 13.4 92.9 91.8 93.1 80.7 78.4 68.5 53.7 61.8

Raigad 99.1 2.0 10.1 28.6 98.6 99.3 83.0 56.1 78.1 59.1 33.2 46.3

Ratnagiri 77.1 1.0 6.2 7.9 100.0 98.7 95.4 84.7 89.9 89.7 51.1 69.1

Sangli 90.3 1.5 27.5 7.0 94.6 94.6 90.7 74.8 67.4 64.7 47.2 61.2

Satara 85.1 0.2 35.8 11.0 97.2 95.5 90.5 77.6 65.6 50.2 49.3 42.9

Sindhudurg 95.2 0.0 7.7 17.1 98.5 97.8 90.6 79.9 91.6 82.4 47.9 43.3

Solapur 97.3 0.6 28.9 3.5 95.3 94.0 89.7 73.9 83.7 69.4 39.8 62.4

Thane 93.1 2.3 21.1 14.5 92.7 91.5 76.1 61.7 89.4 70.8 51.8 55.3

Wardha 100.0 2.2 34.1 8.7 95.3 94.5 79.7 52.9 52.8 55.8 29.0 43.7

Washim 99.1 0.2 22.8 2.4 97.7 97.7 94.8 96.3 63.5 72.5 20.6 75.2

Yavatmal 94.6 1.8 19.1 9.5 95.7 97.8 66.4 45.8 61.0 54.1 12.8 59.1

Total 93.4 1.1 26.4 9.9 94.8 93.9 85.5 67.6 73.4 61.6 37.3 51.1

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 4.5 1.8

2.7 6.9

92.8 91.3

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

81.8 52.5

6.3 20.4

11.9 27.1

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

392 86.7 10.0 3.3 421 92.6 3.1 4.3

358 77.1 20.1 2.8 406 88.9 6.2 4.9

416 92.1 5.5 2.4 415 96.4 1.2 2.4

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

448 94.4 3.1 2.5 421 92.6 3.1 4.3

396 83.1 14.9 2.0 406 88.9 6.2 4.9

468 98.3 0.4 1.3 415 96.4 1.2 2.4

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

488 485 435

411 450 467

899 935 902

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

94.1 94.9 93.8 89.8 92.8 91.7

0.0 0.5 0.0 0.0 1.2 0.0

83.0 84.7 80.6 63.6 71.7 66.3

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

49.5 46.7 47.5 27.7 26.7 34.3

46.2 42.9 46.8 22.8 22.7 26.9
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

91.7 90.6 91.5 92.8 90.6 92.4

0.8 0.2 1.4 0.0 1.1 0.2

93.7 93.7 94.4 97.7 94.3 96.7

MAHARASHTRA RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 28.9% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
45.8% are below the norm and 25.3% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 23.4% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
14.1% are below the norm and 62.5% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

148 16.7

91 10.3

83 9.4

564 63.7

886 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

65 8.2

111 13.9

74 9.3

93 11.7

72 9.0

110 13.8

273 34.2

798 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

MAHARASHTRA RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

41.4 47.7 10.9

0

0.0 14.0 86.0

       6.2 51.6 42.3

14.1 23.4 62.5

4.9 48.2 46.9

10.3 35.3 54.4

26.8 22.7 50.5

14.9 85.1

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

34.2

85.0

57.6

18.7

12.3

69.0

2.9

42.1

55.0

13.7

32.6

8.6

45.2

97.2

94.7

13.9

19.6

66.5

78.3

90.7

45.8 28.9 25.3

44.9 27.5 27.5

18.5 10.6 70.9

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 8 OUT OF 9 DISTRICTS

MANIPUR RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

32.0 66.1 0.1 1.8 100

31.7 64.7 0.1 3.5 100

34.8 64.0 0.2 1.0 100

34.6 64.5 0.1 0.8 100

34.9 63.6 0.3 1.2 100

30.0 67.2 0.0 2.9 100

28.0 69.5 0.0 2.5 100

32.4 64.3 0.0 3.3 100

26.6 60.3 0.1 13.0 100

27.0 61.6 0.0 11.3 100

26.1 58.8 0.2 15.0 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

14.9 35.2 29.6 13.9 4.5 2.0

2.6 8.9 31.1 26.8 15.1 10.8               4.7

        4.1 11.6 26.7 23.1 23.4 5.7 5.4

4.5 12.3 27.2 26.9 10.9 10.3 6.0 1.9

            2.7 4.2 6.4 35.7 18.8 18.3 6.7 4.2          2.9

2.1 4.0 6.6 20.4 31.1 23.0 9.9          2.9

0.9 3.9 3.8 26.4 38.6 18.5 5.7 2.2

2.5 6.2 32.4 35.0 16.8 7.2

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 26.7%
children are 8 years old but there are also 11.6% who are 7, 23.1% who are 9, 23.4 % who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 77.9% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 48.9% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 67.2% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 64.8% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 5.9% in 2006 to 7.1% in 2007 to 4.6% in 2008, 2.3% in 2009 and changed
to 3.3% in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

37.2 14.0 48.9 100

20.5 56.9 22.6 100

6.7 31.5 19.0 37.8 0.1 4.9 100

1.4 13.5 21.6 59.8 0.0 3.8 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 0.5% children cannot even read letters, 11.7% can read letters but
not more, 33.9% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 30.3% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 23.6% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

17.2 18.0 19.5 26.0 24.1 26.6 28.9 35.3

43.6 52.4 53.1 53.7 58.6 53.5 59.2 59.9

12.0 18.8 16.0 17.1 17.6 21.6 15.2 29.7

42.4 46.0 49.5 50.7 45.7 49.9 51.8 55.2

9.9 13.2 11.3 14.7 16.9 16.4 15.4 27.6

38.9 41.3 49.2 51.9 48.6 52.9 59.3 61.7

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

7.6 42.6 32.5 12.3 5.0 100

1.3 26.1 38.8 24.1 9.7 100

0.5 11.7 33.9 30.3 23.6 100

0.2 4.0 21.5 29.1 45.2 100

0.2 1.8 11.0 22.2 64.9 100

0.2 0.7 5.6 20.1 73.4 100

0.0 0.5 1.5 15.3 82.7 100

0.2 0.0 1.1 9.0 89.6 100

1.4 11.6 19.8 21.2 46.1 100

MANIPUR RURAL

note: This tool was also available in Meitei Mayek, Manipuri and English.
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 0.7% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 9.6% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 41.4% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 39.2% can do subtraction but not division, and 9.1% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

6.4 32.8 51.1 8.2 1.6 100

1.9 17.4 56.1 21.6 3.0 100

0.7 9.6 41.4 39.2 9.1 100

0.2 2.7 26.9 48.3 21.9 100

0.3 1.7 10.8 45.3 41.9 100

0.2 1.0 4.8 34.8 59.2 100

0.0 0.2 1.9 23.5 74.4 100

0.3 0.0 1.8 15.8 82.2 100

1.4 8.8 26.3 30.7 32.8 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

MANIPUR RURAL

Arithmetic

31.2 22.4 46.4 33.7 18.4 48.0 70.2 10.3 19.5 32.7 15.1 52.3

22.5 17.8 59.8 23.5 15.2 61.2 58.5 10.8 30.8 27.0 11.3 61.7

15.4 18.8 65.7 15.2 17.1 67.7 43.2 17.0 39.8 20.3 14.0 65.8

12.9 12.7 74.3 11.2 15.2 73.6 33.7 16.3 50.0 16.7 12.1 71.2

Everyday Math Tool
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MANIPUR RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Bishnupur 44.2 1.7 78.4 59.7 98.1 99.0 91.5 94.0 65.0 36.2 31.8 31.0

Chandel 34.2 0.5 33.2 19.4 94.9 93.9 81.1 72.2 49.5 93.0 12.2 93.9

Churachandpur 57.3 4.9 89.0 19.3 90.0 92.3 88.4 82.8 73.3 58.9 42.1 74.3

Imphal East 43.7 1.1 59.7 48.3 92.6 94.4 57.3 58.3 52.3 66.7 32.4 58.9

Imphal West 77.8 1.2 74.0 63.7 96.2 96.2 68.3 52.9 50.8 59.3 24.8 52.8

Senapati * 90.4 2.4 75.8 42.0 100.0 96.5 70.2 75.0

Thoubal 69.4 1.3 55.6 39.3 98.3 99.1 66.0 63.3 68.1 53.0 39.3 62.4

Ukhrul 50.8 1.1 58.9 36.2 97.1 94.9 84.8 78.8 59.8 69.7 40.0 59.8

Total 62.1 1.8 66.1 42.5 95.4 95.7 72.4 69.1 60.2 61.3 33.8 61.8

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 2.7 0.0

28.0 31.6

69.3 68.4

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

97.8 70.4

0.0 25.9

2.2 3.7

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

78 30.8 46.2 23.1 86 62.8 12.8 24.4

74 21.6 52.7 25.7 85 55.3 18.8 25.9

75 33.3 46.7 20.0 86 73.3 9.3 17.4

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

91 58.2 40.7 1.1 86 62.8 12.8 24.4

83 44.6 54.2 1.2 85 55.3 18.8 25.9

93 72.0 28.0 0.0 86 73.3 9.3 17.4

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

111 107 97

36 35 28

147 142 125

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

90.2 82.9 70.8 80.4 71.8 75.1

0.0 1.0 0.0 3.1 3.4 0.0

63.7 50.0 27.3 28.1 17.2 30.8

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

22.9 28.2 40.7 5.7 22.6 28.0

14.7 26.5 35.2 8.8 21.9 20.0
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

76.7 74.0 66.1 80.0 79.7 71.2

13.0 14.1 17.2 11.8 7.7 11.1

62.0 64.1 38.7 73.5 76.9 44.4

MANIPUR RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 15% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
20% are below the norm and 65% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, none of the schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
33.3% are below the norm and 66.7% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

43 35.3

22 18.0

22 18.0

35 28.7

122 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

3 2.7

12 10.9

12 10.9

15 13.6

23 20.9

12 10.9

33 30.0

110 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

MANIPUR RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

0.0 7.7 92.3

0

0.0 33.3 66.7

     22.2 0.0 77.8

33.3 0.0 66.7

16.7 33.3 50.0

33.3 33.3 33.3

75.0 0.0 25.0

75.0 25.0

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

68.1

72.3

11.1

84.6

10.3

5.1

21.4

36.8

41.9

78.5

5.6

6.5

9.3

48.7

38.4

90.8

3.4

5.9

59.2

47.8

20.0 15.0 65.0

42.1 5.3 52.6

40.6 9.4 50.0

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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MEGHALAYA RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

44.5 46.8 1.5 7.2 100

42.4 45.9 1.4 10.3 100

46.4 45.8 1.9 5.9 100

47.5 43.8 1.7 7.1 100

45.3 47.8 2.2 4.7 100

42.0 47.5 1.0 9.5 100

42.6 44.1 1.0 12.3 100

41.4 50.7 1.1 6.8 100

34.2 42.9 1.1 21.8 100

34.5 37.6 0.7 27.2 100

33.9 47.9 1.6 16.7 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

7.3 16.1 19.1 19.8 12.2 13.0 5.2 7.5

2.2 4.7 16.6 21.8 13.3 16.9 9.0 8.1 4.6 2.9

        3.5 4.4 16.5 16.5 16.9 10.5 15.4 8.9 4.8         2.7

         0.6 5.1 4.9 10.2 21.0 13.6 17.4 12.3 7.2 4.6 3.2

1.2 3.6 3.4 15.0 13.1 21.1 12.7 17.0 7.7 5.4

            3.9 6.4 11.1 24.2 21.8 13.8 10.3 8.5

3.7 4.9 14.4 18.7 20.3 18.7 19.2

             1.5 7.6 16.2 29.3 20.5 25.0

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 16.5%
children are 8 years old but there are also 4.4% who are 7, 16.5% who are 9, 16.9% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 76.2% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 64.1% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 44.5% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 49.2% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 5.4% in 2006 to 6.4% in 2007 to 2.7% in 2008, 4.4% in 2009 and to 6.8%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

17.2 18.8 64.1 100

17.7 41.2 41.2 100

5.5 14.9 23.0 38.1 1.9 16.6 100

5.2 11.0 35.6 36.9 0.8 10.5 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 7 OUT OF 7 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 3.6% children cannot even read letters, 9.9% can read letters but
not more, 32.4% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 40.7% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 13.5% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

2.7 5.7 4.3 3.9 8.4 14.9 15.7 11.0

23.7 28.0 25.8 29.9 24.7 29.9 37.3 34.6

4.8 7.5 10.9 7.6 9.2 13.8 22.6 27.4

22.8 17.2 16.0 23.4 20.4 20.7 19.3 35.5

4.7 5.7 7.9 10.4 13.9 13.1 21.8 14.7

21.1 20.6 20.6 19.2 14.8 14.7 18.8 22.3

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

13.9 47.1 30.7 6.7 1.7 100

2.9 20.1 47.8 22.2 7.0 100

3.6 9.9 32.4 40.7 13.5 100

0.8 3.4 10.2 46.5 39.1 100

3.4 1.8 4.8 25.2 64.8 100

1.9 0.5 2.0 10.9 84.6 100

0.4 0.9 1.2 7.8 89.8 100

3.2 0.6 0.0 3.6 92.6 100

4.5 14.0 20.0 21.9 39.8 100

MEGHALAYA RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 5.6% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 9.4% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 47.8% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 34.4% can do subtraction but not division, and 2.8% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

14.1 38.1 43.5 3.4 0.9 100

7.5 12.8 58.5 18.8 2.4 100

5.6 9.4 47.8 34.4 2.8 100

2.1 3.1 26.2 54.1 14.5 100

3.0 2.4 8.8 46.8 38.9 100

2.4 0.8 3.5 27.7 65.5 100

0.4 0.3 4.0 22.0 73.4 100

4.0 1.2 1.5 12.0 81.4 100

5.7 11.1 29.2 27.3 26.7 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

MEGHALAYA RURAL

Arithmetic

45.2 5.2 49.7 62.3 6.3 31.4 79.7 6.8 13.5 67.1 3.9 29.0

18.1 6.5 75.4 33.710.6 55.7 64.2 3.2 32.6 49.3 8.4 42.3

12.6 8.4 79.1 17.5 8.3 74.2 36.0 5.7 58.3 25.3 8.7 66.0

9.9 3.8 86.3 10.1 6.6 83.2 15.6 5.5 78.8 11.3 5.6 83.2

Everyday Math Tool
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MEGHALAYA RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

East Garo Hills 59.8 2.4 30.7 2.7 74.5 55.6 61.7 59.7 77.5 68.8 54.7 59.8

East Khasi Hills * 56.9 6.6 60.6 22.1 93.5 98.1 83.1 61.0

Jaintia Hills * 22.2 12.6 44.0 24.3 98.7 98.7 87.7 73.4 74.3 69.7

Ri Bhoi 41.3 4.0 46.2 33.0 98.9 100.0 77.0 55.0 66.1 48.2 15.1 56.1

South Garo Hills * 50.3 8.7 38.5 17.5 92.9 92.4 57.3 48.0 92.2 94.3

West Garo Hills 44.5 9.1 34.1 7.9 96.1 96.6 84.1 70.5 80.9 65.7 45.3 49.6

West Khasi Hills 57.9 4.8 61.4 12.6 84.2 85.1 61.4 53.1 34.0 30.1 10.9 38.8

Total 46.7 7.2 46.8 16.1 91.3 89.0 76.5 63.8 70.2 57.6 41.7 51.1

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi



153ASER 2010

School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0

3.9 0.0

96.2 100.0

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

100.0 66.7

0.0 22.2

0.0 11.1

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

94 44.7 41.5 13.8 92 68.5 21.7 9.8

92 19.6 66.3 14.1 90 36.7 47.8 15.6

94 64.9 20.2 14.9 92 77.2 18.5 4.4

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

114 63.2 28.1 8.8 92 68.5 21.7 9.8

108 36.1 54.6 9.3 90 36.7 47.8 15.6

113 82.3 8.9 8.9 92 77.2 18.5 4.4

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

107 135 101

9 9 9

116 144 110

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

92.5 88.9 94.4 91.1 69.4 78.3

1.3 0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

83.5 71.7 81.7 60.0 33.3 55.6

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

56.2 67.4 68.8 50.0 66.7 22.2

47.2 63.4 66.7 25.0 33.3 11.1
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

85.0 76.9 74.7 85.6 83.1 83.7

1.2 7.1 6.1 0.0 0.0 0.0

84.9 62.7 60.2100.0 88.9 88.9

MEGHALAYA RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 13.3% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
33.3% are below the norm and 53.3% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 14.3% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
14.3% are below the norm and 71.4% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

76 71.0

18 16.8

6 5.6

7 6.5

107 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

39 41.1

18 19.0

12 12.6

9 9.5

7 7.4

3 3.2

7 7.4

95 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

MEGHALAYA RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

52.9 22.1 25.0

0

0.0 23.1 76.9

      25.0 50.0 25.0

14.3 14.3 71.4

0.0 100.0 0.0

0.0 33.3 66.7

100.0 0.0 0.0

50.0 50.0

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

33.6

45.5

13.8

70.6

5.5

23.9

34.9

37.7

27.4

64.8

9.1

10.2

15.9

40.0

26.8

78.0

6.4

15.6

59.4

50.9

33.3 13.3 53.3

33.3 16.7 50.0

0.0 16.7 83.3

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

84.7 13.0 0.1 2.2 100

80.8 13.4 0.1 5.8 100

89.9 9.7 0.1 0.4 100

90.4 9.0 0.1 0.6 100

89.2 10.6 0.1 0.1 100

76.3 18.5 0.1 5.1 100

77.2 17.0 0.1 5.7 100

75.1 20.5 0.1 4.4 100

61.8 12.5 0.0 25.7 100

60.5 12.0 0.0 27.6 100

63.9 13.2 0.0 22.9 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

39.8 33.1 15.9 6.9             4.4

5.0 16.9 36.4 22.4 9.0 7.0               3.4

2.5 4.1 11.6 30.1 23.6 18.9 4.6 4.8

5.8 7.5 21.2 26.9 17.8 10.4 5.6 4.8

2.8 5.5 6.1 22.0 25.4 16.3 12.1 7.1          2.8

5.7 10.5 11.1 22.7 24.0 14.7 8.0 3.3

              6.1 5.6 20.8 24.6 21.7 10.4 10.8

7.4 11.1 20.0 30.7 14.3 16.5

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 30.1%
children are 8 years old but there are also 11.6% who are 7, 23.6 % who are 9, 18.9% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 94.4% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 40.8% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 11.9% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 14.3% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

