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Government of India
Ministry of Human Resource Development
(Department of Elementary Education & Literacy)

% de o Fe % ok fe ok ok

New Delhi, 19th July, 2002

Subject: 10" Meeting of the Project Board of District Primary
Fducation Programme (DPEP) Mission.

The undersigned is directed to refer to this Department’s letter of even
number dated 16" July, 2002 regarding 10" Meeting of the Project Board of
District Primary Education Programme (DPEP) Mission to be held on 25™
July, 2002 at 10.00 a.m. under the chairmanship of Sh. S.C. Tripathi,
Secretary(Elementary Education and Literacy), Ministry of Human Resource
Development, in the Committee Room (No.112, ‘C’ Wing, Gate No. 6),
Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi. A copy of the Agenda Notes is enclosed for
perusal (Appraisal Notes on AWP&B in respect of Haryana, Orissa, West
Bengal, Jharkhand and National Component will be sent separately).

2. You are requested to kindly make it convenient to attend the meeting.

Ny

(S.K. Bansal)
Under Secretary (EE)
Tel: 338 8037
Fax: 338 1355

To:
(1) Shri V. Laxmi Ratan, Principal Adviser (Education), Planning
(‘ommission. Yojana Bhavan, New Delhi

(2) Shri R.N. Choubey, Joint Secretary(Plan Finance), Department of
Expenditure, North Block, New Detlhi

(3) Ms. Veena S. Rao, joint Secretary, Women and Child Development,
Shastri Bhawan, ‘A’ Wing, New Delhi .
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(4) Ms. Rajwant Sandhu, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Social Justice and
Empowerment, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi .

(5) Mrs. Anjali Duggal, Joint Secretary(IP), Ministry of Information &
Broadcasting, Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi .

(6) Shri K. Chandramouli, Joint Secretary, Ministry of l.abour , Sharm
Shakti Bhavan, New Delhi .

(7) ShriV.K. Pipersenia, Financial Advisor (HRD), Department of’
Education, Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi.

(8) Prof. J.S. Rajput, Director,-NCERT, 17-B, Sri Aurobindo Marg, New
Qelhi.

(,9’5’ Prof. B.P. Khandelwal, Director- NIEPA, 17-B, Sri Aurobindo Marg,
" New Delhi.

(10) Dr. Mohd. Miyan, Distance Education project (DPEP), LG.N.Q.U], New
Delhi

(11) Shri Alok Mehta, Dainik Bhasker, INS Building, Rafi Marg, Room No,
304, New Delhi / A — 16 Navbharat Times Aparts, Mayur Vihar, Phase —
I, Delhi - 91

(12) Mrs. Uma Tuli, Chief Commissioner for Persons with Disabilities, IPH
Building, Vishnu Digamber Marg, New Delhi-110 002

Copy to :-

PPS to Secretary (EE & L)

PS to JS (EE) / Dir (RS) /Dir (SP) / Dir (JZ) / Dir (PK) / Dir (AK) / DS
(PG) / DEA(PKM) / DEA(C) / US(NS) / US(JL) / US (SKK) / US (AP) /
US(Chaturvedi)/ US (Prasad) / EO(G) / US(BMS) / US(BS) / US(SSA)
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10™ Meeting of the Project Board of District

Prlmary Educatlon Programme (DPE P) Mlssmn

AGENDA ITEMS

PXgenda Particulars

Item No.

1, Confirmation of the minutes of the 9™ Meeting
. |held on 3" August, 2001.

2. ﬁ  Action Taken on the decnslons of the 9" Meetmg -
3. Progress Overview of DPEP and major

developments after the last meeting of the Project

| |Board. - ’

4. Measures taken to rectify the high PTR in certain
| project States L

5. Approval for the Annual Work Plan and Budget of |
|| DPEP States for the year 2002- 03m L

6. Any other item with the permission of the chair. |

APPENDICES

Appépgl»i}_'— A | Mmutes of the 9' Prolect Board Meetmg |
Appendix - B Summary Statement of Physncal and

Financial progress under DPEP

Kppendikw— C Summary Statement of AWP & B for

12002- 03

XXHI
L

Appendix -1 to | Appraisal Reports & financial Statements

on AWP & B of DPEP States and National
Component




AGENDA ITEM No.l1

10" Meeting of the Project Board of District
Primary Educatn ra Missio

Confirmation of the minutes of the 9" Meeting
held on 3" August, 2001

The minutes of the 9" Meeting of the Project Board held on 3 August, 2001 were
circulated vide Office Memorandum No. 22-4/2000-DPEP.4 dated 16.8.2001. No
Comments were received from the Project Board Members/participants. The minutes are

submitted for confirmation by the Project Board (Appendix - A)



AGENDA ITEM No. 2

10™ Meeting of the Project Board of District Primary
Education Programme (DPEP) Mission

Action Taken Report on the decisions taken in the 9" meeting

of the Project Board of DPEP Mission held on 3" August, 2001

S.No.

[ 32

__| indicated.

Observations made/decisions taken in the
9" meeting of the Project Board

Action Taken

In future, the details of items/activities on
which excess expenditure has been incurred
over and above the approved project cost,
along with reasons for the same may be

This has been taken care |
of in the Appraisal Notes
on the AWP&B

proposals.

Position about physical
achievements against project targets may be
included in the agenda notes in a
summarised form.

and financial

This has been complied
with and a Summary
Statement  has  been
included in the Agenda
Item No. 3. (Appendix
B).

e £

The problem of redeployment of teachers
and measures taken to rectify the high PTR
in certain States should be covered in greater
detail.

A separate Agendvan ltem
No. 4 has been included
to cover this aspect.

U S

State-wise presentations should cover major
achievements regarding enroliment, retention
etc., and the focus areas of AWP&B.

first be
made before a sub-group of the Project
Board to facilitate a more meaningful
discussion and a summary of the proposals
could be then taken up in the Board meeting.

State-wise presentations should f

The presentations on
AWP&HB proposals cover
these aspects.
Matter has been reviewed
and it has been decided
with the approval of
Secretary (EE&L) that
due to urgency of the
matter, the AWP&B of
DPEP should be placed
directly before the Project
Board as per prevailing
practice.




AGENDA ITEM No.3

10™ Meeting of the Project Board of District Primary Education

Progress Overview of DPEP and major developments after the last
Project Board Meeting held on 3™ August, 2001

Physical & Financial Progress:

With total project outlay of Rs. 8,110 crores, DPEP now covers 5.13 crore children; 11 lakh
teachers and 377,000 schools in 273 districts spread over 18 States, namely, Assam, Haryana,
Karnataka, Kerala, Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Madhya Pradesh, Chattishragh, Gujarat,
Himachal Pradesh, Orissa, Andhra Pradesh, West Bengal, Uttar Pradesh, Utlaranchal,
Bihar, tharkhand and Rajasthan.

The Expenditure Finance Comniittee (EFC) in its meeting held on 17.8.2001, approved the
proposal for utilisation of savings under 1DA Credit and EC' Grant for phase 1 of DPEP
amounting to Rs. 548 crores. The amount will be utilised for various on-going activities in
the existing DPEP-1 districts of 8 States namely, Assam, Haryana, Karnataka, Kerala,
Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Madhya Pradesh & Chattishragh. The proposal also includes
undertaking certain activities in the 62 non-DPED districts of the above States.

A meeting of the Education Secretaries/State Project Directors of the various DPEP States
was held on 24-25" September, 2001 under the chairmanship of Secretary (EE&I.) at India
Habitat Ceentre, New Delhi. During the meeting, the progress of programme implementation
with reference to physical and financial indicators and future strategies to bring about further
improvements in the programme, particularly in the light of making elementary education a
Fundamental Right, were discussed.

The total approved AWP&B for DPEP for 2001-02 was Rs. 2300 crores, against which the
approximate expenditure incurred by the project States is Rs.1300 crores.

Government of India has released an amount of Rs. 4055.70 crores, the concerned project
States have contributed Rs. 730.00 crores and an expenditure of Rs. 4570.00 crores is
reported as per reimbursement claims upto 31.3.2002. However, as per PMIS Reports, the
expenditure upto 31.3.2002 is Rs. 4714 crores, which takes into account the expenditures
which were in the pipeline but could not be claimed due to time taken in adjustments.



Universal Access

DPEP has so far opened about 23,000 new primary schools, 76,000 EGS centres and
alternative schools to universalise access. Many states have already achieved the programnie
objective of providing access for all children to primary schooling. By next year, all unserved
habitations in DPEP states are likely to be covered by formal or alternative schools. Most of
the DPEP states have initiated activities for mainstreaming out-of-school children through
bridge courses of different duration.

School improvement grant of Rs.2000 to VECs/SMCs is being provided to all Alternative
Schools in addition to the formal schools to bring out qualitative improvement in the
functioning of AS centres.

Physical Infrastructure

The infrastructure stock created under DPEP thus far is considerable — the works either
complete or in progress are as follows: 43,000 (out of 49,000) school buildings, 44,000 (out
of 52,000) additional classrooms, 14,300 (out of 16,600) resource centres, 13,000 (out of
21,000) repair works, 44,000 (out of 64,000) toilets, and 17,000 (out of 29,000) facilities tor
drinking water. Most of the DPEP-1 states (except Karnataka and Kerala) have started
substantial number of new works on after enhancement of the civil works ceiling from 24%
to 33.33%.

Gender

Phase-l districts have seen a quantum improvement in the percentage of girls’ enrolment,
with 31 districts of 39 having achieved the DPEP goal of a gender difference of less than 5%.
The remaining eight districts located in the states of Karnataka, Kerala and Madhya Pradesh;
marginally fall short of this objective. Thirty of the 81 Phase-II districts are yet to bridge the
gender gap. While 24 districts are close to achieving this target, 6 districts in Bihar, Madhya
Pradesh and Uttar Pradesh are still a matter of concern.

Integrated Education for Disabled

In all over 4,00,000 children with special needs (CWSN) have been identified out of which
308,000 have been enrolled. This number is more than that achieved by any other inclusive
education programme in the country. Over 9,00,000 teachers have been oriented to IED and
states are also making special efforts to provide long term and quality training to teachers so
that adequate resource support is available to every child in IED.

Learning Achievement

With DPEP coming close to its end in the Phase 1 districts, Terminal Assessment Survey
(TAS) was conducted in these districts in 2001, to assess whether the DPEP objectives
relating to student achievement have been achieved. Based on BAS (1994) and MAS (1997)
a reasonable assessment could be made of the success of DPEP as far as this parameter is
concerned. The TAS was conducted in 49 districts in the 8 DPEP [ states and covered 80697



students and 7587 teachers. Comparison with the MAS results reveals that significant
improvement in most of the districts at all levels, both in mathematics and language.

The DPEP goal of reducing ditference in achievement levels between girls and boys has been
realized in 44 out of 49 districts in language and 40 districts in mathematics in Class L. In
Class IIT this goal has been achieved in 14 out of 15 districts in language and in all 15
districts in mathematics. In Class IV, 31 out of 34 districts have reduced the gender gap to
less than 5% in both language and mathematics.

Similarly, progress has been recorded in reducing the achievement difterence between SC/ST
and others, details of which are available in the report, which will be present later this
morning. On the goal of increasing the achievement by 25% over the baseline level, the
success has been moderate with 24 out of 49 districts achieving the goal in language in Class
1. However, better results are visible in mathemaiics where 37 districts have achieved the
goal

State- wise physical and financial achievements are given at Annex-A.

Expenditure and Disbursement (IDA Credits)

DPEP-1 (IDA Credits)

The ‘umulative expenditure upto 31/3/2002 is Rs.892.70 crores which, 82% of the SAR
targe of Rs.1086.75 crores and 71% of the revised project cost of Rs.1258.58 crores. Against
the ammulative SAR target of UIS $ 260.3 million, a disbursement of US $175.736 (68%)
million upto 31/3/2002 has been achieved. Reimbursement claims to the tune of Rs.23.75
crores equivalent to US § 4.800 million are awaiting disbursement.

MadhyaPradesh (EC Grant)

The amimulative expenditure upto- March, 2002 is Rs.584 04 crores which is about 80% of
EFC ipproved revised project cost of Rs.734.01 crore.

DPEP-I1(IDA Credit)

The Mroject has performed well in terms of expenditure. Against the SAR Target of
5.165.80 crores, the project has incurred an expenditure of Rs.1770.96 crores and has thus
exceeled the SAR Target upto 31/3/2002. Against the EFC approved project cost of
Rs.2442.64 crores it has achieved about 71



o Against the SAR Target of US $ 355.40 million the cumulative disbursement upto 31/3/2002

works out to US$ 283.17 million (an achievement of about 80%). Reimbursement claims
for Rs.97.61 crores equivalent to US $19.700 million are in the pipeline.

DPEP-I11 (Bihar / Jharkhand)

The expenditure remains at low level. The Project has incurred an expenditure of Rs.217.90
crores (including an expenditure of Rs.11.73 crores on UNICEF funded activities) against the
EFC approved cost of Rs.651.17 crores (33%) upto 31/3/2002. Due to low level of
expenditure the disbursement level is also low. Against the SAR target of US $ 126.30
million upto 31/3/2002, the project has achieved a disbursement of US $ 31.762 million
(25%). Reimbursement claims for Rs.25.33 crores equivalent to US $ 5.160 are in the
pipeline. Restructuring of the project, including extension of the project period is under
consideration.



|APERP (Education Component)-Andhra Pradesh

The Project has achieved an expenditure ot Rs.318.63 crores upto 31/3/2002, which is about
56% of the EFC approved cost of Rs.571.50 crores. The cumulative disbursement upto
31/3/2002 is US $ 58.472 million against the SAR target of US $ 113.295 million. The
achievement is about 52%. Reimbursement claims for Rs.12.28 crores equivalent to US § 2.5
million are awaiting disbursement.

DPEP -1V Rajasthan

The project has reported an expenditure of Rs.112.61 crores upto 31/3/2002, which is about
27% of the EFC approved cost of Rs.411.14 crores. The disbursement upto 31/3/2002 is US$
15.908 million against the SAR target of US$ 46.800 million which is aboult 34%.
Reimbursement’claims for Rs.17.93 crores equivalent to about US § 3.650 million are in the
pipeline.

l?ajasthan Phase — I1

It is a newly sanctioned project and is in the initial stages ol implementation and has reported
an expenditure of Rs.9.95 crores upto 31/3/2002. Reimbursement claims for Rs.8.69 crores
equivalent to US $1.800 million are in the pipeline.

liUP DPEP-III (includes Uttaranchal)

The project has reported an expenditure of Rs.350.11 crores upto 31/3/2002 against the FF('
approved cost of Rs.847.30 crores. Thus achieving 41% of the target. Against the SAR target
of US § 88.212 milhon upto 2001-2002 a disbursement of US $ 59.119 million has been
achieved which is 67%. Reimbursement claims for Rs.24.21 crores equivalent to about US$
5.000 are in the pipeline.

DFID Aided Projects

AP DPEP

Against the EFC approved cost of Rs.172.73 crores the project has incurred an expenditure of
Rs.151.95 crores 88%. This has generated reimbursement claims of Rs.129.16 crores.
Against this the DFID have disbursed £ 18.939 million upto 31/3/2002 against the total grant
of £42.5 million. One reimbursement claim for Rs.9.87 crores is awaiting disbursement,
Additional funds have become available due to exchange rate variation and the State Society
has becn asked to prepare plans for utilisation of the DF1D grant.



West Bengal District Primary Education Project

Phase —1

Against the EFC approved cost of Rs.196.30 crores, the Project has incurred an expenditure
of Rs.113.52 crores (about 58%) upto 31/3/2002. This expenditure has generated
reimbursement claims to the tune of Rs.96.49 crores. The DFID has disbursed £ 13.2'73
million upto 31/3/2002 against the total Grant of £ 37.7 million. Reimbursement claims ffor
Rs.4.65 crores await disbursement. Additional funds have become available due to exchamge
rate variation and the State Society has been asked to prepare plans for utilisation of the
DFID grant.

Phase-11 - WB DPEP ~-L.C Grant - £ 30.00 million

Against the EFC approved cost of Rs.214.00 crores the project has incurred an expenditure: of
Rs.26.76 crores (about 13%) upto 28/2/2002. This has generated reimbursement claims of
Rs.22.74 crores. The DFID have disbursed £ 2.582 million upto 31/3/2002. Claims for
Rs.6.06 crores await disbursement.

DPEP Gujarat Phase-1 -- Netherlands Grant - TF - 020916

Against the EFC approved Project Cost of Rs.9567.45 lakhs, the project has achieved an
expenditure of Rs.9694.17 lakhs upto 31/3/2002 and thus exceeded the approved project cost,
Against the total grant funds of US § 25.8 million, the disbursement upto 31/3/2002 is U!S §
17.696 million leaving a balance of US $8.104 million in the Grant Fund. A reimbursement
claim for Rs.90.42 lakhs is in the pipeline. Additional funds have become available due to
exchange rate variation and the State Society has been asked to prepare plans for utilisation
of the DFID grant.

DPEP Gujarat Phase-1I — Netherlands Grant - TF - 027772

The project has commenced from 19/6/2001 and has reported an expenditure of Rs.348.90
lakhs upto 31/3/2002. Reimbursement claims for Rs.295.33 lakhs are in the pipeline.

Statewise / Phase wise EFC approved Cost / Expenditure upto 31/3/2002

A statement showing statewise / phase wise approved project cost & expenditure upto 31/3/2(002
is at Annexure — B.



1. Technical Workshops / Seminars / Studies :

Research,& Evaluation

e The 8" meeting-cum-workshop of Research and Evaluation Coordinators of the DPEP
states was held at the Indian Institute of Management, Bangalore, from September 26 to 28,
2001. The meeting was attended by 19 participants from 10 DPEP states. The special theme
for discussion in this meeting was "Conducting Impact Studies in the Context of DPEP".
The participants presented a progress report of research and evaluation work in their states
and also their plans of future research activities.

e A study on Causes of High Dropout Rate at the primary level of education was
undertaken in 6 DPEP states (Assam, Bihar, Madhya Pradesh, Orissa, Uttar Pradesh & West
Bengal) in which the dropout rates were quite high. For the study, the required data have
already been collected trom selected samples of schools, teachers and parents in two districts
of each state that were chosen for the study. At present, data analysis is going on. The reports
of the study are expected to be ready by the end of August, 2002.

* A study on Causes of High Repetition Rate is being undertaken in 9 DPEP states (Assam,
Bihar, Gujarat, Haryana, Himachal Pradesh, Karnataka, Orissa, Tamil Nadu and West
Bengal) in which the overall repetition rate was found to be high (7.5% or more). A meeting
of R&E Coordinators of these states was held in March, 2002 to discuss the objectives and
approach to the study. The study will be conducted by the states with their own resources, but
common methodology and tools will be used for data collection. 1t is expected that the study
will be completed within 6 months, that is, by December, 2002,

o ‘The second volume of Research Abstracts of DPEP sponsored studies is under preparation.
Abstracts of studies conducted in the ditferent DPEP states are being compiled and edited.
l'he volume 1s expected to be ready for publication within three months.

Community Mobilisation

¢ ‘The Community Participation and VEC Development Uit is in the process of developing
indicators to monitor the nature and extent of community participation. Two rounds of
consultations have already been carried out - one with the other component units of TSG
(DPEP) on 25 February, 2002 while the other with a group of Resource Persons at national
level on 23 March 2002. As per recommendations of the Consultations, a diagnostic study is
being designed to capture the activities carried out in every state before getting into the
process of development of the indicators.

"o The Unit has also carried out a longitudinal study to document the process of community
participation in West Bengal over a year (2001-2002). The last slag of fieldwork is over
(April 2002) and the draft report is being prepared.



MEDIA/PUBLICITY

A database has been created of all the journalists covering education beat in all the national
dailies, magazines and periodicals. Articles on DPEP have been released through PTI, UNI,
UNIVARTA, BHASHA and other wire services.

At the national level, the two monthly newsletters “Chunouti (Hindi) and “DPEP Calling
(English) continue to be published. At the state level, several states continue to publish their
regular newsletters and magazines.

DPEP audio spots have been broadcast on FM channels at the national level. At the state
level, states use the radio for broadcasting of news reports, educational programmes, and
discussions. DPEP Assam, for instance has reserved slots in AIR Assam for the broadcasting
of their educational programmes at regular intervals.

At national level, DPEP has produced a number TV spots that had been telecast on
Doordarshan. Efforts have now been initiated to telecast TV spots in Satellite Channels free
of cost, under social cause advertisement.

A Website on DPEP has been developed and sufficient information has been posted on the
site. The site can be reached at www.education.nic.in/htmlweb/eleedud.ht.

Several of the DPEP states continue to use audio-video material as teaching aids in
classrooms. Such materials include audio-cassettes for training of regional languages to
children, also audio/video cassettes for training of the teachers. Even documentary films
have been produced and shown in schools (e.g. in Tamil Nadu and Himachal Pradesh). A
separate audio-visual library exists in TSG Media Unit that stores the audio-video material
on DPEP prepared at the state and national level.

DPEP now has rich depository of audio-video material in states on various subjects for
various stakeholders. Most of the states have developed and produced a number of audio-
video cassettes and distributed to BRC/CRC centres. These are used for training and for
creating awareness. Example: 'Ahban't Surere' - video (Haryana), 'Baa Thengi Kaliyoke' -
audio (Karnataka), 'Patanotsavam' -video (Kerala), 'Bal Geet' -audio (M.P.), ' Anpadh Nahi
Rehena' -video (M.P.), Anand Dai Shikksha' (Maharashtra), 'Meena' -video (Andhra Pradesh
& Gujarat), 'Shiksha Geet', Abhiyan Geet' and 'Munia Beti' -audio (Bihar), 'Diwas Swapna' -
audio (Gujarat).’

Outdoor Publicity:

As most of the DPEP districts are rural and backward outdoor publicity has a special role to
play in DPEP. States use a range of outdoor publicity vehicles including posters, hoardings,
cinema slide, postal articles, post oftices, railway stations, bus panels, floating balloons, fairs
and melas, exhibitions, metal posters on trees, competitions etc: widely.


http://www.cducation.nic.in/htmlwcb/cleedu4.ht%c2%ab

Advertising:

DPEP also does social advertising through Doordarshan, Satellite channels, cable channels
and AIR. mostly free of charge. Advertising in print media is also done.

Traditional Media:

Apart from using print media and electronic media, folk and traditional media and local art
forms are widely used in all states for community mobilisation. Puppet shows, nukkad
nataks, melas, kalajathas, are among the other vehicles used for creating awareness. Other
examples are: chinara mela (Karnataka), shiksha paati (M P.), folk festival (A.P. & West
Bengal) khel utsav and mushairas (Bihar) and Haat (Gujarat). These have been found to be
particularly beneficial in sending the message across. Apart from these, certain DPEP
initiatives like metric melas, VEC' melas, maa beti melas are also part of the networking
initiative to mobilise the community and ensure the participation of all community members,

In Maharashtra, personal testimony of illiterate village women as against girls who study was
fourd to be very effective in motivating girls' education. In Karnataka, DPEP districts in the
state brought together theatre activists to create some highly effective street theatre. Plays
and songs were developed in a series of workshops with reputed theatre persons, writers,
artists and teachers. Dalit writer K Ramiah was commissioned to collect stories and poems in
warkshops with traditional village storytellers,

Government Media Agencies:

Virious government media agencies have been extending their co-operation in putting the
DPEP message across to the mainstream media. For example, Ministry of Information and
Bmadcasting has assured media support of all its units including Doordarshan, AIR, Song
anl Drama division, DAVP, Directorate of Field Publicity and Press Information Bureau
(P.B). Government of India conducted press tours to Assam and Karnataka in January-
February. 1999 to highlight achievements of the project. SPDs were co-opted as members
in the Inter-Media Publicity Co-ordination Committee (IMPCC) constituted by the
Mnistry of Information and Broadcasting to co-ordinate media; activities and to launch
multi-media campaign in states in thrust areas.

Reviev/Supervision Missions:

14" Joiat Review Mission:

The 14" Joint Review Mission (JRM) of DPEP comprising representatives of Government of
Indi¢ and external funding agencies namely, Department For International Development
(UK, World Bank, European Commission, UNICEF and Netherlands visited the DPEP
Statess of Andhra Pradesh, Assam, Bihar, Gujarat, Himachal Pradesh, Jharkhand, Karnataka,
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Orissa, Rajasthan, Tamil Nadu, Uttar Pradesh and West Bengal. The Mission was led by
European Commission and took place from November to 17" December 5, 2001. The
Mission in its Aide-Memoire have observed that many DPEP States and districts have started
addressing issues regarding universal access in a more holistic manner and mainstreaming of
out-of-school children is becoming a major activity in a number of DPEP States. The
programme is also progressing satisfactorily towards achievement of its objectives.

15™ Joint Review Mission

The Mission visited the 13 States viz. Andhra Pradesh, Assam, Bihar, Gujarat, Haryana,
Karnataka, Kerala, Madhya Pradesh, Maharashtra, Orissa, West Bengal, Rajasthan,
Chattisgarh,Uttaranchal and Jharkhand to review the progress of programme implementation. |
The Mission has noted that DPEP has created an unprecedented enthusiasm in the area of
Primary Education, it has brought forth a new set of vital issues of ownership, capacity
building, planning, educational management and equity. The Mission has also mentioned |
about the emergence of rich diversity of quality inputs in terms of textbooks, teaching
learning material (TLM), training packages and evidence of a changing classroom climate
towards the more child-centred approach. The Mission also took note of the variety of
interventions under DPEP to reach out to the marginalised and deprived children and that the
programme has enlarged the scope of equity. The Mission has inter-alia recommended that
taking note of the gains of DPEP, the Project States may develop and articulate the vision for
sustainability.

Internal Review Missions:

Based on the recommendation of 14™ Joint Review Mission, Internal Supervision Missions to
Chhattisgarh, Jharkhand and Bihar were organised in March/April 2002 to take stock of the
situation pertaining to implementation level in these three states.

Alternative Schooling :

The AS Programme under DPEP has grown substantially over these years. In the process of
making efforts for UPE, the DPEP states have realised that without a comprehensive
programme of AS the goal of UPE can not be achieved.

Currently there are 75,812 Alternative Schools of different types covering 31,43,950 children
in the DPEP states. 209 residential bridge courses are also in operation in the states of
Andhra Pradesh and Rajasthan. These residential camps are run on a permanent basis as long
as children continue joining these camps. As and when children acquire appropriate
competencies they are mainstreamed. About 500 Ashramshalus and Residential Hostels in
tribal areas are operational in co-ordination with Tribal Welfare Department in Madhya
Pradesh, Chattisgarh, Orissa and Gujarat. which also cover around 20,000 children.

10




o In Orissa 369 Girls Hostels with capacity of 40 seats in each hostel has been started in
collaboration with the SC/ ST Development Department. Through these hostels 11,320 gitls
from SC/ST communities have been brought in the fold of primary education.

e It has significantly contributed towards bringing out of school children in the fold of primary
education. Diverse strategies keeping in view the heterogeneous nature of out of school
children have been evolved in different states. The emphasis has been given on developing
context specific strategies. Decentralization, innovation and flexibility have been the
hallmark of AS programme under DPEP.

STATE-WISE BREAK UP OF ALTERNATIVE SCHOOLS WITH ENROLMENT

S[N_”(;_M Nnme ofSlate _ __Total No. g_f(,entres o _jt_“ ’lotnINo of( hlldlen W—
| 1. | Madhya Pradesh | 22088 T T 7 (old figure) 11,30,219
2. Chhat_garh I 5573 304,45
3. ] Tamil Nadu o 933 e R 18 ,956
4 TKemla T 97 " (old figure) 7,108
5. ) Karnataka ] The state has adopted single track strategy of mainstreaming through Bridge Courses
6. | Haryana I 1,080 B . ..._25,000 (approx.) |
7. | Meharashtra | 336y T T 83008
8. ] Assam T 2386 S . 1,29,622
9. Himachal Pradesh ____.39‘”__*_*____“__‘*__________‘_*352 (approx.) |
10. | Orissa - 5892 | o 7 1,35,662
.1 AndhraPradesh | T oig | 35,183 (approx.) |
12 _ (:ularat | 2282 L o 52,010
(13 | UttarPradesh | s2s1 ) T B 1,61,602
14, Uthranchal I . 1 , o e 1M18 |
15, Bihe 1 T 2y 7 o | 37,804
t6. | Jharkhand | 1215} L e 28,131
17. WestBengal [ 11077 ) S o 1,741(DPEP)
| 18. _»B_lasthan__‘ i 8760 ] 5,60,408

] Total | 18z | ] ~ 31,68,762

Intervention in Makhtabs and Madrasas

*this i

Intervention in Maktab / Madarasas is one of the most difficult and important areas of work
from the gender and social equity point of view. A sizeable number of gitls belonging to
Muslim community attend Makhtab and Madrasas. Their education in Madrasas has often
been restricted to 'Deeni Taleem'. In consultation with the local communities and Moulvis,
formal school textbooks have been introduced in the Madrasas. Wherever qualified Maulavis
are available, they have been trained in transaction of the formal curriculum. Wherever
qualified Maulavis are not available, with community’s consent local teachers have been
appointed. Childrens are given free text books and TILMs. Wherever community has
cxpressed nced for appointing Urdu teachers in Madrasas, Urdu teachers have been
appointed.

includes 4,211 EGS centres for which envrolment figure has been averaged @ 20 learners / centre,
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There has been significant effort to improve functioning of Madrasas in Assam, Madhya
Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh and Rajasthan. Currently under DPEP 1,202 Madrasas have been
adopted.

State-wise break up of Madrasas undertaken for Improvement

Madhya Pradesh Uttar Pradesh Assam Rajasthan Total

Current year 547 412 | 11 | 132 71202

. ’ '

Children who migrate with their families

Migration has been a very common cause across the states for children dropping out from the
schools. During learn agricultural reason families migrate in search of employment. Children
also migrate with the family in many cases. Andhra Pradesh, Maharashtra, Gujarat and
Orissa are the DPEP states, which have undertaken work with this category of children.
Keeping in view the magnitude of the problem of migration, work in this area need upscaling
after a detailed review of the ongoing eftorts.

In this context efforts made in Bolangir district of Orissa have been exemplary. Parents have
been persuaded to leave their children behind while they migrate. 28 residential schools were
started to cover these children. DPEP provided fund for dinner, breakfast, TLM and teachers'
honorarium. Lunch was provided from MDM scheme.

Deprived Urban Children

A sizeable number of children in urban areas are out of school. There has been a rapid
growth of urban population in the last few decades. Due to lag of growth in urban
infrastructure a very large percentage of the urban population today live in slums. Many of
these slums are unrecognised and-lack of basic they like facilities like potable water, toilets,
schools etc.

The DPEP states of West Bengal, Kerala, Andhra Pradesh, Assam, Bihar, Maharashtra and
Uttar Pradesh are working for the education of the Deprived Urban Children. While Andhra
Pradesh has started work with platform and street children, Maharashtra have been working
with the children working in slaughterhouses in the Parbhani district. Bihar has been working
with the children of beedi workers and also of sex workers. Kerala has started work with
children who work in restaurants.

Many slums lack facilities of schools. EGS centres can be started in slums but lack of proper
space for running schools is one of the difficulties. EGS scheme does not provide for rent for
building. Finding space for running of schools in slums in most cases is almost an impossible
task.
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Adolescent Girls

The DPEP states of Andhra Pradesh, Bihar, Uttar Pradesh, Assam, Rajasthan, Orissa and
Gujarat have initiated strategies for bringing adolescent girls in the ambit of primary
education. Bihar and Jharkhand have a sizeable programme (Agna Vidyalaya) specially
meant for the adolescent girls. The DPEP states of Andhra Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh, Orissa
and Rajasthan have adopted strategies of long duration residential camps for covering
adolescent girls, Other states are yet to initiate work in this area.

1u(GS for Unserved Habitations

Almost all the states have made concerted efforts to provide schooling facilities in the pattern
of EGS for unserved habitation. The DPEP states of Chattisgarh, Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh,
Qrissa and Uttaranchal have added a large number of EGS centres during the last one year.
Many states have been able to universalise access to primary education by opening EGS
schools. With the opening of EGS centres in unserved habitations, DPEP states will be able
to universalise access to primary education for all the habitations with minimum of 15
children.

Mainstreaming

A sizeable number of children are out of school i habitations where schooling facilities
exist. Mainstreaming them afler certain period of bridging is an important intervention under
DPEP. Most of the DPEP states have initiated activities for mainstreaming children through
bridge courses of different duration. In Andhra Pradesh this has been going on at a very large
scale for the past few years. The DPEP states of Karnataka, Uttar Pradesh, Orissa,
Maharashtra, West Bengal, Rajasthan and Gujarat have also initiated large campaigns for
mainstreaming through bridge courses. Tamil Nadu has also planned for Bridge Courses to
cover children who have still remained out of school.

National Coordinators' Meeting (13-16 March 2002), Pune.

A 4 days National Coordinators' Meet to review the progress in the area of Alternative
Schooling was held at Pune. Some of the important issues discussed in this meeting were:-
. to review the status of universalising access in DPEP districts
. to review the coverage of children who are in specially difficult circumstances like, child
labour, street children, children of sex workers, children who migrate with the families,
urban deprived children etc.

= to review the status of mainstreaming and the follow up of the mainstreamed chiidren to
ensure their retention and completion of full primary cycle

. to review the quality related issues in Alternative Schooling programme and

. to discuss and finalise the formats for proposed MIS of Alternative Schools.



Civil Works

1.

A National Evaluation of Civil Works has been launched since February 2002 to
critically evaluate all aspects of the civil works programme under DPEP. This would help
fine-tune planning and implementation strategies for future DPEP works and also civil
works under other similar programmes. The overall objective of the proposed evaluation
is to review across states, the following:

» Strengths and weaknesses of the planning, design development and
implementation process followed for civil works.

» The quality of the final product (school, classrooms, resource centers) with
respect to its functionality and usability and

* Highlighting good practices

Evaluation in the states of Assam, Tamil Nadu, Himachal Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh, Rajasthan,
Andhra Pradesh, Haryana, Karnataka and West Bengal are complete and preliminary
findings are available. Evaluation for the rest nine states would be conducted in July/ August
2002. The synthesis report is expected to be ready by October.

2. The 5" National Workshop on Civil Works was held at Jaipur from 25" to 29th
September 2001. Apart from taking stock on progress, innovations etc. across the
states, the workshop discussed the following topics:

* Jroning out of weaknesses in the planning process for Civil Works,

=  Areas to focus on in the National Civil Works Evaluation at State, District and
Field levels,

» Rainwater Harvesting as a viable alternative for provision of usable water in
schools,

» Local building techniques in Rajasthan, as well as alternative materials for Doors
and Windows.

The physical progress of civil works as on 31.3.2002 is given in Annex-C.
Pedagogy

The third and final workshop of the Resource Enhancement Programme for state level
resource Persons was organised from 28t December, 2001 to g January, 2002 at V.V,
Giri National Labour Institute, Noida. Around 80 participants from M.P., Haryana,
H.P., Bihar, Rajasthan, U.P. & Orissa have been exposed to atleast two workshops of
this program. A repeat of the third workshop is scheduled in near future.

In an attempt to respond to the felt and emerging need for building capacities at different
levels to undertake the task of pedagogical renewal, a multi pronged scheme for capacity
building, “Enhance” was formulated in May 2001. It is flexible, as it allows state agencies to
make their own plans and proposals as per their local specific needs. It has not been possible
to operationalise this scheme because of the reservations of the Finance Department.
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The fourth school based quality improvement program was initiated in eight schools in the
Shankarpally mandal of Rangareddy district (Andhra Pradesh) in June 2001. It is now being
extended to about 150 schools spread over 14 mandals in Rangareddy district and an
additional mandal is being taken up in Nalgonda district. The program is being supported
by MV Foundation.

A sharing workshop on School-based Quality Improvement programs was held in
March, 2002, in New Delhi. Uttar Pradesh, West Bengal, Himachal Andhra Pradesh,
Uttaranchal and Chhatisgarh participated.

A Workshop on “Effective use of Library Books to develop Reading and Writing
Abilities of Children in Primary Classes” was held in February 2002, in Pune. West
Bengal, Maharashtra, Andhra Pradesh, Kerala, Himachal Pradesh & Uttar Pradesh
participated in the workshop. About 15-16 districts were represented.

A synthesis document “Inside the School” was brought out based on the eight case studies
on the classroom processes which were taken up in seven Phase | states and Andhra Pradesh.

Pupil evaluation studies were conducted in four DPEP states, Uttar Pradesh, Madhya
Pradesh, Karnataka and Kerala and two NGOs Ekalavya and Digantar from August
2001 onwards. These were shared in a national level workshop in March, 2002 in which
all DPEP states were invited.

Keeping in view the acute MGT condition in more than half of the schools of all states
except Kerala a workshop on Multi-grade Teaching was organized at Rishi Valley, Andhra
Pradesh from 5th to 9th March 2002.

Publication of “Issues in Primary Education” began in 1997 as a means for raising significant
concerns in Primary Education. It has a print run of 2000 each in English and Hindi, The o%
issue has been released in October 2001,



DPEP - Phase -1 - States

Annex. A

Statement indicating the progress made under the
District Primary Education Programme (DPEP)
under the major parameters.

Sl.] Project Enrolment Trends GER % Share of Giris enroiment to
No. State (Formal Sghools) {(Formal schools) | _ _ _ Total enrolment
1995-96 2000-01 1995-96 | 2000-01 1995-96 2000-01

1_{Assam 352000 497000 79.1 80.7 _ 47 | 48.3

2 |Haryana 432000 513000 624 754 | 458 47.5

3 |Karnataka 1050000 1165000 | 96.3 96.8 _471 482
4 |Kerala 477000 428000 80.5 94.2 48 6 48.7

5 |Madhya Pradesh 3028000 3664000 80.1 97.6 42.7 45.8 B
6_|Maharaghtra 1448000 1720000 95.8 103.4 417 48.1

7 |Tamil Nadu 1079000 1078000 82.5 84.1 ._.480 49.0
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Annex.A (i)

Statement indicating the progress made under the
District Primary Education Programme (DPEP)
under the major parameters.

DPEP - Phase - li / lli / IV - States

Sl Project Enrolment Trends GER Share of Girls enrolment to
No. State r_JEm.a.licbesz':! (Formal schoo T rolmen
1997-88 2000-01 | 1997-98 1997-98 2000-01

1 _JAssam 680000 689000 77.7 47.2 48.7
2_|Bihar 3730000 | 3662000 |  77.6| 407 41.4

Jharkhand — 1l . . . .- |
3 |Gujarat 742000 924000 | 893 L 438
4 |Haryana | 328000 | 365000 67.6 478] __ 48.3]
S U |SSUNSNIY R G S e ]
5 |Himachal Pradesh] 180000 | 185000 125.9 48.2 49
— i e - R e e T
8 |Karnataka | 1574000 218000 | 934 .1 5 -] 48.2
7 |Kerala 390000 | 380000 | ~NA*_ 49.3 493
- B S R
8 |Madhya Pradesh | 2330000 | 2580000 | 829 43.7 45.5
—.JChhattisgarh | 49.0
9 iMaharashira 1082000 | 1085000 103.8 AT 4 479
10 {Orissa | 1087000 | 1135000 { = 88.6] | .. 460 470
—_d -4 .
MilamilNadu | 412000 | 400000 | _ 845 R, .- 4 49.0
— e x o  n——— e = e 1 - T WENEEUE S S oes " T R
12 |Uttar Pradesh | 3850000 | 4550000 L 107.2 . 38.9 43.3
—fWYaranchal 1L o b L U SR\ Y 4
13 |West Bengal 2298000 | 2645000 NA* | NA* 48.0 49.0
14 JAndhra Pradesh_ | =~ NA* _ |6706000.00{ NA* —— NA* 47.7

* Data not yet available
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Statement indicating the progress made under the
District Primary Education Programme (DPEP)

upto 31.3.2002

Annex.A (ii)

-

Expenditure upto

No.of Alternative

No. of Additional Teachers

. . nted
Nsd Project state 31.3.2002 N‘;C?LQI:"‘(’)P;’ZZW Schooling / EGS appointe -
' (Rs. in Crores) P Centers opened Regular Para -
) Teachers Teachers
- —
1 |Andhra Pradesh 558.01 5227 2214 6291 8914
2 |Assam 228.50 30 2386 - 2332
3 |Bihar 200.72 1109 2923 804 1803
4 92.71 205 2282 - 10876
5 |Haryana 181.42 15 1080 -- 3450
6 |Himachal Pradesh 92 93 808 39 1689 339
S
7 |Karnataka 420.41 1250 - 5018 -
8 [Kerala 156.49 59 297 - 297
9 |Madhya Pradesh 725.63 4209 22058 -- 40639
10 |Maharashtra 287.49 868 3336 30862 3294
pu— R ——
11 |Orissa 138.77 720 5892 1440 2573 |
- —
12 | Tamil Nadu 216.26 406 935 1771 - "
- |
13 |Uttar Pradesh 813.58 5883 5251 6467 37837
14 {West Bengal 158.96 -~ 11077 -- -
15 |Rajasthan 122.27 - 8760 - 752
16 |Jharkhand 77.31 919 1215 - 1139
17 |Uttaranchal 30.88 251 494 130 847 ‘
18 |Chhattisgarh 202.79 1152 5573 - 11339 |
- T
Total 4714.13 23201 75812 26572 126431 1
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Annex.Af(iil)

Statement indicating the progress made under the
District Primary Education Programme (DPEP)

upto 31.3.2002

Civil Works completed and in progress
si No. of Block No.of Cluster Drinking
No.| ProlectState | Resource Centres | Resource Centres No.of New No.of Tollet Water
. functional functional School Additlonal facllities facliitios
Buildings classrooms | provided
provided |
. N — RISV SO SE——
1 |Andhra Pradesh® 090 5664 8463 14691 803 963}
2 |Assam 56 1428 1375 2126 1986}
3 |{Bihar 162 1894 6568 1114 1035 588i
4 |Guijarat 55 482 253 346 859 QOI
5 [Haryana 55 544 377 1568 4439 1600|
I e —-
6 [Himachal Pradesh 33 230 787 21 486 403
7 |Karnataka 112 1206 1032 176 791 791
8' Kerala 55 827 268 1056 469 345
8 |Madhya Pradesh 236 4325 18550 4548 0
10 |Maharashtra 73 189 873 2060 4416 2917
11 |Orissa 170 885 990 778 1240 333
12 |Tamil Nadu 108 1023 0 1785 2006 2072
13 |Uttar Pradesh 645 6365 8118 10637 20527 3520|
14 |West Bengal** 328 324 703 1619 0 (1
15 |Rajasthan 132 1041 616 1098 3908| 1312
Chhattisgarh 134 1949 1278 661 0 Oﬁ
N VS - P
Jharkhand 55 476 423 768 281 439”
Uttaranchal 38 280 233 118] 749 o
Total 3423 27604 43048 44419 44225 17369}

* Andhara Pradesh has Mandal Resource Centres & Teacher Centres in place of Block Resources Centres(BRCs)
/Cluster Resource Centres(CRCs)
** West Bengal has Circle Resource Centres (CLRCs) in place of BRCs/CRCs.
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Statement showing Statewise EFC approved cost — Expenditure under various IDA Credits and DFID Grants

Annexure B

(Rs. in 1akhs)
DPEP-1 DPEP-1I DPEP-III
SL. No. Name of the EFC approved Cost Exp. Upto E‘EEE_. EFC approved [ Exp. Upto hage EFC approved | Exp. Upto sage
State Original Revised 3 Ist March, 2002 Cost 31st March, 2002 Cost 31st March, 2002
1 |Assam 12951.18! 16227.62 1 1564.’!7‘ 71.60 15633.32) 10770.7 68.901
2 [Haryana 14812 .45 17159. 1291561 75.27 9547.25 6360.5 66.62
3 Kamataka 13497.98 21480. 18[ 18160.85 84.55! 28017.09 236564 84.
4 erala 9189.72) 9448.83 8462.72 90.00 9458.52 71954 76.07
5 gharashtra 18592.37 23592.13 18190.79 77.11 15771.79 9526.2 60.40
6 Ll'al'nil Nadu 12597.21 18224.00! 15901.41] 87.00! 9244.3 5724.8 61.93
7 adhya Pradesh 50220.37 57136.27 44067.511 77.13 381104 27271.4 71.5
8 hhattisgarh 15600.42 16264.4 14336.83] 88.15 7998.82 4654.1
9  [Himachal Pradesh 12928.11 9170.4 70.93
10 issa 23011.99 13513.6 58.72
11 Orissa-li 31382.46
12 ujarat 9567. 9694.1 | 101.32 348.90
13 Nttar Pradesh 669387.601 48864.1 72.95
14 National Component 6633.59 57751 407354 70.5 1987.00 694.2 34.9
15 |Andhra Pradesh 1727260, 151950 819
16 _[West Bengal 19630.29 11352.1 57.83
17 [West Bengal-II 1 21427. 26755 | 12.49
18 |APERP 57150.00% 31863.3 55.75
19 blhar 43535.74 15392.14{ 35.36
20 harkhand 21581.2 7731.00 35.80
21 ijasthan 41114.47 11261.2¢ 27.3
22 Rajasthan-II 37242.79 994.5 2.67,
23 UP DPEP-111 77011.100  32372.7§ 42.
24 [Uttaranchal 7718.48 3088.00y 40.
154095.3  185307.7 147674.03 80.60 395126.12) 2381823 60.2 228203.84  71188.55 31.95.

Note:- National Component (2661-IN) upto Feb, 2002.
Chhattisgarh-II expenditure upto Dec, 2001.

Total Expenditure under DPEP = Rs.454088.59 lakhs.
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Annex : C

** including DPEP-HI

21

Civil Works progress
State wise and component wise status as on 31.03.2002
State BRC/MRC/ CRC Addl. Classroom | New/ Bldgless Repairs Drinking water Toilets
Target] comp |[Target| comp | Target | comp | Target | comp Target | comp | Target | comp Target comp

Assam 79 58/ 353 306 1450{ 1053; 1446 996] 2423] 1756 2198 1688 2147 174

Haryana 53 51 544} 435 1675! 1015 392 265 1387 6586 1741 ~u1360 4770 3411

L

Karnataka 107 64 1034 810, 178 161 1059 848 212 206 796 752 796 752

Keraia 62 60{ 448 376 1073} 900 276 234 779 426 445 237 566 321
Madhya

Pradesh 236! 233 0 0 4551] 4490| 16486 12155] 1259{ 1345 0 0 0 OJ

Maharasht

ra 73 19 0 0 2144 1326 887 598/ 3105 1158 4362| 2488 5800, 3766
Tamil

Nadu 105 105 0 "0 1785 1595 0 Y 0 0 2072 1280 2006! 1744
Andhra

Pradesh 993 899 0 0] 15046] 13551} 8692 7614 0 0 1231 720 1342 709
Gujarat 23 19 0 0 346 343 310 251 933 933 710 90 1500 858
Himachati :

Pradesh 33 6] |342 194 51 19 1031 564 802 297 802 365 612 446
Orissa 86 58] 1014 859 778 497 950 532] 1916f 1645 333 197 1240 1156
West :

Bengal* 326 168/ | O 0 1705 1375 827 475 672 522 0 0 0 ¢
Bihar 140 108 1181 6423 1652] 408] 1981 136 71 0 5167 481 6203 583
Uttar

Pradesh™} 623 478; €365 4253f 17134] 8136] 10495{ 5035 12171 0 7897) 3051 23106 14557
{Rajasthan

o 1331 0| 1719 639 1058] 485/ 1668 376{ 7301 1991 4564 958 12682 2607
Chhatishg o

arh 134 134 0 0 667, 654] 1278/ 1014 0 0 0 0 0

Jharkhand 52 491 3521 280 1657 210 1013 119 363 14 1494 307 1106 1;!

!

[uttranchat| 38 6 131 127 118]  109] 243! 158 0 0 0 0 749 663
Total 6 2515{ 1 327| 49074 31370{ 33394] 10979 33812 13974 mE‘TEE‘
* including expansion districts



AGENDA ITEM No. 5

10™ Meeting of the Project Board of District Primary Education
Programme (DPEP) Mission
 — —  — _—————— —— — —— —_ _— _____—————————

Approval for the Annual Work Plan and Budget of DPEP States for
“the year 2002-2003.

As a part of decentralization of processes under DPEP, all the DPEP States are
conducting appraisal of AWP & B themselves. The DPEP Bureau has conducted a sample
review districts plans based on the appraisal criteria.

A summary of the AWP & B proposals inter-alia indicating the achievements made so
far, the highlights of the programme activities during 1999-2000, the financial statements
indicating the expenditure incurred so far, the spillovers and fresh activities for the year 2002-
2003 alogwith the analysis of civil works and management cost are appended with this note
(Appendix-C).

It has been observed that certain States are yet to release their full 15% share. The
position in this regard is being closely monitored and matter has also been taken up with the
concerned State (Governments at  appropriate level.  Meetings were also held by
Secretary(EE&L) with the Education Secretaries of various States to review the progress of
various elementary education schemes and during discussions the issue regarding release of state
share was also brought to their notice.

In respect of certain states expenditure upto March, 2002 are based on anticipated figures.
The position about spillovers during 2002-2003 could, therefore, change and would be suitably
modified on the basis of the firmed up figures of expenditure in the previous year.

Budget provision for 2002-2003

BE 2002-2003 for DPEP is Rs. 1380.00 crores. Out of this, an amount of Rs. 576.70
crores has already been released to the State Societies to ensure that implementation of on-going
activities could be carried on smoothly.

Closure of DPEP Phase-I and 11

DPEP Phase-I (EC assisted) in Madhya Pradesh and Chattisgarh would be closing on
31,12.2002. The IDA assisted DPEP Phase-1 and DPEP Phase-II in the States of Assam, Kerala,
Haryana, Maharashtra, Tamil Nadu, Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh, Chattisgarh, Himachal
Pradesh, Orissa, Gujarat and Uttar Pradesh would close on 30.6.2003. The AWP&B in respect
of these States have, therefore, been prepared upto the project closing dates.
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National Component

At the time of launching DPEP in 1994, the need for ensuring availability
continuous basis of technical services needed for the programme management was
recognized. In fact, the Staff Appraisal Report of the funding agency (IDA) Sp€C1ﬁ
mentions that the DPEP Bureau assisted by full time senior technical and professional exper
contract and supplemented by short term consultants as per needs to provide key tech
services in the fields of Appraisal, Supervision, Monitoring & MIS, Finance and Procurer
Civil Works and Research & Evaluation. This arrangement of securing technical qervxces
envisaged in addition to the services to be provided by NCERT and NIEPA tov
development of teacher in-service training, pedagogic improvement and school statistics |
Following the negotiations with IDA for credit for DPEP-I, a consultancy contract with Ed
was signed by Government of India on 5-1-1995 initially for the period upto 31-3- 97
obtaining approval of IFD. This contract was further extended from time to time wrd.
concurrence of the IFD and the present contract is for the period upto 31.3.2002. The W
Bank has agreed to extend the project period of DPEP-1 upto 30.6.2003 i.e. it will
along with DPEP-II, and they have also agreed to extend the contract with TSG-Ed‘l
upto 30.6.2003. '

The Annual Work Plan & Budget of TSG-Ed.CIL for the period 1.4.2002 to 30.6.20;
estimated at Rs. 556.77 lakhs. No additional allocation under the Credit is being sought an
expenditure would be met out of the balance available under the existing contracted amount.

In the discharge of its functions, the TSG Ed.CIL has over the years been provi
services in the following areas:-

o Technical assistance in the preparation of State and district sub-projects and appr
thereof;

. Orgamsmg internal DPEP review missions, co-ordination of biannual joint re
missions with the funding agencies; |

5
* Monitoring and reporting on DPEP inputs, physical targets and implementation progr

e Supervision of civil works, identification of cost effective technology, developmer
improved school construction designs and technical assistance to States and District
projects;

o Establishing and monitoring research and evaluation contracts with rese
organizations and individuals in-service teacher training and textbook development;

s Forgoing linkages between community and programme activities, specially sc
support and improvement in order to instill a feeling of ownership;

e Technical support to States in providing access and quality primary schooling to ot
school children through use of micro-planning for assessment of needs and diver

flexibility and local specificity of the strategies; ;

e Helping the States in identifying specific issues and the deterrents to girls’ educatioq
to address them through mechanisms designed to monitor regular contact between
community and the schooling systems;
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¢ Developing strategies for orienting all general teachers in the selected catchment area to
sensitise them to the problems and needs associated with special education of disabled
children; and

e Review and monitoring of procurement and disbursement activity and assisting the States
in the preparation of various types of reports relating to procurement and claim
applications for seeking reimbursement from the funding agencies.

