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1. An Executive Summary of key items is provided below.

(1) Progress Overview for 2010-11

S.No.

101
102

103

2J1

202

2.03

204

205

Activity

SSA

New Schools Openning
New Primary School
Upgradation of PS to UPS
Residential schools for
specific category of
children

New Teachers Salary
Frimary Teachers
(R™ujaj®

(aj Science and
Mathematics
(p) Social Studies

(c) Languages

Sub Total (2.01 to 2.10)

Additional Teachers
against PTR

New Additional Teachers -
J»~Reaular)

Head Teacher for primary
(If the number of children
exceeds 150 in a school]*
Subject specific New
Additional Teachers UPS
(Regular)

(a) Science and
Mathematics

(b) Social Studies

(c) Languages

Head Teacher for upper
primary (if the number of
children exceeds 100 in a
school)

APPRAISAL REPORT

KARNATAKA-2011-12

Sanctioned Budget

("1 0-11]
Phy. Fin
128
386
20
276 83 142
387 126498
378 123 816
66 30 840
1107 364.296
943 421 526
113 55 822
205 101.270
101 49 894
229 113.126
204 100 776

Achievements
(tiii 31-03-2011)

Phy.

74
159

Fin.

0000

0.000

0.000
0.000
0.000

0000

0.000

0.000

0.000
0.000

0000

(Rs. in lakh)
% age
Achievements
Phy. Fin.
(%) (%)
0 0
0 0
0 0
o' 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0
0 0



S.No.

2.06

2.07

2.08

2.09
2.10

6.01

6.02

6.03

Activity

Part Time Instructors (if
the number of children
exceeds 100 in a school)
(a) Art Education

(b) Health and Physical
Education

(c) Work Education
Sub Total

Total (New Teacher's
Salary)

Teachers Salary
(Recurring)

Primary teachers

Primary Teachers (
Regular)-Existing
Primary Teachers
(Vacant)

Upper Primary teachers
UP Teachers (Regular)-
Existing

UP Teachers (Vacant)
Sub Total

TOTAL

(New Teachers Salary
memTeachers Salary-
Recurring)

Teachers' Grant
Academic Support
through Block Resource
Centre/ URC
Academic Support
through Cluster
Resource Centres
Teachers Training

Refresher Ih-service
Teachers' Training at BRC
level and above -10 days

One day monthly cluster
level meetings and peer
group training sessions for
10 months for all teachers
each year at CRC level -
10 days

Induction Trainging for
Newly Recruited
Teachers- 30 days

Sanctioned Budget

(2010-11)

Phy. Fin
3483 1024.200
1421 426.300
2279 663.000
8978 2955.914

10085 3320.210
17254  31057.200
1479 440.742
5235 11307 600
310 92.380
24278  42897.922
34363  46218.132
226260 1131.300
196 2286.870
2820 5229.040
226260 2262.600
226260 1131.300
10639 319.167

Achievements
(till 31-03-2011)

Phy.

o oo o ©

15330

655

4277

62
20324

20324

201601

170

2750

179601

186210

6226

Fin.

0.000
0 000

0,000
0.000

0.000

27725619

215.841

10016,720

17 880
37976.060

37976.060

1080 480

1134.975

3929.574

1846.204

921 547

199.828

% age
Achievements
Phy. Fin.
(%)

0

0 0

0 0

0 0

0 0
89 89
44 49
82 89
20 19
84 89
59 82
89 96
86 50
98 75
79 82
82 81
59 63



S.No.

6.04

1101

11 02

11.03

11.04

1105
11.06
11.07
11.08
1v09

11.10

1111

11.12

1113

11 14
"11 15~

Activity

Refreshier Training for all
Resource Persons,Master
Trainers, BRC & CRC
faculty and Coordinators
for 10 days each year
Sub Total

Interventions for Out of
School Children

Free Text Book

2 set of Uniforms to
children studying in
Govt schools
Interventions for CWSN

m m
Civil Works

New Primary School
(Rural)

ACR in lieu of upgraded
Upper Primary ~chool

Additional Class Room

Additional Class Room
(Urban|

Toilet/Urinals

Separe Girls Toilet
Drinking Water Facility
Boundaj™ Wall
Electrification

Office cum-store-cum-
Head Teacher’s room
(Priniaty)

Office cum-store-cum-
Head Teacher’'s room
(Upper Primary)__
Augumentation of training
facility Ir BRC (one time]
Fire Extiigulsher in
schools

Furniture for Govt UPS
(per chiU) -
MaJ” Rtpairs

(&) “irrary School

((0) Uppe Prirnary “hool
Sub Total of Civil Works
lInfrastricture for setting
school ibraries
iincludiri) books

Phy.

5442

4687601
143356
277172

4417361

125251

132
809
4221

941

7U
11442
1212
52
1811

1108

2843

131

44032
197826
_ 1153

645
269070

Budget

111

Fin

54.420

3767.487
4673.232
2365.744

8834.722

3757.530

1188 000
2977.120
15533.280

4155,380

121.250
2860.500

340 000
13 000
90 550

4099 600

10519 100

655 000
878 640
989 130
1011.968

800.032
46232.560

Achievements
(till 31-03-2011)

Phy. Fin.
4146 41.770
376183 3009.349
102506 3278.320
279312~  2365.744
4417361 8834.722
109619 3409 158
117 1053 000
634 2333 120
3197 11764 960
801 3640 180
227 0.000
A 10187 2546 750
296 111.000
o" 0 000

1811~ 90 550

960 3552000
2553 9446 100

0 0000
44004 867 520
197826 989 130
1153 1007 968
645 769.286
264411 38171.664

% age
Achievements
Phy. Fin.
(%) (%)

76 77
80
72 70
100 100
100 100
88 a
89 89
78 78
76 76
85 88
32 0
89 89
24 33
0 0
i00_;

87 87

90 20

0 0
100 99
100 100
100 100
100 96

98 83



S.No.

13

14
15

16

17
1701

17.02
17.03

18

1801

18.02

19

20

20.1
20.2

23

Activity

(&) Primary School (per
school)

(b) Upper Primary School
(per school)

Sub Total

Teaching Learning
Equipment
mMaintenance Grant
School Grant
Research, Evaluation,
[Vlonitoring &
Supervision
Management Cost
Management & MIS
Learning Enhancement
Prog.

Community Mobilization
Sub Total

Innovation Head up to
Rs.l crore per district
50% of funds for
Computer Aided
Education in upper
primary schools
Balance 50% of funds
for innovating projects
for:

(a) Girls Education

(b) ECCE
(c)Intervention for SC / ST
children

(d) Intervention for
Minority Community
children

(e) Intervention for Urban
Deprived children

Sub Total

Community Training
Residential Schools for
specific category of
children

Non-recurring (one time
grant)

Recurring

Total - Residential
Schools

Total of SSA (District)
STATE COMPONENT

Sanctioned Budget

(2010-11)~
Phy. Fin

21236 637.080
17847 1784.700
39083 2421.780
618 225.750
67376 5018.950
73378 4170.120
73378 1100.670
30 2805.846
30 2745.000
30 521.500
30 6072.346
30 1450.000
30 35.500
30 435.000
30 485.000
30 304.750
30 289.750
30 3000.000
363348 679.208
5 46.250
5 35.094
5 81.344
9097646 147266.774
0 1366.115

Achievements
(till 31-03-2011)

Phy.
21236

17847
39083

0
60198
66513

49032

29
28

27
28

26"
30

30

30

30

30
329251

0
0
0

8832181
0

Fin.

637.080
1784.700
2421.780

191.000

4622.050
4009.385

762,712

2b69J"

2745.000
506.050

1408.000

35.500"

420.000
485.000

304.250

283.750

2936.500
615.965

0.000
0.000
0.000

124569.491
1036.115

% age
Achievements
Phy. Fin.
O

100 100
100 100
100 100
0 85
89 92
1 96
67 69
97~ NQ~
93 100
90 97
93 96
100 97
87 100
100 97
100 100
100 100
100 98
100 98
a1 a1

0 0

0 0

0 0

97 85

0 "



S.No. Activity
STATE SSA TOTAL
24 NPEGEL
25 KGBV
Grand Total -(SSA,
NPGEL & KGBYV)
(1DA. Financial Information

y\mount Released

Sanctioned Budget

(2010-11)
Phy. Fin
9097646 148632.889
921 587.871
71 1928.688

9098638 151149.449

Amount
Year Approved Opening re?f(:;ed
Outlay col Slate Haianre other
sources
2 3 4 5 6 7
200102 022,000 700.000 128 762 0000 2627
2002-03 10465580  8041.590 556929 0000  45.806
2003-04 31467 820 12399240 1398664 1728 746 124 125
2004-05 43661 250 27126.170 10650000  1319.037  171.820
2005-06 43202665 28303.780 13926.350  4349.252 243 920
2006-07 75868 752 55791155 15676031  2924.269  462.370
2007-08 49745997 40604.789 23705.864  8817.057 677 379
200809 geonip740 51578225 33508 880 13894958  550.250
200910 96104 084 44220000 29192.493 26870.8% 339,413
2010-11 151190 846 66903.000 31123.780 20135 234 176 147
(111) Teams to provide information on;

1 Status of State shaie/ fiuiding pattern, backlog ami provision in cunent year.

lotal
Amount
Availahle

8

831 389
8644 325
15650.774
39267.027
46823 302
74853 824
73805.090

99532.313

100622.802

118338 160

Achievements

(till 31-03-2011)"

Phy.

8832181
648
68

8832897

Kxpendi
lure

9

132 427
5183.584
16048.850
31654.943
35868052
53495484
74339.936

86815 677

83028845

127914.390

%

age

Achievements

. Phy. in.
Fin. y Fin
(%) (%)
125605.606 97 85
507.374 70 86
1801.410 96 93
127914.390 97 85
(Rs. in lakh)
% of
% of State
1
E>ipend. Expenditure Share Shortfa_ll/
ure - excess in
. against due as
against - Available  per GOI slate
Approved § P Share
unds release
Outlay
10 1 12 13
2.20 1593 105 000 23.762
49 53 59 97 2010 398 1453.469
51.00 102.54 3091 093 1692 429
72.50 8061 6781.543  -3798005
82.98 76.60 7075.945  -6850405
70.51 7147 13947 789  -1728 242
106.59 10072 14211 676  -9494.188
90.39 87.22  18052.379 15456.501
86.39 8251 17688 (XK 11504 493
84 605 108 092 26761 200  -4362 580

Ilie State has a backlog of State Share to the extent of Rs. 43.63 crore diiring the current year.



2. Information on maintaining the level of expenditure in education as on 1999-2000.

Year

1

1999-2000

2000-2001

2001-2002

2002-2003

2003-2004

2004-2005

2005-2006

2006-2007

2007-2008

2008-2009

2009-2010

2010-2011

Total

2

345.307

443.81

510.336

353.311

436.177

709.85

731.52

772.52

760.053

1057.367

891.5

904.124

Plan Expenditure

State Share for

SSA
3

0

0

1.28762

5.56929

13.9866395

106.92

139.2635

157.41066

245.11514

353.81301

291.92493

207.2378

Net of State

Share
4=(2-3)
345.307
443.81
509.04838

347.74171

422.1903605

602.93

592.2565

615.10934

514.93786

703.55399

599.57507

696.8862

Non-Plan
Expenditure

Total

1196.747

1315.35

1274.401

1442.468

1588.107

1738.57

1935.56

2290.67

2945.737

3666.688

3669.8

(IV)Number ofjsmall districts getting Rs. 20 lakh should be indicated - NIL

Total

6=(4+5)
1542.054
1759.16
1783.44938
1790.20971
2010.297361
2341.5
2527.8165
2905.77934
3460.67486
4370.24199

4269.37507



(V) Provision for 2011-12:

(Rs. in lakh)
13”~Finance GOl .
Shortfall of . Required .
Total Outlay  State Share CAOVT;;('jSSf:?rn Share Provision in P'erC\}iL;?clm Shfg\t/];?il(l)r:n
till 2010-11 01112 State Budget P
145870.652 4362.58 11900.00 87080.92 46889.73 39400.00 11852.30
(V1) Total Recommended Budget for 2011-12:
(Rs. in lakh)
K. C
Total Proposals Total Recommended Outlay
SNo, Head . .
Spill Over Fresh Total Spill Over Fresh Total
1  SSA 8575J66  182260.236  190835.602 8575.366 132601.043  141176.409
NPEGF-L 0.000 2275.423 2275.423 0.000 2275.423 2275.423
3 KGBV 62.750 4922.070 4984.820 62.750 2356.070 2418.820
Total 8638.116  189457.729 198095.845 8638.116 137232.536  145870.652
(VI1) Information on Quality Interventions;
(Rs in lakh)
Financial
SNo. Rei'ommeiulation %
for 2011-12
Access & Retention
Special training for
mainstreamed children in
1 age appropriate class 3633.295
2 Residential Schools 206.6
Sub Total 3839.895 2.632
Quality
3 Addl. Teachers 46760.67
4 Textbooks 2304.53715
5 LEP 2529.5
6 Teachers’ Training 7498.65
Academic Support
7 through BRC & CRt: 12358.45
8 T\M for new schools 34.75
9 Feachers Grant 1170.82
10 School Grant 4186.38



SNo.