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, 1.8% in 2009 and to 4.4% in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

53.3 5.9 40.8 100

53.5 22.5 24.0 100

9.0 10.1 66.7 8.2 0.1 5.8 100

2.0 5.2 81.1 7.1 0.2 4.4 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 8 OUT OF 8 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 0.2% children cannot even read letters, 2.5% can read letters but
not more, 17% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 52.2% can read Std 1 text but
not Std 2 level text, and 28.1% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

5.3 5.3 5.8 8.9 6.4 7.6 9.7 6.3

17.5 23.6 35.9 29.3 33.7 38.0 37.0 24.2

1.7 2.1 2.1 3.4 4.3 4.3 5.6 7.4

17.1 18.1 13.0 21.9 9.7 4.6 12.7 3.2

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

8.6 42.7 41.4 5.7 1.6 100

1.4 9.4 42.7 42.5 4.0 100

0.2 2.5 17.0 52.2 28.1 100

0.0 0.8 4.5 30.7 64.0 100

0.1 1.2 4.2 22.4 72.1 100

0.0 0.7 1.8 12.1 85.5 100

0.3 0.3 1.1 8.2 90.2 100

0.0 0.8 1.3 7.4 90.5 100

1.6 8.7 17.5 26.5 45.7 100

MIZORAM RURAL

note: This tool was also available in English.
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 0.4% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 2.6% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 22.1% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 52.9% can do subtraction but not division, and 22.1% can do
division. For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

11.1 42.9 39.7 5.2 1.0 100

1.8 9.8 46.5 38.5 3.5 100

0.4 2.6 22.1 52.9 22.1 100

0.2 1.0 9.9 37.7 51.3 100

0.2 1.3 7.2 29.3 62.0 100

0.2 0.6 4.8 18.1 76.3 100

0.3 0.5 2.7 15.2 81.5 100

0.2 0.3 3.5 10.9 85.1 100

2.1 8.8 20.5 29.3 39.3 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

MIZORAM RURAL

Arithmetic

13.1 7.2 79.8 25.5 20.9 53.7 66.8 11.4 21.8 58.5 10.1 31.5

11.3 6.3 82.4 15.4 11.6 73.0 53.1 17.7 29.2 51.2 9.9 38.9

7.4 4.8 87.8 21.3 13.4 65.3 42.4 14.8 42.8 32.9 13.7 53.4

5.0 5.8 89.2 11.9 12.3 75.8 34.7 12.0 53.4 26.7 8.4 64.9

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Aizawl 60.1 7.6 21.9 3.3 99.6 90.9 87.8 77.7 97.0 66.3 20.0 17.8

Champhai 98.0 0.6 21.8 3.1 82.9 83.2 84.5 74.2 54.2 46.3 12.9 36.0

Kolasib 53.8 0.2 29.6 2.1 98.1 97.4 96.8 96.4 94.9 91.4 41.2 81.9

Lawngtlai 47.1 0.1 9.6 16.2 90.5 90.3 90.6 90.4 73.0 53.2 52.9 57.4

Lunglei 81.3 2.2 3.6 8.4 96.9 96.1 82.3 79.0 90.2 70.2 52.2 50.5

Mamit 86.0 0.9 2.7 1.5 98.6 99.6 95.6 90.5 94.7 81.0 36.7 67.4

Saiha 26.4 0.5 1.3 5.0 99.3 99.3 96.4 97.4 87.4 81.3 64.3 74.1

Serchhip 97.1 0.0 27.9 13.5 97.0 100.0 87.3 87.3 94.8 68.2 53.5 58.5

Total 66.4 2.2 13.0 5.6 95.2 93.7 89.2 84.3 84.1 65.5 34.4 44.7

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0

3.5 50.0

96.5 50.0

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

92.6 85.7

1.8 0.0

5.5 14.3

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

110 65.5 25.5 9.1 153 92.8 4.6 2.6

100 49.0 41.0 10.0 139 78.4 18.7 2.9

109 67.0 25.7 7.3 152 92.8 5.3 2.0

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

127 83.5 12.6 3.9 153 92.8 4.6 2.6

110 70.0 25.5 4.6 139 78.4 18.7 2.9

126 75.4 23.0 1.6 152 92.8 5.3 2.0

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

135 166

17 8

0 152 174

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

93.8 94.5 89.5 92.9

0.8 0.0 0.0 0.0

78.7 78.1 52.9 66.7

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

20.9 32.1 37.5 25.0

19.1 30.1 12.5 25.0
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

86.0 86.5 85.8 72.7

0.8 2.0 0.0 0.0

82.3 88.2 94.1 50.0

MIZORAM RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 13.9% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
4.6% are below the norm and 81.5% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 7.7% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms), 7.7%
are below the norm and 84.6% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

64 39.8

70 43.5

17 10.6

10 6.2

161 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

4 2.7

13 8.8

40 27.0

37 25.0

20 13.5

7 4.7

27 18.2

148 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

MIZORAM RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

5.1 15.3 79.7

0

0.0 0.0 100.0

       0.0 0.0 100.0

7.7 7.7 84.6

5.9 94.1 0.0

100.0 0.0 0.0

100.0 0.0 0.0

88.2 11.8

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

80.1

40.7

35.5

47.3

4.1

48.5

7.1

36.7

56.2

43.4

15.1

10.7

30.8

40.2

36.0

93.6

4.7

1.7

96.5

94.4

4.6 13.9 81.5

50.0 25.0 25.0

12.5 12.5 75.0

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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NAGALAND RURAL

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

61.7 36.1 0.1 2.2 100

60.5 35.5 0.1 4.0 100

62.8 35.8 0.1 1.3 100

63.5 35.3 0.1 1.1 100

61.9 36.4 0.1 1.6 100

61.0 35.4 0.0 3.7 100

60.8 35.0 0.0 4.2 100

61.1 35.7 0.0 3.2 100

52.1 34.8 0.0 13.2 100

55.3 32.0 0.0 12.6 100

48.2 38.0 0.0 13.8 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

9.5 42.4 33.3 8.8            6.0

1.4 10.1 33.7 29.5 12.4 6.8               6.1

        1.5 7.3 31.2 24.3 18.0 9.8 6.1              1.9

1.7 9.1 21.8 31.5 12.9 12.4 7.2 3.6

             2.0 5.7 32.1 21.1 18.1 12.1 6.1         2.9

3.3 9.7 16.0 29.3 17.2 19.1         5.5

             2.0 3.8 23.0 27.7 25.1 11.9 6.5

2.1 5.2 23.2 30.3 17.5 21.8

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 31.2%
children are 8 years old but there are also 7.3% who are 7, 24.3% who are 9, 18% who are
10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 65.2% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 72.5% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 35.5% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 36.7% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

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, 3.7% in 2009 and to 3.2%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

16.1 11.4 72.5 100

7.8 70.1 22.1 100

1.1 12.9 50.3 31.1 0.0 4.6 100

0.0 2.1 57.6 38.9 0.0 1.4 100

ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 11 OUT OF 11 DISTRICTS
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 0.6% children cannot even read letters, 6.5% can read letters but
not more, 41.7% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 38.5% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 12.8% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

15.4 14.6 19.1 19.6 27.1 12.7 16.3 23.7

28.5 34.3 40.2 40.1 38.5 49.9 48.5 57.7

12.9 10.8 9.3 8.4 14.6 13.2 14.8 21.7

36.4 36.8 41.1 40.0 40.8 45.9 52.1 54.5

7.6 7.2 7.1 8.7 7.8 5.8 6.8 10.3

26.5 31.9 34.7 32.2 32.2 30.0 40.0 39.8

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

3.6 39.9 45.7 9.5 1.4 100

0.8 21.0 51.9 22.5 3.7 100

0.6 6.5 41.7 38.5 12.8 100

0.5 2.5 23.0 41.3 32.8 100

0.0 1.3 13.0 32.2 53.5 100

0.1 0.6 4.8 32.4 62.1 100

0.0 0.6 2.5 28.1 68.8 100

0.0 0.5 1.5 5.6 92.4 100

0.8 10.1 26.1 27.2 35.9 100

NAGALAND RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 0.8% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 5.3% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 48.7% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 38.8% can do subtraction but not division, and 6.5% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

2.8 30.3 58.7 7.4 0.8 100

1.2 11.9 63.4 21.8 1.8 100

0.8 5.3 48.7 38.8 6.5 100

0.6 2.7 24.1 54.2 18.4 100

0.2 0.9 18.6 44.5 35.7 100

0.0 0.8 9.6 43.5 46.1 100

0.1 0.8 5.4 37.1 56.6 100

0.2 0.7 2.3 15.2 81.7 100

0.8 7.3 32.3 33.2 26.4 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

NAGALAND RURAL

Arithmetic

34.4 15.5 50.1 51.6 16.5 32.0 82.3 11.8 5.9 56.6 10.6 32.8

21.9 15.2 62.9 46.7 14.0 39.3 76.4 12.1 11.6 39.1 13.0 47.9

15.1 14.4 70.5 40.5 12.1 47.5 70.6 12.9 16.6 32.4 12.7 54.9

11.7 16.2 72.2 32.7 13.0 54.3 58.4 19.0 22.6 29.3 14.1 56.6

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Dimapur 67.8 1.4 52.3 38.4 99.5 99.5 83.4 80.5 62.7 79.9 25.9 70.0

Kiphire * 1.4 34.1 27.4 99.1 99.0 44.9 60.2 36.2 34.0 29.6 29.2

Kohima 33.8 6.4 56.6 11.0 99.5 100.0 64.0 17.8 7.3 54.6 0.8 40.1

Longleng 53.9 4.9 48.9 31.1 99.1 98.6 58.4 59.0 75.1 61.7 37.6 33.1

Mokokchung 70.7 1.4 32.6 28.1 100.0 99.6 84.2 68.1 42.2 10.3 4.9 3.5

Mon 41.3 2.8 10.2 3.2 100.0 100.0 44.6 46.4 84.4 5.9 5.8 81.8

Peren 68.4 2.0 55.0 18.8 99.7 99.3 91.6 91.3 34.0 29.8 9.1 25.8

Phek 57.5 1.5 39.9 15.6 95.7 97.7 57.9 73.0 65.7 68.5 31.0 33.9

Tuensang * 1.6 25.5 23.1 93.2 91.7 73.1 62.4

Wokha 43.8 1.2 47.1 10.0 96.5 98.5 85.9 76.7 77.1 48.2 31.9 28.7

Zunheboto 18.1 1.7 29.5 13.7 100.0 99.2 91.0 95.5 99.3 75.8 8.8 54.3

Total 52.8 2.2 36.1 17.9 97.9 98.1 69.4 65.3 63.6 43.0 14.0 47.6

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0

10.3 0.0

89.7 100.0

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

90.4 35.0

8.6 35.0

1.0 30.0

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

196 79.1 18.4 2.6 192 94.3 0.5 5.2

185 76.8 20.5 2.7 189 92.6 1.6 5.8

190 84.7 14.7 0.5 189 94.2 1.6 4.2

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

190 97.9 2.1 0.0 192 94.3 0.5 5.2

181 89.5 10.5 0.0 189 92.6 1.6 5.8

192 99.0 1.0 0.0 189 94.2 1.6 4.2

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

213 215 202

23 27 21

236 242 223

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

91.6 89.2 87.2 93.0 80.0 86.3

0.5 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

64.7 56.1 49.7 45.5 51.9 27.8

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

3.4 16.0 18.7 4.8 11.1 28.6

2.9 13.6 17.5 4.6 12.0 28.6
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

85.0 84.4 81.9 79.9 87.3 83.0

3.0 1.9 3.1 13.6 0.0 0.0

83.5 80.2 74.4 81.8 85.2 68.4

NAGALAND RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 8.3% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
6.3% are below the norm and 85.4% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 14.3% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
14.3% are below the norm and 71.4% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

98 45.8

51 23.8

25 11.7

40 18.7

214 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

2 1.0

13 6.6

11 5.6

42 21.2

54 27.3

30 15.2

46 23.2

198 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

NAGALAND RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

1.1 9.9 89.0

0

0.0 0.0 100.0

       0.0 0.0 100.0

14.3 14.3 71.4

0.0 60.9 39.1

19.1 19.1 61.9

37.5 31.3 31.3

42.3 57.7

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

83.6

63.8

43.3

56.9

6.0

37.0

13.8

30.0

56.2

47.8

9.4

11.7

31.1

48.3

43.5

86.7

4.1

9.2

81.9

30.7

6.3 8.3 85.4

9.1 4.6 86.4

18.4 15.8 65.8

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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Odisha

Punjab

Rajasthan

Sikkim

Tamil  Nadu

Tripura
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ODISHA RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 30 OUT OF 30 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

89.9 5.4 0.3 4.5 100

86.0 5.8 0.3 7.9 100

91.8 4.9 0.5 2.9 100

91.7 4.9 0.5 2.8 100

91.9 4.8 0.4 2.9 100

87.8 5.3 0.1 6.8 100

87.9 5.5 0.1 6.4 100

87.6 5.1 0.2 7.2 100

66.1 9.5 0.1 24.4 100

66.1 8.8 0.0 25.1 100

66.1 10.3 0.1 23.5 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

40.7 41.6 11.4 6.3

3.4 14.7 57.7 17.4             6.8

        2.0 12.0 66.1 12.0 4.3            3.5

3.6 13.8 59.3 19.0             4.3

            3.8 8.0 65.0 13.5 6.1             3.7

2.8 10.8 55.5 23.7 3.5 3.8

              4.2 7.4 65.4 14.2 5.3          3.5

5.4 13.5 57.3 17.5 4.8 1.4

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 66.1%
children are 8 years old but there are also 12% who are 7, 12% who are 9, 4.3% who are
10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 90.4% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 19.4% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 5.6% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school
and 5.1% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 13.7% in 2006 to 12.4% in 2007 to 12% in 2008, 9.9% in 2009 and to 7.2%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

77.0 3.6 19.4 100

83.6 6.7 9.7 100

29.0 3.1 54.9 7.1 0.5 5.5 100

5.8 2.3 81.1 7.4 0.2 3.3 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 5.3% children cannot even read letters, 18.3% can read letters but
not more, 31.8% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 24.1% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 20.6% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

32.9 45.5 43.7 50.3 50.8 51.5 51.0 52.1

57.0 60.8 40.1 52.6 62.3 42.3 55.3 36.8

35.6 44.5 51.6 50.2 52.2 55.3 55.8 56.0

64.9 68.7 81.9 67.9 81.2 66.1 68.1 60.9

36.2 41.2 49.1 48.8 49.9 54.7 52.0 55.2

54.4 65.7 81.1 68.7 78.3 72.9 67.5 48.4

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

33.0 42.5 16.3 4.5 3.7 100

13.2 32.5 33.0 12.2 9.1 100

5.3 18.3 31.8 24.1 20.6 100

2.8 11.4 23.3 27.3 35.2 100

2.3 7.2 15.2 29.3 46.0 100

1.1 5.8 8.2 23.2 61.7 100

1.8 3.6 6.8 18.6 69.2 100

1.1 2.7 3.6 14.8 77.8 100

8.3 16.4 17.8 19.2 38.3 100

ODISHA RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 5.8% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 22.3% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 35.1% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 28.3% can do subtraction but not division, and 8.5% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

38.8 38.6 17.5 3.8 1.4 100

15.2 37.8 31.1 12.5 3.4 100

5.8 22.3 35.1 28.3 8.5 100

3.1 14.6 30.2 34.5 17.7 100

2.4 9.2 22.8 33.5 32.2 100

1.5 6.4 13.5 33.8 44.8 100

2.0 4.6 12.8 29.5 51.1 100

1.0 3.2 9.2 22.3 64.4 100

9.5 17.9 22.0 24.4 26.2 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

ODISHA RURAL

Arithmetic

34.3 11.9 53.8 46.9 15.6 37.6 69.7 10.1 20.2 62.8 9.9 27.4

25.6 12.7 61.7 37.3 15.0 47.8 59.5 11.6 29.0 54.5 10.8 34.7

20.2 13.2 66.6 31.1 13.7 55.2 53.0 12.9 34.0 49.1 11.7 39.2

16.4 10.9 72.6 24.3 13.7 62.0 45.7 12.6 41.8 41.8 11.4 46.8

Everyday Math Tool
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ODISHA RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anugul 93.3 2.1 6.6 32.3 74.1 79.5 64.9 53.6 76.2 57.8 22.0 33.5

