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NATIONAL LEVEL SHARING WORKSHOP ON

MIS Implementation

Introduction

Managing information better. has become an unceasing quest for mankind and a
critical requirement for: leadership in every and each sphere. District Primary
Education Programme is first‘amongst the social sector projects n: India. that is
being  so closely monitored through a computerised management information
system. While considerable progress has been achieved, there 1s ample scope for
the further improvement in the implementation, analysis and use of data cmerging
from the system. Cross sharing and learning from each other’s experience is a
powerful means for improving use and overcoming the difficulties. To address the
issues and problems faced at different levels i.e. district, state and the national level
on implementation of MIS and in particular 1o building of the school level databases
for two years, a two days national level sharing workshop was organised at Chennai
(12-13th September. 1997). This workshop provided an opportunity to introspect our
EMIS related activities and to tie-up the loose ends in implementation and make the
MIS achieve its objective of timely availabitity responsive to user needs and

enhancing reliability.

~Objectives of the Workshop

¢ The major objective of the workshop was to discuss the issues and problems
related 1o MIS implementation.

¢ The problems encountered at the district and field level in collection.
computerization analysis and interpretation of data.

e To discuss technical issues related to DISE 2.01 software.
¢ To identify the possible areas for improving the quality and reliability of data.
e To evolve a strategy for implementation of DISE 1997-98.

e Toreview the status of implementation of MIS in DPEP 11-111 states.

Participation

All the 14 states under DPEP were requested 1o send their state MIS-incharges and
atleast two district MI1S-incharges for the workshop. In addition. all the State
Project Directors (SPDs) were also requested to attend the workshop on the second
day to discuss the implementation issues and a framework for future strategies to

make MIS more effective can be worked out.



All the states except Gujarat were represented. SPDs from Madhya Pradesh.
Maharashtra. Tamil Nadu and West Bengal attended the workshop. The list of

participants is annexed.

Resource Persons

The workshop was conducted in a participative manner. Resource persons from
DPEP States. National Institute of Educational Planning and Administration
(NIEPA), Ministry of the Human Resource’ Development (MHRD), Ed.C[L;s TSG
and NIC Chennai made their valuable inputs in‘different sessions. List of key-

resource persons are annexed.

Proceedings

5.1 The Workshop opcned with a welcome address by Mr. Ravi Caboor.
Deputy Seci. MHRD. Mr. Capoor in his welcome address explained the
need of this workshop and congratuiated the State and District MIS staffs
for their efforts and contribution in making available the DISE data for
1995-96 and 1996-97. He emphasised that, prior to the implémentation of
DISE 1997-98 an introspection of our past performances and problems
encountered and emerging issues needs to be discussed amongst the
members of the MIS family. He extended his thanks to Mr. Paramsivam,
SPD Tamil Nadu and Dr. M. N. Rao, Principal Technical Teachers
Training Institute (TTTI), Chennai. for their active co-operation in

organising this workshop.

5.2 Mr. Paramsivam SPD. Tamil Nadu welcomed all the participants from
difterent States. Dr. A.K. Das, SPD West Bengal. Dr. M. N. Rao, Principal
TTTI. Mr. Ravi Capoor and other resource persoiis for their kind presence
at Chennai. In his opening remarks, he stated that it is honour to host this
National level workshop at Chennai and briefed on the arrangements and
different facilities made available ior the participants. He invited Dr. M. N.

Rao to formally inaugurate the workshop and to say few words.

A
)

Dr. Rao inaugurated the workshop and extended his warm welcome to all
the participants and resource persons for the workshop. In his inaugural
address. he highhghted the importance of data reliability and its immense
potentiality for dectsion making. In this regard. he explained the concept of

total quality management in present industrial set-ups and its relevance in

(2]



the cducation sector also. He quoted “Quality is a journey not the ultimate
destination™. Hence at every time, there is a scope for improvement. He

wished the workshop all success.

N
E s

Mr. Dhirendra Kumar Kar, Consultant MIS unit. EA.CIL's TSG gave a
short introduction on the need of this workshop and emphasised on the
sharing of cach others experience in EMIS implementation. He broadly
threw son: . lights on the national level issues and problems encountered in
_ the implementation of MIS. In his presentation, he explained in detail. need
_ for quality in the final information emerging from the EMIS. The

presentation highlighted the following major concerns.

