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ANALYSIS BASED ON DATA FROM HOUSEHOLDS. 33 OUT OF 33 DISTRICTS

Sample description over time

Table 1: Sample description 2006-2015

Year Districts Villages | Households Number of children surveyed
surveyed surveyed surveyed
Age 3-5 Age 6-14 | Age 15-16

2006 33 973 19729 7475 25745 5212
2007 I3 971 18448 6759 26107 35112
2008 33 985 19799 5830 24477 3804
2009 58 974 19433 5850 24739 4263
2010 33 975 19749 6052 24232 4175
2011 31 925 18416 4939 21171 4059
2012 33 967 19612 5154 19030 3434
2013 58 969 19563 5239 20286 3329
2014 33 975 19724 5014 19199 3330
2015 58 984 19772 5398 17880 B555

Age group Govt. Pvt. Other  |Not in school Total Yeur Boys Girls All
Age: 6-14 ALL 63.9 34.6 0.1 1.3 100 2006 34 12 38
Age: 7-16 ALL 56.1 411 0.1 2.7 100 5007 18 17 18
Age: 7-10 ALL 771 227 0.2 0.5 100 50083 15 16 15
Age: 7-10 BOYS 75.40) 243 0.1 0.5 100 5009 07 12 0.9
Age: 7-10 GIRLS 79.2 20.0 0.2 0.6 100 2010 1 12 1
Age: 11-14 ALL 49.3 48.3 0.1 2.3 100 5011 10 12 1
Age: 11-14 BOYS 46.9 50.7 0.1 2.3 100 5012 13 16 15
Age: 11-14 GIRLS 51.7 46.0 0.1 23 100 2013 T 18 16
Age: 15-16 ALL 26.4 64.9 0.1 8.7 100 2014 1 19 15
Age: 15-16 BOYS 25.0 67.4 0.0 iy 100 5015 13 13 13
Age: 15-16 GIRLS 207 62.6 ©.1 9.7 100

Note: 'Other" includes children going to madarsa and EGS.
‘Not in school' = dropped out + never enrolled

able 4: Trends ove e Table 5: Trends over time
0 dren enrolled in private ofo % Children enrolled in private schools in
age group 6-14 by gender 2006-20 Std I-V and Std VI-VIIl 2010-2015

Year Boys Girls All Year Std -V |Std VI-VIIl| Total
2006 18.5 18.0 18.3 2010 12.4 48.1 24.7
2007 25.6 26.0 25.8 2011 15.9 50.7 28.6
2008 26.1 25.8 26.0 2012 19.9 57.6 335
2009 283 27.9 28.1 2013 21.4 60.8 35.6
2010 26.7 26.2 26.4 2014 23.1 55.2 352
2011 30.6 29.8 303 2015 23.1 50.3 331
2012 36.8 33.7 353
2013 38.6 36.4 U5
2014 383 355 36.9
2015 36.6 325 34.6
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Table 6: % Children by class and READING level -

All schools 2015 et naia

Not even Level 1 | Level 2 e .
Std letter | “etter | Word (g | Text)|(std Il Text)| TOt2! (™ N (=
FIoTt ATSIET ATSTRY ST, o G ST TTATE HHT AT,

I 121 233 23.0 223} 19.3 100 ATEY. STSeTET A W &t gy - £ 9 ’

I 73 148 | 14.7 25.1 38.2 100 Tesott Sl T QU Drherrd el s $'

v 5.0 83 | 104 | 197 566 | 100 3. R T ABR 3wy . e : '

v 36 7.4 9.4 178 61.8 100 A "“;" S atroity ey, A — ~

VI X 58 | 76 | 156 67.9 | 100 AL ST Tt grerer o g <

IRTAET BRTa fhvaal. a_a aA ot T

Vil 2.2 4.9 5.3 14.5 73.2 100 NS g - — q o

Vil 1.6 29 5.3} 10.7 79.5 100 NS} VeIl STasaTd. AT &Y B S - T

Total 9.0 139 | 119 | 165 489 | 100 PSR W -l - a -
How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level in reading achieved by a child. For 3Tgd. qrad g ur 3
example, in Std ll, 7.3% children cannot even read letters, 14.8% children can read letters but '\ﬁﬂ'
not more, 14.7% children can read words but not Std | level text or higher, 25.1% children can L L k......j...m.,

read Std | level text but not Std Il level text, and 38.2% children can read Std Il level text. For
each Std, the total of all these exclusive categoriesis 100%.