Balangir 60.0 1.5 4.3 25.5 44.6 40.0 53.0 36.6 50.2 52.1 22.4 27.0

Baleshwar 81.7 1.6 6.9 82.4 89.2 80.3 65.5 65.5 87.8 47.7 19.7 8.2

Bargarh 97.5 0.6 12.0 33.2 83.1 78.2 57.6 46.5 60.0 49.5 41.0 49.5

Boudh 83.2 3.6 2.1 32.3 68.7 70.9 56.7 38.7 37.1 24.7 7.5 13.4

Bhadrak 94.3 0.3 3.3 82.1 95.7 95.0 86.1 82.6 91.2 52.3 29.0 24.2

Cuttack 85.2 2.7 9.3 73.9 94.2 92.1 76.4 67.5 82.9 61.3 34.8 40.2

Deogarh* 1.6 3.3 35.1 86.0 84.7 66.1 63.6 34.3 24.4 16.7 21.5

Dhenkanal 88.5 1.7 1.9 36.3 91.0 86.6 70.9 48.3 36.6 29.7 22.2 28.8

Gajapati 97.8 6.2 5.3 45.3 66.3 63.5 60.6 54.9 63.5 60.6 47.5 43.3

Ganjam 90.4 8.7 3.8 75.5 71.2 67.5 57.9 49.8 60.6 57.5 48.3 49.1

Jagatsinghapur 90.1 0.6 6.4 72.9 95.2 87.3 82.3 72.9 89.2 73.1 26.0 39.2

Jajapur 98.2 0.4 5.7 65.2 87.1 85.0 79.7 71.1 76.2 61.5 53.1 53.7

Jharsuguda 99.3 2.2 4.4 19.4 83.3 82.2 69.9 59.2 71.4 69.5 58.9 59.6

Kalahandi 79.7 6.9 2.9 38.5 77.7 65.2 43.0 35.7 42.4 32.4 14.1 20.4

Kandhamal 100.0 8.9 0.7 4.6 60.0 54.9 44.5 31.9 36.8 37.2 28.7 26.7

Kendrapara 72.7 2.7 3.8 69.5 85.1 75.9 60.3 57.6 50.0 40.6 28.6 31.7

Kendujhar 81.0 2.7 6.7 36.5 56.6 53.3 54.9 42.6 66.1 44.8 21.5 21.7

Khordha 87.5 0.3 8.0 76.6 92.1 90.5 83.4 77.5 73.9 63.1 41.3 38.6

Koraput * 70.2 16.7 4.2 34.9 47.8 50.9 37.2 29.5

Malkangiri 81.2 5.8 5.3 24.9 69.8 57.0 65.0 52.1 60.7 44.3 27.3 38.5

Mayurbhanj 93.5 7.5 1.6 31.0 64.0 57.1 50.0 31.4 44.32 35.84 26.16 38.51

Nabarangapur 69.9 17.2 3.2 20.1 67.7 63.3 39.3 29.9 63.1 46.2 17.5 41.7

Nayagarh 81.6 4.4 8.5 61.7 72.7 69.7 63.6 55.1 64.5 46.7 20.7 34.0

Nuapada 96.6 4.9 3.9 22.7 61.4 55.3 44.5 37.5 60.4 54.4 44.9 45.6

Puri 87.6 1.6 5.4 72.1 90.4 84.3 81.9 70.5 66.7 49.2 28.7 70.5

Rayagada 87.9 6.6 4.0 39.3 57.3 55.3 54.8 55.7 64.3 44.8 32.0 32.3

Sambalpur 97.3 4.1 8.6 37.0 81.8 84.0 57.0 37.0 39.2 39.4 6.3 41.1

Sonapur 88.1 0.6 1.0 41.7 80.2 79.7 51.5 43.1 57.7 51.3 32.5 37.0

Sundargarh 69.2 3.6 11.7 38.4 71.4 70.0 44.0 35.7 47.7 57.7 21.7 38.8

Total 85.2 4.5 5.4 52.5 76.1 71.9 61.4 52.1 63.2 50.0 30.7 36.5

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 5.8 8.1

6.2 10.8

88.0 81.2

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

97.5 88.0

1.7 3.8

0.8 8.2

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

282 49.7 30.5 19.9 339 85.6 5.0 9.4

278 56.5 25.9 17.6 307 86.3 4.2 9.5

280 75.4 12.9 11.8 322 91.9 2.8 5.3

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

335 61.2 23.0 15.8 339 85.6 5.0 9.4

334 67.4 17.1 15.6 307 86.3 4.2 9.5

334 84.7 6.3 9.0 322 91.9 2.8 5.3

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

406 403 383

306 344 358

712 747 741

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

91.1 92.3 89.1 87.2 90.4 83.8

0.4 0.0 1.3 0.0 0.4 0.7

77.9 80.1 74.3 62.3 71.1 56.0

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

72.1 70.8 77.0 65.1 71.9 69.4

59.1 64.9 66.8 48.8 62.4 58.1
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

72.4 74.1 71.9 70.1 73.0 72.3

12.9 8.3 11.9 13.2 9.1 9.6

51.6 54.8 51.5 44.7 50.5 51.4

ODISHA RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 19.8% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
73.3% are below the norm and 7% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 20% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms), 32%
are below the norm and 48% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

155 21.4

120 16.6

111 15.3

339 46.8

725 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

121 22.6

131 24.4

93 17.4

75 14.0

45 8.4

37 6.9

34 6.3

536 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

ODISHA RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

60.4 30.2 9.4

0

9.2 13.9 76.9

     25.0 29.7 45.3

32.0 20.0 48.0

29.4 17.7 52.9

38.9 22.2 38.9

40.0 25.0 35.0

38.9 61.1

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

74.6

44.5

40.7

15.2

14.5

70.3

15.5

33.6

50.9

30.3

20.0

10.3

39.4

81.3

76.9

34.7

18.5

46.8

74.3

88.6

73.3 19.8 7.0

79.8 14.6 5.6

59.2 14.9 26.0

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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PUNJAB RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 19 OUT OF 19 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

60.2 38.0 0.1 1.7 100

61.7 35.3 0.1 2.9 100

59.6 39.6 0.1 0.7 100

58.2 40.9 0.2 0.7 100

61.5 37.8 0.0 0.7 100

63.8 33.2 0.1 3.0 100

61.2 35.5 0.1 3.2 100

67.1 30.2 0.0 2.7 100

62.6 29.1 0.0 8.3 100

63.2 29.6 0.0 7.2 100

61.6 28.4 0.0 10.0 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

28.9 35.6 21.1 8.3             6.2

4.9 17.3 35.1 28.1 9.5 5.2

        4.9 16.1 35.5 26.4 11.7              5.3

5.5 18.5 28.8 30.1 9.4 7.7

             5.3 9.4 40.0 27.1 12.2              6.0

4.8 13.1 26.2 35.2 13.2 7.6

              4.2 7.8 33.8 33.2 15.3          5.7

3.3 12.4 29.8 30.9 17.7 5.9

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 35.5 %
children are 8 years old but there are also 16.1% who are 7, 26.4% who are 9, 11.7 % who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 97.3% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 24.8% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 39.7% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 35.8% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 5% in 2006 to 4.9% in 2007 to 4.9% in 2008, 6.2% in 2009 and to 2.7% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

59.8 15.4 24.8 100

50.7 38.0 11.3 100

11.1 4.6 34.4 45.0 0.2 4.8 100

2.5 2.2 45.3 47.6 0.2 2.1 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 1.3% children cannot even read letters, 12.5% can read letters but
not more, 33.2% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 30.6% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 22.5% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

9.1 11.7 13.8 13.6 16.2 14.6 12.6 20.4

22.8 20.9 23.0 30.9 28.7 20.7 26.2 29.6

13.3 15.1 23.8 19.7 23.1 17.6 21.4 28.1

29.3 30.4 37.6 30.8 41.5 31.5 35.6 43.9

8.5 9.1 11.5 9.4 10.5 10.8 9.2 11.6

25.4 26.5 29.4 32.0 31.0 32.9 29.8 24.3

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

20.6 53.2 18.4 3.3 4.6 100

3.7 33.0 39.4 14.8 9.1 100

1.3 12.5 33.2 30.6 22.5 100

1.2 6.6 14.0 30.4 47.8 100

0.5 3.2 8.0 18.6 69.7 100

0.3 1.7 5.1 12.7 80.2 100

0.8 1.2 2.2 9.0 86.7 100

0.6 1.4 2.3 7.5 88.2 100

3.8 14.9 16.0 16.2 49.2 100

PUNJAB RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 0.9% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 11.6% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 23.9% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 43.1% can do subtraction but not division, and 20.6% can do
division. For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

19.2 43.8 24.7 7.6 4.6 100

3.7 25.9 38.5 25.1 6.9 100

0.9 11.6 23.9 43.1 20.6 100

0.8 4.6 13.3 34.8 46.6 100

0.6 3.0 6.6 20.1 69.8 100

0.5 1.6 4.5 17.3 76.2 100

1.1 1.2 2.6 15.4 79.8 100

0.9 1.2 3.9 11.9 82.1 100

3.6 12.2 15.3 22.2 46.7 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

PUNJAB RURAL

Arithmetic

21.8 13.6 64.6 33.6 11.9 54.5 54.5 10.1 35.4 44.7 9.1 46.2

15.4 11.8 72.8 26.2 10.9 62.8 46.0 12.8 41.2 44.0 8.4 47.6

11.4 10.5 78.1 20.3 12.7 67.1 41.0 12.0 47.0 36.3 10.7 53.1

8.1 8.6 83.3 13.7 11.5 74.8 32.3 13.5 54.2 31.7 9.6 58.7

Everyday Math Tool
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PUNJAB RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Amritsar 89.6 1.4 41.5 16.8 88.3 90.1 67.3 67.3 68.9 61.6 27.3 38.3

Bathinda * 1.7 34.4 8.9 91.9 90.6 83.7 83.7 91.8 79.0 61.8 64.2

Faridkot 72.6 2.0 29.8 8.0 85.7 85.6 75.2 79.0 90.5 90.2 88.6 86.5

Fatehgarh Sahib 91.7 0.3 15.0 13.4 85.3 83.7 85.9 91.4 98.7 96.5 86.1 81.3

Firozpur 58.0 4.5 40.2 9.9 82.0 80.2 66.7 71.4 85.5 84.0 76.5 64.9

Gurdaspur 88.6 0.3 43.5 18.0 81.3 84.6 75.4 82.5 69.2 56.0 48.9 56.8

Hoshiarpur 95.2 0.3 42.4 28.4 89.5 93.5 77.8 83.2 58.2 45.6 24.0 21.3

Jalandhar 84.1 0.9 27.2 18.5 94.2 93.0 77.9 86.1 63.4 64.7 41.6 18.5

Kapurthala * 1.5 29.2 28.2 86.5 88.8 62.8 65.9 83.3 69.7 44.8 57.1

Ludhiana 82.3 1.0 34.0 16.8 90.8 90.4 77.0 84.9 71.2 63.6 34.5 60.3

Mansa 70.7 3.0 39.9 7.7 89.1 89.6 59.2 71.0 79.7 75.3 65.0 63.3

Moga* 2.4 49.2 20.3 91.8 91.7 72.3 75.9 66.3 55.9 42.1 53.1

Muktsar 76.3 2.6 48.2 10.9 92.8 92.6 72.4 73.9 74.7 71.1 49.2 58.1

Nawanshehar 95.4 1.1 20.6 22.9 88.0 92.1 89.8 87.1 89.4 89.6 91.0 92.4

Patiala 77.8 0.7 43.8 19.9 83.9 83.8 70.0 72.1 81.2 62.0 29.7 45.1

Rupnagar 90.8 0.8 42.6 15.2 85.6 84.7 71.1 78.6 56.0 48.6 29.6 42.3

Sangrur 77.6 1.5 41.4 11.8 87.7 88.2 67.9 76.4 82.0 54.7 28.0 44.6

SAS Nagar 90.6 1.2 38.5 26.4 94.1 94.1 74.6 76.6 64.0 80.4 46.3 79.8

Tarn Taran 74.8 4.9 35.9 17.3 82.0 82.5 74.8 75.2 78.7 61.6 42.7 46.8

Total 82.1 1.7 38.0 17.2 87.7 88.4 73.8 78.8 74.4 64.7 44.5 51.2

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 3.5 0.0

3.5 7.1

92.9 92.9

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

94.0 57.9

3.7 17.5

2.3 24.6

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

263 62.0 33.1 4.9 361 95.3 1.4 3.3

287 79.1 16.0 4.9 332 93.7 3.3 3.0

344 94.2 3.2 2.6 341 96.2 2.6 1.2

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

353 83.0 14.2 2.8 361 95.3 1.4 3.3

346 87.0 9.8 3.2 332 93.7 3.3 3.0

388 96.4 1.6 2.1 341 96.2 2.6 1.2

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

383 431 391

61 38 58

444 469 449

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

85.6 84.8 89.1 87.3 82.2 84.6

0.0 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0

57.9 54.7 64.1 46.2 41.9 54.0

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

47.4 45.6 53.3 35.0 41.7 47.4

37.4 46.5 39.1 33.9 40.6 26.5
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

80.6 84.4 82.5 82.6 85.6 84.4

3.8 1.7 0.0 1.8 0.0 0.0

72.3 82.5 78.1 82.1 86.5 87.9

PUNJAB RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 19.5% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
66.2% are below the norm and 14.3% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 29.3% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
19.5% are below the norm and 51.2% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

76 17.2

86 19.5

61 13.8

219 49.6

442 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

42 10.8

94 24.1

65 16.7

66 16.9

38 9.7

25 6.4

60 15.4

390 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

PUNJAB RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

41.9 40.3 17.7

0

4.2 20.8 75.0

       5.2 17.2 77.6

19.5 29.3 51.2

33.3 11.1 55.6

29.6 40.7 29.6

61.5 23.1 15.4

45.2 54.8

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

78.9

69.1

82.8

8.9

8.0

83.1

0.9

30.3

68.8

7.3

17.9

17.6

57.2

91.8

89.2

4.1

30.0

66.0

94.6

98.0

66.2 19.5 14.3

57.1 26.8 16.1

43.6 14.9 41.5

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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RAJASTHAN RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 32 OUT OF 32 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

60.4 33.4 0.4 5.8 100

59.7 31.3 0.4 8.7 100

59.8 35.7 0.4 4.1 100

57.6 38.8 0.5 3.2 100

62.6 31.8 0.4 5.3 100

61.7 29.7 0.3 8.3 100

60.5 33.7 0.3 5.5 100

63.2 24.4 0.3 12.1 100

54.7 24.0 0.5 20.9 100

55.8 27.2 0.5 16.4 100

52.9 19.2 0.3 27.7 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

38.5 32.3 16.2 7.8             5.2

9.4 20.8 29.2 25.4 6.2 5.7               3.3

        8.8 15.9 35.7 16.3 14.4 8.9

        2.1 7.3 22.1 23.7 26.6 7.2 6.6            4.5

2.7 9.7 12.5 37.2 15.8 13.1             9.2

7.4 24.5 21.1 27.8 11.2 8.0

              2.2 9.1 12.2 34.9 21.4 12.0          8.3

7.5 19.3 27.5 23.4   15.5 6.9

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 35.7 %
children are 8 years old but there are also 15.9% who are 7, 16.3 % who are 9, 14.4 % who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 95% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 43.6% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 37% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school
and 28.9% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 19.6% in 2006 to 14.4% in 2007 to 14.8% in 2008, 12.2% in 2009 and to
12.1% in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

43.1 13.3 43.6 100

38.3 29.9 31.8 100

7.7 4.7 40.1 35.2 0.5 11.8 100

3.0 2.6 52.1 35.8 0.4 6.1 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 5.4% children cannot even read letters, 25% can read letters but
not more, 33.8% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 20% can read Std 1 text but
not Std 2 level text, and 15.7 % can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

1.5 2.1 2.5 3.0 3.6 3.9 5.8 8.9

6.8 8.8 9.2 11.2 11.1 13.6 13.1 19.6

3.3 3.6 4.7 4.8 5.8 7.4 7.5 12.0

12.0 11.4 13.1 11.5 16.1 14.0 13.8 26.5

1.5 2.6 3.3 4.0 4.6 4.8 5.3 7.9

7.6 9.3 10.5 12.4 12.9 15.9 15.3 18.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

47.1 38.9 9.6 2.0 2.4 100

14.5 42.9 28.1 8.7 5.7 100

5.4 25.0 33.8 20.0 15.7 100

3.1 11.6 24.6 29.8 30.9 100

1.2 5.8 17.0 24.8 51.1 100

0.7 3.4 9.6 20.3 66.1 100

0.4 2.1 4.3 14.9 78.4 100

0.4 1.1 2.4 8.5 87.6 100

9.0 16.7 16.6 16.2 41.5 100

RAJASTHAN RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 5.8% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 28.2% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 37.3% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 21.6% can do subtraction but not division, and 7.1% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

46.2 40.6 10.2 1.9 1.1 100

13.7 44.7 31.2 8.2 2.3 100

5.8 28.2 37.3 21.6 7.1 100

2.6 15.0 30.7 33.1 18.7 100

1.2 8.4 22.6 35.0 32.8 100

0.7 3.9 16.5 28.7 50.1 100

0.4 3.0 10.9 26.1 59.7 100

0.4 1.4 6.0 19.1 73.1 100

8.8 18.5 21.0 21.7 30.0 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

RAJASTHAN RURAL

Arithmetic

32.5 16.2 51.4 50.016.9 33.1 69.3 9.9 20.8 63.911.1 25.0

22.9 15.0 62.1 38.116.7 45.2 56.3 12.1 31.6 50.113.4 36.5

16.5 14.6 68.9 27.516.5 56.0 46.0 14.2 39.8 41.512.2 46.3

10.4 11.8 77.8 20.714.6 64.7 35.7 14.8 49.5 32.813.5 53.7

Everyday Math Tool

N
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RAJASTHAN RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Ajmer 63.4 9.8 30.8 4.5 72.3 72.6 53.8 43.8 58.0 47.2 27.4 40.7