In so far as institutional support by NCERT, NIEPA, IGNOU and NSPDART (an
organisation of LBSNAA, Mussorie) is concerned, their services are being utilised for specific
interventions for capacity building, training, evaluatory studies etc. No consultancy fees is being
paid under the project direct to the personnel of these organisations and for all purposes they are
governed by the rules and regulations of their organisations for the purpose of remuneration,
TA/DA etc. Activities to be performed by these ensured that there is no duplication of efforts
amongst the various organisations. Activities for DPEP also de not form part of the normal
agenda of these organisations/

NCERT’s services are being utilised to develop in-service teacher training designs and
materials and their evaluations, assisting states in capacity building for adapting the training
designs and materials in state specific situations, improving the educational research and
evaluation capacity of national and state research organisations, organising international
conferences and seminars, conducting baseline and mid-term learning achievement surveys and
to assist with capacity building for text book and learning development material, etc.

NIEPA is assisting in upgrading planning and management sills, to develop competencies in
the areas ot compilation of educational statistics, implementation of state and district school
statistics information system, catrying out need based researches in access, retention, drop-outs
etc.

Services of NSP-DART, Mussoire are being availed for training DPEP functionaries from
the States/Districts in the area of planning appraisal, costing, etc.

IGNOU is assisting in the implementation of the component of Distance Education
component for teacher training.

Earlier services of NCERT & NIEPA were being availed of through sub-contract with
Ed.CII.. However, from 1.4.1999 funding to these organisations is being done directly through
MHRD.

Approval of the Project Board is solicited to the AWP&B proposals for 2002-03 in
respect of various DPEP States as per the summary statements given at Appendix- C and the
Appraisal Notes at Appexdix-1- XXI111, subject to the adjustments to be carried out by the States
in the light of observations made in the appraisal notes.
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Minutes of the 9th Meeting of the Project Board of the District Primary
Education Programme (DPEP) Mission held on August 3, 2001 at 2.30 P.M.
under the Chairpersonship of Shri B.K. Chaturvedi,

Secretary | Elementary Education & Literacy | Ministry of HRD
at Shastri Bhavan, New Delhi.

The 9™ meeting of the Project Board of DPEP Mission was held on 3.8.2001 under the
Chairmanship of Secretary (EE&L), MHRD. The list of participants is given at Annex. 1.

2. Secretary (EE&L) while welcoming the participants requested Joint
Secretary(Elementary Education) to proceed with the agenda items for discussion.

Agenda Item No. 1 : Confirmation of the minutes of the 8" meeting of the Project
Board of DPEP Mission held on 13.7.2000.

Since the members of the Project Board had no comments on the minutes of the last

Project Board Meeting, the minutes were confirmed.

Agenda Item No. 2 : Action Taken on the decisions of the 8 meeting.

Project Board noted with satisfaction the action taken on the decisions of the last
Project Board meeting held on 13.7.2000.

Agenda Item No. 3: Progress Overview of DPEP
Shri Sumit Bose, Joint Secretary (EE), MHRD made a brief presentation on the
achievements of DPEP since the last Project Board meeting. The salient features of the

presentation and the discussions held thereon are as follows:-

@ Coverage:
JS(EE) mentioned that the programme has been extended to another 23 districts taking the

total coverage to 271 districts in 18 States.



(i)  Access:

Presenting the physical progress JS(EE) stated that so far the programme has added 10,000
formal schools, 56,000 Alternative Education Centres. He further informed that Access was
no more a major issue in DPEP, enrolment was near universal in phase-I districts. Share of

girls' enrolment had considerably improved, which was more than 45%, except in Bihar,

Gujarat and U.P.

(iii) Focus Group:
JS(EE) informed that Index of Social Equity (ISE) for SCs was more than 100 in phase-I

districts. Secretary (EE & L) desired to know how the ISE was calculated. JS(EE) clarified
that ISE was worked out as the ratio of children of a particular social group enrolled with
reference to the proportion of children of that social group in the population. He further
informed that the index exceeded 100% due to enrolment of under age / over age children.
Shri S. K. Panda, Joint Secretary, Ministry of Social Justice & Empowerment pointed out that
ISE of 100 alone could not be an indicator of progress since general category students may
have shifted to private schools. He also enquired about provision of education in Madarsas
and Makhtabs. Shri Amit Kaushik, Director (EE) clarified that there was a provision of
additional teacher to impart modemn education along with the religious teachings in such
institutions. Prof. Mohd. Miyan of IGNOU said that there was a growing acceptance to such
instructions. Ms Deepa Das, Chief Consultant, TSG — Ed.CIL further added that teaching
learning material had to be some times appropriately adapted to ensure wide acceptability

within these institutions.

(iv)  Retention:

Joint Secretary (EE) continuing with his presentation said that repetition rate was constantly
declining and gender disparities in learning achievements have almost closed. Secretary (EE
& L) asked whether district-wise / State-wise repetition rates were available for a comparison
with the non-DPEP districts. Ms. Rashmi Sharma, Director (EE) referring to the Access and
Retention study clarified that district-wise data were available and each year the enrolment

data under DPEP was updated and analysed. However, it was difficult to compare the position



tetween DPEP and non-DPEP districts due to various factors like wide variations in the base
linc data and the time lag in the availability of educational statistics from the non-DPEP
districts. Secretary (EE & L) desired that at least an attempt should be made to conduct
a study on comparison between DPEP and non-DPEP districts for understanding the

situation better.

vy Community Mobilisation:
'JS(EE) informed that over 20 lakhs Village Education Committees (VECs) have been

constituted and members of such community trained for participation in educational activities.

(vi) Pedagogy:
On pedagogical renewal process, JS(EE) apprised the Board that text books of classes I -V

have been renewed or are under renewal in most states. Training on joyful learning to teacher
was near completion. All Cluster Resource Centres and Block Resource Centres have been
made functional. A study on classroom practices called ‘Inside the School’ was conducted
and disseminated. Secretary (EE & L) desired to know teachers deployment as per PTR norms
and instructed that the secular trends / statistical data should be collected and analysed

indicating the percentage of schools with single teacher and those with more than the

desired PTR,

(vii) Civil Works:

JS(EE) informed that the ceiling of 24% of the project cost has been increased to 33-1/3 %
with certain conditionalities. Civil works is almost complete in DPEP-I districts and in phase-
Il the same has been targeted for completion this year. It was also brought out that under
DPEP conscious attempts have been made to reduce the cost of construction by use of local
materials and adopting cost effective alternative technologies. Older buildings are being
retrofitted with child friendly elements. An evaluation of all aspects of civil woks is planned
in the coming six months. Secretary (EE & L) desired to know the agency proposed for
evaluation of the civil works. Shri Saurav Banerjee, Chief Consultant (Civil Works), TSG -
Ed.CIL informed that evaluation will be done by TSG-Ed.CIL by involving outside resource
persons, including NBCC, HUDCO etc.



(viii) Alternative Schooling:

On Alternative Schooling JS(EE) said that emphasis was on covering difficult and
marginalized groups like children of migrating families, child labours, street children, -
adolescent girls, children of sex workers etc. Secretary(EE&L) desired to know the “
percentage of children covered under AS. JS(EE) stated that about 20 lakh children were °
enrolled under AS in DPEP districts and mentioned that it was difficult to indicate the
percentage of children covered under AS as in addition to DPEP, States were also
implementing other schemes such as NFE, EGS, Bridge Courses, etc. Shri K. Chandramouli,
Joint Secretary, Ministry of Labour stated that the figure of child labour was about 11.28
million although some higher figures were also quoted and desired that there should be

consistency in the tigures reported by ditferent Departments.

(ix)  LED:

As regards Tategrated Education for Disabled, it was informed that an agreement has been
reached between Rehabilitation Council of India and DPEP for training general teachers.
Substantial progress has been made in providing aids and appliances to disabled children.
Several States have applied for assistance under IEDC Scheme of Department of Secondary
Education and Higher Education. About 6 lakh teachers have been trained in IED through

regular in service teacher training programmes.

(x) Girls Education:

Regarding Girls Education, JS(EE) brought out that several initiatives were undertaken for
improving enrolment, retention and learning achievement of girls. ECCE strategy under
NPEP included exiended timings of Anganwadi centres to coincide with primary school,
training of Anganwadi workers, provision of teaching learning materiai for Anganwadi
centres, academic support, etc. More than 10,000 ECCE centres have been set up so far in
non 1CDS areas. Secretary (EE&L) stated that the reasons for drop-out of girl children were
mainly due to family factors, sibling care, etc. Ms, Rashmi Sharma, Director(EF) menticned

about the community interventions to address this problem.



) MIS:

About the Management Information System, JS(EE) informed that the national EMIS report
was being generated regularly every year. Revised EMIS up to upper primary stage has been
finalised, which will be used for data collection during the current year. 5% sample check of
IEMI S data was conducted through external agency, following up on a similar exercise
jndertaken in 1997-98.

(xii) Expenditure:

Presenting the position of expenditure and disbursement, JS(EE) informed that cumulative

xpenditure till 31" March, 2001 was about Rs. 3274 crores. Expenditure during 2000-01 was

bout Rs. 942 crires. Cumulative disbursement up to 31-3-2001 was Rs. 2760 crores. An
ount of Rs. 400 crores was released to the State Societies in the beginning of the current

nanctal year.

xiil)  Supervision:
S(FE) mentioned about the supervision mechanism of DPEP under which bi-annual Joint
Review Missions comprising representatives of GOl and external funding agencies were

onducted. 14™ JRM was due in November, 2001, Internal Review Missions were conducted

s and when necessary.

kiv) lssues;
i Finally, JS(EE) brought out the following major issues before the Project Board:-

» The proposal to utilise savings in 7 DPEP-I states was awaiting EFC approval,
Approval of AWP&B for 2001-02 of these States, exceeding the project outlay would
be subject to the EFC approval.

» This would be the last AWP&RB of DPEP-1 states, unless the project period was
extended.

» The State component Plan of 3 newly constituted States will be subject to the approval
of Ministry of Finance, whole the proposal has already been submitted.

» Slow implementation in Bihar and Jharkhand was a matter of concern. The projects

in these States need to be restructured.



» With this year's proposals, expenditure in DPEP-II states whether (Karnataka and

Gujarat) will exceed the EFC outlay.

3. Director (Finance) made the following observations / suggestions:-

i) Referring to the excess expenditure by certain States over and above the approved
project cost, he desired that details of items / activities on which excess
expenditure has occurred, alongwith reasons for the same, should have been
presented.

ii) Position about physical and financial achievements against the original project
targets should have been included in the agenda.

iii) The problem of redeployment of teachers and measures taken to rectify the high

PTR in certain States should have been covered in greater details.

4. JS(EE) stated that the requisite information was available in the Progress Overview
document enclosed with the Agenda Notes. However, it was agreed that in future the
desired information would be included in the Agenda Notes seperately in a summarised

form.

Agenda Item No. 4: Plans for Utilisation of savings under DPEP-1 :

JS(EE) highlighted the proposal about the utilistion of savings under the IDA credit
and EC grant for DPEP-1. He also mentioned about the request made to the World Bank and
EC for further extension of the project period. It was also mentioned that the FFC note on the
proposal has already been circulated. It was observed that the allocation for certain district
would exceed 40) crores ceiling if the savings were to be utilised. Secretary(FE&L) enquired
how the amount will be utilised since only 4-5 months period will be available tor
implementation. JS(EE) stated that European Commission had already informally indicated
that they would extend the project period, while a request for extension had also been made
with the World Bank. The approval would be subject to agreements of funding agencies

to extend the project period.



Agenda Item No. 5: Annual Work Plan & Budget of DPEP States for 2001-02

Due to constraint of time, presentations of only nine Project States were made on
a sample basis namely, Kerala, Himachal Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh, Chhattisgarh,
'Rajasthan, Uttar Pradesh, Assam, Andhra Pradesh and Bihar. The members were informed
that the requisite details about the AWP&B proposals of all DPEP States alongwith the
appraisal / review thereof were included in the agenda notes. The following comments /

observations were made :-

Kerala :

] Decline in enrolment and classrooms.

L Increase in management cost.

. Taking over of tribal welfare schools - it was decided that this should be without taking
over financial liability.

] Representative of S & Empowerment enquired about quality intervention about SC/ST.
JS(EE) clarified that quality improvement interventions under DPEP were targeted to
all children, including SC / ST children.

. For providing internet connections to BRCs it was clarified that the proposals did not

include procurement of additional computers as the same were already available.

Himachal Pradesh
] Decline in enroliment

° IFD raised the question about equipments being booked under Planning and

Management. 1t was clarified that this was required for the newly instituted SIEMAT.

Madhya Pradesh :
L Rs.40 crores ceiling being exceeded by certain districts,
° Civil works were planned on the basis of the revised ceiling of 33% on the revised

project cost.



Secretary (EE&L) desired that in future a check list for appraisal should be
prepared and sent to the States so that non-admissible items are not covered and

the issues about excess expenditure are also tackled.

Uttar Pradesh :

Uniformally high PTR in the State. Teacher recruitment measures were being taken.
Shortfalls proposed to be met by appointment of Shiksha Mitras, which would improve
the position.

Secretary(EE&L) enquired what the state was doing to address the problem of high
female drop out rate. Ms. Rashmi Sharma, Driector (EE) and Ms. Deepa Das, Chief
Consultant (Gender), TSG, Ed.CIL mentioned about the cluster approach, involvement
of localized groups for tracking down the drop out children.

Secretary(EE&1L.) asked why the EGS scheme was not succeeding and we were not
getting adequate proposals from States. JS(EE) stated that this was due to the reason
that now a large number of districts were covered under DPEP and the first charge for

tunding EGS centres was from DPEP,

Assam :

The State should not exceed the management cost ceiling. However, the State would
look into this aspect and rework the management cost after analyzing the position

about booking of non management expenditure under management cost.

Andhra Pradesh :

Civil works cost under phase-11 will be restricted to 33.33%.
Under phase-1, expenditure on civil works exceeds 33.33%. Approval is subject to the
condition that booking of expenditure under DPEP-I is restricted to 33.33%, subject to

the fulfilment of prescribed conditions.



Bihar :
L Secretary(EE&L) desired that a study on comparison of achievement in enrolment and
retention between DPEP and non-DPEP districts should be made.

° Director, Finance desired to have the break up of costs under different components and

raised the question about large amounts booked for VEC training etc.

National Component
» The cumulative expenditure till date and AWP&B for 2000-01 would be less than the

EFC approved expenditure.

5. Concluding the meeting, Secretary(FE&L) desired that next time we should
present achievements on major parameters like enrolment, retention, etc. and the focus
areas in the AWP&R, He also desired that there should be a standardized check list for
appraisal of AWP&B, which should be shared with the project state to avoid the
problem of excess expenditure and exceptions. Presentations shouhl also be done on a
uniform pattern, He also directed that in future State-wise presentations could be made
before sub-groups of the Project Board to facilitate a more meaningful discussion and a

summary of the proposals could be then taken up in the Board meeting,

6. Subject to the observations as mentioned above, the AWP&B for 2001-02 of various
States and national component as given in d4nmmex-II _was approved. The State
Implementation Societies will make necessary adjustments in the AWP&B in the light of
observations made in the Appraisal / Review Notes and communicate the revised activity

wise provisions to the Bureau.

'The meeting ended with a vote of thanks to the Chair.
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Shri J.C. Sharma, Director
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Annex-li

Summary of AWP&B for 2001-02 in respect of DPEP States and National Component

{Rs. in Lakhs)

S.No. State Phase Spillover from Fresh Total (Spiliover + Remarks
previous year activities Fresh activities)
1 |ASSAM Phase-| 638.98 2193.34 2832.32 (1) Expenditure over
Phase-il 1371.48 2649.45 4020.93} and above the
approved project cost
2 |KERALA Phase-| 238.23 1882.93 2119.16{ under DPEP-I will be
Phase-li 763.60 2072.73 2836.33| subject to the approval
by the EFC.
3 [HARYANA Phase-I 1416.18 4269.21 5685.39
Phasedl | 151704 2408.78 3925.82 (2) Excess
Expenditure in DPEP-
| 4 [KARNATAKA _Phase-] | 371.23 2515.79 2887.01! 11 over and above the
_Phase-it 126925] _418900] __ 5458.25|EFC approved project
N o . cost will be subject to
| 5 |MAHARASHTRA Phase-| 1609.30 5515.07 112437 allocation/approval of
e _ | Phasel | 2632 21 3645.10 8177.31] additional funds
6 |[TAMIL NADU Phase-l | 186 03 6353.11] 5538,14)(3) The State
Phase-ll | 1049 28 1824.19) _ 2873.47)implementation
. - - | Sociaties will make
7. |MADHYA PRADESH Phasge-i AL 1421.20 11948 98 13370.25 necessary
5 R Phase! |  4581.79] __ 9608.29 ... 14190 08| adjustments in the
. - __AWP&H in the light of
—_ Phase-ll | 0.00{ . _225084| _.2250.84/the Appraisal / Review
B . e e Notes and
9 |HIMACHAL PRAGESH | Phass-l _ 123505 2800.28) f.@ég, communicate the
e b b e e e e .| T@VIBED activily wise
___10 ORISSA = Phase-l N __254598 . 9324.00 e 1_:‘_8_6_9__@_8_ prov[s\ons to the
i __ p Phasedl | 000} 659313}  _ 8593.13|Bureau.
11 |GUJARAT | Phasedi |~ " "B680 257483] T 7661.53|(4) Spiliovers will be
— i } _ . _.|subject to actuals,
12_|ANDHRA PRADESH | DPEPdI | 122837 ~ 5845.23 8873.60] depending upon the
- T CAEPR [ T 523803 10702.78] 15940 82lactual expenditure in
R WU R e e —mme—weud the previous year and
13 JWESTBENGAL | DPEPH ;| ==~ 81600f 481200 ... 5628.00{ carry over of activities
P . b Expn, 142600f ~ 3601.00f _5026.00during the current
DU o e b e st ] YOOI
[ 14 JUTTAR PRADESH | UP-DPEP-II 134936 ~  20548.19 gle_97_§g
L R UP-DPEP-HH} 313481 2870991 31844.52)(5) Civil works should
_— e —— . not exceed the revised
i 15 JUTTARANCHAL UP-DPEP-III 221.61 2651.80 2873.51) celling of 33 3%,
ST S . . subject to the
16 |BIHAR .} DPEP-lI 4326001 764100} 11867.00}fulfitment of the
SRR I m —— prescribed conditions
17 |JHARKHAND DPEP-IIL | 1765364%,_ _.3135.57 . ._4900.93|for the purpose.
18 [RAJASTHAN .| DPERIV. [~ igimes| i6esse| | TiGTTE]
S - — B
BE :gg_g&__ - — DPEP-I 0.00 46500 " 485.00
| 20 [NSDART _| _DPEPI ~ 0,00 77.37] 77.37
[ 21 [NCERT | DPEP 35.80 " 340] 39.20
szg"' NIEPA DPEP | 4135 813e] ~ 7274
23 lIGNOU DPEP-II 0.U0 36100 361.00
| 24 [cap. Bidg. (EC) DPEP 0.00 100.00 100,00
Total 43954.67 186117.45 230072.11
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Appexdix : B

Statement indicating the progress made under the
District Primary Education Programme (DPEP)
under the major parameters.

DPEP - Phase -1 - States

Sk Project Enro!lment Trends GER % Share of Girls enroiment to
No., . State {Formal §chools) | (Formalschools) Total enrolment
: 1995-96 2000-01 1995-96 | 2000-01 1995-96 2000-01

1 |Assam 352000 497000 79.1 80,7 45.7 48.3

2 |Haryana : 432000 513000 ° 62.4 75.4 ' 45.8 47.5

3 [Karnataka 1050000 1165000 96.3 06.8 471 48.2

4 [Kerala 477000 428000 90.5 94.2 48.6 48.7

_5 |Madhya Pradesh 3028000 3664000 80.1 97.6 42.7 45.8

8 [Maharashtra 1448000 1720000 95.8 103.4 47.7 48.1

7 |Tamil Nadu 1078000 1078000 82.5 84.1 48.0 49.0

Appendix : B (Contd,). . . .



Appendix : B (Contd.),

Statement indicating the progress made under the
District Primary Education Programme (DPEF)
under the major parameters.

DPEP - Phase -l / lif / IV - States

SI. Project Enrolment Trends GER % Share of Girls enrolment to
No. State (Formal Schools) {Formal schools) Total enrolment
1997-98 2000-01 1997-98 | 1999-2000 1997-98 2000-01

1_|Assam 680000 | 689000 77.7 67.7 472| 487
2 |Bihar 3730000 3662000 77.6 68.4 ___ 407 41.4

Jharkhand 46
3 |Gujarat 742000 | 924000 89.3 102.4 438
4 [Haryana 328000 | 365000 67.6 75.7 476|463
5 |Himachal Pradesh| 180000 | 185000 125.9 114.7 482 49
6 |Karnataka 1574000 216000 93.4 101.3 47.9 48.2
7 |Kerala 390000 380000 NA* NA* 49.3 49.3
g |Madhya Pradesh | 2330000 | 2580000 829 92.3 437 45,5

Chhattisgarh 49.0
3 [Maharashtra 1082000 1085000 103.5 97.2 47 .4 47.9
10 |Orissa 1087000 1135000 88.6 84.3 46.0 o 47.0
11 | Tamit Nadu 412000 409000 84.5 88.2 48.7 49.0
12 |Uttar Pradesh 3650000 | 4550000 107.2 88.2 389 43.3

Uttaranchal 50.2
13 |West Bengal 2298000 | 2645000 NA* NA* 48.0 49.0
14 |Andhra Pradesh NA* 6706000.00 NA* NA* NA* 47.7

* Data not yet available



Statement indicating the progress made under the
District Primary Education Programme (DPEP)

upto 31.3.2002

Appendix : B (Contd.). .

Expenditure upto

No.of Alternative

No. of Additional Teachers

i. Project state 31.3.2002 N‘;'C‘;fogl‘:“c’)g:‘;zw Schooling / EGS |— appointed
(Rs. in Crores) Centers opened egular Para -
Teachers Teachers

.
1 |Andhra Pradesh 558.01 5227 2214 6291 8914
P AS—S.a-n;m B 228.50 30 2(“3;6~_—_. - 2332
B3 E;iharr 209.72 1109 2023 804 1803
4 92.71 295 2282 10876
5 Haryana 181.42 15 1080 n -~ B -“3450
B |Himachal Pradesh ) 92.93 808 39 1589 339

}—:(a“r-n;a;; 420.41 1250 - 5018 -~
3 |Kerala - 166.49 59 297 - 297
z Mad;;a I;F;Ciesh 72663 4209 220568 -- 40639
0 |Maharashtra T 287_.;97‘ | “86; 3336 3062 3294
1 [Orissa ‘“1—5.38.77 720 _ 5892 1440 2573

2 | Tamil Nadu 216.26 i “4(56 935 1771 -
3 Utfar éraaeéh N 813.58 5883 5251 6467 37837

4 |West Beng}al 168.96 - 11077 - -
5 IRajasthan 122.27 - 8760 -- 752
I}G JhaTkhand B 77 31 o *919 _{2:“5 - 1139
7 |Uttaranchal 30.88 251 ) 494 130 847
Chhattisgarh 202.79 1152 5573 - 11339
Total 471413 23201 75812 26572 126431




Statement indicating the progress made under the
District Primary Education Programme (DPEP)

upto 31.3.2002

Appendix : B

i

Civii Works completed and in prcmresj

S| No. of Block No.of Cluster Drinki
No. Project State | Resource Centres | Resource Centres| N0-0f New No.of T°"‘_5t Wate
. functional functional School Additional facilities faclli
Buildings classrooms | provided
provi
o B
1 |Andhra Pradesh* 990 5664 8463 14691 803 R J
- —
2 |Assam 58 1426 1375 2126 1
3 |Bihar 152 1894 658 1114 1035
—
4 |Gujarat 55 482 253 346 859 gi
5 [Haryana 55 544 377 1568 4439 1
6 |Himachal Pradesh 33 230 787 21 486 ‘
7 [Karnataka 112 1206 1032 176 791
8 |Kerala 55 627 268 1056 469 ;
- —
9 |Madhya Pradesh 236 4325 16550 4548 0
10 [Maharashtra 73 189 873 2060 4416 2!
11 |orissa 170 885 990 778 1240 :
12 |Tamil Nadu 106 1023 0 1785 20086 2(¥
+ — el
13 |Uttar Pradesh 645 6365 8118 10637 20527 KH
(U S —— R iy
14 |West Bengal** 326 324 703 1619 0
15 |Rajasthan 132 1041 616 1098 3998 13
16 [Chhattisgarh 134 1949 1278 661 0
17 |Jharkhand 55 476 423 768 281 4
—_ —_—— »
18 [Uttaranchal 38 280 233 118 749 (
Totai 3423 27504 43048 44419 44225 15
4
* Andhara Pradesh has Mandal Resource Centres & Teacher Centres in place of Block Resources Centres(BRC

/Cluster Resource Centres(CRCs)
** West Bengal has Circle Resource Centres (CLRCs) in place of BRCs/CRCs.

4



Appendix -C

Summary of AWP & B for 2002-03 in respect of DPEP States and National Component

(Rs. In lakhs)
S.N State ' Phase Spillover from Fresh Total (Spillover + Reference
o previous year | activities Fresh activitles) (Appendix No.)
1 [ASSAM Phase - | 54473 3055 45 3600.18| Appendix - |
Phase - Il 438.96 4227.93 4666.89
2 |KERALA Phase - | 117.12 834.88 952.00[Appendix - il
Phase - Il 468.51 1600.94 2069.45
3 [HARYANA Phase - | Appendix - 11l
Phase - i
4 [KARNATAKA Phase - | 737.86 2097.15 2835.01[Appendix - IV
- — | Phase-1i 1820.26 2326.74]  4147.00
- [N . e
5 [MAHARASHTRA Phase-I | 410280 _ 380096] _ _  7903.76|Appendix -V
| T IPhase-ii [ 183245 _ 334980| 5182.25
6 [TAMILNADU | Phase-1_| _ _ 91589] _ 140696] __ _ 2322.85|Appendix - Vi
i Phase - i 374.07 1057.70] 143177 ]
| 7_|[MADHYA PRADESH | "Phase-1_| "~ ""602514|  €930.64] _ 1295578|Appendix - VIl
m Phase - Ii 1815.87 460717 6423.04
& [CHRATTISGARA | Phase=T | | 65060] _ 1728.66] 537988l Appendh- Vil ]
T 7T Phase-ll 443.00 1193.29] ~ 1636.29
[ 9 |[HIMACHAL PRADESH | Phase-1l | 768.79] 252502 3293 81{Appendix - IX
[10]ORISSA Phase - | ‘“ T 3 Appendix - X
e Phase - i B
11 |GUJARAT Phase -1l | 31742 282186]  3139.28|Appendix-Xi |
T Expn. 64817 2638.71 3286.88
| ] —_ i S ) —
| 1< ANDHRA: RADESH | Phase-Il | = 122875] €227 14! 10455 89]Appendix - XIl
! ‘ T zEFR 230884 A93R3iEl -
13 |WEST BENGAL DPEP-1I |- I Appendix - Xill
o Expn. L ]
14 [UTTAR PRADESH UP-DPEPIl| 650.44] 1394804] 14598 48|Appendix - XIV __
UP-DPEP-IIl 395157|  24110.11 2806168
| 15 [UTTARANCHAL __ | UP-DPEP-IIl|_ 42070} 221994 2640.64[Appendi - XV __
| 16 [BIHAR | DPEP-l | 349845 975121 T '13249.36[Appendix - XVi
17 [JHARKHAND DPEP-III - Appendix - XViI
(18 [RAJASTHAN DPEP-IV 2204.99 868713 10892.12[Appendix - XViil
1 Expn. 1879.31 8738.96 10618.27
o [Ed.ciL 1 opeERd o |Appendix-xix ]
20 [NSDART |~ DPEP- ] - —_|Appendix - XX
21 [NCERT DPEP-| - Appendix « XXI
22 [NIEPA __DPEPI | Appendix - XXil
23iIcNou T oPEPIl [T R Appendix - XXIll
Total 38763.59| 142256.84 181020.23

Appraisals notes In respect of Haryana, Jharkhand, West Bengal, Orissa and National Component would follow
C. Shantah/10Project/Apendx



I.

DPEP — Assam
Annual Work Plan & Budget (AWP & B) for 2002 - 03
Introduction

DPEP was launched in Assam in four districts — Darrang, Dhubri, Morigaon and Karbi

Anglong under Phase-I in 1994 and in five districts — Barpeta, Bongaigaon, Goalpara, Sonitpur and
Kokrajhar ~ under Phase-11 in 1996. The EFC approved project of DPEP-1, when initially approved,
was Rs. 12951.16 lakhs and DPEP-II Rs 15633.43 lakhs. The EFC approved cost for Phase I has
since been revised to Rs 16227.62 lakhs.

The cumulative expenditure of DPEP-I upto 31.3.2002 was Rs. 11864.53 lakhs, which is 91%

of the original project cost and 73% of the revised cost. In case of DPEP-II, the total cumulative
expenditure upto 31.3.2002 was Rs. 10985.71 lakhs. This was 70% of the project cosi.

IT.

Progress dpring 2001-2002

Fhc major achievements of the programme during the financial year 2001-02 are as follows:

A.

B.

C.

G,

Expenditure: During the financial year 2001-02, Rs. 18.39 crores have been spent by DPL.P,
Assam for various interventions in the Phase I against the budget provision of Rs. 28.32 Crores,
which works out to 65%. In the phase II districts the total expenditure last year was Rs 25.26
crores against a total plan outlay of Rs 40.21 Crores, i.e. 63% of the outlay.

Teacher Training: 11337 primary school teachers in Phase I and 15378 primary school teachers
of Phase [I were truined on various aspects like mulitigrade teaching, whole school approach
methodology, joyful teaching-learning method, etc for at least 10 days each.

VEC Members Training: There are 3777 Village Education Committees in the Phase I districts
and 5607 in Phase 1. All the members ot each VEC have been oriented on new teaching-learning
methodology, preparation ot School Development Programme and role of VEC in educational
developiment of school.

Functioning of BRC & CRC: Resource Centres in all the 27 educational blocks have been
formed in Phase I along with a total of 418 Cluster 1 evel Resource Centres. Similarly in Phase 1l,
Resource Centres in each of the 29 educational blocks have been formed along with 585 Cluster
Level Resource Centres. These centers are functioning effectively for all round development of
primary education in blocks and clusters.

AS Centres: To cover hitherto uncovered areas, 1302 Alternative School Centres have been
opened in the DPEP-1 districts and 1088 ceantres in DPEP-IU districts which have been functioning
well during the year. The VEUs have been made solely responsible for running the centres. In
addition to these AS Centres, 57 Moktabs in Phase | and 54 in Phase I have been converted into
AS Centres and have been functioning well imparting teaching learning to girl children of Muslim
Cominunity.

ECE: To prepare the children of age group 3-5 years, DPEP Assam has opened 1009 Early
Childhood Education Centres in the four DPEP-I districts and 1428 centres in DPEP-I1 districts.
Evaluation studies have also been conducted during the year to know the knowledge base of the
learners of ECE centres joining primary school. [t has been observed that children with ECE
background are doing well in comparison lo their counterparts in school having no ECF
background.

Supply of Resource Materials for teachers and Resource group members and workbook to
all students: Resource materials, comprising of lessons of text book & teacher handbook for class
Hl & 1V, were prepared by DPEP, Assam in collaboration with SCERT and supplied to all
teachers and Resource Group members at District, Block and Cluster I.evel. Resource materials
on class [ & 11 are presently under trial. Students’ workbook for class Il & IV have also been
prepared and supplied free of cost to all students of nine NPEP districts In addition to the above,



the learning books to be used in the multi grade and single teacher schools have been distributed
in the selected single and multi grade schools.

H. Strengthening of SCERT, Assam Textbook Production Corporation, DIET, and SIE: The
SCERT, Assam has been supplied with computer system and personnel as an effort to strengthen
the organisation. ASTPPC, SIE & DIET have also been supplied with computers. The
personnel/Faculties of SCERT, DIET and SIE were also sent to various national level training for
building their capacity.

. Civil works: There is a huge backlog in the civil works in the State. 1960 items of work are still
under progress and 272 have not started at all. The progress under civil works is as follow:

DPEP Phase-|

T et | WORK T WORK | WORK IN [WORK NOT
NO. ACTIVITY VARGET IS rARTED|COMPLETED | PROGRESS | STARTED |
I BRC_ B s 19 Tk [
b ere 353 Bat poa i T
5 X SCHOOL 527 7 e hes e
i |ADDL. CLASSROOM 145 17 12 5 o8
— R S Rt ety Bt
b _ REPAIRING 0 235 pe P Py
b [roukr s88 587 s3I s
7 ECE CENTRE 106|106 Jios 0 o
8 CHAR SCHOOL e po s b b T
b~ [70 BEDDED HOSTHL. |4 4 B I b
RESIDENTIAL
W sewoor __f PP [ S
It __JURC 2 2 2 P N L
ADDL. WORK FOR
2 BRCANDSBH ¥ > ¥ 0 0
TOTAL b075 1968|1751 b17 107 |
DPEP Phase-11
S . .| WORK [ ~WORK | WORK IN [WORK NOT
NO. ACTIVITY [ TARGET | o1 A RTED|COMPLETED| PROGRESS | STARTED
I BRC 29 b7 3 14 7
| ICRC/ADDL. - , N
°_ _fciasseoom  [® 2 per PO !
5 [EX. SCHOOL 345 537 Bl bse 8
i REPAIRING ____ |1489 _ li448 _ _ 861 _ 587 Wi
5 IOILET 824 820 W84 336 TRaT T T
6 70 BEDDED HOSTEI, 5 I N
DRINKING  WATER|
[ o L N 188 82
[OTAI 4447 282 P539 1743 165
P — . - [

. Proposed AWP & B 2002-2003

This being the last year of the project, the State has adopted the approach of block-level plans
which have been then combined into district plans. This has helped in each block trying to take a



stock of the interventions already taken and suggest the most effective steps to be taken in the last
year of the project. The household survey data collected last year has been taken as an important input
in the planning process. Some of the interventions proposed are:

. 2002-03 being the ultimate year of the project, thrust has been upon the consolidation of
interventions that have been undertaken and evaluation of interventions so that a clear
acceptable model emerged in the field. The objectives of the plan exercise this year is as
follows:

— Coverage of unserved areas by providing schooling facilities

-~ Bringing of children to formal schools by conducting short-term and long-term bridge
courses in already served areas

~  Mainstreaming of moderately disabled children

— Professional growth of teachers and upgradation of their efticiency

- Systematization of academic monitoring and support
Thrust upon language development in Grade [

— Activization of pupil evaluation

. Consolidation efforts involve gradation of schools, gradation of teachers and pupils continuos
assessment.
. To upgrade the low-grade schools, emphasis would be on frequent visits by block level and

district level coordinators, analysis of teacher's diary, holding of regular unit tests and their
analysis and holding of teachers' self promaotion test.

. To strengthen the pupil evaluation system, the State proposes to hold uniform unit test.
Question Bank would be prepared centrally, while the CRCs would design and print unit test
papers in their clusters. Analysis of performances would be an important input for further
localized interventions. Parents' involvement would be brought in through printing and supply
of children achievement card.

. An Farly Language Development Programme would be undertahen on an experimental basis
in selected schools.
. I'he unserved habitations would be covered by opening of Alternative schools under the EGS

pattern. The EGS norins would be tollowed. with the community engaging village volunteers
to run the school. These centres would have evaluation of learners' achtevement by BACG
mewmbers.

. In the served arcas the State proposes to bring unenrolled and dropped out children through
bridge courses. For the 5-7 age group children, short-term bridge courses are planned white
tor the 8 12 year age group a long term bridge course has been proposed

. The head teacher of the nearest schools would give constant support to the academic
coordinator

) l'o strengthen the ECE component, the regular teachers would be given training on Ka-sreni
intervention.

. For disabled children. the State would organize medical camps to identity the aids &

appliances required and degree of disability. Readiness centres would be opened in
habitations having more than 8 children, where the children will be trained for § months and
then enrolled in formal schools

. Since the earlier VECs have been dissolved, and the new ones are being constituted with
(iP/Ward member as the president, the State proposes orientation of reconstituted VEC
meinbers and new local body members.

° Need based training of teachers would be done for quality improvement. Gradation of schools
have been done and schools graded into three categories. Similarly, teachers, alternative
schools and ECE centres have also been graded. The gradation would be reviewed every three
months.

The total amount proposed by the State, district-wise, is as follows:



PROPOSED PLAN TILL JUNE 2003

___(Rs lakhs)

| State/District AWP&B | AWP&B | Total
2002-03 April 2003 to | April 2002 to
June 2003 June 2003
DPEP-1
Darrang 92596 8174 ~1007.70
Dhubri 948 80 93.40 ~1042.20
Morigaon | 878.90] 76.55 955.45
Karbi Anglong 1 121_22.9 95.82] 1308.02
State Component-1 10199, 0. 0() B ‘A'_l_()]A99
Total 4067.86 347 51, 4415.36
DPEP-1]
Barpeta 1122040 8939 121143
Bongaigaon 89806, 7451 972(57
Goagpara | 932,04 69.12| 1001, 17
Kokrajhar i 924 05!  T76.40;  1000.45
Sonitpur 1287 05, 91.17] 1378.21
| State- 11 383, 24| 26. 72 409.96
Total 554647 42731 597378
Grand Total ~9614.33 774.82]  10389.15

1v. Appraisal Process:

In keeping with the process ot decentralisation in DPEP, the appraisal of AWP & B had been
delegated 10 the state. Teans constituted by the state appraised the AWP & B tor 2002-2003, EL
Bureau and TSG conducted sample review of two districts  Darrang from DPFEP-1 and Bongaigaon
from DPEP-II - and also appraised the state component plan of DPEP-I and I1.

V. Changes recommended in the Plan on appraisal:

(i) Certain items in the Plan are found fo he ineligible in the two districts appraised on a sample
basis. These are as follows:

é B (Rs lakhs)
l)lgtllgt Item Prop. Recom. | Reasons
Dar rang Printing  of  teachers' | 0.638 0 ‘Not covered under the gundelmes
diary I DU _ i
. 1Printing of CR C__( s dﬂx 0016 10 | Not covered under the guidelines
School development | 3.43 0 Not covered under the guidelines
N fund ] . 7
Bongaigaon Printing of teachers' | 0.44 0 Not covered under the guidelines
| dary , |
B Printing of CRCC dmrz 1015 | 9_'“_ I 'Not covered under the guidelines
School development 2.31 0 "Not covered under the guidelines
fund

(1) Since the proposed Annual Plan was exceeding the EFC amount in most of the districts and
also in some of the components like civil works or management, the State was asked to give its
priority based on which decision could be taken to reduce the amount to EFC limits. The State
accordingly, send a list of items which were of lesser priority and could be removed. After removing
these non-priority and ineligible items, the total plan size is as follows:



MODIFIED PLAN TILL JUNE 2003

e . __ (Rslakhs)
State/District AWP & B AWP&B Total
2002-03 April 2003 to ! April 2002 to
June 2003 | June 2003

DPEP-I
Darrang . 821.53] 81.74|  903.27
Dhubri _ 862.00 93.40 955.40
Morigaon 789711 7655 866.26)
Karbi Anglong o ooras| T T esma T 997.07)
State Component-[ __101.99 0000  101.99]
Total 3476.49 34751 3824.00
DPEP-Ii . » ~
Barpeta } 1999.50 89.39 1088.89
'Bongaigaon 798.90 74.51 87341
Goalpara 83436/  69.12 903.48|
K okrajhar | 846.72| 76.40 923.12
Sonitpur _ — T 110029 7T 0117) 1191.46)
State-11 3}};2_{ B 2672 409.96
Total 4963 00; 42731 »_5_39() 31
Grand Total 843949 77482 921431

(iii) Even afier deleting all the items which the State Government stated as non-priority, the plan
size still takes both the overall cumulative expenditure and also expenditure under management in
some cases over the limits prescribed by the EFC. This is visible from the following table:

State/Dist EFC Cost [6% of FFC|Cumulative Cumulattve -Amount ]Amount by
Cost  [total [Mangt ‘by which “which
expenditure  lexpenditure | Total Exp ‘Mangt exp
till June 2003 |till June exceeds exceeds
2003 EFC limit 6% of EFU
— oo (limit
DPITP | T T
Dartang | 402837] 24170]  3978.66] 21149, Inlimits] In limits
Mongaon | 3859.88]  231.59 4031.27] 141 53;  254.86, Inlimits
Karbi Anglong | 351947 21117 336294, 1‘79_ 35| Inlimits| In limits
Dhubn . 377841 22658,  3248.34| 207.90! Inlimits| In limits
Statt Cnmponent I l()43 49 6261 1067 3] 30268 2382
Tot?il___ I l6227 .62 973.65 15688. 53| 1042.94| In Inmts _69.29]
DPEP - ll [ R | | ~ ]
_ﬁpcm o ﬁ: }272 80, 16232 ?329 51 1es.11 56,71 279
Bonﬁangaon 1 2711.03]  153.09]  2794.05 ~128.53 83.02]  In limits
Goalpara B 2§_’£84_7 _14291] 2798.75| 141.13] 26991 In limits,
Kokrajhar ___l_w 2687.98] 14533 ____}044 58 147.07]  356.60 1.74
Sonitpur 313827 151.04 3151971 137.82 13.70] _Inlimits
tate Component It | 1294.51]  176.73] 1257.17| 346,16, Inlimits| |
otal j - »_15633 43)  931.42]  16376.02 1065.81] 74259  134.39
Srand Total | 31861.05| 1905.07]  32064.55] __2108.75 o

Accordingly. where the State has exceeded the limits, the total amount has been reduced. ‘1 he
items under which the reduction should take place can be lef to the State. The Plan size after
reduction would be as follows:

iv)



V)

Vi.

V1.

RECOMMENDED PLAN SIZE TILL JUNE 2003

o o e

State/District AWP&B | AWP&B lotal
2002-03 | April 2003 to | April 2002 to
June 2003 June 2003
DPEP-I |
Darrang 821.53 81.74 .903.27)
Dhubri _ 662000 3854 700.54
Morigaon 18971 7655 866.26
[Karbi Anglong | 90125 9582  997.07,
State Component-1 7817 000, 7817
Total 3252.6'} 292 65 354531
DPEP 11 i _
Barpeta 94279 8939 103218
Hongaigaon ) 71588 7451} 790.39
Goalpara 59436 3901 633.57)
Kokrajhar 516720 4980]  566.52
Sonitpur _ 1086591 9L17 117776
State-ll___ _ 38324l 2672 " 409.96
Total 423958 370.80] 461038
Grand Total | 749225 66345 _ 8155.69

Following comments may be added while approving the plan:

a) The State should carry out similar reduction in the ineligible items mentioned in (i) above
in other districts also, as done above in case of Darrang and Bongatgaon.

b) 'The State may send revised plan after reducing the plan size to the figures indicated
above.

Additional Comments:

The cumulative total expenditure for both the Phases is within the EFC cost after revision of
the Plan size on appraisal as seen in Table I. However, the items of reduction as stated in
Para V (iv) above, is left 1o the State which should ensure that plans are revised accordingly
and no expenditure beyond the permissibie limit occurs,

The expenditure on civil engineering is within the 33.33% limit as seen from Table {II.
However, the expenditure is above the 24% limit and the State needs to satisty two conditions
to go to the 33.33% limit. The State satisfies one of the conditions of spending more than 50%
on civil works-management aliocations. But the second condition of having an infrastructure
plan for each district is still being done and a detailed infrastructure survey is underway. So
the increased civil works limit can be approved subject to the detailed infrastiucture plan
being ready.

The management cost after revision is within the 6% limit as seen from Table 1V. Under the
originally proposed plan, management cost was exceeding this limit for both Phase [ and 1
overall and also for Kokrajhar. So the amounts have been reduced from each district to bring
the management cost within the limit. The exact items tor reduction is left to the State.

Approval of AWP & B

he Project Board may approve the revised Plan prepared as in Table | subject to the

comments mentioned in Para V and VI above.

G



TABLE 1

SUMMARY STATEMENT OF AWP & B 2002-03

(Rs lakhs)
[ State/ Appreved |Reappro| Revised Exp. Saving Spill Fresh Total [AWP &
District |AWP & B| priated | plan size | during | 2001-02 | over to | Proposal | AWP & (B 4/03-
2001-02 2001-02 2002-03 | 2002-03 | B 2002- |6/03
) 03
fev
?_EZ_m_’g; ‘W 55505]  0.00] 55595 460.87 95.08] ___2)}_; 818.50] 82153 81.74
ubri | 413.44 0.00[  413.44] 389.80 23.55]  14.67) 64733 662.00]  93.40)
rigaom 583.93 0.00] 583.93] 307.45]  276.48] 145.55]  644.16] 78971 7655
bi | 122433] 0.00] 122433] 643.57]  580.76| 381.48] 51978 90125 9587
lon
te Sor TTSae7]T T000] T sae7] 3746 17.21] 000 7807 78071 000
wponemt-ly | | d S NN A S I
| 2832.32)  0.00] 283232 1830.24]  993.07] S544.73| 2707.94] 3252.67] 347.51
[ 7805317 0.00] 805.31] 504.04] 301 17] 11754 T 825.25] 7 942.79]  89.39)
635000 0001 63500 44054] 10446l 6595  64904] TIsER|  7451)
C S0ul 00 SO o4 l6l T TS| T3] sI957 seaael 912
627.60 0.00] T627.60] 527.04]  100.46| 5432 26240 51672 7640
" 1006.48] " 0.00] iOO(>.4§L~477.9()J 3858 14636 040.24] 1086.59]  91.07
' 0721 o000 40721] 182.15]  225.06]  0.00] 38324 38324]  26.77
| 4621]38‘[ 0.00] 4021.08] 7526.03] T 1495.06] 438.96| 3800.63 4239.58 427.31
| 6853400 0.00] 6853.40[ 436527 248813 98369 650856 749225 774.82]



TABLE 11

ANALYSIS OF TOTAL EXPENDITURE

(Rs lakhs
State/Dist | BFC Cost | Cumulative | AWP&B | AWP & B | Cum exp till [Whether EFC
Expd. Till 2002-03 AprtoJun | 30thJune (limit
31/3/2002 2003 2003 |exceeded
Darrang | 4028.37 3075.39 821.53 81.74]  3978.66 No
Morigaon ©3776.41]  3075.87]  662.00]  38.54 377641 No
Karbi "385988] 249668 78971 7655 336294]  No
Anglong | o b
Dhubri 3519.47 225127 901.25 95.82 324834 No
State 1043.49]  96532]  78.17 0.00 1043.49] No
Component | o
Total 16227.62 11864.53 3252.67 29265  15409.84 No
Barpela 3272.80 2240.62 942.79 89.39 327280 No
Bongaigaon | 2711.03]  1920.64]  715.88 74.51 271103]  No
Goalpara 2528 84 189527 59436] 3921 252884 No
Kokrajhar 2687.98] 2121.46]  516.72]  49.80]  2687.98 No
Sonitpur i 3138.27 T 196051 1086.59] 9117 313827]  No
State 11 129451 847.21] 38324 2672 125717 No
Total 15633.43 10985.71 "4239.58 370.80 15596.09 No
Grand Total [ 3180105)  22850.4[  jav22s]  6e3as]  3100593]




TABLE I

ANALYSIS OF CIVIL WORKS BUDGET 2002-03

(Rs lakhs)

Btate ~~ |EFC 33.3% of |Cumulative {Spill Over|Fresh Proposal {Cumulative |Whether
Distric:t Cost EFC Cost |Expenditure jof 2001- |Proposal |for April |exp till June {33% of EFC

on Original{till 02 for 2002- (to 2003 limit
N EFC Cost {31/3/2002 03 June, 2003 exceeded
DPI-P-1

tate-1 | 1043.49]  301.04 73.75 0.00 0.00 0.00 773.75 No |

‘ﬁ?n-Z@" 402837  1046.18 779.72 6.42]  260.04 0.00] 1046.18 No
bhubri 3776.41]  1001.21 718.16] 1580 26724  0.00]  1001.21 No |
forigaon | 3859.88]  973.28 68138 12.84] 27906 000 97328  No
arbi | 350947]  991.10]  481.56] 349.01] 160.47 000, 99103 No |
nglong e _4 , | R B R R

16227.62] 4312.80]  2734.57] 384.07] 966 .81 0.00] ~ 4085.45 No
JY SNSRI NN — — S . IO
TE%"’SI”;_@OT """ﬁbf 2291 41.00 0.00] TS T Ne
3272.80]  1089.84 656.19] 113.57] 32008 0.00]  1089.84]  No |
T3] 90277] 58536  6243] 25497]  0.00] T 90276  No |
7252884 k42100 s30T 37.200 2766 0000 T 81687 No |
| 268798 895.10] ~ 38526 5295 25688 0 o 89509 No

M2 104504 594.15]  141.13]  309.76 0.00{  1045.04 No
115633.43]  5205.93]  2060.63] 430 19] 1430.35 ooo[ 4821 16] No ]

131861.05] 6’5“1?;.73—”“5605["2“@“"” 814.26] 2397.15 000 8906.61 No




TABLE IV

STATEMENT OF MANAGEMENT COST
(Rs lakhs]

State/Dist EFC Cost| 6% of ’[Eumula Fresh Spill [Cumulativ] Fresh | Total Up | Whether
EFC tive [Proposal{ over |etotaltill{ Proposal | to30th | 6% of
Cost | Expd. {for 2002-| from |31/3/2003 for June2003| EFC
Till 03 |2001-02 2003(April limit
31/3/02 to June) exceeded
DPEP-] T T
Darrang 4028370 241 70| 176.73]  17.59]  0.00] 19433 331 197.63] No |
Morigaon | 3859880 | 231.59] 11428  10.02 000] 12430 338 12_7.67"]5;:
Karbi 3519.470 1 211.17] 140.55] 19.72 0.00] 16027 522] 16549 No
Anglong ) _ L ]
Dhubri 3776410| 22658 172.50] 1846 000] 19095 — 3.09] 194.04] No |
State 1043.490 |  62.61| 269.22] 1000 960 288.82 0.00[ 288 82
Component |
Total 16227.620] 973.65| 87328] 75.79]  9.60] 958.66 1499 973.65] No
DPEP-1I S T T N T
Barpeta 3272800 162.32] 121.15] 1691]  0.00[  138.06 465] 12.71] No |
Bongaigaon | 2711.030 | 153.09] 93.50] 10.42]  0.00] 103.92 221] 106.13] No |
Gonlpara 2528.840 | 142.91] 102.84] 1326/ 0.00] 116.10 263 11873 No
Kokrajhar | 2687.980 | 145.33] 104.11 _~'A1§.xsj 0.00] 12097 371 124670 No o
Sonitpur 3138270 151.04] 98.34] jo.00o|  3.68  112.02 340 11542 No
State I 1204510 | 176.73] 265.24] 30.00]  16.35| - 311.79 11.97]  323.76
Total 15633.430] 931.42] 785.18] 9744 2023 90286 2857 93142 No
- [Grand Total [31861.050] 1905.07]1658.46 173.2?“'“'56%3*:“’1861.55; """"" 43.55] 1905.07 -

[ Xs}
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DPEP- KERALA

ANNUAL WORK PLAN & BUDGET (AWP&B) for 2002-03

1. Introduction:

DPtP was launched in Kerala in three districts — Kasargod, Malappuram and
Wayanad under Phase - 1 (1994-2003) and in another three districts -
Palakkad, Iddukki and Trivandrum — under Phase-II (1996-2003). The EFC
approved project cost of DPEP-I is Rs. 9448.83 lakh and DPEP-II Rs. 9498.53
lakh. The closing date for both DPEP I&II is on 30.6.2003.

The cumulative expenditure of DPEP-I upto 31.3.2002 was Rs. 8453.86 lakh,
which is 92% of the project cost. The approved AWP&B for 2001-02 was Rs.
1858.85 lakh of which Rs. 864.68 lakh was spent.

In case of DPEP-1I, the total cumulative expenditure upto 31.3.2002 was Rs.
7194.95 lakh which is 76% of the project cost. The approved AWP&B for
2001-02 was Rs. 2980.78 lakh of which Rs. 1431.45 lakh was spent.

I1. Progress during 2001-02:
i Pedagogical interventions:

During 2001-02 the major pedagogic activities undertaken were:

e A visioning workshop was conducted for developing strategies for
teacher training and preparation of module for Kinginikkottam

e Training to State Resource Group members on teacher training
module

¢ State level inauguration of Kinginikkottam at Malappuram

v
o The children’s material, teachers handbook and English teacher
companion were refined and supplied to all children and teachers

if. Access

A 5 day residential workshop was conducted for the preparation and
standardisation of Self Learning Materials in Malayalam, Mathematics
and EVS for Std. III & IV. 'Thudi’ (reference book) for instructors was
printed and distributed to MGLC/ AS Instructors.

KERALA 1



iv.

vi.

vii.

viii.

Girls’ education:

Scripts for TV spots for creating public awareness were prepared and
module for teacher training on gender aspects was prepared.

Integrated Education for Disabled (IED):

A novel programme, Sayantana Vedi Camps, were organised in thi
evening on weekends and holidays for children with special need|
and their parents i) to improve the learning achievement of disablec
children through remedial practices, ii) to address behavioura
problems of learners and iii) to give guldance to parents in home!
school convergence practices and help disabled children.