Data is sent to DPEP Bureau/TSG because it is requirement of the DPEP
Bureau.

¢ No one owns the data and see.

<+  Whether data is complete?
< Data files are properly copied in the floppies?

< Standard backup facilities are not used as provided in the softwares for
taking backups?

<+ Whether the floppies are infected with viruses?

Most of the times the data/reports received irom the states suffers from:
e Incompleteness
¢ Types of Missing Isformation;

< Data for one or two blocks is missing.
< Data for some schools are missing.

<+ Data on certain aspects, like SC/ST enrolments, school type are
missing. '

Before sending the data. reports are not generated to see that the data and

information are consistent.

Validation checks and cousistency checks are not performed: which in turn

produces reports that are internally inconsistent.

»
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Data are frequently changed and modified

The essence of data rehiability is lost.

All the analysis and planning strategies arrived from the analysis becomes
meaningless.

The cost of making accurate and etficient planning based on in-accurate

and unreliable data may be very high for the entire system.

The aim and objective of maintaining an efficient MIS is lost.

After Mr. Kar's presentation Mr. Capoor summed up the National level
issues. He explained the need for having this EMIS under DPEP to bridge
the gaps of the existing educational information system. He continued
“Not to come under the same trap. as in the existing system™ while
implementing EMIS and in particular to the frequent changes in the
databases. He asked the state MIS incharges to build-up capacities at the
district level and transfer the ownership and responsibility of

implementation to the districts.

In the terms of reference of the workshop, State MIS incharges were
requested to make a presentation broadly which was to include the

followings:

e Status of MIS implementation in the State (DISE and PMIS),
e Problems encountered during implementaion,
e Issues on which the State requires DPEP Bureau to take suitable action.

e Special features or highlights which the State has achieved in addition
to the normal implementation for the purpose of cross sharing with the
state, and

e Future strategies which the state proposes.

l'erms of Reference of the Workshop is annexed. Statewise presentation on these

are as follows:

5.6.1 Mr. D.K. Mishra System Analyst. Haryana, started his presentation with a

brief introduction on DPEP. He explained the broad object:. ¢ of DPEP. its
linkages with project interventions and proper monitoring through MIS.
Status of the MIS implementation in the state were presented. He
emphasised on the training needs for teachers on filling of data capture
formats. He requested DPEP Bureau to organise training on Power Builder
tor technical skill up-gradation of MIS stafts at state and districts level.

Copy of his presentation i1s annexed.



5.6.2 Mr. Deepak Verma. Statc EMIS - Incharge. Madhya Pradesh presented on
the status of EMIS implcmceniation and major operational problems in the
DISE 2.01 software. He suggested certain modifications in the DISE
software like:
e During initialization of clusters. it should be made blockwise. instead of
independent clusters.

o One vertical column for tital enrolment needs to be added - the
enrolment summary v ~ort. :

e Facility for removing the password be provided.
o Facilities for taking out complete print out of the DCF for a pariicular
school nceds to be provided.
He also explained the system of monitoring attendance through Lok

Sampérk Abhiyan. Copy of his presentation is annexed.

5.6.3 . Mr. N. Prabhakar, Programmer, State Project Office, Bangalore presented
for Karnataka. He idformed that except for one district i.e. Mandya the
EMIS data and reporting work for all the districts is complete: In his
presentation. he emphasised on the timely availability of information to the
project authorities for smooth implementation. He described the future
strategies for Karnataka and their plan to complete the entire EMIS
implementation work. from data collection to final report generation in
three months time. Mr. Prabhakar raised the issue of appointment of
teachers as data entry operators at the State and the District level. He
requested that only technically qualified persons should be appointed as
Data Entry Operators, to be able to tak. care of the minor implementation
problems in the absence of the Programmers. Copy of his presentation lS

annexed.

5.64 Mr. Ajit. System Analyst Kerala made his presentz;tion broadly on three
broad parameter§ (a) the past of MIS. (b) the present, and (c) the future. He
raised the issue of some static information on schools particulars that is
being collected every year. which has implications in the quality of data.
He pointed out tl:at, now it is the high time for introspection and assessing

the need for re-designing of the Data Capture Formats (DCFs).