Alwar 72.1 2.4 37.3 4.4 76.2 77.7 60.0 55.5 75.1 61.4 52.6 49.3

Banswara 82.4 8.8 13.0 13.9 65.3 70.5 52.3 48.0 79.9 65.4 55.6 55.5

Baran 67.7 9.3 24.2 10.5 74.4 72.4 54.2 48.0 76.7 57.7 37.7 33.0

Barmer 34.0 12.4 4.5 9.3 59.3 56.0 60.8 59.4 81.4 73.5 55.1 71.6

Bharatpur 70.0 4.4 49.7 10.9 77.3 72.1 58.0 53.0 88.7 73.5 66.4 61.1

Bhilwara 59.1 6.3 20.2 6.8 60.4 59.2 40.3 33.0 57.6 39.5 17.5 22.5

Bikaner 66.7 5.0 23.6 6.7 73.7 83.2 69.9 65.1 82.9 69.1 53.1 69.3

Bundi 58.6 5.1 35.4 10.1 69.7 71.3 59.8 55.9 65.0 43.0 24.3 20.5

Chittaurgarh 86.4 4.6 15.8 3.9 68.9 67.4 63.7 45.7 60.2 40.8 24.5 41.7

Churu 64.9 3.4 46.5 8.1 76.8 72.5 69.0 63.6 78.0 64.0 44.1 50.2

Dausa 54.3 1.3 50.2 9.3 89.5 88.5 67.4 60.2 79.1 65.9 53.0 43.8

Dhaulpur 58.6 8.2 35.8 13.9 52.2 53.5 39.5 32.7 38.8 23.6 13.9 29.9

Dungarpur 62.0 5.0 19.9 7.3 73.9 75.6 62.0 47.3 61.7 44.9 25.9 35.4

Ganganagar 79.8 3.6 40.9 7.5 74.4 76.1 57.6 61.9 78.1 60.2 36.9 42.8

Hanumangarh 57.4 4.2 47.1 8.4 83.3 82.8 75.6 68.6 68.3 47.0 31.1 47.4

Jaipur 56.1 1.9 53.5 8.8 61.0 67.3 62.4 46.8 46.2 35.6 19.6 35.6

Jaisalmer 54.7 6.2 9.9 4.4 74.5 78.1 61.0 55.3 73.9 49.1 36.3 33.1

Jalor 81.4 7.4 19.7 9.0 63.8 64.2 52.4 49.3 67.2 44.1 34.5 35.7

Jhalawar 40.5 5.1 30.4 22.5 75.9 80.5 59.9 49.7 65.6 51.2 32.0 53.7

Jhunjhunu 65.1 1.5 47.5 6.9 81.5 79.4 64.3 63.1 77.6 60.4 44.7 47.2

Jodhpur 28.9 9.3 32.4 6.1 69.8 69.4 47.2 42.0 65.7 48.2 25.4 38.1

Karauli 34.3 8.2 38.0 10.3 73.5 74.4 57.2 51.7 63.8 48.7 48.8 38.4

Kota 54.6 3.0 45.6 12.5 86.3 84.7 62.6 59.0 49.4 34.3 19.7 28.8

Nagaur 61.0 5.9 54.5 6.7 78.1 77.6 57.7 44.2 68.6 46.4 27.0 33.8

Pali 73.0 6.6 34.1 16.8 51.3 54.4 47.9 33.0 35.1 28.4 18.6 31.5

Rajsamand 59.4 6.5 17.4 16.5 80.1 80.6 52.3 47.2 52.1 45.4 28.1 27.8

Sawai Madhopur 71.8 5.5 31.8 5.0 65.6 62.4 47.1 43.4 67.1 60.0 50.1 46.4

Sikar 59.7 1.3 52.1 5.5 80.9 79.7 65.5 49.7 62.8 46.5 39.7 36.0

Sirohi 47.1 17.0 17.8 16.3 50.4 55.7 46.1 34.5 37.3 24.9 22.1 25.5

Tonk 85.2 7.0 28.9 6.4 75.8 72.9 58.9 46.4 70.6 58.7 51.4 31.8

Udaipur 63.9 7.6 17.5 6.0 63.0 69.1 50.7 38.7 35.5 28.2 12.7 19.8

Total 61.8 5.8 33.4 8.5 70.0 70.8 57.4 49.5 64.9 49.6 35.8 40.3

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.9 2.8

8.0 8.3

91.1 88.9

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

96.5 78.5

1.8 14.5

1.8 7.0

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

203 40.9 53.7 5.4 272 73.9 17.3 8.8

205 42.0 51.2 6.8 254 70.9 19.3 9.8

211 55.5 37.4 7.1 256 87.1 7.0 5.9

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

246 71.1 23.6 5.3 272 73.9 17.3 8.8

234 60.3 34.2 5.6 254 70.9 19.3 9.8

249 85.5 8.8 5.6 256 87.1 7.0 5.9

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

393 276 290

488 594 606

881 870 896

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

91.3 92.8 90.1 85.3 88.9 88.0

0.3 0.0 0.4 0.5 0.0 0.2

74.9 79.4 73.9 50.7 58.2 53.5

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

67.9 60.5 65.6 63.9 65.1 66.0

52.6 52.7 53.6 46.3 51.5 52.3
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

67.8 72.0 71.2 72.6 74.2 73.6

14.4 9.8 9.1 8.8 6.9 5.8

41.0 48.4 46.3 53.4 56.6 50.2

RAJASTHAN RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 19.8% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
44% are below the norm and 36.3% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 21% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms), 9.9%
are below the norm and 69.1% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

115 13.0

110 12.4

150 16.9

512 57.7

887 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

81 10.4

97 12.4

101 13.0

114 14.6

163 20.9

94 12.1

130 16.7

780 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

RAJASTHAN RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

46.3 37.5 16.3

0

3.0 10.6 86.4

       3.8 25.3 70.9

9.9 21.0 69.1

13.5 18.8 67.7

22.5 20.9 56.6

32.4 23.0 44.6

32.7 67.3

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

91.2

51.9

70.1

20.9

11.1

68.0

3.5

26.8

69.7

19.6

13.7

12.2

54.5

76.1

72.1

36.3

40.4

23.3

83.8

94.8

44.0 19.8 36.3

48.2 14.9 36.9

34.9 23.9 41.2

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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SIKKIM RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 4 OUT OF 4 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

76.2 21.9 0.1 1.9 100

79.8 16.1 0.1 3.9 100

74.6 24.3 0.0 1.2 100

72.2 26.5 0.0 1.3 100

76.9 22.0 0.0 1.0 100

82.9 14.1 0.1 2.9 100

80.5 14.8 0.3 4.4 100

85.4 13.3 0.0 1.3 100

83.0 6.5 0.3 10.3 100

80.2 8.0 0.0 11.8 100

85.6 4.9 0.6 8.8 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

16.0 28.4 29.4 13.2 6.2 6.7

1.5 11.9 25.8 26.6 14.1 12.9 7.2

10.3 22.6 19.4 19.8 8.0 10.6               9.4

3.0 9.8 14.8 22.4 13.7 17.2 8.3 10.7

13.0 20.1 13.3 21.4 12.2 12.1          7.9

             14.0 12.7 20.1 19.5 15.2  9.9 8.6

8.4 18.8 16.5 19.3 21.5 15.5

             5.7 16.0 31.0 24.1 23.4

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 19.4%
children are 9 years old but there are also 22.6% who are 8, 19.8 % who are10, 8.0 % who
are 11 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 84.6% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 36.4% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 23.8% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 19.9% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 1.8% in 2007 to 4.8% in 2008, 2.4% in 2009 and changed to 1.3% in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

41.4 22.3 36.4 100

43.9 47.2 8.9 100

13.2 6.6 26.7 50.9 0.5 2.2 100

6.9 2.5 42.0 47.4 0.0 1.2 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 1.1% children cannot even read letters, 8% can read letters but not
more, 25.8% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 49.5% can read Std 1 text but
not Std 2 level text, and 15.7% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

29.0 33.3 33.3 23.8 27.7 19.2 16.0 38.7

45.5 44.4 45.5 41.7 61.5 45.5 0.0 20.0

20.9 27.2 21.8 31.3 24.5 28.5 31.0 42.6

54.8 67.6 63.5 65.3 59.3 57.6 68.9 64.6

15.7 21.2 22.8 19.2 22.5 18.2 20.7 31.0

32.8 52.2 46.6 60.1 53.8 63.4 50.3 37.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

6.5 39.3 41.7 8.4 4.1 100

0.4 14.9 52.6 21.1 11.0 100

1.1 8.0 25.8 49.5 15.7 100

0.3 2.7 21.4 46.4 29.3 100

0.0 1.3 10.4 39.0 49.3 100

0.0 0.6 3.8 24.2 71.4 100

0.0 0.0 1.7 19.2 79.1 100

0.0 0.0 2.6 5.0 92.4 100

1.0 8.4 20.7 28.4 41.5 100

SIKKIM RURAL

note: This tool was also available in Lepcha and English.
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 1.1% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 5% can recognize
numbers up to 10 but not more, 40.5% can recognize numbers upto 100 but cannot do
subtraction, 44.9% can do subtraction but not division, and 8.5% can do division. For each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

3.9 35.1 49.6 7.2 4.2 100

1.1 12.3 61.8 20.7 4.1 100

1.1 5.0 40.5 44.9 8.5 100

1.5 4.3 16.8 56.2 21.3 100

0.3 0.7 12.1 44.6 42.3 100

0.0 0.3 4.5 28.5 66.7 100

0.4 0.0 3.7 21.9 74.0 100

0.0 0.0 2.3 10.7 87.0 100

1.1 7.2 24.6 31.3 35.9 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

SIKKIM RURAL

Arithmetic

22.3 26.1 51.7 46.8 19.7 33.5 71.0 14.4 14.6 59.3 16.1 24.6

16.8 14.4 68.9 30.0 19.7 50.3 66.3 14.7 19.1 56.9 14.6 28.6

9.5 11.8 78.7 26.1 17.2 56.8 51.7 16.4 31.9 36.7 14.1 49.2

1.3 7.8 90.9 10.9 10.2 78.8 30.6 15.8 53.6 18.5 17.0 64.6

Everyday Math Tool
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SIKKIM RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

East 87.7 1.7 25.5 36.6 96.9 97.6 83.3 75.8 67.4 45.2 20.8 31.5

North 77.6 4.3 20.7 24.7 96.4 98.6 70.7 80.1 71.1 55.0 33.8 60.7

South 71.2 0.5 18.5 17.2 96.7 96.6 71.2 68.8 76.0 62.3 26.8 42.4

West 69.4 2.8 18.9 15.5 95.7 98.3 71.1 68.2 74.2 60.9 44.4 48.4

Total 77.4 1.9 21.9 26.9 96.6 97.5 76.4 72.8 71.3 53.6 28.4 40.4

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0

33.3 19.4

66.7 80.7

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

100.0 34.1

0.0 24.4

0.0 41.5

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

16 87.5 6.3 6.3 24 79.2 4.2 16.7

14 57.1 35.7 7.1 22 63.6 13.6 22.7

14 78.6 14.3 7.1 22 77.3 9.1 13.6

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

19 89.5 5.3 5.3 24 79.2 4.2 16.7

17 52.9 41.2 5.9 22 63.6 13.6 22.7

18 77.8 16.7 5.6 22 77.3 9.1 13.6

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

7 21 28

5 56 41

12 77 69

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

93.9 87.0 78.7100.0 87.3 81.6

0.0 0.0 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0

66.7 36.8 40.7100.0 27.5 18.4

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

0.0 33.3 14.3 25.0 9.1 5.1

0.0 18.8 7.7 25.0 9.4 10.3
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

88.7 85.5 84.4 92.7 88.4 83.2

0.0 0.0 3.6 0.0 0.0 4.9

100.0 85.7 85.7100.0 94.6 87.8

SIKKIM RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 100% of schools are above the norm (i.e. have more
than 3 teachers).

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, none of the schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
none are below the norm and 100% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

16 23.2

11 15.9

6 8.7

36 52.2

69 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

0 0.0

2 3.1

3 4.7

3 4.7

4 6.3

7 10.9

45 70.3

64 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

SIKKIM RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

0

0

100

100

0

100

100

0.0 13.3 86.7

0

0.0 0.0 0.0

     0.0 0.0 0.0

0.0 0.0 100.0

0.0 0.0 100.0

00.0 00.0 00.0

100.0 0.0 0.0

33.3 66.7

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

92.7

79.7

14.5

11.6

11.6

76.8

1.4

30.4

68.1

17.2

28.1

12.5

42.2

64.7

70.7

55.9

17.6

26.5

95.7

98.6

0.0 0.0 100.0

0.0 0.0 100.0

3.1 0.0 96.9

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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TAMIL NADU RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 29 OUT OF 29 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

73.7 25.1 0.3 1.0 100

74.2 22.9 0.2 2.6 100

72.8 26.6 0.4 0.3 100

71.6 27.9 0.3 0.1 100

73.9 25.2 0.4 0.4 100

76.5 21.5 0.2 1.8 100

75.9 22.2 0.2 1.8 100

77.2 20.9 0.1 1.8 100

72.5 17.4 0.2 10.0 100

72.5 16.9 0.3 10.4 100

72.5 18.0 0.0 9.6 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

43.5 48.3 5.5 2.7

1.6 20.6 67.3 8.6             1.9

        1.3 17.7 71.6 8.3 1.2

2.3 18.5 69.2 8.5              1.5

            2.0 8.2 81.0 6.9 1.9

1.9 12.7 66.5 16.0               2.8

             3.1 8.8 70.0 15.2 2.9

2.5 12.4 70.4 11.3         3.4

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I at age 6, she should be age 8 in Std
3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std II, 20.6% children
are 6 years old but there are also 1.6% who are 5, 67.3% who are 7, 8.6% who are 8 years
old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 93.6% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 11.2% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 26.2% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 24% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 3.9% in 2006 to 2.3% in 2007 to 1.2% in 2008, 1.1% in 2009 and to 1.8%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

66.2 22.6 11.2 100

47.6 46.7 5.6 100

11.8 10.6 41.0 34.2 0.2 2.1 100

0.9 2.4 59.4 34.6 0.3 2.5 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 10.8% children cannot even read letters, 20% can read letters but
not more, 42% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 20.4% can read Std 1 text but
not Std 2 level text, and 6.9% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all these
exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

10.8 12.9 13.8 16.0 16.7 18.3 17.5 17.1

26.5 29.5 33.5 37.5 39.9 30.9 29.5 30.8

16.3 20.9 19.5 22.3 24.1 22.5 19.6 20.0

28.6 31.9 37.2 41.4 36.1 29.4 33.1 35.2

12.7 13.6 16.0 14.8 19.8 17.6 16.7 17.1

22.4 26.4 29.9 31.3 30.3 29.4 25.9 28.0

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

52.4 31.5 12.5 1.9 1.8 100

21.9 29.3 36.2 9.3 3.4 100

10.8 20.0 42.0 20.4 6.9 100

6.1 8.4 30.3 35.8 19.5 100

3.6 7.3 20.5 38.0 30.6 100

1.4 3.8 13.1 32.9 48.8 100

1.0 3.1 10.8 26.7 58.4 100

1.2 2.3 6.5 20.6 69.5 100

11.3 12.4 21.2 24.2 31.0 100

TAMIL NADU RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 9.1% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 17.3% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 53.2% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 17.1% can do subtraction but not division, and 3.4% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

45.6 33.8 17.3 2.3 1.1 100

19.3 26.8 44.8 8.1 1.1 100

9.1 17.3 53.2 17.1 3.4 100

4.4 9.4 44.3 35.5 6.5 100

4.0 5.8 30.1 45.1 15.0 100

1.3 2.9 19.4 50.1 26.3 100

1.1 2.7 15.1 45.0 36.1 100

1.4 1.6 11.7 37.1 48.2 100

9.8 11.6 29.2 31.4 17.9 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

TAMIL NADU RURAL

Arithmetic

31.5 14.2 54.3 54.6 14.9 30.5 69.5 10.0 20.6 57.0 11.4 31.6

24.1 16.2 59.8 44.0 16.3 39.8 58.7 10.4 30.9 47.9 10.7 41.4

17.5 12.5 70.0 34.3 15.4 50.3 53.6 9.9 36.5 42.0 11.1 46.9

14.0 11.2 74.8 26.8 15.6 57.6 42.6 10.8 46.6 33.9 10.9 55.3

Everyday Math Tool
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Ariyalur 100.0 0.7 32.4 24.9 64.0 66.4 49.3 41.7 68.6 48.7 28.2 39.1