165 resource teachers — 3 each in all the 55 blocks — were traineq
and placed in BRCs.

Teachers were given special training to identify disabied childrer
with the help of revised checklists, In all 15793 disabled childrer;
were identified in the survey held in all the 55 blocks.

Teacher Hand Bocks in 8 volumes, developed for classroont
transactions with special focus on various categories of disable
children in regular school system, were printed and distributed to al
teachers.

Evolved computer assisted education for hearing impaired childrelﬁ;
in association with the National Institute of Speech and Hearing
(NISH).

Early Childhood Care & Education (ECCE):

Two studies ~ one on the role of Anganwadi workers and another on
status of pre-school education - were completed. Developed a module
for training of Anganwadi helpers.

Distance education:

The highlight of activities under the Distance Education ngramme
during the year was the operationalisation of interactive educational
website — www.keralaprimaryeducation.org.

Research and Evaluation:
In all, 14 studies initiated.

Management Information System (MIS)

Developed a software that generates financial statements and registers,,
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II1.

Iv.

ix. Educational Indicators:

Year Schools | Classrooms | Teachers ] (Students PTR |
1999-2000 3555 30147 30019 8.15 lakh 27
2000-2001 3569 25106 27562 8.08 lakh 29
2001-2002 3569 25094 27571 8.08 lakh 1 29 |

[ ClassI | 9% of | Repetitio| Av school

Year Av class size

| Enrol. | girls n Rate . size __ | AR
1999-2000 | 1.86 lakh | 49% 4% 229 27
2—000-727001 1.87 lakh | 49% 4% 227 _W“.M;Z
20012002 | 187 lakh | 49% | 4% | 227 e

e e A - —

DISE:2000-01
Planning Processes:

The plans have been prepared through a participatory process with emphasis
on consultative and decentralised planning. A large number of people - both
official and non-official ~ at all levels have been involved with the planning
process. A special feature of the planning process is that an attempt has been
made to derive the vision at the school level.

The process of preparing AWP&B began with the formulation and review of the
School Education Plan by the School Support Group (SSG), PTAs, MTAs,
teachers, PRl members and members of grassroot level organisation in all
schools. This led to preparation of village plan. Village plans were consolidated
into the block plan after modification, prioritisation and finalisation. Plans were
then reviewed and consolidated at the district level. The plans have taken into
consideration findings of micro planning exercise, EMIS reports and research
studies.

Focus on AWP&B 2002-03:

As 2002-03 is the terminal year of the programme, the focus of initiatives and
activities during 2002-03 will be on consolidating strategies, interventions and
achievements and sustaining the gains.

* Alternative Schooling: To transform Alternative Schools into more child
friendly, local specific and socially relevant centres of learning. The major
proposed activities under alternative schooling includes survey and
evaluation of Alternative Schools, finalisation of self-learning materials in




Tamil for Std. I to 1V and publication of collection of folk songs and stories
generated in the alternative schools.

Pedagogical interventions: The focus in pedagogical interventions will be
to consolidate all ongoing initiatives in the area — Kinginikkottam, Kalari,
Ente Kuttikal, development of TLM, pedagogy park etc. Major activities
proposed during the year are documentation of activities and interventions
in pedagogical renovation and in developing teacher support material for
teachers teaching Arabic.

Community Mobilization: Orientation of people’s representatives at
Panchayat/ municipality for better dissemination of ideas at grassroots levei.
It is also proposed to develop material on good practices in PRI's, which
will be printed and distributed among the stakeholders.

Civil works: To complete all civil works.
ECCE: Training for pre-primary teachers in joyful learning.

IED: Learning Assessment Programme (LAP) for the disabled children will
be one of the main activities this year.

Distance Education: Training to teacher trainers and teachers in
Computer/Internet education to enhance their capabilities in the optimum
use of information technology tool.

Appraisal report:

In keeping with the process of decentralization in DPEP, the appraisal of
AWP&B, had been delegated to Kerala. The DPEP Bureau and TSG carried out
sample review of two districts — Wayanad from DPEP-I and Palakkad from
DPEP-II. The state component plans of DPEP-I & II were also reviewed. The
observations were conveyed to the state and their views were taken into
consideration whlle preparing the appraisal note.

After reappraising the plans, DPEP-Kerala agreed to the following:

KERALA

The expenses on transportation and cooking mid-day meal for children in
alternative schools will not be charged to the programme in Palakkad and
other DPEP districts.

The EFC cost of Malappuram and Palakkad will be restricted to Rs. 367.66
lakh and Rs. 471.37 lakh respectively, so that the outlays in these districts
do not exceed the EFC outlay.

Regarding the excess management cost In all the districts barring
Trivandrum, the state assured that the discrepancies would be sorted out
within 2-3 months.




VI.

Comments and Observations:

a)

General

Decline in enrolment: The state should probe into the reported
decline in number of classrooms and stagnation in enrolment.

Pedagogical Improvement: While documenting pedagogical
improvement processes in DPEP as proposed in the plan, efforts
should also be made to review these activities. Linkages with SSA has
not been explained in plan and the plan could have presented an
overall futuristic vision in pedagogical improvement.

Media: The emphasis in media appears to be only on production cf
films, public meeting and panel discussion and organizing exhibition
and workshops, instead of multi media strategy to project activities
and to improve visibility.

1ED: The total proposed outlay for 1IED in the state component pian 1
and II (Rs. 179.34 lakh) appears to be on high side and therefore it
may be reduced.

Distance Education: The optimum utilisation of the interactive
website is to be ensured.

Girls' education: A separate teacher training module on gender is
proposed, instead of converging it with the regular teacher training.
In the state plan, under the intervention on girls’ education, an outlay
of Rs. 30,000/~ has been proposed for training girls to ride cycles and
Rs. 72,000/- for procurement of 60 cycles. This activity could be
covered under the innovation project.

EFC Cost: The total anticipated expenditure for both DPEP-I & II is
well within the approved EFC cost, after restricting the proposal for
Malappuram and Palakkad.

Civil works: The civil works budgets of districts could be enhanced
to 33.3% of the EFC approved cost only if conditionalities for
enhancement are met. The districts of Wayanad and Iddukki
propose to cross their original EFC approved celling, although they
are well within 33.33% of the overall project costs. As this is the last
year of programme implementation, districts should put in efforts to
ensure that targets are met in the beginning of the current year
itself.

Management cost: Barring Trivandrum, the management cost has
already crossed or will cross the 6% celling on project cost with the
proposal for 2002-03 in all districts In Kerala. It should be limited to
the ceiling of 6% of the EFC cost. If there were any misclassification
in the booking of management expenditure, DPEP Kerala may rectify




b)

it and rework the management expenditure. This point had been
raised in the audit conducted by Director General of Audit Central
Revenue, and the state had agreed to sort out the discrepancies
within 2-3 months.

* State share: As on 31.3.2002, state share of Rs. 9.39 crore is
pending for both DPEP I and II.

* Expenditure in non-DPEP districts: No expenditure has been
incurred so far, as against the outlay of Rs. 2840.71 lakh earmarked
for B non-DPEP districts, to carry out DPEP activities, out of savings
in DPEP-I. Rs. 10 crore had been released to the state for DPEP work
in these non-DPEP districts.

Palakkad district: A unit cost of Rs. 35/- per child has been proposed
for supply of free textbooks to girls of standard 2 whereas the unit cost
of Rs. 20/- per child has been proposed for the free supply of textbooks
to SC/ST students of Class-1I. Since, both the students are issued with
the same textbooks the unit cost of Rs. 35/- proposed for girls students
should be reduced to Rs. 20/- per child.

VI. Appraisal of AWP&B:

The abstract of AWP&B for 2002-2003 and analysis of expenditure, civil
works cost and management cost are given in Table I to IV.

The AWP&B for 2002-03 for DPEP-I is Rs.‘952 lakh, including spill over of
Rs. 117.12 lakh and fresh proposals of Rs. 834.88 lakh.

The AWP&B for 2002-03 for DPEP-II is Rs. 2069.45 lakh, including spill over
of Rs. 468.51 lakh and fresh proposals of Rs. 1600.94 lakh.

The AWP&B for 2002-03 for DPEP-I and DPEP-II of Kerala may be approved
by the Project Board, subject to the comments and observations in para V
and VI above.
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DPEP-

Kerala

Abstract of AWP&B 2002-03

Table-I

Rs. in lakhs)

State/ AWP&B |Expenditure| Spill over to Fresh AWP&B
Districts 2001-02 2001-02 2002-03 proposal 2002-03
1 2 3 4 5 4+5=6
| DPEP-I
~';;;;r‘g‘gd~“—~~~— 5*4;:;;“‘— 255.33 14.36 251.04 265.40}
;‘)l«;i;‘[)uram ) 68§.m8~2qh_ 322.09 8.79 “-_—3758.87 o 367.6(;
Wayanad | 40778| 2478|4654 11332 15989
FS‘t;;é o _2— 1 5;66 — 41.48 - 47.43 111.65 159.08
NT;thI‘ | 1858.85 864.68 117.12 834.88 952.00
i DPEP —I1
I(JJ([(( 85~(;._]6 516.71 132.65 599.06 731.71
Palakkad 766.22 374.76 185.16 286.21 471.37
Tl’ri_\;agndrum ‘pww'MQOI.GB 379.78 112.50 474.62 587.12
State - 462.72 160.20 38.20 241.05 279.25
Total 2980.78 1431.45 468.51 1600.94 2069.45




DPEP-Kerala
Analysis of Expenditure in DPEP I & II
AWPE&B 2002-03

Table ~ I1

(Rs. in lakh:
State/District EFC Cum. AWPS8B |Total anticipated| Whether
approved |Expend. upto|2002-03 exp. upto EFC limit
___| project cost 31__q0039'£ R 31.3.2003 crossed
1 2 3 i 4 5(3+4) 6
. BPEI;-I - -
—l;a-sargod o 2478.29 2191.03] 265.40 2456.43 No
Malapuram B w:435.70 4067.97| 367.66 4435.63 No
Wayanad 1514.89 1352.39] 159.86 1512.25 No a
State - 1019.95 842.47 159.08 1001.55 _Nc_) )
Total 9411—8.83 8453.86| 952.00 9405.86; No‘ )
' : M_T);E;-;;,w e o e -
Idukki 2291.06 N 1556.48| 731.71 2288.19 No. )
Palakkad 3058.46 2587.06| 471.37 3058.43 No
Trivandrum 3132.61 2515.42f 587.12 3102.54 No .
State 1016?40 535.99] 279.25 N 815.24 No i
Total va};498.53 7194.95| 2069.45 9264.40 No )




Table-1I1I
DPEP-Kerala: AWP&B 2002-03
Analysis of Civil Works Cost

(Rs. in lakhs)
kate/ EFC | 33.33% | Cum. Civil Civil | Total antcp. | Whether |
istrict | approved | of EFC | works expend | Works for| exp. upto |33.33% ceiling

cost cost upto 31.03.02 | 2002-03 | 31.3.2003 crossed :
*—1’“‘“"‘"“”"“‘ ; I 3 4 5 6=4+5 7 .
E_ S “.“ B DPEP-I e m‘_ww‘!
argod 2478.29 826.01 552.29L 1412M EEGMF _._E_o-
sL;Jran;m 4435.70« 1478.;‘2«7 950;8 1.85 952.83 No J
:;ad M1‘514.89 - 504.91 W - 349.76 39.25 B 388~..‘:9~—5—r No
e | 101995 33005 000 000 o0 N0
Al | oass.s3| 314930 185207 ss.22)  1908.18]  No
T B A R ..DPEP - . e .
E | “2291"06 ~~#7ég.‘6“1” 462.5.;“"' 203.31 665.84 No
H—gad 30;‘3—;4-6“ N 101_‘.9"38b 551'01; 165.05 716.0E;_M No o
and-ru‘mr 3132'—6»? 1044.10 “_;ggmf;S 98.32 58;;})0 _Now
‘ 1016.4.(;” vm338.77 0.00 0.00 0.00 N;)w
i | 9458.53 A 3165.86 - ;.500.22 466.68 1966.90 o Nl;;“ B




DPEP-Kerala: AWP&B 2002-03
Analysis of Management Cost

Table-1\

(Rs. in Iaht

State/District EFC 6% Cum. Mgt. Cost for| Total Ant. Whethg

approved |approved|expend tillf proposal exp. upto | 6% ceili|

project cost| cost | 31.03.02| 2002-03 | 31.3.2003 | crossef

L e USRI S R .__4

DPEP-1
Kasarqod 2478.29 148.70 143.28 32.55 175.83 Yes
Malapuram 4435.70 266.14 288.36 146.99 435.35 Yes
Wayanad 1514.89 90.89 116.29 24.04 140.33 Yes
State 1019.95 61.20 376.32 19.26 395.56 Yes
Total 9448.83| 566.93 924.23 222.84 1147.07 Yes
DPEP - 11

Idukki 2291.06 137.46 171 '39L 41.70 213.09 Yes
Palakkad 3058.46 183.51 179.26 31.45 210.71 Yes
Trivahdrum 3132.61 187.96 135.71 39.68 175.39 No
State 1016.40 60.98 173.82 79.48 253.30 Yes
Total 9498.53| 569.91 660.18 192.31 852.49 Yes
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Appendix :-1V
AWP&B 2002-03 l)PEP- RNAT KA _

INTRODUCTION :

Four districts under Phase-I (now comprising 5 districts) and 7 districts under phase-II
(now comprising 1 districts) are covered under DPEP. The projects are closing on 30th June,
2003. The EFC approved project cost, actual expenditure upto 31.3.2002 and the proposed
AWP&B for 2002-03 (upto 30.6.2003) is as follows:

(Rs. in Lakhs)

S| ¥State/District EFC Expenditure | Balance left | AWP&RB
No. approved upto out of Project | 2002-03
project cost | 31.3.2002 Cost
DPEP-I
[|State Component 1137.60] 92523 21237 178.19
~ 2|Belgaum | 5784.26 4692.87 1091.39] 7 967.99
| 3|Kolar T | T 7527721 4560.12 717.09 841.86
 4Mandya | 4206.63 3533.03 673.60 74333
“75|Raichur 507428 446112 61316 60193
" G[Koppal 1 "TTT389.22
" " [Total DPEP-T 2147998 T 18172.37 3307.61] 372251
[ _[PPEPT
7{State Component 455.09 255.09 200.00 178.15
8[Bangalore (R) |~ 3743.08 3143.08 600.00 934.11
| 9[Bejlary [ 3sas AININE 412.00 619.39
10]Bidar 2692.08 2357.08 335.01 637.15
I 1{Bijapur 458211 3717.10 865.01 72587
“12|Bagalkot” R T 47058
© 3Dharwad | 482701 T a207.01] T 620.00] T 268.24]
“14|Gadag - B 308.35
[ 15|Haveri ' 38925
| 16|Gulbarga 4075.18 3570.18 505.01 964.97
17[Mysore 4118.53] 7350853 610.00 615.24
;j_lwg Chamarajanagar | B - 275.54]
Total DPFP-I1 | 28016.23 23869.20]  4147.03 6386.83
GRAND TOTAL 49496.21 42041.58 7454.64 9328.77

Karnataka - AWP&R 2002-03 R T



IL. ACHIEVEMENTS OF DPEP :

2.1 Access and Enrolment: To provide universal access to the children of 6-11 years of age,
1250 schools were opened in school-less habitations with population 200+. Over 96% of the
children have access to Primary schooling within 1 KM radius. There is a considerable increase
in enrolment at the Primary level. Enrolment in DPEP-I districts in 2000-01 is 1160000
children, whereas it was 1100000 children in 1996-97. Enrolment in DPEP-II districts in 2000-
01 is more than 2300000 children, whereas it was 2100000 children in 1997-98.

!

2.2 Out of School Children: In spite of increase in total enrolment, during the house-to-
house survey conducted during February 2002, still 6.4 Lakhs of children of age group 6-14 are
found to be out of school. Raichur and Gulbarga districts having 26.73% and 25.76% of children
of age group 6 14 out of school, which is a cause of concern

23 'Chinnara Angala' — A Summer Bridge Course Programme : The target for DPEP
districts was %o enrol 80,000 out of school children of which 71071 were on rolls and 67242 of
them have been inducted to the formal schooling system. Their retention and achievement is!
being monitored continuously.

2.3.1  Inits second phase, Clunnara Angala covered 611 centres in the seven districts of North-
East Karnataka to bring 22,244 out of school children of age group 7-11 to the formal schooling
system during thus October-November 2001. There is a constant vigil over these children 10 see
that all the enrolled attend the formal school regularly and thus 100% enrolment and 100%;
retention could be achieved.

232 Chinnara Angala Bridge course programme durmg 2002 was concluded on 8ih ]unei
2002. Out of 105050 targeted 97770 children were enrolled 3483 centres of DPEP Districts.
Out 0f 97770 children enrolled 81267 children were mainstreamed to different classes from 1-6
in formal schools.

24 Equity : FEquity thrusts on the emerging trends with respect lo special groups  girls,
children belonging to the socially disadvantaged groups in terms of access, retention, repetition
and learning @utcomes.

2.5 Gender and Social Equity Index: The Gender and Social Equity Index shows that there
an improvement in the equity Index level and the DPEP interventions has brought the equity}
ratio well within the set goals of DPFP. i

2.6 Repetition: There is a considerable improvement in the transition to next higher Claqses
thus reducing the repetition rate. Standard-wise repetition rates are given below ; ‘Q'
Repetition Rates (1-1V) s

‘Standard "’*"’"'“BOYb - GIRLS
i | 1997-98 T 2000-01 | "1997-98 | 2000-01
I 11.15 470 11.61 4.80
i 8.73 3.80 &.75 3.90
I | 1015 ] 480 10.38 490 |
% 879 "4.50 730 | 450 |
LIV [ 979 ] 445 730 [ 453

Karnataka - AWP&RB 2002-03 o 2



2.7  Retention - Retention rates have considerably increased vis-a-vis decreasing the dropout
rates. The increase in retention rate among girls is significant. The following table gives a bird’s
eye view of the retention rates.

. I-1v I-VII
YEAR Boys Girls Boys Girls
199394 | 7171 | 6601 | 49.62 | 4464
| 2000-01 85.72 87.68 61.32 56.73

2.8 Progress towards improving learning achievement :Terminal Assessment Survey
(TAS) has been conducted for the DPEP Phase-1 districts during 2001-02. The results show that
an overall steadiness of achievement compared to BAS and MAS except in the district of
Raichur.  Fventhough, the expecled level of achievement (80%) is not observable, the
achievemenlt is nearer the target.

2.9 PEDAGOGY :

i Leacher Lraining:

» 35700 teachers were provided training of 6-days duration in phase-[ districts
since 1998-99.

» 59246 leachers were provided training of 6-days duration in phase-If districts
since 1998-99.

ii ‘Nali-hali’

» Multi level and Multigrade teaching approach on the basis of HD Kote
experience has been extended to one Block each in 4 DPEP-1 districts.
Accordingly, 4152 and 6616 teachers have been trained in the DPEP-1 and 2
districts respectively.

» UNICEF has evaluated ‘Nali-Kall’; and the report is shared with districts
and others for feed back.

lii Work books and Supplementary material :

» Activity based textbooks, workbooks and guidebooks introduced in class [-1V
in Kannada, Urdu, Telugu, Tamil and Marathi media in language, Maths and
Environment Studies,

‘7’

Development of similar material for Class V is comiplete and under trailing.

» Printing and supply of Activity cum work books for children of Standards 1 10
IV in Kannada, Urdu, Telugu, Tamil and Marathi medium has been completed

2.10  Alternate Schooling:

» No NFE centres were initiated in DPEP-1 districts. However, 251 centres
were functional. 28 NFFE centres were initiated in DPFEP-2 districts. However,

Karnataka - AWP&B 2002-03 T 3



2.11

2.12

2.13

2.14

267 centres werc functional. All the NFE centres were closed down]
31.3.2001 due to launching of Chinnara Angala in a massive way

Cominunity Mobilisation:

» VECs have been formed and training programmes conducted. 53492 and 51506
members have been trained in Phase-1 and Phase-2 districts respectively.

» As the School Development and Monitoring Committees (SDMCs) have bc
constituted in lien of VECs, 7320 SDMC members have been provided trami
since the visit of last JRM

Micro Planning

» ‘Children Census’ was conducted during 14-16 February 2002 to assess
school age child population, out of school children, which include the n
entrants and dropouts, and also children with disabilities

Gender

» 1541 Chinnara Melas conducted at cluster level with girl child and SC/ST childrer
focus.

» The gender perspective is integrated in all training modules and materials develoj
for community mobilisation and awareness creation.

» A study on Class Room practices on gender perspective in 18 schools is'
progress in 8 districts of Karnataka

Early Childhood Education (FCE) :
» Since inception, 45 ECE Centres have been established.

» Under convergence with [CDS, 2455 Anganwadi Centres have been strenglhen
Thougl there has been no furthel addition to these numbers after 1997-98, DP
continues to support them as follows:

» Provision of monthly honorarium to AWW and Helper for extending the tlm\ng
AW centres to match school timings (Rs. 30(0/- and Rs.250/- respectively).

Integrated Education for disabled children :

L.
» Medical camps have been organised in Gadag district and preparatory worl
on in other DPEP districts

» 144 teachers have been trained by the RCI recognised institutions till Jl
2001.

» ALIMCO suppled aids and appliances to the identified children in Gad
district and in progress in other districts

Karnataka - AWP&B 2002-03 e —



2.16 Civil Works: The progress is as follows :

DPEP-1
SL.No. Ttem Total Completedas | In Not
Target on 31.12.2001 | progress started
'''' BRCs S 40 38 2 0
2 CRCs 234 228 6 0
3 New School Buildings 459 446 12 1*
"4 TAddL Classrooms | 16 16 0 0
|5 | Toilets 796 754 | 40 2
6 | Drinking Water 796 7541 a0 2
T Repairs o 212 206 175
Y 1111 T U SR } R ) S |
9 [SCERT/SIEMT — i 0] T T 0]
[T Hostels to DSERT 1 0] 1] 0
- 11 | DPEP office, Mandya 2 27 07 0
| and Raichur
12 | Addl Toilets to BRCs 0] 0 2%
13 [Kitchen blocks 73 AN [ i
B | Total 2586 2467 105 | 14
*works dropped
DPEP-I
SLNo. T 7 Ttem | “Total | Completedas| In |  Not |
Target | on 31.12.2001 | progress | Started
1 [BRGCs | T~ 67 22 31 14
2 |CRCs _ | 8 486 274 ] 40
3 New School Building | 600 380 C 186 34
4, (AW Rooms | 16| &0 30] 7]
5 Toilets o 600 80 I8 | 34
6 | Drinking Water | 600 3RO[ 186 34
7 |Repairs o 2 2 ol 0
CE [WiSceies | 3|37 0] )
9 | Repairs to Guru 5 4 [ 0
Bhavans
7 TTotal o “28325_“ 1796 | =~ 884 158
2,17  Appointment of teachers :
(a) Position of overall teachers' recruitinent 1s given befow |
B B “Total Planned In position
"DPEP-T DPEP-IT DPEP-1 [DPEP-Il
Primary School teachers |~ 2270 2867 2246 2245
| Cluster Teachers 39| 8| 334 798 T
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IHI.  FOCUS AREAS for 2002-03 :
» Completion of remaining civil works during 2002-03.
» Salary for new school teachers and upgraded teachers.

» Implementation of 3rd phase of chinara Angla programme (Bridge Courses) fo
enrollment of out of school children.

» ‘leacher Training Aclivities.

» Disbursement of School grant and teacher gtant.
Awareness campaigns - 'Kalajathas,chinnara melas, VEC melas and maa-beti nelas.
Interventions for Farly Childhood Education (ECE).

»  Student evaluation and its linkage to progress cards. ,

» School lmprovement Plans

» Preparation of vision document and perspective plan of IED

» (‘luster wise analysis of EMIS data through workshops and teleconference, througt
DIET & BRC

» Kelikal for Vth standard.

» Preparation of supplementary reading material cum activity book for children.

IV.  APPRAISAL OF AWP&B 2002-03:

DPEP-I :

4.1 The original EFC approved project cost was Rs.131.05 crores. The EFC in its meeting
held on 17th August, 2001 approved the proposal for utilization of savings arising ol exchange
rate variations and other reasons under IDA credit and approved the revised project cost as
Rs.214.80 crores. The cumulative expenditure uplo 31.3.2002 is Rs.181.72 crores and the
balance left is Rs.33.08 crores to be utilized for the remaining period upto 30.6.2003  'The State
Society has submitted the proposals for AWP&B 2002-03 amounting to Rs.29.42 crores and ar
additional plan of Rs.7.80 crores (Rs.37.23 crores) for the period April to June, 2003. However
since an amount of Rs.33.08 crores is left out of the EFC approved project cost, the AWP&R
upto 30.6.2003 may be restricted upto that amount.

DPEP-II :

4.2 The EFC approved project cost is Rs. 240.47 crores and an expenditure of Rs. 238.66
crores has already been incurred upto 31.3.2002. Since the remaining amount of Rs.1.08 crores
would not be sufficient to mcet the requirements uplo the project closing date, the State
[mplementation Society had requested for an additional allocation of Rs.66.46 crores to continue
the project without interruption and to implement the ongoing activities in the DPEP-II Districts,

The major reasons for increased requirements are as follows:-
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(1) Furniture / equipment : The three districts of Bijapur, Dharwad and Mysore
were bifurcated into seven districts resulting in the setting up of District Project
Offices in the newly created districts. While the staff already provided in the
original districts was re-allocated among the bifurcated districts, they had to be
provided with essential furniture / equipment. The additional requirement is only
Rs.151.27 lakhs. Out of this, an amount of Rs.49 lakhs is required to meet the
requirements of providing aids and appliances to the disabled children under the
programme of [ED and as per DPEP parameters.

(i)  Training : The additional requirement of Rs.46.92 lakhs is due to the fact that
while the perspective plans were prepared upto 31.3.2003, the project closing date
is 30.6.2003. Resides, the plans were prepared for interventions upto class-1V
whereas subsequently the state government decided to include class V in the
primary level and as a result of upgradation, additional teachers ure being trained.

The matter was discussed with the State project officials and it was decided that
since an amount of Rs.276.92 lakhs was still available out of the approved project
cost for this component, expenditure should be managed within the approved cost
and no additionality need be provided.

(ili)  Salaries : The major increase in the project cost has occurred due to the
additional liability as a result of revision of pay scales of teachers and other staff
w.e.f. 1.4.98. The original budget provision for salaries was Rs. 102.43 crores,
agamst which an expenditure of Rs. 137.06 crores has already been mcurred upto
31.3.2002. The estimated expenditure during remaining period of the project
(1 42002 - 30.6.2003) is Rs.39.57 crores, resulting in total additional requirement
ol Rs.74.20 crores.

Under the approved parameters of DPEP, the salary of additional teachers
appointed under DPEP and the project personnel is to be financed out of the
project funds. Keeping in view the constraints of tunds under DPEP-I1, Govt. of
Karnataka has agreed to bear the liability towards teacher salary from 1 4 2002 to
30.6.200% amounting to Rs.17.40 crores for 2864 teachers.

The State Implementation Society has also been advised that since the project was
now at the verge of completion, it may not be desirable to retain the entire staff
strengthen at SPO / District and the same should be appropriately reduced
minimum by 10%. The additional requirement for salary component was,
therefore, restricted to Rs 50 crores only.

(iv) Teacher Grant/ School Grant : The balance left out of approved project cost is
Rs 213 crores and the anticipated expenditure during he next 15 months is
indicated as Rs.4.53 crores, resulting in additional requirtement of Rs.2.40 crores.
The matier was discussed with the State Society officials and it was agreed that
expenditure on this component should be managed within the available funds
either by reducing the disbursement of grant or restricting the same to those
schools where weaknesses in quality improvement were noticed

‘Karnataka - AWP&B 2002-03 7



6. It has been decided with the approval of the Ministry of Finance (Department
Expenditure) to allocate additional funds for DPEP-II in Karnataka works out as follows:-

RN ——

S No. | Particulars "7 Amount ( Rs. in Lakhks) |
() savings / (+) additionalities
[, 7 | Civil works -165.79 |
2. | Furniture / equipment & | 181,27
vehicles
" 3. [ Consultants T 19950
4. Awarencss Campaign 284,95 T
5. Salaries 5000.00
6. | O&M Expenses LT76126 0
T TTetal B T [ X ]

Recommended AWP&RB 2002-03 :
The proposed and recommended AWP&B for 2002-03 are as follows :-

(Rs. in 1.akhs)

Project Phase Proposed AWP&B 2002-03 Recommended AWP&B
(including April - June, 2002-03 (ineluding April - ‘
2003) June, 2003) j
DPEPT T T T T T T T 5725 H R & 170 3 B
DPEP-1] 638693 4147.00

Summary  tables indicating the component-wise AWP&B  for DF:
phase-I and phase 1l is given in Annex.l. bAbstract of AWP&B indicating the spill overf'.'
fresh proposal provision is given at Annex-I1. Statements regarding Management cost and C
Works are given in Annex.-111 and 1V respectively.

—— v U S E————
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COMPONENT-WISE AWP 2002-03 UNDER DPEP IN KARNATAKA

(Rs. in Lakhs)
Nsc; Activity DPEP- DPEP-i Total
s G
1 |Project Management 172.84 157.46 330.30
2 |Planning & Management 17.68 103.33 121.01
U OO ) S ESSRp S P —
3 |Civil Works 7274 1118.96 1191.69
— — JUUSISY KUY SNSRI NS
4 JAccess & Alternative Schoolings 1768.31 1411.02 3179.33
—= : S — S SO
5 |Planning for Pedagogical 1078.74] 1180.94| 2259 68|
improvement
. : o e e s U
6 Con?mum.ty Mobilisation & 47.34 20.14 67 4|
Participation
S S SOV Y SRR
7 [Research & Evaluation 2308 8.67 31.73]
8 |Girl's Education 000 302 3.0?2
- o
Early Childhood Education 742 8.96 16.38
9 Jintegrated Education 48 59 55.55 104.14
10 |Media 935 5.28 14.634
11 |Distance Education Component 35.01 38 67 74 584
12 [Managemenl Information System 26.01 35 02 61.03
TOTAL 3307.98) 4147.001 7454.98

Annex.-|



ABSTRACT OF AWP & B PROPOSALS 2002-2003 Annex.ll
STATE - KARNATAKA
Phase - |
(Rs in Lakhs)
S. STATE/ Revised Cumulative , Average Cummulative Spill gver to Fresh Total AWP&B
No. DISTRICT EFC Cost Expenditure Expenditure | Expebnditure till | 2002-2003 Proposals for 2002-03
Amount till % of EFC per year March,2002 {financial - for 2002-03 S.O.+FP.
March'2002 outlay) for15 Months
A B Cc D F G H | J L
DPEP-|
1 |State Component 1137.60 92523 81.33 132.18 925.23 77.31 246.71
2 {Belgaum 5784 .26 4692 .87 81.13 670.41 4692.87 63.99 776.59 855.13
3 |Kolar 5277.21 4560.12 86.41 651.45 4560.12 141.29 648.53 780.02
4 |Mandya 4206.63 3533.03 83.99 504.72 3533.03 75.57 544 64 597.84
5 [|Raichur / Koppal 5074.28 446112 87.92 637.30 4461.12 457.01 50.07 828.26
Total DPEP-I 21479.98 18172.37 84.60 2596.05 18172.37 737.86 2097.15 3307.95
DPEP-I
7 iState Component 455.09 255.09 56.05 63.77 494,95 86.07 113.93 200.00
8 |Bangalore (R) 3743.08 3143.08 83,97 785.77 3143.08 238.29 361.71 600.00
9 iBellary 3523.15 3111.15 88.31 777.79 3111.15 271.75 140.25 412.00
10 [Bidar 2692.08 2357.08 87.56 589.27 2357.08 245.92 89.08 335.00
11 |Bijapur / Bagatkot 4582.11 3717.10 81.12 929.28 3717.10 370.00 495.00 865.00
12 F::C‘;id / Gadag 4827.01 4207.01 87.16 1051.75 4207.01 291.23 328.77 620.00
13 |Gulbarga 4075.18 3570.18 87 61 892 .54 3570.18 94 .00 411.00 505.00
14 |Mysore/ 4118.53 3508.53 85.19 877.13 3508.53 223.00 387.00 610.00
Chamarajanagar
Total DPEP-I 28016.23 23869.20 85.20 5967.30 24109.06 1820.26 2326.74 4147.00
GRAND TOTAL 49496.21 42041.58 84.94 4281.68 42281.44 2558.12 4423.89 7454.95
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STATEMENT ON CIVIL WORKS COST 2002-2003 Annex.ill
STATE - KARNATAKA
(Rs in Lakhs)
S.NO. STATE/ Revised Ceiling for Cumulative AWPEB Expediture till %age
DISTRICT EFC Cost CIVIL WORKS Expediture 200203 March'2002 + { Utilisation
from 1994-2002 including AWPE&B 02-03
(33%) Tili March’ April-June,
2002.00 2003.00

A B C D E G H

DPEP-|
1 |State Component 1137.60 375.41 130.68 18.00 148.68 13.07
2 |Belgaum 5784.26 1908.81| 644.50 0.67 645.17 11.15
3 |Kolar 5277.21 1741 .48 766.56 30.00 796.56 15.09
4 (Mandya 4206.63 1388.19 664.62 1.00 665.62 15.82
5 |Raichur / Koppal 5074.28 1674.51 709.10 23.07 73217 14 .43

Total DPEP-I 21479.98 7088.39 2915.46 72,74 2988.20 13.91

DPEP-II
8 |State Component 455.09 150.18 16.26 0.59 16.85 3.70
9 |Bangalore (R) 3743.08 1235.22 486.86 324.59 811.45 21.68
10 |Bellary 3523.15 1162.64 550.89 130.06 680.96 19.33|
11 (Bidar 2692.08 888.39 411.50 150.33 561.82 2087
12 |Bijapur/ Bagalkot 4582 .11 1512.10 503.95 427.77 931.71 20.33
14 323%8" / Gadag / 4827.01 1592.91 601.98 234 91 836.89 17.34
17 _|Gulbarga 4075.18 1344 .81 58471 264.66 849.37 20.84

Mysore / -
18 Chamarajanagar 4118.53 1359.11 641.91 193.44 835.35 20.28

Total DPEP-l 28016.23 9245.36 3798.05 1726.34 5524.39 19.72

GRAND TOTAL 49496.21 16333.75 6713.51 1799.08 8512.59 17.20

11




STATEMENT ON MANAGEMENT COST 2002-2003 Annex.-iV
STATE - KARNATAKA
{Rs in Lakhs)
STATE/ Revised EFC approved Cumulative AWP & B Expediture till %age
DISTRICT EFC Cost Cost for Expediture 2002-03 March'2002 + Utilisation
MANAGEMENT till March including AWPSB 02-03
_ 2002 expdr. 3-6/03
B D E F G H i
n State Component 1137.60 68.26 296.63 58.50 355.13 31.22
u Belgaum 5784.26 347.06 105.59 18.70 124.29 215
5277.21 316.63 118.55 16.87 135.42 2.57
4 [Mandya 4206.63 252.40 127.52 33.65 161.17 3.83
Raichur / Koppal 5074.28 304.46 127.97 2577 153.74 3.03
- Total DPEP-I 21479.98 1288.80 776.25 153.49 929.74 4.33
DPEP-it
g _fState Component 455.09 27.31 95.86 57.95 153.81 33.80
7 |Bangalore (R) 3743.08 224.58 70.55 17.13 87.68 2.34
3523.15 211.39 5478 25.45 80.23 2.28
2692.08 161.52 61.52 15.43 76.95 2.86
Bijapur / Bagalkot 4582.11 274.93 158.14 37.50 195.64 4.27
Dharwad / Gadag /
4827.01 289 62 13114 47.87 170.02 3.71
barga 4075.18 244.51 90.35 14.61 104.96 2.58
Mysore /
2.58
Chamarajanagar 4118.53 247 11 79.56 26.57 106.13
| Frotal pPEP- 28016.23 1680.97 741.91 " 24251 984.42 3.51
L JerAND TOTAL 49496.21 2969.77 1518.16 396.00 191416 3.87
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Appendix No. V

D P E P - Maharashtra
Appraisal of AWP & B 2002-03

A. Introduction

o DPEP was launched in § districts of Maharashtra i.e. Aurangabad, Latur, Nanded,
Osmanabad and Parbhani (including bifurcated district of Hingoli), during phase-I in
1994-95 and was expanded to Beed, Dhule (including bifurcated district of
Nandurbar) Giadchiroli and Jalna in 1997-98 under phase-11.

e 5 phase-l DPEP districts in Maharashtra have completed eight years of
implementation whereas the expansion districts have completed five years.

e HFC approved project cost for DPEP-I in Maharashtra was originally Rs.18592.37
lakhs. This has been revised to Rs.23592.13 lakhs on account of availability of
additional funds. These additional funds are also to be spent in 5 non-DPEP districts
on a ljmited number of activities. EFC approved project cost is Rs. 15771 79 lakhs for

four expansion districts,

B. Process of Appraisal

e Annual Work Plan of 9 DPEP districts and the state component were prepared by
districtand state teams tor the year 2002-03. It is not clear whether these plans were
appraised at the state level, because the state appraisal report was not made available
in spite of repeated reminders. In the last few years, Maharashtra has been sending
comprehensive appraisal reports.

® Two district plans i.e. Aurangabad (phase-I) and Nandurbar (phase-[l) and the state
level plans for phase-l and II were appraised at the national level on a sample basis.

The comments of the appraisal would apply to all district plans.

C. Financial Issues

o Financial details are indicated in tables A, B and C attached to the note.
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e The expenditure in phase-I upto March 2002 is Rs.18841.90 lakhs, 79.86% of the
approved revised project cost and in phase-II Rs.9640.53 lakhs, 61.12% of the project
cost. Phase-II districts would need to speed up their interventions considerably

to ensure that all project funds are utilized by June 2003.

o ‘The expenditure in the non-DPEP districts from extra finances available in phase-l
districts is Rs.247.25 lakhs, which is 7% of the approved cost. Extra effort will be
necded to complete activities in these districts.

» The overall plan of Rs.3003.211 lakhs for Osmanabad slightly exceeds EFC approved
amount of Rs.3003.20 lakhs. This may be kept within EFC cost.

e In 5 phase-I DPEP and non DPEP districts i.e. Osmanabad, Ahmednagar, Buldana,
Jalgaon and Sangli, the amounts proposed for civil works exceed the EFC amounts
but are within the 33% limit,

¢ The proposed expenditure on management exceeds 6% of the total revised cost
in phase | districts + non-DPEP districts and also the revised amount approved
by KFC as indicated in Table C. This may be kept within the 6% limit.

¢ In phase-Il, expenditure on management exceeds the actual approved amount, but is

within 6 % limit,

D. Functional area wise comments:

(i) Alternative Schooling Unit
State Component

‘The state has not shown any activity under Alternative Schooling. Possibly
activitics under "workshops" etc. will be taken up, but thrust from state level is not clear.

The state many ensure that this is clarified before implementation.
District Aurangabad

° Micro-planning survey conducted in 1998-99 revealed 13908 out of school

children in the 9-14 age group. In 2000, the estimated no. of children out of
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school in 6-14 age group was 11780. The district may consider establishing a
system of updating records about out of school children 95 as suggested by
Gol.

. The district AWP&B has shown that the following categories of alternative
strategies will be in operation during the current financial year. |
1. Sugar school — in the area of 5 existing sugar factories in the district
2. Remedial Vocational ALs — for low achievers
3

Prerna centres — in rural areas

>

A category MPHEGS-303
'5. B category MPHE@GS-126
6. Vasti Shala

. Provision for Sugar school is shown twice separately in table 'C' (Fresh Proposals
for the year 2002-2003) in the district plan. Activities shown to be undertaken for
both are also not same. These may be corrected.

. In some AS strategies, no amounts have been kept for activities like training for
instructors/volunteers, supply of books and educational materials, evaluation etc.
Reason for not keeping budget tor such activities for all the strategies is not know.
No provision for TLM grants or school improvement grants has been kept. These

may be ensured as per need.

District Nanduar

. [he district has been running Prerna Centres and Contract Schools to provide
education to out of school children. Out of the total 20,598 out of school children,
14,244 children have been covered by Prerna centres. The remaining children

would be covered under Mahatma Fule Shikshan Hami Yojna and Vasti Shala.

° During the current financial year the district has proposed to run short term course
"Summer / Bridger Course' on pilot basis for the out of school children. One of
the tribal blocks "Navapur" with the lowest female literacy has been selected for

this. The bridge course and condensed course are to address the out of school
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()

children of 9-14 age group who are scattered and not covered by any of other

schemes of education.

Reason for not keeping activities like supervision and training for instructors /
volunteers, for all the strategies is not know. No provision for TLM grants school

improvement grants has been kept. It may be ensured that these are available.

Pedagogical Improvement

The state plan touches upon the issue of pedagogical renewal in two parts: one of
the MIEPA, Aurangabad and the other of SCERT, Pune. The MIEPA section has
highlighted the following activities:

o Training on Multilevel teaching to district functionaries.
o Workshops on Multi-grade teaching.

. Workshop on Sustainability of DPEP,

. Workshops on good reading habits.

The SCERT, Pune aims to conduct some workshop. Some themes are to be

decided.

As the state aims to emphasize on trainings for multi-grade and multilevel
teaching, student evaluation and school libraries, the following activities

might prove fruitful at the present stage of the project:

1. Initiate small pilot MGT/MLT projects in different districts by
selecting near by schools with lower PTR and interested teachers.

P Document the positive practices of Phase-1 districts in the different
areas of pedagogical renewal and share them with others as lessons
from the project.

3. Share the experience of successful experiments like 'active schools' of
Latur district through exposure trips for other districts. Expand the
impact of 'active schools' of 1.atur district at a steady pace to nearby

schools. Experience shows that being motivated by the success of the
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active schools, many other nearhy schools are also eager to try out
such practices.

4. SCERT, Pune can concentrate on quality improvement in the Pupils'
Assessment in schools of different districts on the lines of pilot

evaluation project of active schools.

5. The state can initiate school improvement programme in small

number of selected schools.
Aurangabad District

The major activities planned by the district include training for teaching of
English, training of cluster coordinators, workshop to inculcate reading habits among

students, T1.M exhibition etc,

o Under the intervention of school improvement grant, the number of schools has been
shown as 1533 which does not appear to be correct as per the number of schools
given in the district profile at pg.6-7. According to this, the number of schools (Class
I'to IV and Class V works out to 1508 including the aided private schools). School

grant should not exceed this limit of 1508 schools.

e The number of schools for provision of special racks under the interventions
pedagogy also shown as 1533 which should be reduced to the actual number of
Goverument schools, Zilla Parishad schools and NC schools numbering 1457,

Government aided private schools should not be given any furniture.

e Under the intervention of school improvement grant, an outlay of Rs.7.84 lakhs has
been provided in the current year's plan towards 4% contingency for DPEP school
teachers. DPEP does not provide for this. DPEP allows for a TI.LM grant of
Rs.500 per teacher. However, since the state already provides a 4% contingency
for this purpose, the same was not accessed in DPEP. This amount was accessed

for new schools only. This condition would continue to apply.
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Nandurbar District

¢ Under the intervention of school improvement grant, an outlay of Rs.6.27 lakhs has
been provided in the current year's plan towards 4% contingency for DPEP school

teachers. Remarks above apply.

(iii)  Community Mobilisation & Participation
i

The State Plan

There is no component head under community mobilsation / participation. 1t is
quite understandable that there may be barely any need for community mobilisation
activities at this stage (terminal year) and even if there is any need, the activities under
Media component could very well cater to it. However, only mobilisation activities
might not suffice to ensure community participation. Being the final year of the
Programme intervention, there could have been. concrete strategy for ensuring
spontaneous sense of belonging among the people and also ensuring space for the people
to get involved in the education process. There is no reflection of such kind of thinking
in the AWP &B. The state should spell out its strategies to inculcate community

ownership for sustainability before implementation.

Aurangabad

Two activities have been proposed under community mobilisation in the
AWP& B under the major head namely Mobilisation of panchayat functienaries, MLAs,
NGOs etc. One of the activities is a composite of activities like mectings with PRI
functionaries at various levels, ML.As, NGOs etc. to gather opinion in regard to
implementation of the Programme. Lack of clear vision is discernible from the fact that a
lump-sum amount has been estimated without indicating any unit cost. This may be
indicated clearly and state norms be observed. Moreover, it is pointless to gather

opinion on programme implementation at the stage of terminal year. Rather, ensuring
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sustainability could be a more sensible issue. This may be ensured before

implementation.
Nadurbar

The AWP&B proposes to held melas to mobilize panchayat functionaries, VECs,
NGOs etc, with a lump-sum budget estimate. No clarity on modalities and issues to be

addressed is reflected.

(iv)  Civil works

i

State component Plan, Phase |

Original and revised budgets are shown as under:

——B-tvid“ée.tw Head | l_fuagabﬁriginal Revised Budget
| (Rs.inlakhs) ___(Rs.inlakhs
Total 919.67 1597.32

t(’ivi\ Works | 220.72(24%) | 326.72 (20.42% of revised total Budéét)

The revised proposal of MIEPA is as follows:

[ Budget Head | Budget Original | Revised Budget
o | _(Rs.inlakhs) { (Rs. in lakhs)
Total 309.00 588.05

Civil Works | 22072 1320.72

The main increase in Civil Works proposed is for additional construction
(provision of sanitary and electrical facilities) at MIEPA, where otherwise the renovation
is complete, but these basic facilities are lacking. The state proposes to increase the
budget for MIEPA beyond the allowed Rs.300 lakhs, up to Rs.588 lakhs, with an increase
of Rs.100 lakhs under Civil Works. Under DPEP, expenditure on MIEPA may be
restricted to Rs.300 lakhs as approved by EFC and as per DPEP guidelines. The

state many ensure that these limits are followed.
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State Component Plan, Phase 11

The construction of the Womens' Hostel building at the SCERT in Pune, worth
Rs.100 lakhs, did not begin last year. The state did not incur any expenditure at all under
this head. The entire amount has been spilled over to this year. It does not seem likely
that this work can be completed within the time frame. The state may evolve a clear

strategy for the same.

District Aurangabad

The Civil Works details of the plan are as follows:
. Original approved Civil Works budget:Rs.970.60 lakhs
° Revised Civil Works budget: Rs.1536.60 lakhs

. Cumulative expenditure thus far: Rs.980.36 lakhs
. Expenditure last year: Rs.242.48 (out of Rs.548.63) lakhs
. Amount to be spent this year: Rs.538.96 lakhs

Although not clearly mentioned in the plan, it seems that three local consultants
have been hired to help out in Civil Woks activities. However, more staff needs to be
appointed to be able to eftectively spend the amount required by June 2003-especially
because a major component is repairs. The state may ensure that this is monitored

well and a high quality is maintained.
District Nundurbar

There are large spillovers in the civil works component. The state may ensure
that works are undertaken speedily.
E. General

Subject to the above observations, AWP& B proposals as indicated in Tables A,

B and C enclosed are submitted for approval of the Project Board.

ko ko
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ABSTRACT OF AWP & B PROPOSALS 2002-03
STATE - MAHARASHTRA

Table - A

(Rs. in lakhs)
-
Phase/Districts EFC Cumulative Ant. Average | Approve | Expendi- | Spillover Fresh Total Total Total Cum.
approved Expenditure exp.per | dAWP & ture 2002903 Proposal AWP&B AWPB AWPB expr.+
Project cost year B 2001- 2001-02 200203 200203 2002-03 2002-03 AWP & B
B2 (incl. (S.0.+F.P). as % of as % of 200203
S.0) av.yearly | EFC cost (Col. B+
exp. (Cal. 1 as Col. 1)
Amount till As % of (Col. I as % of
March 2002 Col. A % of Col. A)
Col. D)
A B C D E F G H 1 J K L
Phase - I {Revised) )
Aurangabad 5067.25 3677.190 72.56 459.648 1708.74 578.830 698.49 680.21 1378.70 299.94 27.20 5085.89
Latur 381586 3163.526 82.90 395.440 1280.50 628220 41730 235.02 652.32 164.96 17.09 3815.846
Nanded 5384.84 4399416 81.70 549.927 1290.48 750.180 80.25 905.17 98542 179.19 18.29 5384.836
Osmanabad 3003.20 2343973 78.04 292.996 1006.76 374.061 407.038 25220 659.238 22493 21.94 3003.211
Parbhani 4723.67 4002.314 84.72 500.289 1439.59 718.265 409.315 312.012 721.327 144.18 15.27 4723 641
SPO 1597.32 1255.485 78.59 156.935 398.29 177.456 68.827 163.97 232,797 148.33 14.57 1488.282
Total Phase-t 23592.13 13841.904 7986 | 2358.235 712437 | 3227.012 2081.22 | 2548.582 4629.302 196.87 19.62 23471706
Non-DPEP
districts under
Phase - [
Ahmednagar 700.16 4736 6.76 47.36 700.16 47.36 417.59 23521 652.80 1378.37 93.23 700.16
Buldana 700.39 51.54 7.36 51.54 700.39 51.54 325471 323.38 648 851 1258.92 92.64 700.391
Jalgaon . 731.02 3404 4.66 3404 731.02 34.04 47472 21702 691.74 2032.13 94.62 T25.78
Sangli 691.18 5593 8.09 55.93 691.18 5593 283.78 351.47 635.25 1135.79 9336 691.18
Solapur 703.70 58.38 8.30 58.38 703.70 58.38 520.02 125.30 64532 1105.37 91.70 703.70
Total 3526.45 247.25 7.01 247.28 3526.45 247.28 | 2021.581 125238 3273.961 1324.15 92,84 3521211
Phase - II )
Beed 3618.968 2598.356 7179 519.67 1556.82 787.90 34821 672.40 1020.61 196.39 2820 3618.966
Dhule 3998.523 _‘2292.626 57.33 45852 1646.63 658.10 | -« 54945 1138.50 168795 368.13 4221 3980.576
Gadchiroli 3395.004 1940.934 57.17 388.18 1311.05 553.834 415.592 640.719 1056.311 27211 311 2997.245
Jalna 3847.270 2584.08 67.16 516.81 1367.34 719.42 354.64 822.82 1177.46 227.83 30.60 3761.54
SPO 912.031 224532 24 61 4490 29546 47.02 164.561 75.36 239.921 53434 2630 464 453
Total 15771.796 9640.528 61.12 1928.10 6177.32 | 2766.274 | 1832.453 | 3349.799 5182.252 268.77 32.85 14822.78
Phase-1l




STATEMENT OF CIVIL WORKS COST 2002-03

STATE - MAHARASHTRA

Table . ]

Phase/District EFC appd. 33.33% of Actual . Cumula.tive exp. Allocation made for 2002-03 Exp. ﬁll(igs;:‘clh T .
Cost EFC appd. | approved civil tili +8.0.+Fp,
cost work cost March 2002 Fresh Plan Aanticipated Total 200203
spillover
A B C D E F G

Phase - 1 (Revised) T
Aurangabad 5067.25 1689.08 1536.60 980.36 0.00 538.96 538.96 m
Latur 3815.86 1271.95 1137.04 737.28 0.00 399.71 399.71 113657
Nanded 5384.84 1794.94 1593.404 1022.11 294.34 73.03 367.87 138998
Osmanabad 3003.20 1001.07 902.36 561.33 65.80 339.23 405.03 96635
Parbhani 4723.67 1574.55 1428.47 855.225 0.00 408.915 408.915 126414
SPO 1597.32 532.38 326.72 103.84 0.00 20.00 20.00 1238
Total Phase-I 23592.13 7863.99 6924.594 4260.145 360.64 1779.845 2140.845 6400.99
Non-DPEP _districts o
vider Phase - 1
Ahmednagar 700.16 233.38 189.28 0.00 41.75 189.28 231.03 231.03
Buldana 700.39 233.46 187.435 15.69 121.51 93.94 215.45 231.14
Jalgaon 731.02 243.67 188.00 0.00 53.25 187.99 241.24 24124
Sangli 691.18 230.39 189.13 21.20 39.45 167.43 206.88 228.08
Solapur 703.70 234.56 189.30 0.00 0.00 189.30 189.30 189.30
Total 3526.45 1175.48 943.145 36.89 255.96 827.94 1083.90 1120.79
Phase-11 5'
Beed 3618.97 1206.32 — N.A. 632.66 0.00 188.44 188.44 821.10
Dhule 3998.52 1332.84 NA 519.15 0.00 320.10 320.10 839.25
Gadchiroli 3395.00 1131.66 N.A 462.126 0.00 336.96 336.96 799.086
Jalna 3847.27 1282.42 NA. 584.32 0.00 304.68 304.68 889.00
SPO 912.03 304.01 NA. 813 0.00 100.10 100.10 108.23
Total Phase-II 15771.79 5257.26 N.A. 2206.386 0.00 1250.28 1250.28 3456.666




STATEMENT OF MANAGEMENT COST 2002-03

STATE - MAHARASHTRA

Table - C

(Rs. in lakhs)
Phase/District EFCappd. | 6% of EFC Actual Cumulative exp. Allocation made for 20002-03 Exp. till March,
cost approved approved Anticipated till 2002 +8.0. +
cost Management March 2002 Fresh Plan Anticipated Total F.P.
cost spillover 2002-03
A B C D E F G H
Phase - I (Revised)
Aurangabad 5067.25 304.03 245.93 191.37 4795 334 51.29 242.66
Latur 3815.86 228.95 22242 202.80 18.34 1.27 19.61 22241
Nanded 5384.84 323.08 169.71 151.29 18.42 0.00 18.42 169.74
Osmanabad 3003.20 180.19 181.235 169.675 10.517 0.00 10.517 189.225
Parbhani 4723.67 283.42 167.766 135.127 19.55 0.00 19.55 145.644
SPO 1597.32 95.82 530.372 509.500 74.84 0.50 75.34 584.34
Total Phase-1 23592.13 1415.51 1517.433 1359.762 189.617 5.11 194.727 1554.489
F'ﬁoTl-l)l’l'Zl’ districts

under Phase — I
Abhmednagar 700.16 42.00 2233 0.00 42.00 0.00 42.00 42.00
Buldana 700.39 42.02 49.01 2.74 39.29 0.00 39.29 42.03
ITalgaon 731.02 43.86 26.87 0.00 38.62 0.00 38.62 38.62
Sangli 691.18 41.47 3538 0.38 21.69 7.13 28.82 29.20
Solapur 703.70 4222 36.96 0.63 36.33 0.00 3633 36.96
Tota! 3526.45 211.58 170.55 3.75 17793 713 185.06 188.81
Phase-1I
Beed 3618.97 217.14 133.22 105.32 46.04 6.80 52.84 158.16
Dhule 3998.52 23991 135.27 129.24 68.62 5.05 73.67 20291
Gadchiroli 3395.00 203.70 178.09 127.086 53.83 4.192 58.022 185.108
Jalna 3847.27 230.84 132.82 115.63 62.73 5.46 68.19 183.82
SPO 912.03 54.72 112.98 81.847 31.46 1.22 32.68 114.527
Total Phase-11 1577179 946.31 692.32 559.123 262.68 22.722 285.402 844.525




APPENDIX — VI

DPEP- TAMIL NADU

ANNUAL WORK PLAN & BUDGET (AWP&.B) for 2002-03

I1.