5.6.5 Mr. V. P. Sarmah, State level MIS-Incharge. Assam gave a brief account of’
the present status of MIS implementation. He raised the issue of high turn
over of MIS personnel at the state and district level, which in turn affecting
the implementation process. He mentioned job in-security and lack of

competitive salary as per 1T industry standard is the major reason for high
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5.6.9

5.6.19

turn over. He also mentioned, the frequent changes in the software has

Jeopardised the implementation process in the State.

Dr. A.K. Das. SPD. West Bengal. emphasised the involvement of CRC
Co-ordinators in the data collection process for improving the quality of
the data. CRC Co-ordinators support for data collection and scrutiny of

DC¥s at CRC level will improve the reliability of data.

Mr. Gogate Dileep Rajaram . Joint Director of Education and Mr. Mahajan.
MIS Incharge Parbhani. presented the status of MIS implementation for

Maharashtra. Mr. Gogate in particular, em})hasised the problem of

incomplete coverage during data collection. and insisted on maintaining

master list of schools for each block and districts. Need for a state level
system to consolidate data for all the districts were raised. The problems of
data desegregation for composite schools i.e. 5-12 standard schools were
raised. The State feels that thc Annual Work plans for a particular year
should be approved latest by April, so that there would be ample time
available for implementation of the work plans. Copy of the presentation is

annexed.

Mr. Venkatesh, System Analyst, Tamil Nadu presented for his state with a
warm welcome to all. He explained some of the short comings in DISE
software and PMIS software and request to make them complete bugg free.
He emphasised on the need of technical upgradation of MIS staffs at state
and diétrict level through regular training programmes. Copy of his

presentation is annexed.

Ms. Bhavani, System Analyst. Andhra Pradesh, presented a detailed status
of MIS implementation in the state. She described the strategies they are
adopting for complete computerization of the Education S:.tem in the

state. She feels that state should be approached for appointing technically

qualified people on contract as Programmers. Copy of her presentation is

annexed.

Mt Pinaki Mohanty. System Analyst. Orissa. gave a brief account of the
MIS umplementation and progress they have made in a short duration. He
put s concern on non co-operation of the BEQs in the data collection
work and requested that a ietter to Education Secretary irom DPEP Bureau
shouid be sent on this. He explained in detail the need of setting up of an

Intranet tor DPEP and going on line. Copy of his presentation is annexed.



5.60.11 Mr. Satish Kaushal, State MIS Incharge. Himachal Pradesh gave a short

account of the MIS implementation status in the state and various
procurement related problems they have faced for procurement of computer
systems. He informed that staffing for MIS at the state and districts are not
complete, SPD should be approached on this. Copy of his presentaiion is

annexed.,

~5.6.12 Mr. K.P. Sing. Compu. .+ Incharge, Bihar Education Project. Bihar gave .

brief introduction of Bihar Education Project and the implementation status
of EMIS 1996-97. He discussed in detailed the problems they have faccd in
implementing DISE and some shortcomings in the standard reports
generated through DISE 2.01. He emphasised the need for assessing the
efﬁcécy of the software through an external agency before being

implemented. Copy of his presentation is annexed.

5.6.13 Mr. Alok Dayalu, System Analyst, Uttar Pradesh, made a presentation on

the existjng MIS of Uttar Pradesh Basic Education Project and highlighted
the need for getting timely and reliable information for implementation of

any project.

5.6.14 Dr. AK. Das, SPD, West Bengal, informed that the process of setting up of

N
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5.7.2

MIS is already initiated. Data for 1996-97 was collected and Data Entry
work for 1996-97 has been entrusted to a govt. agency. WEBEL. He
assured that, he would uspeed up the process for procurement of computer
systems and for the appointment of staffs.

After listening from the states, Mr. Ravi Capoor summed up the issues and
problems faced during implementation. As most of the pahicipants were

- raising the issue of frequent changes in the software and platform. Mr.

Ravi Capoor assured that for the time being. at least for a year or two the
Power Builder platform of DISE 2.01 software shall be freezed. To
overcome the problems and improve the reliability of data. he suggested
that a more rigorous attempt is needed for 1997-98. He advised that during
September-October and November MIS district staffs should visit the
blocks for ensuring completeness of data and proper scrutiny. The role of
the state MIS should be to monitor and provide timely help and sorting out

implementation issues.