Coimbatore 91.9 0.9 21.0 21.6 68.7 73.6 66.8 61.3 59.8 39.7 30.4 46.0

Cuddalore 92.8 0.9 13.7 17.9 58.6 69.7 49.7 38.1 57.7 30.8 20.9 42.4

Dharmapuri * 97.1 0.3 28.7 10.9 76.4 70.8 61.4 45.6 88.0 63.8 76.8

Dindigul * 1.0 23.7 23.4 43.4 41.7 41.2 45.1 83.0 62.2 36.2 36.3

Erode 88.3 0.3 19.0 11.9 47.1 54.4 43.8 33.1 56.7 50.0 86.0 45.5

Kancheepuram 98.9 0.6 20.5 29.4 72.0 81.9 54.0 43.9 59.6 44.4 62.4 71.4

Kanniyakumari 97.3 0.0 34.4 42.0 85.0 87.3 68.4 56.5 70.4 49.6 29.4 45.6

Karur 92.2 1.1 13.9 15.5 34.0 43.1 42.9 29.7 70.8 81.9 27.5 87.1

Madurai 92.6 1.6 27.1 29.6 59.2 56.6 44.3 39.1 52.4 35.7 27.8 26.6

Nagapattinam 87.0 1.1 14.6 20.0 58.0 62.2 32.7 29.0 45.9 34.9 86.8 32.9

Namakkal 76.0 1.7 9.7 11.1 39.4 41.2 35.6 35.0 74.4 50.5 37.3 38.5

Perambalur 98.5 0.5 34.7 24.0 59.0 58.6 55.4 41.3 58.4 48.6 16.7 41.8

Pudukkottai 97.9 0.9 17.1 28.2 62.1 67.7 52.4 37.3 71.9 55.1 43.3 49.3

Ramanathapuram * 92.5 1.1 20.0 29.5 75.2 78.1 67.3 55.1

Salem 80.8 0.6 23.4 16.9 45.9 45.9 39.0 35.2 62.1 47.8 44.3 40.4

Sivagangai 92.1 0.7 15.0 10.1 66.0 70.9 57.3 42.7 38.2 26.9 20.0 37.5

Thanjavur * 0.5 30.6 10.1 68.4 65.1 78.0 76.0 67.5 55.9 9.4 53.4

Theni 97.1 0.6 29.3 36.7 67.9 69.4 66.8 60.2 83.4 67.3 72.8 55.6

The Nilgiris 89.3 0.3 29.2 47.7 81.7 83.8 81.9 80.8 88.4 79.7 68.0 68.3

Thiruvallur 91.6 1.8 27.9 24.0 67.8 92.2 37.9 36.1 56.9 40.4 30.8 71.4

Thiruvarur 88.0 0.9 28.4 20.1 59.9 71.1 44.5 38.3 59.0 47.9 79.3 71.1

Thoothukkudi 91.9 0.2 46.9 7.4 82.5 86.1 69.5 47.9 64.5 14.6 3.8 2.2

Tiruchirappalli 94.4 0.2 26.1 33.0 65.5 67.4 54.9 45.4 67.9 67.7 30.1 41.4

Tirunelveli 88.2 1.0 54.9 24.1 75.7 83.8 69.1 52.3 74.2 49.4 28.9 29.7

Tiruvannamalai 89.1 1.6 15.5 9.1 48.3 67.8 45.9 27.0 52.7 23.3 5.7 27.0

Vellore 88.5 1.0 32.4 24.7 65.6 69.8 50.0 45.5 58.2 34.9 32.0 29.4

Viluppuram 100.0 2.5 19.2 8.3 58.0 64.4 35.6 25.8 62.3 39.8 43.3 33.4

Virudhunagar 100.0 1.1 22.9 15.5 82.7 82.7 65.5 54.4 87.1 70.8 53.3 72.3

Total 91.5 1.0 25.1 19.5 63.0 67.5 52.5 43.2 64.3 44.9 33.7 44.1

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 0.0 0.0

10.5 13.4

89.6 86.6

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

70.3 27.5

11.9 26.0

17.8 46.6

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

319 79.6 12.5 7.8 345 94.2 2.3 3.5

285 62.1 28.8 9.1 304 89.8 4.9 5.3

231 8.2 84.0 7.8 109 22.9 70.6 6.4

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

347 80.4 13.3 6.3 345 94.2 2.3 3.5

316 63.3 28.8 7.9 304 89.8 4.9 5.3

254 11.0 83.5 5.5 109 22.9 70.6 6.4

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

388 385 395

213 260 267

601 645 662

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

96.3 90.6 86.5 91.3 87.4 79.9

0.0 0.3 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0

88.8 70.0 61.6 74.0 48.5 34.0

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

76.1 77.8 81.8 77.8 71.5 76.2

69.3 74.1 78.3 70.1 63.3 69.5
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

91.2 91.7 89.9 90.2 90.1 90.7

0.5 0.0 1.0 0.5 0.0 0.0

94.2 94.5 93.9 93.2 93.3 97.7

TAMIL NADU RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 20.5% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
58% are below the norm and 21.6% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 18.2% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
22.7% are below the norm and 59.1% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

160 24.4

95 14.5

76 11.6

325 49.5

656 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

107 18.6

86 14.9

72 12.5

61 10.6

61 10.6

55 9.6

134 23.3

576 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

TAMIL NADU RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

69.6 19.2 11.2

0

0.0 34.5 65.5

      8.5 40.7 50.9

22.7 18.2 59.1

44.9 16.3 38.8

37.0 24.1 38.9

31.9 21.3 46.8

35.9 64.1

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

55.0

68.7

60.9

12.8

6.6

80.5

7.0

42.1

50.9

20.8

23.9

14.9

40.4

95.4

93.3

20.9

21.3

57.8

96.7

99.4

58.0 20.5 21.6

67.1 15.7 17.1

23.3 17.2 59.5

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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TRIPURA RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 4 OUT OF 4 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

95.2 2.8 0.2 1.8 100

94.4 2.3 0.3 3.0 100

95.8 3.1 0.2 0.9 100

96.2 2.1 0.3 1.4 100

95.4 4.3 0.0 0.3 100

95.5 1.5 0.2 2.7 100

95.5 2.1 0.2 2.2 100

95.6 0.8 0.2 3.4 100

87.8 2.5 0.6 9.1 100

85.9 3.0 1.1 10.1 100

90.2 1.9 0.0 7.9 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

7.2 38.0 46.5 3.9             4.5

         1.6 32.1 50.2 10.6 5.6

2.1 25.7 59.5 9.4               3.3

0.5 3.2 15.7 50.7 15.5 9.0 5.4

             1.7 3.7 26.8 44.5 15.6 7.6

0.8 5.0 15.4 52.1 15.2 6.0 4.0 1.5

2.9 22.9 45.5 19.9 6.1 2.7

1.3 4.2 14.3 52.6 20.2 7.4

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I at age 6, she should be age 8 in Std
3. This table shows the age distribution for each class. For example, in Std IV, 50.7%
children are 11 years old but there are also 15.7% who are 10, 15.5% who are 12, 9.0%
who are 13 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 91.3% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 6% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 2.7% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school
and 2.9% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 7.3% in 2006 to 5.8% in 2007 to 3.8% in 2008, 3.4% in 2009 and to 3.4%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

84.9 9.1 6.0 100

82.5 14.9 2.7 100

38.5 4.2 35.4 16.9 0.7 4.3 100

27.7 1.6 61.6 7.1 0.6 1.3 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 1.9% children cannot even read letters, 12.7% can read letters but
not more, 29.3% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 36.4% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 19.7% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

57.4 62.8 64.8 67.2 73.7 75.0 73.2 80.0

45.8 31.4 48.9 13.7 33.3 100.0 100.0 0.0

65.3 64.2 71.2 74.1 65.0 72.7 83.2 85.6

96.0 42.6 65.3 100.0 74.1 100.0 100.0 100.0

56.9 67.7 70.2 69.8 73.4 77.9 80.2 84.2

75.2 100.0 100.0 100.0 88.7 100.0 100.0 100.0

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

7.6 33.6 37.4 18.4 2.9 100

2.3 20.9 30.0 35.0 11.8 100

1.9 12.7 29.3 36.4 19.7 100

2.8 8.6 16.6 43.8 28.3 100

1.6 4.8 11.4 41.2 40.9 100

0.3 3.0 10.5 28.2 58.1 100

0.0 1.8 2.9 27.0 68.3 100

0.0 0.0 3.0 20.8 76.1 100

2.0 10.6 17.8 32.1 37.5 100

TRIPURA RURAL

note: This tool was also available in Kok Borok, English and Hindi.
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 1.2% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 15.2% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 32.4% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 41.7% can do subtraction but not division, and 9.6% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

5.8 41.9 38.2 12.4 1.7 100

3.6 18.8 36.9 37.3 3.4 100

1.2 15.2 32.4 41.7 9.6 100

0.8 9.3 22.3 44.0 23.5 100

0.6 4.8 17.1 41.8 35.8 100

1.0 1.5 16.9 28.8 51.9 100

0.2 1.9 7.2 28.9 61.9 100

0.4 0.0 6.2 27.5 66.0 100

1.6 11.4 22.4 33.5 31.0 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

TRIPURA RURAL

Arithmetic

33.2 28.0 38.7 49.2 21.2 29.6 72.8 12.1 15.1 52.4 13.4 34.2

22.9 34.4 42.7 38.1 23.8 38.2 59.5 21.8 18.7 37.5 18.3 44.2

21.2 31.7 47.1 29.0 22.9 48.1 54.2 21.8 24.0 29.8 18.5 51.7

17.2 22.2 60.6 34.0 22.9 43.1 51.1 20.5 28.4 30.0 18.9 51.1

Everyday Math Tool
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TRIPURA RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Dhalai 97.0 5.4 1.6 70.1 82.2 86.5 50.8 39.7 33.0 21.1 12.5 21.7

North Tripura 97.5 2.4 1.8 67.7 93.6 95.9 66.5 55.7 39.3 33.8 17.6 37.7

South Tripura 99.0 1.6 3.5 81.0 97.6 96.0 78.3 72.3 42.5 33.2 26.4 29.8

West Tripura 92.9 1.0 3.1 79.9 97.5 96.6 69.0 69.1 51.7 46.6 20.3 57.4

Total 95.8 1.8 2.8 77.2 95.3 95.4 70.0 65.3 46.4 39.8 21.1 45.1

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 3.7 2.4

3.7 12.2

92.6 85.4

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

95.2 88.5

2.4 3.8

2.4 7.7

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

31 22.6 51.6 25.8 35 60.0 31.4 8.6

31 25.8 41.9 32.3 35 51.4 34.3 14.3

33 30.3 42.4 27.3 36 77.8 11.1 11.1

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

45 48.9 37.8 13.3 35 60.0 31.4 8.6

47 59.6 27.7 12.8 35 51.4 34.3 14.3

46 60.9 26.1 13.0 36 77.8 11.1 11.1

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

36 58 44

26 44 54

62 102 98

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

85.1 88.8 88.3 79.5 84.3 81.5

0.0 0.0 0.0 4.3 0.0 0.0

53.6 48.2 52.4 47.8 41.9 25.5

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

33.3 30.2 34.2 30.8 62.5 44.0

32.1 28.6 23.5 28.6 35.1 21.3
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

75.9 75.3 67.8 84.5 73.8 62.4

4.8 7.1 17.1 0.0 7.5 25.9

52.4 51.8 36.6 86.7 47.5 24.1

TRIPURA RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 9% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
36.4% are below the norm and 54.6% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, none of the schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
25% are below the norm and 75% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

9 9.4

11 11.5

8 8.3

68 70.8

96 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

4 4.5

7 7.9

7 7.9

3 3.4

15 16.9

15 16.9

38 42.7

89 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

TRIPURA RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

14.3 28.6 57.1

0

0.0 0.0 100.0

0.0 33.3 66.7

25.0 0.0 75.0

50.0 50.0 0.0

20.0 40.0 40.0

50.0 20.0 30.0

56.5 43.5

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

88.8

89.7

19.0

32.6

27.4

40.0

8.6

44.1

47.3

48.5

18.2

3.0

30.3

52.7

32.3

64.6

15.6

19.8

88.4

75.3

36.4 9.0 54.6

42.9 0.0 57.1

11.0 14.0 75.0

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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Uttarakhand

Uttar Pradesh

West Bengal

Dadra and Nagar Haveli

Daman and Diu

Puducherry



206 ASER 2010



207ASER 2010

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

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

68.0 29.0 1.3 1.7 100

69.3 26.5 1.1 3.1 100

65.4 32.4 1.5 0.7 100

62.2 35.4 1.7 0.7 100

69.2 28.8 1.2 0.8 100

72.2 23.9 0.9 3.0 100

69.8 26.8 1.3 2.2 100

74.9 20.6 0.5 4.0 100

72.7 18.1 0.5 8.8 100

71.7 19.9 0.5 7.9 100

73.8 16.1 0.4 9.7 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

35.2 38.9 15.3 5.3             5.2

5.1 19.5 41.0 21.3 7.2 5.8

        3.0 15.2 44.7 19.3 12.2                5.7

3.8 17.5 34.9 28.3 6.3 9.2

             5.2 9.3 43.4 19.3 14.0               8.8

4.7 13.8 31.8 32.8 9.8 7.1

              4.1 9.0 45.0 22.0 13.1          6.9

4.7 15.5 35.6 27.7 11.4 5.1

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 44.7%
children are 8 years old but there are also 15.2% who are 7, 19.3 % who are 9,12.2 % who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 87% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 25.1% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 32.2% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 25.3% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 3.4% in 2006 to 4.1% in 2007 to 2.7% in 2008, 3% in 2009 and to 4% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

59.0 15.9 25.1 100

56.9 29.1 14.1 100

14.1 7.2 41.1 32.3 1.5 3.9 100

2.7 4.3 56.9 32.2 1.6 2.4 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 3.9% children cannot even read letters, 14.1% can read letters but
not more, 32% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 26.2% can read Std 1 text but
not Std 2 level text, and 23.8% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

3.6 4.8 3.7 4.8 4.2 5.1 3.5 8.8

13.2 17.9 21.3 18.5 19.3 20.7 26.4 24.6

4.8 2.8 5.5 5.2 6.5 7.3 7.5 8.4

17.5 22.4 28.0 36.4 35.0 41.5 28.4 42.7

3.9 6.1 5.7 6.9 7.5 5.3 8.2 8.8

19.1 24.8 26.0 27.7 26.1 35.0 26.5 30.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

28.9 45.6 16.3 4.5 4.8 100

9.3 34.6 33.0 11.1 11.9 100

3.9 14.1 32.0 26.2 23.8 100

1.9 6.9 16.5 30.2 44.7 100

1.8 4.5 6.5 21.5 65.8 100

0.8 2.3 4.3 12.7 79.9 100

0.9 1.8 2.8 7.6 86.9 100

1.1 0.7 1.5 6.1 90.5 100

6.6 14.8 14.8 15.3 48.6 100

UTTARAKHAND RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 3.5% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 18% can recognize
numbers up to 10 but not more, 38.9% can recognize numbers upto 100 but cannot do
subtraction, 24.9% can do subtraction but not division, and 14.7% can do division. For
each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

30.1 46.2 16.2 4.1 3.4 100

11.3 39.6 30.9 11.2 7.1 100

3.5 18.0 38.9 24.9 14.7 100

2.5 8.0 22.3 34.7 32.5 100

1.2 6.1 11.8 29.4 51.5 100

0.8 3.6 7.6 20.1 67.8 100

1.0 2.4 6.6 11.8 78.2 100

1.2 1.4 3.9 9.2 84.3 100

7.0 16.7 17.9 18.3 40.2 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

UTTARAKHAND RURAL

Arithmetic

24.4 14.9 60.7 36.4 13.9 49.7 46.8 10.6 42.6 37.8 17.1 45.2

18.3 13.2 68.5 29.1 12.4 58.5 39.0 14.6 46.4 35.9 13.1 51.0

11.6 10.4 78.0 18.4 13.6 68.0 32.1 13.3 54.6 26.2 11.6 62.3

9.5 8.6 81.9 14.5 12.4 73.2 27.7 14.1 58.3 24.3 13.2 62.5

Everyday Math Tool
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UTTARAKHAND RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Almora 82.9 0.0 22.0 13.8 84.4 84.9 76.8 67.8 67.9 61.5 47.4 62.7

Bageshwar 76.8 0.1 10.6 15.0 81.8 77.7 77.4 71.7 79.5 64.4 71.2 56.8

Chamoli 94.5 0.0 15.5 10.2 89.2 84.4 85.1 76.4 79.9 67.2 67.1 51.0

Champawat 69.7 0.5 13.6 6.1 96.2 95.4 79.9 76.8 96.3 96.1 93.5 92.4

Dehradun 80.2 2.3 45.9 27.3 85.9 85.4 72.0 61.3 67.7 46.4 30.0 36.7

Garhwal * 0.2 12.2 5.3 76.4 75.5 65.6 59.9 61.6 45.3 27.2 37.7

Haridwar 75.3 2.9 44.1 21.2 80.1 78.7 62.6 56.3 78.7 75.3 64.8 54.8

Nainital 77.3 3.2 24.0 13.7 78.7 75.4 83.5 75.2 95.2 95.5 88.8 94.1

Pithoragarh 100.0 0.2 27.7 6.5 76.7 76.0 69.6 69.0 55.2 36.2 51.8 43.9

Rudraprayag 96.8 0.2 11.9 4.5 78.4 75.3 79.5 73.7 81.4 71.4 62.7 68.1

Tehri Garhwal 69.2 0.1 16.9 5.7 80.0 70.8 69.9 58.8 55.9 48.5 31.0 33.2

Udham Singh Nagar 77.0 5.5 45.9 13.4 77.4 77.7 61.8 51.2 72.8 65.3 44.0 60.2

Uttarkashi 85.8 0.5 30.2 6.3 67.2 74.9 63.2 46.7 54.7 39.7 48.7 44.5

Total 80.2 1.7 29.0 12.9 80.5 78.8 71.0 62.9 71.8 61.8 50.3 54.7

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 2.3 7.1

12.6 21.4

85.1 71.4

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

93.6 87.5

5.1 6.3

1.3 6.3

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

269 69.9 22.7 7.4 306 85.0 6.5 8.5

269 72.5 20.8 6.7 281 82.6 8.9 8.5

288 86.8 8.0 5.2 284 86.6 6.3 7.0

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

311 84.2 10.6 5.1 306 85.0 6.5 8.5

308 83.8 12.3 3.9 281 82.6 8.9 8.5

327 94.5 2.5 3.1 284 86.6 6.3 7.0

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

316 347 321

16 7 16

332 354 337

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

91.6 94.5 91.2 93.7 80.6 85.1

0.4 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

81.3 84.8 77.9 78.6 66.7 60.0

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

67.7 60.9 60.5 60.0 71.4 87.5

60.9 55.8 55.6 64.3 71.4 85.7
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

85.6 84.3 89.5 86.6 74.7 94.4

4.8 0.9 1.6 6.3 14.3 0.0

78.8 79.4 89.3 75.0 57.1100.0

UTTARAKHAND RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 9.1% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
90.9% are below the norm and 0% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 28.6% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
28.6% are below the norm and 42.9% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

229 69.0

41 12.4

15 4.5

47 14.2

332 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

155 62.5

47 19.0

18 7.3

9 3.6

5 2.0

5 2.0

9 3.6

248 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

UTTARAKHAND RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

84.3 13.3 2.4

0

2.9 5.8 91.3

       9.1 24.2 66.7

28.6 28.6 42.9

37.5 0.0 62.5

100.0 0.0 0.0

100.0 0.0 0.0

66.7 33.3

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

87.9

67.4

67.0

22.1

9.7

68.3

5.8

37.8

56.4

47.7

11.5

14.0

26.9

82.4

79.1

52.3

27.2

20.4

96.3

95.1

90.9 9.1 0.0

84.6 0.0 15.4

61.4 6.8 31.8

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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UTTAR PRADESH RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 69 OUT OF 69 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