=

13

14
15

16
17
18
19

20
21

Category

REMS
Innovation for CAL
Library

Sub Total
Gender
NEPGEL
KCIBV

Sub Total
Equity
Innovation Fund
IE

Community Mobilization

Community Training

Sub Total
Infrastructure
Development

Civil Works
Maintenance Grant

Sub Total

Programme
Management

Total:

Financial
Recommendation
for 2011-12

1103.22

1500

785.91
80232.88715

2275.4228
2418.82
4694.2428

1500
3930.51
569.5
2606.754
8606.764

38619.256
5042.35
43661.606

4835.257
145870.652

%

55.003

3.218

5.900

29.93~

3.315
100.000
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rVIU) Proposals & Recommendations for 2011-12:

Actrvitv

SSA

N«w Scfaflois
Openning

New Priman Sciiooi
Upgradation of PS to
UPS

Resiaaiiiai schools fiar
specific categor>' of
chiidren

{ntegratieB of Class V
aad Vm witli
elenentary cycle

la) Adding Classvni
with upper priman’
sciiools

New Te*ci»ers Saiarv

Primary Teachers
(Regular)
<g) Science and
- Mathenatics
>(b) Social Studies
1 (c) Languages
UP teadaers for
lintegration of Class
Lvni
} Sub Total (2.01 to
2.10)
1 Addftionai Teachers
i against PTR

! Head Teachcer for

i primarv (ifthe number
of children exceeds 150
in a school)

[y

e

Proposal for tbe year 2011-12

Spin Over
Phy. Fid.
L
0
0
0 0.00
t
0 0.00 i
i {
01 0.00 i
1 1
01 0.00
o'l 0.00
[
0 0.00 i
! ]
' 6.00
® 1 !
i i
L. i
i
0 0.00 1
1
1 !

Fresh Proposal j

Phy. Fin. J
!
1
31 I
121
1
.
1
i |
I 000!
: .
__________ Ao T
62 i 1848 ;
T 3606 1
217 3606 1
. 12W} 3606
0 3.96 !
J
43 13061 4
[
8 2.88

Total Proposal

Phy. i  Fin.

i
121 1
|

7

]
1
j i
ni 0.00 1
i >
i 1
62 i 18:48 *
, ]
m 36.06 i
! J
121 i 36.06 1
121 36.06 1
1
3.96 i
1 N
436 1 13061 i
t t
1 .
1 i
1 !
sig 288 1
i ;

Recominendation for the year 2011-12

SpiUOver 1

Phy.

1

Fin.

Ul = —-

0.00

e

u.oo

=

0.00 ;

0.00
0.00

0.00 1

0.00 j

0,00

1
I
1

Fresh Outlay

Phy.

*1

Fin.

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

2.88

(Rs. in iakh)
Total Outlay Remarks
Phy. 1 Fin.
1
j
0 ?. i
0 |
i
i
l .
1 e
Notification of
1 State RTE
Rules is still
1 awaited and
01 000 hence not
1 © {Laiiowed.
:
i 1
01 0.00
0 0.00 i
01 0.00
0'1 0.00
........... B
0i 0.00
|
0 0.00
|
1
1
!
8{ 288"
|
......... J



211

Activity

Heatl Tcsacher for upper
primar> (ifthe number
of children exceeds 100
in a school)

Sub Total (2.10 to
2.18)

Total (New Teacher's
Salary-2.01 to 2.18)

Teachers Salary 1
(™Recurring)

Primary teachers ]

Primary Teachers (
Regular)-Existing

[y

Primarv Teachers
(Vacant)

Head Teacher for
Primary (ifthe number
of chilaren exceeds
150)

Upper Priwary .
teachers !

j UP Teachers (Regular)-
Existing

UP Teachers (Vaiant)
Head Teacher for
Upper Primary (ifthe
number of children
exceeds 100)

Subject specific Upper
Pmnary Teachers
(Regular)

(a) Science ana
Mathematics

I (b) Social Studies

i (c) Languages

—_— e ——

Profosal for the year 2011-12

SpaiOver

Phy.

Fhi.

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

Fresh Propacai

Phy, Fib.
65 23.40
73 26.28
509 156.89

17558  31604.40

i

2394 713.41

113 40.68

1
5227 1 11290.32

318 114.48

204 73.44

387 115.33

302 90.00
142 42.32

Total Propsttl

PHy.

65

73

509

17558

2394

113

5227
318

204

387

302
142

Fin.

23.40

26.28

156.89

31604.40

71341

| 40.68
1

|

1

!

j 11290.32

1 114.48

73.44

115.33

90.00
42.32

10

Recommendation for the year 2011-12
Fresh Outlay

Spiti Over
Phy. ! Fin.
o]. 0.00
i
0 0.00
e 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00

Phy.

15

15

17558

2394

113

5227
318

204

387

302
142

Fin.

2.52

5.40

5.40

31604.40

713.41

40.68

11290.32
114.48

73.44

11533

90.00
42.32

Total Outlay

Phy. Fin.
; - -
15 5.40
15 5.40
17558  31604.40
2394 713.41
113 40.68
5227  11290.32
318 114.48
204 73.44
387 115.33
302 90.00
142 4232

i i =

Remarks

As per gap in
the table.



Proposal for the year 2011-12 Recommendation for the year 2011-12

Activity Spill Over Fresh Proposal Total Proposal Spiil Over Fresh Outlay 1 Total Outlay j  Remarks
Pby. Fin. Phy. Fin. Phy. Fin. " Phy. Fin. Phy. 1 Fin. 1 Pphy. Fin.
Subject specific : | 1 ! 1 , . ;
. 2,12  Additional Tnichcrs- . . |' !
UPS (R<"ar! _ i i : . ._ |_
i 1 ! ! : i |
(a) Science and ! . .
MathenwEtics 0 0.00 205 73.80 205 | 73.80 ; « ) 0.00 jl 205 73.80 205 73.80
(b) Social Studies 0 0.00 101 36.36 101 i 36.36 1 on 0.00 J 101 36.36 101 36.36 j
(c) Langu”es 0. 0.00 229 82.44 229 i 82.44 0 0.00 j 229 82.44 229 82.44 T
i
Pan Time instructors 1 ' 1 j
’2.13  (iftiae number of ,
! } il 1
: i

ciiildrrai exceeds 100) | ‘
0.00 ! 3483 1 1044.90 3483 1 1044.90

(a) Art EdiKanon 0 0.00 3483 1044.90 3483 ' 1044.90 01
: o i 1 (R S
i (b) Healtt and Physical 0 0.00 U2l 42630 U2l | 426.30 . 0001 1211 42630 21 426.30
\! A vO) Work Education 0 0.00 I 3357 _  1007.10 3357 1007.10 0i 0.00 % 3357 1007.10 3357 1007.10
; . .23 | J_
. ggg)TOta' (21810 0 0.00 35441 4675527 35441 | 46755.27 01 0001 35441 4675527 \ 35441 46755.27
J } 1
TOTAL . . .
(New Teachers Saiary )
‘t-Teachers Salary- : 0.00 35950 : 46912.16 i 15950 4712.16 0 | 0.00 35456  46760.67 35456 46760.67 :
' Recurrmg) ‘% | '1 1 . ! _ i
I
i 3.00 » Teacliers* Grant 01 0.00 L. 234164 1170.82 j 234164 1170.82 ; 01 0.00 + 234164 1170.82 234164 1170.82
Lo e s [ : ! New BRC
‘ ! A i i proposed for
i i ! ' ! " rural blocks
v 1 | 1 not allowed as
' ) : ) all the CD
| | 1 Blocks are
Academie Support 1 covered.
tfarougfa Block ! Replacement
4.00 Resource Centre/ L 0 173.00 204 4430.28 204 460328 0 173.00 202 4411.24 202 4584.24 of furniture for
URC i i = BRCs
N | . j restricted to the
, i | BRCs
! . . completed 5
) years after the
! il 1 , receipt of the
. . , 1 i | i previous grant.




S.No

~5.00

6.00

6.01

603

6.04

Activity

Academic Support
through Cluster
Resource Centres

Teachers Trainiiq;

Refresher In-servicc
Teaichers' Training at
BRC level and above =
10 days

One day monthly
cluster level meetings
and peer group training
sessions for 10 months
for all teachers each
year at CRC level -10
davs

Induction Trainging for
Newly Recruited
Teachers- 30 days

Refresher Training for
all Resource
Persons.Master
Trainers. BRC & CRC
faculty and
Coordinators for 10
days each year

Sub Total

Interventions for Out
of School Children

alE

Fropiwl for the ytar 2011-12

Spiil Over
Phy. Fin.
0 188.80
0 0.00
0 0.00
b
QE— ‘1
0] 0.00 1
0 0.00
0 0.00

Fresh Proposai Total Proposai

|

|
Fin. 1

1

Phy. 1 Fia. Pby.
i
4103 7663.31 4103 7852.11
—Lere - " mm
t - 1 i \
234164  4683.28 234164 4683.28 1
234164  2341.64 234164 2341.64
11135 334.05 ! 11135 334.05
[
1
1
6984 i  139.68 6984 13968 1
i 1
!
il
252283 j 7498.65 252283 7498.65 1
L |
i i 1
1 i 1

12

Recommendatioa for the year 2011-12

Spill Over Fresh Outlay Total Outlay
Phy. | Fin. Phy. Fin. Phy. Fin.
!
0 188.80 4103 758541 4103 7774 21
1
1
0i 0.00 234164 1 4683.28 j 234164  4683.28
1
| | |
1 1
| !
0 1 0.00 234164  2341.64 1 234164  2341.64
{
|
1
1
0 0.00 11135 33405 11135 334.05
1 T Lo
| 1 1
1 1
[ 1
0 0.00 1 6984 i 13968 j 6984 139.68
! | i
I i
1 i i
0 0.00 252283 i 7498.65 j 252283  7498.65
[ 1
1 1
1 1 [ i

I

& Remarks

i

i 1283 Addl.
1CRCsare

j allowed.

I Replacement
| of fUmiture for

I restricted to the

I CRCs

j completed 5

j years after the
receipt of the

! previous grant

1
1
[
i



.10

’7.20
'7.30

’7.40
7.50

*7.60

7.70
7.80
7.90

17.10
1 7.11
t12

1 e
1 8.00

8.01

Activity

Bridge couse
Residential 12
months)

Brdige Course
Residentiai f9 mtmtbs)
Bridge course - Rescka.
(6 0:K)nths)

Bridge course - Resdn.
(3 months)

Bridp: course - Nm -
resi (less than 12
months)

Bridge course 3 months
Chinnara Angai NRBC
Mobile Scfaof;

Tent school

NCLP

Speciai Enrolment
Drive

I N~chtab/Madrasa

1 Meena Club m non
i NPEGEL dusters

Sub Total !
Speciai Tratnisg 1
1
1
1

Setting up of special
training fecihty fiw age
appropriate admission

of out of sdiooi ;
ciiildren |
(a) Resideniiai -12
months

1) Residastial - 6
1 months (seasonal

| residential, bridge
1 course)

»¢) Residential-3 1
j months
Sub total - Residential |

Spill Over
Phy. Fin.

0 0.00

0 0.00

0 0.00
....... 1

0 0.00

0 0.00

0 0.00

0 0.00

0 0.00

0 0.00

0 0.00
0 0.00
iL

0 0.00

0 0.00
1
i

0 0.00
J

0.00

0 0.00
0 0.00 |

Proposal for the year 2011-12

Fresb Proposal

Phy. . Fin.
6218 621.80
-0 0.30
8436 421.80

6953 173.83
N n

4916 117.58
g ‘08.35 |
597 1791
2880 43.20
647 1 1941
6915 ! 0.00
12104 363.12
8850 265.50

6S013  2152.79

[
6218 1 124360

8436 1 843.60

1
6953 jL 347.65
21607 || 2434.85

I
1
1

—_— e

1

Total Proposal

Ptiy.

6218

10
8436

6953

4916

9487
597

2880 i

647

1
1

6915 ;

12104

S850 :

6W13

6218 :

8436

6953
21607

i
1

0

Fin.

621.80

0.30

421.80

173.83

H7.58

138.35

17.91
43 20
19.41

0.00
363.12
265.50

2152.79

1243.50

843.60

e— — = [l ™

347.65 :

2434.85

Recommendation for the year 2011-12
Fresh Oatlay

Spill Over |
Phy. Fin-  ~ Phy.
0 0.00 "' 0
1
0 0.00 0
1
Om 0.00
1 1 0
DI 0.00 0
01 0.00 i 0
1 1 |
0 1[ 0.00 0]
J
0! 0.00 ' 0j
0 0.00 ! 0
0 0.00 : 0
01 0.00 1 0
o ! 0.00 0
0i 0.00 4 0
0 0.00 1 0
!
1
1 1
!
0 0.00 6218
0 0.00 8436
i 1
01 0.00 } 6953
1
0: 0.00 ; 21607

Fin.

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

1243.60

843.60

347.65
2434.85

j

Total Outlay
Phy. j  Fin.
0! 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00 !
T
0 0.00
0 0.00 1
0 0.00 %
0 0.00
0 0.00 1
0 0.00 !
0.00
% 1
1 0.00 i
0 1
0 0.00 i
i
|
i
6218 1243.60 j
|
8436 843.60
6953 347.65
21607 2434.85

Remarks

Not covered
under the
norms.



1 10.00
11001
1 10.02
| 10.03

1 10.04

i
J 11.00

j 1101
111.02
! 11.03

Activity’

(a) Non-Residcntial -
12 months

(b) Non-Residential -
10 months

(c) Non-Rfisidential - 6
months

(d) Non-Residentia] - 3
months

Sub Total-Non-
Residentia!

Sub Total (SpLTrg.)
Free Text Book
Free Text Book (P)
Free Text Book (UP)

Work Book for Nds ~ #
Kali ¢

Braille book (P) 1
Braille book (UP) !
Sub Total 1

2 set of Uniforms to )
children studying in ]
Govt schools

Ail Girls

SC Boys

ST Bovs

BPL Boys

Sub Total
Interventions for
CWSN (IED)

Provision for Inclusive
Education

Aids and Appliances

Teachers Training - 90
days

i e

Y

S|ity Over
Fin.