Mr. D.K. Kar explained in detail the steps to be followed in ditferent stages
for implementation of EMIS 1997-98. The essential steps are summed up

as follows:



Stage |

District fevel training programme for 1997-98 EMIS implementation. Participation

of Block Education Officers. district programmers and state level MIS in-charge.

Steps Involved

Please discuss every item of the Data Capture Formats, in detail.
Please discuss the issues or problems faced if any during data collection
during previous years.

Prepare in advance DISE generated master list of schools with school codes
for each block based on DISE data for 1996-97 and hand over the copy to the
BEOs along with the DCFs for 1997-98. -

Most Important

4

Stage 11

“School Codes of 1996-97 are to be maintained for all future references”
No changes be permitted.

All filled-in DCFs are to be scrutinised at Block level by BEO, before sending
to the district head quarter. Support from CRS Co-ordinators.

Please ensure *No Incomplete DCF is received from the schools”, “extensive
field visits be needed”.

. Please ensure “No School is left out in the coverage, for data collection in

1997-98".

Prepare a master list of schools at the block level for 1997-98 with school
codes (indicating new schools if any) categorised on different management. i.c.
a) Govt.. (b) Local body: (c) Tribal Welfare Dept; (d) Pvt. Aided; and (e) Pvt.
Unaided (missing schools can easily be identified).

The scrutinised DFCs along with a signed copy of the Master list of schools by
BEO to be sent to the district office for data entry.

District MIS staffs should visit blocks for ensuring complete coverage and
scrutiny of data capture formats for data re-conciliation.

Pre-data entry exercise at district level

Steps Involved

o After receiving the DCFs of a particular block, plcase check whether complete

DCFs for all the scl:ools (As per the master list of 1996-97 for Govt.. i.ocal
Body. Tribal Dept.. Pvt. Aided & Pvt. Unaided) are received.

One register is to be maintained on block specific information on number of
DCYEs issued and received and block-wise master list of schools based on
different Management.

It DCEs for some of the schools are not received or incomplete, report the
matter to the concerned BEO immediately and bring this matter to the notice
of the DEO for necessary action.



e Assign codes to the new schools if any. through initialisaton process as
prescribed in the DISE 2.01 software. (Important: To be donce by the
Programmer at the District level, never be left to the Data Entry
Operators).

e  Maintain a separate master list of new schools for each block for 1997-98.
Stage 111
Data entry process at the district level and preparation of interim reports.
Steps Involved
¢ Take up data entry of the schools block-wise, unless the data entry for

one block is completed other blocks should not be taken up.

o After data entry for one block is complete, run the consistency checks and
refer to the DCFs for corrections and refer the problem back to the schools it
needed for the entire block in one go. not in a piece meal.

¢ Run the data compilation and generate block level reports for the block.

e Start up the data entry work for the next block and follow all the above
mentioned steps.

Stage 1V

Data entry process and block-wise data validation and preparation of trend analysis

reports for each blocks.
Steps Involved

e While data entry for other bolck is continuing. the Programmer’s job is to
supervise the data entry job and side by side prepare the trend analysis reports
for each block on the following parameters.

A) Schools
% Number of schools for 3 vears i.c. 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98.

% No. of schools on different management (i.e. Govt.. Local Body.

Tribal Dept.. Pvt. Aided and Pvt. unaided) for last3 years.

% If any discrepancy is observed or missing schools is observed
please refer back to the master list and ensure data entry for thosc

schools for 1997-98 and follow all the prescribed steps of Stage 111.

B) Enrolment Trends
% Totai Enrolments (Total. Boys & Girls).

% SCs Enrolment (Total Bovs & Girls).

% STs Enrolment (Total. Bovs & Girls).

Y



C) Enmlr@nt at Class I trends
% Over All (Boys. Girls and Total)
% SCs (Boys. Girls and Total)
& STs (Boys. Girls and Total)

D) Trend Analysis for different classes

%  Movement of the enrolment for boys. girls. SCs. STs in different

classes i.e. from Classes Il to [V/V.
E) Teachers
% Total number of teachers (Male, Female).

% Compare number of teachers with that of number of teachers

received teachers grant for that year (Source PMIS)

% Please ensure the number of additio_nal teachers appointed from DPEP

in the block for the year is reflected in the data.

% Compare number of teachers with that of number of teachers as

available with the DEO for cross validation.

F) School Buildings

% Trends in type of school buildings (Pucca, Partially Pucca, Kuccha,

Tent and No Building) under different management.