Introduction:

DPEP was launched in Tamil Nadu in three districts — Dharmapuri,
Thiruvannamalai and South Arcot (bifurcated into Cuddalore & Villupuram)
under Phase-I (1994-2003) and in another three districts — Ramanathapuram,
Pudukkottai and Perarnbalur under Phase-11 (1996-2003). The revised EFC
approved project cost of DPEP-I was Rs. 16897.22 lakh, which was further
revised to Rs. 18224.24 lakh. The EFC approved project cost of DPEP-II is Rs.
9244.29 lakh.

The cumulative expenditure of DPEP-I upto 31.3.2002 was Rs. 15901.40 lakh,
which is 94% of the project cost. The approved AWP&B for 2001-02 was Rs.
5538.13 lakh of which Rs. 3970.55 lakh was spent.

In case of DPEP-II, the total cumulative expenditure upto 31.3.2002 was Rs.
5724.87 lakh. This was only 62% of the total project cost. The approved
AWPR&B for 2001-02 was Rs. 2873.47 lakh of which Rs. 1434.17 lakh was spent.

Progress during 2000-01:

i Access: Provision of schooling facilities under DPEP has considerably
enhanced in both Phase I and II districts in Tamil Nadu. The GAR of
Phase T districts which ranged from 84% to 95% during 1994-95 has
increased 1o 96% - 99% during 2000-01. The GAR of Phase IT districts
has also increased from 96% in 1997-98 to 99% in 2000-01.

ii. Pedagogical intervention: Activity based cards for grade 1 children
were prepared and field tested. The revised textbooks for std. 1I & III
were introduced in all the schools.

iii. Alternative schooling: In all, 737 centres with a total enrolment of
13,300 pupils in Phase I and 199 centres with an enrolment of 4925
pupils in Phase-11 districts are functioning. Textbooks prepared by Govt.
of Tamil Nadu for grade I, I & III and textbooks and notebooks were
distributed to all learners in AS centres.

iv. IED: The programme was upscaled to two more blocks in each district,
bringing JED coverage to 22 blocks (13 in phase-I and 9 in phase-II).
Three special teachers were appointed in each block. One module in IED



vi.

vii.

viii.

ix.

for teachers and parents to identify and address the various issues of
children with special needs was developed.

ECE: One module on "Thematic Approach’ for providing training to the
ECE workers was developed and training was imparted to ECE workers to
update their skills and knowledge in pre-school education.

Cohort study: Cohort study was conducted in all the schools in DPEP
districts for three consecutive years i.e. from 94-95 to 98-99, 95-96 to 99-
2000 and 96-97 to 2000-2001 to assess the internal efficiency of the
schools.

Completion rate: The completion rate has increased from 51% to 55%,
60.44% to 66.25%, 57.64% to 64.96% and 56% to 65% in Phase I
districts ¢f Dharmapuri, Thiruvannamalai, Cuddalore and Villupuram
respectively. The completion rate in the Phase II districts of Perambalur,
Pudukkottai and Ramananthapuram has increased from 51.6% to
58.69%, 53% to 56% and 52.26% to 56% during 1997-98 to 2000-01
respectively.

Dropout rate: In Phase 1 districts, as per the Cohort Study for the
quinquennium 1996-97 to 2000-01, Thiruvannamalai and Cuddalore
districts have dropout rates less than 10%. The dropout rate for
Villupuram district is 12% whereas it is 16% for Dharmapuri district. The
dropout rate in the Phase II districts of Perambalur, Pudukkottai and
Ramananthapuram has declined from 18.4% to 13.3%, 18% to 10% and
17.8% to 10% during 1996-97 to 2000-01 respectively.

Repetition rate: The Repetition Rate (RR) during 1996-97 to 2000-01
ranges from 23% in Villupuram district to 34% in Puddukkottai and
Ramananthapuram districts, The RR of boys is higher (33.50%) as
compared to girls (25.50%). The repetition rate of Perambalur district
shows a marginal decline from 29.5% to 28% whereas in Pudukkottai
and Ramananthapuram an increasing trend is noticed viz. from 29% to
34% and 30% to 34% respectively during 1996-97 to 2000-01. Continued
efforts including regular academic support visits of low performing
schools, child-centred approach in classroom practices, increasd use of
teaching-learning materials in classrooms, special trainings on multi-grade
teacning, orientation to teachers with activity-based teaching have been
initiated to remedy the untoward trend in Repetition Rates.

Equity: The DPEP goal of equity in enrolment between boys and girls
and social groups have been attained in all the DPEP districts in Tamil
Nadu. The GER of boys is 96.01% as against 97.69% for girls during
2000-01, Similarly, the GER of all students is 96.85% whereas it is
92.41% in respect of Schedule Caste students. The NER of boys is
75.09% compared to 78.00% for girls during 2000-01. The NER of all
students is 76.56% as against 75.12% percentage of Scheduled Caste
students. The disparity between Gender and Social group of All and SC is

2
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IV.

less than 5% in enrolment. The completion rate of boys and girls is
59.81% and 60.67% respectively during 2000-01.

xi. Civil works: In phase-I all the construction works have been completed

or nearing completion. All the additional works like additional classrooms,
drinking water facilities, toilets etc. proposed due to enhancement of civil
works ceiling from 24 to 33.33% have been undertaken, major part of
which is almost completed. Similar status has been observed in DPEP-IL.

Xii, Special coaching: Special coaching classes for SC/ST girls after school

hours for 12 hours per day conducted in 1872 centres covering over
46497 girls in phase-I and in 494 centres covering 13095 girls in phase-
I1.

xiii. Educational indicators:

Educational Indicators

Year NER | GER | % of | Class I | PTR [Schools[Classrooms|Teachers Students
ey lygids fenwol, | F Vb
11999-2000 [ 70% | 85% | 49% [3.23 lakh| 39 | 10677 | 35289 | 38273 [14.88 lakh
2000-2001 | 69% | 85% | 49% {3.18 lakh} 39 } 10670 | 37227 38202 114.87 fakh
2001-2002 | 86% ] 99% | 49% |2.96 lakh| 38 | 10677 | 37227 | 37882 |14.55 lakh

Planning process:

The preparation of plan is highly decentralized and varticipatory. Plans have
incorporated the suggestions from various quarters including JRM
recommendations and key indicators like GAR, NER, GER etc. and levels of
achievements by pupils. There is evidence of use of MIS data and Cohort Study
Report. The starting point of planning process in the state was the School
Development Plan (SDP), which was updated with the involvement of VLCs,
PTAs and the community. The action plans prepared at school level were
consolidated into cluster plan and block plans and finally district plans.

Appraisal report:

In keeping with the process of decentralization in DPEP, the appraisal of
AWPR&B 2002-03 had been delegated to Tamil Nadu. The State Appraisal Team
based on the guidelines outlined in the *AWP&B preparation and appraisal
manual’ appraised the plan to ensure conformity with DPEP guidelines. The
Bureau and TSG carried out sample re-appraisal of two districts — Cuddalore
from DPEP-1 and Pudukkotal from DPEP - II. Tne state component plans of
DPEP T and 1I were also reviewed., After review and re-appraisal of the plans,
the observations of the Bureau were communicated to Tamil Nadu DPEP.



VI.

VII.

Thrust areas for 2001-02:

Quality improvement — through activity based teaching and joyful learning
process. Strengthen school based academic support to enhance the
achievement levels of children and augment teacher specific and student
specific interventions in low performance schools. Conduct diagnostics
studies in the area of learner achievement, subject content and classroom
transactions.

Provide in-service teacher training on multi-grade and activity based
teaching and impart comprehensive training to teachers on continuous and
comprehensive evaluation.

Re-orientation of BRC and CRC personnel
Improve completion rate by reducing dropout and repetition rate.
Open schools/ alternative schools in all unserved habitations.

To activate the monitoring system for the effective implementation of the
project at all the stages

To act as a catalyst to SSA programme when DPEP subsumes with the SSA.

Comments and observations on AWP&B 2001-02:

1.

Cuddalore:

The original DPEP-I district of South Arcot was bifurcated into two
districts of Cuddalore and Villupuram, The original EFC project cost for
South Arcot was Rs. 4037.56 lakhs, which was revised to 6754.42 lakhs
and further revised to Rs. 7237.36 lakh, However, consequent on the
bifurcation of the district, separate EFC cost for each district has not
been given.

Pudukkotai:

To achieve the full utilisation of the EFC approved project cost, the
district has to take efforts to maximize the expenditure during the
current financial year. Since, the ceiling on civil works has been revised
to 33%, the district can incur more expenditure on civil works subject to
the fulfilment of the conditions.

General:

Pedagogy:

a) The progress overview in the plans does provide an account of various
interventions made under DPEP, however it is not clear how this review
has been used to plan for pedagogical renewal for 2002-03. For
example, an account of the number of textbooks introduced and training
programmes conducted is provided but a critical analysis of the strengths



and weaknesses of these initiatives appears to be missing. Such a
review would have helped in identifying the next steps in each activity.

b) The state may like to undertake a detailed field level review of the new
textbooks involving desk analysis of textbooks, classroom observation
and feedback from teachers and stakeholders. Similar review could also
be initiated on teacher training programme.

c) Cluster level on-site support to teachers in the state is weak as there are
no full time coordinators. The state should explore strategies to fill thic
missing link by identifying active teachers and planning a series of
activities with them.

d) The state should evolve strategies to address the causes of low
performance, and low performing schools, by analysing data on
achievement tests.

e) The scope of training programmes on multi-grade teaching, evaluation
and CRC coordinators should be widened in terms of objectives to make
them more meaningful,

f) The role of DIET in the pedagogical renewal process for this year is not
clear.

1ED: The state should consider further upscaling of the 1ED interventions to
more blocks. All children with special needs requiring aids and appliances
should be provided with assistive devices.

Community mobilisation: The state component plans for both phases 1
and II have not proposed any activity under community mobilisation and
participation, although the progress overview portion mentions about
community involvement, spedially in construction activities.

Research and evaluation: The state is one of the 9 states in which a
study on “Causes of Grade Repetition” is to be conducted in 2002-03,
funded by the state budget for R&E. But there is no mention of this study
and funds for conducting it. As suggested by MHRD the state may like to
undertake studies on a) Social acceptability of primary schools in
comparison with other types of schools functioning in the same area and b)
relationship between enrolment and completion rate of primary schooling.

Media: Traditional and inter-personnel media may be used more widely for
community mobilisation.

Enrolment: The state should probe into the reported decline in overall
enrolment, especially grade 1 enrolment.

Other facilities: Steps should be initiated for providing girls toilet and
drinking water facilities in schools without these facilities.

Pace of DPEP-II: Pace of DPEP-II has to be accelerated as only 62% of
the project outlay has been utilised as on 31.3.2002, when the project has
only 15 more months.

5



VIII.

Small Plan Size of DPEP-1I: The proposed AWP&B for 2002-03 for DPEP-
IT is only Rs. 14.31 crore compared to the AWP&B of 28.73 crore and
expenditure of Rs. 14.34 crore in 2001-02. It is not clear why the state has
prepared only a limited annual plan when the state will be left with
unutilised outlay of Rs. 20.88 crore on 1.4.2003, even if entire AWP&B for
2002-03 is fully utilised.

Revision of EFC Cost in DPEP-I: The EFC cost of DPEP-I has been
further revised from Rs. 168.97 crore to Rs. 182.24 crore, utilising the
amount earmarked for non-DPEP districts out of savings in DPEP-I.

EFC Cost: The cumulative expenditure on state intervention in Phase I has
already crossed the EFC outlay, although the overall expenditure in DPEP-I
will not exceed the revised EFC cost with the proposal of this year.

Civil works cost: No frech civil works proposed in 2002-03 in both Phase-
I and II. The civil works cost in Thiruvannamalai and Perambalur has
already crossed the 33.33% ceiling of EFC cost.

Management cost: The overall management cost as well as the
management cost in respect of state component is crossing the 6% limit in
case of DPEP-I districts. In case of DPEP-II, districts the expenditure in
state component plan has already exceeded the 6% limit, thouqgh the overall
management cost is within the limit. State should look into this and if it is
due to wrong booking of expenditure, this should be reworked and correct
expenditure may be arrived at.

Appraisal of AWP&B:

The abstract of AWP&B for 2002-2003 and analysis of expenditure, civil
works cost and management cost are given in Table I to IV.

The AWP&B for 2002-03 for DPEP-I is Rs. 2322.85 lakh, including spill over
of Rs. 915.89 lakh and fresh proposals of Rs. 1406.96 lakh.
The AWP&B for 2002-03 for DPEP-II is Rs. 1431.77 lakh, including spill over
of Rs. 374.07 lakh and fresh proposals of Rs. 1057.70 lakh.
The AWPEB for 2002-03 for DPEP-I and DPEP-II of Tamil Nadu may be

approved by the Project Board, subject to the comments and observations
in para VI abecve.



Table -1

DPEP — Tamil Nadu
Abstract of AWP&B 2002-03
(Rs. in lakhs)

State/District AWP&B Expenditure | Spill over to Fresh AWP&B

2001-02 2001-02 2002-03 proposal 2002-03

i 1 2 3 4 5 6=44+5

DPEP-I
Bl’larmapuri 1798.91 1325.18 400.93 468.47 869.40
Thiruvannamalai 1187.16 829.69 116.07 358.50 474.57
;le"‘ciga;lore 995.79 763.20 233.65 74.75 308.40
’_*V||Iupt~r;;n““ T 1;3-’3—:)6“ _—_;3;55 - 159.54 431.04 590.58
gf;te 122.37 116.67 o 5.70 74.20 79.90
—T:tzrb I e75”538.13 3970.;;» B 91589 | —"1406.96 2322.85
 DPEP-II o

Perambalur 473.19 466.28 44.09 264.34 308.43
Pudukkottai 794.35 423.93 B 59.06 396.79 455.85
Ramanathapuram 690.25 444.18 171.92 281.57 ‘\*453.49
State 915.68 99.78 99.00 115.00 214'00F
;6ta| 2873.47 1434.17 374.07 1057.70 1431.77




Table — II

DPEP - Tamil Nadu
AWP&B 2002-03
Analysis of Expenditure in DPEP-I & II

(Rs. in lakhs)
State/District EFC Cost Cum. AWP&B Total Whether EFC
Expenditure 2002-03 anticipated | limit crossed
upto 31/03/02 expend. Upto
o 2002-03 .
1 ‘ 2 3 4 5(3+4) 6
DPEP-I

| —_
Dharmapuri 6104.41 5235.01 869.40 6104.41 No
Thiruvannamalai 4038.95 3564.38 474.57 4038.95 No
*Villupuram

7237.36 6338.39 898.98 7237.37 No
*Cuddalore
State 843.52 763.62 79.90 843.52 Yes
Total 18224.24 15901.40 2322.85 18224.25 No

DPEP - II

Perambalur 2610.73 1624.45 308.43 1932.88 No
Pudukkottai 2854.19 1927.96 455.85 2383.81 No
Ramanathapuram 2862.09 1569.16 453.49 2022.65 No
State 917.28 603.30 214.00 817.30 No
Tetal 9244.29 5724.87 1431.77 7156.64 No

* The South Arcot district was bifurcated into two districts viz. Cuddalore and Villupuram.




DPEP - Tamil Nadu

AWP&B 2002-03

Analysis of Civil Works cost in DPEP-I & 11

Table — 111

(Rs. in lakhs)

State/District | EFC Cost | 33.33% of |{Cum. expend|] AWP&B Total Whether
EFC upto 2002-03 anticipated | 33.33 ceiling
approved 31.03.02 |(Fresh +spill| exp. upto crossed
cost over) 31.3.2003
- s JEVESNIN W I VMR S SR
- ) O - | 3 1.4 5 1 6=445 7
DPEP-I

. - — —— -
Dharmapuri 6104.41 2034 60 1409.30 131.27 1540.57 No
Thiruvannamalai 4038.95 1346.18 1374.32 109.07 1483.39 Yes |
*Vlllupuram

— - e — - 7237.36 2412 21 1884.52 316.02 2200.54 No
*Cuddalore

e e —— — —— o —— o -+ i e it — 1 - v ————— o —— R, = R - . - e———— Mr_ s ot . e e |
State 843. 52 281.15 154.04 2.63 156 67 No
Total 18224.24 6074 14 4822 18 558.99 5381 171 No

DPEP - II
| Peuambalun 2610 73 870.16 877.84 0.00 877.84 Yes
; Pudukkotta| 2854.19 951.30 936.42 8.38 944.80 No
| Ramanathapuram 2862.09 953.93 830.94 123.58 954.52 No
State 917. 28 305.73 3.17 101.83 105.00 No
C e - e ..1L B T e T - .

ﬂ?olal 9244 29 3081.12 2648.37 233.79Y 2882.16 No




DPEP — Tamil Nadu
AWP&B 2002-03
Analysis of Management cost in DPEP-1I & I1

Table - 1V

(Rs. in lakhs)
State/District | EFC Cost |6% of EFC{ Cum. |AWP&B 2002; Total Whether 6%
approved | expend 03 (Fresh anticipated ceiling
cost upto +spill over) exp. upto crossed
31.13.02 31.3.2003
1 | 3 4 5 6 7=5+6 7
DPEP-I
Dharmapuri 6104.41 366.26 86.87 42.85 129.72 No
Thiruvannamalai 4038.95 242.34 96.32 17.84 114.16 No
*Villupuram 21.11 135.18 No
7237.36 434.24 114.07
*Cuddalore 13.73 13.73 No
State 843.52 50.61 355.36 66.90 422.26 Yes
Total 18224.24| 1093.45 652.62 162.43 815.05 No
DPEP - I1
Perambalur 2610.73 156.64 67.50 27.85 95.35 No
Pudukkottai 2854.19 171.25 67.40 26.82 94.22 No
Ramanathapuram 2862.09 171.73 45.07 23.63 68.70 No
State 917.28 55.04 287.78 90.00 377.78 Yes
Total 9244.29 554.66 467.75 168.30 636.05 No
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Appendix : VII

ANNUAL WORK PLAN & BUDGET (AWP&B) FOR 2002-2003
DPEP-MADHYA PRADESH

I Introduction : In Madhya Pradesh, District Primary Education Programme is being
implemented for Universalisation of Primary Education. In first phase, 19 districts
were selected under District Primary Education Programme in the year 1994 while in
the year 1997, 15 districts were taken in second phase.

In the year 1999 after the division of the state & bifurcation of the districts, DPEP
activities are going on in 33 districts which are as follows:

" Phase -1 ( 1997-2002)
Bhind, Dewas, Damoh, Datia, Jhabua,
Khandwa,Khargone,*Barwani, Mandla,
*Dindori, Morena, *Sheopur kalan,
Seoni, Shajapur, Shivpuri, Vidisha.

Phase -1 (1994-2002)

Betul, Raisen, Rajgarh, Sehore, Guna,
Dhar, Rewa, Satna, Shahdol, *Umaria,
Sidhi, Chhatarpur, Panna, Tikamgarh.

Mandsaur, *Neemuch, Ratlam.
*Newly bifurcated districts

. Physical and Financial Achievements of DPEP :
The district wise total project outlay, cumulative expenditure upto March
2002,spill over amount and fresh plan of 9 months (till Dec'02) are as follows:

DPEP -1
S. | Nameof | Total l‘{;oject Cumulative S.Fil‘lio-v-e;'m—r Fresh Plan |
no. Districts Outlay expenditure amount for Y Months
| (Revised EFC) | upto Mar'2002 1 (il dec'02)
1. Betul  |3168.05000 2920. §§§44 13328128 497.28392 |
2. Raisen ~~~-+~2654'21000 1 2331.72476 162.85725 447.41425
' 3. | Rajgarh 2773.10000 1 2550.30430 179.24666 | 434.66931
4. ASe}]_Q_y_e | 2340, 4()0007 2061.77052 | 185.81250 373.14169
3. _9_9@ 32_(_)(_) 77000 2982.70338 | 157.36000 | 536.12574
| 6. ) Dhar 4018.77000 3633.72291 188.83227 520.26867
| 7. | Rewa 3500.61000 3037.57105 317.83335 | 506.12308
| 8. [ Satna [ 3410.28000 3011.91092 131.39420 [ 504.18980 ]
' 9. | Shahdol 4197.64000 364.871'4292 256.77723 [ 640.05117
10. | Umaria _ , ' L |
11. B Sidhi s 3624 80000» 3090.65514 349.08867 559.95540 |
12. Chhatarpur 3209.95000 | 2833.95388 180.95618 463.63735
13. | Panna 2118.42000 | 1853.99732 126.51062 | 361.45000
14. Tikamgarh 2790 59000 | 2524.67618 | 175.86175 | 461.72219

Madhya Pradesh

1




8. ‘Name of Total Project Cumulative Spill over Fresh Plan
no. Districts Outlay expenditure amount for 9 Months
(Revised EFC) | upto Mar'2002 (till dec'02)
15. [ Mandsaur | 3171.91000 2791.41882 288.66492 | 546.50490
16. { Neemuch : o
17. | Ratlam 2820.09000 2346.47535 271.11051 395.80418
SPO 3220.79000 2447.58389 305.25012 | 242.95226
Total 50220.38000 | 44067.49678 | 3410.83751 | 7491.29391
. G. Total * | 5§7023.28000
* including 6802.9 lakh of 12 non DPEP districts sanctioned from additional plan.
il i
DPEP - 11
[7S.” | Name of Districts | Total Proj‘e‘cvtw T Cumulative | Spill over | Fresh Plam for |
no. Outlay expenditure amount 9 Months ((till
L ) (Revised) upto Mar'2002 . dec'02)) |
1. | Bhind 2460.49500 2009.03056 | 104.39955 285.18684
2. [Damoh 203897000 | 181021951 | 61.82754 | 309.57536
3. |[Datia _~ |1198.23500 | 1088.72407 _|50.11382 | 20339169 |
4. | Dewas 2348.59700 | 1775.50465 74.08749 284.7174.5
5. [Jhabua 3999.69000 3586.30206 7.67248 37491132 |
| 6. | Khandwa 3010.89000 | 2185.86328 69.99371 295495118
7. [ Khargone 3999.83000 | 3819.38294 _|64.47652 | 507.75498 |
8. | Barwani 1 ) ]
9. [ Mandla 3999.38000 | 3195.01017 _ | 402.02315 | 548.11353 |
10, | Dirdpri | B
_ll_ Morena 3847.39500 2859.16400 288.75886 409.17835
12. | Sheopur Kalan ]
13. | Seoni _12917.50500 | 2639.27190 53.73565 362.96375 |
14. | Shajapur 1777.29500 1632.19985 _§9.67948 29753715 |
15. | Shivpuri 2757.25500 _ | 2593 75936 189.46867 | 368.00392
16. | Vidisha 2789.25900 2032.15334 70.99445 283.30914 51
[sPo 966.14000 46141519 |308.63552 | 77.02750 |
Total 38110.93600 | 31688.00088 | 1815.86689 | 4607.16616 |

1.

Achievements of DPEP :

e Access : Mudhya Pradesh has achieved the target of 100% (which was declared
on 20" August 1998). This was made possible by providing 4261 New Primary
Schools, 26160 EGS Schools and 70 Ashram Schools.

e Appointment of teachers :

All the 8522 posts of Shiksha Karmis III against

4261 New Primary Schools (two posts in each NPS), 14871 posts of Additional
Teachers and 4325 posts of Senior teachers (UDT) as CACs in CRCs have been
filled.

¢ Enrolment and Retention : Growth in GER of Phase 1 and I1 may be seen in the
table below :
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Phase Position of GER Growth
LSA -1 LSA - 11 in GER
Boys | Girls | Total | Boys | Girls | Total
Phase - 1 81.94 | 70.44 | 76.56 | 98.78 | 94.00 | 96.54 19.98
Phase - 11 81.80 { 70.19 | 76.40 | 98.88 | 93.68 | 95.94 19.54

There is remarkable decrease in the number of dropout children during the projy
period. The detail is given below :

Number of dropout children

Phase o Declinein —
LSA -1 LSA-11 no. of droy,,

Boys Girls Total Boys | Girls | Total | children
Phase-1 | 93318 | 100738 | 194056 | 66132 | 77278 1 143410 506467
| Phase- 11 | 77929 82773 160702 595()4 7(_)1530 121124 39578 7
| _Total | 171247 | 183511 | _354758 125726 | 138808 | 264534 | 90224

A number of activities have been undertaken to improve the GER and RR of the
the state which may be summarised as follows :

1.

2.

Mobilisation : Series of activities have been organised by all the district
‘The major ones are ~- Back to School drive, Padna Badna Andolan, Shiks]
Panchayat and orientation of VEC/SMC/PTA.

Improving Infrastructure : Providing buxldmgs and additional roots :
the schools is one of the important strategies in improving the enrolme:
and retention of children. The status of civil works is as follows ;

DPEP 1
: Category Targgt‘ Achievement | Spill over |
BRC Buildings 120 120 __|Nil
Primary School Bunldmgs 6000 14357 1643
| Additional Rooms 2877 12870 {7
__ _DbPEP-1I e
(Smo. | Category ._Ta_rget 1 Achlevementj | Spill uver?
1. BRC Bu.ldmL - 16 116 Nil
2. Primary School Buildings | 6823 4220 2603 |
3. |Additional Rooms | 1665 | 1617 48 |
3. School Contingency : Teaching aids and school improvement fund pley :
vital role in the teaching learning process and improving scloo
environment. School contingency has been distributed to 43180 schooli o
phase 1 and II districts.
4, Shishu Shiksha Kendras/Jhoolaghars : Pre-primary education has been
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introduced in rural areas through 3090 Shishu Shiksha Kendras in phae ]
districts and 236 Jhoolaghars in one block each of phase II districts to gve
attention to 3-5 age group children to inculcate in them the approprate
habits of learnmg and socialisation.
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5. Library Movement : To improve the basic teaching learning material,
which not just text books but also the use of a range of books outside the
prescribed syllabus to supplement the teaching learning processes, the
Mission has established libraries in 982 Jan Shiksha Kendras and 8582
EGS Schools.

6. Special Focus Group :

i. Tribal Education : Special interventions have been given for tribal
children like 70 residential Ashram Schools for tribal girls, Bridge
language Inventory (Bl.I) in Gondi, Kudukh, Baigani and Bhili
languages have been developed. New Primary Schools and EGS
Schools have also been opened in tribal areas. In EGS Schools, 44%
children are tribal. Buildings and Additional Rooms have been
constructed in tribal areas. Enrolment drives have been conducted in
tribal dominated areas.

ii. Integrated Education for Disabled Children : The IED project has
been implemented in all 236 blocks of DPEP districts. Disabled
children of 5-14 years have been identified through LSA. Medical
Assessment camps were organised in 98 blocks in which children were
assessed & equipments were distributed to 10861 children according
to the extent of their disability. 780 teachers were trained on 1ED. 206
teachers of 9 DPEP districts were trained for 43 days. Ramps & railing
have been provided in 1400 school buildings.

iii. Girls Education : Several steps have been taken to improve enrolment
and retention of girls like reservation for women in Panchayats, 30%
reservation of teachers post for women, special drives such as LSA &
Mahila Shiksha Abhiyan, gender sensitization of teachers and VEC
members, Sahyogini project in one block of all DPEP districts on pilot
basis was launched & special emphasis was given on removing gender
bias in academic inputs. Mahila Samakhya is also working in 5 DPEP
districts towards empowering women and girls.

iv, Education of minority children : [n the year 2001-02, 523 Madarsas
were taken to bring the children of minority children in the main
stream of education. 12 days training has been given to all 523
Madarsa teachers of 14 DPEP districts & free textbooks were also
distributed to the children of these Madarsas.

! 7. Achievement : Activities that have been taken to improve achievement
level of children are teachers training on newly implemented ILM with the
help of supplementary learning material in order to improve classroom
teaching. In the year 2001-02, training has been given to 5791 MTs, 22309
Gurujis, 41080 Shiksha Karmis and 57091 primary school teachers.

8. English Training : 4 days training on English has been given to all the
teachers, Shiksha Karmis and Gurujis in the year 2001-02.
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9. Head Start Programme : 594 Head Start centers have been established in
DPEP district (18 JSKs per district) in which 3 computers, 1 UPS & 1
Printer have been provided. Through these computers children solve there
hard sport easily and at faster speed. 12 CDs on Maths, Language and EVS
have also been developed. Head start is specially oriented to rural learners.
It is an effort to bridge the digital divide and also provide a knowledge
based to learners.

IV, Focus arcas of AWP&B 2002-03 :

The AWP&B 2002-03 is prepared for 9 months only, it is to be completed by
Dec'02. Most of the proposed activities in the AWP&B 2002-03 are ongoing
activities and the recurring liabilities have been proposed like payment of
salary of existing functionaries, O&M, completion of spill over civil works
(i.e. School Buildings and Additional Rooms), teachers training etc,

I. Civil Works ; '['he;“e is spill over of 4246 school buildings and 55 Additional
Rooms which will be completed in the year 2002-03 on priority.

2. Salary to staff/teachers : Salary of stalf and teachers has been booked in the
AWP&RB 2002-03.

3. Mobilisation : Training will be organised for the members of Parent Teacher
Association (PTA) explaining their responsibilities and functions so that they
can be made aware of their rights and help in improving the enrolment and
retention of the children by regular monitoring.

4. Teacher Training : Induction training will be conducted for newly recruited
teachers and refresher training will be organised for primary school teachers
and EGS gurujis.

5. Head Start Programme : ‘There is proposal to start 20 more Head Start
centers in all the 17 DPEP — | districts The budget for the same has been
booked in AWP&RB 2002-03 and amounts to Rs. 560.65 Lakh.

V. Appraisal of AWP&B 2002-03 :

The plans have been appraised by the EE! Bureau and it is observed that the proposals
are mostly based on the on-going / spill over activities and recurring expenditure like salaries
of teachers / project staff, school improvement / teacher grant, teacher training, civil works,
etc. The proposals were discussed with the officials of the State Society and the same have
been restricted at the funds available out of the EFC approved project cost. However, the
proposal to start 20 more Head Start Centres in each of the 17 DPEP-I district does not
appear to be reasonable and justified in the remaining period of the project, which is closing
on 31.12.2002. Moreover, in the EFC meeting held on 3rd August, 2001 regarding plans for
utilisation of savings, the number ot Head Start Centres was approved at the rate of 18
centres per district, which cannot be increased at this stage.
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VI Non-DPEP Districts :

Total amount approved for 12 Non-DPEP districts from additional Plan
sanctioned for DPEP-1 was Rs.68.03 crores. Due to the recurring liabilities of
DPEP districts till December 2002, an amount of Rs. 47.50 crores is proposed to
be diverted to DPEP-I districts and remaining amount of Rs. 20.54 crores will be
used for different approved activities like - civil works (preferably school
buildings, additional rooms, toilets, drinking water facility in primary schools),
teachers training, school improvement grant, teachers grant, training-cum-
orientation of newly formed PTAs in every school, mobilisation campaigns for
girls and disadvantaged groups and 18 Head Start Centers in each non-DPEP
district as approved in additional plan. In view of the deletion of the provision for
additional 20 Head Start Centres in DPEP-I districts, saving of Rs.560.65 lakhs
should be used in the non-DPEP district.

The recommended AWP&B for 2002-03 is as follows ;

. Rsin Lakh

____Project Spill Over | Fresh Plan Total
DPEP-1 | _341084|  6930.64 10341.48

| Non-DPEP districts 2614.30 | 0.00 2614.30

DPEP-II 1815.87 4607.17 6423.04
] 7841.01 1153781 19378.82 |

Summary tables indicating the component-wise AWP&B for DPEP
phase-l and phase II is given in Annex.l. Component-wise utilisation of funds in 12 non-
DPEP districts are given in Annex.1l.  Abstract of AWP&B indicating the spill over and
fresh proposal provision is given at Annex-II. Statements regarding Management cost and
Civil Works are given in Annex.-I'V and V respectively.
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DPEP-l MADHYA PRADESH Annex.|
ABSTRACT OF AWP & B PROPOSALS 2002-2003
PHASE-i DISTRICTS (Rs. in lakhs)
SNO Heads Approved Anticipated Spill Over Fresh Total AWP &B
AWP & B expenditure Amount Proposais 2002-2003
1994 to upto 31st for 2002-03 2002-2003 (Spillover+
200102 March'2002 for 9 Months Fresh Proposais)
1|New Primary School + Addl.Teach. 7648.63783] 7041.75112 2962.72500 2992.72500
2{Alternative Schools 4097.74793]  4075.39568
3{Shishu Shiksha Kendra 1642.25615]  1577.44381 178.44750 178.44750
4]Education Gauranttee Scheme 3880.06506]  3800.62769 19.97064 40.00000 59.97064
5{District Project Office 934.11144 903.64144 139.70250 139.70250
6 [District MIS 331.86734 324.87510 28.64250 28.64250
7|DIET 280.08469 273.06471 9.00000 9.00000,
8|Block Resource Centre 1159.07817]  1061.79092 208.03500 208.03500
9|Cluster Resource Centre 3554.23813]  3188.54441 1012.32000 1012.32000
10{School Contingency 3739.88543] 3227.10610| . 679.95000 679.95000] .
11]P.S.Building 12590.98258| 9727.45360 2863.52899 2863.52899
12{Additional Room 2040.97334;  1989.28410 51.68924 51.68924
13|Repairs 306.72269]  277.85960 28.86309 28.86309
14{BRC Building 581.73519 571.03743 10.69776 10.69776
15|Gender 426.74868 45.05225 10.12500 10.12500
16|Mahila Samakhya 235.01972 192.46868 16.69290 24.94149 41.63439
174Tribal 44.21840 24.11136
18|Ashram School 125.36292 111.68587 19.85000 19.89000
19|Disabled Children 80.67529 26.76873 36.88391 36.88991
20{VEC Training 247.83882 131.77272 692.00346 692.00346
21{Innovation 11.20115 11.20115
22|Distance Education 153.12500 0.79500 98.50000 98.50000
23|SCERT 416.32111 303.59599 33.79844 63.88750 97.68594
24iSIEMT 37.57137 27.08586 9.16000 5.85000 15.01000
25|Text Book Corporation 58.95000 58.95000
26[SPO 1751.57108]  1620.44645 91.87877 98.57200 190.45077
27|State MIS 153.42836 143.85065 2.34542 16.91396 19.25938
28|SSP Training + Cluster Trg. 124.22756 124.22756
29Quality Watch Training 381.48472 381.48472
30{in Service Teacher Training 1651.61194]  1564.73371 649.41000 649.41000
31{[EC/Mobilisation 681.56705 £81.23384 9.00000 9.00000
32[{Madarsa 1.80350
33jJanpad Shiksha Kendra 74.38269 22.82559 32.75710 18.00000 50.75710
34}Jan Shiksha Kendra 692.35188 555.33094 114.06525 33.21800 147.28325
Total 50137.84722| 44067.49678 3410.83751] 6930.63391 10341.47142
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DPEP-l MADHYA PRADESH
ABSTRACT OF AWP & B PROPOSALS 2002-2003

Annex.! (Contd...)

PHASE-1 DISTRICTS (Rs. In lakhs)
SNO Heads Approved Anticipated Spill Over Fresh Total AWP &B
AWP & B expenditure Amount Proposals 2002-2003
1997 to upto J1st for 2002-03 2002-2003 {Spillover+
2001-02 March'2002 for 9 Months Fresh Proposais)
1|New Primary School+Addl. Teach. 6183.88521] 4182.65733 2270.70000 2270.70000
2{Aermnative Schools 937.06069 814.10500
3|shooia Ghar 100.07296 72.55500 12.6030Q 12.60300
4}Education Gauranttee Scheme 4260,83201]  3634.02400
5{District Project Office 852.85833 823.07000 7.87741 128.73800 137.61541
6|District MIS 196.23533 177.29900 12.58533 24.82350 37.40883
7IDIET 154.56939 142.95000 7.80000 7.80000
8|Block Resaurce Centre 1038.41470 926.01100 209.56000 209.56000
9|Cluster Resource Gentre 3287.06688) 3058.15100 1063.68000 1063.68000
10}School Contingency 2750.88088] 2708.21200 .
11}in service teacher training 1478.27052) 1211.23800 373.48420 373.48420
12 P‘S.Build@jg 10418.28989 9085.23200 1333.05808 1333.05808
13|Additional Room 1287.13638 1234.46100 52.67577 52.67577
141BRC Building 663.37373 647.04200 16.33157 16.33157
15{Gender 256.37480 £5.75300 ) 10.62750 10.62750
16]Mahila Samakhya 51.76206 .30.21100 8.35999 10.80846 19.16845
17{Tribal 4.67030 4.67000
18|Ashram Schoot 270.89211 228.02300 72.93000 72.93000
19| Disabled Children 127.38473 4.06500 60.71000 60.71000
20{VEC Training 287.04088 157.10400 279.00000 279.00000
21{BRC Dev. in New Districts 70.00000 46.61700
22}Innovation 65.00000 7.37900 55.12066} 55.12066
23{Distance Education 182.61500 13.93200 68.19582 68.19582
24{SCERT 102.41127 89.91300 11.50000 25.69500 37.19500
25{SPO 354.62547 271.26700 79.06945 38.32250 117.38195
26;State MIS 81.35907 37.38400 34.03959 13.01000 47.04959
27|SSP Training + Cluster Trg. 114.04219 113.05100
26)Quality Watch Training 317.74688|  316.30400
29]Shiksha Panchayat 83.34148 §9.26100
30{Madarsa 35.57876 6.55000
31[Urban School for woﬁ(ing children
32}Janpad Shiksha Kendra 132.26265|  107.64500 15.80569 23.20000 39.00569
33{Jan Shiksha Kendra 610.06476 535.57467 60.53753 41.18400 101.72153
34{IEC/Mobilisation 876.24449] 8§76.24400
Total 37632.36379] 31688.00100 1815.865689| 4607.16616 6423.03305
Grand Total (I1+il) B7770.24101] 75755.49778 5226.70440{ 11537.80007 16764.50447
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wictwise Budget details of 12 Non-DPEP district for AWP 2002-03

Approved from Additional Plan of DPEP-|

Rs. In Lakhs
Spillover
Amount Civilwork Civilwork
50 Districts for Cost %
2002-03
RE 146.37 48.25 33.0%
PAL 112.98 37.30 33.0%
LPUR 205.55 87.75 33.0%
NI 151.56 50.00 33.0%|
JALIOR 145.07 47.90 33.0%
3§INGH PUR 163.44 54.00 33.0%
LAGHAT 219.78 72.50 33.0%
HINDWADA 238.31 78.60 33.@(
GAR 227.31 75.00 33.0%
{OSHANGABAD 172.62 56.80 32.9%;
IARDA 99.87 32.85 32.9%,
UJJAIN 170.84; 56.35 33.0%
-1 Total 205370 §77.30 33.0%)

Component & Districtwise Budget detafls proposed as Spillover activities for the

AWP 2002-03 as approved in Additional Plan of DPEPH for 12 Non-DPEP Districts

sno Components Unk INOORE BHOPAL JABAL- KATN GWALIOR NARSIN- | BALAGHAT | CHHIND-. SAGAR HBAD HARDA [FENVY ) TOTAL
Cost PUR GHPUR WADA

1]School Contingency(Primary Schools) 0.03000 26.22 17.58 42.00 25.26 28.97 2874 50.58 57.51 46.11 28.62 11.82 36.39 400.80
Stregthening of Zila Shiksha Kendra 8.00000 8.00 9.00 8.00 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.00 9.0 9.00 9.00 9.00 108.00
S thening of DIET 3.00000 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 3.00 30.00

4! Strengthening of Jan Shiksha Kendras 0.20000 24.20 13.40 4360 28.60 18.00 30.00 40.00 44 .00 48.00 35.00 12.00 27.40 364.20
5] Strengthening of Janpad Shiksha Kendra 1.50000 6.00, 3.00 10.50 9.00 7.50 8.00 15.00 16.50 18.50 10.50 4.50 9.00 117.00
O'Hoadstan at JSKs 1.65000 29.70 28.70 28.70 29.70 2870 29.70 29.70 29.70 29.70 28.70 28.70 20.70 356.40
7IAdditional Rooms 0.75000 2175 15.00! 4275 2850 22.50 30.00 43.50 $2.50 48.00 30.00 11.25 35.25 384.00
8| Toilets 0.10000 5.50 5.80 7.00 8.50 6.50 8.00 6.50 7.20 7.50 7.00 £.00 5.50 77.00
B|Drinking Waters 0.30000 15.00 16.50 18.00 18.00 18.890 18.00 22.50 18.90 19.50 19.80 15.60 15.60 2186.30
Total Budget 146.37 112.98 205.55] 151.56 14507 163.44] 219.78| 238.31; 22731 17262 99.87] 170.84 2053.70




ABSTRACT OF AWP & 8 PROPOSALS 2002-2003

Annex.Hi
STATE - MADHYA PRADESH
Phase -1
(Rs in Lakhs)
S.NOISTATEMASTRICT, EFC Cost Cumulative Amt. Average Approved | Expend. during | Anticipated { Reappropr- | Spilt over Fresh Total AWPAE
including | Expenditure (1994-2002) | Expenditure | AWP&S 2001-02 il amount iation o 2002-2003| Proposals | for 200203
$exchange | Amounttill { % of EFC per year 200102 March,2002 saved amount (financial - | for 2002-03 S.O0.+F.P.
rate amount | March’2002 (loci. SO) outlay} | for 9 Months
A B [+ D E F G H 1 3 K
1_{STATE 3220.79000|  2447.58388 76.0% 34965434 1072.71667 33281705 739.89962 434.64951] 30525012 24295226 548.20238
2 |BETUL 3168.05000] 2620.88544 92.2% 417.26935] 82340998 578.80521 244.50477] 111.22348] 133.28128 46430392 597.58520
3 JRAISEN 2654.21000)  2331.72476 87.9% 333.10354]  698.52495 376.03848 322.48647]  150.62922] _ 162.85725 41443425 577.29150
4 [RAJGARH 2773.10000] _ 2550.30430 92.0% 364.32919]  723.80013 501.21211 22268802 43.44138]  179.24866 401.68931 580.93597
§ ISEHORE 2340.40000(  2081.77052 86.1% 294.53885]  632.38372 355.68491 276.69881 90.88831]  185.81280 340.16189 §25.97419
8 IGUNA 3200.77000]  2982.70333 93.2% 426.10048 844.88454 626.95542 217.9912 60.56912]  157.36000 §03.14574 660.50574
7_|DHAR 4018.77000] _ 3633.72291 90.4% 519.10327 963.72857 §78.67749) 385.04908] 196.21681] 188.83227 48728867 676.12084
8 {REWA 3500.61000{ _3037.57105 86.8% 433.93872)  954.50489 491.46216 46304273}  14520938)  317.83335 473.14308 790.97643}
9 |SATNA 3410.28000]  3011.91092 88.3% 430.27299]  934.91408 540.87542 394.03868] 26264448| 131.39420 471.20980 60280400
10 |SHAHDOL 4197.64000] 384814292 86.8% 521.18327|  1059.32526 549.89827 509.42609] 252.64976] 256.77723 §74.09117 830.86840
1t [SIDHE 3624.80000] 3090.85514) 85.3% 44152216  945.84180 411.69948 534.14234]  185.05367] _ 349.08867 526.97540 876.06407
12_|CHHATARPUR 3200.95000]  2833.85388] BB.3% 404 85055 858.57235 482 56099 376.002386! 195.04618]  180.95618 43085735 61161353
13 |PANNA 211842000}  1853.99732| 87.5% 264 85676 563.36484 298.938590 264.42484 137.81432 126.51062, 328.47000 454.98062
4 TIKAMGARH 2790.58000; 2524 67618 90.5% 360.66803]  685.0152) 419.09783 265.91738 90.05563] 175.86175] , 428.74219 604.60394
15 IMANDSAUR 3171.91000] 279141882 88.0% 398.77412 862.86120 482.36537 380.49583 91.83091 288.66492 480.54490 769.20982
16 |RATLAM 2820.09000] 2348.47535 83.2% 335.21076 746.30882 27270550 473.60332 202.49281 271.11051% 362.82418 833.93469
Total 50220.38000] 44067.49678 87.7%}  6295.35668] 13370.25501 7299.90457) 6070.35044] 2659.51294| 3410.83751] 6930.63391| 10341.47142
JNon DPEP Plan 6502.90000
Grand Total OPEP-{ 57023.28000 :

ramaining Rs.20.53 Crores will be utilised in 12 Non-DPEP Districts

Note : * For DPEP-l an amount of Rs.47.4524 Crores required for 9 Months AWP 2002-03 will be adjusted from Additional plan amount of Rs. $8.02 Crores approved 1ast year for 12 Non-DPEP Districts of M.P.

ABSTRACT OF AWP & B PROPOSALS 2002-2003

Annexiii (Contd.)
STATE - MADHYA PRADESH
Phase - 1}

Rs in Lakhs)
S.NOJSTATE/DISTRICT EFC Cumulative Amt. Average Expend. during | Anticipated { Reappropr- | Spill over Fresh Total AWPS&B

COST | Expenditure (1997-2002) | Expenditure AWPAB 2001-02 till amount iation to 2002-2003 | Proposals | for 2002-03

Amou_r"t'zg_t‘i)ll % of EFC per yoar 2001-02 March,2002 saved amount (financial - | for 200203 S.04F.P.

March’2002 (incl. SO) outlay) for 9 Months
A B c D E F G H ] L J K

1 _|STATE 966.14000 461.41519 47.8% 115.35380 $80.10437 143 70375 436.40082]  127.76510]  308.63552 77.02750 385.66302
3_|BHIND 2460.49500{ 2008.03056 81.7% 502.25764 964.80854 524 42800 440.38054;  335.98067)  104.39855 285.186884 389.586839
4 |DAMOH _2038.97000]  1810.21951 88.8% 452.55488 734.02091 418.26200 315.758¢1]  253.93172 61.82754 300.57536 371.40290
5 IDATA 1198.23500{  1088.72407 90.9% 272.18102 481.65712 356.32613 125.33089 75.21717| 50.11382 203.39169 253.50551
6 [DEWAS 2348.55700{ 177580465 75.6% 44387516 970.37025, 474.21490 498.15535]  422.06788 74.08749 284.71745 358.80404
7 __|JHABUA 3996.69000]  3588.30206 89.7% 896.57552|  1195.82348 782.57681% 413.24667}  405.57419 7.67248 37491132 382.58380
8 |KHANDWA 3010.89000]  2185.86328 726% 546 46582 997.52081 542 88914 454.63167]  384.63736 69.89371 295.49518 365.48989
§ {KHARGONE 3999.83000]  3819.38294 95.5% 954,84574 $92.01658) 811.79808 180.21850f 11574198 64.47652 507.75498 572.23150
10 _|JMANDLA 3999.38000]  3195.01017 79.9% 798.75254|  1748.48632 94400804 804.36638|  402.34324]  402.02315 548.11353 950.13668
11_|MORENRA 3B847.39500]  2859.18400 74.3% 714.79100] 1529.57600 782.13580 73744020 448.68131] 288.75886 409.17835 §97.93721
13 JSEON! 2917.50500]  2639.27190, 80.5% 659.81798 843.16734 55489571 288.27163]  234.53598 53.73565 362.96375 416.69940
14 _ISHAJAPUR 1777.29500]  1632.19985 91.8% 408.04996 632.45473 374.29572 258.15901 188.47953 69.67948 297.53715 367.21663
15 [SHIVPURI 2757255001  2593.75936 94.1% 648.43084] 1013.1647¢ 577.55431 435.61047]  246.14180]  1895.48887 368.00392 557.47259
16 _JVIDISHA 2789.25900]  2032.15334 2.8% 508.03834 99211771 433.72571 558.39200]  487.39755 70.99445 283.30914 354,30358
Total 38110.93600| 34683.00088 83.1%) 7922.00022] 13675.2689: 7730.90600  5944.38293| 4128.49606! 1315.86688] 4607.16616 6423.03305,
i |Grand Total | 95134.21600] 75755.49766 T9.6%|  14217.35690] 27045.62394]  15030.81057] 12014.71337] 6788.00900] 5226.70440] 11537.80007]  16764.50447)
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STATEMENT ON CIVIL WORKS COST 2002-2003

Annex.iV
STATE - MADHYA PRADESH
Phase - |
{Rs in Lakhs)
S.NO. | STATEDISTRICT | EFC Cost | EFC approved | 24% of EFC | 33.33% of EFC | Cumulative Allocation made foc the Expediture G}l
including Cost for approved approved Expediture Year 2002-2003 March'2002 +
$ exchange | CIVIL WORKS cost cost from 1994-2002| fresh plan S.Q.+F.P.
rate amount Till March’ 200203 spil over TOTAL
2002 for 9 Months
A B [+ D E F G H |
1 _|STATE _3220.79000 301.6000, 772.8896 1073.4883
2__|BETUL 3168.05000, 580.5000 760.3320 1055.9111 896.9085 121.59151]  121.59151 1018.50000
3 |RAISEN 2654.21000 511.7500 837.0104 884.6482 739.6227 151.91515]  151.91515 891.53780
4 |RAJGARH 2773.10000 550.0000 $65.5440 _924.2742 7852378 167.76224(  187.76224 953.00000
5 [SEHORE 2340.40000 485.0000 561.6960 780.0583 857.0739 182.61250{ 182.81250! 83968837
6 [GUNA 3200.77000 590.2500 768.1848 1066.8168 873.6100 146.64000]  146.64000]  1020.25000
7__{DHAR 4018.77000/ 743.2500 964.5048 1339.4560, 1111.9520 180.29800]  180.29800: 1292.25000
8 IREWA 3500.61000 873.2500 840.1464 1166.7533 848.0187 314.23335]  314.23335 1162.25000
9 |SATNA 34190.28000 6065000 818.4672 1136.6463 1005.8574 11583711 115.63741 1121.49450
10 JSHAHDOL 4197 84000 809.5000 1007.4336 1399.0734 1078.8700 256.83000] 256.63000 1333.50000
11 _{SIDH 3624.80000 655.0000| 869.9520 1208.1458 798.0789 345.58867| 345.58867 114486752
12 JCHATARPUR 3209.95000 587.5000, 770.3880 1060.8763 853.2774 165.22261]  165.22261 1016.50000
13_|PANNA 2116.42000 405.0000 508.4208 706.0894 582.3767 123.62326] 123.82328 706.00000
14 |TIKAMGARH 2790.59000 $21.5000 689.7416! 930.1035 747.3659 159.13413]  159.13413 908.5
15 |MANDSAUR 3171.91000 644.2500 761.2584 1057.1978) 845.7150, 269.52004] 26952004 1115.23500
16 [RATLAM 2820.09000 581.5000/ 876.8216 939.8360, 749.0495 254.37051 254 37051 1003.42000
Total 50220.3800: 9246.3500 “12052.8912 16738.4527 12572.01211 2954.77908] 2954.77908! 15526.7991%
Non DPEP Plan 6802.90000
Grand Totat DPEP- 57023.28000
STATEMENT ON CIVIL WORKS COST 2002-2003 Annex.iV (Contd.)
STATE - MADHYA PRADESH
Phase - 1
Rs in Lakhs)
S.ND. | STATEDISTRICT EFC EFC approved 24% of EFC | 33.33% of EFC | Cumulative Aliocation made for the Expediture tifl
) coST Cost for approved approved Expediture Year 2002-2003 March’2002 +
CIVIL WORKS cost cost from 1997-2002| fresh plan | Anticipated S.O4FP.
Tl March’ 2002-03 spill over TOTAL
2002 for 9 Months
A B [+ D E F G H }
1 _|STATE 966.14000 231.87360 322.01448
2 IBHIND 2460.49500 588.45000 590.51880 820.08298 726.77589 94.87382 5467382 820.44971
3 10AMOH 2038.97000, 487.90000, 489.35280 679.68870 824.20188 54.18812 54.19812 678.40000
4 DATIA 1198.23500 285.95000 287.57640 399.37173 355.70518 43.88882 43.68682, 399.59200
5 _DEWAS 2348.59700, 561.60000 563.66328 782.78738 717.72442 64.70228]  54.70229 78242671
6 }JHABUA 3999.69000. 952.35000 959.92560 1333.00668 1329.31669 3.77622 3.77622 1333.09291
7__JKHANDWA 3010.89000 717.80000 722.61360! 1003.52964 939.99630 63,60370 63.60370 100360000
8 |KHARGONE 3999.83000 960.10000 959.95920) 1333.14334 1273.43901 59.49601 59.49601 1332.93502
9 IMANDLA 3999.38000 959.85000 £58.85120 1332.99335 943.57597 388.87403|  388.87403 1332.45000
10 |[MORENA 3847.39500 920.65000 923.37480 1282.33675. 1006.74570 276.18975( 278.18975 1281.93545
11_[SEONI 2917.50500 698.00000 700.20120 972.40442 924.56355| 47 08575 47.08575 971.64930
12 ISHAJAPUR 1777.29500 424.25000 _426.55080, 592.37242 529.16466 82.85827 8265827 591.82293)
13 _ISHIVPURI 275725500 8§57.95000 661.74120 918.99309 740.08703( 178.51207; 178.51297 918.60000
14 JMDISHA 2788.25900| 667.60000 669.42216 920.66002 865.69808 64.40787 64.40767 930.10575
Total 38110.93600 8382.05000] 9145.62464 12702.37487 10974.99438' 1402.06342) 1402.06542] 12377.05978|
Grand Total 95134.21600 18128.40000 21199.51584 29440.82762 23547.00647 4356.84450| 4356.84450] 27503.85097
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Appendix. VIII
Annual Work Plan & Budget (AWP&B) for 2002-2003

CHHATTISGARH

Introduction:

After the creation of the pew State of Chattisgarh w.e.f, 1.11.2000, six DPEP districts
(now comprising 15 districts) were transferred from Madhya Pradesh. Four districts (now
comprising 9 districts) are covered under EC assisted DPEP-I and two districts (now
comprising 6 districts) are covered under IDA assisted DPEP-Il. As a part of the Plan
approved by the EFC for utilisation of savings under EC grant, funds were also sanctioned
for certain limited interventions for the only non-DPEP district in the State, namely, Durg,.