0

o

o o O o

o
LT N

=

Proposal for the ymt 2011.12
Fresh Propasal

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

Phy.

5624 i

Fim.

337.44

12646 1 632.30

288

9487

473%7
497096

1753718

1022
580
2726383

2412828
576227
249728

1574965

4813748

131017 i

8354
1500

.1

86.40

142.31

1198.45
363330

402.87
671.08

1221.60

153
145
2304.54

4825.66
1152.45
499.46

3149.93

962730

3930.51
12531
60.00

Total Proposal

Pby.

1
5624

12646

2880

9487

3®637 1

52244

473967
497096

1753718

1022
580
2726383

2412828
576227
249728

1574%5

4813748

131017
8354
1500

Fin.
337.44

632.30

86.40

142.31

1198.45
363330
402.87
671.08
1227.60

P vy — o —— [

j

—

153"

145
2304.54

4825.66
1152.45
499.46

= s

==

3149.93 '

9627.50

3930.51
12531

60.00 .

o

o O O o o

o o
= Ll el —p

Fin.

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

1
0.00

0.00

Fresh Outlay

5624 i'l. 337.44

12646 1 632.30

i
2880 |

a
9487

36637
52244

473967
497096

175371
8

1022
580

2726383

o

131017
8354

1500

86.40

14231 L

Recommendation for the year 2011-12

-1
119845 | 30637

363330 1 52244

402.87
671.08

1227.60

153
145
2304.54

0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00

0.00

3930.51
12531

60.00

Total Outlay
Phy. Fin.

5624 337.44
12646 632.30
2880 86.40
9487 142.31
1198.45
363330
473967 402.87
497096 671.08
18T 122760
1022 153
580 145
2726383 2304.54
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
131017 3930.51
8354 125.31
1500 60.00

Remarks

[ e s

[y

1 Notification of
j State RTE
1Rliks B Sl

« awaited and

' hence not
1allowed.

i

1
i
1



~ (Sl -
Activity Spin Over
= Phy. Fm.
| .
: Resoittcc Teachers
j 11.04 (existing) 0 0.00
11.05 IE volunteers (existing) 0 0.00.
Multi-catcgory training
11.06 to RTs 0 0.00
11.07 VolunteH" training 0 0.00
11.08  Ramps fH4 Handrails 0 0.00
ConstnKtion of
11.09 resource rooms 0 0.00 L
Strmg&CBing of
11.10 resource rooms 0 0.00
eli.ll  Others 0 0.00
Sub Totri (11.02 to
11.15) 0 0.00
Sub To~ e 0.00
12.00 Civil Works | 1
11201 BRC/URC 1 0 0.00 »
j.12.02 CRC 1 ot 0.00 1
. ; 1
11123 i(NFg\JArIaT)“maI School 1 135.00 °
ANew Upper Pnmarv'
12.05 ,I (Rural) % 0 0.00
. I
. i New Upper .
j 12.06 i (Urban) 0 0.00 3
1 L o i
1 1 ACR in lieu of 1 L
112.07 upgraded Uppei 175 644.00
Primary School ]IL
I Additional Class Room
| 1(Rural) 1 1024  3768J2 1
... ' Addition*! Class Ro«n 4
izii (Urban) } 140 515.20
1 1215 Toiiet/Urinais 485 121.25
12.i6 |1 Separate Giris Toilet 1255 313.75
12.17 i Drinking Water 916 1 229.00

Pro|»osai for the year 2011-12

Total Proposal

Fresfa Proposal
Phy. Fin. Phy. 1
606  1163.52 606
7256 ; 1741.44 7256 j
645 9.68 645 |
2000 30.00 2000 i
1000 100.00 1000
30 150.00 30
"""""" J
20 20.00 20 i
0 530.57 01
21411 3930.51 21411 n
i
131017 3930.51 131017 i
re
11 1270 ; | i
0 0.00 ; 0
I
30 44460 { !
1
24 772K) j 224 1
|
1
18 82.80 18
1 1
i h
262.20 57 j
1
1777 8973.85 l1 17
........ g
116 585.80 116
297 1425 | 297
2769 5122.65 |l 2769
318 79.50 1 318 i

Fin.
1163152 1
1741.44

9.68

30.00 .
100.00

150.00

20.00 |
530,57

3930.51

3930.51
1
12.70 i

0.00 1
579.60

772.80

[l el

906J20 1

12742.17

1101.00 1

195.50
5436.40 i
308.50 !

15

Recommendatioji for the year 2011-12
I Fresh QOutlay

Spill Over
Phv. i Fin.

0! 0.00

0i 0.00

01 0.00

0 0.00

01 0.00

01 0.00
1

0 0.00

01 0.00

0 0.00

0i 0.00
1

01 0.00
1

0 |I 0.00
i 13500

0i 0.00
1

C 0.00

1
175 1 644.00

1024

140

485
1255
916

3768.32

515.20

121.25
313.75
229.00

I Phy. Fin.
606  1163.52
7256  1741.44
645 9.68
2000 30.00
1000 100.00

1 150.00

»
—..—

1 201 20.00

! 0j 53057

7

1 21411 | 3930.51

I 131017 1 3930.51

0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
57 262.20
1777 8973.85
116 585.80
297 74.25
2625  4856.25
318 79.50

Total Outlay

Phy. Fin.
606  1163.52
7256 1741.44
645 9.68
2000 1 30.00
1000 % 100.9(.)“
30 150.00

u
20 20.00
0 530.57
21411 3930.51
131017 3930.51
1

0 0.00
0 0.00
0 135.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
57 906.20
177 1274217
116 1101.00
297 195.50
2625 5170.00
1 318 308.50

Remarks

New BRC not
allowed.

Notification of
State RTE
Rules ISstill
awaited and
hence not
allowed

Restricted to
33%



: 13.00

PropoMI for the ymr 2011-12

Activity SfHilOver Fresh Prwpwi Total Proposal
Phv. Fin. Phy. Fin. Pfcy, Fin.
Facilit}' ! !
!
Boundaiy Wall 52 13.00 1007632 25190.80 1007632  25203.80
Sqwratkm Wall 0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
Electrification 0 0.00 346 17.30 346 17.30
Office-cum-store-cum-
Hcad Teacher's room 148 547.60 34 171.70 34 719.30
(Primary)
Office-cum-store-cum-
Head Teacher's room 290 1073.00 2509 1267045 2509 13743.45
(.Upper Primary)
Augmentation of
training facility in BRC 655.00 21 105.00 . 76000
(one time) 1
Fire Extinguisher in 1 |
schools : 28 10.70 606 1 12.12 606 : 22.82
Furniture for Govt ‘ ‘
UPS (per child) Hl 0 0.00 948996 } 4744.98 94«996 ‘1 4744.98
Major ne"RTS | i
(@) Prinfflry School il 40 76.00 903 1 %1.19 903 [ 1037.19
(b) Upper Primary k 0 30.75 2850 | 277144 2850 | 2802.19
School 5 j }
Sub Total of Civil - Je05 813057 1069504 | 6305613 1969504 | 71188.69
Works 1 |
Infrastructure for ‘ ( | (
setting sckooi h ‘ ‘
iibraries including ‘ ‘
books i i
I (a) Primary School (pa: 1 :
1school) 01! 0.00 | 9817 | 29451 9817 ]“1 294,51
. |
1 (b) Upper Priman’ [ ! ' -
| School (per school) 0] 0.00 | 4914 1 491.40 4914 ul 491.40
| Sub Total 01 0.00 ! 14731 % 785.91 1413} ”‘1 785.91
. . I
I Teaching Learning ‘
| Equipment 0! 0.00 | | 0.00 1 0 i 0.00

16

[ S S =

Recommeniiation for the year 2011-12

SpiU Over
Phy. Fin,

52 13.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
148 547.60
290 1073.00
131 655.00

|
28 | 10.70
0 0.00

!

1
40 \ 76.00
01! 30.75

!
4699 | 813257

\

!
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00

Fresh Outlay Total Outlay i Remarks
Phy. Fin. Phy. Fin.
Detailed
0 0.00 0 13.00 estimates is
awaited.
0 0.00 0 0.00
346 17.30 346 17.30
34 171.70 34 719.30
|
|
2245 j 11337.25 2245 1241025  Restricted to
i 33%
i
21 105.00 21 760.00
i
606 12.12 606 22.82 '
|[ _— _
802104 | 401147 802294  4011.47 Restrictedto
1 33%
1 1
11 01 0.00 0 76.00 j Detailed
! 0 0.00 0 30,75 | estimates is
! awaited.
[ 810736 30486.69 | 810736 38619.26
| |
! |
| i
| i
i
1 9817 29451 | 9817 29451 |
| |
! |
1 4914 491.40 | 4914 491.40 |
|
I 14731 , 78591 Jl 14731 785.91 |
1 ..............
1 0 0.00 j 0 0.00 !
1 i



119.00

1910

Activity SfiM Over
Phy. Fin.
TLE - New Primary j 0\ 160 1
1 2350 1

TLE for integration of 01 4.65
Class V '
TLE for integration of ;
Class Vffl 0] 0.00
Others (fiar spill over of
uncovered OBB 0! 5.00
schools;
Sub Total 85 ! 34.75
MaiDteaance Grant 0 0.00
School Grant 01 0.00
Research, £valiiatiMi.
Monitoring & 0i 0.00
Supervisiofi i
Management & I

i Quality (Up to 6% of I
the outlay)
"a) Management &
MIS 0 éL 0.00 !

1 Sub total wptD 3.5% 01 6.00

' Learning Enhancement

mProg. (LEP) (P & UP) 0 i 0.00
(up to 2%) ]
Community i
Mobili/ation op to 0 0.00
0.5% 1

* Sub Total 0 0.ee

) Innovadeii Hesd up

! to Rs.1 crore per

1district

150% of fioids for
Computer Aided 0 0.00

Education in upper
primary schools

Proposal for the year 2011-12
Fresh Proposal
Phy.

3l

2.1

0

n

163
67490
73548

73548

30
30

30

30

60

30

1

_ k-

i\

1

Fin.
6.20

a0.50

0.00

1

165 ;

0.00
68J5
5042.35
4186.38

1103.22

4520.98
4520.98

2867.08

691.00

3558.08

1500.00

Total Proposal

Phy.

31

121

163
67490 1
73548 j

73548 1
[

30 j
30

30

60 1

30:

Fm.
7.80

84.00

4.65

1.65

5.00

103.10
5042315
4186.38

1103.22

4520.98 ;

4520.98

2867.08

691.00

3558.08

1500.00

J—

Recommendation for the year 2011-12

Spill Over Fresh Outlay Total Outlay Remarks
Phy. Fin. Phy. 'Fin.’ Phy. Fin.
01 1.60 0 0.00 0 o
Notification of
85 f 23.50 0 0.00 0 2350 State RTE
: Rules is still
01 465 0 0.00 0 465 awaited and
hence not
allowed.
0 0.00 0 0.00 0 0.00
:
0 5.00 I 0 0.00 0 5.00
i
85 34.75 0 0.00 0 34.75
0 0.00 67490  5042.35 67490  5042.35
0 0.00 73548 4186.38 73548 4186.38
0 0.00 73548 1103.22 1 73548 1103.22 j
1
1
)
0 0.00 30 4135.26 30 4135.26
e i 0K 30 4135-26 30 413526 1
1
0 0.00 30 2529.50 30 2529.50
Restncted to
} mgt. ceiling
0 0.00 1 30 569.50 30 569.50
0 | 0.00 ! 60  3099.00 60 1 3099.00
1 i
! il
11 1
1 i !
01 0.00 30 1500.00 1 30 1500.00 j
1



Profkosal for the year 2011-12

SNO

Activity Spill Over

Phy. Fin.
Balance 50% of
funds for innovating
projects for
(a) Girls Educanon 0
(b) ECCE 0
(c)intervention for SC/
ST children
(d) Intervention for

Mrnonty Community 0
children

19.02

0.00
0.00

o

0.00

0.00

(e) Intervention for j
Urtjan Dgjrived
children

Sab Total
Community Tndinng

0 0.00

0 0.00

20.00 0.00

Transport/Escort
Facility [

121.00

Children in remote
habitations with sparse;
populations where
openmg of schools is
unviabie

2101 0 0.00

[,

Sub Total
Residential Schools
for specific category
of children

0.00

122-00

—_— - R
o
-

Non-recurring (one jl

2201 time grant)

122.02 Recurring 0

i Total - Residential {
| Schools ]

i Total of SSA (District) ! 4789

fI—

4625
0.00 |

5 46.25

8575J7
1

Fresh Proposal

Phy. Fin.
30 450.00
30 150.00
30 450.00
30 225.00
30 225.00
0  3000.00

5714% 1 2606.75

1

i
31384  1569.20
50805  1569.20
12 804.90
12 384.84
24 1+ 1189.74

1 |

11119508 ' 180018.94 °

Total Proposal

Phy. Fin.
1 !
i
30 j 450.00
301 150.00
30 1 450.00
i .
30 i 225.00 !
1 i
1
30 j 225.00 EL
0 3000.00
5714% 2606.75
31384 1569.20
31384 1569.20
12 851.15
121 384.84
i 1 i
1 24 1 1235.99
[ i
11120087 *+ 18858610

1

18

Phy.