53.7 39.3 1.8 5.2 100

50.1 40.2 1.5 8.2 100

57.7 36.8 2.0 3.5 100

54.9 39.9 1.9 3.3 100

61.0 33.0 2.2 3.8 100

47.3 43.0 1.3 8.4 100

44.9 46.5 1.3 7.4 100

50.2 38.8 1.4 9.7 100

33.9 43.8 0.6 21.7 100

34.6 44.7 0.6 20.2 100

33.1 42.7 0.7 23.6 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

26.3 36.5 19.3 10.7              7.3

3.4 13.2 34.0 29.3 7.3 8.0               4.8

        3.6 11.0 38.0 21.2 15.6             10.6

4.3 16.2 27.7 31.3 7.4 8.2               5.0

             6.8 8.1 40.4 18.7 15.3 4.7 6.1

4.4 15.4 23.4 35.4 11.4 6.2          3.8

              7.6 7.9 38.6 25.1 12.9          7.9

5.5 15.3 30.8 29.4 13.4 5.6

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 38% children
are 8 years old but there are also 11% who are 7, 21.2 % who are 9, 15.6 % who are 10
years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 87.3% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 61.2% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 42.5% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 35.4% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 11.1% in 2006 to 8.4% in 2007 to 10.2% in 2008, 9.5% in 2009 and to 9.7%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

31.7 7.1 61.2 100

35.3 15.8 48.9 100

5.9 1.1 40.4 30.8 1.9 20.0 100

1.4 0.5 53.1 33.8 2.1 9.1 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 9.6% children cannot even read letters, 26.4% can read letters but
not more, 28.3% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 20.4% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 15.3% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

3.8 4.1 4.6 5.8 6.4 7.3 9.0 11.5

11.6 15.1 17.0 17.3 19.5 20.1 21.9 24.5

5.2 5.9 5.9 6.4 7.3 8.4 9.4 11.8

12.8 15.4 18.6 19.6 21.0 19.2 20.7 24.8

3.8 4.5 5.1 5.0 7.6 7.3 8.4 9.0

10.1 12.4 14.5 16.2 16.8 16.4 17.9 18.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

45.3 37.9 11.6 3.2 1.9 100

17.7 39.0 26.5 10.2 6.6 100

9.6 26.4 28.3 20.4 15.3 100

5.4 16.8 22.8 26.0 28.9 100

4.0 11.7 16.1 24.2 44.1 100

1.9 7.7 9.8 20.2 60.4 100

1.3 5.2 6.5 15.3 71.7 100

1.1 3.5 4.7 13.1 77.6 100

13.6 21.4 16.9 15.9 32.2 100

UTTAR PRADESH RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 9% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 31.6% can recognize
numbers up to 10 but not more, 35% can recognize numbers upto 100 but cannot do
subtraction, 17.9% can do subtraction but not division, and 6.6% can do division. For each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

46.5 38.9 12.0 2.0 0.7 100

17.9 43.8 27.2 8.6 2.6 100

9.0 31.6 35.0 17.9 6.6 100

4.8 21.5 32.7 26.6 14.4 100

3.4 15.6 25.3 30.8 25.0 100

1.6 9.7 19.8 31.1 37.8 100

0.9 6.7 16.2 28.2 47.9 100

0.9 4.7 13.9 24.3 56.2 100

13.5 24.5 23.1 19.3 19.6 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

UTTAR PRADESH RURAL

Arithmetic

47.7 14.4 37.9 65.512.6 21.9 70.4 8.5 21.1 60.910.6 28.5

37.0 14.9 48.1 56.312.9 30.8 61.2 9.2 29.6 52.811.3 35.9

27.9 14.6 57.5 47.014.6 38.5 53.2 11.2 35.6 45.611.2 43.1

22.8 13.5 63.7 39.513.7 46.8 44.5 11.1 44.5 40.610.8 48.6

Everyday Math Tool
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UTTAR PRADESH RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Agra 55.0 3.1 56.6 18.2 67.1 67.6 54.1 44.0 40.7 21.6 49.1 41.7

Aligarh 45.0 8.6 40.6 13.7 53.9 54.4 40.6 34.7 48.2 26.4 36.0 32.7

Allahabad 46.3 4.4 47.3 10.1 58.7 59.7 51.2 38.6 30.5 16.4 9.9 34.3

Ambedkar Nagar 20.6 3.5 41.3 5.6 73.7 80.5 56.2 48.3 59.9 32.4 19.9 37.5

Auraiya 67.4 2.3 48.8 13.0 80.1 74.5 62.5 56.7 65.0 44.3 54.9 45.1

Azamgarh 59.0 1.7 56.9 8.0 67.7 69.4 39.4 26.2 49.5 22.8 14.7 26.3

Baghpat 68.5 1.6 50.4 14.3 74.7 65.5 73.6 62.7 80.1 71.3 52.2 58.3

Bahraich 12.2 18.6 21.3 7.0 43.3 42.2 47.9 30.0 38.5 31.7 24.1 32.4

Ballia 30.8 2.2 44.6 25.8 66.0 64.7 60.6 57.4 61.8 47.4 60.5 40.7

Balrampur 12.4 6.6 14.1 9.1 71.1 74.5 63.5 44.3 60.6 37.8 20.9 24.5

Banda 43.9 3.1 22.9 3.4 57.6 57.6 43.2 26.8 24.7 14.2 12.1 15.8

Barabanki * 58.2 11.1 29.3 4.7 63.8 68.9 41.1 30.9 37.5 28.0 29.6

Bareilly 79.0 7.2 42.5 5.1 68.1 67.3 45.3 29.9 36.4 23.7 61.1 24.9

Basti 24.1 4.3 45.1 5.9 53.4 53.6 47.1 31.7 49.6 31.5 24.4 27.1

Bijnor 67.1 5.2 39.0 15.6 75.2 75.9 55.6 37.7 58.4 32.7 37.2 60.0

Budaun 18.3 19.6 29.4 5.7 60.7 58.6 32.9 26.0 39.3 28.9 48.5 28.8

Bulandshahar 39.7 2.4 47.3 23.1 77.4 75.5 69.7 59.8 64.9 34.2 59.2 60.5

Chandauli 32.7 3.2 35.0 6.7 86.1 81.8 83.9 63.9 57.3 50.8 35.8 63.3

Chitrakoot 40.7 6.3 21.7 4.8 60.3 56.9 45.1 36.1 51.6 40.5 36.2 53.9

Deoria 65.0 1.4 42.8 19.2 78.5 78.1 69.0 62.1 72.6 39.0 14.9 23.7

Etah 53.5 4.8 31.4 3.7 65.6 63.2 53.6 43.8 40.9 35.9 29.7 38.0

Etawah 43.8 1.5 45.9 8.0 66.2 67.8 36.1 32.3 24.6 10.7 28.1 33.6

Faizabad 45.9 2.7 42.8 11.2 74.9 75.7 64.0 46.2 72.9 51.5 27.9 38.0

Farrukhabad 29.1 6.0 43.8 13.1 56.5 56.5 39.2 31.2 37.5 22.5 64.8 31.3

Fatehpur 69.3 3.2 31.6 10.9 57.2 52.8 41.8 30.8 36.5 21.1 5.6 16.2

Firozabad 66.9 5.8 45.3 19.3 69.9 69.9 46.9 36.5 46.4 22.0 32.8 32.5

Gautam Buddha Nagar 36.8 2.1 72.5 12.0 81.4 81.2 68.5 58.9 57.9 30.9 50.0 60.8

Ghaziabad 36.2 3.1 52.7 44.6 88.2 86.7 74.1 67.2 77.7 60.1 14.2 30.5

Ghazipur 48.0 1.1 36.2 33.1 87.8 83.4 72.9 56.8 81.2 75.0 74.4 63.0

Gonda 39.9 7.4 31.4 7.1 45.4 51.9 40.6 24.7 35.0 21.2 27.0 34.0

Gorakhpur 38.6 2.5 54.7 13.0 75.4 77.5 63.7 45.6 32.0 25.7 26.2 48.6

Hamirpur 62.3 6.6 25.4 18.7 75.8 76.2 49.8 46.8 47.6 31.3 43.3 23.6

Hardoi 33.1 6.7 27.2 8.0 54.7 57.3 25.3 17.6 40.4 29.3 60.4 29.8

Hathras 38.0 5.0 37.9 7.5 66.2 60.2 39.8 31.4 57.0 34.2 55.4 24.6

Jalaun 59.6 2.6 28.2 12.0 75.6 75.0 48.2 41.6 51.5 31.1 33.0 21.8

Jaunpur 41.6 2.0 50.5 11.7 80.1 74.1 62.7 44.7 44.9 19.6 21.9 35.7

Jhansi 79.0 3.0 17.5 25.5 75.7 73.3 63.3 59.3 64.7 41.8 33.8 35.4

Jyotiba Phule Nagar 78.8 2.7 42.8 12.1 72.1 72.0 69.3 54.3 59.9 37.6 12.5 16.7

Kannauj 38.0 5.8 33.0 2.5 73.0 69.7 55.9 24.7 40.5 34.7 15.9 22.3

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 21 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Kanpur Dehat 58.6 1.0 35.2 13.1 77.1 70.8 58.7 49.8 56.0 42.8 65.8 50.4

Kaushambi 54.6 7.9 38.6 14.7 72.8 71.7 53.2 41.5 65.6 41.8 49.5 61.3

Kheri 36.8 5.8 30.7 18.3 69.0 66.3 51.5 34.9 61.4 50.0 34.7 43.1

Kushinagar 37.4 1.2 48.5 11.1 64.1 61.4 59.9 40.6 58.5 46.8 46.5 61.4

Lalitpur 80.2 2.0 9.6 3.5 69.0 67.6 47.9 28.9 79.4 47.5 60.4 62.1

Lucknow 39.0 5.5 45.6 4.0 55.3 61.8 49.6 27.9 29.5 21.5 12.6 43.9

Mahoba 31.7 7.1 25.7 14.0 58.6 56.9 31.4 28.2 42.9 11.8 8.1 21.1

Mahrajganj 42.2 2.0 57.8 6.5 78.6 76.2 76.9 64.1 62.0 60.7 65.6 83.1

Mainpuri 72.7 2.3 44.4 13.2 78.8 77.8 50.0 40.5 46.7 27.1 15.4 24.2

Mathura 48.0 4.4 56.0 18.6 59.3 60.5 53.7 47.5 52.3 38.8 51.3 46.5

Mau 35.6 0.5 48.9 10.8 96.1 93.1 92.1 89.8 54.4 30.4 48.3 78.6

Meerut 52.7 4.9 51.2 12.1 78.8 78.4 74.0 58.5 58.8 38.6 31.8 51.0

Mirzapur 52.4 2.7 31.7 7.7 68.8 66.0 53.5 30.7 40.4 26.1 17.6 24.0

Moradabad 44.6 8.4 52.4 11.9 61.1 62.7 40.3 30.1 57.7 38.1 24.9 35.5

Muzaffarnagar 51.4 8.1 33.1 13.4 73.2 72.2 69.8 63.7 71.4 46.4 76.9 64.2

Pilibhit 34.1 6.1 31.4 14.0 62.6 68.7 33.4 20.4 29.0 15.9 14.8 22.6

Pratapgarh 41.8 2.9 47.2 11.5 65.6 60.5 44.1 28.9 58.9 43.7 45.3 46.4

RaeBareli 45.8 4.6 47.3 3.8 59.7 58.9 39.8 26.2 47.7 22.7 27.9 17.1

Rampur 97.5 14.7 37.3 4.5 56.7 59.8 40.9 32.3 52.4 33.1 65.9 21.8

Saharanpur 53.1 6.2 40.2 11.1 83.6 85.1 57.9 43.1 59.6 37.3 50.0 54.2

Sant Kabir Nagar 39.7 2.8 49.7 4.5 85.8 82.7 70.5 55.6 47.6 27.5 22.6 33.5

Sant Ravidas Nagar 22.7 1.9 39.1 9.9 79.5 74.7 47.5 37.7 45.3 37.4 66.1 57.9

Shahjahanpur 72.5 8.1 30.6 6.8 66.0 57.7 40.8 25.7 50.8 35.8 45.5 31.1

Shrawasti 13.1 7.8 9.3 9.8 63.8 60.7 41.1 26.5 25.9 17.0 14.5 22.8

Siddharthnagar 16.7 7.8 27.5 5.0 61.3 56.9 42.3 31.3 57.7 19.0 4.8 17.4

Sitapur 40.0 9.8 29.7 9.5 49.0 50.0 34.8 28.9 37.2 22.7 39.1 19.0

Sonbhadra 25.8 6.5 13.5 2.2 58.8 58.0 48.7 31.8 26.9 11.3 3.0 24.8

Sultanpur 25.9 5.2 44.0 5.8 44.4 46.0 40.7 23.8 37.0 26.3 41.4 42.8

Unnao 65.0 5.9 35.3 2.1 76.0 73.6 54.9 48.9 39.1 24.3 40.9 15.6

Varanasi 69.5 2.0 41.5 11.7 73.6 73.3 60.2 42.8 44.9 33.0 20.0 39.3

Total 44.9 5.2 39.3 11.4 67.3 66.6 52.7 40.2 50.2 33.0 31.8 37.8

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 5.4 4.8

26.0 24.7

68.6 70.6

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

98.8 97.0

0.8 3.0

0.4 0.0

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

1521 42.2 30.9 26.9 1585 67.4 5.1 27.5

1498 36.7 34.9 28.4 1556 61.8 9.0 29.2

1538 51.2 29.6 19.3 1520 74.9 6.4 18.7

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

1668 65.9 11.7 22.4 1585 67.4 5.1 27.5

1636 59.1 16.1 24.9 1556 61.8 9.0 29.2

1674 74.6 10.2 15.2 1520 74.9 6.4 18.7

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

1885 1799 1633

99 90 263

1984 1889 1896

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

92.0 89.3 81.0 90.8 85.8 79.8

0.1 0.1 0.6 0.0 0.0 0.0

75.8 69.9 53.1 70.7 60.5 46.9

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

42.7 50.1 51.4 44.4 43.2 48.4

43.1 50.0 46.5 42.6 40.0 42.0
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

64.4 59.7 57.6 64.5 61.7 57.6

19.8 27.0 30.5 22.7 20.2 26.6

31.0 20.4 17.4 35.1 20.2 11.8

UTTAR PRADESH RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 31.6% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
50.3% are below the norm and 18.2% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 29.2% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
15.4% are below the norm and 55.4% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

87 4.6

188 9.9

300 15.9

1316 69.6

1891 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

132 7.1

556 29.9

620 33.4

345 18.6

112 6.0

50 2.7

44 2.4

1859 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

UTTAR PRADESH RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

19.8 34.9 45.4

0

0.0 13.0 87.0

      5.0 20.0 75.0

15.4 29.2 55.4

33.4 26.5 40.1

37.6 44.6 17.8

60.5 18.6 20.9

65.9 34.1

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

88.6

60.8

44.4

6.9

10.9

82.2

6.7

44.0

49.2

24.9

25.4

14.2

35.6

73.5

69.6

51.4

25.8

22.9

89.3

71.2

50.3 31.6 18.2

77.6 15.3 7.1

86.9 6.5 6.5

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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WEST BENGAL RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 17 OUT OF 17 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

87.3 5.9 2.3 4.6 100

85.6 4.3 2.3 7.8 100

87.6 8.1 1.9 2.4 100

87.4 8.1 1.9 2.6 100

87.8 8.2 1.9 2.1 100

88.3 1.9 3.0 6.9 100

86.8 2.0 2.9 8.3 100

89.8 1.7 3.1 5.5 100

75.4 0.9 2.0 21.7 100

72.4 0.6 1.6 25.4 100

78.8 1.2 2.5 17.5 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

24.7 41.3 19.6 8.4 2.7 3.2

4.0 13.0 38.3 27.5 8.4 5.2              3.6

       3.5 13.7 35.6 26.0 13.8 7.5

3.2 14.7 28.1 35.1 7.8 6.5             4.6

            3.0 6.7 36.6 25.8 17.1 5.2 3.5        2.1

1.9 10.1 26.2 36.4 14.5 7.4        3.4

0.9 2.7 6.1 35.9 30.8 15.5 5.4 2.7

2.2 11.5 28.7 34.0 14.8 8.7

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 35.6%
children are 8 years old but there are also 13.7% who are 7, 26% who are 9, 13.8% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 92.1% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 12.2% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 6.2% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school
and 5.6% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 12.1% in 2006 to 8.3% in 2007 to 7.7% in 2008, 8.5% in 2009 and to 5.5%
in 2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

83.9 3.9 12.2 100

80.6 11.6 7.8 100

29.8 2.1 45.4 11.8 1.6 9.4 100

6.1 1.8 73.2 12.5 1.0 5.3 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 3.8% children cannot even read letters, 19.2% can read letters but
not more, 24.8% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 26.9% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 25.4% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

30.6 45.6 63.0 74.0 83.3 84.9 83.7 88.5

40.5 54.9 59.5 67.0 62.7 68.6 75.6 89.7

51.5 63.9 68.7 74.2 75.6 80.8 85.7 86.6

63.9 71.4 74.4 83.6 87.7 79.2 78.9 71.2

50.6 63.9 69.8 68.6 75.6 76.1 80.1 83.1

60.7 73.1 65.0 65.1 65.4 61.3 75.4 72.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

18.9 46.1 22.5 7.2 5.3 100

7.2 30.4 31.2 19.3 12.0 100

3.8 19.2 24.8 26.9 25.4 100

1.2 9.4 18.2 30.8 40.4 100

0.4 6.2 11.7 28.0 53.9 100

0.7 3.6 7.4 21.9 66.5 100

0.2 2.2 5.4 16.4 75.8 100

0.2 1.4 2.1 13.3 83.0 100

4.5 15.9 16.2 20.7 42.8 100

WEST BENGAL RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 2.4% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 21.4% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 30.2% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 31.4% can do subtraction but not division, and 14.8% can do
division. For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