¥ Please verify whether the number of schools buildings built dufing
the year from DPEP and other sources whether got reflected in the

prei%ient years data or not.
G) Classrooms

% Total number of classrooms in the schools under different

mai..2ement.

% Number of additional classrooms built from DPEP in that year.

whether is retlected in the present year data or not.

% Please cross verity, whether the number of classrooms that needs
major repairs for last vear with that of number ot classrooms repaired

if any from DPEP.

10



e Sharc the copy of the block level reports and trend analysis with BEO and
ensure copy of the school level summary sheets for all the schools reaches

the VEC and BRC for use in their training programmes.

Stage V
Once the stage HE and 1V for all the blocks 1s completed. district ievel reports be

generated and trend analysis for the district as a whole be attempted.

Steps Involved

° All the above parameters as explained in stage HI for blocks be

covered for district level analysis also.

L Validated data with block level and district level trend analysis

reports be handed over to state level MIS unit.

. A hard copy of the final reports be shared with their DEO and final
data may be shared with DIETs and individual researchers for

further use.

° Issues emerging from the analysis be communicated to the DPC for
taking corrective actions and suitably using for preparation of the
Annual Work Plan of 1998-99.

Responsibility of State level MIS unit

1) To provide over all technical supports for implementation and work as nodal

person for co-ordination between the state and the Nation icvel MIS.

2) To monitor the activities at the district level for completion in the agreed time

schedule.

3) To prepare a state level analysis of trend emerging from three years ot DISE

data. to assess impact on access. retentionrand dropouts.

+) To ensure increasing use of EMIS data for research. planning and

administrative decision making.

3) To appraise the National level MIS on progress and send data and reports in
time (thoroughly checked betore sending) and take the entire responsibility of

any data or information sent to the National Burcau.



CAVEATS

b4

Under no circumstances change in the data base of previous years (1995-96
and 1996-97) shall be entertained.

The change for 1995-96 was only an exception.
No interim data and incomplete data for any district be sent to National Burcau.
Frequent changes in the data base should not be done.

Only complete and validated data along with districtwise trend analysis
reports be submitted to the National Bureau in time.

During discusssion Mr. Capoor explained the steps with examples and
requested the states to follow these minimum steps for getting consistent and
reliable data for 1997-98. He asked the district MIS staffs to be in the fields

~ during data collection.

5.7.

5.8

3 It was made clear o ]l state MIS-Incharges, “that no further changeé in
the previous years database shall be entertained”. Changes in the

database for 1995-96 was only an exception.

The issue of on-line data transmission and getting NICNET connection at
the state and district offices was discussed. The status of NICNET/Internet
connections in the states were reviewed. It was informed that Haryana,
Kanataka. Kerala and Andhra Pradesh has already got NIC mail
connections at the state offices. Mr. Capoor requested the states to expedite
the process and get the connections for the state and district offices at the
earliest possible. The PMIS data for the quarter ending 30" September
should be sent through NICNET on-line only.

3.9.1 Ms. Suvarna. Consultant, EA.CIL's TSG described the need of assessing the

"I
X
[

information requirements at different levels for proper monitoring and
implementation of the project. She circulated a set of formats designed for
monitoring different activities at State, District, Block and Cluster level.
She emphasised on the need assc .ment study for improving upon the

existing PMIS software.

Mr. Capoor expressed that the existing PMIS is not meeting the objective of
a proper Project Management System rather it has become a Financial
Management Information System. He requested the state people to help in
assessing the requirements and developing a dynamic Project Management

Information System.'



Proceedings ; 13" September, 1997

6.1

6.2

6.3

In the beginning of ihe next days workshop the various existing
monitoring mechanisms used in different states, apart from PMIS and
EMIS were reviewed. Mi. D.K. Mishra mentioned that they are monitoring
training programmes. utilisation teacher grants and schools infrastructure
grants in the regular n nthly meetings at CRCs, BRCs, DPO and SPO. Mr.
Sarmah also informed .iat. they had devised certain parameters to moniter
the qualitative aspects of the training programmes in Assam. but could not
be properly impleniented.  Mr. Capoor requested the states to share the
other tools of monitoring with DPEP Bureaw/TSG for imp-oving up on the

existing PMIS.