Recommendation for the year 2011-12

Spill Over
Fin.
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
0 0.00
5 46.25
1 0.00
i
s 1 4635
I [
4790

i Fresh Outlay

Phy. 1 Fin.
1
1
]
30 450.00 1
30 150.00 1
30 450.00
1
30 225.00 j
1
|
30 ) 225.00 j
30  3000.00
571496  2606.75
0 0.00
0 0.00 1
i !
|
[
0! 0.00!
5 \1 160.35
i
51 16035

1

Total Outlay I Remarks
Phy. 1 Fin. 1
1 fwe
1
30 450.00
30 150.00
30 450.00
30 i 225.00
! f
|
30 1 225.00
1
30 i 3000.00
571496 1 2606.75
1
1
L Notification of
State RTE
! Rules is still
0 0.00 awaited and
hence not
1 allowed.
0 0.00
Notification of
0 4625 State RTE
Rules is still
awaited and
5 160.35 1 hence not
allowed.
5 206.60 1

857537 | 5047526  131901.04 5047526

1

140476.41 J
1



¢ ha

23.00

m23.01

j 24.00 | ISfPEGEL

1
1

[

1STATE SSATOTAL
[

!
!

25.00

il

Activity

STATE
COMPIWENT

Managerocni

SubTotai

KGBV

Grand Tota!

MIS

(1A,

NPGEL & KGBV)

Propoui for tbe year 2011-12

SpfltOver Fresh Propsnl
Fin. Pliy. Fin. Phy. i
1
0 0.00 0 2249.30 0
0 0.00 0  2249-30 i
4789 857537 11119506 18226024 = 11128087 .
1 T
0 0.00 1468 i 2275.42 1468
| !
‘ 1 . i
! b ‘
[ ! !
|
62.75 71 492207 | 71
! |
|
%
f 1!
4«07  8638.12

11121047 | 189457.73 11121626 L
Lo I ‘

Total ProfMsal

190835.60

198095.85 |

19

1 Phy. ! Fin.

Recommendation for the year 2011-12
SpHIOver 1 Fresh Outlay Total Outlay
Phy. Fin. Phy. Fin.

Remarks

! Rs.crore for
construction of
Jl Warehouse for
» Textbook
700.00 &Society not
allowed.
Restricted to
ceiling.

0 0.00 0 700.00 0

700.00
141176.41

700.00 0
132601.04 5047526

0 0.00 i 0
4790 8575J7 | 50f7S26
‘ ! 547 new MCS
i allowed
0.00 j 1468 | 2275.42 1468  2275.42 consequent on
! i the creation of
| new CRCs
1 : : ! Building and
! i ‘ addl.

| .
Dormitory not
01 6275 2356071 71 allowed for

want of State
SOR.

2418.82

il 8638.12 | 5049065 13723254 | 5049065 145870.65
| 1



(2)
@)

)

©)

(4)

()

Issues

Notification of RTE rules:

The major issue at present is that of issuing the notification by the government. Till the
notification is issued such proposals as of opening new residential schools and transporatation
of children cannot be approved. The state is expecting the notification to be issued by the end
of March 2011. Decision ahs to be taken on the proposals that are worth approving soon but
dependent on issuing of notification

Data Availability ;

The tables included in the Results Framework provide details tables giving district-wise data
on various indicators desirable from school data as well as and on habitations served by
primary schools within 1 Km and upper primary schools with 3 Km.

Single teacher schools :

The number of suigle primary teacher schools is still substantial (1832 schools i.e. 7.85% of
total primary schools). The percentage of such schools is paiticularly large (over 15%) in
liangalore Rural, Mandya and Ramanagara. 1he state proposes to provide additional teachers
in these schools is 2011-12 through rationalization.

Uniform for BPL, SC and ST children

Ihe budget approved for uniforms in the supplementary plan in going to be utilized fully by
March 2011. In the budget proposed for uniforms in 2011-12, new estimates of the number of
girls, SC & ST boys are used but for the BPL category, the same estimates that were proposed
in the supplementary plan are being used. 1his is acceptable in the absence of data on students
belonging to the BPL- category.

RFMS

I he outlay of Rs. 146.756 lakhs per REMS proposed in the supplementary plan could not be
utilized in 2010-11. The amount would lapse. However, out of Rs. 953.914 lakhs approved in
the main plan is expected to be almost fully utilized by March 2011, but a sum of Rs. 16 lakhs
is likely to remain unutilized. |he state conducted learning achievement study in 2010-11. In
the achievement survey to be imdertaken in 2011-12, the state should use analysis of data
based on IRT model. The proposed study on sample checking of QM1' data should also assess
how the QM'r is utilized at different levels and what problems, if any, are encountered in
implementation of QMT.
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Transportation of children to schools

In the districts (chickbaliapur, Chikkamangalore, Kodagu, Uttar Kannada) there are many
habitations without a school. As opening of a new school in small habitations, particularly in
hilly areas, is not viable it is proposed to provide transport facility for the children as is
permissible under RTE Act. lhe state has proposed such facility for 37741 children in 2011-
12, which may be approved.

Incorporation of class 8 in the elementary cycle

This is under consideration but no decision has yet been taken on it. As such the elementary
education cycle continues to have classes 1 to 7. The children have to shift to secondary
schools after class 7. The process of extending elementary cycle to class 8 needs to be
expedited.

11 Urdu medium schools to have class 8.

The state has proposed to add class 8 in 11 Urdu medium schools as there are no secondary
schools in the vicinity to which they can go after class 8. Although the policy decision for
integration of class 8 in the elementary cycle has not yet been taken, the ILE grant for
students of class 8 of these schools may be allowed as an exception, subject to starting of class
8 in these 11 schools by the state government

Civil Works

Brief note for appraisal of civil work for Karnataka; - fhe State has done remarkably well
in physical and fmancial achievements. Ihe cumulative completion rate is 86%, completion
and in progress rate is 98%. Similarly tinancialachievement is96%. InAWP&B2010-11,
State has utilized allocation except for thesupplementaryapproval as on 31.01.11. State is
likely to better ending 31.03.11.

I'he State has spillover of ' 8132.56 lakhs including supplementary approval of ' 7480.24
lakhs.

Ihe State has worked out ACR and HM gaps based on DISH 2010-11. The Gaps aie 5602 in
respect of ACR and 5570 in respect of HM Rooms respectively. While calculating the gaps for
MM Rooms, State has accounted tor surplus classrot*ms where ever possible. Stale has planned
2384 classrooms for 2011-12 where ever the land is available. | he balance classrooms will be
plaimed in 2012-13.

Major Repair; - State has done commendable job for preparing estimates for for more than

3700 major repair. However some of the estimates need reviewing by the State team to arrive
at net amount which can be incorporated in the costing table
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(11)

Unit cost for KGBV and Residential schools: - The State has prepared design for 100 and 50
children respectively. The State has yet to work out carpet area and design some basic facilities
for storage space in dormitories and classrooms. The State has been advised to work out unit
cost in accordance with KGBV guideline and notify for taking in costing table.

I'hird Party Evaluation: - The State could not commission third party evaluation for 2010-11
although it is doing the same since last 5 years.

Although district and block level the strength of technical personals is adequate, but at State
level there are only 2 personal against approved strength of 8.

MIS

e The appointment of MIS personnel at District and Block level are outsourced on one year
contract. I'his leads to difficulty of training new recruits every year and no institutional
memoiy. Even the district level data is not available in the Districts.

e The plan is submitted for 30 Districts, whereas the DISE data is submitted for 34 Districts.
There should be uniformity in number of Districts at both places.

e Retention rate at primary level is 76.

e The districts with high dropout rate at upper primary level are Bellary (14.01), Yadgiri
(11.20), Bidar (11.07), Koppal (11.01) and Bijapur (10.35).

e There are high percentage of schools whh PTR >35. Ihe districts with highest percentage
of upper primary schools with PTR >35 are Yadagiri (19%), Bijapur (15%) and Dharwad
(10%).

e There is a need for further capacity building of personnel at State level to calculate various
educational indicators.

Pedagogy and Teacher Training

» State can consider consolidation and sharing of quality plan, as well as careftil alignment
of training, monitoring plans, tools and capacities with the same.

* The learning processes in the UPS system needs revitaUsation. Chaitanya needs to be
implemented as it was visualised, the conception of C('E in VI-VIII needs
reconceptualisation away from summative testing.

» Some of the State efforts may aim to create deeper impact. This can be done by just re-
conceptiialisaing the use of existing resources. An example is the Spastha Odhu Program
which can aim to focus on fluency as well legible handwriting among other things.
Similarly, creative use of language can become an essential and necessary part of the
outcomes in UPS and not an attainment only some children might have. Also, the range of
very supportive and well chosen partnerships with the civil society organisations can be
consolidated basis the State’s vision to impact systemic readiness for including local
knowledge and participation instead of sporadic islands of excellence in this domain.
Library is used as space wherein children and teachers experience the freedom to explore
learning.

e State needs to take necessary steps to fill teacher vacancies (13033)

e The State needs to ensure that only excess teachers are used for the pilot CRG run school
based support system
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(12) Inclusive Education

* I'ne Project Management Structure for IE is weak. At the State level there is one person
for IE from DPI. There should also be a technical person for IE at the State level. The
District level IE coordinator gets Rs. 13000/- per month whereas the block level IE RT
gets Rs. 16000/- per month. This needs to be lot)ked into

e As per Census, 2001 CWSN constitute 2.02% of the total child population whereas the
state has identified only 1.56%. In absolute numbers, there is a gap of 45606 CWSN.

e | he state should ensure that the 606 RTs deputed as RTs undergo a degree in Special
Education within 2 years.

e 20 districts in the State do not have RCI recognized institutions. Thus, first preference
should be given to these districts for BRC upgradation.

» 75.20% schools made barrier free. All the schools need to be made barrier free gradually.

» The State needs to appoint 42 remaining RTs sanctioned at BRC from the RTE
Supplementary Plan to make it 5 RTs per block.

(13) Financial Management
The state has a backlog of state share to the extent of Rs. 43.63 crores.
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3 Comments on States commitments and implementation:

The State Government made the following commitments to improve the implementation of SSA in the
State:

Commitments
1. States will initiate preparatory steps for the
implementation of RTE.

2. States will address discrimination against
marginalised groups (Girls, SC, ST, Muslim
minorities, CWSN) systemically and in all
aspects, including classroom practices, teacher
behaviors, and peer relations.

3. States will initiate curriculum reform,
encompassing age appropriate  syllabus
formulation, text book development, review of
existing  assessment  systems  vis-a-vis
continuous and comprehensive evaluation
system, in consonance with the NCF-2005 and
the principles in section 29 of RTE

4. States will bring in objective and transparent
systems for ' rationalization of teacher
deployment.

5. States will formulate a detailed strategy for
ensuring that all teaches without requisite
academic (ind professional qualifications
acquire requisite academic qualifications and
receive professional teacher training.

Action Taken

Preparatory steps already initiated in the State.

RTE draft rules are being submitted to

Government.

0 Meena Clubs are formed in all the Higher
Primary Schools of the State with 15 girls
and 5 boys who are studying in that school.

0 These Meena Clubs undertake many
activities inside the school as well as outside
the school to create awareness among peer
group and community members on many
issues related to gender inequality, social
discriminations followed in the society
thiough role play, drama, processions,
cultural activities etc.

0 Meena groups are active across the State and
helpful in bringing awareness on the
discriminations existing in society.

0 ‘'Dhanatmaka Chintane' - positive thinking
training programme for all officers addresses
these concerns.

e Curriculum reform exercises completed.

e CCE as per section 29 - material
development and training planned.

» Text books are being planned.

Excess teacher post at primary and subject wise
excess posts at higher primary stage are being
identified. Transfers are during April when
rational deployment will be effected.

No teacher with out requisite qualification &
training will be recruited, as per State policy.

Department has fixed the minimum qualification
for teachers.
e PUC + DEd- to primary and upper
primary teachers.
» University degree in the relevant subjects
like language, social science, science,
Matlis, etc, -f Bed to TGT teachers.
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Commitments
States will initiate review of in-service teacher
training to ensure that it confonns to the
revised curriculum, and formulate a long term
in-service teacher development programme.

7. States which follow a seven year elementary
education cycle will need to shift to a 5+3

years.
8. Progress in putting in place systems for tracking
teachers’” attendance and  performance

indicators for teachers (e.g. ADEPTS)

9. Improving teacher accountability through
performance indicators (e.g. ADEI'Ts) and
VEC/SDM supervision by deveolving of
specific powers to them.

10. States will move towards unified or single
system of educational statistics at the
elementary level ie. for DISE & SES. DIE
viata 7009 10 will br submitted latest by 15%
January 2011 after independent check for data

Action Taken
New text books on the basis of KCF will be
introduced from 2012-13 for classes I, I, V, &
VIII. Training has been plaimed for KCF-2005.
Long temi training plan has been taken.

Home-work is being done for this purpose.

QMT data is wused to monitor teacher's
attendance and performance. School self format
| Teacher self formats are also used for this
purpose.

Having the indicators as base - the monitoring
tools are developed. Its consists of the procedure
and evidences to record the attainment level of
each indicator. Ibis attainment will be graded
and these grades will be taken for the further
improvement and remediation.
All the supervisor are oriented to use the tools.
The monitoring tools developed are such that
monitoring authority could see whether things
happening at the Field level.. Self assessment
tools have for teachers, head teachers, CRF’s
and school are developed.

fraining for SDMi and CAC member has
started in the year 2010-11. Fraining is based on
the module meaning of quality education.
SDMC should assure the following conditions.

» Teacher should attend school regularly
on time

» I'eacher should complete syllabus in time

» leacher should guide the children
wherever necessary

* l'eacher should organize the parent
meeting to discuss about the student
attendance, learning capacity and

achievement etc.