Table 7: Trends over time
% Children who can READ at least Std | level text by class and

Table 8: Trends over time
% Children who can READ Std Il level text by class and
school type 2006-2015

school type 2006-2015

Govt. schools Pvt. schools Govt. schools Pvt. schools

Year| cid | std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std Year| g4 | std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std

| [} 11 v \') | [} i vV \') 1\ \) Vi vil | v v \' Vi vil | Vi
2006( 9.9 | 43.1|65.8[82.0(90.2|16.2|43.5(69.7|80.1|89.5 2006| 46.8 | 60.1 | 70.5 | 76.8 | 82.6 | 45.0 | 57.6 | 64.9 | 75.5 | 83.1
2007( 12.1 |1 48.1 | 74.7 [ 88.2 [ 92.1 | 19.1 | 52.0 [ 79.2 | 93.2 | 93.6 2007(59.3 |73.7 | 80.9 | 86.7 | 89.6 | 63.5|74.9|83.7 |88.6 |91.5
2008 5.8 |33.8|74.8(86.6 (949 |17.4|40.5(74.1]90.393.8 2008(52.6 | 743 |82.5(87.1190.8|57.3|76.3|829|88.3|91.7
2009 13.7 | 46.9 | 74.5[90.4 (939|179 |53.2 | 75.7 | 87.5|95.4 2009(60.7 | 71.5|81.1 | 87.2 | 86.5|56.6 | 77.6 | 84.7 | 89.6 | 93.0
2010| 8.2 | 36.6|72.3[189.4(94.0|20.1|44.2 758|884 ]|95.1 2010 57.8 71.0|81.3|86.0|88.2|53.5|77.6|84.6|88.6|92.9
2011 7.8 | 30.8|62.6 [81.0(86.8|14.4|36.8(72.2|81.5]90.9 2011 47.3 | 62.1|72.8 79.7|83.0|48.4 |66.0|75.2|84.0|86.9
2012| 6.6 |34.7 |58.6[72.5|77.9|126|36.7 |63.9|755|84.1 2012(50.5 553 |69.1(79.4|81.4|549 (622|749 |78.0|83.7
2013 4.8 |36.7 |57.0[70.5(81.1]10.3|39.5(62.5|74.7|81.8 2013(46.0 | 58.2 | 64.3 (69.9 |81.7 | 46.8 |61.3|68.3|74.6|79.6
2014( 4.1 |36.3 (529686 |725|17.6|36.9(60.0|70.1]|76.5 2014(48.1 |51.7 |{61.2 704|716 |48.3|56.2|689|70.0|783
2015 7.3 |40.2 |63.0 755|782 |11.4|46.6 |64.7|805|81.8 2015( 55.559.8 |64.5 (713 |77.7 |62.5|65.2|729 |75.6 | 80.5

Table 9: Trends over time
% Children in Std Ill and V at different READING levels by school

While reading Tables 7 and 8, the following things need to be kept in
mind:

type 2006-2015

ASER is a “floor” level test. The highest level in the ASER reading tool is
% Children in Std Il who can | % Children in Std V who can the ability to read a Std Il level text. All children (age 5 to 16) are assessed
Year | read at least Std | level text read Std Il level text using the same tool. ASER does not assess children using grade level
Govt. | Pvt. |Govt. &Pvt.*| Govt. | Pvt. |Govt. & Pvt.* tools.
2006 65.8 69.7 66.1 60.1 EvE 596 Table 7 shows the percentage of children in Std I to V in government and
private schools who can read at least a Std | level text. Similarly, Table 8
2007| 74.7 79.2 74.9 737 749 742 shows the percentage of children in Std IV to VIIl who can read a Std I
2008| 74.8 741 74.8 74.3 76.3 75.0 level text.
2009| 74.5 75.7 74.6 71.5 77.6 73.8 Tables 7 and 8 show that in 2015 there has been an improvement in
2010 723 758 726 710 776 732 reading ability in government schools in all grades (I-VIII). For instance, in
government schools, the percentage of children in Std Il who could read
2011] 626 | 722 63.5 62.1 | 660 63.5 atleast a Std | level text, increased from 52.9% in 2014 t0 63.0% in 2015
2012| 58.6 63.9 59.3 553 62.2 58.3 (Table 7). This proportion is slightly higher at 64.7% for Std Il children in
private schools in 2015. Similarly, the percentage of children in Std V who
2013| 57.0 625 >7.7 >8.2 61.3 595 could read Std Il level text in government schools increased by 8% points
2014| 529 | 60.0 54.1 51.7 | 56.2 53.5 — from 51.7% in 2014 t0 59.8% in 2015 (Table 8). In contrast, 65.2%
2015| 63.0 64.7 3.3 59.8 65.2 61.8 childrenin Std Vin private schools could read Std Il level textin 2015.