Physical and Financial Achievements of DPEP;

The position of EFC approved project cost, expenditure upto March, 2002 and the
anticipated requirements up to the end of the project period are as follows:-

CHATTISGARH

DPEP-I1
- (Rs. in Lacs)
District Revised project | Expen | Total Expen till | Amount left for | Reqiurement for
Cost 2001-02 march 2002 the dist next nine
months(till Dec.
’ 2002 )
Bilaspur 4541.58] 490‘06L, 3866.94 6874.64 ~ 609.529
Raigarh 3830.87 487.55_‘” 3385.56| 445 31 __500.285
Rajnandgaon 2906.4]. 422.94) 2748.66 157.74 “. 500 316
Surguja 4221.35] 469.61] 383986  38149]  634.039
NonDPEP | 664] 6298 @ 6298  601.02] = < 7.04
[Durg —
Total 168164.2] 1933.18 13904 2260.2 2260.209
SsPO 100 ~17.33 17.33 8267 140.89
Grand Total 16264.2] 1950.51 1382133  2342.87 2401.099
DPFP-11
(Rs. in Lacs)
District Project | Expenditure | Funds Available | Requirement |Req. (Upto| Additional
Cost  {till 31.3.2002 | for the Remaining | for fin. Year [June 2003)|fund required
Project Period 02-03 (tit June 03)
Bastar | 3999.80]  327354]  72626] 748989 182345  920.334
Raipur 3999 02 3084.03 914 99 894 4221 127.582 1022.004
Total 7998.82 6387.57 1641.25 1641.411;  309.927 1951.338




Access:

The State had achieved 100% access in the year 1998-99. However, due tio the
growth of several new habitations in size and closure of NFE centres in July, 2000 the aiccess
is now 99.03% in phase-I districts and 99.36% in phase-II districts. 1152 new primary
schools, 5720 EGS centres and 24 Ashram Shalas have been opened under DPEP.

Enrolment & Retention:

‘There has been constant increase in the Enrollment and Retention at Primary level. At
present the GER in DPEP 1is 101.25% and in DPEP - 11 it is 103.5%. Retention in DPEP -I
is 84.29% and 89% in DPEP - I[.

Civil Waorks:

Almost all the civil works originally planned have been completed. However, in
view of the additional allocations made in the DPEP - I under the plan for utilisation of
savings and increase in the ceiling for Civil Works upto 33.3%, a large number of additional
Civil Works have been planned. Against the revised target of 1928 primary school buildings
and 560 additional classrooms under DPEP I, 1033 primary school buildings and 558
additional classrooms have been completed. Similarly under DPEP-II out of 1276 primary
school buildings and 136 additional classrooms, 338 primary school buildings and (31
additional classrooms have been completed, Besides this, out of 1386 shelters for EGS
schools under DPEP-1, 1241 have been completed. Under DPEP-II, the planned 278 EGS

shelters have been completed.

Shishu Shiksha Kendras :

A total of 680 SSKs are opened in DPEP - [ districts to take care the first generation
learners for primary schooling. Under DPEP - Il SSK are convegsed with the Mahila Bal
Vikas Vibhag.

School Contingency:

Teacher grant and school grant are major project components with DPEP through
which funding is provided for creating material and environmental support facilitating
effective school processes. A grant of Rs. 2000/- per annum per school and 500/- per teacher
per school (maximum 1000/-) is provided to each school for improving school facilities. The
central idea behind the grant:is to make the schools an attractive place for the child and
change the environment/ambience of the school.

Teachers Training:

Most of the teachers are trained in Seekhna -Sikhana package in a phased manner and
EGS Gurujis are given training in both the Seekhna-Sikhana Package and alternative school
based Pathan-Paathan Package. Teachers are also provided on the job as well as training
during monthly meetings. On the basis of hard areas, Self - Learning Materials (SLM) are
also devceloped and EGS gurujis are provided 21 days training.
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Equity/Coverage of Special Focus Group :

DPEP has provided special inputs for meeting the challenges of providing quality
education to all children of all social groups without any gender discrimination. Through
LSA it was made very clear that girls, children belonging to SC/ST/differently able need
prime focus to achieve the goal of UPL. The measures taken in this regard are opening of
new schools, residential schools for girls (Ashram Shalas), providing local teachers, special
enrolment drives, avoiding the gender bias in text books and ensuring participation of ladies,
members of deprived communities in thz village level committees.

Quality Watch Programme :

Through this programme it has been possible to achieve 100% enrolment, Attendance
of all children for an average of 200 teaching days, attainment of stipulated learning levels by
all children, improved learning envirorment, better integration of educational content with
contextual needs, greater local ownership of the school, more self-reliant schools.

Head Start Programme :

With a view to impart computer training to teachers and computer education to
children, Head Start Programnie was started in 1999-2000 @ 18 clusters per district. As such,
for 15 bifurcated districts, 270 Headstart centres have been started. They are to be provided
3 Computers each with one UPS and Cne Printer the recurring cost is on account of Q&M
expences (@ Rs 9000/- per year.

Dropout/ Retention :

During the implementation phase of DPEP in the state the over all Retention in all
terms — be they of SC, ST or of Boys, Girls- the state has registered a remarkable increase.
The present Retention Rate of the state in terms of DPEP I districts is 84.29% and the same
in terms of DPLEP II districts is 89% against the DPEP supergoal (in this regard) of 90%.

1IED:

Survey of Disabled children has been conducted in the districts and in joint
collaboration of DRC ( District Rehabilitation Centers) the districts are implementing various
programmes for Disabled. Scholarships are provided through the Social Welfare Department
of'the state.

FOCUS ARFAS OF AWP&B 2002-3

Since DPEP 1 is closing on 31.12.2002 and DPEP II is to be completed by 30 june,
2003, most of the activities planned under the AWP & B for 2002-03 are the on going
activities like payment of salary for the project staff/teachers, completion of pending Civil
Works, Teacher Training, Disbursement of school improvement/ teacher grant etc. the new
initiatives are as follows :

(1)  Opening of new EGS centres

The number of out of school children in the state is estimated to be 2.08 lakhs. Due to
the closer of NFE centres, there is a proposal to open 1453 new EGS centres. This is now
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proposed to be covered under the new scheme of EGS and AIE within the framework of
SSA.

(2) Need based Teachers Training.

With a view to improve the content and refinement in teaching skills it is proposed to
provide need based teacher training by identifying the training needs of the teachers by
utilising the guidance and expertise of NCERT and DIETs. Each DIET will prepare a
detailed report on the training needs of their districts which will include development of a
questionnaire, classroom observation by DIET staff and focus group discussions.

A3) In Service Teacher Training

At present the in service training of teachers through distance mode is organized on a
very limited scale. Before last year all the cluster Academic Coordinators (CACs) were given
3 days training through distance mode. This year the use of distance education mode will be
used frequently during different training programmes.

4) English Training

10 days training will be given to all EGS teachers and EGS Gurujis on English
teaching in primary classes. The budget for this purpose will be used from the savings.

(5)  School Chalo Abhiyan

Through School Chalo Abhiyan every person of the village take oath to enrol the girls
and sent the school every day. Balika Shiksha Shivir which will be organized at the block
level. The state this year is going to organise “SCHOOL JABO - PADHKE AABO”
programme in the month of July. The programme will be mass enrollment drive and the
community will be organising the programme. All especially Newcomers, dropped out and
still unrellod will be welcome in the programme. The conimunity will organise a get together
for these and will keep an eye of their progress all through the year, This programme in a
nutshell is extension of the last years enrollment drive “Padhbo Padhobo School Jabo”
abhiyaan.

Appraisal of AWP & B for 2002-03

DPEP -1

Under DPEP — I, no additional requirement has been proposed over the EFC approved
project cost. Since the project cost was recently revised with the approval of EFC regarding
utilization of savings in EC grant and no additional funds are available, it is not possible to
make any additional allocation and the project has to be managed within the already
approved project cost. However, as regards inter district reallocation of funds, the state has
made proposal to use the funds of Non DPEP — district Durg. Chhattisgarh being a newly
constituted State and since full compliment of staff at the SPQ is not yet available, appraisal
of all the district plans have been conducted in the Bureau in association with the concemed
officials of the State Society and the following deductions are proposed :-
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1. Bilaspur:

[n Bilaspur district, the provision of grant for educational material for AS centres
budgeted @ Rs. 5000/- per centre may be reduced to 50% i.e. from Rs. 12.00 lakhs to Rs.
6.00 lakhs. For AS Centres, improvement Grant @ Rs. 2000/- per year amounting to Rs.4.8
lakhs may be reduced to Rs 2.4 lacs ( @ Rs 1000/- per school) as the last year’s grant has
been released only in March, 2002. The proposal for opening new 65 EGS Centres may be
dropped and accordingly the provisions for pre-service training of new Gurujis and
appointment of new Gurujis would be proportionately reduced. The O & M expenses for the
District Project Office may be restricted at the last year’s level. For EGS centres also, the
TLM grant may be reduced to 50% i.e., from Rs. 48.25 lakhs to Rs. 24.25 lakhs. A total
deduction of Rs. 66.60 lakhs is therefore recommended for Bilaspur district.

2. Raigarh :

The provision for Improvement Grant of Rs. 14.02 lakhs for EGS centres is reduced
to Rs 7.57 lacs this will be @ Rs 1000/- per EGS school,, The school/teacher grant
amounting to Rs.53.14 lakhs and Rs. 26.57 lakhs may not be released during this year as the
same has been released in March, 2002, This O & M expenses for DPO may be restricted at
the last year level. A total deduction of Rs. 90.08 lakhs is therefore reconimended for Raigarh
district.

3. Rajnandgaon:

The provision of Rs. . 3.045 lakhs towards AS Improvement Grant and Rs3.66 lakhs
tor EGS grant may be reduced to Rs 2.1 lacs and Rs [.83 lacs respectively making a
reduction of Rs .945 lacs and Rs 1.83 lacs i.e. @ Rs 1000/ per AS & EGS as the same has
been released in March, 2002. O & M expenses for DPO may be restricted at the last year’s
level and provision for quality watch training amounting to Rs. 5.16 lakhs may be deleted.
Similarly, the provision for VEC/SMC training amounting to Rs. 8.72 lakhs neced not be
made. Construction of 103 primary school buildings which have not yet been started may be
reduced. The total deduction in this district would be Rs, 120.71 lacs.

4. Surguja:

The AS Improvement Grant of Rs. 4.40 lakhs @ Rs 2000/~ per school may be
reduced to Rs 2.2 lacs (@ Rs 1000/~ per school), opening of new EGUS Centres amounting to
Rs. 2.70 lakhs can be deleted and the Improvement Grant for EGS centres amounting to Rs.
21.28 lakhs may be reduced to Rs 10.64 (@Rs 1000/- per school). This would bring a total
deduction of Rs. 15.54 lakhs in the district plan.

DPEP-I1;

5. Bastar:

The provision for opening of 69 new EGS centres amounting to Rs.10.70 lakhs may
be deleted. The expenditure of the DPO may be restricted at the last year’s level. The
provisions for innovation and action research activities may also be dropped. Due to the
constraint of funds and ceiling on civil works, out of 281 new school buildings (EGS
shelters) the provision for 166 school buildings which are not yet started may not be agreed
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to. A total deduction of Rs.188.645 lakhs is proposed for this district. The district will nees
additional amount of Rs 20.69 lacs will be needed to pull the project till March. This amoun
will be pooled to the district from the other DPEP II district Raipur.

6. Raipur:

The provision for 150 new school buildings (EGS shelters) which are not yet starteq
may not be agreed to. Similarly, the provision for purchase of computers for Head-Star]
project may be reduced from Rs. 27.00 lakhs to 18.00 lakhs. Improvement grant for the EGS,
keeping the availability of funds in mind may be reduced from Rs 2000/~ per school to R4
1000/ per school. A reduction of Rs 4.28 lacs is needed. A total saving of Rs. 143lakhs is
affected in respect of this district. Total deduction of Rs 163.78 is proposed.

i1 Fhe recommended provisions are as follows:-
DPEP-1
District Revised project Total Expen till | Recommended AWP |
o Cost |  March2002 |  &B for 2002-03
Bilaspur 4541.58 3866.94 _ 606.23
Raigarh _3830.87 3385.56 49794 |
| Rajnandgaon 290640 2748.66 1 507351
| Surguja 422135 383986 | 630.98
Non DPEP Durg 664.00 1 6298 7.00
(Total | 1616420 | 1390400 _ 2249.66
B 100.00 1733 ~ 130.00 *
Grand total 16264.2 13921.33 2379.66
* Hxpenditure of SPO upto 31.12.2002 would be booked under DPEP-I and from
1.1.2003 to 30.6.2003 it will be booked under DPEP-II.
DPEP-II
District Project Cost | Total Expen till | Recommended AWP & B |
31.03.2002 | for 2002-03 )
Bastar 3999.80 3273.54 744.65 j
| Raipur ~3999.02 3084.03 - 891.64
| Total 7998.82 ___6357.57 1636.29 |

Summary tables indicating the component-wise AWP & B is given in Annex-l.
Abstract of AWP&RB indicating the spill over & fresh proposal provision is given at Annex-1{
Statements regarding Management cost and civil works are given in Annex-[ll & IV
respectively.
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RAUJIV GANDHI PRATHMIK SHIKSHA MISSION Annex -1
DISTRICT PRIMARY EDUCATION PROGRAMME
Componantwise break up of AWP&E 2002-03
State Chhattisgarh Phase | Districts Rs In lacs
il d |
i S.No \ Component SPO & NonDu[:l;EPi Bilaspur |1 Raigarh 1 R'gaon | Surguja TotaoIDPEPly Bastar | Raipur ‘ D.;;oet;!“ g;tEa;
L { . ! | l ! {

K 2 "' i {3 [ 4 1 s 8 7 8 3 . 10 1
{1 INPS ] I 458 5755 6348 52.10 22888'  13800] 193.20] 33120{  560.08
| 2 {ASCentres ! I 55.11 31.99] 51.98! 5185 1908z 000 000 0.00;  190.92]
|3 | Jnoolagharssk | i 2.36 832 1286 15.16] sa70l 000l 000 .00  38.70
i 4 |EGSCentre ! i 145 65| 87.07| 22.88 130,30} 38689' 239.17| 69.34| 308.51  694.40]
{ 5 |Addl Teachers : | 2955 36.02 30.30] 19.67 11643, 000 0.00 000  116.13:
| 6 1 District Project Office | 12.33] 8.65) 9.50 11.31 atv8l  860| 1257 1847 §0.35

7 | District MIS i P 227 2.24) 2.89) 2.38 967,  150{ 198 348 13.04)
1 8 | Strengthening of DIET 1 ! 0.60 .73 0.73) 0.73 278, 080 080  1.601 4,33%
! 9 !Block Resource Centres 28.75! 2295 18.36 32.40 0z48] 5280 6433 A17.13] 219,59
{ 10 | Cluster Resource Centres | 92,50, 51.53) 44,38; 79.41 268.23) 14996/ 15490, 30435, 573,08
T 41 1 Schoot Contingency 4450 0.00 0.00 0.00 4480, 000 000! .00/ 44.50

12 | Ashram Schools ! 1.24{ 2.72 136/ 5.08] 1040) 1648 1318,  29.85) 40,06

13| Gender § 0.75) 0.58 163 08 353 000, 100/ 1.0} 4.53{

14| Tribal | ; 7.00] 0.00| 0.00] 0.00, 100 000, 32800 378.00)  329.00%

15| Disabled Children ) 0.50{ 100 0.00 0.00 150, 000]  1.000 1.0 2.50/
| 17 | Neod Based Training ] 2000 9.00 11.00{ 13.00 5300) 1900 1500] 3400,  87.30
| 18 | Head-Start 1 30.15 481 481 494 44700 488 2621 31.07; 75.77
419 | Civil Works 7250 16400 22350 180.00; ss0.00] 11500!  000L  115.00:  765.00;
i 20 |English Training (EGS) 15.00 550 400 800 3280, 000) 500 800!  37.50
|21 {Mowatonsl Training (BROCACAC) | 320 1.32 1.50{ 2.09 81e,  0.00 343! 3.13; 11.23]
|22 |innovation l | '\ 100 1.00 1.00) 1.00; at0{  000]  100] .00 5.00

23| Action Research ' | i 1.00] 1.00 1.90) 1.00 420} 000,  1.00 1000 5.00
V24 Quality Watch { { 0.00] 0.00 agol 000 0go] 049 000 0,48, 0.491
1725 {sPo 130.00. i L i i 130.00 | 200 130.00!
) 1 i
"z [fonpPEPBua S | 720 ‘L l j ra0 ] | eml 700
{ TOTAL " 13000 7.00 80623 ;43754 ' 507.51 63058 237966 ' 74465 | 89164 | 163628 | 4015.95




STATE PROJECT OFFICE

Annexure - I
CHHATTISGARH, RAIPUR
ABSTRACT OF AWP & B PROPQOSALS 2002-03
STATE - CHHATTISGARH
Phase -1 , (Rs. In lakhs)
SINo. | State/Distnct IEFC Revi EFC Cumuiative Expenditure| Average | Approved | Expenditure | Spill Over to] Fresh | Total AWP | Total AWP | Total AWP &
approved | #pproved from 1994-02 exDenditm} AWP & B | during 2001-[ 2002-03 | proposal |& B for 2002/ & B as % of| B as % of
Cost »ost (with eperyear| 2001-02 ) 021li March | (Financial | for 2002- | 03 S.0. + | av. Yearly | EFC Cost
(Baseline) | P contg.) fAmount til] % of EFC (ind.$.0.) 2002 outlay) 03 FP. |expenditure
. March'02
bl
A B, C D E F H ] J K L M
1|Bilaspur 4541, 4 3184.300] 3866.940 85.15%; 552.420 793.710 490.060 72.500] 533.730 606.230]  109.74% 13.35%
Z|Raigarh 3830, 3150.540] 3385.560 88.38%| 483.651 980.983 487.590]  164.000] 333.940]  497.940| 102.95% 13.00%
3]|Rajnandgaon 2595.140| 2748.660 94.57%] 392.666 $61.276 422 940 223.500] 284.010 507.510] 129.25% 17.46%
4|Surguja 3163.520] 3839.860 90.96%| 548.551 837.930 469.810 190.000! 440.980 630.980{ 115.03% 14.95%
TOTAL [ 2093.500] 13841.020 89.30%] 1977.28% 3473.899 1370.200 650.000] 1786.604| 2242.660| 114.24% 14.69%
ABSTRACT OF AWP & B PROPOSALS 2002-03
Phase - .
STATE - CHHATTISGARH
' _ . — _ _ - (Rs. In lakt
SkNo. | State/District ere ulative | % of EFC |~ Average { Approved] Expendture | Spilt Over Fresh Totai Expected | Expected |Total AWP &|Total AWP
approved ‘Enditure expenditure | AWP & B| 2001-02 till 200203 | proposal for| AWP & B| Exp. for Exp.for [Bas% ofav.i &Bas%
Cost from 1997- peryear | 2001-02 | March 2002 | (financial 2002-03 | for 2002- 1 01.04.03t0{01.04 02 to Yearly of EFC
(Baseline) - 02 (inci.85.0.) outlay) 03S.0. +/ 30.06.03 (3| 30.06.03 | expenditure Cost
{ F.P. months} ({15 months)| for 2006203
—eat
———
A B C D E F H ] J K L
1|Bastar 3999§_00 ﬁ73.540 81.843 654.708§ 1329.570 695.440 115.000 629.650| 744.650 182.345 926.995 113.74% 18.62%
2{Raipur 3993.020] §084.030 77.120 616.806| 1448955 810.030 328.000 563.640; 8916401 127.5814] 1019.2214 144 .56% 22.30%
TOTAL 7098.820] 4357.57¢ 79.481 1271.514| 2778.525 1505.47 443.00 1193.290! 1641.411f 309.9264| 1951.3378 129.15% 20.46%




STATE PROJECT OFFICE
CHHATTISGARH, RAIPUR

STATEMENT OF MANAGEMENT COST 2002-03 (Upto Dec. 02)

STATE - CHHATTISGARH

Annexure - Il

Phase - | {Rs. In lakhs)
Si.No.| State/District EFC Proposed | 6% of | Management| Cumulative | Allocation made forthe year 2002-03 Exp. Till
' approved | Revised | proposed |{cost proposed{ Expenditure till (Upto Dec. 02) March 2002
Project Project revised | asper EFC March 2002 — S.O0.+F.P.
Cost Cost cost Fresh Plan Antrqpated Total 2002-03
spillover
A B C b E F G H |
1{Bilaspur 3091.5500 4541.580] 272.4948 . 95.58 188.465 12.600 0.000 12.600 201.065
2|Raigarh 3058.780{ 3830.870] 229.8522 95.58 136.900 13.340 0.000 13.340 150.240
3|Rajnandgaon{ 2519.550] 2906.400] 174.384 95.58 113.612 12.440 0.000 12.440 126.052
4{Surguja 3071.380f 4221.350] 253.281 95.58 207.630 13.204 0.000 13.204 220.834
TOTAL (Phase [) | 11741.260| 15500.200f 930.012 382.32 ©46.607 51.584 0.000 51.584 698.191
STATEMENT OF MANAGEMENT COST 2002-03
Phase if (Rs. In Ia_iihs)
Si.No.| State/District EFC Proposed 6% of | Management Cumulative Allocation made for the yvear 2002-03 Exp. Till
approved | Revised | proposed | cost proposed| Expenditure till | Fresh Plan | Anticipated Total March 2002
Project Project revised | as per EFC March 2002 spillover S.0. +F.P,
A B C D E F G H |
1{Bastar 3999.800) 3999.800] 239.988 82.67 2.849 18.045 0.000 18.045 20.894
2|Raipur 3999.020| 3999.020] 239.9412 82.67 93.000 14.550 0.000 14.550 107.550
TOTAL (Phase }l) | 7998.820] 7998.820 479.9292 165.34 95.849 32.595 0.000 32.595 128.444




STATE PROJECT OFFICE
CHHATTISGARH, RAIPUR

STATEMENT OF CIVIL WORKS COST 2002-03 (Upto Dec. 02)

STATE - CHHATTISGARH Annexure - 1y
Phase (Rs. In takhs)
SINo. | State/Distr FC Proposed |33.33% of|Civil work cost| Cumulative | Allocation made for the year 2002-03 Exp. Til}
S 8 ved | Revised | proposed| as per EFC | Expenditure till (Upto Dec. 02) March 2002
ject Project revised March 2002 — S.O.+FPp.
E st Cost cost Fresh Pian Antt.cspated Total 2002-03
1 spillover
| '! A B C D E F G H [
A ﬁd '™ - -
1|Bdaspur . | " 91.550] * 4541.580] 1513.709 694.250 699.666 0.000 72.500 72.500 772.166
2 Fiaiggrh » .780| 3830.870| 1276.829 816.000 955.066 0.000 164.000 164.000 1119.066
3|Rajnandgaon|{ 298.550{ 2906.400] 968.7031 673.500 " 668.723 0.000 223.500 223.500 892.223
4[Surguja .380] 4221.350] 1406.976 .820.000 833.090 0.000 190.000 190.000 1023.090
TOTAL (Phase I) | 11J1.260{ 15500.200{ §166.217 3003.750 1001.150 0.000 650.000 650.000 1651.150]
STATEMENT OF MANAGEMENT COST 2002-03
Phase - il
(Rs. In lakhs)
SlNo. Proposed | 33.33% of} Civil work cost| Cumulative Allocation made for the year 2002-03 Exp. Till
Revised | proposed| as per EFC | Expenditure tili | Fresh Pian | Anticipated Total March 2002
Project revised March 2002 spillover S.0.+F.P.
B C D E F G H 1
1 Ba§tar 3999.800{ 1333.133 620.750 812.763 0.000 115.000 115.000 927.763
2|Raipur 3999.020| 1332.873 132.750 558.683 0.000 328.000 328.000 886.683
TOTAL (Phase il 7998.820| 2666.007 753.500 1371.447 0.000 443.000 443.000 1814.447
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STATE PROJECT OFFICE

CHHATTISGARH, RAIPUR

IEMENT OF CIVIL WORKS COST 2002-03 (Upto Dec. 02)

STATE - CHHATTISGARH Annexure - IV
. (Rs. In lakhs)
C Proposed | 33.33% of| Civil work cost] Cumulative Allocation made for the year 2002-03 Exp. Till
ed | Revised | proposed| as per EFC | Expenditure tili (Upto Dec 02) March 2002
ect Project revised March 2002 }— Fyertpr: SO +FP.
- Cost cost Fresh Plan Antl_cnpated Total 200203
spillover
B 1 ¢~ D E F G H T
i
E1 550 * 4541.580{ 1513.709 694.250 690.666 0.000 72.500 72.500 772.166
.780] 3830.870} 1276.829 816.000 955.066 0.000 164.000 164.000 1119.066
.550] 2906.400] 968.7031] ~ 673.500] 668.723 0.000 223.500 223.500 892.223
1.380] 4221.350| 1406.976]  820.000 833 090 0.000 190.000 190 000 1023.090
260} 15300.200{ 5166.217 3003.750 1001.150 0.000 650.000 650.000 1651.150
1
STATEMENT OF MANAGEMENT COST 2002-03
{Rs_In lakhs)
g Proposed | 33.33% of{ Civil work cost] Cumulative Allocation made for the year 2002-03 Exp. Till
ved | Revised | proposed| asper EFC | Expenditure til | Fresh Plan | Anticipated Total March 2002
wt Project | revised March 2002 | spillover _ 1SS0 +FP
B Cc D E F G H |
800] 3999.800] 1333.133] 620.750 812.763 0.000 115.000{  115.000 927.763
020] 3999.020] 1332.873 132.750 558.683 0.000 328.000 328.000 886.6683
820| 7998.820( 2666.007 753.500 1371.447 0.000 443 000 443.000 1814.447

10

g v WULLPULICII-WISE AWP & B s glven in Annex-l.
Abstract of AWP&B indicating the spill over & fresh proposal provision is given at Anzex-1I
Statements regarding Management cost and civil works are given in Annex-llII & IV
respectively.
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Appendix : IX
ANNUAL WORK PLLAN & BUDGET (AWP&B) FOR 2002-2003

DPEP-HIMACHAL PRADESH

1. INTRODUCTION :

1.1 Six districts of Himachal Pradesh are covered under DPEP at a total project cost of Rs.
129.28 crores. Lxpenditure incurred upto 31.3.2002 is Rs. 92.93 crores. The State
Implementation Society has made detailed assessment of district-wise anticipated expenditure
from 1.4.2002 to 30.6.2003 (project completion date) based on which savings are anticipated in
the expenditure at State level and Lahaul-Spiti district and there are additional requirements in
respect of Chamba, Kullu and Sirmour districts.

IL. PROGRESS OVERVIEW

2.1 Planning and Management

o Microplanning has been initiated in all DPEP districts of H.P, and trainings have been
provided to all functionaries of DPEP.

o School Mapping exercise was conducted with the help of teachers and community to
identify suitable location for opening new schools under DPEP in all the four
districts.

o Cohort studies have been conducted in few blocks to assess the internal efficiency of
educational system.

2.2 Civil works ;

Under Innovation Fund, the consultancy for designing and supervision of prototypes by
INTACIH! is in progress. The consultancy for designing and supervision of school buildings with
solar passive features was assigned to State Council for Science, Technology and Environment,
HP, The Council has submitted the designs for the buildings selected for solar passive
construction and are being implemented in the districts The consolidated and district wise
targets and progress ot different civil works as on 31.3.2002 is reflected in the tables below and
State is hopeful of completing the entire civil works within the stipulated time frame,

g

Project

T Taken up

Name of Wor:l: _ Target 50 far Comple‘t'ed In Progress
New School Buildings 808 787 564 223
CRC's 342 24 194 80
Repair 802 337 32h6u297 40
Toilet 612 486 446 40
Water Supply 505 403 368 38
Electrification 375 299] 287 12
BRCs 33 15 6 9

Himachal Pradesh



Name of Work i;’;;:g_d_’r:];ef::p Completed lﬂ’fg_rel;
Add. Class room 51 21 19 2
Mini DIET 1 R 6 1
Society office ‘ | o 1 ' 1 0
SCERT building 1 1 1 o)
SIEMAT I of o o
Total 3532 2625 2180 445

23 Integrated education for Disabled (IED) :

In all the DPEP districts of Himachal Pradesh, the children of Special Focus Groups a
being imparted primary education and have been enrolled. For the students of IED,
comprehensive survey of disabled children was conducted in the 33 Education Blocks in all the
DPEP districts in 1999-2000 with the help of teachers. The survey revealed that there werei
total of 1977 disabled children in the age group of 5-11 years. Out of which 1849 were in t¥
schools, while 128 were out of schools.

24. Access:

‘District * No. of Pre New schools " New schoals Total Pry—.-
DPEP Pry Opened under opened under schools

r ~schools | DPEP State Plan _
Chamba 810 | 235 27 10
Kullu a0 250 23 B
Simow | e 30 9] 9
 Lahaul-Spiti_ 181 23 i 3
Total 2049 808 | 87 2%

2.5 Appointment of Teachers ;

The state Govt. has formulated a Gram Vidya Upasak Yojna to appoint 10+2 qualifie
local para teachers through Gram Panchayats to cater to the vacancy in the formal school with
concerned Ciram Panchayats. 7422 teachers, comprising 5743 regular teachers, 1340 contrac
teachers and 339 para-teachers have been appointed in the 4 DPEP districts.

2.6 Alternative Schooling

With the opening of 808 formal schools under DPEP in the four educationaliy backwan
districts of the State the Net Enrolment Rate (NI'R) for all students has reached above 97 % an
there is no unserved population of school age children in these districts. 75 ALS have alread;
been notified to be opened in the districts of Kullu, Sirmaur and Chamba. It has now bee:
decided by the State Govt. to activate 25 ALS centres each in Chamba, Kullu and Sirmou
districts in the academic session 2001-02,

2.7 Girls education is free in Himachal Pradesh upto graduation level. Free 'Feﬂ
Books are being supplied to SC,ST,OBC,IRDP girls under the State Schemes. To build uf
the capacity of CRCCs, BRCCs, DIET faculties and Project Personnel, three district levd

Himachal Pradesh ' 2




workshops were held which targeted at proper functioning of MTAs, involving community in
girl child issues, and involving more and more female resource persons in different
orientation/trainings & workshops. 30% member of the VEC are females. VEC members have
been given second round of training and inputs included gender specific issues also. The GER
for girls in 1999 —-2000 has reached 114 % and NER 97%.

2.8  Soclal Equity :
In Himachal Pradesh all the SC, ST and girls students have been enrolled in primary

schools in DPEP districts.

2.9  Early Childhood Care and Education

It has been decided to establish 175 ECCE centres out of which microplanning for 158 centres
has been completed and notification for opening of centres has been issued by State Govt, in
March,2002.

2,10  Community mobilisation and participation.
Community based organisations of school specific village based structure were

constituted in the district as follows:-.

[ Distt | Schools |~ VEC _ | _ PTA _MTA ]
Sirmour B 967 967 96:/ 967
Kelle | 63| 693 693 693
Chamba | 1072 1072 1072 1072
L&s | 220 T a2l T T a2 212
B T | B 2944

2.11 Pedagogical Renewal

e SCERT is functional at Solan and it has constituted a DPEP cell to take up DPEP
interventions. It has also started participating to certain extent in curticulum development
and development of teachers training modules. Text books and teachers guides for class
V will be developed by SCERT during current year, SCERT has taken up the study on
decline in class-I enrolment in respect of Chamba and Sirmour district.

e DILTs are functional in all the tour DPEP districts and are duly statfed. DIETs have
taken up the pre-service and in-service training in the districts. 'fhey also provide
resource support for teachers training at the block and cluster level.

e About 7500 teachers in the DPEP districts covered for minimum of 15 days in-service
training,

e Curriculum development in the field of EVS, Hindi, Mathematics for class III and second
phase training module for Vidya Upasaks (para teachers) of 30 days duration has been
developed.

® A teacher guide book for class LILIl developed and shared with teachers by Chamba
districts.

Himachal Pradesh - 3



IIL.

3.1

3.2

3.3

3.4

3.5

3.6

FOCUS AREAS FOR AWP&R 2002-03

Project Management.-

169 vacancies of CRCCs should be filled up and preference given to women for
addressing gender equity issues in the context, process and management of education:
CHT’s may also be asked to work as academic support institutions in addition to their
administrative functions.

Strengthening of DIET’s,SCERT and SIEMAT.

Planning and Management::-

Community based micro-planning (o ensure effective mechanism to address quality
issues at the school level, especially achievement of students and transition from one
class to the other.

Capacity building of BRCC/ CRCC and lecturer DIET in planning.

Preparation of Block specific, school specific and village specific plans and sharmg
with other blocks and districts. 4

Civil Works:-

All outstanding civil works in State and districts may be completed immediately.

Access & Alternative Schooling :-

Strategies to ensure smooth transition of children from ALS to main stream.

Comprehensive strategies which includes identification of all children in all districts
with special educational needs, working children, migrating children and an audit of
the technical support available to district in particular need.

Already approved and notified AL.S are to be made functional.

Pedagogical Renewal:-

Text books and teacher guide for class V will be developed through SCERT.
Good practices to be video documented for sharing with other states.

State to take-up work in the area of multi-grade teaching more urgently to solve the
problem of shortage of teachers.

DIETS to be strengthened and fully integrated into support and training structure of
DPEP.

Capacities building of BRCCs/ CRCC's and teachers in school in use of TI M and it§
link with pedagogical renewal process.

Teacher Training activities.

Research & Evaluation :-

Studies on enrolment, Access retention and quality improvement to be conducted t(}
find out the barriers of fulfilling the objectives of DPEP.

VECs to be trained and case studies may be undertaken on how effective the trammg,
of VECs has been till date from the community perspective.

Hlmachal Pradesh 4



3.7 Media:-

e Video/print documentation of best practices in micro planning in different states to be
encouraged for large scale dissemination.

e Documentation and sharing of good practices to be initiated at the earliest.
3.8  Integrated Education for Disabled :-

* A more comprehensive strategy, based on convergence and community participation ,
to be evolved for participation of disabled children in school. The focus on
sensitization of teachers and community for integration of children with special needs
to continue

¢ Annual medical checkup for all children is yet to be initiated.

1V.  APPRAISAL OF AWP&B 2002-03 :

(a) Management Cost:

4.1 Due to less expenditure on deployment of project staff, consultancies, furniture &
equipment, O&M expenses etc., a saving of Rs. 30.13 lakhs is expeced to be achieved as

follows:-
Rs. in Lakhs)

TS

[ DPEP EFC ] Approved Total expd. | Anticipated Expr. | Excess (+)
district | approved | management | tpto31-3- | from 1.4.2002t0 | saving(-)
project cost 02 30.6.2003
_ooeost ]
State | 150250 | 293.8¢ | 17856 | 12088 | (H)5.60
devel | I
Chamba | 388940 | 18952  ]14431 | 40.18 (-)5.02

Kullu_ 296570 | 112.62 8767 [24.93 (002

| Sirmour 1342360 | 12745 | 11224 " [2060 " [(+)14.39
[.ahaul- 1146.90 141,00 65.97 29,97 (-)45.07
Spiti | 4 ] ]
_Total | 12928.10 |864.43  [588.75 | 245.56 lE¥ea3

(b) Civil Works:

42  Out of the total project cost of Rs. 12928.10 lakhs, an outlay of Rs. 2953.36 was
earmarked for civil works, against which an expenditure of Rs. 2239.54 [.akhs has already been
incurred upto 31% March, 2002. Consequent upon the increase in the ceiling on civil works from
24% to 33.33% as approved by the Cabinet, additional civil works have been planned by
diverting savings from other components. The anticipated expenditure during 1.4.2002 to
30.6.2003 is Rs. 1379.56 lakhs, as follows:-
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(Rs. in lakhs)

[ DPEP districts Total Approved | Totalexp. | Anticipated Saving (-)
approved outlay for uplo expendilure Excess0 (+)
project cost | civil works | 31.3.02 | from 14.2002
03062003 |
State Level 1502.50 254.00 107.95 126.06 (-) 19.99
| Chamba 3889.40 913.66 745.66 317.95 _(H)14995
Kullu 2965.70 | 704.20 547.12 430.83 (+)27425 |
Sirmour 3423.60 813.30 651.21 | 423.62 (+)261.53
I.ahaul-Spiti 1146.90 268.20 187.10 81.10 -
Total 12928.10_| 295336 | 223954 | 137956 | _ (+)665.74_ _

4.3 With the additional allocation of Rs. 665.74 lakhs, the percentage of civil works will
be 28% against the permissible ceiling of 33.33%. The position is briefly as follows:-

(1) District Chamba: [n Chamba district, additional requirement of Rs. 149.95 lakhs has
arisen partly due to increase in the cost of construction over a period of five years and
introduction of Child Friendly elements in 150 school buildings (Rs. 53.36 lakhs) and
repairs to 40 school buildings over and above the originally planned target (Rs. 26.00 lakhs

District Kullu: Additional allocation of Rs. 274.25 lakhs is on account of additional civill
works i.c., electrification of 325 school buildings, provision of toilets in 192 schools!
introduction of child friendly elements in 60 schools and construction of boundary walls inf
250 schools.

@

District Sirmour: The additiona) allocation of Rs. 261.53 lakhs s on account of cost
escalation in the on-going civil works (Rs. 191.53 lakhs), besides taking up new wnrki
i.e.,repair and maintenance of 100 more existing schools (Rs. 70.00 lakhs).

3

(c) Other Educational/Quality Improvement Interventions:

4.4 A saving of Rs. 635.61 lakhs is anticipated in respect of expenditure on this componem.q
A major saving of Rs. 454.97 lakhs is anticipated in the State-level expenditure. At the district!
level, the saving of Rs. 311.59 lakhs is in respect of Lahaul Spiti district as the State
Government had provided large funds under the tribal sub-plan for this district, as a result ofj
which, less funds from DPEP could be utilized in the district. The additional requirement of Rs§
275.09 lakhs in Sirmour district is on account of less provisioning under the Head Salaries at the}
time of preparation of perspective plans. A provision of Rs. 1194.70 lakhs was made but ani
expenditure of Rs. 1618.637 lakhs has already been incurred. About 2543 teachers have been
appointed under DPEP in this district. The district-wise position is as follows:-

(Rs. in lakhs )]

PEP districi FFC [ Appro;—c_:d outlays | Total expr. Anticipated Saving (-)
approved under other Upto expendiure Excess(+)
project cost educational 31-3-02 from 1.4.2002
___programme | 103062003 | |
State level | 150250 | 95466 | 257.39 242.30 (-)454.97 |
Chamba | 388940 | 2786.22 | 2256.08 461.46 (-)68.68
| Kullu 2965.70 2148.88 ‘ 1536.52 | 536.88 (-)75.48
Sirmour | 3423.60 2482.85 1 214734 W_ _610.60 | (+)275.09 |
Ll.‘ahauI—Spiti*__ 1146.90 73770} 26705 | 159.08 | {-)311.59 |
Total 1 12928.10 | 911031 6464.38 | 201032 | (-)635.61 |
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4.5

From the appraisal of State/District Plans, it is observed that actual expenditure during

2001-02 on the above component was Rs.13.15 crore and therefore, it is felt that it may not be
possible to incur an expenditure of Rs.20.10 crores during the remaining period of the project.
Comments on the various provision as follows:-

(1)  State Project Office : A provision of Rs.27 lakhs has been proposed for procurement of
books and educational material against the expenditure of Rs.50,000/- only in the
previous year. Provision should be restricted to Rs.1.00 lakh only. Similarly, Provision
of rs.26.19 lakhs for IED, Rs.81.80 lakhs on pedagogical renewal activities, Rs.30.00
lakhs on research and evaluation and Rs.72.00 lakhs on planning and management
appear to be very much on the high side and may be reduce to Rs.10.00 lakhs for IED,
Rs.40.00 lakhs on pedagogical renewal, Rs.20.00 lakhs for research and evaluation and
Rs.50 lakhs for planning and management.

(2) District Project Offices : Provision at the rate of Rs.3.00 lakhs per BRC for procurement
of library books may be reduced to Rs. 1.00 lakh per BRC. For pedagogical renewasl
activities which include teacher training, school grant, teacher grant and salary, etc., the
provision may be kept at the rate of last years' level. The recommended provisions are

B . . (Rs. in Lakh)_
[ Activities/ Works ‘State o DPEP dlslrlcts i
. . |Component | Chamba | Kullu | ermour [Iahaul Spiti_ _Total

Integrated Education for 10.00 10.00 5.00 2.50 2.80 3030

| Disabled R B S B N

Access & Alternatlve schoulmg 0.50 | 7.50 337  3.00 i 085] 15. 22

(Jendel interventions | 340 1096} 1500 L 13.00 040 4276

| ECCE el T was[T | sas]

“Community mobilisation and | 1.20 100l 233 5.00 445 3478

| participation_ . R S i
Mis ] 4200- | si6] Lol T 098 | 1228
%Medm - 865] ~ 020] 350 500] 613 2348
| Pedagogy/School Improvement _ 5000} 175.00 | 400.00 ) 265.00 ) 54.21 | 94421 |

Dlstame Education ’ N t3504¢- 164 ] 789 2.00 25.03

Research & Evaluation 2000 | 200 T35 750 090  36.15 |

| Planning Management 30001 20000 ] 20.00] 18000} 75.00 | 525,00 |

Total e 16245 | 406.66 | 487.03 | 49083 | 147.72 | 1694.69

46 The total recommended AWP&B for 2002-03 (1.4.2002 to 30.6.2003) is as follows :-
o - o o (Rs. in Lakhs)
['SI. ] SPO/District Management | Civil works | Qty. Imp. Total
No.
| 1[State Level 94.88)  126.06] 16245  383.3Y

~ 2{Chamba . 40.18) 31795 406.66 764.79
BT 2493 T 43083 48703 942.79
4 Sirmour R 29.6]  423.62 490.83 944 .05
S Lahaul-Spiti L 29.97, _ 8Ll 14772 258 79
Total 219.56, - 1379.56 1694.69] ~_m§‘2“)}_§>l_
4.7 Summary tables indicating the component-wise AWP & B is given in Annex-l. Abstract

of AWP&B indicating the spill over & fresh prnposal provision is given at Annex-I[ Statements

regarding Management cost and cnv1l works are given in Annex-III & IV respectlve]y
7
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Summary Annual Work Plan Budget 2002-03 under DPEP in Himachal Pradesh

Annex.|

(Rs. in Lakhs)

Cummulative
sl e EFC approved | Expenditure upto AWP&E for 1.4.2002 to 30.6.2003 Anticipated
District N
No. Project Cost 31.3.2002 Soill O Fresh e Expenditure as on
POver | b oposal ota 30.6.2003
(2) (3) {4) (5) _(6) (7).

1 |State level 1502.50 543.90 71.75 311,64 383.39 927,29
2 {Chamba 3889.40 3146.05 232.31 532.48 764.79 3910.84
3 |Kullu 2965.70 2171.81 169.31 773.48 942.79 3114.60
4 \Sirmour 3423.60 2910.80 139.76 804.29 944.05 3854,85
ﬁﬁ Lahaul - Spiti 1146.90 520.12 155.66 103.13 258.79 778.91
Total 12928.10 9292.68 768.79 2525.02 3293.81 12586.49




Annual Work Plan Budget 2002-03 - CIVIL WORKS under DPEP in Himachal Pradesh

Annex jy

(Rs. in Lakhg)

_ State DPEP districts
SI. No.|Activities/ Works Component Chamba Kullu Sirmour _Ligilf T;ar
1 |Civil works 126.06 317.95 430.83 42362 81.10} 137956
2 |Management cost 94 88 40.18 24 93 29.60 2997 21&'
3 |integrated Educaffon for Disabled 10.00 10.00 5.00 2.50 2.80 30.ﬂ
4 |Access & Alternafive schooling 0.50 7.50 3.37 3.00 0.85 15.2—2|
5 |Gender interventions 3.40 10.96 15.00 13.00 040 4276
6 |ECCE 1.00 - 4.48 - - 5.48
7  |Community mobilisation and participation 1.20 1.00 23.13 5.00 445 3478
8 |MIS ) 420 - 5.16 1.94 098  12.28]
9 |Media K 8.65 0.20 3.50 5.00 6.13 23.48
10 |Pedagogy/School Improvement 50.00 175.00 400.00 265.00 54.21 944.21
11 IDistance Educatio_I{ 13.50 - 1.64 7.89 2.00 25.03
12 |Research & Evaluation 20.00 2.00 5.75 7.50 0.90 36.15
13 ({Planning Managient 50.00 200.00 20.00 180.00 75.00 525.00
Total 1 383.39 764.79 942.79 944.05 258.79 3293.81




Annual Work Plan Budget 2002-03 - MANAGEMENT COST under DPEP in Himachal Pradesh

Annex.IV

(Rs. in Lakhs)

—

[ Cummulative
oL . EFC approved|EFC approved| Expenditure tii| AWP8E for 14.2002 to 3o.s+m3 anticiated | %age
District ., cost for .

No. Project Cost Management 31.3.2002 i Fresh ;L Expenditure as | utilisation

g Spilt Over Proposal Tolal on 30.6.2003

(2) (3) (4) (5) (6) N

1 |state level 1502.50 293.84 178.56 4130 5358 9488 273.44 18.20
2 |Chamba 3889.40 189.52 144.31 375| 3643 4018 184.49 474
3 |Kullu 2965.70 112.62 87.67 168] 2325 2403 112.60 3.80
4 |Sirmour 342360 127.45 11224 260 2700 2060 141.84 414
"5 |Lahaul - Spiti 1146.90 141.00 65.97 879l 21.18 ésn 95.94 8.37
Total 12928.10 864.43 588.75 5812 161.44| 21b.56 808.31 6.25
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Annillll Work Plan Budget 2002-03 - CIVIL WORKS under DPEP in Himachal Pradesh

Annex.{i

(Rs. in Lakhs)

} EFC Cummulative
S|I. . | approved EFC approygd Expenditure upto AWP3B for 1.4.2002 to 30.6.2003 Anticipated %age
District . . cost for Civil L I Jeage
No. g Project Works 31.3.2002 - ) Fresh Expenditure as | utilisation
g Cost | SellOver |, posal| °%2' | on30.6.2003
(2) Ll (3) 4) (5) (6) 7) (8) ]
1 |State level 1502.50 254.00 107.95 84.76 4130 126.06 234.01 1557-
2 |Chamba | i 3889.40 913.66 745.66 168.00 149.95 317.95 1063.61 27.35
3 [Kullu 2965.70 704.20 847 .12 5320 377.63 430.83 977.95 32.98
4 |Sirmour ool 4 342360 813.30 651.21 9222] 33140] 42362 1074.83 31.39
5 [Lahaul - Spiti 7 1146.90 268.20 18710/  76.90 420, 81.10 268.20 23.38
Total ‘ 12928.10 2953.36 2239.04 475.08 904.48] 1379.56 3618.60 27.99
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D.P.E. P-GUJARAT

ANNUAL WORK PLAN & BUDGET (AWP & B) FOR 2002-03

I. Introduction

DPEP was launched in 3 districts of Gujarat ~ Banaskantha, Dangs and Panchmahal in
October 1996 (referred to as Phase 1) The EFC approved project cost for Gujarat is Rs. 9567.45
takhs (US $ 27.3 m), against which the total cumulative expenditure till 31.03.2002 was Rs. 9266
lakhs.

Again, six more districts (referred to as Phase 1V) were approved under DPEP by the
EFC in its meeting in June 2001, in the following manner:

i) Three districts of Kutch, Sabarkantha and Surendranagar to be funded by

Government of India through [utch assistance on the DPEP fund sharing pattern
of 85:15.
ii) Three districts of Bhavnagar, Jamnagar and Junagadh to be tully funded by the

State Government through its own resources

For the three districts under the Netherlands assistance, the total approved EFC cost was
Rs 12497.54 lakhs, the expeunditure till 31/3/2002 being Rs 348.89 lakhs. For the three districts
under State funding the total outlay as per the perspective plan is Rs 11231 lakhs, with the total

expenditure being Rs 317.28 lakhs till March 2002,

{1 Progress During 2001-2002:

Phase 11 districts

Fxpenditure: Against the provision of Rs. 2661.53 [akhs in 2001-2002, Rs. 1711.08 lakhs have
been spent, which works out to 64% of the approved annual plan.

Alternative Schooling. Two schemes - back to school camps and bridge courses - have been the
main instruments in Gujarat for providing education to the disadvantaged children. Against the
target of 2800 centres for Back to School Programme, 2282 ceuntres have been opened enrolling
49422 out of school children. Of these 49422 children, 17799 children were mainstreamed and
cnrolled in formal schools. Similarly 2816 Bridge course centres have been opened registering

58403 children, of whom 47421 appeared in the examination and 35274 passed out.