In our state, it is already using unified statistics
of DISE & SES through B-Govemance. DISE
data submitted to NUEPA with in time. 5% data
validation is in progress.
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11.

12.

Commitments
validation.

State will develop a Child Tracking System to
monitor retention and academic progress of
children.

Effective strategies will be developed to
address equity concerns in the overall quality
ilevelopment  framework  covering  the
curriculum, syllabi, text books, classroom
practices and evaluation process.

Action Taken

Action has been initiated to develop online Child
Tracking to monitor retention and academic
Progress of children. It is planned to tryout the
same in two districts i.e. Gulbarga and
Chikkaballapur and there after implement the
same across all the districts during 2001-12.

Present curriculum and also the revised
curriculum which has been developed in
light of NCF 2005 have greater focus on
local specific and previous experience of
child. Folklores and languages which are
specific to different region of the stale have
been given due importance in textbook and
syllabus.

Various activities in curricular and co-
curricular areas are in place for the holistic
development of children.  Project Work
focus on involvement of children of all
categories in understanding the concepts
being very close to the life situations. Sports
and games that are more popular among
poorer society are given due importance at
various levels giving encouragement to the
children from different strata of society.
Cultural programme at the cluster level has
been designed in such a way that there is no
real competition but encouragement for
participation. The programmes being
implemented every month at the cluster level
make it mandatory that no child should
repeatedly attend this programme. This has
given scope for all children to participate and
exhibit their skill both in the school and also
at cluster level.

Flannel Board activity in all schools of tlie
state is providing space for all children to
present their creativity through which the
level of motivation of children has been
boosted.

Student profile for lower primary children
has been designed in order to track the
overall development of the child including

26



Coininitments

13. lhe State will fill up the vacant posts of
finance and accounts staff at SPO-DPO and
block level by 20™ April, 2010. -

Ihe State will strengthen its internal audit
mechanism to bring it on a concurrent basis
___by June 2010.

14.

Action Taken
cognitive,  psychomotor and  affective
domains. This takes care of individual needs
of every child and provide remedies to the
issues.

m Co-ordinators  separately for  Gender,
Inclusive Education and Out of School
Children are in place to take stock of
programmes of such excluded children and
plan strategies to mainstream and create
awareness among all stakeholders.

m Attainment survey as a Base Line
Assessment has been done during 2010-11 in
order to identify and analyse the attainment
levels across various categories, gender,
regions and parental occupations. lhe
analysis Ls being used for focused activities
to be designed during 2011-12 for solving
Ihe issued identified.

m Learning comers and libraries have been
given key importance in order to promote all
children to have access to materials which
help them to foster in their studies Such
corners close to their class have realized the
equity concerns in the state. _

Vacancies upto Aprii» 2010 is filled by the Govt.

through transfer and deputation.

Internal Audit presently is on concurrent mode
where by we have covered 20 districts.

The release of ~ n d » SSA, Karnataka will be further guided by the following conditions:

15. The State Government should give a written
commitment for meeting its share of the SSA
of the budget approved according to 55:45
Centre - State sharing pattern. __ #

16. First installment of the State share should also
be released to the State Society within one
month of the releases of Central share to the

___ State Society.

17. At least 50% of tiie teachers recniited should
N fem ™,

18. leachers appointed against posts created
through SSA  lbnds should be made
accountable to the VEC' for at least the sakiry

IJM. “Mer would monitor the

Already state the Commitment to

meet its share.

has given

State releases its due share immediately after the
release of the (’entral Share. Copy enclosed

Complied

Financial powers have been given to SDMC for
proper use of SSA funds. They also monitor
teacher attendance and they have been compared
to all school grants for the academic and
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19.

Commitments
attendance before releasing the salary.

SMCs or equivalent bodies should be
constituted and accounts opened to incur
expenditure under teachers grant, civil works,
maintenance grants, school grants and other
such expenditures which have' to be incurred
only through these bodies as per SSA norms.

20. The State Government will maintain their level

of investment in elementary education as in
1999-2000 and give the details of this to GOI
before the release of second installment. The
contribution as State share for SSA will be
over and above this investment.

21. The second installment would only be released

22,

after the previous installment of State share
has been transferred to the  State
Implementation Society and substantial
progress has been made in expenditure as far
as money already released is concerned.

All appointments under the head of
management cost should either be on
deputation or on contract basis, with all
persons being recruited having functional

Action Taken
administrative aspects. Therefore SDMC has not
been made accountable for teacher salary
payment.

These grants are directly released to SDMCs.
SDMCs are incurring expenditure under teacher
grant, school grant, maintenance grant and civil

works as per financial management and

procurement n

orms.

1999-2000 level of investment is being

maintained and improved upon every Yyear.
S Expenditure

Outlay .
]l\.lo Year (Rs. in crores) (Rs. in crores)
Plan Non-Plan Plan Non-PI

1 3899' 427496 2319953 345307 11967
2 gi)oo- 379.389 1341446 443810 13153
3 3‘2)01' 44279 131589 510336  12744(
4 20 s 150128 33311 14424(
5 (2)203' 40229 163861 436 177  1588K
6 'Og‘ 761.672 1793625 709.850 17385
7 5205' 737.048 1962162 731520 19355
8 (2)306' 765000 233954 772520 22906
9 (2)307' 770009 2743170  760.053  2045.7:
10 3808' 958.887  3666.964  1057.367 366661
n 0% geris5 3660799 891500 3669
1 210 900412 4169.897

1]
Second installment has already been released.
3rd installment of GOI share sanction order has
been communicated to the state.

No.22 prescription, is currently followed.

Except “D” group & Drivers who working under
contract basis having fimclional computer
literacy.
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23,

24.

Commitments
computer literacy.
Ihe State has opened all the primary schools
and upper primary schools sanctioned up to
2009-10. However, the State has to integrate
1679 Class VNI sanctioned earlier to the
upper primary section.
PAB directed that all unit cost should be as
approved by the State EC of SSA for
implementation of the activities under AIE
centres.

25. The PAB desired that all civil works except

new school buildings under SSA be
completed by September, 2010 and that of
new school buildings bysDecember 2010.

Action Taken

Logistics problems are there. Possibilities are

being worked out.

Unit cost have been got approved by State EC.

All  comniited civil works before 2009-10
completed. 2010-11 commitment are under
various stages of progress.
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4, Introduction & Planning process:

The Appraisal of 30 districts and the state component plan of Karnataka was undertaken during the
last week of February 12011 at TSG Delhi. Members of the Appraisal team included Sh. K. Gopalan,
Sh. S C Girotra,, Ms Kiran Dogra, Dr. Anupriya Chaddha, Ms. Seema Rajput, Sh. Tarun Gupta, Ms.
Pritha Ghosh, Sh. AudumberM. Chavan, Sh. Shalender Sharma (All from TSG).

The Stale AWP&B of 2011-12 is quite comprehensive covering various aspects in detail. The data on
different school variables and habitations provided in the plan document meet all the requirements and
proved to be quite helpful in appraisal.

The state has made significant progress in improving access, groviding education to out-of-school
children, reducing the dropout rate and increasing the attendance rate of students. Only 39841
children in the age group 7-14 are reported to be out-of-school who will be covered in 2011-12
following different strategies. The retention rale for (class 1to 5) is 97.9% and for class 1to 8 is
94.5%. The attendance rate of students is close to 98%. Thus not much further effort is needed to
improve access and retention, except in the districts that are low on these parameters.

rhe major concern now is about quality of education. Some initiatives in this regard such as
expansion of Nali Kali and invitation of Spashtha Odhu to improve skills in language and numeracy
are expected to make significant impact. Also the new experimental programme of providing school
based support to teachers in 68 clusters to begin with, is expected to improve teaching-learning
process in schools.

rhe state has yet to notify the rules for RTE implementation. It is expected that notification will be
issued by the end of March 2011. Approval of certain proposals of the AWP&B is dependent on the
notification. Also the state has not yet taken decision on extension of elementary cycle to class 8.
This is also a hurdle in approving certain proposals relating to class 8 students.

Overall, the state has made conmiendable progress on various parameters of access, equity and
quality. The state appears to be fully prepared for implementation of R1E provisions.
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5. Education Indicators:

The State of Karnataka has been providing consistent DISE data in timely manner over the years. The
State has recently conducted the household survey during 2010. It is heartening to note that the State
has used the DISH 2010-11 data and House to House 2010 data for preparation of plans for the year
2011-12. The DISE data for the year 2010-11 will be submitted to National level soon.

This section focuses on the significant indicators of elementary education. These include GER, NER,
Gross Completion Ratio, Dropout, retention and transition rates etc. The data presented in the tables
below is based on the DISE & Household survey, provided by State team. The State-wise EDI has also
been calculated at the National level separately for Primary and Upper primary level. It is heartening
to note that the State has also calculated District and block wise EDI and utilized in the planning
process. The EDI bas been calculated on four components (Access, Infrastructure, Teachers and
Outcomes).

Cross Eiirolinent Kafio at Primary level

Cross Enrolment Ratio - Primary level(Statc)

Year B s Girls lotal
2010-11 __'107.03 108.07 107.53
2009 10 106.11 107.14 106.53
2008-09 107.80  109.70 106.90
2007-08 111.18  110.69 110.93
2006 07 108.17 108129 108.28
2005-06 '107.11  106.89 \07.54

Source: DISE 2010 11

I he Gross Itnrolment Ratio of 107.53 at the Primaiy level has maiginally increased from previous
year. | he GER at the primary level require further improvement. No major gender gap is noticed in
GER at State level.

District wise GER at Primary Level
%

The GER is not spread evenly in all the districts. There are few districts where the GER at primary
level is very low e.g. Bangalore rural (93.61), Chikkaballapura (95.85), Httara Kannada (96.31),
Kodagu (96.39) and Kolar (97.64). State has reported that Bangalore Rural has low GE!R just because
of district is adjacent to the Bangalore urban district. Children are travelling from the Bangalore rural
to Bangalore urban for Education. Likewise some district showing lower CiER because of children
travelling from one district to another district even for primary education.
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Si.No.

g b~ N

District

GER

BANGALORE RURAL 93.61

CHICKBALLAPUR

95.85

UTTARA KANNADA 96.31

KODAGU
KOLAR

96.39
97.64

Gross Enrolment Ratio - Primary level (District wise)

SI1.No District

1 HAGALKOT

2 BANGALORE RURAL.
3 BANGALORE SOUTH
4 BELGAUM

5 BELLARY

6 BIDAR

7 BIJAPUR

8 CHAMARAJANAGARA
9 CHICKBALLAPUR

10 CHIKKAMANGALORE
1 CHITRADURGA

12 DAKSHnSIA KANNADA
13 DAVANAGERIi

14 DHARWAD
15 GADAG

16 GULBARGA

17 HASSAN

18 iLAVERA

19~ KODAGU

20 KOLAR

21 KOPPAK

22 MANDYA

23 MYSORE

24 RAICILUR

25 RAMANAGARA
26 SHIMOGA

27 TUMKUR

28 rUDUPI

29 UTTARA KANNADA
30 YADGIRI

Total

Source : DISE-2010-1

BOYS
102.89
97.29

113.19
103.88
103.92
137.05
106.30
106.90
100.29
103.05
105.00
102.67
107.99
113.04
107.00
116.90
102.17
100.05
105.39
101.29
105.43
102.47
123.46
102.21
100.38
100.16
102.64
103.61
98.68

106.68
106.11

2009-10

G1IU.S
103.62
99.21
117.69
105.44
103.37
139.99
106.11
108.13
101.44
103.10
110.00
102.81
108.48
114.14
106.74
120.30
110.11
100.19
99.02
101.59
105.55
103.97
126.15
103.87
100.39
100.77
102.99
104.23
97.99
102.18
107.14

rOTAI. BOYS
103.24 101.33
98.21 92.70
115.34 120.49
104.63 103.42
103.65 100.32
138.46 128.06
106.21 107.33
107.50 103.32
100.84 95.63
103.07 102.51
107.00 100.42
102.74 99.71
108.23 109.71
113.58 117.31
106.87 102.46
118.51 117.79
105,90 97.01
100.12 99.05
100.16 97.82
101.43 97.49
105.49 106.18
103.18 100.54
124.76 122.11
102.99 111.11
100.39“ '98.37
100.46 100.17
102.81 98.89
103.91 [00.3~
98.35 96.32
104.54 107.42
106.53 107.03

2010-11
GIRLS
102.16
94.58
123.67
103.98
99.72
130.55
106.78
103.30
96.09
102.81
103.88
99.85
108.95
119.53
103.17
119.20
104.50
100.65
94.94
97.79
106.50
101.33
124.42
114.25
98.97
101.37
98.14
100.52
96.31
103.57
108.07

TOIAL

101.73
93.61
122,01
103.69
100.03
129.25
107.07
H)3.31
95.85
102.66
102.07
99.78
r09.34
118.39
102.80
118.46
100.53
99.82
96.39
97.64
106.33
100.92
A123.23
112.59
98.66
100.75
98.53
100.43
96.31
105.59
107.53
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Net Enrolment Ratio (Primary irades)

Y ear Boys Girls Total
2010-11 98.39 99.36 98.86
2009-10 95.40 94.79 95.21
2008-09 98.20 98.38 97.60
2007-08 96.04 96.16 96.10
2006-07 ' 97.67 97.77 98.43
2005-06 98.01 97.68 98.06

ource: DISE-201 0-11

Ihe State has Net Enrolment Ratio of 98.86 at"“Primary level. It is heartening to note that NBR is
marginally increased from previous year. It is also noticed that the net enrolment ratio for girls is more
than boys.