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Table 10: % Children by class and ARITHMETIC level
All schools 2015 Math Tool
Not | Recognize numbers Can Can
Std 1-9 btractl| divid Total g — P
eveni- 1-9 10-99 subtrac viae s 0§ ¢ JoIRTH FTTBR
[ 30.8 49.7 18.6 0.7 0.2 100 { 5 ‘ { g l l " ‘ l o ‘ 85, &3 DX ¢
Il 10.5 37.8 45.2 6.0 0.6 100 - R - 3
If 5.4 26.8 44.1 21.6 2.1 100 -m -
&4
v 3.9 16.5 36.6 328 | 102 | 100 @ 80 2 yar(
-3 - q9 | &

\ 2.5 14.2 33.8 25.2 24 .4 100
Vi 17 123 35.9 23 | 278 | 100 u‘*“ u“
VII 1.6 8.3 38.0 241 28.0 100

I L S () 4 S‘{C‘ii
VIl 1.6 5.7 36.4 23.5 32.7 100 9 B

Total 7.6 22.0 36.0 19.3 15:3 100 4 Q 4 33
How to read this table: Each cell shows the highest level in arithmetic achieved by a child. For B | S -4 8 ;‘1‘](9 i

example, in Std Ill, 5.4% children cannot even recognize numbers 1-9, 26.8% children can
recognize numbers upto 9 but not more, 44.1% children can recognize numbers upto 99 but S D Y g [ g P——
cannot do subtraction, 21.6% children can do subtraction but cannot do division, and 2.1% ¥ 37 Sl T R e St S o A W e T IR 3 =i Sread TR AT
children can do division. For each Std, the total of all these exclusive categories is 100%.

Table 11: Trends over time
% Children who can do at least SUBTRACTION by class and

Table 12: Trends over time

% Children who can do DIVISION by class and school type
2007-2015**

school type 2007-2015**

Govt. schools Pvt. schools Govt. schools Pvt. schools
Year| std | std | std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std | Std Year!'std [ std [ std [ std [ std | std [ std | std [ std [ std
I I mlw !l v | I m!lw/| v IV | V [ VI |vi[vii| v | VvV [ VI ]|Vvl]|Vvl

2007| 27.2 | 45.7 | 56.4 | 66.2 | 74.2 | 38.2 | 42.5|54.1|63.9 |73.5
2008| 27.1 | 46.9 | 58.6 | 68.5 | 71.8 | 32.4 |47.4 |56.4|64.3 |72.3
2009| 31.8 {49.8 |59.9 (728772269 |53.4|643|71.1|80.6
2010| 20.2 {399 | 52.9 |61.2 [ 72.0| 23.1 |44.6 | 58.8 |67.5|74.3
2011| 15.0 | 31.4 | 42.7 | 51.8 | 63.4|18.9 |35.2 |455|52.8 |60.3
2012| 11.5(20.2 | 29.3 |40.4 [ 45.1 | 17.3 | 25.8 | 32.7 | 35.4 | 44.2
2013| 9.0 [ 16.3|245|27.8357|12.0|20.4 (264|282 |334
2014| 12.1 [ 16.6 | 21.7 | 28.0 [ 30.8 | 8.2 |22.2|23.9|28.6 |33.6

2014] 0.6 | 53 |17.9]37.3|386| 50 | 83 1226|406 445 2015] 92 [219]24.1[263[31.7[15.1]286[32.9]30.1(333
2015| 03 | 5.1 [22.7 407 468 3.1 [ 119|278 546|544

2007| 5.2 | 23.4|52.2(705|80.8|13.5|353|53.9|73.3]|81.9
2008 | 3.1 [ 15.5]|48.7 [ 67.9|83.4|146|24.2|54.4|71.2|80.4
2009| 5.2 | 254|552 (785|853 |16.0|29.2|59.5|71.4]|87.9
2010| 2.6 | 15.1|46.5(71.8|83.5|12.3|27.0|51.970.8|84.0
2011| 3.4 [ 122|354 (585|702 7.2 |17.1]|42.2|59.6|75.3
2012| 1.4 | 6.6 | 225(399|47.4| 53 | 14.1|34.1 | 46.9 | 54.7
2013| 0.6 | 45 |17.1(31.9|41.7| 43 |11.3]|219|422|454

**ASER 2006 arithmetic results are not comparable to subsequent years because of a change
in the assessment tool. Hence 2006 data is not included in the above tables.