19.6 47.4 21.8 9.0 2.1 100

6.2 32.8 34.4 20.5 6.1 100

2.4 21.4 30.2 31.4 14.8 100

1.7 10.7 24.6 34.1 28.8 100

0.7 7.3 20.1 34.2 37.7 100

0.5 2.2 13.5 32.9 50.9 100

0.2 2.0 13.2 24.7 59.9 100

0.7 1.0 11.4 19.2 67.7 100

4.3 16.6 21.7 25.8 31.6 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

WEST BENGAL RURAL

Arithmetic

37.1 23.2 39.7 56.1 17.1 26.8 79.0 7.7 13.4 59.6 12.4 28.0

30.6 20.5 48.9 44.5 17.6 38.0 68.3 10.2 21.5 50.2 14.0 35.8

24.8 25.1 50.1 36.6 20.1 43.4 62.8 11.1 26.2 45.4 14.9 39.7

20.9 20.3 58.8 30.2 19.4 50.4 55.7 12.8 31.5 41.8 13.3 44.9

Everyday Math Tool
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WEST BENGAL RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Bankura 99.0 5.8 2.2 67.1 89.1 88.8 73.0 59.9 47.9 30.6 21.9 38.6

Barddhaman 100.0 3.8 3.4 87.5 89.0 87.3 69.6 67.1 62.0 48.6 35.5 47.4

Birbhum 96.9 6.5 3.5 65.3 80.7 86.1 48.5 41.7 57.6 40.6 18.8 27.9

Dakshin Dinajpur 98.2 4.5 7.6 68.1 92.3 91.7 63.0 62.2 47.7 29.5 25.0 35.0

Darjiling 63.8 0.9 31.3 49.6 99.2 100.0 66.7 67.6 59.6 45.2 15.2 22.1

Haora 98.5 4.4 4.4 90.3 92.5 95.2 71.6 62.0 56.7 48.8 21.4 41.6

Hugli 94.9 3.1 4.3 90.6 96.8 95.7 91.3 79.9 57.1 46.6 28.4 48.0

Jalpaiguri 75.5 3.7 8.7 62.4 79.8 79.5 48.5 30.7 32.2 27.7 19.0 27.9

KochBihar * 2.8 3.7 76.5 77.3 86.7 58.8 49.1 37.0 23.5 14.4 25.2

Maldah 90.5 6.9 14.0 64.9 77.5 74.8 55.0 46.9 41.1 30.0 18.7 24.0

Medinipur 96.9 1.8 4.1 85.5 97.6 96.9 86.3 81.0 48.2 50.2 29.3 39.0

Murshidabad 73.3 6.3 4.3 73.3 86.1 81.7 63.0 56.6 59.9 38.3 17.5 31.8

Nadia 89.3 4.5 1.3 86.2 89.7 88.3 70.5 40.8 25.2 16.3 10.4 27.3

North 24 Parganas 97.7 3.2 6.2 82.5 94.2 94.2 56.3 51.5 55.4 43.4 28.1 51.2

Puruliya 95.8 6.8 3.4 40.5 71.2 75.1 59.6 62.9 49.1 26.3 8.5 12.5

South 24 Parganas 93.5 3.8 6.5 84.7 88.4 87.5 80.7 61.8 35.3 34.3 18.0 48.3

Uttar Dinajpur 37.3 11.4 7.7 56.0 66.4 71.0 48.8 43.7 46.2 32.7 17.8 38.9

Total 90.1 4.6 5.9 76.0 86.6 86.8 68.5 60.4 49.1 39.3 22.9 36.9

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

* Blank cells indicate insufficient data.

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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School observations

School grants

note: Table 15 compares grants received in the first half of the financial year (from April to October 2009) with grants received through the full financial year (from April 2009 to March 2010).
Table 16 compares fund flows to schools across two full financial years. This table tracks fund flows to schools over time. Data reported is only for Primary schools. Data on Primary and Upper
Primary Schools will be made available in the forthcoming PAISA 2010 report.

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

of the survey. The school information is based on this visit.

Table 11: Headteachers 2010

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

No headteacher appointed 1.1 0.0

4.7 0.0

94.2 100.0

100.0 100.0Total

Headteacher appointed & present on

day of visit

Headteacher appointed but not present

on day of visit

Table 13: Computers 2010

% Schools with

Total

Computers and children using them at

time of visit

Computers but no children using them

at time of visit

No computers

Std I-IV/V Std I-VII/VIII

99.0 50.0

0.5 50.0

0.5 0.0

100.0 100.0

Table 15: SSA school grants received in first half of financial

year 2009-10 and in the full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2009-October 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government
primary schools

only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

327 39.5 53.8 6.7 376 80.3 10.6 9.0

325 30.8 61.9 7.4 363 73.6 17.4 9.1

323 45.2 50.2 4.6 374 85.3 8.6 6.2

Table 16: SSA school grants received in full financial year

2008-2009 and full financial year 2009-2010.

Primary schools only

April 2008-March 2009 April 2009-March 2010

SSA school grants
to government

primary schools
only

N
o

. 
o

f 
sc

h
o

o
ls % Schools

reporting grant
information

% Schools
reporting grant

information

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
know

Got
grant

Did
not
get

grant

Don't
knowN

o
. 

o
f 

sc
h

o
o

ls

Maintenance grant

Development grant

Teacher grant (TLM)

385 70.4 23.9 5.7 376 80.3 10.6 9.0

366 59.8 34.4 5.7 363 73.6 17.4 9.1

376 75.0 20.7 4.3 374 85.3 8.6 6.2

Table 9: Total schools visited

2007 2009 2010

Type of school

Std I-IV/V :  Primary

Std I-VII/VIII: Primary + Upper Primary

Total schools visited

395 417 406

9 7 2

404 424 408

Table 10: Teacher attendance

Type of school

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

90.6 87.7 85.6 73.1 82.2 91.1

0.0 0.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

71.4 68.4 58.4 60.0 0.0 50.0

Table 14: Multigrade classes

% Schools in which

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

36.7 46.6 42.6 22.2 14.3 0.0

24.6 38.7 33.8 11.1 14.3 0.0
Std IV children sitting with one

or more other classes

Std II children sitting with one

or more other classes

Table 12: Student attendance

Type of school

% Schools with 75% or more

enrolled children present

% Schools with less than

50% enrolled children present

% Enrolled children present

(average)

2010

Std I-VII/VIIIStd I-IV/V

20092007201020092007

69.7 65.8 68.5 73.0 70.0 65.8

14.7 20.9 15.8 12.5 14.3 50.0

50.7 39.8 45.7 62.5 28.6 50.0

WEST BENGAL RURAL

% Teachers present (average)

% Schools with no teacher present

% Schools with all teachers

present
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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.

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.

How to read this table: For example, RTE norms state that a school with enrollment of 61-90 students should have
3 teachers. This table shows that for schools in this category, 16.1% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 teachers),
69.6% are below the norm and 14.3% are above the norm.

How to read this table: RTE norms indicate that there should be one classroom for every teacher. This table
shows, for example, that for schools with 3 teachers, 21.8% of schools are at norm (i.e. have 3 classrooms),
25.6% are below the norm and 52.6% are above the norm.

Table 17:  Schools

by enrollment 2010

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Total

40 10.1

68 17.2

74 18.7

213 53.9

395 100.0

Table 19: Schools

by number of teachers 2010

Number of
teachers

Number of
schools

% of
schools

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Total

20 5.7

83 23.7

92 26.3

79 22.6

36 10.3

25 7.1

15 4.3

350 100.0

Table 21: Facilities compared to rte norms 2010

% of schools with

Building

Drinking water

Toilet

Girls toilet

TLM

Library

MDM

WEST BENGAL RURAL

Right to education indicators

1-60

61-90

91-120

> 120

Table 18:  Pupil to teacher ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of teachers

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

1

2

3

4

5

6

≥7

Table 20:  Teacher to classroom ratio

compared to rte norms 2010

Number of classrooms

1 2 3 4 5 6 ≥7 Total

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

25.8 32.3 41.9

0

0.0 6.3 93.8

      6.9 20.8 72.2

25.6 21.8 52.6

37.1 54.8 8.1

86.7 10.0 3.3

95.0 5.0 0.0

75.0 25.0

note: School observations for ASER 2010 looked at TLM for Std II and Std IV only.

As part of ASER 2010, 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.

Office/Store/Office cum store

Playground

Boundary wall

No facility for drinking water

Facility but no drinking water available

Drinking water available

No toilet facility

Facility but toilet not useable

Toilet useable

% Schools with no separate provision for girls toilets

Of schools with separate girls toilets, % schools where

Toilet locked

Toilet not useable

Toilet useable

Teaching learning material in Std 2

Teaching learning material in Std 4

No library

Library but no books being used by children on day of visit

Library books being used by children on day of visit

Kitchen shed for cooking midday meal

Midday meal served in school on day of visit

79.3

42.0

34.1

19.3

13.5

67.2

7.6

36.3

56.2

44.5

15.5

13.6

26.5

71.7

65.3

50.5

17.8

31.8

86.0

63.0

69.6 16.1 14.3

77.5 15.5 7.0

63.2 17.1 19.7

School
enrollment

School
enrollment

Number
of

Teachers
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DADRA AND NAGAR HAVELI RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 1 OUT OF 1 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

90.6 7.5 0.3 1.7 100

90.6 7.2 0.3 1.8 100

88.3 10.3 0.6 0.8 100

87.4 11.0 0.6 1.1 100

89.3 9.6 0.6 0.6 100

92.6 4.7 0.0 2.7 100

92.8 4.7 0.0 2.6 100

92.5 4.7 0.0 2.8 100

90.8 6.9 0.5 1.8 100

90.2 7.1 0.9 1.8 100

91.4 6.7 0.0 1.9 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

49.5 43.3 6.2 1.0

4.9 7.4 69.1 14.8             3.6

1.2 2.4 13.1 54.8 20.2 3.6              4.8

        3.6 4.8 3.6 38.6 30.1 10.8 2.4 4.8 1.2

3.4 6.0 7.3 53.3 13.3 8.0 3.3 5.3

            2.8 5.6 9.4 33.6 35.5 6.5 6.5          0.0

0.9 4.4 7.0 37.4 37.4 10.4          2.6

1.0 5.8 4.9 12.6 35.9 24.3 6.8 8.7

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 54.8%
children are 8 years old but there are also 13.1% who are 7, 20.2% who are 9, 3.6% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 88.5% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 18.8% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 7.4% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school
and 7.5% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 18.6% in 2006 to 9% in 2007 to 5% in 2008, 7.9% in 2009 and to 2.8% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

78.2 3.0 18.8 100

75.3 0.0 24.7 100

11.4 1.3 67.1 5.1 0.0 15.2 100

6.7 0.0 76.7 8.3 0.0 8.3 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 0% children cannot even read letters, 14.3% can read letters but
not more, 36.4% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 40.3% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 9.1% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all
these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

8.6 8.1 3.2 10.0 9.9 8.3 6.3 10.1

76.5 66.7 80.0 57.1 36.4 0.0 83.3 50.0

3.3 3.4 9.1 11.1 12.0 8.5 26.1 5.2

75.0 40.0 100.0 33.3 100.0 75.0 100.0 66.7

15.0 16.7 29.2 44.6 29.0 34.1 28.9 33.7

100.0 55.6 75.0 75.0 83.3 71.4 75.0 100.0

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

17.3 58.7 16.0 4.0 4.0 100

2.6 25.0 65.8 5.3 1.3 100

0.0 14.3 36.4 40.3 9.1 100

0.0 7.7 16.7 35.9 39.7 100

0.7 4.8 15.2 14.5 64.8 100

0.0 3.1 2.0 8.2 86.7 100

0.0 0.9 1.8 8.0 89.3 100

0.0 2.0 3.0 10.9 84.2 100

2.1 12.2 17.3 15.1 53.3 100

DADRA AND NAGAR HAVELI RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 0% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 27.6% can recognize
numbers up to 10 but not more, 44.7% can recognize numbers upto 100 but cannot do
subtraction, 22.4% can do subtraction but not division, and 5.3% can do division. For each
class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

20.3 59.5 17.6 0.0 2.7 100

2.6 46.1 47.4 2.6 1.3 100

0.0 27.6 44.7 22.4 5.3 100

0.0 10.3 30.8 26.9 32.1 100

2.1 9.0 16.6 14.5 57.9 100

1.0 3.0 12.1 17.2 66.7 100

0.9 2.7 6.3 20.7 69.4 100

0.0 2.0 10.8 13.7 73.5 100

2.9 17.0 21.2 15.1 43.9 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

DADRA AND NAGAR HAVELI RURAL

Arithmetic

22.4 6.0 71.6 28.2 4.4 67.4 35.6 3.0 61.4 32.3 6.0 61.7

14.6 2.3 83.2 18.5 4.4 77.2 24.2 6.6 69.2 18.3 3.2 78.5

18.4 3.7 78.0 19.8 9.0 71.2 29.7 9.9 60.4 23.6 4.6 71.8

11.3 4.1 84.5 14.1 8.1 77.8 21.7 3.1 75.3 16.2 3.0 80.8

Everyday Math Tool
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DAMAN AND DIU RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 2 OUT OF 2 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

69.3 29.1 1.2 0.4 100

68.1 28.2 1.0 2.7 100

66.0 32.0 1.9 0.1 100

62.3 35.8 1.8 0.1 100

70.1 27.8 2.0 0.1 100

72.2 26.4 0.6 0.8 100

63.8 35.0 0.0 1.2 100

80.7 17.8 1.1 0.4 100

64.8 23.8 0.2 11.1 100

65.0 30.6 0.2 4.3 100

64.7 15.3 0.3 19.8 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

34.1 51.3 10.4 4.5

2.6 15.0 54.6 19.3 5.4 3.1 0.0

        2.2 15.1 62.0 17.3 2.2              1.1

        1.1 5.3 14.2 44.1 30.1 2.6 2.8            0.0

            1.1 7.5 63.2 18.3 9.0             0.9

1.7 10.4 48.3 27.9 7.1 2.5          2.0

             2.3 6.3 52.5 17.5 11.1 5.6 4.8

1.4 3.6 56.9 24.4 6.6 7.2

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 62.0%
children are 8 years old but there are also 15.1% who are 7, 17.3% who are 9, 2.2% who
are 10 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 100% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 1.6% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 34.9% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 22.8% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 1.7% in 2006 to 1.6% in 2007 to 0.9% in 2008, 1% in 2009 and to 0.4% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

75.2 23.2 1.6 100

64.2 35.8 0.0 100

32.6 16.4 23.1 25.4 2.2 0.3 100

5.4 4.0 66.2 24.5 0.0 0.0 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 8.4% children cannot even read letters, 15.8% can read letters but
not more, 44% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 23% can read Std 1 text but
not Std 2 level text, and 8.9% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of all these
exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

25.2 20.8 35.8 28.1 34.7 38.4 25.6 35.7

75.9 82.0 79.0 77.2 87.2 81.6 59.7 80.6

12.9 21.2 30.7 21.4 36.8 28.7 27.6 27.2

61.0 76.9 71.5 70.6 65.3 79.7 61.4 57.7

35.4 32.8 26.9 41.0 41.1 37.5 29.1 41.4

71.7 62.5 80.2 81.4 86.2 85.3 84.6 86.9

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

16.7 45.9 26.1 6.4 4.9 100

11.9 27.7 44.4 14.9 1.2 100

8.4 15.8 44.0 23.0 8.9 100

5.8 6.6 23.6 48.2 15.8 100

7.2 3.0 13.4 40.1 36.2 100

4.5 2.1 11.9 34.1 47.5 100

4.3 2.2 10.9 19.2 63.5 100

4.3 1.6 4.7 19.5 69.8 100

7.7 12.4 22.2 26.9 30.7 100

DAMAN AND DIU RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 9.3% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 21.6% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 48.5% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 20.4% can do subtraction but not division, and 0.3% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

16.0 52.1 22.7 7.2 2.0 100

12.4 30.8 49.7 5.5 1.6 100

9.3 21.6 48.5 20.4 0.3 100

6.8 14.6 27.2 44.1 7.4 100

5.2 9.5 15.6 55.3 14.4 100

4.5 5.5 15.3 51.3 23.5 100

5.0 3.2 12.9 45.3 33.6 100

4.6 5.5 6.4 38.6 44.9 100

7.8 17.3 24.7 34.5 15.7 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

DAMAN AND DIU RURAL

Arithmetic

24.0 12.3 63.7 52.8 21.3 25.9 87.3 3.8 8.9 47.9 17.4 34.7

17.6 18.0 64.4 38.9 17.7 43.4 75.9 6.9 17.3 38.3 18.7 42.9

18.4 17.2 64.4 41.7 16.5 41.7 72.7 6.0 21.3 41.2 20.7 38.0

13.3 7.2 79.5 26.0 12.2 61.8 44.9 17.9 37.2 23.8 16.1 60.1

Everyday Math Tool
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PUDUCHERRY RURAL
ALL ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 2 OUT OF 2 DISTRICTS

Table 1: % Children in different types of schools 2010

TotalAge group Govt. Pvt. Other
Not in
School

69.0 30.9 0.1 0.1 100

73.8 26.1 0.0 0.1 100

60.6 39.4 0.0 0.0 100

55.7 44.3 0.0 0.0 100

65.8 34.2 0.0 0.0 100

79.0 21.0 0.0 0.1 100

79.5 20.5 0.0 0.0 100

78.1 21.7 0.0 0.2 100

83.0 16.8 0.0 0.2 100

80.4 19.6 0.0 0.0 100

86.4 13.3 0.0 0.4 100

Age: 6 -14 ALL

Age: 7-16  ALL

Age: 7-10  ALL

Age: 7-10 BOYS

Age: 7-10 GIRLS

Age: 11-14 ALL

Age: 11-14 BOYS

Age: 11-14 GIRLS

Age: 15-16 ALL

Age: 15-16 BOYS

Age: 15-16 GIRLS

note: 'OTHER' includes children going to madarssa and EGS.