District wise NER at Primary l.evel:

7he further distribution of NER by district suggests that there is a need to make concerted efforts in
few districts where the NER is very low. lhe NER is lowest particularly in Bangalore Rural (80.69),
Kodagu (84.87), llttara Kannada (86.57), Shimoga(87.44) and Chikkaballapura (87.45). Travelling
from district to district for primary education is influencing on the NEJR for ex. Bangalore Rural
District.

SI.No. District NER
| ' RANUAI ORE RURAL 80.69
2 KODAGU 84.87
3 UTTARAKANNADA 86.57
4 SHIMOOA 87.44
5 CHICKBAIIAPUR 87.45

Net Enrolment Ratio - Primary level (District wise)
%

SI.No District 2009-10 2010-11
BOYS GfRI.S TOTAL BOYS GIRLS TOTAL
BAOALKOTr 97,10 97.69 97.38 96.80 97.66 97,21
BANGALORE RURAL 94.79 95.02 94.90 79.77 81.68 80,69
BANGAI.ORE SOUTH 103.52  107.51 105.43 113.16 1T6~08 114756
BELGAUM 98.53 98.34 98.44 98.41 99.03 98,71
BELLARY 95.46 95.12 98.81 ' 95J) 6 94.56 94.87
BIDAR 98 35 98.34 98.35 97.84 97 21 97.53
BIJAPUR 86.14 85.99 86.07 99.58 98.61 99.12
CHAMARAJANAGARA 97 70 97.82 97.76 92.97 93.29 93.12
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SI.No District
BOVS

9 CHICKBALLAPUR 97.70
10 CHIKKAMANGALORE 103.74
n CHITRADURGA 96.73
12 DAKSHtNA KANNADA 99.42
13 DAVANAGERR 96.78
14 DHARWAD 95.63
15 GADAG 93.53
16 GULHARGA 95.06
17 HASSAN 94.52
18 HAVERI 93.52
19 KODAGU 99.46
20 KOLAR 98.90
21 KOPPAL 92.98
22 MANDYA 92.14
23 MYSORE 91.13
24 RAICHUR 86.44
25 RAMANAGARA 93.89
26 SHIMOGA 92.27
27 IUMKUR 95.04
28 UDUPI 97.93
29 UTTARA KANNADA 90.25
30 YADGIRI 82.61

Total 95.40
Source:DISE

Net Enrolment Ratio - Primary level (District wise)

Enrolment Ratios - Upper Primary level

2009-10
GIRLS TOTAL
99.01 98.33
92.52 98.30
96.51 96.65
100.14 99.77
96.94 96.86
95.70 95.67
93.63 93.58
94.67 94.88
93.02 93.82
93.84 93.33
99.54 99.50
98.83 98.87
92.77 92.88
84.93 88.69
83.79 87.58
85.18 85.84
94.22 94.05
92.27 92.27
95.22 95.13
98.16 98.04
90.01 90.13
80.43 81.57
94.79 95.21

GER (Upper Primary grades)

Year
2010-11
2009-10
2008-09
2007-08
2006-07
2005-06

Boys
103.56
103.07
109.96
107.78
107.41
110.69

Girls
104.31
103.08
108.18
107.29
107.15
109.43

Total

103.92
103.09
107.30
107.53
107.25
110.07

BOYS
87.26
92.50
87.44
89.14
93.84
107.72
92.54
108.54
86.88
92.76
86.23
92.83
97.06
87.16
103.85
106.88
90.24
86.83
89.27
89.02 ~
86.50
102.42
98.39

2010-11

GIRLS
87.67
92.79
90.51
89.48
93.69
110.47
93.39
109.75
93.74
94.26
83.48
93.31
97.85
87.96
105.47
109.56
90.66
88.09
88.48
89.67
86.64
98.71
99.36

TOTAL
87.45
92.64
88.90
89.30
93.77
109.05
92.95
109.12
90.11
93.48
84.87
93.06
97.44
87.54
104.63
108.14
90.44
87.44
88.89
89.33
86.57
100.65
98.86

The Gross Enrolment Ratio(103.92) at Upper Primar>' level is significant and it is stable when
compared the last year's GBR(103.09
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District Wise GER at Upper Primary 1-evel:

The GER at Upper Primary level in certain district is very less when compared to the State average of

103.92. The GER is less particularly in Bidar (80.66), Yadgiri (86.16), Bellary (91.13),
Chikkaballapura(94.97) and Gadag (97.01).
SI.No. District GER
1 BIDAR 80.66
2 YADGIRI 86.16
3 BELLARY 91.13
4 CIHICKBALLAPUR 94.97
5 GADAG 97.01

(iross Eiiroliiient Ratio - Primary level (District wise)

2009-10 2010-11
SI-No District HOYS GIRLS TOIAI. BOYS GIRLS TOTAL
1 BAGALKCh 10374 101.9(7 '102.86  104.98 To2 81" “10194
2 BANGALORE RURAL 10075 10202 101.37 96,67 99.05 * 97.82
3 BANGALORI: SOUTH 104 88 11020 107.45  113.69 116.87 11523 *
4 BEIXiAUM 10539 10561 10549  i03.56 104.13 103.83
5 BELLARY 10544 10088 10322 93.83 8828  91.13
6 BIDAR 98.02 99.10 9854 7953 8L87  80.66
7 BIJAPUR 98.64 9507 96.96  98.61 9827 9845
8  CHAMARAJANAGARA  107.93 11009 10897  107.72 109.04 108.36
9 CHICKBALI APUR 9503 9853 9670 9192 9833 9497
10 CHIKKAMANGA! ORE  101.47 10349 10243  103.77 10556 104.63
11 CHITRADURGA 103.00 10200 103.00 10492 10431 104.62
12 DAKSHINA KANNADA 10479 10112 10301 10512 10159 103.40
13 DAVANAGERE 11203 10933 11071  111.88 109.15 110.55
14 DHARWAD 11213 11552 11376  117.94 12279 12026
15  GADAG 10200 9813 10012 9786 96.10  97.01
16  GULBARGA 98.09 10171 99.80 10589 109.05 107 38
17 HASSAN 10002 10045 100.23 10044 100.99 A 100.71
18 HAVERI 10041 10222 101.29 10009 10177  100.90
19  KODAGU 1008679961  100.24  100.68 100.05 100.37
20  KOLAR 101.02 10227 101.63 9932 10135 10031
21 KOPPAL 10517 101.88 103.61  106.96 10559 10631
22 A MANDYA 10285 10503 103.89 101 19 10315 102.13
23 MYSORIi 11828 12306 12059 11896 12210 120.48
24 RAICHUR 10063 10342 101.88  109.99 11963 11430
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Gross Enrolment Ratio - Primary level (District wise)

2009-10 Aoi(Tn
Si.No District
BOYS GIRLS TOTAL BOYS GIRLS TOTAL

25 RAMANAGARA 104.83 102.86 103.85 104.57 101.48 103.04
26 SHIMOGA 10155 101.72 101.63 102.21 102.92 102.56
27 TUMKUR 104.45 104.16 104.32 102.47 103.10 102.77
28 UDUPI 105.85 103.05 104.48 105.20 102.25 103.75
29 UTTARA KANNADA 101.71 100.03 100.89 100.77 99.22 100.02
30 YADGIRI 85.58 77.14 81.79 88.66  83.09 86.16

Total 103.07 103.08 103.09 103.56 104.31  103.92
Source :DISE-2010-11

NKR at Dpper Primary Level:

NER (Upper primary grades)

Year Boys Girls Total
2010-11 9297 9421 93.57
2009-10 96.07 95.01 95.15
2008-09 94.04 97.95 98.50
2007-08 94.76 93.89 95.91
2006-07 98.86 98.28 98.52
2005-06 9245 98.26 98.32

The NHR data at upper primary level is 93.57 is showing needs effort at upper primary level. 7’he
lower NER (93.57) indicates that there is large number of children who are not into the formal system
of education.

District Wise NER at Upper Primary Level:

The districts with lower NER at upper primary level are Yadgiri (77.37), Gadag (78.24),
Bellary(81.79), Uttara Kannada(84.35) and Bijapur (85.46)

SI.No. District GER
1 YADGIRI 77.34
2 GADAG 78.24
BELLARY 81.79
4 UITARA KANNADA 84.35
5 BIJAPUR 85.46
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Net Enrolment Ratio - Primary level (District wise)

SI.N District
1 BAGALKOT
2 BANGALORE RURAL
3 BANGALORE SOUTH
4 BELGAUM
5 BELLARY
6 BIDAR
7 BIJAPUR
8 CHAMARAJANAGARA
9 CHICKBALLAPUR
10 CfIKKAMANGALORE
n CHITRADURGA
12 DAKSHINA KANNADA
13 DAVANAGERE
14 DHARWAD
15 GADAG
16 GULBARGA
17 HASSAN
18 HAVERI
19 KODAGU
20 KOLAR
21 KOPPAL
22 MANDYA
'2# MYSORI:
24 RAICHUR
.25 RAMANAGARA
26 SHIMOGA
27 TUMKIim
“ 28 UDUPI
29 UTTARA KANNADA
YADGIRI
Source : DISE

Total

2009-10 2010-11
BOYS GIRLS TOTAL BOYS
89.57 88.95 89.27 91.95 92.71
98.92  99.05 98.98 89.63 92.91
99.06 104.01 101.45 108.62 111.19
96.32 95.06 95.71 89.91 90.74
97.73 89.79 93.86 84.16 79.30
95.08 94.25 94.67 90.28 91.61
96.05 98.19 97.06 85.26 85.69
94.65 95.49 95.06 96.58 98.37
95.19 96.43 | 95.68 84.24 89.73
103.69 92.64 98.34 93.22 95.64
9478  94.09 ~ 94.45 96.07 95.72
9349 9298 93.24 94.21"  94.06
97.75  97.68 97.72 99.47 * 97.24
98.64  98.86 98.74 101.87  107.67
9590 95.61 95.16 79.11 77.31
9752  97.13 97.34 90.40" 93.79
97.37 88.39 " 92,98 91.13 92.22
98.55  100.59 85.97 86.99 88.94
98.58 ' 98.94 98.75 89.02 91 19
98.06 97.98 " 9802 ~ 94.01 95.36
93.91 92.08 ' 93.04 " 87.77 87.70
95.16 89 42 92.42 ' 93.35 95.40'
90.69  86.05 88,44" "1 1325 116.25
94.69  90.79 92.94 99.65 108.63
96.24" 95.78 96.01 93.43 91.99
94.67  95.27 94.96 93.91 95,20
9142 91,85 91.64 93.33 94.01”
9936  99.56 99.46 95.52 94.42"
98 47  98.52 98.49 83.72 85.03
~91 98  89.07 *“ 90.67 80.01 74.07
96.07  95.01 95.15 92.97 94.21

GIRLS TOTAL

92.31
91.21
109.86
90.31
81.79
90.95
85.46
97.45
86,85
94.39
95790
94.14
98 38
104.64
78.24
92.00
9L66
87.94
90.0')
94.67
87.73'
94.33
114.70
103.66
92.71
94.54
93.65
9498
84,35
77.34
93.57
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Enrolment:

Year

2010-11

2009-10

2008-09

2007-08

2006-07
2005-06

Enrolment (Primary)

Boys
2801529

2820270
2859996
2885685

2916138
2970175

Enrolment (Primary)

Girls
2613045

2639284

2682420

2710893

2735713
2799460

Total
5414574

5459554

5542416

5596578

5651851
~5f69"

% Increase/decrease

Boys
0.66451
1.38902
0.89022
1.04429

1.81932

Girls

0.99417

-1.6081

1.05032

0790726

2.27712

Total

0.82388

1.49505

0.96777

0.97796

2.04145

The enrolment at the primary level has shown a slight decline when compared to 2009-10. However, it
may also be noticed that the NFR at primary level is only 93 and the decline in enrolment may
adversely affect the outcome indicators.

Year
2010 11
2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

207-07 _

2005-06

Boys
1536864
1528501
1550766
1185746
1164341
1134168~

Enrolment (Upper Primary)
enrolment (Primary)

Girls
1430580
1416489
1441210
1106617
1073185
1060273

Total
2967444
2944990
2991976
2292363
2237526
2215847

% Increase/decrease

Boys
0.55
-Jn4
30.78
1.84
2766

Girls
0.99
-1.72
30.24
3.12
1.22

Total
0.76
-1.57
30.52
2.45
0.98

Note: During 2008-09 onwards Class 8th data of Secondary Schools included, so a big increase is

noticed during 2008-09.

1he enrolment at Upper Primary level has increased slightly in the previous year.