Table 13: Trends over time
% Children in Std Il and V at different ARITHMETIC levels by school

While reading Tables 11 and 12, the following things need to be kept in mind:

type 2007-2015 ASER is a “floor” level test. The highest level in the ASER arithmetic tool is
. . . . the ability to do a numerical division problem (dividing a three digit number
% Children in Std lll who can | % Children in Std V who can by a one digit number). In Maharashtra, children are expected to do such
Year do at least subtraction do division computations by Std Ill. All children (age 5 to 16) are assessed using the
Govt. | Pvt. |Govt. & Pvt.*| Govt. | Pvt. |Govt. & Pvt.* same tool. ASER does not assess children using grade level tools.
2007] 522 539 573 457 425 445 Table 11 shows the percentage of children in.StdI"co'Vin government and
private schools who can do at least subtraction. Similarly, Table 12 shows
2008| 48.7 54.4 49.2 46.9 474 47.1 the percentage of children in Std IV to VIIlwho can do division.
2009| 552 | 595 55.5 498 | 534 511 Ability to do arithmetic operations has improved in 2015 in both
2010| 46.5 51.9 46.8 399 44.6 a41.4 government and private schools. However, arithmetic levels remain low.
2011] 354 12 36.0 314 352 328 For instance, in government schoqls, the percentage of chlldrgn in Std V
who can do subtraction or more, increased by around 8% points - from
2012) 225 | 341 240 202 | 258 22.6 38.6% in 2014 to 46.8% in 2015. The increase in private schools was
2013| 17.1 219 17.8 16.3 20.4 18.1 around 10% points, from 44.5% to 54.4% (Table 11). The percentage of
children in Std VIl in government schools who can do division is 31.7% in
ok 228 157 1942 b b 2015, more or less unchanged from 2014 (Table 12). This proportion is
2015| 22.7 | 27.8 23.6 219 | 286 24.4 33.3% for Std VIl children in private schools.

*This is the weighted average for children in government and private schools only.
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Districts have been clubbed into divisions to produce these estimates. The grouping of districts is based on administrative
divisions used in the state or by geographical regions.

Table 14: Trends over time List of districts under
% Children in Std | and Il at different levels by division/region 2010-2015 each division
% Children in Std I-Il who CAN READ at | % Children in Std I-Il who CAN RECOGNIZE T
Division/Region least letters numbers 1-9 or more m
2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 Buldana
Akola
Amravati 954 | 86.3 | 76.1 | 596 | 634 | 71.1 | 945 | 87.1 | 75.6 | 655 | 69.9 | 72.0
Washim
Aurangabad 943 | 899 | 724 | 644 | 66.1 | 69.3 | 93.8 | 920 | 76.2 | 73.2 | 739 | 74.8 Amravati
Yavatmal
Konkan 97.1 | 914 | 822 | 721 | 71.5 | 81.2 | 96.5 | 90.0 | 82.1 | 754 | 75.8 | 80.9
Aurangabad
Nagpur 906 | 887 | 736 | 67.9 | 67.1 | 80.0 | 884 | 87.7 | 751 | 73.7 | 73.4 | 798 Nanded
Hingoli
Nashik 960 | 943 | 789 | 635 | 626 | 762 | 951 | 94.1 | 81.6 | 685 | 69.9 | 79.4 Parbhani
Jalna
Pune 949 | 93.0 | 81.7 | 856 | 829 | 858 | 94.1 | 93.7 | 84.7 | 90.0 | 86.7 | 88.7
Aurangabad
State 948 | 91.2 | 77.4 | 68.5 | 68.8 | 76.5 | 93.9 | 91.6 | 79.8 | 744 | 75.1 | 79.0 Bid
Latur
Osmanabad
Table 15: Trends over time Konkan
% Children in Std 11I-V at different levels by division/region 2010-2015 N
Thane
% Children in Std IlI-V who CAN READ % Children in Std IlI-V who CAN DO Raiaarh
Division/Region at least Std I level text at least subtraction digat
2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 | 2010 | 2011 | 2012 | 2013 | 2014 | 2015 Ratnagiri
Amravati 80.7 | 65.8 | 58.1 | 60.5 | 54.7 | 657 | 60.7 | 405 | 27.2 | 27.0 | 21.8 | 346 sindhudurg
Nagpur
Aurangabad 83.2 | 76.4 | 655 | 674 | 615 | 695 | 67.4 | 56.1 | 31.0 | 225 | 27.0 | 31.3 Wardha
Nagpur
Konkan 854 | 824 | 751 | 76.3 | 76,5 | 726 | 69.3 | 679 | 42.0 | 36.3 | 39.5 | 40.7
Bhandara
Nagpur 799 | 73.4 | 68.1 714 | 68.7 | 73.7 | 47.2 | 45.0 | 32.0 | 285 | 29.0 | 37.0 Gondiya
Gadchiroli
Nashik 886 | 814 | 721 | 646 | 569 | 714 | 749 | 52.7 | 40.6 | 284 | 30.3 | 34.6
Chandrapur
Nashik
Pune 904 | 82.2 | 823 | 83.7 | 826 | 846 | 747 | 67.7 | 524 | 50.3 | 50.8 | 54.9
Nandurbar
State 855 | 778 | 711 | 70.5 | 65.9 | 72.8 | 67.6 | 56.0 | 38.6 | 31.7 | 32.8 | 384 Dhule
Jalgaon
Nashik
Ahmadnagar
Pune
Pune
Solapur
Satara
Kolhapur

Sangli