‘NOT IN SCHOOL’ = dropped out + never enrolled.

Chart 1: Trends over time

% Children out of school by age group and gender 2006-2010

Young children in pre-school and school

Chart 2: Trends over time

% Boys and girls age 6-14 enrolled in pvt school 2007-2010

Table 3: % Children age 3-6 who attend

Different types of pre-school & school 2010

N
o

t 
g

o
in

g
a

n
y

w
h

e
re

To
ta

l

In School

In balwadi
or

anganwadi

In LKG/
UKG

Age 3

Age 4

Age 5

Age 6

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Table 2: Sample description

% Children in each class by age 2010

5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 15 16 Total

61.6 36.2 2.2

3.1 31.9 61.3              3.7

        0.0 11.7 80.3 4.3 3.8

2.4 17.1 66.8 8.0              5.8

4.2 89.7               6.1

0.0 5.9 52.4 39.7              2.0

5.8 74.3 18.9         1.1

1.6 6.0 73.5 14.8          4.1

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

100

How to read this table: If a child started school in Std I 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, 80.3%
children are 8 years old but there are also 11.7% who are 7, 4.3% who are 9 years old, etc.

Std.

Chart 3: Trends over time

% Children age 3-4 not attending anywhere 2007-2010

In 2010, 97.2% of sampled villages reported having an anganwadi in the village.

How to read this chart: For example, in 2010, 0% of all age 3 children were not attending
any kind of preschool or school.

Govt Pvt Other

How to read this chart: In 2010, 32.5% of all boys (age 6-14) were enrolled in private
school and 29.3% of all girls (age 6-14) were enrolled in private school.

How to read this chart: For example, the proportion of girls (age 11-14) not in school has
changed from 0.6% in 2006 to 0% in 2007 to 1.2% in 2008, 0.7% in 2009 and to 0.2% in
2010.

School enrollment and out of school children

42.5 57.5 0.0 100

31.4 67.5 1.1 100

1.4 12.0 30.8 55.9 0.0 0.0 100

0.0 3.3 37.3 58.7 0.8 0.0 100
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2010

Govt

Pvt

Reading in own language

How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of reading achieved by a child.
For example, in Std III, 1.8% children cannot even read letters, 13.9% can read letters but
not more, 45.7% can read words but not Std 1 text or higher, 27.1% can read Std 1 text
but not Std 2 level text, and 11.6% can read Std 2 level text. For each class, the total of
all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Reading Tool

Chart 5: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT READ Std II LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Chart 4: Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT READ Std I LEVEL TEXT

By school type 2007-2010

Tuition

Table 5: Class-wise % children attending PAID TUITION CLASSES

By school type 2007, 2009 and 2010

Year School I II III IV V VI VII VIII

2007

2009

Govt

Pvt

33.3 50.9 56.1 46.9 55.2 54.7 55.7 62.2

40.0 48.8 71.3 69.9 58.7 42.4 75.5 55.0

36.5 38.3 46.5 47.1 41.9 49.0 52.2 37.2

28.1 42.6 45.4 43.2 32.7 58.4 49.2 18.1

21.1 20.5 29.5 30.2 28.9 25.2 28.6 26.5

33.6 41.8 38.4 45.5 49.7 59.9 51.5 59.4

Govt

Pvt

note: In 2007, 2009  and 2010 the ASER survey recorded information about tuition. In
all 3 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.

Table 4: Class-wise % children by READING level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Letter Word
Level 1

(Std 1 Text)
Level 2

(Std 2 Text) Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

42.0 33.5 20.3 1.1 3.1 100

13.7 36.4 40.8 7.7 1.5 100

1.8 13.9 45.7 27.1 11.6 100

1.2 6.5 19.7 49.9 22.7 100

0.0 0.9 3.9 35.8 59.4 100

0.0 0.0 2.3 13.2 84.5 100

0.0 0.0 0.5 10.4 89.2 100

0.8 0.8 0.4 4.5 93.4 100

6.0 9.3 14.7 19.6 50.4 100

PUDUCHERRY RURAL
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How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level of arithmetic achieved by a child.
For example, in Std 3, 5.7% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 15.3% can
recognize numbers up to 10 but not more, 54.8% can recognize numbers upto 100 but
cannot do subtraction, 18.7% can do subtraction but not division, and 5.5% can do division.
For each class, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Math Tool

Chart 6:  Trends over time

% Children in Std III who CANNOT RECOGNISE NUMBERS upto

100 By school type 2007-2010

CHART 7: Trends over time

% Children in Std V who CANNOT DO DIVISION

By school type 2007-2010

Critical thinking and everyday calculations

Table 7: Classwise % children in Std V-VIII able to answer

questions in EVERYDAY MATH. All schools 2010

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

V

VI

VII

VIII

note: Children enrolled in school in Std V and above were given 4 tasks related to everyday
calculations. For each task, children were asked two questions.

Table 6: Class-wise % children by ARITHMETIC level

All schools 2010

Std. Nothing Subtract Divide Total

I

II

III

IV

V

VI

VII

VIII

Total

48.3 30.7 18.4 2.2 0.5 100

21.3 28.2 44.3 6.3 0.0 100

5.7 15.3 54.8 18.7 5.5 100

1.3 6.1 37.0 39.1 16.7 100

0.0 1.5 11.0 55.6 31.9 100

0.0 0.0 4.9 32.1 63.0 100

0.0 0.0 3.8 22.2 74.0 100

0.8 0.8 2.0 11.8 84.4 100

7.7 8.5 19.9 26.0 37.9 100

Recognize Numbers

11-991-9

PUDUCHERRY RURAL

Arithmetic

58.0 3.1 38.9 63.9 2.5 33.7 65.7 1.6 32.7 67.2 0.3 32.5

26.9 2.7 70.4 32.0 6.0 62.0 38.6 1.1 60.3 39.0 0.4 60.7

22.6 1.1 76.3 24.5 5.4 70.1 31.6 2.8 65.6 34.9 0.0 65.1

8.3 1.6 90.1 10.9 2.7 86.4 14.6 1.8 83.6 16.9 1.1 82.0

Everyday Math Tool
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PUDUCHERRY RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Karaikal 98.6 0.2 31.9 15.0 82.2 82.8 76.9 65.6 71.8 54.9 48.1 46.5

Puducherry 100.0 0.0 30.5 43.5 64.1 53.5 68.6 56.0 65.1 64.3 64.1 64.1

Total 99.6 0.1 30.9 35.0 70.0 63.2 71.3 59.1 67.2 61.3 59.0 58.5

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi

DAMAN AND DIU RURAL
Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8 Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Daman 99.3 0.2 35.9 59.8 90.9 90.2 63.2 54.4 82.3 57.9 25.6 56.6

Diu 99.2 1.2 6.5 25.6 65.4 67.1 41.5 24.3 38.1 19.5 11.3 26.9

Total 99.3 0.4 29.1 53.0 85.9 85.9 59.2 49.0 67.7 43.1 20.3 43.0

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi

DADRA AND NAGAR HAVELI RURAL

Performance of districts

%
Children
(Age 3-4)

in
anganwadi

or pre-
school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) out
of school

%
Children

(Age:
6-14) in
private
school

%
Children
(Std IV-

VIII)
attend-
ing paid
tuition
classes

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN

READ
letters

or
more

%
Children
(Std I-II)
who CAN
RECOG-

NIZE
NUM-

BERS 1 to
9 or more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
whoCAN

READ
Level 1
(Std 1

Text) or
more

%
Children
(Std III-V)
who CAN

DO
SUBTR-
ACTION
or more

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Menu Calendar Area Estimation

District Name

Table 8
Out of
school

Private
school

Tuition
Std I-II : Learning

levels
Std III-V : Learning

levels
Std V-VIII : Everyday calculations

Dadra & Nagar 78.7 1.7 7.5 36.7 90.1 88.7 70.7 57.5 78.6 72.8 65.9 72.2

Total 78.7 1.7 7.5 36.7 90.1 88.7 70.7 57.5 78.6 72.8 65.9 72.2

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

  %
Children
answer-
ing both

questions
correctly

  %
Children

answering
both

questions
correctly

Anganwadi
or

balwadi
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Annexures
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All India Andhra Pradesh

Bihar Chhattisgarh

Arunachal Pradesh Assam

CLASS-WISE DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN IN SAMPLE 2006-2009



240 ASER 2010

Goa Gujarat

Jharkhand Karnataka

Haryana Himachal Pradesh
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Kerala Maharashtra

Mizoram Nagaland

Manipur Meghalaya
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Odisha Punjab

Tamil Nadu Tripura

Rajasthan Sikkim
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Uttarakhand Uttar Pradesh

West Bengal
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AGE - CLASS COMPOSITION IN SAMPLE 2010
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The purpose of rural ASER 2010 is twofold:  (i) to get reliable estimates of the status of children’s schooling and basic learning
(reading, writing and math ability) at the district level; and (ii) to measure the change in these basic learning and school statistics
from last year.  Every year a core set of questions regarding schooling status and basic learning levels remains the same. However
a set of new questions are added for exploring different dimensions of schooling and learning in the elementary stage.  The latter set
of questions is different each year.

ASER 2006 and 2007 tested reading comprehension for different kinds of readers.  ASER 2007 introduced testing in English and
asked questions on paid tuition, which were repeated in 2009.  ASER 2008 for the first time had questions on telling time and oral
math problems using currency.  In addition, ASER 2008 incorporated questions on village infrastructure and household assets.
Investigators were asked to record whether the village visited had a pukka road leading to it, whether it had a bank, ration shop, etc.
In the sampled households information on assets like type of house, phone, television, etc was recorded.  These questions were
repeated in 2009 and in addition father’s education was also recorded.

ASER 2010 brings together elements from various previous ASERs.  The core questions on school status and basic reading and
arithmetic remain.  From 2009, we retain questions on paid tuition, parent’s education, household and village characteristics.  In
addition, this year ASER tests mothers on their numeracy skills.  For the first time, ASER 2010 introduces questions on critical thinking
for children in class 5 and above.  These questions are based on simple mathematical operations that appear in standard class 5
textbooks.

Every alternate year, ASER surveyors visit a government primary or upper primary school in each sampled village.  The school
information is recorded either based on observations (such as attendance or usability of the facilities) or with information provided
by the school (such as grants information).  School observations have been reported in 2005, 2007 and 2009 and will also be
reported in ASER 2010.

Finally, ASER 2010 continues the process of strengthening and streamlining started in 2008.  In each district 2 – 4 villages were re-
visited after the survey in order to check how the survey was conducted.

Since one of the goals of ASER is to generate estimates of change in learning, a panel survey design would provide more efficient
estimates of the change.  However, given the large sample size of the ASER surveys and cost considerations, we adopted a rotating
panel of villages rather than children.  In ASER 2009, we retained the 10 villages from 2007 and 2008 and added 10 new villages.  In
ASER 2010 we dropped the 10 villages from ASER 2007, kept the 10 villages from 2008 and 2009 and added 10 more villages from
the census village directory.

The sampling strategy used generates a representative picture of each district.  All rural districts are surveyed.  The estimates
obtained are then aggregated to the state and all-India levels.

Since estimates were to be generated at the district level, the minimum sample size calculations had to start at the district level.  The
sample size is determined by the following considerations:

• Incidence of what is being measured in the population.  Since a survey of learning has never been done in India, the

incidence of what we are trying to measure is unknown in the population.1

• Confidence level of estimates.  The standard used is 95%.

• Precision required on either side of the true value.  The standard degree of accuracy most surveys employ is between 5

and 10 per cent.  An absolute precision of 5 % along with a 95% confidence level implies that the estimates generated
by the survey will be within 5 percentage points of the true values with a 95% probability.   The precision can also be
specified in relative terms — a relative precision of 5% means that the estimates will be within 5% of the true value.
Relative precision requires higher sample sizes.

SAMPLE DESIGN OF RURAL ASER 2010

Dr. Wilima Wadhwa

1 For the rural sector we can use the estimates from ASER 2009 to get an idea of the incidence in the population.
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Sample size calculations can be done in various ways, depending on what assumptions are made about the underlying population.
With a 50 % incidence, 95% confidence level and 5% absolute precision, the minimum sample size required in each strata2 is 384.3

This derivation assumes that the population proportion is normally distributed.  On the other hand, a sample size of 384 would imply
a relative precision of 10%.  If we were to require a 5% relative precision, the sample size would increase to 1600.4  Note that all the
sample size calculations require estimating the incidence in the population.  In our case, we can get an estimate of the incidence
from previous ASER surveys.  However, incidence varies across different indicators — so incidence of reading ability is different from
incidence of dropouts.  In addition, we often want to measure things that are not binary for which we need more observations.

Given these considerations, the sample size was decided to be 600 households in each district.5   Note that at the state level and at
the all-India level the survey has many more observations lending estimates at those levels much higher levels of precision.

ASER has a two-stage sample design.  In the first stage, 30 villages are randomly selected using the village directory of the 2001
census as the sample frame.6   In the second stage 20 households were randomly selected in each of the 30 selected villages in the
first stage.

Villages are selected using the probability proportional to size (PPS) sampling method.  This method allows villages with larger
populations to have a higher chance of being selected in the sample.  It is most useful when the sampling units vary considerably in
size because it assures that those in larger sites have the same probability of getting into the sample as those in smaller sites, and
vice verse.7, 8

In the selected villages, 20 households are surveyed.  Ideally, a complete houselist of the selected village should have been made
and 20 households selected randomly from it.  However, given time and resource constraints a procedure for selecting households
was adopted that preserved randomness as much as possible.  The field investigators were asked to divide the village into four
parts.  This was done because villages often consist of hamlets and a procedure that randomly selects households from some central
location may miss out households on the periphery of the village.   In each of the four parts, investigators were asked to start at a
central location and pick every 5th household in a circular fashion till 5 households were selected.  In each selected household, all
children in the age group of 5-16 were tested.9

The survey provides estimates at the district, state and national levels.  In order to aggregate estimates up from the district level
households had to assigned weights — also called inflation factors.  The inflation factor corresponding to particular household
denotes the number of households that the sampled household represents in the population.  Given that 600 households are
sampled in each district regardless of the size of the district, a household in a larger district will represent many more households
and, therefore, have a larger weight associated with it than one in a sparsely populated district.

2 Stratification is discussed below.

3 The sample size with absolute precision is given by        where z  is the standard normal deviate corresponding to 95% probability (=1.96),

p is the incidence in the population (0.5), q = (1-p)  and d  is the degree of precision required (0.05).

4 The sample size with relative precision is given by       where z  is the standard normal deviate corresponding to 95% probability (=1.96),  p is the incidence in the

population (0.5), q = (1-p)  and r  is the degree of relative precision required (0.1).

5 Sample size calculations assume simple random sampling.  However, simple random sampling is unlikely to be the method of choice in an actual field survey.  Therefore, often a “design
effect” is added to the sample size.  A design effect of 2 would double the sample size.  At the district level a 7% precision along with a 95% confidence level would imply a sample size of 196,
giving us a design effect of approximately three. However, note that a sample size of 600 households gives us approximately 1000–1200 children per district.

6 Of these 30 villages, 10 are from ASER 2008, 10 from ASER 2009 and 10 are newly selected in 2010.  They were selected randomly from the same sample frame.  The 10 new villages are
picked as an independent sample.

7 Probability proportional to size (PPS) is a sampling technique in which the probability of selecting a sampling unit (village, in our case) is proportional to the size of its population.   The method
works as follows:  First, the cumulative population by village calculated.  Second, the total household population of the district is divided by the number of sampling units (villages) to get the
sampling interval (SI). Third, a random number between 1 and the SI is chosen.  This is referred to as the random start (RS).  The RS denotes the site of the first village to be selected from the
cumulated population.  Fourth, the following series of numbers is formed: RS; RS+SI; RS+2SI; RS+3SI; ….  The villages selected are those for which the cumulative population, contains the
numbers in the series.

8 Most large household surveys in India, like the National Sample Survey and the National Family Health Survey also use this two stage design and use PPS to select villages in the first stage.

9 In larger villages, the investigators increased the interval according to a rough estimate of the number of households in each part.  For instance, if a village had 2000 households, each part
in the village would have roughly 500 households.  Selecting every 5th household would leave out a large chunk of the village un-surveyed.  In such situations, investigators were asked to
increase the interval between selected households.
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The advantage of using PPS sampling is that the sample is self weighting at the district level.  In other words, in each district the
weight assigned to each of the sampled household turns out to be the same.  This is because, the inflation factor associated with a
household is simply the inverse of the probability of it being selected into the sample times the number of households in the sample.
Since PPS sampling ensures that all households have an equal chance of being selected at the district level, the weights associated
with households in the same district are the same. Therefore, weighted estimates are exactly the same as the un-weighted estimates
at the district level.  However, to get estimates at the state and national levels, weighted estimates are needed since states have a
different number of districts and districts vary by population.

Even though the purpose of the survey is to estimate learning levels among children, the household was chosen as the second stage
sampling unit.   This has a number of advantages.  First, children are tested at home rather than in school, allowing all children to be
tested rather than just those in school.  Further, testing children in school might create a since teachers may encourage testing the
brighter children in class.  Second, a household sample will generate an age distribution of children which can be cross-checked with
other data sources, like the census and the NSS.  Third, a household sample makes calculation of the inflation factors easier since
the population of children is no longer needed.

Often household surveys are stratified on various parameters of interest.  The reason for stratification is to get enough observations
on entities that have the characteristic that is being studied.  The ASER survey stratifies the sample by population in the first stage.
No stratification was done at the second stage.  Finally, if we were to stratify on households with children in the 3-16 age group, we
would need the population of such households in the village, which is not possible without a complete houselist of the village.
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