Educational Development Index (2009-10)

In the year 2009-10, the EDI, by NUBPA was calculated for the fourth time. lhe EDI is calculated on
21 indicators divided into four components i) Access ii) Infrastructure iii) Teachers and iv)Outcome.
The EDI values are calculated for each component separately for I'rimary and Upper Primary level.
The desired EDI value for each component would be 1.0. The components having EDI value close to

1.0 are encouraging.
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EDI 2008-09 & 2009-10

1-evel Year Access Infrastructure Teachers Outcome Overall
Index Ranks Index Ranks Index Ranks Index Ranks Index Ranks
Timary 2008-09  0.559 14 0.68 16 0.758 12 0.839 0.693 8
2009-10 0.565 14 0.569 23 0.774 12 0.815 0.569 15
Upper 2008-09 0.789 0.709 15 0.622 22 0.749 10 0.723 15
Primary 2009-10 0.722 8 0.658 24 0.85 13 0.709 10 0.743 15
Source :-DISE 2009-10 Flash Statistics
rhe state has lost its position and declined from 12 to 16* position in the year 2009-10. The Access
index is found to be stagnant whereas, the infrastructure index has reported a slight decline in the KDI
values. However, the state lias shown significant improvement and good position in Teachers Index.
The Outcome index is also satisfactory as far as the EDI values are concerned.
Ihe State has also developed the EDI at (he District anil Block level. However, the same has been
utilized while preparing the plan for the year 2011-12. It is recommended that the state should target
the weaker areas identified using the EDI and need based provisioning is delivered.
District-wise KDI ((""alculated by State)
EDI - Over All Index of Primary Schools 2010 11
Accesisi . Infrastructure Teaclt\tr Outcome m i Rank
0. District Name Index Rank Ind”~ Ranli index Rank Index Rank Index Rank
W'elghtage 0.96194 20885 1.74807 1.831 6.6295
BAGALKOT 056920 21  0.69195 21  0.60821 10  0.41914 26  0.57672 22
BANGALORE RURAL 0.90796 I 0.8567 11 0.60094 12 0.55226 24 071262 1
BANGALORE URBAN 0,65363 13 087395 9 0.63945 6  0.78031 1 075429 3
BELGAUM 0.51626 26  0.49763 26  0.48859 26 0.5847 18 0522 24
BELLARY 0.52547 24 053128~ 23 053502 20  0.32639 29 047483 27
BIDAR 0.79476 6 _ JU9197 28  0.46152 29 0.6497 13 053994 23
BIMPirR 0.47773 27 _ 0.41908 27 048306 28  0.41397 27  0.44305 29
t HAMARAJANAGARA 04595 28 071133 20  0.60833 9 056177 20 060632 19
CHIKKABALLAPURA 0.78974 __7 07286 19  0.55451 18 0.36836 28  0.59207 20
CHIKKAMANGALORE 0.74955 9 08944 5  0.61033 8 076716 4  0.76367 1
CHITRADURGA 0.69766 10 J.~328 2 058683 16  0.67194 11 0.73556 5
DAKSIfINA KANNADA 059592 20  0.82556 13  0.68522 _ 4 0.70632 8 07223 10
DAVANAGERI: 0.54884 ¥ 073049 18 0.73759 Il ju il 6 070339 13
DHARWAD 052259 25 074029 17  0.51762 24  0.78015 2 0.661
(iADAG 0.37104 29 06773 22 0.60153 11 055264 23 057845 21
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SI.No.

16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
23
26
27
28
29
30

District Name
GULBARGA
HASSAN
HAVERI
KODAGU
KOLAR
KOPPAL
MANDYA
MYSORE
RAICHUR™
RAMANAGARA
SHIMOGA
TUMKUR
UDUPI
UTTARA KANNADA
YADAGIRI

Source : DISE 2010-11

51.No.

Access

Index
0.60075
0.83062
0.60235
0.67912
0 81587
0.34628
0.64389
0.63424
0.53188
0.67903
0.77254
0.82334
059716
0 86192
0.64467

Ranli
18
3
17
1
5
30

Infrastructure

Index Rank
0.52387 24
0.77499 15
0.85196 12
0.90177 3
0.93813 1
0.50374 25
0.85831 10

0.7619 16
0.29755 29
0.81526 14
0.89027 7
0.88235 8
0.89671 4
0.89085 6
0.02817 30

Teacher
Index  Rank
0.53013 21
0.5881 15
0.59776 13
0.69323 2
0.5623 17
0.52823 22
0,4852 27
0.69092 3
0.51906 23
0.55363 19
0.5047 25
0.59392 14
0.65303 5
0.62883 7
0.45331 30

Outcome
Index Rank
0.46608 25
0.63419 15
0.68213 9
0.70958 7
0.57983 19
0.55812 21
0.62609 16
0.77968 3
0,60381 17
0.6749 10
0,75828 5
0.55526 22
0.66766 12
0.6372 14
0.1107 30

EDI Rank

Index Rank

0.52071
0.69489
0.70181

0.7614
0.72233
0.50237
0.66468
0.72957
0.47455
0.68774
0.73507
0.70739
0.72573
0.74751
0.25252

As evident from the EDI analysis that even the topper ofthe districts (0.76367) require a lot of
attention because the I!DI value closest to one will mean that we have made progress in all the
indicators. This gap reveals that there are indicators, even in the best of the district® which require
focus on certain parameters

EDI - Over AH Index of Upper Primary Schools 2010-11

District Name

iVelKhtage

— kY B PRr O

BAGALKOT
BANGALORE RURAL
BANGALORE URBAN
BELGAUM

BELLARY

BIDAR

BIJAPUR
CHAMARAJANAGARA
CHIKKABALLAPURA
CHIKFOXMANGALORE
CHITRADURGA
DAKSHINA KANNADA
DAVANAGERE
DIIARWAD

GADAG

Access
Index
1.06539
0.6006
0.8342
0.52586
0.49944
0.52853
0.65095
0.79841
0.38729
0.67138
0.73644
0.71725
0.6417
0.52369
0.43102
0.39311

Rank

17

22
25
20
12

29

14
23
26
27

Infrastructure
Index 1Rank
1.55022
0.55775 23
0.82022 16
0.90376 3
0.51268 25
0.4731 28
0.30204 29
0.52012 24
0.57563 22
0.77975 17
0.94299 1
0.86566 7
0.82439 14
0.76562 19
0.77747 18
060675 20

Teacher
Index
1.63707
0.54971
0.75967
0.46853
0.4723
0.57767
0.43306
0.43819
0.47343
0.4805
0.82932
0.67007
0.66336
0.65292
0.63498
0.61922

Rank

22

28
27
19
30
29
26
25

[o2 B4

10
14

Outcome
Index
1.05627
0.48544
0.6291
0.57737
0.65015
0.53045
0.44188
0.54842
0.36145
0.59678
0.55811
0.64294
0.52755
0.59829
0.6078
0.60041

Rank

26

15

22
27
20
29
13
19

23
12

EDI Rank
Index
5.30895
0.54948
0.76633
0.62878
0.52492
0.52788
0.44028
0.55633
0.46371
0.62932
0.78991
0.73125
0.67902
0.64903
0.63025
0.56646

40

25

14

26
17

28
16

12

30

Rank

23

17
26
25
29
22
28
16

REEe S
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LNo.

District Name

GULBARGA
HASSAN
HAVERI
KODAGU
KOLAR
KOPPAL
MANDYA
MYSORE
RAICHUR

RAMANAGARA

SHIMOGA
TUMKUR
UDUPI

UTTARA KANNADA

YADAGIRI

irce : DISE2010 I

Access
Index
0.63039
0.75426
0.60609
0.75824
0.68551
0.16662
0.59208
0.38904
0.52851
0.51655
0.79909
0.70327
0 NN 4 N
0.84515
0.58168

Rank

16

10
30
18
28
21
24

19

Infrastructure
Index Rank
0.50901 26
0.83644 10
0.82074 15
0.87021
0.92758

0.5888 21
0.85475
0.82808 13
0.50766 27
0.83812
0.90057

0 88728
0.82838 12
0 8343 1
0.07028 30

Teacher

Index Rank
0.51878 24
0.62864
0.60617 15
0.75559
0.62853 13
0.55589 20
0.5813 18
0.64671
0.64901
0.54989 21
0.58813 16
063171 1
0.67613 4
0.587 17
0.52647 23

Outcome
Index Rank
0.51121 24
0.50613
0.61531 5
0.57096 16
0.61044
0.6088
0.39457 28
0.6087

0.6223
0.28726 30
0,56664 17
054523 |L
0.56443 18
0.59209 11
0"6019 1o

EDI Rank
Index
0.53682
0.69015
0.67063
0.75285
0.72369
0.49791
0.62616
0.6404
0.57824
0.57511
0.71742
0.70349
0.69241
0.71203
0.41935

At thf Upper Primary level also it is the sanip district at the top. However the HDI vahies at this level

are better than the values at Primary level (closer to 1).

1.No.

T Weightage

B BAGALKO!'l

2 BANGAI.ORH RURAL
3 BANGALORE URBAN
4 BI'LGAUM

5 BHLLARY

6 BIDAR

7 BUAPUR

8 ' CIIAMARAJANAGARA
9 CmKk.ABALLAPURA
10 CHIKKAMANGALORE
n ClinRADURGA

12 DAKSIUNA KANNAOA
13 DAVANAGFRE?

14 bilARWAD

15 CiADAG

16 GULBARGA

17 “llIASSAN

18 IHAVERI

19 KODAGU

20 KOLAR ~

FJ)I >Over All Index of Elementary Schools 2010 il

District Name

Primary

Index

11 L68|

4743578
o.mTi
0.71262
0 75429
0.52200
0 47483
0.53994
0.44305
0.60632
6.59207
0.76367
0.73556
0.72230
0.70339
0.66100
0.57845
0.52071
0.69489
0 70181
0.76140
0.7223'3

Upper Primary EDI Rank _
Rank Index Rank Index Rank
1.68474358 3.36949

22 [ 0.54948 23 0.56310 21
W 0.76633 2 0.73947 3
3 0.62878 17 0.69153 \y
24 0.5249;' 26 0.52346 25
27 0.52788” 25 0.50136 it)
23 0.44028 29 0.49011 29
29 0.5563r 22 0.49969 28
19  0.46371 28 053501 - 22
20 0.62932 16 0.61070 19
1 0.78991 r 0.77679 i
5’ 0.73iS 4 0.73340 4
10 0.67902 11 0.70066 10
13 7 a64903 13" 0.6762i 15
18 0.63025 15° 0.64562 16
21 0.56646 ~ 21 0~57246" 20
25 0.53682 24" 0.52877 23
15" 0.69015% I0' 0.69252 n
14 0.67063 » \2 0.68622 13
2 0 75285 3 0.75713 2
9 0,72369 5 0.72301 7

Rank
24
10
12

27
18
14
19
20

30
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SI.No.
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30

District Name

KOPPAL

MANDYA

MYSORE

RAICHUR
RAMANAGARA
SIIIMOGA

TUMKUR

UDUPI

UTTARA KANNADA
YADAGIRI

Source: DISE 2010-11

Retention Rate Primary level

Primary

Index
0.50237
0.66468
0.72957
0.47455
0.68774

. 0.73507

0.70739

m 0.72573

0.74751
0.25252

Rank
26

17

7

28

16

6
12
8
4'/\

30

Upper Primary

Index Rank
0.49791 27
0.62616 18
0.64040 14
0.57824 19
0.57511 20
0.71742 6
0.70349 8
0.69241 9
0.71203 7
0.41935 30

Retention rate (Primary level)
Year

2010-11
2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Boys

97.97
95.40
92.60
92.80

Girls
97.85
95.40
93.59
93.30

All

97.91
95.40
93.08
93.10

EDI Ran

Index R
0.50014
0.64542
0.68499
0.52639
0.63143
0.72625
0.70544
0.70907
0.72977
0.33593

k
ank
27
17
14
24
18
6
9
8
5
30

The retention rate at Primary level has increased over the years. It is significant at state level(97.9i).

District wise Retention Rate Primary level

District

Boys
BAGAIlicof 99.07
BANGALORE RURAL 97.52
BANGALORE URBAN 96.24
BELGAUM 83.85
BELLARY 82.74
BIDAR 98.12
BIJAPUR 96.36
CHAMARAJANAGAR 97.53
CHIKAMANGALORBI 97.54
ClliIKKABALLAPURA 93.90
CHITRADURGA 97.81
DAKStnNA KANNADA  99.28
DAVANAGERE " 095,32
DHARWAD 85.56
GADAG 97.53
GULBARGA 98.11

Retention Rate - Primary Level

2008-09

Girls All
99.06 ' 99.06
97.22 97.37
97.45 96.83
83.99 83.92
85.53 84.07
97.80 97.97
96.43 96.39
9752 ~ 97.52'
97.21 97.25
94.40 95.75
97.80 97.80
99.32 99.30
93.80 ''94.56
80.94 W 83.23
96.86 97.19
98.01* 98.06

B(~
92.69
99.32
97.52
91.81
82.94
93.94
95.75
96.30
95.82
93.08
97.78
99.99
96.67
96.08
97.91
92.63

1009-10

Girls All

'AQ3.37 93.01
99.28 99.32
9957 98.52
91.95 91.88
85.73 84.27
94.66 94.30
95.27 95.52
97.49 96.88
96.46 96.14
93.25 93.16
97.94 97.86
99.99 99.99
96.84 96.75
96.39 96.23
97.07 9751
92.66 92.65

2010-11
Boys Girls
93.84 94.57
94.67 95.26
100.00  100.00
97.07 96.58
91.54 91.79
97.39 97.49
95.28 95.90
96.51 95.98
93.30 94.08
100.00  100.00
98.39 98.18
99.00 99.04
100.00 99.31
100.00  100.00
94.39 95.45
95.61 94.91

All
94.19
94.95
100.00
96.84
91.66
97.44
95.57
96.25
93.68
100.00
98.29
99.02
99.82
100.00
94.90
95.27
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No
17

19
20

B'O'O

25
26
11

29
30

Retention Rate - Primary Level

District 2008-09 2009-10 2010-11
Boys Girls All Boys  Girls All Boys Girls All

IIASSAN 99.81 99.83 99.82 99.94 99.97 99.96 96.09 96.66 96.37
HAVERI 95.37 95.66 95.51 97.47 97.02 97.24 97 62 98.65 98.12
KODAGU 97.50 97.00 97.25 98.67 98.78 98.88 97.95 97.89 97.92
KOLAR 9753  97.52 97.52 95.40 9593 95.66 94.61 95.32  94.96
KOPPAL 97.53 97.52 97.52 95.65 95.25 9545 96.97 97.29 97.13
MANDYA 95.68 95.68 95.68 96.61 96.54 97.22 97.97 97.86 97.91
MYSORE 98.18 97,89 98.04 98.03 98.28 98.15 98.95 99.48 99.21
RAICHUR 89.31 89.31 89.31 88.42 85.11 86.82 100.00 100.00 100.00
RAMANAGARA 89.97 92.36 91.17 97.82 96.86 97.34 97 84 98.24 98.03
SHIMOGA 98.75 98.20 98.47 98.71 98.16 98.43 100.00 100.00 100.00
TUMKUR 96.41 96.10 96.25 95.90 96.12 96.00 97.21 96.31 96.77
UDUPI '"73.87 72.97 73.42 99.14 98.98 98.12 98.97 98.79 98 89
UTTARKANNADA 99.28 99.18 99.24 99.04 99.23 99.14 99.11 99.22 99 17
YADGIRI 98.37 98,05 98.22 89.79 8756 88.75 98.65 9L92 95 52

Total: 92.60 93.59 93.08 95.40 95.40 95.40 97.97 97.85 97.91

I'he retention rate at the Primary level ol education i.e. grades |- V is ahnost 98 which has shown an
increment of about 3 percentage point compared to last year's. lhe retention rate has been calculated
based on the DISE data using Reconstructed Cohort Method. The state shall do the in-depth analysis
in case of low retention districts such as Bellary (91), Gulbarga (95).