Gender Education: DPEP Gujarat has focused on gender disparities in enrolment, retention and
learning achievements prevalent in Banaskantha, Panchmahal and Dangs. Gender perspective has
been incorporated in all aspects of planning and implementation. A variety of interventions have
becen tried to enhance enrolment and retention of girls. Some of them include preparation of
special material for community mobilisation, cross visits of MTA members to expose them to
best practices, awareness campaigns in low girls literacy clusters, gender sensitization training of
PRI members, Gender awareness training of teachers, development of teacher support material on
gender awareness, etc. Campaigns like Mahila Jagroti Saminelans, Maa-Beii Mela, activating
local women groups, etc., have improved the awareness of the communities in favour of girls’
education. 231 girl specitic AS centres and 15 ECCE centres were opened in this period. A
gender sensitive curricula, gender sensitization training of both male and female teachers and
community inembers have helped in improving the participation of girls in classroom transaction.
Pedagogy: The new textbooks for Std. 1 and Il have been developed by the DPEP and introduced
all over the state after trial. The new textbooks for Std.lll have becn introduced m all schools of
the three DPEP districts after field trial in 400 schools. The final version of English workbook
(Part 1 & 1) for Std V has been developed which tocus on improving listening, reading and
writing shifls, and havs been distributed in all districts A total of 10684 Vidyasahayaks ha:¢
been recruited in these three districts and given induction training. Suitable Distance learning
interventions have been undertaken to support the ongoing teacher training activities.

IKED: Parents of disabled children have been nominated as members of VEC in 2511 villages.
VEC, MTA and PTA members have been pledged to motivate the parents to send the disabicd
children to school. A comprchensive strategy has been developed to identify the various
categories of disabilities based on a questionnaire prepared by Ed Cil.

SC/ST Education: To mainstream the never enrolled and dropout children, as many as 1210
tribal-specific AS centres have been opened under Back to School programnie enrolling 25623
children, of which 13824 were girls. Content-based supplementary matetial in local dialects have
been developed and distributed in all schools of the tribal arcas in the three disiricts. Newly
recruited teachers in tribal areas were trained on pronunciation of local words.

Civil Works: The progress of civil works in the three districts in 2001-02 is as follows:

'l'argacﬁ - —(;(;ilﬁeTét,l In —progress
| Construction of new school | 253 o 251 {2 '
Additional classrooms 346 343 ] 3 a
| Toilets and urinals | 859 858 1
_ SN S U S PO




[ BRC “T19 18 1
Repair 933 933 0

Media: Advocacy of primary education is the area of focus for media. An in - house magazing
of DPEP is being published quarterly and has a circulation of 20500 copies per month. Films on
earthquake related works were produced in English and Hindi.

Community Mobilisation: Campaign mode has been used at the local level to generate
community awareness and environment building. Print and audiovisual media were used in local
and culturally appropriate context. During the year a total of 20650 V1:C members and 80687
MTA and PTA members were given training. Training materials were developed for orientation
of VECs, M'FAé aud PTAs. The details of VIIC, MTA and PTA formed in the three districts are

as follows:

- Jvec MTAPTA

[ No. formed | No. of memb. trained | No. formed | No. of memb. trained |
Banashantha | 858 | 6097 a0 T Jov288 T T T
Panchmahal ~ | 1876 (12376 |3264  |as;29 ]
Dangs 309 W T e T seno
Total Li’di.a CT30e50 T T Tse99 T Ts0687 T

I he community also contributed a sum ot Rs 12,813,127/~ towards the enrolment drive

Phase 1V Distrigts

Kxpenditare: Against the provision of Rs. 1497.71 lakhs in the 2001-2002 Plan in the Centrally
sponsored districts, Rs. 348 89 lakhs have been spent, which works out to 23%. The reason lol
low expenditure is the late approval of the staffing of the new districts. In the three districts being
funded by the State Government the total expenditure last year was Rs 317.28 lakhs.

Formation of VECU, VCWC, MTA & PTA: Village based grass root structures have been
ulready formed across the six Phase 1V DPEP districts. Training ol VEC' members have been
organized in Sabarkantha and Surendranagar and is underway in the remaining four districts.
Setting up of Office: All district level offices have been set up. All BRC coordinators have been
recruited and ('RC coordinators are being recruited.

MIS: Intensive training of personnel on DISE organised at all levels through cascade model. Data

collection has been completed and data entiy is in progress.
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Capacity Building: Induction training has been organised at State level for BRC and CRC
coordinators. BRC sites have been identitied and offices established. School grant and teachers
grant has been released for improvement of school infrastructure and preparation of TLM.
Training on microplanning and preparation of School improvement Plan through cascade mode is
under progress at the district level in all the six districts. A number of workshops have been held

for various functionaries such as BRCs, DPEQs, DIET principals, etc.
M Propesed AWP&B 2002-2003:
I’hase 11

In the last year of the plan the State proposes to pay special attention towards enrolment drive for
children still out of school, initiatives for increasing retention, coverage ot special focus groups,
empowering of BRCs and CRCs, opening of new alternative centres and capacity building. Some

of the steps, which have been proposed, are:

¢ 4150 bndge courses would be conducted to retain those children who are dropouts or those
who have failed in the annual exam. Further 2426 educational camps would be conducted for
migrant children 1raining would be given to all BRC and CRC coordinators for bridge
courses and educational camps. Use of teleconference has been also envisaged by Dangs
district for this purpose.

¢ Training to BRC and CRC personnel would be given in various areas so as to equip them to
take the work forward after closure of the programme. The BRC personnel would be involved
in the development of TL.M at the block level.

& The centres opened under ECE would continue to be operational this year.

¢ fhree experts in the three areas of 1ED each would be appointed in each taluka. Books and
educational material would be provided to all blocks. Medical camps would be organised in
each block. Other initiatives in this area include teacher training sensitization workshop and
IED awareness programme at CRC level focussing on increasing retention.

¢ To elicit the support and involvement of community, awareness campaign will be made more
vigorous in three districts. Fnrollinent drives would be conducted which would involve
multiple modes of mobilisation. A special mobilization would be conducted for VEC and
PTA. Balmelas, 'Knocking the door' programme, educational exhibition, etc., would be

organised in selected schools in all CRCs to improve retention.



With new constructions almost coming to completion, thrust in this year would be on
completion of pending works and repairs.

Science kit would be developed and supplied to all schools for conducting experiments
related to science. Educational magazines would be provided to schools, which would be
useful to teachers in classroom transaction. Training in multigrade teaching, English
grammar, Hindi grammar, training of Std 5 science hardspots and training on preparation of
TLMs would be some of the trainings to be conducted in these districts. An additional 1000
Vidyasahayaks would be appointed and trained this year.

For the tribal areas, special campaigns would be organized in each CRC and Adivasi
sammelan in each block tu itnprove enrolment and retention. Referenw books and dictionary
in the tribal dialects also would be prepared and supplied. District and Block Action Group
on gender would be activated to mobilize the community towards increasing enrolment and
retention of girls. Exposure visits for MTA members would be extended further.

Apart from district level studies, the State has proposed 7 studies, of which two - repetition
rate study and terininal assessment survey - are heing coordinated at the National level.

The total amount proposed by the State in Phase [ this year is as follows:

{Rs lakhs)

Name of District/SPO  [Spill Over| Fresh Pmp:;sa [ Total 2002-03 _/(i)m 2003 to |
R 2002-03 June 2003
State Pr. Oftice 19036 7970 170.00] 15.35)
Banaskantha T 14870 744.15 892.85] 357.18
Panchmahal 62.33 98108 104341]  519.08
(Dangs B 16.03 14045 " 15647 5834
Total D342l 194537 2262.79 949.95]
Phase 1V:

The Plans have been prepared thtough a participative process with the VECs being actively

involved in the planning process. Attemipt has been made to divide the districts into homogenous

zones and identify the problems of these zones. Other problems affecting the primary education

sector has also been identified and interventions suggested. This being eflectively the first year of

DPER for the new districts, they have not yet become fully operational and so the emphasis this

year is on setting up the infrastructure and capacity building. The GER in these districts is below

the State average of 124% and so community mobilization is another important item of work

proposed to be taken up. The Plans have also given year-wise targets for some indicators like



enrolment, GER and NER. Some of the iiportant initiatives, which are proposed to be tacen up,

are:

¢ Special campaign for alternative schooling would be organized to sensitize the parents of
never-enrolled and dropped out children. The AS school personnel would be selected by the
VEC and sent for training. Project staff would also be trained on alternative schooling.

¢ The BRCs and CRCs would be made operational and necessary infrastructure provided to
thent.

¢ A small start would be made in as far as opening of ECE centres in low female .iteracy
clusters. However, training of master trainers, training of ICDS workers, development of kit-
box for, ICDS workers would be taken up at a larger scale.

¢ Under IED, the emphasis would be on training of master trainers, orientation of project staff,
development of awareness material for teachers, supplementary teaching material for tzachers
and printing of TLM module. Medical camps would be organized and aid would be provided
for children so identified.

¢ The project management office at the State and district would be made functiomal with
provision of essential office equipment. The management information system would be made
fully operational with detailed training to staff on data collection, dara entry, DISE form, etc.

¢ Community mobilization drive would be taken up in all.clusters. There will be a mult-nedia
approach towards this with all tools such as folk dance, pamphlet, posters, wall writing,
hoardings, matrix mela, audio and videocassettes. padyatras, awareness campaigns being
utilized for the purpose. Master trainers for VI:C, MTA, and PTA members training wauld be
trained followed by training of the members of these committees. The village civil works
committee would be also given training this year to ensure that they are enabled to cerry out
communily based construction activities.

¢ Master trainers would be trained on various aspects of teacher training such as mutigrade
feaching, development of TI.M material, Grade V grammar training, Grade-wise subject
training, etc. The newly recruited Vidayasahayaks would also be trained this year.

¢ Every village would be trained in microplanning this year.

¢ For gender awareness, emphasis would be on setting up and activating the DRGs, MTA
meeting at village levels, organisation of Mahila Shibirs, master trainers training for MTA &
Mabhila Sarpanch, printing training modules, etc.

¢ For tribal education, the emphasis is on development of awareness material, supplenertary
TI.M, development of Teaching Learning aids, organisation of special campaigs and

training of master trainers.



¢ Under civil works prograinme, emphasis would be on construction of BRCs, provision of

water facilities, toilets, additional classrooms, new school buildings and repair of school

buildings. Setting up of Building Centre in each Block has also been envisaged.

¢ The total amount proposed by the State Government for the Phase [V districts is as follows:
i) Centrally Sponsored Scheme
(Rs lakhs)
Name of District/SPO Spill Over Fresh Proposal 2002-03 | Total 2002-03
State Project Off. 0 226.76 226.76
Surendranagar 129.55 87428 1003.83
(Kutch 4 ~236.65] 660.27 . 902.92
Sabarkantha 28197 ~.902.40] 1184.37]
Total_g 648.17) | 2069.71] 3317.87
ii) State funded
(Rs lakhs)
Name of District [ Total perspective plan| Exp till March 2002 JAWPH 2002 03]
\Bhavnagar 3789 107,19 949.66|
Junagudl o 3947 113.37) _  1268.23|
[Jamnagar 3495 96.72 ~1036.06
fotal |} oMy S 317.28] 3253.95
v Appraisal Process:

Since Giujarat is an old DPEP State, the primary appraisal of the AWP&DB was done at the state

level by the state appraisal team. In addition, appraisal has been done at the Govt of India level

for one disttkt, viz. anchmahal for Phase 11 and all three districts of Surendranagar, Sabarkantha

& Kutch for Phase 1V, along with the State Components of both the phases

VO

Changes recommended in the Plans on Appraisal

a) Certain items were found 1o be ineligible as per the DPEP norms. Accordingly, these need to

be deleted. These are as follows:

[ District/SPO
i SPO,Ph 1l |

Activity

A3)

—.Salary for S?i?fﬁi’FE -

(Rs lakhs)

Reason

b 1_72.,

8 Previous yea

proposed but only Rs 5.917 lakhs
were spent. Taking escalation also

in mind, it may be restricted to 8.

r also Rs 12 lakhs was




vﬁ\“'mw~rl‘:li;n7trjr—e—ﬁ)—r—’l‘—rai;ih-gv 20 |10 Furniture cost has been put
Institute (SCE - F3) exorbitantly high (25% of cost of
building)
Construction ~ of | 100 |80 Only Rs 80 lakhs were sanctioned
training institute (SCE last year for this item, and only Rs
-C7) 10 lakhs were spent. No revision is
necessary this year.
Panchmahal | Hiring of vehicle for | 1.53 0.5 | Intervention wise hiring of vehicle |
AS (ALS-08) is not desirable. No such provision
o in previous years. A small amount
may be given for emergency
situations
Books & educational | 1125 |45 The allocation 2 Rs 5000/- ?er'
Material to each CRC CRC is very high So reduced to
(CRC-1L2) Rs 2000/, Last year total exp was
J only Rs 1.58 lakhs.
IED Resource room |2 |0 The exact use and need for this has |
(IED) - BY) _not been mentioned in the plan. So
may be deleted. Not provided for
in the EFC approval also.
Mobilization drive for | 10.5 5 Seeiﬁg‘ihat it is the last year of the |
¢ VEC, PTA, MTA programme and separately Rs 10.8
(MED-Q5) lakhs has been budgeted for
enrolment drives, this may be
reduced for only
more difficult areas.
Banaskantha | IED  Resource room | 2 0| The exact use and need for this has
(IED - BY) not been mentioned in the plan. So
may be deleted. Not provided for
in the EFC approval also




Sm‘endraﬁ;g Block Resource | 49.95 45.205 [ In the introduction of the plan only
ar Centres (BRC) 9 blocks have been mentioned, but
costing of a number of items has
been done for 10. So this amount
has been reduced
Grant  for  school | 19.40 0 This item is not covered under
libraries (PFE - L.2) lakhs DPEP guidelines and CAG had
also disapproved of this item last
year
Kutch ] S;iary for ALS staff | 6 1o No details of staff pr&'ided. Other
(AL.S-A4) ALS staff like Bahnitra. supervisor
budgeted separately
SPO, Supply of coordinator | 085 [0 Not permitted |nu'ie_r.g'—uid’él—il—w_s o
Ph IV diary (PFE - lA)

Thus, the total reduction in plan size district would be, district wise, as follows:

Phase 11

{Rs lakhs)
[ District. ~ T Original Plan-size | Reduction ‘Recommended Plan size
Staie pr. Offie. | To0e | doo] T T i3ms
| Banaskantha 89285 200 | 890.85 |
Panchmahal 104341 15.28 102813
| Dangs o 15647} 0y 15647
| Total _ _ I 2262.79 51.28 221151
Phase [V (Rs lakhs)
District - Original Plan-size | Reduction Recommended Plan size
State Project Off, 226@«— 085 225.91 |
Surendranagar 1003.83 24.15 979.69 |
Kutech 902.92 6.00 |  896.92
| Sabarkantha | 118437} 0 1184.37
Total N I £ X A 31.00 _ 328688

b) The cumulative expenditure for Dangs district till June 2003 goes beyond the revised EFC

limit if the Plan for April to June 2003 is also taken into account. Accordingly, the Plan size for

April to June 2003 has been reduced from Rs 58.337 lakhs to Rs 36.163 lukhs. Accordingly, the

Plan size for April to June 2003 for Phase 11 districts would be as follows:



(Rs lakhs)

Name of District/SPO Original April Reduced Revised April
2003 to June 2003 to June 2003
2003

State Pr. Office 15.35 0] 15.35
Banaskantha 357.18 0 357.18
Panchmahal 519.08] 0 . 51908
(Dangs b 5834 22.17 36.16
Total 94995 217 o7

Following comments may be added while approving the above plan sizes:

i) Thete 1s a small discrepancy between the ligures of number of schools and number of
teachers given in the introductory write-up and in the costing table in case of school graits
and teacher grants for the new districts. The discrepancy is minor and so the figures in the
costing table have been allowed. However, the State should use the correct figure while
passing on the funds to the districts, and report the same at the time of next year's planning.

i) In Kutch and Sabarkantha, money has been provided for books and education material It

may be ensured that books are not issued to schools for library, since the same is not covered

under the DPEP guidelines

iii) Tt must be ensured that the unit costing for the civil works'is as per the State norms in the n:w

districts and not on the higher side.

\4} Additional Comments

than the AWP&R of the previous year. The plan is realistic and achievable, considerng

the performance of DPEP Gujarat in the previous year (in which only 64% of the

AWP&RB approved amount was spent).

lakhs, which is more than the EFC approved cost. Similar ecxcess is seen in Stite
component, Panchmahal and Dangs district. Gujarat has requested for revision of he
FFC approved cost to Rs 1345591 lakhs. This is within the amount available throigh
exchange rate variation and file on this has gone to Finance Department through 1D,

The cumulative expenditure with the present plan size will be within the revised linits

The revised AWP&B for 2002-2003 for Phase I is Rs. 2211.507 lakhs which is 17% lsss

The total anticipated Project Cost for Phase [T at the end of 31.3.2003 is Rs 1147751

proposed by the State. The detailed analysis is given in Table I1.

10



The increase in the expenditure is said to be mainly due to the following reasons:

1) The provision for the civil works was only 18% originally against the DPEP norm of
24%. The state has gone upto 24% subsequently in view of the necessity of physical
infrastructure, particularly repairing of schools.

2) The expenditure on salary has gone up sharply due to the 5" Pay Commission
revision.

3) The cost on equipment such as OHP, TV, printers, etc. has gone up

4) The Scheme of Alternative Schooling was launched in 3'! year of the project in all
three project districts, where 2198 such centres have been opened till date. The
Original EFC did not have this provision,

Silr'lﬂar excess is seen in the civil works costs and management costs in the Phase 11

districts. But if the revised FFC cost is approved, the amount would remain within the

limits of 24% and 6% of the revised EFC costs respectively for civil works and
management. The management cost of Dangs districts was exceeding the EFC cost after

inclusion of the April to June 2003. So it has been reduced fiom Rs 2.368 lakhs to Rs 1.5

lakhs for that period. The detailed analysis is given in Tables 11l and 1V respectively.
VIII  Approvals Requested
It is requested that the Annual Work Plan and Budget 2002 -2003, as given in Table I, be
approved, subject to the approval of the proposed revision in FFC limits for Phase Il by the

Finance depa;'nnem. Tiill such approval comes, no funds beyond the existing EFC limits should be

released.

L1



Table-1

SUMMARY STATEMENT OF AWP&B 2002-03

(Rupees lakhs)

Phase Il
Nare of AWP&B [Reappr|Revised |Expenditu Amount Spill Over |Recomme [Total l"la“nf
District/SPO  [2001- opriati |2001-  |re 2001- |saved nded AWP &B |Budg
2002 on 2002 2002 Fresh 2002- April

Proposal  [20(3 lune,
2002- 2003
2003 » s

spO | 17757 0 177.57| 105.72)  71.86]  90.36]  45.70; 136.06, 1¢

_l}gng;!\_angly N ]__I§ig4___m()_~l_1”6§ 24|  645.63] 518.61 148.7 742.15]  890.85| —3_—53‘I

Panchmahal * | 1152.44 0| 1152.44] 82397, 32847 62.33 965.80] 1028.13| 51¢

Dangs 1 167.28 0] 167.28] 135.768 31.51 16.03] _L“_Q;‘Lﬂ 15647 3¢

[Total [ 266153] o[ 2661.53] 1711 08] 950.45] _ 317.42] 189409 221151] 92

Phase [V

(CS8)

Name of D\WP&B ReapprojRevised —rhxpendilur Amount Spill Over [Eresh Total 20

District/SPO 12001-2002 |- 2001- ¢ 2001 saved Proposal  |2003

o f o lpedonjoo02 ooz || poo2aom |

SPO 23557 0] 23557 _24.14] 21143 0F 22591 22

Surendranagar| 34599 0} 345.99] 83.73]  262.26] 129. 55» _ 850.14) 97

Kurtch 488 91 0] 48891 97.46 _jgl 4_§ﬁ 236.65] 660.27, 8%

Sabarkantha | 427.24 0] 427.24] 143.57) 283.67) 28197 _ 902.40] 118

_lg@ﬂ w__‘j_ 149771 0] 149771 3489] 114881 648.17 2638.71] 32&:

State financed

Name of Total Fx;) tll [AWPB 2002-03 |

District/SPQ  |perspective |[March

e lplan 2002 | _

Bhaviagar |~ 3789] 107.19 91966

Junagadh 3947 113.37, 1268 23

Jamnagar _ | 3495 96.72] 1036.06)

Total _11231f 317.28f 325395

|




Table IT

ANALYSIS OF TOTAL EXPENDITURE-2002-2003

(Rs. fakhs)
Phase 11
State / District  [EFC Revised {Total Total Provision {Cumulativ Whether |Whether
Approved [EFC Cum-Exp. [Provision [for April- |e EFC Revised
proposed |Till AWP&B [(June 2003 {Expenditu |Crossed |EFC
cosl 31.3.2002 |12002- re till Crossed
) 2003 | 300612003
(Banaskantha | 3942, 49w‘_52‘25.88’ _’3_§~8_47()6» 890.85]  357.18 4632.69|Yes ‘ﬁNo o
P_qgcbm_qlla_[” | 3980.93] 6007.02] 4173.90( 1028.13] 519.08 5721.11|Yes No
Dangs J912.99] 952.52)  759.89]  156.47 36.16]  952.52|Yes _I_Jjo
State Cump 731.06, 12()(),.49¥ 947.56] 136, ()6 1535 1098.96|Yes No
lotal 9567 47 11455.91JA 9266 .00] w2_211_._51 927.77] 12405.28|Yes No
Phase IV (CSS)
State / District  [EFC "lﬁ"ot.aliain—ﬁxﬁ;m» Total Provision  |Cumulative " [Whether EFC ]
Approved Till 31.3.2002 AWP&B 2002-  |Expenditure till Crossed
o 1 12003 1317372003
Surendranagar 3350.85 _ 88.34 979.69 1068 03[No B
Kutch 3795.06] 073 R9E9 —99a2sNo ]
L@ahalkamha oy 148 720 1184 37 ~.,1333'09 No
|State Comp. 1434 34 1450 22591 240.41{No ]
Tm_ql”__w__ 12497 56] 348 89 328688 3635.77(No
State financed
Nameof  |lotal  [lotal Cufn-f’«lxp. " [Total Provision  [Cumulative  [Whether
District/SPO) perspective  [Titl 31.3.2002 AWP& 2002-  {Expenditure till perspective
plan 2003 31/3/2003 plan limit
. B . e erossed
[Bhavnagar 3789 10719 949.66 1056.85[No
Junagadh 3947 11337, 1268.23 _1381.60|No
Jamnagar S 3495R~_ o 96 72) __1036.06 C1132.78|No |
Total . 11231 1317.28] 325395 _ 3«5_71._23 No ]




Table 111

STATEMENT OF CIVIL WORK COST-2002-2003

(Rs. lakhs)
Phase 1
State / District |EFC Total  [Total Provision |Cumulative[Whether [24% of  |Whether,
Approved |Cum-Exp. [Provision |April-June |Expenditur |EFC revised  |24% of
Till AWP&B 2003 e till Crossed [FFC cost |revised
31.3.2002 2002- 30/6/2003 cost }
L ooy | | ! |excecde
Banaskantha | 9d6] 88912  43.24] 0] 93236Yes | 127101[No
Panchmahal 955 97520,  68.66 0] 1043 86/Yes 1441.69|No
Dangs - 219] 222.59 0.40 o 222.99(Yes 228.60|No
State Comp. 175 29 60 10000 0 12960|No 288.12{No
Total 2295| 2116.512] 21230 0] 23288i|Yes 3229.42|No
Phase 1V (CSS)
State / District |EFC Approved “[iotal Cum- [lotal Provision  [Cumulative  |Whether EFC |
LExp. Till AWP&B 2002-2003 [Expenditure till  {Crossed
. _ |31.3.2002 1 31/3/2003 |
Surendranagar __804.00 0 _353.67] 353.67|No
Kutch ~ 801.68 06 ) »758().10r 580.10|No
Sabarkantha 841.10) o 367.00 367.00|No .
State Comp. 60.00 0 o 0.00 0.00|No _
Total | 250678 0O 130077 1300.77|No ~
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Table IV

ANALYSIS OF MANAGEMENT COST, 2002-2003

(Rs. lakhs)
Phase [I
State/District EFC Total  |[Total Provision  |Cumulative |Whether 6% of Whether
Approved Cum-Exp. [Provision {April-June |Expenditure |EFC Revised |exceeds

Till AWP&B 2003 till Crossed |EFC cost [6%

31.3.2002 {2002- 30/6/2003 revised
A 2003 _ 1 EFC cost
(Banaskantha | 99.66 67.66]  12.64f 351  838INo | 317.75|No
Panchmnahal | 103.10[ " 102.69]  13.08] 376] " 119.63[Yes | 36042[No |
Dangs 5828  49.40 137 1.50 58.27[No 58.28|No N
State Comp. | 114.60]  210.94 21.03 6.18 238.15/Yes o ]
[fotal ] 37564 43069 5422 14.95 499.85|Yes | 807.35|No
Phase IV((CSS)
State/District EFC Approved [Total Euﬁjﬁiﬁ.“'[’oml [Cumulative Whethier EFC

Till 31.3.2002  |Provision  |Expenditure till Crossed
AWP&B 31.3.2003
_  [2002-2003

[Surendvanagar | 128.62 JA7200 1639 C3389No
Kutch 137 12.87] 1939 . 32.26|No
Sabarkantha _116.69 16.62 29.65 ~ 46.27|No
State Comp. 348.11 ~0.00 32.20 32.20{No
Total 704.78 4669 9762 144 31{No

15



Appendix - Xil

NOTE FOR PROJECT BOARD
DPEP - ANDHRA PRADESH
ANNUAL WORK PLAN & BUDGET (AWP&B) FOR 2002 - 2003
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| INTRODUCTION

DPEP was launched in Andhra Pradesh in 5 Districts viz., Vizianagaram,
Nellore , Kurnool , Karimnagar , Warangal in 1996. The programme was further
expanded in another 14 districts namely, Srikakulam, Visakhapatnam, Guntur,
Prakassam, Chitoor, Cuddapah, Anantapur, Mahabub Nagar, Rangareddy, Medak,
Nizamabad, Adilabad, Khamman, and Nalgonda in 1998-99. The EFC approved oroject
cost with contingencies for Phase | is Rs. 24084 lakhs and for Phase |l Rs 71604.62
lakhs.

The approved AWP&B for 2001-2002 was Rs 6873.44 lakhs of which
Rs. 3598.803 lakhs was spent. The approval for AWP&B for 2001-02 for Phase |l was
Rs. 15940 lakhs of which Rs. 6534 76 lakhs was spent. The AWP&B for the year 2002-
03 as proposed by the State Office is Rs 10422 92 lakhs for DPEP Phase-| districts
and Rs. 22277 96 for DPEP Phase H districts.

] Progress Overview 2001-02

“SlI. No. | item . Target | Achievement

DPEP-l | DPEP.l | DPEP-I | DPEP-II

1258 | 3969 | 1256 | 3969 ]
2. | Appointment of regular teachers | 2676 | 3969 | 2616 | 3369

to new schools

3 Appointment of Para teachers 800 3969 800 3969
(Vidya Volunteers) to new
_ ___|schools S R S N R
4 | Setting  up  of Alternative 875 | 2754 | 631 1728
_ ___ | Schools and Maabadi Schools . L B D
5 Appointment  of  Alternative 875 | 2754 | 631 1728
_ Schools Instructors ) B T L
6 Establishing Early Childhood 2051 4024 | 2051 4024

| Education Centres

7 Establishing Mandal Resource 254 739 254 739
_ _ |Centres S L]
8 Constitution of Primary School 10406 | 34361 | 10216 | 33314

| Committees .| {4 4 ]



GER: The GER in the year 2001-2002 stood at 93.44 per cent in the DPEP-I districts
and 107.56 per cent in DPEP-II districts.

NER: The NER in the year 2001-2002 stood at 90.60 per cent in the DPEP-I districts
and 93.04 per cent in the DPEP-I! districts.

Retention: The retention rate in the year 2001-2002 was 88.10 per cent as against
86.60 per cent in the year 2000-2001 in the DPEP-| districts  In the District Primary
Education Programme Il districts, the rate of retention in the year 2001-2002 was 69 .45
per cent as against 66 03 per cent in the year 2000-2001.

i PLANNING PROCESS

Andhra Pradesh DPEP has initiated an intensive participatory planning
process for the preparation of annual plans by involving grass root level functionanes
The State and District's AWP&B clearly indicate the planning process adopted at
different levels. Andhra Pradesh DPEP is in keeping with the decentralized planning
and appraisal process has brought out excellent documentation in this years Annual
Work Plan. The targets have been fixed keeping in view the requirements. The planning
team at different ievel interacted with stakehalders and identified the need, formulated
strategies and developed the plans. Convergence plan for the state is well defined
thought out.

v APPRAISAL REPORT

In keeping with the process of decentralization in DPEP, the appraisal of
AWP&B 2002-2003 has been done by the State. The State Appraisal Team based on
the guidelines outlined in the 'AWP&B Preparation & Appraisal Manual' appraised the
plan to ensure conformity with DPEP guidelines The appraisal was conducted by the
State Appraisal Mission constituted by the State.

The Bureau and TSG carried out sample appraisal of two districts -

Vizianagaram from DPEP | and Nizamabad from DPEP Il The State Component Plans
of DPEP | & Il were also reviewed.

Vv Thrust Areas of the Plans 2002-03

\/
L 44

Building database at various levels for effective planning, implementation and
monitoring.



L2 Introducing learning guarantee scheme on a voluntary basis where schools
would give guarantee to the parents’ for the achievement of required
competencies to the children based on their class and age.

< Development of lists of out of school children name-wise along with family
background and nature of child labour so as to set targets and initiate suitable
action for their schooling.

. Improving home school links. Involving the teacher in activities like meeting the
parents, community members, self-help groups, youth volunteers and others in
the village for good community contact.

X Attendance monitoring of pupils and teachers by MRPs
X Academic monitoring of schools by DIET staff. Categorization of schools into

ABC categories based on performance to measure the process of quality
improvement in schools, and providing on the job support to the teachers of B&C
categories of schools for improvement.

02
2

L >

Survey in the Urban Slums and development of lists of out of school children and
conduct residential and non-residential bridg» courses for them.

02
2

L >

Development of database for in school and the out of school special children ie
Visual, Hearing impaired, Orthopedic and Mentally Retarded.

02
2

L >

Supply of aids and appliances to the special children with the convergence with
State Govt. and NGOs.

o Mainstreaming of disabled Out of School children who have rever been enrolled
through residential bridge courses

02
2

L >

Development of bridging material for the children and Teachers in various tribal
dialects for meaningful language transaction as well as development of special
package for tribal teachers keeping in view their needs and requirements along
with enhancement of training duration.

2

Sensitization of print and electronic media at the regional level, focussing on
issues like child labour, education of girls, education of minorities etc.

Comments and observatiorns on AWP&RB 2002-2003
General
1 In Andhra Pradesh, physical contingencies were approved for both DPEP-| and

DPEP-II districts. If these contingencies are proportionately added to the baseline
EFC approved cost district-wise, the total project cost for each district works out



to be more than Rs. 40 crores. However, since the DPEP guidelines hawe
imposed a ceiling limit of Rs. 40 crores expenditure for each DPEP district,
relaxation by Secretary (EE&L) and FA is required to be given.

The target of opening of new primary schools under both DPEP | and DPEP |
has already been met by the State but at the primary level, AP-DPEP plams
reflect that there are still unserved habitations where primary schools do not exist
within a radius of one kilometer. However, it has been observed that in most of
the district the gaps at the primary level are proposed to be filled in by opening
new schools under SSA In some districts, primary schools are proposed to be
opened under DPEP and SSA both. In the district of Nizamabad under DPE P
Phase |l for which the project period extends upto June 2004, the new schoolls
for the year 2002-03 are proposed to be undertaken under SSA and not under
DPEP. PAB may like to take a view on this issue

Detailed observations

State Component Plan Phase |

Procurement

1.

The management cost approved by EFC is Rs. 255 lakhs against which Rs.
444 35 lakhs has already with incurred upto 31® March, 2002. A further outlay of
Rs. 102.30 lakhs has been proposed for the current year bringing the total
management cost till the end of the current year at Rs. 546 65 lakhs. This is in
excess of the EFC approved management cost by Rs. 291.65 lakhs. This
excess may be disallowed.

An outlay of Rs. 10.80 lakhs has been proposed for the current year's plan under
project management for hiring of 6 vehicles. Against the authorised ceiling of
maximumn 5 vehicles to be provided at the State level (according to the DPEP
guidelines), there is a proposal for hiring of 6 vehicles for DPEP-I| districts and
therefore, only 5 vehicles may be allowed.

An outlay of Rs. 1.82 lakhs has been proposed for printing of school committee
calendars under the intervention of community mobilisation and participation. It
Is to be noted however, that printing of calendars is not covered under DPEP
guidelines and the same was observed in audit by Director General of Audit,
Central Revenues.

Certain other activities under interventions like pedagogy, community
mobilisation, project management and MIS seem to have been budgeted on the
higher side (for instance, an outlay of Rs. 2.5 lakhs has been proposed under the
intervention of ECCE for printing and supply of laminated cards on school
readiness activities). Such activities should be reconsidered by the State.



The budget allocated for alternative schooling in DPEP-I districts is Rs. 2.07
lakhs. However, the issue of sustainability of Alternative Schools has to be
seriously debated. In order to sustain alternative schools, it is essential to
upscale the alternative schools. The status of the children who have completed
2 years of schooling needs to be decided immediately. Either alternative schools
have to be upgraded gradually upto 5™ standard, or it may be ensured that the
children who have completed class Il are able to enroll in the nearby regular
schools.

Out of Rs. 4.01 lakhs sanctioned for alternative schooling activities in the year
2001-02, Rs 3 .80 lakhs have remain unspent and only Rs. 0 20 lakhs have been
spent. No reasons have been given for such low levels of expenditures.

All the activities proposed in the current y2ar (2002-03) are, consequently fresh
activities taken up, and not spill overs from the last year.

3,382 AS and 2,367 Maabadis were planned last year, against which 2,352 AS
and 398 Maabadis were opened. There was a short fall of about 33% in case of
AS and almost 90% in case of Maabadis. This short fall should be accorded
special attention so as to fill in the gaps this year.

Pedagogy

1

1.

The expenditure on pedagogy and school improvement activities have been
considerably low with respect to the amount sanctioned for these activities in the
year 2001-02 (Rs. 17.557 lakhs spent against Rs. 107.483 lakhs sanctioned)
Daspite such a lot of savings, the current year planned proposes of financial
outlay of Rs. 87 262 lakhs. The State should examine its capacity to spend such
a large amount.

The State can initiate small scale pilot projects in the aieas of multi-grade/ multi-
level teaching, school improvement programme, pupils' evaluation etc. It is
important to note that the state has good examples before them in the form of
Rishi Valley Institute for educational resources.

ommunity Mobilisation

Out of the total of Rs. 6792 lakhs sanctioned for community mobilisation
activities in the year 2001-02, only Rs. 0.777 |lakhs were spent The reason for
inability of the State to spend the planned amount has not been given.

A total outlay of Rs. 768 lakhs has been proposed for the activities for the
current year Keeping in mind the low expenditure of the sanctioned amount last
year, it is not known whether Rs. 7.68 lakhs can be properly utilised this year.



Media

lhe activity 'Computerization of Bio-data forms of school committee members'
has b=en budgeted for Rs. 1.04 fakhs. This seems to be considerably on the

higher side.

The activity 'Printing of monitoring forms of monthly meeting of school
committees' has been budgeted for Rs. 3.90 lakhs. This seems to be
exceptionally on the higher side and requires modification.

The cumulative media budget for DPEP phase | is Rs. 27.23 lakhs which seems
to be on the higher side as against 30.120 lakhs provisioned for last year, Rs.
19.51 lakhs remains unutilised. Also substantial outlays have been proposed for
ardvertisements and notifications, documentation of success stories, empowering
by educaticin special issue on Education by Indian Express Group, etc. needs to
be scaled down

An activity ‘procurement of digital Handicam' has been listed within the state plan
of DPEP-I. The reason for this procurement is not clear. Rs. 1.5 lakhs have been
budgeted for this activity, so it could be beneficial if the reasons for the
procurement of this instrument would have been explained in the plan.

The activity ‘workshop for development of banners, poster, etc’ seems to be over
budgeted. The cost of this activity could be considerably downsized.

Girls Education

1.

N
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The total budget for the year 2002-03 for Girls Education is Rs. 7.615 lakhs .
The budget seems to be on a higher side for activity of printing of the leaflets,
brochures, posters, souvenirs, etc. The financial outlay for this activity is Rs.
400 lakhs which can be scaled down

All other activities listed in the plan are also on the higher side and can be scaled
down considerably.

Out of a total amount of Rs. 2.76 lakhs sanctioned last year for ECE activities,
only Rs. 0.14 lakhs was spent. This year the financial allocation for ECE
activities is Rs. 9.42 lakhs. It is doubtful whether the State can utilize the
allocated amount (if sanctioned) through appropriate expenditures.
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Under the intervention MIS, substantial outlay have been proposed in the current
year's plan for procurement of hardware, software, honorarium for computer
personnel etc. Since hardware and software are already in place the need for
the same does not arise It is not understood as to whether the honorarium
proposed for the computer personnel is in addition to their salary. If so, the same
cannot be allowed.

State Component Plan Phase |l
IED

1 A total budget of Rs 8.08 lakhs has been outlayed for Integrated Education
under DPEP Phase |l districts.

2. The Staie is conducting 3 different workshops for preparation of TI.LM for Hi, VI
and MR These could be clubbed into one item and only one workshop could be
conducted, and expenditures could be reduced. Resource persons for different
disabilities could be invited in this workshop and asked to prepare TI.M

3 Similarly 3 orientation workshops for language, maths and science teaching to
disabled children need not be conducted One workshop on have to make
learning effective for children with special needs would be enough Costs could
be scaled down in this manner.

R&E

1. In the fresh plan for DPEP-1I districts a financial outlay of Rs. 32.958 lakhs has
been proposed. The major item of expenditure is the external evaluation of
DPEP by IIM Bangalore which may be allowed.

2 The evaluation study MAS (Mid-term Assessment Study) is the other item which
has a large sum of Rs. 7.06 lakhs proposed for 14 districts as a spillover activity.

AS

1. The budget oulayed for alternative schooling in DPEP-1I districts is Rs 11.013
lakhs However, since the State was unable to spend more than Rs. (0.183 lakhs
out of the total sanctioned amount of Rs. 7.328 lakhs in the year 2001-02, care
should be taken that a similar experience does not take place in the year 2002-
03 as well.

2 Several activities had been budgeted on the higher side. For instance Rs. 1.8
lakhs is proposed to be spent on Zonal Reviews Bi-monthly to NGOs of EGS and
AIE This amount could be scaled down.



Procurement

1.

An outlay of Rs. 10 80 lakhs has been proposed for the curreft year's plan under
project management for hiring of 6 vehicles. Against the afjthorised ceiling of
maximum 5 vehicles to be provided at the State level (accqg:ing to the DPEP
guidelines), the provision made for hiring of 6 vehicles for DPEF -| districts cannot
be allowed.

An outlay ot Rs. 7.5 lakhs has been proposed for consumable%nd stationary. An
additional amount of Rs. 7.5 lakhs has likewise been propose d under DPEP -,
bringing the total outlay to Rs. 15 lakhs which appears to beim the higher side
and needs to be modified.

Under the intervention MIS, substantial outlay have been proppsed in the current
year's plan for procurement of hardware, software, honorafium for computer
personnel etc. Since hardware and software are already in‘place the need for
the same does not arise. It is not understood as to whethpr the honorarium
proposed for the computer personnel is in addition to their salaiv, It so, the same

cannot be allowed.

An outlay of Rs. 77.68 lakhs has been proposed in the curreni vear's plan under
the intervention of Focus Areas [ Groups for child labour Qi exposure visits,
quarterly review meeting, capacity building, campaign material, monitoring,
advertisement etc. Taking into account the physical target of é’gsmall number, the
outlay proposed for these activities seems to be on the higherkeide and needs to

be scaled down.

An outlay of Rs. 10 lakhs has been proposed in the current yeg ‘s plan for water,
telephone and electricity charges. Similar, outlay of Rs. 1 lakhs has been
proposed under DPEP phase | also bringing the total outiay to Rs. 20 lakhs
which appears to be on the higher side and needs maodification|

Community Mobilisation

1.

Media

1.

Out of the total of Rs. 27.338 lakhs sanctioned for commjunity mobilisation
activities in the year 2001-02, Rs. 13.800 lakhs were spenf} The reason for
saving of almost half of the sanctioned amount has not been clgrified.

A total outlay of Rs. 27.878 lakhs has been proposed for tie activities for the
current year. Keeping in mind the low expenditure of the sanglioned amount last
year, care should be taken to implement the planned activities and properly

utilise the proposed amount this year

The cumulative media budget for DPEP phase Il is Rs. 46.00 l!khs



One of the activities in DPEP phase Il is ‘advertising on Child labour through print
media (White Electricity Metre Card). This activity can only be allowed if it is
related to the DPEP i.e. primary education.

An activity has been listed as ‘audio recording children’ (under DPEP- Il). The
nature of this activity is not clear. No details have been provided whatsoever.
Hence may not be allowed.

The activity ‘workshop for development of banners, poster, etc' seems to be over
budgeted. The cost of this activity could be considerably downsized.

Pedagogy

1.

[

The expenditure on pedagogy and school improvement activities have been
considerably low with respect to the amount sanctioned for these activities ir the
year 2001-02 (Rs. 31796 lakhs spent against Rs. 78.893 lakhs sanctioned)
Despite such a lot of amount saved the current year plan proposes financial
outlay of Rs. 29.627 lakhs. The State needs to properly utilise this amount this
year and not let the activities remain unfulfilled.

Fhe State could lay more emphasis on the documentation of good practices in
the different parts of the State in difterent areas of pedagogical renewal e.g. good
teaching learning practices, good teachers, good schooling etc. These should be
meticulously documented and shared with districts inside and outside the State.

Girls Education

m
m
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The total budget for the year 2002-03 for Girls Education is Rs. 9.171 lakhs. The
budget seems to be on a higher side for activity of printing of the leatlets,
brochures, posters, souvenirs, etc. The financial outlay for this activity is Rs
4.00 lakhs which can be scaled down.

Out of a total amount of Rs. 4. 987 lakhs sanctioned last year for ECE activities,
only Rs. 0.442 lakhs was spent. This year the financial allocation for ECE
activities is Rs 196 lakhs. The State should make a more realistic estimation
and accordingly revise the plan.

The merging of ECE centres to ICDS centres should be attempted in order to
ensure sustainability of the ECE centres through the convergence, especially
since DPEP is al the edge of completion



District Component

VIZIANAGARAM PHASE |

IED
1. A total of Rs. 13.73 lakhs was sanctioned last year for IED activities of which Rs.
13.706 lakhs went unspent. Considerable amount of money i.e. Rs. 10.40 lakhs
has been allocated once again this year for the same activities. The State should
take care to properly utilise the allocated amount this year and revise the budget
_ realistically.
R&E

1. Out of the total budget of Rs. 7.48 lakhs senctioned last year only Rs. 2718
lakhs was spent. No money was spent on Cohort stiidies, Action Research and
Training programmes. Similar activities are propased again for 2002-03 with the
budget of Rs. 7.34 lakhs. It is necessary to ensure that these activities are
undertaken and completed and do not remain unimplemented as in 2001-02.

1. The total budget outlay for the current year 18 Rs. 443.274 lakhs, out of which
teachers' salaries account for the bulk of this amount (Rs. 393.048 lakhs). This
amount needs to be considered carefully since it seems to be excessively high.

2. The proposed outlay for residential bndge course - DPIP is Rs. 18.00 lakhs for
two camps. The amount needs to be scaled down. The accepted unit cost is
genuinely Rs. 3000 per child for the bridge course

Procurement

1. EFC approved project cost of the district is Rs. 4006 lakhs. The cumulative
expenditure upto 31™ March, 2002 is Rs 2664.93 lakhs and the outlay including
the spillover for the current year is Rs. 1528 13 lakhs bringing the total
expenditure to Rs. 4193 06 lakhs approved project cost by Rs 1320 06 lekhs.
This will result in exceeding the maximum ceiling limit of Rs. 40 00 crores per
district prescribed in DPPEP guidelines.

Community Mobilisation

1. As against a total of Rs 32.58 lakhs sanctioned last year Rs. 5.927 lakhs was
spent. Huge amounts were saved in activities like 3 days training to HMs and
SEC Chairpersons, working in partnership with NGOs, and Support to school
committee mobilisation.



This year the total estimated financial outlay is of Rs. 9.341 lakhs of which Rs.
4.081 lakhs is for the activity ' 3 days training to HMs and SEC Chairpersons'.
Keeping in view the huge amount unspent for this particular activity last year, the
financial outlay for this activity in the current year should be considered carefully.

Media

3

Out of total Rs. 76,000, no amount had been spent on the activity ‘photo
exhibitions and albums’ last year. Despite this, a fresh proposal of Rs. 38,000
has again been submitted this year for the same activity The reason for this is
not comprehended. No explanations have been provided either.

Rs. 60,000 has been budgeted for the activity ‘documentation of community
participation process’. The nature of this activity is not understood, nor is it
understood what would be the means of documentation, at how frequent
intervals, etc. Rs 50,000 seems to be too high an amount for this activity It
should he downsized

The overall media budget for the current year is of Rs. 5.196 lakhs.

Project Management

1.

Under this intervention a cumulative expenditure of Rs 150.03 lakhs had already
been incurred upto 31.32002 and on outlay of Rs. 33.26 lakhs has been
proposed for the current year. The total budget works out to Rs. 183.29 lakhs.
This exceeds not only the EFC approved management cost but also permissible
ceiling of 6% of the EFC approved project cost Hence the State may only be
allowed to incur expenditure within the ceiling limit of 6% admissible under
management cost.

Pedagoqy

1.

In addition to the school grant @ 2000 per school per annum, and outlay of Rs.
1000 per school for children's literature has also been proposed. Since the
school grant is expected to cover books, journals, furniture and other related
items for improving school facilities, the additional grant of Rs, 1000 per school
cannot be allowed.

An outlay of Rs 7 30 lakhs has been proposed in the current year's plan for
interactive learning material to primary and upper primary school Since, upper
primary schools are not covered under DPEP, the outlay proposed for upper
primary schools should be reduced from the outlay.

An outlay of Rs. 100 lakhs has been proposed in the current year's plan for the
provision of child friendly components @ Rs. 10,000 for a physical targets of

11



1000 schools. As far as possible this expenditure needs to be covered under
the school improvement grant of Rs. 2000 instead of additionality.

Girls Education

1.

The total budget allocated for Girls education last year was Rs. 20.017 lakhs out
of which Rs. 19.469 lakhs went unspent. Care should be taken by the State to
spent the estimated financial outlay this year (Rs. 13.901 lakhs).

One of the activities ' village specific model village' is very ambiguous in nature
and Rs. 1.27 lakhs is the estimated tinancial outlay for this. The activity and the
manner in which costing was done for it, both need to be clarified by the State.

NIZAMABAD PHASE i

AS

1

In the budget of the year 2001-02 only the estimated financial outlay for all
interventions have been depicted and the actual expenditure and the unspent
amount has not been mentioned anywhere. This applies to the intervention
‘access and aliernative schooling' as well.

The estimated financial outlay for the year 2002-03 is Rs. 224 85 lakhs. Al
activities are fresh activities except for one activity 'construction of Vidya Kuteer'.
However, it naeds to be seen how many of these activities can be actually
implemented within this year.

An outlay of Rs. 75 lakhs has been proposed in the current year's plan under the
intervention of access and alternative schooling for residential bridge course
camps @ Rs. 7.5 lakhs per camp for 10 camps. The unit cost of Rs. 7.5 lakhs
per camp is very much on the higher side. Normally, the unit cost for residential
bridge course should not exceed Rs. 3000 per child and hence the budget needs
to be revised by the State.

Community Mobilisation

1.

An outlay of Rs. 28 80 lakhs for support to school committee for mobilisation and
Rs. 11.40 lakhs for community mobilizers to PS to UPS to monitor attendance of
pupil and reduce drop outs has been proposed in the plan. This appears to be
on the higher side and needs cereful consideration. Moreover, any expenditure
on UPS is not covered under DPEP

12 .



Media

1

The costing for the activity ‘documentation of DPEP activities’ seems to be on the
higher side (Rs. 2 lakhs have been budgeted for this activity). This activity
should be scaled down considerably.

An outlay of Rs. 0.30 lakhs has been proposed in the current year's plan under
the Media for printing of academic planners. Since the printing of planners of any
type in DPEP was objected to by audit in the past, this activity should not be
included in the plan.

Out of the activities planned for 2001-02, it is not clear from costing tables which
ones were complei=d  Out of the total budget of Rs. 6.30 lakhs, the table does
rot show the amount that was actually spent. In 2002-03 the budget for R&E is
Rs. 12 27 lakhs.

Pedagocy

1.

In addition to school improvement grant @ Rs. 2000/- per school per annum for
2130 schools amounting to Rs. 42 .60 lakhs, an outlay of Rs. 15.20 lakhs has
been provided for library books to schools under the above intervention. Since
Rs. 2000/- per annum per school is given for improving school facilities such as
books and journal, furniture, health check up, and bettering school environment
etc., library grant to schools should not be included in the plan. This has been
objected to by audit in the past Hence may not be allowed.

An outlay of Rs. 10 lakhs has been proposed in the current year's plan for the
provision of child friendly components @ Rs. 10,000/- = The actual amount works
out to Rs. 100 lakhs and not Rs 10 lakhs as shown in the plan. Normally all
activities related to school improvement are to be included in the school grants
The State may consider taking up these items under school grants as far as
possible

13



DPEP - Andhra Pradesh

Abstracts of Annual Work Plan & Budget 2002-2003

Table - 1

Phase I
e - _ . . __(Rs. in lakhs)
S. Districts/ State AWP&B Expenditure Spillover to Fresh Total
No. Praject Office 2001-2002 during 2001-2002 2002-2003 Proposals AWP&B
N — b — 20022003 | 2002-2003
A _|B ¢ D E 1 F G |
R State Project Office 39044 170 47 12439 ) 30941}  433.80 |
2 Vizianagaran __11@8 35 58531 347.46 1180.66 1528. l2
3 Neliore 1453.16 66026 | 32374 |  1866.69 12190 43 |
4 Kurnool 124340 522.79 17618 | 138838 |  1566.57 |
S [ Karimnagar 1070.27 077 34 81.54 1941.16 2022, 71
6| Warrangal 1347.80 982.60 | 173 44 24084 | 271429
Total 6873.42 | 3598.77 | 122875  9227.14 10422.92 |
Phase 11
, - — — : _ARs. in lakhs)
S. | Districts/State Project | AWP&B 2001- | Expenditure Spillover i Fresh | Totul
No. Office 2002 during 2001- | 2002-2003 Proposals AWP&B
N 2002 2002-2003
A B C D E_ | Fo G ]
1| State Project Office 706 17] 25080 | 7557 57588 651 45
2. | Srikakulam B 1125 60 53544 17369 803.55| 1037 24]
3. Visakhapatnan 107601 344.63 13707 | 97281 1109.89]
| 4. Guntur 1053.76 421.85 32396 = 1383 75 | 1707, 71
5. Prakassam ~1113.78 49828 171.23 152920 | 1700.44]
6 | Chitoor 1096 .02 48592] 11925 1478.06 1597.91]
2 Cuddapah 1000.17 35630 | 16773 ] 132866
8. | AnaNtapur 1093.92 | 22604 19371 154291 |
(9| Mahabub Nagar 890.68 352.93 26398 1772.17
| 10. | Rangareddy 124006 | 45168 24104 100813 12
11, | Medak 103642 | 46249 197 n6e1r |
12. | Nizamabad 96130 30994 4408 1026.37 | 7
13. | Adilabad 135821 51884 | 306.05 | 1562.78 | 1808.83'
| 14. _ | Khaminam 1061.76 { 72397 7618 | 1894 :2_]4___‘ 197042
15, | Nalgonda 1126.98 59558 | 33713 | 125394 15910
[ Total 1594084 | 653476 |  2908.64 |  19369.25 |  22277.9§




( AWP&B 2001-2002 )
Analysis of Civil Works Cost jn DPEP 1 & 11

Table 11

Phase I
_ (Rs. in lakhs)
;.7 District EFC 33.33% of EFC | Cumulative AWPB Total Whether
0. approved approved Cost | Expenditure | 2002-2003 anticipated Exceeds
Cost with with (upto expenditure 33.33 %
contingencies | Contingencies 31.3.2002) upto ceiling limit
[for comet | (330834 3 TN 31.3.2003 (D-G)
Y B Wb | Mpege )l | ) (EfF) f
A B . C D E F G H
.| State 8480 76405 5091 4337 9428  669.77 |
. | Vizianagaram | 943 41 1335.22 | 708.69 379.78 | 1288.47 5281
. | Nellore ~ 981.70 1574111 841.70 74188 | 158358 = -947
Kumool | 985.38 1380.77 | 824.16 55689 | 138105 ~ -0.28
Karimnagar | 1052.33 150021 | 100860 | 50990 ] 15185 __‘ -18.29
Warangal | 106871} 147279 1384 .51 55799 1942.5 -469 71
|| Total - 511633 | 8027.15 |  4818.60 298981 | 780838 | = 224.83
Phase 11
| o . o (Rs._in lakhs)
. District EFC [ 24% of EFC Cumulative AWPB Total Whether !
No. approved approved Cost Expenditure 2002-2003 anticipated Exceeds |
Cost with with (upto expenditure | 24% ceiling
contingencies Contingencies 31.3.2002) upto limit
O" Cord Hieder) 31.3.2003 ™m-(G) |
b X A (E+F) |
B D E F G H -
State 757,56 452.88 14.12 2.34 16.46 436.42 |
Srikakulam 120451 | 1194.06 ~1664.68 25.32 1690.00 __-495.94
Visakhapatnam 121097 | 120245 |  1679.Y8 46.16 1726.14 -523.69
Gumur | 120514 119804 1812.98 10228 191526 | -717.22°
Prakassain  1206.82 120281 179451 | 11443 1908.94 -706.13 |
Chitoor 1205.57 120308 1661.05 7542 | 1736.48 -533.42 |
Cuddapah 1203.40 119533 | 158594 -1 155594 _-360.61
Anatapur ‘ 1208.00 1203.49 1732.67 46.62 _1779.29 -575.8 |
. Mahabub Nagar | 120598 1193.55 1699.92 162.70 1862.62 -669.07
0. | Rangaroddy 1205.41 1182.26 1568.71 226.33 1795.04 -612.78
1. | Medak 1205.95 1201 .45 1768.38 144 .98 1910.36 -708.91 |
2. | Nizamabad B 1207.55 118291 | 1713.63 40.13 1753.76 | _ -570.85
3. | Adilabad 120574  1198.75 | 1604.30 166.47 17170.11 -572.02
4. | Khanunam 1 121044 1190.11 __1740.35 156.06 [  1901.41 -711.3
5. | Nalgonda | 120602 1183.82 1668.32 - 139.03 ~_1807.35 -623.53
Total 16949.06 1718497 23655.59 1448.34 25103.93 -7944.85 ‘
*

(-) Excess over the ceiling limits

(+) Savings over the ceiling limits
Note: No expenditure in excess over and above the ceiling limits of 33.33% for DPEP-I and 24% for DPEP-
11 of the EFC costs are permissible to the State.
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Table - III

DPEP - Andhra Pradesh
Analysis of Expenditure in DPEP Phase I & II
hase 1
~ (Rs. in lakhs)
- District EFC approved Cumulative AWPB Total anticipated Whether
Hlo. Cost with Expenditure 2002-2003 expenditure Exceeds E.F.C.
contingencies (upto 31.3.2002) upto 31.3.2003 Cost (C-F)
I R _ . 1 (D+E) .
L B B C D E F G
[ smie T T[T T 229239 87435]  43380| " 130815| 984.24
). | Vizianagaramn | 400609 | 2658.41 1528.12 | 418653 | @ -180.44
3. | NelMlore | 472281} 288753 ] 219043 | 5077.98_1_74___ -355.17 |
. |Kumeol {44274} 2577137 1566,57 4143.94 | -1.2
p. | Karimnagar 450110} 2705.95 202271 | 472866 @ -227.56 |
b. | Warangal | 441883 342620 2714.29 614049 -1721.66
| [ Total | 2408396 | _ 1512983 | 1045592 | __25585.75 | -1501.79
?hm |
R e (#s. in lakhs) L
S. District EFC approved Cumulative AWPRB 2002- Total Whether
No. Cost with Expenditure 2003 {(D+E) Exceeds EF.C.
S S .| .contingencies | (upto 31.3.2002) 1 Cost (C-F) |
A B C D E F G
1. | State T TIs8728 ] 94984 651.45 1601.29 285.99 |
2. Srikakulam 4975.26 2963.02 1037.24 4000.28 975.00
3. Visakhapatnam 5010.23 2889.86 110989 ~3998.75 1010.48
4. Guntwe | 4992,30 2567.02 1707.76 4274.78 717.52
5. | Prakassam o so1rm 31319 | 1700.44 4832.4 179.33 |
6. Chitoor 5012.17 332332 159791 4921.23 91 54
7. Cuddapah | 498101 { 287415 149640 | 4370.55 810.48
8. Amatagpur | 501456 2832.37 1736.62 4568.99 44557
9. | Mahabub Nagar |  4973.14 288263 | 203616 | 491879 5435
10. | Rangareddy ~ 4926.09 . 2209.44 1249.68 3450.12 _1466.97
11, | Medak 5006.04 2404.25 1454.14 3858.39 ~_1147.65 |
12. | Nizamabad 4928.81 2539.30 1070.45 3609.75 1319.08
 13. | Adilabad 4994.82 2786.14 1868.83 4654.97 339.85
14, | Khammam | 4958.79 3251.76 1970.47 5228.23 -269.44
15. | Nalgonda |~ 4932.60 2994.97 1591.07 4586.04 346.56
Total | 7160543 40606.03 2227796 | 6288389 = 8721.44 |
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Table IV

DPEP - Andhra Pradesh
(AWP & B 2001 -2002)
Analysis of Management Cost in DPEP 1 & II

) (Rs. in lakhs) )
h)istrict Total Project | EFC approved | 6 % of Total | Cumulative AWPB Total Whether |
Cost with Cost with Project Cost | Expenditure 2002- (F+G) Exceeds
Contingencies | contingencies with (upto 2003 6% ceiling
Contingencies | 31.3.2002) limit
I IR N o (E-H)
B C D E F G H I
Swic T [T w3y | 338as| 3754 44935 10230 851,85 | -a14di
Vizianagaram 400609 | 21072 24036 15639 3326 | 18985|  50.71
Nellore | 472281 21063  283.36 201,46 58.44 259.9 23.46
Kurnool 414274 210.45 248 56 86.23 109.29 195.52 53.04
Karimnagar | 450110  — 21065| 27006 | 193.86 5752 | 25138 |  18.68 |
Warangal | 4418 .83 210.33 265.12 218.21 52.25 270.46 -5.34
 Total | 24083.96 1391.13 | 144500 | 1395.52 413.06 | 1808.58 -363.58 |
H
B R e (Rs.inlukhy)
District | Total EFC EFC approved | 6 % of Total | Anticipated TAWPB 1 “Total [ Whether
Approved Cost for Project Cost | Cumulative 2002- (F+G) Exceeds
cost with management | with Expenditure 2003 6% ceiling
Contingencics with Contingencle (upto limit
(R SR . {._contingencies | 31.3.2000) | (E-H)
B | ¢t _..D _ _E __F .G B « I S|
State ] 188728  639.97 11323}  270.24 8430 | 354.54 | -241.31
Srikakulam | 497526 | 14527 ]  29851| 18370 |  47.80 2315 67.01 |
| Visakhapatnam | ,_‘5_91():2_3_# 14529 30061 20807 | 6573 ) 2738,  26.81)
Guntwr 499230 | 13928 ) 29953 17612 | 9499 | 271111 | = 2842
| Prakassam | SO1L73 | 14634  30070| 15067 6348 | 21415  86.55
 Chitoor __,-,r.,u_‘ - 5012.77 | 139.851 ~1300.76 147.15 | 3750 | 18485 i 118.11
(Cuddapah [ 498101 13648  2988G6| 16321 |  66.24 | 22045 69.41
Anatapur 501456 | 14291 300.87 143.05 |  48.82 191.87 | 109
Mahabub Nagar 4973.14 145.21 298.38 14473 5791 202.64 95.74
Rangareddy |  4926.09 14926 29556  133.69 90.42 22411 7145 |
Medak | 5006.04 14917 | 30036 _126.31 74.17 200.48 99.88
Nizamabad | 492881 | 14934 | 29572 163251 4215 205.4 90.32
Adilabad _~__. 49948 6743 299.68 171.12 69.80 240.92 58.76
Khammam [ 495879 | _ 14430 | 297.52 19391 | 5201 24682| 50
Nalgonda _,_____4:)32&9‘[ 141071 29595 160.26 |  63.92 57_7224.18 o nam
Total 7 7160543 | 258117 | 4296.24 | 253548 | 960.14 | 349562 | 800.62 |
* (-) Excess over the ceiling limits

(+) Savings over the ceiling limits
Note: No expenditure in excess over and above the ceiling limits of 6% of the Total Project Cost for Project
Management will be allowed.
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Appendix : XIV

ANNUAL WORK PLAN & BUDGET (AWP&B) FOR 2002-2003

DPEP- UTTAR PRADESH

A. Introduction:

DPEP is being implemented in two stages i.e. DPEP ~ Il and DPEP - III, in
Uttar Pradesh.

DPEP - Ui

DPEP - Il programme was extended to Uttar Pradesh in 15 districts in
September 1997, and will continue upto June 2003. Due to subsequent bifurcation
of three district, the number of districts has increased to 18. Four more districts
viz. Barabanki, Rampur, Bahraich and Shrawasti having very low female literacy
rate have also been taken under DPEP-II from July, 1999. The total project outlay
is Rs. 629.93 crores (567.55 crores for 18 districts and 62.38 crores for three years
for four new districts). The project cost of these four districts for the entire project
period of five years is Rs. 102.38 crores. With additional new districts the tot al
number of districts covered under DPEP-II comes to 22,

DPEP - IIl

DPEP - Il programme was extended to Uttar Pradesh in 1998-99 for the 32
districts. There were 6 more districts in UP DPEP IIl programme which have now
been transferred to Uttaranchal, subsequent to the creation of new State of
Uttaranchal out of Uttar Pradesh. The total EFC approved cost for above mentioned
32 districts is Rs. 77011.12 lakhs.

B. Process of Appraisal.

The district and state plans of UP. DPEP Il and Il were appraised by
SIEMAT Allahabad in Feb and March 2002. During this process many issues and
budget problems were identified and these plans were corrected. The appraisal
done by SIEMAT Allahabad is found to be quite comprehensive. However the
appraisal would benefit if a more comprehensive analysis is undertaken of
expenditure as against approved EFC costs. Particularly, analysis of expenditure
limits for civil works and management needs to be more rigorous. Following the
state appraisal a sample of two plans each from phase II and phase IlI, i.e Bareilly,
Agra, Ballia and Deoria were appraised at national level. Comments of the
appraisal would apply to all plans.



C. Financial:
(Details in tables attached)

The total EFC cost for DPEP-II is Rs. 669.94 crores and Rs. 690.04
crores with 3% price contingencies. The expenditure till March,
2002 was Rs. 488.64 crores, i.e.70.8%. For DPEP-II the State
proposes to spend Rs. 145.98 crores (Rs. 6.50 crores spill over and
Rs. 139.84 crores fresh proposals) in the forthcoming year, which
would bring the total expenditure to 634.62 crores, i.e. 91.9%.

For DPEP-I1], the total approved EFC cost is Rs. 764.26 crores and
Rs, 787.19 crores with 3% price contingency. The expenditure till
March, 2002 was Rs. 322,91 crores i.e. 41.81% of the approved
EFC cost.

D. Comments on Functional Areas:

(i) Process of Planning:

It was found that the districts had attempted to analyse existing
data, take stock of the progress in various functional areas during
the previous years, and identify strategies for the forthcoming
year. However, some district plans such as that of Deoria are
found to be sketchy. .

(ii) Civil Works:

All DPEP-II districts have proposed construction activities up to
33% of project cost. Two conditions that need to be fulfilled for
spending upto 33% on the civil works are: (a) Submitting a
detailed infrastructure plan and (b) 50% expenditure in the non-
civil work - project management category. The previous year,
proposals upto 33% expenditure on civil works were approved
subject to these conditions. On the current year, these conditions
are found to be fulfilled in almost all districts. Bahraich does not
fulfill the criteria of about 50% expenditure in non civil
works/management items, but this should be fulfilled over the
course of this year.

For DPEP-II, funds have largely been disbursed to VECs., The
state needs to ensure that works are coinpleted.



(iit)

Alternative Schooling:

DPEP-1I Districts

e Current coverage under AS in the state is as follows:

Shiksha | Bal Prehar | Maktab/ Rishi Camp | EGS | Total
Garh Shala | Shala | Madarasa | Valley
Operational | 865 175 88 357 169 10 1890 | 3554

¢ The DPEP-II districts have not proposed any new interventions in
the Alternative Schooling as this is the last year of DPEP-IL.
However, the plans is to continue on going AS/EGS centers and
focus on summer camps .

DPEP-III Districts

The plan document states that during 2002-2003 concerted efforts will
be made to open AS/EGS centers in the 32 DPEP-[II districts of the state. The
major activities propused to be carried out this year are:

® & & e o

Micro levels survey of low literacy pockets in the selected
districts with a.view to find out of concentration of
going street and working children from each household.

Identification of child labours/working children who are
not going to school by house survey in child labour
districts viz. Azamgarh, Kanpur Dehat, Agra, Mathura,
Farrukabad, Kannoj etc.

Strengthening of SRG as a measure towards
strengthening of academic support system for effective
implementation of AS/Education models in selected
models,.

Capacity building of District Coordinators and other
functioning of AS unit,

SRG meetings.

Development of TLM.

Training/Orientation of AS functionaries.

Monitoring, Evaluation and Action Researches.

Physical targets for different strategies/activities are not
given,

The total number of children who will be covered is also
not provided,



Budget:

* Provision for the above mentioned activities are made in
the table of Alternative Schooling budget provision for
the year 2002-2003.

* A budget proposal of Rs.15,615 thousand (7,433.00
thousand spill over plus 8,182 thousand fresh proposal)
has been made for different strategies of AS in the state
plan for DPEP-III districts.

= [t is recommended that the state make efforts to
systematize its village records so that the data regarding
out of school children can be updated annually. A
methodology regarding the same has been suggested
from the national level.

(iv) Pedagogy:

e The state had taken several initiatives for quality improvement of
schools. These includes:-

Text book revision.

Teacher Training in a large scale each year.
A new system of pupil evaluation,

A learning improvement programme: VIKALP
School grading.

e While the above activities are appreciated there are
considerable issues that remain at the school level. For this
the following suggestions are made:

* More ‘VIKALP’ like small projects.

* Attention to issues relating to teacher motivation and
attendance.

= Improvements in DIETs and SCERTs.

¢ Teacher recruitinent measures are being taken. Intake of BTC
trained teachers has been increased. Shortfall is to be filled by
appointment of Shiksha Mitras. This is an important issue as the
Hamirpur plan indicated a shortage of almost 50%.

(v) Community mobililzation and participation:

The AWP & B of the state presents a sensible proposition so far as
state level interventions in regard to community participation are
concerned. Apart from continuing with awareness generation
activities like “School Chalo Abhiyan”, the AWP & B aiso proposes
to take up certain fresh activities like:



Publishing regular columns in the newspapers propogating project
messages.

Printing books on success stories.

Regular review of activities.

Refresher orientations to VECs/SRGs.

Orientations to newly elected Gram Sabha members (though not
reflected in the budget proposal).

Habitation wise computerization of micro-planning data.

However, the same are not articulated in the district plans. The
State may ensure that districts take up these systematically.

E.

Proposal :-

It is proposed that AWP&RB for DPEP-II for Rs. 14598.470 lacs and
AWP&B for DPEP-III for Rs.28061.68 lacs may be approved
subject to the comments in the appraisal note. Details as per
statements attached.



ABSTRACT OF AWP &B PROPOSALS (2002-2003)
State - Uttar Pradesh

. ANNEXURE -t
DPEP- Phase il - {Rs. in Lakh)
[7S. [Districts EFC EFC Rev. EFC Cumulative Amount Average | Approved Expen- Antici- | Spill Over Fresh Total Total Total
Cost Cost cost after |Expenditure (2000-2002 | expenditure] AWP&B during pated 12002-2003} Proposal | AWP&B for{ AWP&B as { AWP&B as
{with 3% Jexcess Exp.[ Amount till % of per year upto 2001-02 | amount (Finan. . for 2002-03 %ofav. | %of EFC
pr.Confg, { for DPEP | March'2002 EFC 2001-02 saved outiay) | 2002-03 yea. Expen. Cost

[ A B C D E F G H 1 i) K L M N
[T 1 |Unnao 2389.37 71.68] 2461.05 1175.29 49.19 587.65 1444.23 779.44 291.82 . 99.64 833.88 933.52 39.07
2 {Kanpur (Dehat) 2349.17 70.48] 241965 1271.56 54.13 635.78 1592.90 797.06] 259.97 165.85| °  864.07 1029.92 43.84
3 {Sultanpur 2924.59 87.74] 3012.33 1197.11 40.93 598.56 1603.69 783.12] [ 198.61 170.58 600.26 770.84 26.36
4 {Raibareilly 2465.78 73.97| 2539.75 1190.98 48.30 595.49 1369.65 801.52 233 126.86 740.12 866.98 35.16
5 |Pratapgarh 2602.33 78.07| 2680.40 1276.74 49.06 638.37 1737.18 868.1 854.53 161.22 986.41 1147.63 44 10
6 |Hamirpur 1546.47 46.39] 1592.86 767.27 49.61 383.64 747.69 548.22 77.63 0.00 360.09 360.09 23.28
7 |Jaunpur 3158.67 94.76] 3253.43 1572.54 49.78 786.27 2011.78 1080.7 42.64 0.00 1106.62 1106.62 35.03
8 [Mirzapur 2525.76 75.77f 2601.53 945.03 37.42 472.52 1757.05 665.58 186.25 124.67 970.48 1095.15 43.36
9 |(Fatehpur 2436.45 73.091 -~ 2509.54 1058.99 43.46 529.50 1279.57 771.78 163.76 90.21 666.43 756.64 31.06
10 |Farrukhabad 1873.94 56.22| 1930.16 946.89 50.53 473.45 1139.27 60857 199.4 7.64 387.60 395.24 21.08
11 |Faizabad 1982.19 59471 2041.66 892.93 45.05 446.47 1202.63 599.67( 507.53 322.16 610.33 932.49 47.04
12 jAmbedkar Nagar | 2063.64 6191 212555 1002.12 48.56 501.06f- 1326.82 707.85 236.79 163.96 781.65 945.61 45.82
13 |Etah 2409.51 7229} 2481.80 960.27 39.85 480.14 1600.35 659.47 10.58 10.58 1127.84 1138.42 47.25
14 |Bijnour 2576.39 77.29] 2653.68 1113.61 43.22 556.81 1465.04 756.63 195.59 90.60 690.64 781.24 30.32
15 |Bulandshahar 2803.60 84.11] 2887.71 1141.48 40.71 570.74 1549.07 820.57 97.37 61.71 910.20 971.91 34.67
16 |Muzaffernagar 2677.96 80.34} 2758.30 1008.06 37.64 504.03 1477.92 684.14 450.68 203.41 586.46 789.87 29.50
17 ]Jhansi 1717.30 51.52] 1768.82 856.86 49.90 42843 1181.84 575.78 182.58 136.00 682.50 818.50 47.66
18 [Jalaun 1969.59 59.09] 2028.68 599.27 30.43 299.64 923.38 437.85| 287.29 136.00 608.63 744.63 37.81
19 |Gaziabad 1938.05 57.57} 1976.62 785.85 40.95 392.93 1259.56 495,24 309,79 79.09 689.18 768.27 40.03
20 |Gautambudh N. 1155.44 34.66{ 1190.10 417.73 36.15 208.87 61791 264.66 91.4 28.70 419.34 448.04 38.78
21 [Merrut 1882.07 56.46] 1938.53 739.62 39.30 369.81 1068.53 524.34 212,94 0.00 867.02 867.02 46.07
22 {Baghpat 1277.08 38.31] 1315.39 411.46 32.22 205.73 765.22 242.41 194.21 60.04 471.14 531.18 41.59
23 |Agra 3149.22 94.48| 3243.70 1112.68 35.33 556.34 1961.32 798.27 949.4 322.42 1145.21 1467.63 46.60
24 |Mathura 1880.17 56.41 193658 618.78 32.91 309.39 1132.15 435.01 111.68 92.50 678.07 770.57 40.98
25 [Kushinagar 242467 72.74f 2497.41 1408.17 58.08 704.09 1506.93 947.97 55.44 0.00 592.16 592.16 24.42
26 {Mau 1901.20 57.04] 1958.24 852.24 44,83 426.12 1103.96 613.55 249.03 54.87 458.39 513.26 27.00
27 {Azamgarh 3380.34] 101.41] 3481.75 1670.02 49.40 835.01 2666.22 1275.63{ 1092.95 140.40 927.20 1067.60 31.58
28 |Balha 2656.05 79.68] 2735.73 1235.63 46.52 617.82 1825.27 866.00] 704.32] = 56.00 942.13 998.13 37.58
29 [Ghazipur 2560.44 76.81| 2637.25 1182.76 46.19 591.38 1545.45 837.96 277.61 111.21 734.72 845.93 33.04
30 |Kannauj 1714.14 51.42] 176556 822.20 47.97 411.10] 1223.46 518.76f 258.06 16.04 375.65 391.69 22.85
31 |Mahoba 1396.61 41.90] 1438.51 428.61 30.69 214.31 776.12 303.95| 305.38 85.72 447.71 533.43 38.19
32 Mainpuri 1828.76 54.86| 1883.62 822.99| ... 45.00 411.50] 1105.15 548.15 274.9 56.01 605.86 661.87 36.19
33 [SPO 4828.24] 144.85] 4973.09 1005.38 20.82 502.69; 1808.33 668.45| 145.73 777.48 1242.12; 2019.60 41.83

. |Total 76426.19| 2292.79] 78718.98] 32491.12] 1414.15] 16245.56| 45775.64] 22292.41| 970886 3951.57] 24110.11| 28061.68
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annexure-i{

Rsin facs
- District EFC EFC . 6 % of Cumulative Allocation made for the Total | Expenditure
approved approved EFC approved| Expenditure year 2002-2003 AWP & B till March

Cost Cost Cost upto 2001-02 | Fresh Plan | Anticipated for 2002 +
For Management spill over | 2002-2003 ] S.O.+F.P.

A B c D E F G H
1 |Unnao 238937 143.36 143.36 33.75 2665 0 26.65 504
2 |Kanpur (Dehat) 2349.17 140.95 140.95 31.36 37.19 36 40.79 72.15
3 |Suktanpur 2924.59 175.48 175.48 34.00 27.95 36 31.55 65.55
4 |Raibarreli 2465.78 147 95 147.95 30.00 27 41 1.05 28.46 58.46
5 |Pratapgarh 2602.33 156.14 156.14 37.25 327 11.8 445 81.75
6 |Hamirpur 1546.47 92.79 9279 28.15 35 0 35 64.15
7 {Jaunpur 315867 189.52 189.52 25.03 25.65 0 2565 50.68
8 |Mirzapur 2525.76 151.55 151.55 23.15 17.35 1422 3157 54.72
9 |Fatehpur 2436.45 146.19 146.19 20.11 213 1.07 22.37 42.48
10 |Farrukhabad 187304 112.44 112.44 24.24 23 0 23 4724
11 [Faizabad 1982.19 116.93 118.93 35.26 32.14 545 37.59 72.85
12 |Ambedkar Nagar 2063 .64 123.82 123.82 2236 28.45 0.25 28.7 51.06
13 {Etah 240051 144 57 144 57 3252 38.25 0 38.25 70.77
14 |Bijnour 2576.39 154 58 154.58 2536 7.25 0.25 7.5 32.86
15 |Bulendhshashar 2803.60 168.22 168.22 38.07 2327 0 23.27 61.34
16 |Muzaflernagar 2677.96 160.68 160.68 2747 27.65 0 27.65 54 82
17 |jhansi 1717.30 103.04 103.04 34.00 2597 11.3 37.27 71.27
18 |lalaun 1969.50 118.18 118.18 28 45 2442 0 24.42 52.87
19 |Caziabad 1919.05 11514 11514 37.00 12.76 0 12.76 49.76
20_|Gotambudhnagar 1155.44 69.33 60.33 31.16 23.86 2.05 25.91 57.07
21 |Meerut 1882.07 112.92 112.92 31.26 303 ) 303 61.56
22_|Baghpat 1277.08 76.62 76.62 22.86 27.25 0.64 27.89 50.75
23 |Agra 3149.22 188.95 188.95 35.68 35.06 0 35.96 71.64
24 |Mathura 1880.17 112.81 112.81 25.00 11.62 8.63 20.25 4525
25 |Kushinagar 242467 14548 14548 15.08 33.73 0 33.73 48.81
26 |Mau 1901.20 114.07 114.07 19.00 22.9 0 228 419
27 |Azamgarh 3380.34 202.82 202.82 30.99 22.67 0 22.67 53.66
28 |Ballia 2656.05 159.36 150.36 2523 5058 0 50.58 75.81
29 [Ghazipur 2560.44 153.63 153.63 29.16 33.11 0 33.11 62.27
30 |Kannauj 1714.14 102.85 102.85 32.78 29.07 0 28.07 61.85
31 [Mahoba 1396.61 83.80 83.80 34.26 23.45 45 27.95 62.21
32 |Mainpuri 1828.76 109.73 109.73 26.97 28.75 3.46 32.21 59.18
33 [SPO 4828 24 289.69 289.69 21054 14153 67.8 209.33 419.87
Total 76426.19 458557 4585.57 1138.2 1009.14 139.67] 1148.81 2287.04
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STATEMENT OF CIVIL WORKS COST 2002-2003

STATE-UTTAR PRADESH
Annexure il
Phase -DPEP-l} Rs in facs
District EFC EFC app. [24% of 33 % of Cumulative Aliocation made for the — Expenditure
approved  [forcivl  |EFC app. EFC Expenditure year 2002-2003 Total il March
Cost works Cost app. Cost uoto 2001-02{ Fresh Plan Anticipated 20001 +
spill over S.0.+F.P.
' A B C D E . F G H }

1 Unnao 2389.37 573.45 788.4% 403.87 192.89 56.00 248.89 652.76
2 Kanpur (Dehat) 2349.17 563.80 775.23 569.31 0 135.91 135.91 705.22
3 Sultanpur 2924.59 701.90 965.11 332.36 77.7 138.20 215.90 548.26
4 Raibarreli 2465.78 591.79 813.71 380.68 36.52 90.00 126.52 5072
5 Pratapgarh 2602.33 624.56 858.77 486.45 2474 75.92 323.32 809.77
6 Hamirpur 1546.47 371.15 510.34 414 14 30.60 0 30.60 444,74
7 Jaunpur 3158.67 758.08 1042.36 590.71 42.0 0.0 42.0 632.71
8 Mirzapur 2525.76 606.18 833.50 345.22 188.30 0.00 -188.30 §33.52
9 Fatehpur 2436.45 584.75 804.03 418.33 125.75 50.44 176.19 594.52
10 Farrukhabad 1873.94 44975 618.40 468.54 0.00 15.28 15.28 483.82
11 Faizabad 1982.19 475.73 654.12 363.63 15.50 278.92 . 294 42 658.05
12 Ambedkar Nagar 2063.64 495.27 681.00 395.15 89.65 96.20 185.85 581
i3 Etah 2409.51 578.28 795.14 233.49 169.10 0.00 169.10 402.59
14 Bijnour 2576.39 618.33 850.21 428.98 11.46] 79.40 90.86 519.84
i5 Bulandshehar 2803.60 672.86 925.19 46849 132.30 131.78 264.08 732.57
16 Muzaffernagar 2677.96 642.71 883.73 394,62 157.02 178.66 335.68 730.3
17 Jhansi 1717.30 412.15 566.71 344,66 48.00 96.70 144.70 489,39
18  {Jalaun 1969.59 472.70 649.96 128.26 128.24 136.00 264.24 392.5
19 Gaziabad 1919.058 460.57 633.29 358.89 182.00 50.00 232.00 590.89
20 Gautambudh Nagar 115544 277.31 381.30 201.38 102.96 0.00 102.96 304.34
21 Meerut 1882.07 451.70 621.08 268.58 347.79 0.00 347.79 616.37
22 Baghpat 1277.08{ 306.50 421.44 177.81 125.50 52.30 177.80 355.61
23 Agra 3149.22 755.81 1039.24 41542 195.37 311.22 506.59 922.01
24 Mathura 1880.17 451.24 620.46 1719 152.22 91.00 243.22 415.12
25 Kushinagar 2424.67 581.92 800.14 661.18 0.00 0.00 0.00 661.18
26 Mau 1901.20 456.29 627.40 336.75 42.84 3466 77.50 41425
27 Azamgarh 3380.34 811.28 1115.51 815.9 159.60 132.40 292.00 907.9
28 Ballia 2656.05 637.45 876.50 44795 107.10 56.00 163.10 611.05
29 Ghazipur 2560.44 614.51 844.95 387.06 29.77 70.00 99.77 486.83
30 Kannauj 1714.14 411.39 565.67 347.12 0.00 16.04 16.04 363.16
31 Mahoba 1396.61 335.19 460.88 156.7 64.58 65.60 130.18 286 .88
32 Mainpuri 1828.76 438.90 603.49 305.48 10.20 51.70 51.90 367.38
33 SPO 4828.24 1158.78 1593.32 2479 0.00 58.85 58.85 83.64
Total 76426.19 18342.29 25220.64 12043.8 3212.36 2549.18 5761.54 17805.34
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ABSTRACT OF AWP&B PROPOSALS 2002-2003

Annexure-!
STATE ; UTTAR PRADESH
DPEP Phase - Il {Rs.In Lacs)
Sl.{ State / District EFC EFC Revised EFC | Cumulative Amount Average | Approved [ Expend. [Anticipated|Spilt Ovet to] Fresh Total Total Total AWP&B
No. Cost | Cost(with] costaftr |Expenditure (1997-2002) | expend.| AWP&S8 during | Amount | 2002-2003 | proposal |AWP&B for] AWP&B as %| as % of EFC
3% Price | excass expen. | Amount till | % of EFC | per year upto 2001-02 } saved {Financiatl |for 2002-03] 2002-03 | of av.Yearly Cost
Contg.} (For DPEP) | March'2002 2001-02 outiay) S.0.+F.P. | expenditure
A B Cc D E F G H i J K L M N
1|Maharajganj 3640.202| 109.206| 3749.408[ 2689.74 73.89{ 537.95 3019.09] 933.79 118.34 0.00] 652.93 652.93 17.82 17.94
2[Siddharth Nagar | 3968.423] 119.053] 4087.476] 2064.49 74.70] 592.90 3149.13]  860.92 54.04 13.87 982.90 996.77 18.83 25,12
3|Gonda* 3953.034] 118.591{ ' 4071.625{ 3518.92 89.02] 703.78 4149.03f 1140.35 385.14 7.74 221.01 228.75 16.96 5.79
4|Badaun 3916.572] 117497 4034068 306273 78.20] 61255 3390.70] 1169.92 173.18 0.00 807.56 807.56 18.07 20.62
Silakhimpur Kheri | 3977.019] 119.311{ 4096.330] 2994.95 75.31] 598.99 3452.45| 1020.80 212.25 4.03 818.40 82243 17.35 20.68|
6|Lalitpur 2381.103 71.433] 2452536 1574.37 66.12f 314.87 1756.44| 521.61 54.94 0.00 503.44 503.44 17.93 21.14]
7{Pilibhit 3027.462 90.824] 3118.286] 2138.60 70.64] 427.72] -~ 2297.79; 785.35 48.66 1.58 684.32 685.90 18.61 22 66|
8iBasti** 3995.767] 119.873] 4115840| 3239.61 81.08] 647.92 4256.30] 1336.93]  530.35 30.08 443.28 473.36 15.22 11.85
9|Moradabad*** 3893.006f 116.790| 4009.796| 3438.85 88.33] 687.77 3763.18] 1199.84 313.61 313.61 18.28 8.06
10{Shahjahanpur 3935.223; 118.057] 4053.280] 3153.92 80.15] 630.78 3585.30] 1110.74 134.41 778.90 778.90 17.59 19.79]
11{Sonbhadra 3141.245 94.237] 3235.482| 2029.87 64.62| 40597 2630.26] 74585 31434 2464} 1072.95] 1097.58 1543 34.94
12|Deoria 3878.019] 116.341] 3994.360] 3064.86 79.03] 612.97|  3401.37] 1041.98 58.33 768.20 768.20 18.02 19.81
13|Hardoi 3937.625; 118.129] 4055.754| 3392.05 86.14| 678.41 4128.02] 977.87 536.70 545.55 545.55 16.43 13.85,
14|Bareilly 3795.631] 113.869] 3909.500| 2859.55 75.34| 5719 2934.54] 911.51 70.46 903.07 903.07 19.49 23.79
15|Firojabad 2765.004 82.9501 2847.954| 1963.03 71.00) 392.61 2060.07] 662.57 20.05 20.05 620.81 640.86 19.06 23.18
16|Rampur 2399.710 71.991)  2471.701 1144.36 47.69f 228.87 1778.11] 534.22 253.63 76.75 543.47 620,22 12.87 25.85
17|Barabanki 3852.200| 115.566{ 3967.768] 1918.11 49.79| 383.62 2542.35| 853.17 328.85 112.46 975.07] 1087.53 15.09 28.23
18{Bahraich*** 3987.070) 119.612] 4106.682] 2409.03 60.42) 481.81 3004.59| 1361.38 214.77 30.30 547.90 578.20 16.04 14.50}
19{S.K Nager 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 14,78 239.22 254.00 0.00 0.00
20[J.P.Nager 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 135.53 135.53 0.00 0.00
21{Shrawasti 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.20 304.23 304.43 0.00 0.00
22|Balrampur 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 198.26 198.26 0.00 0.00
23|S.P.0. 2549.709 76.491| 2626.200] 1307.18 51.271 261.44 2527.80] 331.81 114.68 313.96 887.43] 1201.39 10.34 47.12
Total 66994.024] 2009.821] 69003.845| 48864.23 9772.85 57826.52] 17500.61] 3623.12 650.440] 13948.040| 14598.470

o

Gonda also includes the EFC cost of Balrampur.
Basti also includes the EFC cost of S.K.Nager .

*** Moradabad also includes the EFC cost of J.P.Nager.
**** Bahraich also includes the EFC cost of Shrawasti.



STATEMENT ON CIVIL. WORKS COST 2002-2003 Annexure-lil
DPEP -1}
Phase - li {Rs.In Lacs)

Si. | State / District EFC EFC app. {24% of EFC{ 33 % of | Cumulative |Allocation made for the Total Expenditure till

No. approved for Civil | approved EFC Expenditure| year 2002 - 2003 March'2002+

Cost Works Cost approved {upto 2001-02( Fresh Plan| Anticipated S.O+F.P.
Cost Spitlover
A B C D E F G H

1|Maharajganj 3640.202 873.648 873.648| 1201.267 894.84 0.00 894.84
2|Siddharth Nagar 3968.423 952,422 952422 1309.580 883.32 0.00 883.32
3!Gonda* 3953,034 948.728 948.728] 1304.501 916.24 0.00 916.24
4{Badaun 3916.572 939.977 939.977{ 1292.469 1079.78 0.00 1079.78
5|L.akhimpur Kheri 3977.019 954 485 9544851 1312.416 888.90 0.00 888.90
6{Lalitpur 2381.103 571.465 571.465 785.764 493.33 10.00 10.00 503.33
71Pilibhit 3027.462 726.591 726.591 999.062 730.37 0.00 730.37
8|Basti** 3995.767 958 984 958.984] 1318.603 1037.13 0.00 1037.13
9{Moradabad*** 3893.006 934.321 934.321] 1284.692 993.72 0.00 993.72
10{Shahjahanpur 3935.223 944 .454 944 454] 1298.624 1141.44 0.00 1141.44
11]Sonbhadra 3141.245 753.899 753.899] 1036611 676.52 10.00 10.00 686.52
12{Deoria 3878.019 930.725 930.725! 1279.746 1082.05 0.00 1082.05
13{Hardoi 3937.625 945.030 845.030] 1299.416 g972.73 0.00 972.73
14{Bareilly 3795.631 910.951 910.951] 1252.558 819.39 0.00 819.39
15|Firojabad 2765.004 663.601 663.601 912.451 559.60 20.00 20.00 579.60
16{Rampur 2399.710 575.930 575.930 791.904 561.50 71.15 71.15 632.65
17{Barabanki 3852.200 924,528 924 .528] 1271.226 797.24 143.12 46.80 189.92 987.16
18{Bahraich**** 3987.070 956.897 956.8971 1315.733 1098.60 ‘ 23.50 23.50 1122.10§
19{S.K.Nager 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00
20)J.P.Nager 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00
211Shrawasti 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00
22{Bairampur 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00}
23{S.P.O. 2549.709 119.100 611.930{ - 841.404 28.00 0.00 28.00
Total 66994.024] 15585.736] 16078.566] 22108.028 15654.70 22427 100.30 324.57 15979.27|

*

*k

ik
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Gonda also inciudes the EFC cost of Balrampur,

Basti also includes the EFC cost of S.K.Nager.

Moradabad also includes the EFC cost of J.P.Nager.
*** Bahraich also includes the EFC cost of Shrawasti.



STATEMENT ON MANAGEMENT COST 2002-2003 Annexure-|

DPEP -1l
Phase - Il (Rs.n Lacs)
Si. State / District EFC EFC approved| 6% of EFC | Cumulative |Allocation made for the Total Expenditure till
No. approved Cost for approved Expenditure year 2002 - 2003 AWPEB March'2002+
Cost Management Cost upto 2001-02 [ Fresh Plan | Anticipated for S.O+F P,
Spillover | 2002-2003
A B c D E F G H

1|Maharajganj 3640.202 218.41 218.41 85.28 35.10 35.10 - 120.38
2[Siddharth Nagar 3968.423 238.11 238.11 99.18 34.98 34.98 134.16
3|Gonda* 3953.034 237.18 237.18 110.14 31.92 31.92 142.06
4!Badaun 3916.572 23499 234,99 93.75 27.25 27.25 121.00
5|Lakhimpur Kheri 3977.019 238.62 238.62 91.00 23.70 23.70 114.704
6(Lalitpur 2381.103 142.87 142.87 55.00 29.05 29.05 84.05
7|Pitibhit 3027.462 181.65 181.65} ° 70.00 35.42 . 158 37.00 107.00
8|Basti** 3995.767 239.75 239.75 84.25 20.75 12.29 33.04 117.29
9(Moradabad*** 3893.006 233.58 233.58 102.56 16.30 16.30 118.86
10[Shahjahanpur 3935.223 236.11 236.11 94.73 41.72 41.72 136.45
11|Sonbhadra 3141.245 188.47 188.47 64.36 21.73 2.03 23.76 88.12
12{Deoria 3878.019 232.68 232.68 92.92 19.90 19.90 112.82
13{Hardoi 3937.625 236.26 .236.26 114.00 48.05 48.05 162.05
14|Bareilly 3795.631 227.74 227.74 92.00 30.55 30.55 122.55
15{Firojabad 2765.004 165.90 165.90 65.00 28.55 0.05 28.60 93.60
16jRampur 2399.710 143.98 143.98 36.00 26.30 0.00 26.30 62.30
17|Barabanki 3852.200 231.13 231.13 53.60 40.53 12.51 53.04 106.64
18|Bahraich**** 3987.070 239.22 239.22 52.00 29.50 0.00 29.50 81.50
191S K.Nager 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.40 6.04 19.44 19.44
20{J.P.Nager 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00 13.05 13.05 13.05
21|Shrawasti 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00 2043 0.00 2043 20.43
22|Balrampur 0.000 0.00 0.00 0.00 1415 14.15 14.15
23|S.P.O. 2549.709 152.98 152.98 138.36 86.07 35.41 121.48 259.84
~ Total 66994.024 4019.64 4019.64 1594.13 688.40 69.91 758.31 2352 44|

Gonda also includes the EFC cost of Balrampur

**  Basti also includes the EFC cost of S.K.Nager

*** Moradabad also inciudes the EFC cost of J.P.Nager
Bahraich also includes the EFC cost of Shrawasti
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Appendix - XV

Appraisal Note-Uttaranchal
AWP&B 2002-03

Introduction:

o DPEP-HlI was launched in 38 districts of Uttar Pradesh in April, 2000,

Subsequent to creation of the new State of Uttaranchal from Uttar Pradesh, six
DPEP-Iil districts of erstwhile Uttar Pradesh have been transferred to
Uttaranchal. 'The six districts that are now in Uttaranchal DPEP-iIl are
Bageshwar, Champawat, Pithoragarh, T'ehri, Uttar Kashi and Haridwar.

o ‘The six DPEP districts of Utturanchal will complete implementation on
March, 2005.

e EFC approved project cost for DPEP in Uttaranchal is Rs.8303 lakhs.

Process for Appraisal:

e The state did not make available its appraisal report. The state appraisal is
being done by NIAR. The state is strongly advised to take up the appraisal
process on time in the torthcoming year.

o Two district plans, i.e. Uttar Kashi and Champawat were appraised in detail at
the national level. The comments made for these districts would apply to

all and the state may take cognizance of the same.

Financial and Management Issues:-

(Detailed fimancial tables may be seen in annexure)

o The project cost of the districts of Uttaranchal ranges from Rs.8 crores to
Rs.18 crores, which is much less than most DPEP plans.
e The expenditure so far is Rs.2623.33 lakhs, i.e. 31.6%. The state would need

to increase its pace of implementation and expenditure.



o The expenditure so far is Rs.2623.33 lakhs, i.e. 31.6%. The state would need
to increase its pace of implementation and expenditure.

» 30 posts have been approved for the state office, but only 15 have been filled
up so far. In order to implement DPEP programmes effectively, the state may
fill up these vacancies at the earliest.

e The overall expenditure on management + current year's expenditure is below

6%.

State level interventions

e According to the perspective plan, the amount allocated for the state level
intervention is Rs.9.74 crore of which Rs.56.93 lakhs has been incurred
during 2001-2002. An outlay of Rs.353.55 lakhs has been proposed for

the current year which is within the ceiling.

¢ DPEP guidelines one vehicle for SPD and two vehicles for common pool
at SPO. An outlay of Rs.7.45 lakhs has been proposed for the cutrent year
for the purchase of vehicles at State Project Office. However, the number
of vehicles to be purchased has not been indicated. During last year, an
outlay of Rs.4.25 lakhs was proposed of which Rs.3.80 lakhs was spent on
the procurement of vehicles. Since DPEP guidelines envisages a
provision of only 3 vehicles at state project office, it should be ensured
that the number of vehicles should not exceed the entitlement.

» An outlay of Rs 15 lakhs has been proposed during the current year for
consultancy/professional fee. It should be ensured that the Bank's
guidelines for selection and employment of consultants are strictly

followed.

Champawat District

(i) An outlay of Rs.2 lakhs has been proposed in the current year's plan under
BRC for purchase of 4 two-wheelers for BRC. The entitlement of one vehicle

for 4 BRUs has been prescribed in the DPEP guidelines. In last year's
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appraisal two two-wheelers were approved against each vehicle. District
Champawat has proposed one two wheeler for each block. This may be
approved, as each BRC would need its own vehicle.

(i) The EFC approved project cost is Rs.847.82 lakhs against which the
cumulative expenditure upto March,2002 is Rs.273.78 lakhs and outlay of
Rs.281.31 lakhs has been proposed in the current year which is within the
ceiling of EFC approved project cost.

(ili)  24% of the EFC approved project cost for civil works is Rs.203.48 lakhs
against which a cumulative expenditure of Rs.86.46 lakhs was incurred upto
March 2002 and outlay of Rs.100.53 lakhs has been proposed during the
current year which is within the ceiling.

(iv)  An outlay of Rs.22.51 lakhs has been proposed during the current year
bringing the total amount to Rs.60.77 lakhs which is in excess of the 6%
ceiling by Rs.10.16 lakhs.

Uttarkashi District

(i) I'he total expenditure so far is Rs.381.92 lakhs, Civil Works expenditure is
within ceiling. An outlay of Rs.424.17 lakhs has been proposed which is

within the ceiling of EFC approved project cost.

D. Functional area-wise comments:-

(i) Planning.

o The plans indicate that a consultative process of planning has been followed,
with involvernent of local elected representatives.
¢ The district plans indicate systematic planning for universalizing access

including openir{g of new schools, EGS and AS centres.
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(i)  Alternative Schooling

e The general scenario regarding AS centres is as follows:
s 395 EGS centres are functional in un-served habitations covering 9624
children.
» 26 AS centres are operational covering 755 children.
» In the state plan, provision has been kept for SRG, district coordinators
meetings, workshops etc. A survey of urban areas of district Haridwar has

been proposed.
District Uttarkashi

e 60 new EGS schools (Vidya Kendras) are proposed.

e | month training for 60 new Acharyaji (EGS teachers) and 15 days training
for 66 old Acharyaji.

¢ 8 Rishi Valley Education Centre have been proposed.

Budget provision has been made for following activities/items:-

¢ Honorarium of Acharyaji @ Rs.1000/month for 126 Acharyaji.
¢ Education materials for EGS schools @ Rs.2350/ school.

e Textbooks for children @ Rs.1000/schools.

e Contingency @ Rs.500/school/year.

¢ Training of instructors.

e For 5 RVECs a sum of Rs.6965 has been budgeted.
Districi-Champawat

e 45 EGS and 11 Alternative Schools are operational in the district.
e 4 new Alternative Schools and 10 new E(S have been proposed.

e The list of villages where EGS will be opened is yet to be finalised.
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o During the year 2002-03 following activities have been proposed and budget

provision for these activities has been made in the AWP & B,

honorarium of instructor @ Rs.1000/per month.

TLM for EGS and AS schools @ Rs.2350/per school/per year.
Free textbook for children @ Rs.1000/per year/per school.
Pre-service and In-service training for EGS and AS teachers.

Contingency amount @ 500/per centre/per year.

o A sum of Rs.9,65,260 has been budgeted for all the above activities.

o The state has not budgeted for TLM grant and School Improvement Grant for
EGS and AS schools.

(i)  Pedagogy

e The plan mentions that a coordinated plan of action was developed to cover the

following key area of pedagogical renewal:-

Improving the curriculum and textbooks

Changing teacher style and practices

Enhaucing teacher motivation and competence
Strengthening academic support to teachers

Promoting joyful, child-centred and activity based learning

Providing education to special focus group

e Accordingly in 2001-2002 the state had carried out the following activities.

1. Formation, visioning and conceptual orientation of State Resource Group.

2. Tool development by SRG for school grading and improvement.

3. Two internal missions conducted to study educational scenario in selected

districts, assess achievement levels at schools and share findings.

4, Development of Teacher Training module and orientation of 95% teachers
in six DPEP districts.
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Appointment and orientation of BRC/NPRC coordinators.

Teachers and schools provided with TLM and improvement grants
respectively.

Teachers encouraged through TLM meals to design innovative TLMs.
Curriculum based on local specific inputs designed in collaboration with
resourceful NGOs and TSG (DPEP).

Workshops conducted to build the capacity of Academic Resource

institutions.

o 1n 2002-2003 the state plan proposes to carry out the following major activities:

A

8.
9.

Second round of teacher training based on the module developed by SRG.
Weeklong orientation of BRCCs & NPRCCs.

Tool development for Continuous and Comprehensive Evaluation.

MGT piloting in 5 selected schools each of six districts.

Periodic meetings of SRG to review and plan for regular pedagogical
improvement.

Internal monitoring missions for quality impfovement.

Research studies to be conducted for need assessment in different areas of
TLP and school management.

Exposure visits to different educational resource centres in different states.

Mid Term Assessment study to measure the achievement level of children.

10. Textbook development basing on the revised curriculum.

11. Research studies in the following areas:-

a) Social acceptability of govt. primary schools in comparison to
other schools.
b) Relation between enrolment and completion rate of primary

schooling.

e On the whole the state appears to be in a hurry to achieve a lot within a short period.

More care and preparation appear to be needed regarding the textbook development

and their scrupulous trialling. The state can develop good quality textbooks by
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looking at the textbooks and their development r;rocess in different DPEP states. The
state can take the help of experienced textbook writers in different subject areas for

better results.

e The state can plan for orientation programmes like Resource Enrichment Programme
for its SRG. Such a programme can contribute substantially and philosophically to

good quality teacher training, textbook development and other TL.M development.

e The exposure visits to different educational resource centres need to be carried out

with a thorough planning and preparation for better achievement.

e The state can also plan to invite resourceful teachers/teacher trainers/planners from
other DPEP states by organizing specific seminars and workshops on different areas

of pedagogy.

Although it is important of base the interventions on the learnings from the parent
state, but in light of the above issues it may be pertinent to strike a note of caution that the

state should also chart out its own path suiting the local needs.

1t would help:

®* To undertake a need assessment of the ground reality through action
research studies in identifled areas related to quality.

e To strongly develop the academic support system comprising NPRC, BRC
and DIETSs,

To form strong SRG & DRGs and build their capacities to continually.
(iv)  Civil Works
* Both Champawat and Uttarkashi have proposed works within their approved
ceiling, and these may be approved.

® The state proposes to construct prototype school buildings using the Civil Works

Innovation Fund, using designs developed by CBRI-this needs to be done very
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quickly, since it is likely that most of the districts will be nearing completion of
their civil works programmes by the end of this year.

No technical staff has been proposed at state level for management of the civil
works programme-at least two engineers need to be appointed at state level for
this.

At district level, the RES engineering scrvices have been given the task of
providing technical support to the
VECs-no technical monitoring staff is envisaged from DPEP. This makes for a
very weak monitoring structure, especially as the technical staff has no
accountability to anyone within the project.

The state plan mentions that the RES engineers, and VEC members, have been
trained by Ed. CIL's TSG-this is not trye. It may be ensured that engineers and
VECS are trained for their tasks.