Retention Rale Upper Primary Level;

Ketentum rate (Upper
level)
Year Boys Girls All
2010-11 94.66 94.40 94.53
2009 10 '92.10 91.70 91.90
2008-09 88.70 88.00 88.40
2007-08 84.50 86.70 85.50

1 he retention rate at Upper Primary level also increased over the years. It is 94.53 at state level, and
needs to some etlbrts at upper primary level to retain the children at higher level.

Retenlion Rate Upper Primary Level

NS(') District 2008 0? 2009-10 2010-11
Boys Girls All Boys Girls All Boys  (Jirls All

1 BAGALKOT 96.93 96.82 92.79 92.69 93.37' 93.01” 93.33 89.39 91.45
2 BANGALORE RURAL. 93.21 9294 93.07" 97.78 9756 97.67' 9252 92.18 ‘ 92.36
3 BANGALORE URIiAN 95.84 96.87 96.34 97.52 "99.57 98.52 100.00 100.00 100 00
4 BELGAUM 88.00 88.18 88.09 91.81 9195 91.88” 9445 9221 93 38
5 liELLARY 85.85 84.01 84.99 8294 8573 8427 86.67~ 8522 ~ 83.99
6 BIDAR 94.27 9237 9342 93.94 9466 94.30 87.35 90.57 88.93*
7 BIAPUR 99.94 99.86 99790 95.75" 9527 9552 9051 88.64 89.65
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District

CHAMARAJANAGAR
CHIKAMANGALORE
CHIKKABALLAPURA
CHITRADURGA
DAKSHINA KANNADA
DAVANAGERE
DHARWAD
GADAG
GULBARGA
HASSAN
HAVERI
KODAGIJ
KOLAR
KOPPAL
MANDYA
MYSORE
RAICHUR
RAMANAGARA
SHIMOGA
TUMKUR
UDUPI
UTTARKANMADA
YADGIRI

Total:

Retenfion Rate - Upper Primary Level

2008-09

Bo”™ Girls All

9753 9752 9752
96.93 96.76 96.85
96.55 96.53 96.54
97.81 97.80 97.80
98.83 98.91 98.87
9359 91.50 92.64
98.51 99.52 99.00
97.53 96.86 97.19

96.81 96.41

96.62

98.15 97.80 97.98
95.37 95.66 95.51
97.50 97.00 97.25
97.53 97.52 97.52
97.53 97.52 97.52
87.22 86.25 85.80

93.77 94.01

93.89

95.78 91.88 94.13
81.18 84.80 82.96
95.84 95.39 95.62
93.19 91.63 9241
79.98 "82.30 81.14
99.26 99,16 99,21
83.79 82.11 83.04
88.70 88.00 88.40

2009-1C
Boj* Girls  All Boys
96.30 97.49 96.88 93.84
19582 96.46 96.14 92.28
93.08 93.25 93.16 97.89
97.78 97.94 “97.86"* 94.73
99.99 99.99 99.99 96.57
96.67 96.84 96.75 92.66
96.08 96.39 96.23 9951
9791 97.07 9751 89.85
92.63 92.66 92.65 94.97
99,94" 99.97 99.96 97.13
97.47 97.02 97.24' 91.47
98.67 98.78 98.88 96.38
9540 9593 95.66 93.73
95.65 95.25 9545 89.50
96.61 96.54 97.22 94.54
98.03 98.28 98.15 95.50
88.42 8511 86.82 95.49
97.82 96.86 97.34 95.83
98.71 98.16 9843 94.39
9590 96.12 96.00 95.13
99.14 98.98 98.12 97.74
99,04 99.23 99.14 93,37
89.79 87.56 88.75 88.88
92.10 91.70 91.90 94.66

The retention rate at the Primary level of education i.e. grades VI
shown an increment of about 3 percentage point compared to last year's. The state shall do the in-

depth analysis in case of low retention districts such as Yadagiri (88.80), Bidar (88.93).

Retention rate (Elementary level)

Year

2010-11
2009-10
2008-09
2007-08

Boys
98.04
95.59
94.03
96.24

Girls
98.11
95.54
93.89
96.22

All

98.07
95.58
93,82
96.26

2010-11

Girls
~92.36"
93.90
99.07
94.41
97.97
93.28
98.41
90.20
92.84
96.81
92.08
96.79
93.22
88.41
94.98
94,22
96.67
95.46
97.20
95.96
98.44
94,71
88.68
94.40

All
93.12
93.06
98.47
94.57
97.24
92.96
98.98
90.02
93.95
96.97
91.77
96.58
93.48
88.99
94.76
94.87
96.03
95.64
95.75
95.52
98.08
94.01
88.80
94.53

VII is almost 94.53, which has



District

bAGALKOt
BANGALORE RURAL
BANGALORE URBAN
BELGAUM
BELLARY
BIDAR
BIJAPUR
(HAMARAJANAGAR
CHIKAMANGALORE
CHIKICABAILAPIJRA
CTfITRADURGA
DAKSHINA KANNADA
DAVANACIERE
DHARWAD
GADAG
(iUl BARGA
HASSAN
HAVERI
KODAGU
KOIAR
KOPPAL
MANDYA
MYSORE
RAICHUR
RAMANAGARA
SHIMOGA
TUMKUR
UDUPI
UTTARKANNADA
YADGIRI

Total;

Boys
99.20
97.52
96.04
85.92
84.30
96.19
98.34
97.53
'96.86
95.22
9()62
99.06
94.45
92.03
97.53
98.23
99.05
95.37
98.07
97,51
97.53'
88.%'
93.77
97.24
81.18
97.60
94.80
80.82
99.30
Q7.16
94.03

2008-09

Girls
96.58
97.22
97.16
86.08
84.77
95.09
98.34
97.52
96.68
95.47
96 86
99.12
92.65
90.23
96.86
98.21
99.05
95,66
98.P
07.52
97.52'
88.19
94.01"
%.49
84.80
97.10
93.86
81.50
99.19
96.44
93.89

Retention Rate - Elementary Level

All
98.21'
97.37
96.59
86.00
84.24
95.69
98.34
97.52
96.77
96.15
96.74
99.09
93.60
91 11
97 19¢
9811
98 10
95 51
98,09
91.51
97.57
86.50
93.8>
96.93
82.96
97,35
94.33
‘81.16'
*99.25
96.83
93.82

Boys
3 n
97.38
97.15
98.84
91.41
93.83
94.91
95.79
96.01
94.48
97.03
100.42
95A5
95.82
97.34
93 83
98.32
95.77
95.63
96.44
94.29
96.55
98.12
85.82
95.51
97.20
96 01
99.99
96.08 '
88.66 “
95.59

2009 10

Girls
92.39
96.49
98.41
99.02
94.29
94.35
92.61
97.01
96.02
95.44
“098.13"
100.51
95.14~
95.23
97.03
92.89
98.59
95.24
96.74
96.13
94.09
97.83
98.28
82.41
97.29
97.28
96.02
99.U
95.93
86740
95.54

All Boys
92.78  94.82
96.96  94.48
97.86 100.00
98.92 97.74
9285 9191
94.09 97.21
93.82  95.70
96.38  95.71
96.03  93.44
94,95 100.00
98.03  98.58
100 15 " 98.26
95.15 ~ 99.44
95J3  100.00
97.19  93.84
93.38  97.95*
97.64  97.41°
95.55  96.61'
96.34  97.77”
96.31 94.24%
9420 97.06~
97.17 ™ 96.76
98.21 98.21

"84.20 100 00
“%.30  96.91
97.98  99.10
96.03  95.40
9955  97.75
96.01 97.94
87.62  98.63
95.58  98.04

2010-11
Girls
95.08
94.13
100.00
97.15
92,51
97.96
96.83
94.74
94.38
100.00
98.29
98.57
98.98
100.00
95.15
97.31
97.30
97.64
98.12
94.97
97.34
96.45
98.15
100.00
96.86
100.00
' 95.58
' 98.36
98.22
“93 75
98.11

"o

All
94.94
94.31

100.00
97.46
92.20
97.58
96.22
95.23
93.89

100.00
98.44
98.41
99.22“

D
94.47
97.64*
97.35
97J1
97.94
94.59
97.\»
96.61
98.18

100.00'
96.88
Y960
95.49'
98,04"
98.07
96.41
98.07

The coiUinueil cftbrts and need based strategies are required to improve retention rate at elementary
level. The analysis suggests that there are large repeaters/dropouts at the upper primary level as
compared to primary level. The lower retention at the elementary level could also be a result of lower
transition rates in districts. | he elementary cycle 1- VII could also be a contributor of low retention at

upper primary level, hence, there is a need to amend the state policy for 8 year elementary cycle.
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Dropout Kate:

Annual Average Dropout Rate (Primary Level)

SI.No.
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District

BAGALKOT
BANGALORE RURAL
BANGALORE URBAN
BELGAUM
BELLARY
BIDAR
BIJAPUR
CHAMARAJANAGARA
CHICKBALLAPUR
CHIKKAMANGALORE
CHITRADURGA
DAKSHINA KANNADA
DAVANAGERE
DHARWAD
GADAG
GULBARGA
HASSAN
HAVERI
KODAGU
KOLAR
KOPPAL
MANDYA
MYSORE
RAICHUR
RAMANAGARA
SHIMOGA
TUMKUR
UD[JPI
UTTARA KANNADA
YM)GIRI

Total

Dropout Rate - Primary Level

2008-09
Boys Girls
1055  9.22
248 2.78
546 4.25
13.16 13.02
17.26 14.47
188 2.20
3.64 357
415 361
460 4.10
0.00 00.00
915 815
0.72 0.68
468 6.20
14.44 19.06
421 472
189 198
045 071
3.72 340
193 219
460 4.10
415 361
821 784
182 211
001 -0.01
10.03 7.64
247  2.57
359 3.90
0.00 0.00
096 0.77
740 ' 641

Total Boys
10.18 731
2.63 0.68
489 248
13.09 8.19
1593 712
203 6.06
361 425
3.88" 3.70
435 418
0.00 6.92
8.65 222
0.70 0.01
544 333
16.77  3.92
8.93 2.09
193 7.37
0.58 0.06
356 253
3.03 133
435 461
3.88 4.35
753  3.39
197 197
0.00 11.58
8.83 218
252 129
375 4.10
0.00 0.86
0.86 0.96
10.21

6.92 1 4.60

2009-IC

Girls
6.63
0.72
0.43
8.05

10.55
5.34
473
2.51
3.54
6.75
2.06
0.01
3.16
3.61
2.93
7.34
0.03
2.98

1.22
4.07
475
3.46
1.72
14.89
3.14
1.84
3.88
1.02
0.77

12.44

4.60

Total
6.99
0.68
1.48
8.12
8.56
5.70
4.48
3.12
3.86
6.84
2.14
0.01
3.25
3.77
2.49
7.35
4.18
2.76
1.12
4.34
4.55
2.78
1.85

13.18
2.66
1.57
4.00
1.88
0.86

11.25
4.60

Boys
6.16
5.33
0.00
2.93
8.46

"2.61
4.7n
3.49
6.70
0.00
161
1.00
0.00
0.00
5.61
4.39
391
2.38
2.05
5.39
3.03
2.03
1.05
0.00
2.16
0.00
2.79
1.03
0.89
1.35
2.03

2010-11

Girls
5.43
4.74
0.00
3.42
8.21
2.51
410
4.02
5.92
0.00
1.82
0.96
0.69
0.00
4.55
5.09
3.34
1.35
211
4.68
2.71
2.14
0.52
0.00
1.76
0.00
3.69
1.21
0.78
8.08
2.15

Total
5.81
5.05
0.00
3.16
8.34
2.56
4.43
3.75
6.32
0.00
171
0.98
0.18
0.00
5.10
4,73
3.63
i.88
2.08
5.04
2.87
2.09
0.79
0.00
1.97
0.00
3.23
111
0.83
4.48
2.09

The State has made varied efforts to improve retention, the average dropout rate has further decreased
to 2.09 (4.60 previous year). The dropout rate reported here is of only one year i.e. between 2009-10
jind 2010-11 at primary level. This means, about 2% children are dropping out from the primaiy
grade