E. General:
The financial approval ‘sought are in Tables A, B & C attached. These may be
approved.

C:\My.Documents\A WPB2002-03-Uttaranchal
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D.P.E.P. I ,
ABSTRACT OF AWP&B PROPOSALS 2002-2003

Table — A

STATE - UTTARANCHAL
N (Rs. In Lakhs)
Cumutative Ant. :
EFC Expenditure Approved Anticipated Fresh . Total AWPB | Total AWP&B 2002
approved| Proposed | Amount Average { AWP&B amount Proposal | Totdd AWP&B| 2002-03 as % of 03 as % of
State/ Project revised | tili March { As % | exp. Per{ 2001-02 | Expenditure | saved 2001{ Spili Over for for2002-03 | av. Yearly exp. | (proposal revised)
Districts cost EFC cost 2002 of A year |{incl.S.0.)| 2001-02 02 200203 | 2002-03 | S.O.+F.P. (K% of Col.E) EFC cost
' A B C D | E F G H ) J K L M
Bageshwar 898.16 890.06] 351.53| 39.1) 175.76] 308.90 237.15 71.75 20.88' 22327 24415 138.9 274
Champawat| 847.83 831.64] 257.06] 30.3f 128.53] 31553 165.75 149.78 78.79] 204.35 : 283.14 2203 34.0
Haridwar 1660.75) 162575} 417.76) 25.2] 208.88] 386.55 255.19 131.36 20.18{ 349.42 - 369.60 176.9} 227
Pithoragarh | 1264.14] 124€.53| 504.33{ 39.9] 252.17| 518.15 349.10 170.05 51.93] 338.54 - 390.47 154 .8 313
Tehri 1833.66] 1822.191 652.10; 35.6f 326.05) 693.58 466.84 226.741 102.61] 47295 575.56 176.5 31.6]
Uttarkashi 1213.94] 1195.75] 381.92( 3151 190.96{ 454.15 235.70 218.45] 118.41] 305.76 - 42417 222.1 355
SPO 584.58 974.00 58.63] 10.0 56.64 195.64 56.64 139.00 2790} 32565 353.55 624.2 36.3
Total 8303.06{ 8585.92{ 2623.33{ 31.6! 1338.99{ 2873.50 1766.377 1107.13| 420.70] 2219.94 2640.64 197.2 30.8




D.P.E.P.1II
STATEMENT OF CIVIL WORKS COST 2002-2003
STATE - UTTARANCHAL

{Rs. in Lakhs)

EFC 33.33% of | Civil work
approved | Proposed | proposed cost Cumulative { _Allocation made for 200203 | Expenditure Till
State/ Project revised revised proposed exp. Till Fresh | Anticipated March 2002
Districts cost EFC cost cost by State { March 2002{ Plan spill over Total | S.0.+F.P. 2002-03
A B C D E F G H t
Bageshwar 898.16 890.06 296.66 202.12 130.99 21.59 20.88 4247 173.46
Champawat 847.83 831.64 277.19 183.07 86.40 14,56 76.30 90.86 177.26
Haridwar 1660.75 1625.75 541.86 - 336.26 186.19 86.36 86.36 272.55
Pithoragarh 1264.14 1246.53 415.47 296.49 185.58 51.19 50.921 102.11 287.69
Tehri 1833.66 1822.19 607.34 410.51 237.70 89.90 70.78] 160.68 398.38
Uttarkashi 1213.94 1195.75 398.54 266,10 109.47 37.25 118.41f 155.66 26513
SPO 584.58 974.00 324 63 70.65 1.50 5.00 10.00 15.00 16.50
Total 8303.06 8585.92 2861.69 1765.20 937.83] 305.85 347.29) 653.14 1590.97

Talle -8



Table -C

D.P.E.P. il
STATEMENT OF MANAGEMENT COST 2002-2003
STATE - UTTARANCHAL
{Rs. In Lakhs)
EFC 6% of o
approved | Proposed | proposed | Management | Cumulative | Allocation made for 2002-03 | Expenditure Till
State/ Project revised revised |costproposed| exp. Till Fresh Anticipatedf March 2002
Districts cost EFC cost cost as per the EFC| March 2002 | Plan spill over { Total S.0.+F.P. 200203
A B C D E F G H I
Bageshwar 898.16 890.06 53.40 106.05 41.31] 2245 22.45 63.76
Champawat 847.83 831.64 49.90 105.80 38.23) 2341 23.41 61.64
Haridwar 1660.75{ 1625.75 97.55 107.60 33.76] 28.50 0.78]  29.28 63.04
Pithoragarh 1264.14] 1246.53 74,79 106.10 33.72] 25.70 25.70 59.42
Tehri 1833.66] 1822.19 109.33 124.85 31.97] 20.82 0.15{ 20.97 52.94
Uttarkashi 1213.94] 119575 71.75 97.35 4587 28.55 1 2855 7442
SPO 584.58 974.00 58.44 31.70f 7568 8.25; 83.93 115.63
Total 8303.06] 8585.92 515.16 647.85] 256.56{ 225.11 9.18]  234.29 490.85




DISTRICT PRIMARY EDUCATION PROGRAMME - lll UTTARANCHAL
tatement showing the original budget allocatlons and expenditure incurred upto
03/2002
- Uttaranchal (Rs. In Lakhs)
nditure | Expenditure
Base line| 04/2000 to | 04/2001 to Total
.| Activity/ head of account cost 31.03.2001 | 31.03.2002 | Expenditure | Balance
B 2 3 4 5 ] 7
Clvil works(Original) 1765.20 296.31 641,52 937.83| 827.37
|Clvil works(Addltional) __0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Funlture . - 58.60 11.83 20.25 32,08 26.52
Equipment 1..194.02 12.43 10.75 23.18| 170.84
Vehiclas - 95,35 25.82 4.55 30.371 64.98
Books and libraries 468.73 103.60 75.21 178.81]  289.92
Training cost 801.28 38.27 107.15 145.42] 665.87
Work shop & seminars 111.04 6.92) 26.55 33.47 71,57
Awareness campalgn 138.13 0.88 0.58 147 136.66
Staff salarles 2349.29 225.73 595.58 821.31] 1527.98
Consumable 71.84 523 10.30 15.53 56.31
Teaching, Learning meterlal | 566.88 85.70 126.78 212.48]  354.40
Research & studies 94.75 0.071 0.34 0.41 84,34
Vehicles operation/ 63.83 3.52 109 10.61 63.22
|Equipment operation/ . 30.35 . 0.03 » 0.78 0.81 29.54
Local consuitants 106.81 - 0.00 11.10 11.10 95.71
Civil works maintenance 5.67 000 0.00 0.00 5.687
Alternative schooling 438.080 ~ 19.684 4497,  64.61 373.45
Innovations L 108.35/ ~ 0.00 0.00 0.00] 108.35
Honorarium/ ALS&C 109.23{ ~ 0.00 0.50 0.50{ 108.73
Capacity bullding 21528 ~  15.32 1 34.98 ~50.30f 164.99
Text book development 45.90| 0.00 0.00 0.00 45.90
Integrated Education 147.73 0.00 175 1.75]  145.08
Glrls child education ~602.79 5.65{ 45.61 51.26] 451.53
Distance education 98.79 0.00 0.03 0.03 86.76
TOTAL N: /I 11 ]| B 3 33| 598259
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ANNEXURE-XVI
D PE P - Bihar
Annual Work Plan & Budget (AWP & B) for 2002-2003
Introduction

1.1 DPEP in Bihar is being implemented in 11 educational districts (20 revenue
districts) from October 1997. The project which covers a 6 years time frame 1997-
2003 is now in its final year of operation.

1.2 The Bureau in its appraisal for Note for Project Board has examined.

e SAR - State Appraisal Report
¢ State Component Plan
¢ ©* 2district plans

Bureau’s choice of districts for appraisal note were (i) Bhagalpur (ii) Munger
T hese two districts have not bheen included in the previous years work plan for
sample check by the Bureau.

PROGRFSS DURING 2001-2002
2.1 Project Management

e  QOut of 56 sanctioned posts 39 posts have been filled.
e The SLO and DL.Os are fully functional
e State Resource Groups (SRCis)for components arein position

2.2 Alternate Schooling

2975 Alternate Schools have been opened covering 58651 children.
As envisaged in the Perspective Plan process of phasing of those AS centres which have
completed 3 years of instruction has been started. A total of 726 centres have since been
phased out during the previous year,

e Development and printing of text books for Hindi, 1 anguage, Maths and EVs from Satra
1 to IV with the help of SCERT.

o State level Workshops organised with the help of SCERT

2.3 Civil Works
*  Workshop on preparation of Manual for Repairs has been organised. Out of 140 BRCS,
102 BRCs have been completed and the rest are in the last stage of completion.
Districts have also taken up CRCs, BRCs and the School buildings in a big way.



2.8  Mahila Samakhya

* There are 6 Mahila Shikshan Kendras. 'The evaluation of learners in core MS case
was completed by MS district trainers. The report on the performance during 1992-
2000 has been prepared and is at the stage of final printing.

* 39 women masons were trained by SLO in collaboration with PHED, Govt. of
Bihar, UNICEF and DL.O Muzaffarpur for installation of toilets. These are being
undertaken in convergence with Civil Works component of DPEP.

* 2-days Conference of about 300 collected Panchayati Raj Members and MS
functionaries was organised during 9-10 February, 2002.

3. General Observations on Plans

3.1 Iﬂans documents of BSPP show positive evidence of considerable district & sub
district strengths in planning capacities. What is equally & perhaps more positive, is
the meticulous & scientific approach adopted in the presentation of budgets this year
also. The budgetary information is presented in a cogent & manner. The office of
SI.O must be complimented on the excellent & systematic presentation of budgets.

3.2 Process of AWP preparation: The plans have been formulated in a participatory
manner. District plans highlights details of meetings, as well as the issues &
problems discussed. Evidence was also present of prioritisation of issues. There
exists considerable capacity in Bihar DPEP to upgrade planning skills by allowing
for capacity building/training on the linkages between indicators & strategy in a

focused & targeted block specific way.

3.3 Expenditure trends: (a) A composite view ot the expenditure trends & spill over in
BSPP is given below in Tables &1l The trend of expenditure on Civil Works &
Management Cost is given in Tables [11&1V,

TABLE-I

DPEP ~ BIHAR
Abstract of AWP&B Proposals 20022003

State/ District E¥C —‘1 '\_l’l;r;\’eﬁ - Ifipeii"dlmw 1 Savings Spillover  to | Fresh [ Total T
Approved AWP&B during (2001-2002) | 2002-03 Proposals AWP&B

L . . | ProjectCost | 20012002 | 2001-2002 | . (2002-2003) l _(2002-2003)

U B I S T i 8] 6 LA BN = IY I

| Bhagalpur 14000000 [ 1088949 163143 457519 53778 | Jo0ssd ] 944363

Bhojpur _~ "T1'3719315 J 263557 [ 681.19 582,367 474391 Tois3 [ 1394445

| Darbhanga | 3586012 | 983.053 IR 639173 1418453 ~ T [980241 11398694 |

Fng_a__\ 39289206 | 1084947 543.84 541.107 258298 1 1119.725 1378 024

| Munger 14000000 "] 1038082 | 43528 602 802 203650 | 1018561 | 1233211

| Muzaffapur | 3247.643 | 968 343 Si6 01 T [422333 231292 | 682.364 [ 913856 |

Pumea _ | 4000000 | 1211.438 | 61235 | 599.088 429411 626863 | 1056275

| Rohtas | 3707508 1946570 [ei84z j 328.150 | 181206 866.728  [1047.934

| Sitamarhi 3280 667 1813064 | BI21 [ 381854 [ 256931 | 721615 | 978880

[ Vaishall " 3673007 [o42723 130373 (348093 T 4606l [oaes4 | 339915

| W.Champaian | 3589499 | 1048107 [ 59368 | 484817 _ | 345312 [ 840830 _ | ioesi4i

81O, Patun 2802350 513727 18137 1332357 " 1i98sed 1289793 ;_ggg 356

[Tt " TI43835337 T 11962.681 | 6072.390 5890.361 [ 349181 o751213 [ 13249364




Table I1
DPEP - BHIAR
Abstract of AWP&B Proposals 2002-2003
" State/District | EFC Approved Cumulative TAWPRB | Cumulative | Whether EFC |
Project Cost Expenditure upto (2002-2003) Expenditure for 2002- Limit Crossed
I 31.3.2002 2003
L 1 2 3 4 5=3+4 6
DPEP-111 I — ]
| Bhagalpur 4000.000 1578.640 944.363 2523.003 No
Bhojpur 3719.315 1732.210 1394.445 3126.655 No
Darbhaug_a 1 3586.012 819.170 1 1398.694 12217.864 . ~ No -
| Gaya 13928.926 1489.390 __f 1378.024 | 2867414 —— No_ ]
[ Munger [ 4000000 | 0167800 [ 1223201 | 2390711 No
Muzaffarpur_ 1.3247.643 ~ 1669 700 e ] 913856 2583.556 No ]
| Purnca | 4000.000 '1478.900 i 1056.275 __M—ﬂ 2535.175 No
Rohtas | 3707.908 [ 1592.180 _1 1047.934 | 2640.114 1N |
| Sitwnarhi 3280 667 | 1378.560 1 978.550 N 2357.110 I . No
Valshah 3673.007 970.050 _f 1339.915 Fg}()f) 2@; e N ]
W, Champaran ¢ 3589.499 1263.910 o 1085.742 2349.652 4 No
_§LO LO, Patna 12802350 1514.000 488.356 29@356 No :
Total 43535327 j 16654.210 13249. 364 ) j 29903.574 1 Ne
lable (1
‘Trends of Expenditure Component-wise
Annual Work Plan & Budget 2002-2003
(Rs. in Lakhs)
hi3 Description Target for the | Achieved t1ll Maich 2002 | % achicveinent against | tocus  for
R | Year2001-02 | against AWP&R 2001-02 | AWP%H 2001-02 1 2002.03
L ] Alt ive School e e .
&__ | Apna Vidyalaya W EL 135 100 _ 1159 1
h. Angana Vidyalaya 1575 576 100 T .
L rOTAL, 4 1S ] 10O 168
2 i Lkducatio S .
— . — ECE centres _.1 168 L6 1% S LA
|3 | Chvlt Worky e
e e — e ——
. _| Block Resource Centre . 59 26 44 32
R SRS - S
b. Cluster Resource Centie 740, 1429 __ 18 508
& | Additional Classtoom [ 874 1295 434 983
| d. | New School Building . 480 92 9 972 _{
e.___| Building less School _ Is4 J2 _fe 169 |
L Toilet 160 4k )36 isav
g _ | Dunking Water 775 241 1 . _J_LSIB
b {MahdaKatic 21 4.7 26 60
<! ! S § e e e AR 1
4 | Vijlage Education Comyit o — R .
a VEC turmation | 463 N A 1 o 135
b ] Vday rientation Trg 21754 34632 1159 _j12512 ]




c. 5 day Trg. 5221 3191 6l 4630
d | Micro Planning - 5896 4598 S L S 4268
¢ VEC grant 48722 29793 61 25452
# | Taining —
a Ujala-1 6141 3348 55 1560
b. Ujala-11 o 35326 22284 63 9289
KX 5 day Sub. Spec Trg. 22536 | 6186 27 54187 |

] Primary Formgl Schoollng e ——

A Opening of New Schools 707 304 43 . e ]
_b. | No of Sahyogi Feacher | 1976 ~~r3 16 16 e 1%es ]
£ _| No._of Regular Teacher 1804 2762

¢ | No.of TLM Grants ess | 3ss0 50 o Laes

1 .| MatieSemawa —

| & | MabilaSawool¥eg. - - - - loas- - iae4 - 108 345
b, | JegagiCentre eV j26 138 675 _ |
¢ Baljugjog Contre A (el U 1 - 188

* Upto March, 2002, the BSPP had been able to spend only 38.25% ot the EFC cost. Even
with this year’s outlay, the expenditure would not go beyond 69% of the EF(C cost.
TABLE{Y

DPEP - BIHAR
Statement of Civil Works Cost in AWP&B Proposals 2002-2003

State/ District |~ EFC | 33% of EFC | Cumulative | ChvllWorks | Cumuiative | Whether | EFC
Approved Cast clvil works proposal for expenditure EFC approved
Project Cost expenditure 20022003 upto 2002- TAmit Civil Works
Lo —_ o | upte 31.3.2002 | 3003 | Crossed | Cost
B 1 1 3 0 4 § L Te=s 7 .8
| DPEPIL e . S ]
Bhagalpur ] 4000.000 1320 000 58831 | 262921 | 851.231 ] Ne 915903
| Bhojpwr | 3719374 | 1227374 | 49689 S11331 1008225 - | No 892000
Darbhanga | 3586012 | 1183.384 18332 | 647430 830.750 No | 8s0000 |
| Gaya ] 3928926 1296.546 45377 | 5187% | 972360 No 900254 |
| Munger 4000.000 1320000 | 36462 367074 131694 No 903375 |
Muzaffaspur 3247.643 1071722~ 142833 | 313085 7141t INe 1715000 |
| Purnea "1 4000.060 | 1320000 390.47 442186 832661 No 953525 |
Rohtas 3707.908 223610 46741 1421878 | 889.290 No _ [863500 _ |
Sitamathi | 3280667 | 1082.620 530.55 ] 321338 851891 I No | 780000 |
Vaishali 3673007 1212.092 271172 | 608392 N* 880117 No 880.000 |
W.Champaran | 3589.499 [ 1184335 | 324.73 376941 |701672 | No 860.000
$1.0, Patna 2807 350 924776 0.28 42253 41534 No 35413 ]
Total | 43835327 wubm”s.%sa | 4%00416 | 4833.620 [ 9334038 | No | 9637970 |

* Civil Works component would have utilised 97% of the EFC Civil Works estimate by end of 2002-03

Table-V
DPEP - BIHAR
Statement of Managenient Cost{ AWP&B Propasats 2002-2003)



| State/District FFC 6% of “Cumuiative | Manngement |  Cumulative | Whether | EFC approved
Approved approved Expenditure Cost proposs)l management EFC Limit Munagement
Project Cost Cost till 31.3,2002 (2002-2003) Clost upto 2002- Crossed cost
2003
N R e e R e e s ] 8
DPEP-III ) e
Bhagalpur 4000.000 240.000 68.640 37.158 105.798 No 205 459
Bhojpur 3719.315 223 159 93040 | 44903 137.743 No 209 660
Darbhanga 3586012 215,161 54350 38441 92797 __y No 215169
Gaya 3928926 | 235.736 57.730 31.645 89.375 No 151375
Munger 4000.000 240.000 77.090 43970 121.060 No 210209
Muzaffarpur 3247.643 194 859 133872 43110 176.982 No 194860
Purmnea 4000.000 240 000 88260 51271 139.531 No 216206
Rohtas 3707.908 222474 93930 44.098 138028 No 218519
Sitamarhi 3280667 | 196840 | 85851 41.780 127590 - No 196840 |
Vaishali 3673.007 20380 ] 60890 | 40840 101.730 ] Ne 1213260
["W.Champaran | 3589499 | 215370 | 76,410 Ta0238 — — 116648 17 Na_ 215380
SLO, Patna T 2802.350. 168141 | 355430 | 130450 - | 485880 No 490278
[ Total 43535 327 3612120 _ | 1245452 587711 3163 ] Ne 2731215

* Manugement cost would comprise 67% of the EFC approved management cost by end of
2002-03.

4. Comments on the State Appraisal Report

4.1 The State appraisal Report (SAR,2002-2003) has been prepared by an appraisal team
comprising of members from Patna University & resource institutions in Patna. The team
has reported that they interacted with all the district tcams as well as the state team in the
appraisal.

42  The SAR is a well-written document & encapsulates district profile, planning
processes and progress overview & strategies of DPEP. The SAR has highlighted
several areas of concerns that impinge on implementation ot programme of DPEP,
ie.,

All the activities included in the perspective plan target have already been achieved.
Slow pace of civil works including construction of SIEMAT building.

* Provision for salaries of government teachers of DPEP schools to make DPEP
schools sustainable beyond project period.

* Continuation of ECF intervention

* Consolidation of gains and documentation of achievements of Mahila Samakhya
component.

* Adverse impact of vacant posts on the pace and quality of programme
implementation.

The above aspects should be looked into by Bihar DPEP,
5. Thrust Areas of AWPB 2000-2001

5.1

Thrust areas for 2002-03 is given below :-

Management Information System (MIS)
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Proposals under this component have an outlay of Rs.14.60 lakhs for conducting Post
Survey, Cross Check survey for the data collected during 2001-02, compilation of State
level data for assessing actual enrolment for 6-14 years age group through Household
Survey, etc.

5.2 Alternative Schooling {AS):

Since alternative schooling is being phased out as per the targets laid down only a sum of
Rs.4.88 lakhs has been earmarked during this year.

53 Early Childcare and Education (ECE):

There is a spill over from the previous year and the total budget for this year is kept at
Rs.11.90 lakhs which will be utilised for strengthening of AWICs, preparation of Handbook
for ECE trainers, organizing convergence workshops for better convergence with ICDS and
uthers,f:apacity building of SRGs, etc.

5.4 Mahila Samakhya:
It is proposed to conduct workshops, trainings, and meetings for capacity building of the
executive members of the newly formed Mahila Samuh Federations to ensure sustainability
of the programme, strengthening the mobile library system.
5.5 Primary Formal Education:
The Plan proposals include -
a) Printing of MLL based textbooks (Rs.18 875 lakhs).
b) An amount ot Rs.3 lakhs has been proposed tor T M,
c) Seminars and Conferences at Rs.29.10 lakhs.
5.6 dnnovation:

As directed by Govt. of India an amount of Rs.50 lakh has been earmarked for construction/
preparation of "Child Friendly Elements" outside/inside the classroom. Out of this an
amount of Rs 43.5 lakhs consists of spill over activities from the previous year.

5.7 Community participation and environment building:

A total of Rs.15.68 lakhs proposed. Under this category, Bal Mela, Ma-Beti Mela to be
organised at a cost of Rs.5 lakhs, running State level Newsletter at a cost of Rs.4 lakhs etc.
are proposed.

Comments on the Annual Work Plan 2002-2003

Civil Works — State Component Plan
* An amount of Rs.42 lakhs proposed for construction of SIEMAT building.

However, the construction has not been started due to delay in site finalisation. This
should be expedited.
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It is seen that several workshops, trainings, meetings, study tours etc. have beenn
budgeted under Civil Works which is not proper. This may be budgeted underr
respective heads.

District Plan

*

*

Construction of schoal buildings needs to be expedited.

'The budget proposed for this year including spill over from the previous year fronn
the districts of Bhojpur, Darbhanga, Gaya and Vaishali are Rs.511.33 lakhs. Rss.
647.43 lakhs, Rs.518.79 lakhs and Rs.608.392 lakhs respectively appearss
unreasonable. It would be very difficult to achieve these targets unless State andd
District authorities address the identified impediments immediately. The Civiil
Works budgets of Bhojpur Darbhanga, Sitamarhi, Vaishali and West Champaram
districts are found exceeding not only approved budgets but also 24% of thee
approved project budget. This may be brought down accordingly.

6.2 Community Mobilisation and participation

Both the State Plan and District Plans have not been given due importance to this aspect. In thee
budget part only 2 heads are there which may have linkage with Community Participation — Melass
of any type and Capacity Building for Micro Plan. The AWP is silent about any specific issuess
these activities would like to highlight.

6.3 Alternative Schools

L

House to House Survey 2001 reveals 11,73,982 out of school children in the age
group 6-10. This group constitutes 24% of the population of 6-14 age groups.
However, no data in respect of children in age group 11-14 has been mentioned and
also the State Plan does not reflect any strategy adopted for addressing this age

group.

The State has initiated mainstreaming children from AS in the nearby primary
schools and phasing out the existing ASs. The total number of childrem
mainstreamed up to 26.1.2002 is 7996. For monitoring of the mainstreamed
children, tiweir retention and completion of education, the State has chalked out a
clear strategy. The state Plan of mainstreaming of remaining children from the
existing centres is not known.

After phasing out of AS, there would still be need for such schools and the State
proposes o cover such children through EGS centres (under SSA) and the EGS
programme would be implemented through the Mass Education Programme in non-
DPEP districts and by BSPP in the DPLEP districts, However, it is not clear
regarding the fund to be utilised for running the EGS centres in DPEP districts.
As per the EGS guidelines in DPEP districts, DPEP funds will have to be
utilised for EGS unless the fund gets exhausted.

There is some discrepancy in the write up and the AWP&B. The AWP shows a total
plan estimate of only Rs.2.70758 lakh (Rs.2.08058 lakh spill over plus Rs.0.62700
lakhs current budget) for activities under AS and not Rs.4.88 lakhs as stated in the
write up.
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* In the chosen district of Bhagalpur, there are no new proposals for opening AS and a
budget of Rs.25.433809 lakhs (spill over of Rs 4.02000 lakhs plus Rs.21.41380 in
the current budget) has been proposed for maintaining the existing AS and no
provision for TL.M grants/school improvement grants have been kept.

* In the district Munger, 19 Apna Vidyalayas and 14 Angana Vidyalayas { Alternative
Schools) are proposed to be closed during the current year and the proposals are for
payment of honorarium for Instructors and no provision for TLM grant/School
Improvement grants have been kept.

R&E Activities

* There is already a spill over of Rs.33.84 lakhs which is 84% of the budget. Again
for the current year an amount of Rs.28.95 lakhs has been proposed. This large
amount is unlikely to be utilised considering the rate of expenditure during 2001-02.
The special efforts proposed to be made for utilizing the entire amount have not

been indicated.
I

* The major projects to be undertaken during the current year are evaluation of DPEP
by external agencies and “Terminal Assessment Survey” for which Rs.33.62 lakhs
and Rs.18.00 lakhs respectively. The State Govt. should ensure that these projects
are undertaken and completed in the current year.,

‘The EE Bureau in their letter dated 26 April 2002 addressed to all the SPDs suggested the
following two studies during 2002-03:-

i Social Acceptability of Government Primary Schools in comparison with other type
of schools functioning in the same area; and

2 Relationship between enrolment and completion rate of primary schooling.
Adequate funds may be kept for these activities for the current year.

In the district Bhagalpur, though a sum of Rs.20,69,138 has been provided in the current
year’s budget, there is no description of the actual activities to be undertaken.

In the district Munger, though a sum of Rs.23.18270 lakhs has been budgeted for the year
2002-03, there is no description of the actual activities to be undertaken,

Procurement and Disbursement

State Level Interventions

Project Management

1:\!1 outlay ot Rs.6 lakhs has been provided for R&M office building and others, Rs. 10 lakhs
for rent, Rs.6 lakhs for telephone and Rs.6 lakhs for audit fec. These expenses are very
much on the higher side and need review.

Primary Formal Education

A.n outlay of Rs.18.875 lakhs has been proposed for printing of M1.L based textbooks for
trial. ‘The proposed expenditure for this purpose is very much on the higher side,
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In the district of Bhagalpur an outlay of Rs.1.5 lakhs has been proposed for purchase of
vehicle and Rs.35 lakhs for Library grant which is not covered under DPEP guidelines.

* In Munger district also an outlay of Rs.62.60 lakhs has been proposed. This
includes Rs.2000/- per school in 3130 schools as Library grants which is not covered
under DPEP guidelines as separately Rs.2000/- per school in 3121 schools under
VEC component has been provided. The outlay of Rs.30.84 lakhs for orientation of
VECs appears to be very much on the higher side and may be reduced.

Pedagogy
* State Plan

i) The {yate Appraisal Report makes some important recommendations in form of
tasks and activities to be undertaken during the current year However, these do not
find a place in the pedagogical intervention plans for this year.

ii) Unit costs and physical targets have not been indicated in the budget summary
thereby making it difficult to review.

iii) A number of activities critical to the pedagogical renewal process have been spilled
over and have to be completed in the current year which is the final year of DPEP.

iv) A budget outlay of Rs.4 lakhs has been indicated for assessing the teacher training
programme, However, the amount has not been shown in the budget summary.

v) There is no plan to provide onsite support through BRC/CRC to teachers regarding
the usage of new textbooks.

vi) No description of activities to be undertaken under teaching-learning materials has
been provided. It is huped that an effort would be made to link the TLLM activities
with t&xtbooks and teacher training activities.

vii)  In the district plan of Bhagalpur it is seen that out of 25 listed activities, |7 are spill
over from previous year. Delay in completion of the activities affects classroom
transition.

Learners evaluation finds a mention in the write up and the budget outlay but the district
strategy for this activity has not been indicated.

IED

In the State Component Plan there is no budgeiary allocation for IED and it is not clear as to
what will be the focus of IED this year.

In the district Plan of Bhagalpur, no detailed write up for IED activities has been indicated.
Therefore the justification of Rs.6.25 lakhs is difficult to consider

In the district of Munger, no detailed write up has been given as to what strategy has been
adopted for by the district under 1EL) and whether there is any plan for conducting long term
training of teachers.
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Approval of AWP&B of Bihar for 2002-03

Abstract of AWP&B for 2002-03 and analysis of expenditure trends and Civil Works
and Management are given in Tables I-V above.

Annual Work Plan & Budget for 2002-03 is 13,249.364 lakhs including spill over of
Rs.3498.151 lakhs and fresh proposals for Rs.9751.213 crores.

The AWP&B of 2002-03 may be approved by the Project Board subject to the
comments and observations made abhove.



Appendix -XVIII
DPEP - RAJASTHAN

ANNUAL WORK PLAN & BUDGET (AWP &B)
-

DPEP INTERVENTIONS IN RAJASTHAN

19 districts of Rajasthan are covered under DPEP. In the first phase 10 districts were
covered in 1999-2000 and in the 2™ phase the programme was extended to 9 additional
districts in 2001 02. The district-wise approved project cost, expenditure upto 31.3.2000
and the project closing dates areas follows :-

Phase-I (1994-2004) ~ Phase-I1 (2001-2006)
Alwar. Bhilwara. Jhalawar, Jhunjhana, | auli,
Kota, Nagaur, Sikar, Sirohi, | Churu, Sawaimadhopur, Taipur, Bundi
Sriganganagar, Tonk _| Hanumangarh

(Rs. in [acs)

S.No. District EKC Cumulative | Balance left | Project
approved | Expenditure for the Closing
project cost till project Date
3132002 ]
I. | DPEP-IV 14111446 11239.639 29874 .821 Dec, 2004
2. DPEP-IV 37242.794 1103.483 36139311 Dec, 2006 |
_Expansion S I I

Functional Areas :

The Physical & Pinancial progress against the project tatgets in major components is given
below :-

L. ACCESS :

Since the inception of DPEP access to school facilities have been improved. Children
have been provided school facilities with in | kin. of radius in all the habitations. 18173
Rajiv. Gandhi Swaran Jayanti Pathshalas, 714 Alternative Schools (6 hourly), 45
Alternative School (4 houtly). adoption of 122 Madarsas and 13 Bridge Course have been
opened for the purpose.

RAJASTHAN ' — ;



Due to the above interventions, the over all increase in enrolment in 10 DPEP districts
has been 24.73 %, as shown in the following table:-

INCREASE IN ENROLMENT

Enro!lment ] Increase in

S.N. Districts 1997-98 -02 | Enrollment | %increase
I JALWAR 367246, 434421 67175 18.29
"2 [BHILWARA 220669 257178 36509  16.54
"3 THALAWAR | 156016 190064 34048 2182
"4 THUNJHUNU 17 240487 321057 80570,  33.50
5 KoTA 202889 228122 25233 12.44
"6 [NAGAUR 304887 419381 114404 37.59
| 7 [SIKAR T 1293180 388955 957751 32.67
8 SIROHI | 9134 1‘% 1075020 1elell  17.69
9 [SRIGANGANAGAR 210615 258777 w6 287
(0 TONK 147497 182066 34569 23.44
TOTAL 2234827 2787523 552696 24.73

1L RETENTION :

In 1997-98 the average retention rate in the state was 44.05%, 46.02% and 41.90% fi
boys and girls respectively. To improve over this retention rate among boys and girls
following specific strategies have been introduced in primary schools in all the districts :ﬁ;

« (lass rooms were made attractive and colorful. In classroom of 1 & lind standard, t
lower walls were painted black to be used by children as a black board. The uppel
position of the walls is depicted with pictorial stories.

« Activity based teaching, involving children, started in primary schools.

» The toilets, water facility specially in or where girls are more in number, made avai]ahlefj

« Priority construction of school buildings, additional classrooms and maintenance world
have been taken up.

= Female teacher / para teacher in all the schools have been deployed on priority basis.
» TLM to SC/ST and minority girls being provided.
s ECE centers started in the school campus to reduce drop outs due to sibling care.

» Angan Bari centres strengthened by providing Rs. 150/- to AWW and Rs. 50/- to Hclpé
for providing education & retention.

» Provision of Mid day meal to reduce drop out rate.

RATASTHAN ~— 2



The year wise physical progress and proposals for the year 2002-03 are shown in the

following table —

PHYSICAL PROGRESS

o Project Year wise 'Progress against
S.No. Name of Activities Target Project Target Phase-11
2000-01 | 2001-02 Total
COMMUNITY MOBILISATION

1 Bal Mela 3177 636 1161 1797 979
2 Mahila Meeting 4882 874 1048 | 1922 1096

"3 7 KalaJatha o 4001 798 863 1661 1248

4 Formationof SMC =~ 14361 9347 | 8538 | 17885 ] 73"51

5 Formation of MTA T [ 107537 10753 961
7 77 PRIMARY TORMAL EDUCATION - T T
] School Facilities Grant o 75590 1 12691 16195 28886 [ 4253
2 7 7T.IM.to Teacher = 215040 34592 41795 76387 5625
3 [Library Grant for school | 16262 | 2461 | T 108 [T 3547 7 0
4 [Additional Parateacher 29711 o T 0T 0] 0
EARLY CHILDEDUCATION ~ ||~ T T

I Opening ECE Center 700 0O 2097 2197 0
2 JAdditional Honorarium to AWW 32162 | 4621 | 9095 13716 0
3 ”Hmmlelpel - 32162 4617 | 90095 | M3712 | 0

3 Training of AWW o T 30162 | 17417 M 10713 872

[ 5 7 [Trvaming of AW helper T 'f)”i' 0 7604 TJ604 T 0
7 " |GENDER & GIRL.S E[)UCAT]ON A R

I T AAppomtment of GCM 578 01 481 | 81 7 0
2 'Foxmatlon of Balika Manch T 53T A6 1200377 12049 T TG
o ALTFRNATIVE SCTOOIL. NG I B
~ U [Opening of AS 6 Hourly 11743 70 644 714 0
2 7 Opening OfA S4 Hourly T T 712 0 A 48] 0
3 Madarsa 71 160 112 10 12200
S JBndge Course o 1 3% 0| 13 ] 13 0

TS Friolimentin A5~ T 9484 | 28345 | 37829 |

] ~ [TRAINING T -
1 ~ [[Induction Training for PS Feachels 43148 | 11280 | 20081 | 32261 | ~3445
2 Foundational Training | 6653 | 182 [ 753 | T 938 0
3 Training of Girl Child Motivator 578 7 0 3697 3697 0
47" [Training of Gender Sensitization | 3604 40 7879 7919 0

) S Onenlatlon of SMC Memhem 201016 32940 5?988 86928 308

RAJASTHAN = T



[ JcIVIL WORKS - R N

1 Construction of BRC 84 0- 41 |
i 2 Construction of CRC 1041 677 | 312 |

3 Building for Building less school 262 23 240

Construction of Additional

4 Classroom 1058 140 485

5 Construction of Toilet 6000 | 1737 | 3788 5525
[ 6 Installation of Handpump 798 139 524 3

7 [nstallation of Water Connection 1113 59 418

8 Major Repair | 682 863 | 1121 1984

9 Minor Repair 1654 764 | R44 1608 |
I, QUALITY IMPROVEMENT :

To improve the quality, following interventions has been successfully started :

Continuous teachers training have been envisaged in the plan. In all 37706 teachers
have been given induction training during the year 2000-01, 2001-02 and training for
remaining 26440 teachers have been planned for the year 2002-03.

Foundationa) training for 935 para teachers appointed in the year 200001, 2001 02
has been given and training for 3272 Additional and AS para-teachers has heen
planned for the year 2002-03. :

TLM grant of Rs.500/- has been given to 82012 teachers for preparing teaching
learning material in last two years t.e. 2000-01 & 2001-02.

To improve the overall physical and educational enviromment of the schools,
Rs.2000/- has been given to 33139 School Management Committees in last two years,

Iv. CIVIL WORKS :

41 Block Resource Centres (BRC) have been constructed in last two years anc
remaining 82 BRC have heen planned for the year 2002-03.

989 Cluster Resource Centres (CRC) have been constructed in last two years ang
remaining 720 CRC have been planned for the year 2002-03

263 Building less schools, 796 Additional Classrooms, 6561 Toilets, 663 Handpump
629 Water Connection, 2356 Major Repairs and 1890 Minor Repairs have beel
compleled in last two years.

For the year 2002-03 344 Buildingsless school, 1464 Additional Classrooms, 57%
Toliets, 1366 Handpumps, 1217 Water Connections, 5034 Repanrs have hee
planned.

RAJASTITAN ~ h 4



V. AWP & B PROPOSALS FOR 2002-03 & STRATEGIES :

(A)

(B)

(C)

-

[ S.No. | Name of Alternafive Facllifies =~ | No. of Para Teacher |

Opening of New School : Due to opening of Rajiv Gandhi Swaran Jyanti
Pathshala since smaller habitations by the Govt. of Rajasthan no new formal
school was proposed to be opened under the project.

Alternative school facilities : Where Govt. norms does not permit to open
Primary School, Alternative School of 6 hours has been proposed in smaller
habitation where there is 20 non enrolled children were available. In all 744 AS
will be opened in Phase-I districts and 337 AS will be opened in Phase-II districts.

For working children alternative school facilities will be provided in the evening
or any other suitable time. In all 785 AS (4 hours) will be opened in phase-I
districts and 245 AS will be opened in phase-II districts. For children’s of
minority Madarasas were adopted to provide general education. In Madarasas one
para teacher will be given to teach general education In all 93 Madarassas will be
opened in phase-I districts & 144 Madarsas will be opened in Phase-Il districts.
For non enrolled and dropped out elderly girls residential bridge courses will be
started. In all 506 bridge courses will be started in which 284 in Phase-| districts
and 222 in Phase-II districts.

Teachers Appointment : In alternative school facilities provided under the
projects details of the teachers to be appointed in alternative school facilities in
given below ;

to be Appointed

Altemative School (6 Hourly) ™ I R (013 B

Altemative School (4 Hourly) ' 030

W N -

-

237 T

Madarssas

Bridge Course 1518

924 para teachers will be appointed in formal school, where is PR is more than 50.

(D) Teachers Training : During the year regular teachers and para teachers will be
trained, the details of various type of training given below :

[ S.No. | Name of Alternative Facilifles @~ No. of Teacher to

i be trained
[ Induction training of Primary School Teachers 26440
2. Refresher training of Primary School Teachers 54280
3. Foundational Training of Para Teachers™ | 3272 ]
4. Content base Training of Para Teachers T 033

RAJASTHAN ST B



(E)  Civil Works : The Civil Works of amounting to Rs.80.72 crores have beexj
proposed in both phase. The detailed of major civil works to be under taken are as

under :-
S.No. | Name of Alternative Facilities o Phy. No.
proposed

~ 17 [ Construction of AS Room (Big & Small) e 478 o
2. Construction of School Building (PS&RGSJP) 348
3. Additional Classroom T [464 |
|~ 4.7 [ Construction of BRC Building 82
5. | Construction of CRC o 1 720 0
"~ 6. | Construction of Totlets ~ ~ | 7592 ]

7. %Drlnkmg Water Faciliftes (Handpumps) ‘ 1366
8.7 | PHED Connections” 7| " RIr
9. Repairs (Major and Minor) B (17 S
10, ] ECE Rooms IRy T T T

(F) Pedagogy : Review of curriculum have been undertaken by the SIERT on the
basis of new curriculum books of I & Ilnd standard are already in the field and
books of IIl standard will be launched in this year. Under the project workbooks
and teacher guide for [ to V standard have been prepared and will be provided in
this year. :

(G)  Community Mobilization : Bal Melas, Kala Jatha and Mahila Meetings have
been planned in the programme for the year 2002-03. The SMC members will bg
oriented through trainings under capacity building. NGO’s will also be involved
in community mobilization. '

()  IED : Medical check-up camps will be organized for 6-11 age group children. 1§
all 1757 Medical check-up camps will organized at the cluster level. Aids and
appliances costing  Rs. 138.00 lacs will be provided to the disabled children
through DPEP.

)] ECE : In all 1450 new ECE Centres will be opened during the year 2002-03.

) Gender : In all 629 girl child motivators will be provided at cluster level.
Workshops for gender sensitization will be conducted at district and block level.

V. APPRAISAL OF AWP&B FOR 2002

The district Plans are stated to have been prepared by RCPE, Rajasthan. Aitempts have
reportedly been made to involve community, particularly SMCs in reviewing progress of t
programme as well as in the preparation of AWP&B for 2002-03.




COMMENTS ON DISRICT PLANS:

Based on the appraisal by the Bureau and the State Project Office it was decided to delete
the following activities from the AWP&B 2002-03 as per the following reasons given against

VI

each of them :

S.No. Activities Reasons

1. Exposure visits out of State | The members from districts will included
in SPO visits.

2. Workshops for preparation | Low cost teaching leaming will be
of low cost teaching | prepared in refreshed trainings to be
material organized at block level

3. Meeting AWP&B | There is no need for separate AWP&RB

meetings as it will be discussed in other
regular meetings being held at cluster and
block level.

4. | Quarterly meeting of NPA | The meetings of SMC’s and MTAs will

and monthly meetings of | be held jointly.
“Mothers”

5. | “Kits" to  Anganwari | There is no provision for it in DPEP |

centers guide lines

6. | TIM to Children According to DPEP guidelines incentive |
to children is not allowed.

7. Escort for children Now the problem of access has not
remained so serious.

KN Book Bank The provision of library grant and book
bank has been made in the same year. So
it should be made in alternate years.

9, School improvement Fund | UPS does not fall in the preview of
for UPS DPEP. It can be kept under ‘SSA’

10. | Formation of SMC in UPS [ UPS dosen't fall in the perview of DPEP.
and Shiksha Karmi School | Shiksha Karmi School also forms SMCs

and as such there is no need for it in
DPEP,

1T, [ Development of Language | It can be kept for the next year. |
Inventory

12. Quarterly — meeting  of | CRCF will review at the centres while
AWW and Prerak Dal supervising theni.

13. Training of School | There is no need for separate training as
Mapping and micro | it has been covered in regular trainings.
planning
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Subject to above observations, the AWP&B of DPEP, Rajasthan is placed before the}

Project Board for approval. as follows :-

S.No. District Spill Over to Fresh Total
2002-03 Activities AWP&B
2002-03
1.~ | DPEP Phase-IV | 2204.99 8687.13 10892.12
2. | DPEP Phase-IV 1879.31 873896 |  10618.27
(Expn.) |
T 7 T Total 4084 30 17426.09 J‘ TT21510.39 J
L. - —_———. 5
Summary  tables indicating the component-wise AWP&B  for DPER

Phase-IV and phase IV(Expansion) is given in Annex.I. Abstract of AWP&B indicating the spill
over and fresh proposal provision is given at Annex-Il & [I1 . Statements regarding Managemen__(
cost and Civil Works are given in Annex.-IV and VIl respectively. H
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PHYSICAL PROPOSALS ANNUAL WORK PLAN & BUDGET -2002-03

Annexure-|

Physical Proposals
S.No. Name of Activity Phase - IV ez;:z:iz/n Total
1 Construction of buildingless Schools 193 151 344
_Q_v_h—Cg];uction_ of additional classrooms 464 1000 1464
»—‘; whNEZI(;nstru(;tionr:f-?(ilzats 2736 3056 5792
B T M IR
5 PHED Connectiorn/Storage Tank 825 392 1217
6 Repairs 1680 3354 5034
[ 7 | constuctionotBRC 42 w0l 82
8 | Construction of CRC IR R i
9 Construction of AS Room B 214 264 ) ;178
10 mCons\mcﬁon ot ECE Rooms 119 i 450 569
1R School facilities grant 13851 ‘ 8375 22226
12 TLM torteachers T | 41041 32446 h 7348:;
13 Additional Para Teachers 924 V 0 o 924:
14 induction Training 5720 20720 26426
15 I Refresher Training 39240 16040 54280
16 Opening of AS (6 hours) 744 337 . "“1¢081H
17 Opening of AS (4 hOlJI‘s_)}Evening School 785 245 1030
187 Strengthening of Madars'aqmw_' 93 144 21;7_
19 Bridge Course 284 222 506
20 Foundational Training 2453 726 3179
21 Bal Mela 1104 9970 11074
22 Mahila Meeting - 1104 9970 11072
B 23 Kala Jattha 1104 9970 11074
24 ECE Centres 1000 450 1450




Summary of AWP & B Proposals 2002-03 Under DPEP

Annexure - Il

State: Rajasthan Phase - IV
: ! ; Comglative Amount | Everage Approved Expenditure Anticipated , Spill over to | | Total AWP&B
SNo. | Name State / District | EECcost  |_EXpenditure (1999-2002) | ¢ oo | AWPSE 2001- during 200102 | amount | 200203 | eS"ProPOsalsl o oh02.03
l | ‘Amount till % of EFC ‘ per year 02 (incl. SO) | tit March,2002 saved |(Financial outiay) for 2002-03 S.O. - FP.
| ] }March 2002 ) ; ;
1 |Awar | 3999.52]  1247.40 3119 41580 113563 764.84 13016, 240 63! 903 69 1144.32
2 |shiwara l 3997.05| 128358 32.11 427.86 1254.39 818.53 284.78 151.08 1012.16 1163.23
3 }Jhalawar T 3995.71 997 91 24.97 332.64 1063.58 725.15 278,55 59.88 882.53 942.41
4 {Jhunjnunu 1 3596.93 728.06 18.22 24269 1154 81 458.78 347.30! 348.73 779.68 1128.41
5 |Kota 3982.38|  1049.86 26.36 349.95 997.07 665.40 58.60 273.08 548.10) 821.17
T
6 |Nagaur 3093.25  1270.91 31.83 42364 1290.37 815.31 270.44 204.62 869.18, 1073.80
7 |Sikar 3996.87 823.51 20.60 274,50 1146.06 517.39 482,62 146.05 950.72 1096.77
8 |Swoh 3491.13 84262 24.14 280.87 1020.48 601.37 171.45 24756 494.74 742.40
9 lsriGanganagar | 3999.35|  1159.10 28.98 386.37 1247.18 761.88 192,50 292.79 926.15 1218.94
10 1Tonk 399952  1066.93 26.68 355.64 1078.62 787 46 183.95 107.20 907.76 1014.96
11 18P0~ 1662.75 769.75) 46.29 256.58 447.39 438.81 124,70 133.77] 412.43 545 70
Grand Total DPEP 1 41114.46] 1123964 311.37] _ 3746.55 1183557 7354.93 2275.65 2204.99| 8687.13 10892.12

* This includes expenditure incurred on procurement of District Furniture & equipment by SPO
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State: Rajasthan

Summary of AWP & B proposals 200203 under DPEP

Phase - IV (Expansion)

ARnexiire - lll

i _ i : Comu\;ﬂye Amount | Everage ' Approved | Egpenditure ' Anticipated Spili over to Fresh Proposals Total AWP&B
S.No. [ Name State / Distnct ; EFC cost { Amount tilt | % of EFC. | Expenditure f AWPR&B 2001-| during 200102 ;  amount ’ 20(?2-03 for 2002-03 for 2002-03
‘ | March 2002 | per year *‘ 02 (Inci. SO) | till March,2002 ¢ saved \(Financial outlay) S.O. +F.P
1 ({Bharatpur P 3999.30 141742 3.54 14174 536.46§ 141.74 219 104! 225.63 114551 1371.14
2 |Bundi 3845.44; 116.38| 3~03L 116.39 443 477 116.39 213.841! 113.24 841.40 954.64
3 |{Churu 3999.45] 124.98L 3.12} 124.98 502.57 124.98 199.001 178.59 975.54 1154.13
4 |Dausa 3964.74 155.21! 3.91i 155.21 482.26 155.21 165.74i 161.32 908.16 1069.47
5 |Dholpur 3999.83 99.32 2.48) 99321 472.15 99.32 208.08 164.76 811.23 975.99
6 (Hanumangarh 3947.14 189.70 4.81‘ 189.70E 43183! 189.70 83.25 158.89 813.69 972.57
7 |Jaipur 3999.94 49.31 E 1.23 49.31 l» 642.63 48.31 284.58) 308.74 124512 1553.86
8 ‘Karauli 3981.98 56.29 1.66} 66.29 507.77 §6.29| 142.41 i 299.07 846.78 1145.85
9 Tanai Madhopur 3996.13 120.53 3.02; 120.53} 456.39 120.53! 145.815 190.06 879.61 1069.67
10 7'!SPO 1508.84 40.03| 285 40.03 407 96 40.035L 288.91% 79.01 271.93 350.94
Grand Total 3724279 1103.48 29.47 1103.48 4933.49| 1103.481! 1950.70E 1879.31 8738.96 10618.26
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State: Rajasthan

Statement of Civii Works Cost 2002-03

Annexure - IV

Phase - IV
! T i 13.333% of _ l Allocation made for the year| 7} Expenditure
i . |EFC approved| 10, cere | gee | Comuiative | 2002-03 | | til March
S.No. ‘ Name State / District EFC cost | cost for Civil Expenditure titl Total
| [ Works approved Costi approved |~ 5qqy | Fresh Plan | Anticipated l ' 2002+
1 cost 2002-03 spill over | | SO+FP
11 Alwar 3999.52i 709.28 959.885| 1333.173 496.75 52.5 175.486; 227.986 724736
2!Bhilware 3997.05! 809.36 959.292|  1332.350| 690.667 23 95.72{  118.72 809.387
3|Jhatawar 3995.71| 935.768 958.970;  1331.903 613.019} 273.087 43.6931 316.78 929.799
4] Jhunjhunu i 3996.93 918.618 959.263 1332.310 434.004i 186.25 289.436] 475.686 909.69
5/Kot ' 3982 38 941.22 955.771|  1327.460 580.131] 10277 247.761] 350.531|  939.662
6|Nagaur 3993.25 768.9 958.380!  1331.083 599.91 15 153.491  168.49 768.4
ﬂSikar ‘ 3996.87 935.9 959.249)  1332.290 496.16 301.42 123.071) 424.491 920.651
BiSironi IL 3491 13 812.51 837.871]  1163.710 548.8 102.75 152,696} 255.446 804.246
9| Sri Ganganagar | 3999,35” 815.75 959.844 1333.117 518.784 158.24 138.146! 296.386 81517
10 E Tonk 3999 52/ 949.87 959.885|  1333.173 582.11 303.22 63.002| 366.222 948.332
1 1iSPO 1662.75 53.7 399.060 554.250 30.818 11.48 9.022|  20.502 51.32
Grand Total DPEP - | | 41114.46 8650.876 9867.470| 13704.820 5600.153( 1528.717 1491.523! 3021.24]  8621.393
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Phase - [V Expansisn

State - Rajasthan

Statement of Civil Works Cosit 2002-03

Annexure - V

: ! ! ‘ i | Allocation made for the year { - :
33.333% of | ! Expenditure
g { | EFC aporoved! 24% of EFC ! “erc | Comuiative 2002-03 t‘I‘I)M h
S.No. ; Name State / District | EFC cost i cost for Civil | ¢ | | Expenditure til] T Total 1 Marc
{ | . Works |3PProvea Cosy approved |~ - o00o 1 Fresn Plan | Anticpated | 2002+
| i ; | cost ; | 2002-03 | spill over | SO+FP
1|Bharatpur i 3009302l 101673 950832 1333101 2595 52778 99.87]  627.65 653.6
T R -+ ‘ T
2|Bundi L 3845.4363 eal .53; 322.905 1281.812 45.03! 435.05i 38.69 473.74 518.77
3{Churu i 3999.448‘ 1006.9 959.868 1333.149 38.99! 480.215 93.199| 573.414 612.404
-+
41Dausa i 3964.743] 1000.565 951.538 1321.581 36.655 419.54j 81.077] 500.617 537.277
51Dholpur ! 3999.83 1128.79 959.859 1333.277 48.43i 435.513 89.3861 524.896 573.326
6{Hanumangarh 3947.144 1179.66i 947.315! 1315.715 0‘ 446.36 108.83 555.19 555.19
7|Japur 3999.938 841.5 959.985/  1333.313 0| 506.6| 127.8] 6344 634.4
] N ¥
8|Karauli ( 3981.978 1311.15 955.675 1327.326 72.8§ 401.15} 221 .24{ 622.39 695.19
t i
SiSawai Madhopur ; 3996.134 1246.8 959.072 1332.045 60.82! 472.54! 67.01{ 539.65 600.47
, R 3 *
10!SPO | 1508.841 0 362.122 502.947 0’, 0 0 0 0
Grand Total i[ 37242.794 9723.725 8938.271| 12414.265 328.68| 4124.845 927.102| 5051.947 5380.627

13



Statement on Management Cost 2002-03

Annexure - VI

State: Rajasthan Phase - IV
T T T ’ T
SN e s ercon | T o™ | S4orERC | et | 200205 ol ansa | O
o. | [ Management ' approved cost] from 1999 IFresh Plan Anlnc:patec for 2002-03 \ SO + FP
| 2002 ull | spilt over i
1 ‘Alwar 3999.52 180.16 239.8712 52.347 63.118 Ol 63‘1182 115.465
2!{Bhilwara 3897.05 194216{ 239.823 51.438 56.698 0 56‘698! 108.136
3|Jhaiawar 3995.71 198.68 239.7426 56.327 48.574 0 48,574! 104.901
4 jhunijhunu 3996.93 192.52 239.8158 36.128 50.198 0 50.198 86.326
5{Kota 3982.38 191.818 238.9428 69.014 47774 0 47.774 116.788
6|Nagaur 3993.25 197.826 239.595 50.782 54.158 0 54.158 104.94
7|Sikar 3996.87 196.622 239.8122 42.154 50.198 3 50.198 92352
8] Sirohi 3481.13 180.802 2094678 44.228 46.238| 0 46.238( 90.466
9{Sri Ganganagar 3999.35 199.028 239.961 471862 51.518 0 51.518 98.687
10!Tonk j 3999.52 192.945 239.9712 53.348 47.774 0 47.774}[ 101.122
11:SPO }t 1662.75 251.094 99.765 483.544 115.992 0 115.992} 599.536
Grand Total DPEP -1 J 41114.46 2175.711 2466.8676 986.479 632.24 0 632.24 1618.719
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State - Rajasthan

Statement on Management Gost 2002-03

Phase - IV (Expansion;

Anneire - u

fg i o ! ! EFC aptwoved o oL T o) mulgtive 'LAuocation maqe fqr Fhe year | Tow! A‘:.*.PD&BI Expenditure
No Name State / District : EFC Cost ¢ cost for ovéd cost| Expenditure 'Fresh Plan jAnticipated tor 20;92 03 1 March 2002 +
) : {  Management 4. 1 from 2001- ) :spill over i yer SO + FP
1|Bharatpur g 3999.302! 182.54 239.958; 12.53, 34.9641{ 0.057) 45.021 47 551
2{Bundi ; 3845 4361 170.04, 230.7261 10.175] 32.464] 4.065] 36,529 46.704]
3{Churu ; 3995.448, 182.54] 239.967| 12.561 34 964 37120 38.476 51.236
l ' l
T T D T ;
4{Dausa l 3964.743 170.04! 237.885 14052, 31.964 5.16, 37.124 51176
51 Dholpur ‘ 3999.83 +70.04) 239.99C 11528] . 32.464i 31961 35.66, 47.188
! ‘ : 7 —~ ; .
&} Hamumangarh 3947.144 170.041 236.829 17.23 " 32464l 5.28! 37.744 54.974
H , jL L
7| Japur 3999.938! 182.54 239.996! 13.983 34.964/ 4.065| 39.029 53.012
i - +
T —+ T !
8|Karauli 3981.978! 170.04 238.919] 11.782 - 32.464] 4533, 36.997 48.779
13 L ¢ i
9!5awai Madhopur 3996.134 170.04 239.768! 8.26 32.704; 6.095 38.799 47.059
\ :
10|SPO 1508.841! 336.896 90.5303; 12.84 25752 15.61 41.352 54.192
X ;
Grand Totai ? 37242.794. 1904.756 2234.5684 124.94) 325.168 51.763] 376.931 501.871
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