For the benefit of the participants and to discuss the emerging issues with
the State Project Directors a case study “A Comparative study of the trends
emerging from two years of MIS data ; An insight into Haryana™ was
presented. Mr. Capoor discussed in length on the different issues related to
rational pupil teacher ratio, teacher rationalisation, trends in the
enrolments and physical facilities in the schools. Copy of the presentation .
is annexed. During discussion Mr. Pankaj Rag. SPD. Madhya Pradesh
raised the issue of 24% ceiling on Civil Works. In response to this Mr.
Capoor emphasised the need for attemptiéng convergence for civil

constructions with other departments and schemes.

Prof. Y.P. Aggarwal reviewed the various issues raised by the participants
with regards to DISE 2.01 sofiware implementation. Prof. Aggarwal in his
introductory remarks traced the origin. design and implementation
strategies for DISE. He further elaborated that, different agencies have
different roles to play during implementation. The DISE is designed as a
district level system and has the greatest utility for district level planning
and management of DPEP. The role of the State/National agencies is ©
monitor the trends emerging from DISE and use them for policies and
programme interventions. It is unfortunate that, after three vears of
consistent efforts. MIS is yet to become a reality for some districts.
Experience shows that manpower shortages, delays in procurement in
computer hardware and other administrative problems have considerably
affected the implementation of DISE .in many  districts.  The
implementation of DISE has not received duc attention of the SPDs’.

DPCs’. System Analysists’ and other professional staff due to variety of

—
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reasons. In order to achieve the stated objectives of DISE. the following

issucs requires considerable attention :

e DISE software should be district based. The role of state EMIS
Cells 15 to operationalise district units, rather than taking up

themselves to complete the computerisation.

e The National level Bureau should be provided with final anaiysis
and reports emerging from the analysis and these*should be

attempted by each district.

e MIS staff should devote more time for DISE/PMIS activities rather

than to get themselves engaged in other activities.

He responded to all queries raised by the participants on DISE 2.01
software implementation. The queries and the responses are summed up as

tollows :
Queries and Responses

Q. Shifting from one platform to other in DISE software, has created a lot

of confusion and problems in implementation?

Res. The DISE 1.2 software was simple and on Foxprow platform, but it was
deliberately subverted. It was by-passed during data entry, DBFs were
tempered at all levels, no consistency was observed in the data for the year
1995-96. To have a security and check on this it was shifted to Power

Builder platform.

Q. Mr. Deepak, MIS Incharge informed that data compilation for Raigarh

and report generation for Bilaspur was not possible using DISE 2.01..

Res. In respoi..c to this Prof. Aggarwal raised the question, if the software is
working perfectly for all other districts except one or two, where the
problem lies? Whether it is a software problem? Or a system specific
problem? He explained that these types of problems are coming up due
lack of proper co-ordination at the state level (some of the problems may be
system specific i.e. due to hardware problem). For example data received
for Dhar district of 1996-97 is completely initialised and entered in year
1997-98. The state level MIS staffs are not aware of this. He requested the
states to build up the capacities at the state level as. potential resource
centres for supporting implementations at the districts. State should keep a

tab on what is happening in the districts during implementation.



Res.

Res.

Rés.

Res.

School level data comparison is not possible betwceen 1995-96 and 1996-
97?

There was an inbuilt {acility to transfer the 1995-96 DBI's and school codes
for 1996-97 in DISE 2.01 but most of schools were re-initialised. Due to re-
initialisation data comparability was lost. It was the responsibilities ot the
states MIS incharges to see that schools are not re-initialised. This type of
mistake should not happen again.

Data back-up and restore facilities are not reliable?

3

Pkzip for windows is utilised in these modules. which is an international
product and cxtensively utilised in the IT industry. A little bit of pre-

caution is needed while utilising the module.

Mr. Simanta from Assam, raised a querry that after opening DB
through Power Builder. Some of the tables are showing negative values

for teachers?

Without understanding the data base structure and related logics this type of
issues should not be raised. No tempering with the DBs should be
attempted. While implementing DISE 2.01 opening of DBs through Power
builder is not a healthy indication at all. Prof. Aggarwal cautioned the
states not to fiddle in the databases, such attempts may cause extensive

and irrecoverable damages to the data bases.
Password removal facility not available in DISE software?
It is taken care and shall be available before 1997-98 data entry.

Mr.K. P. Singh from Bihar raiéed the issue, that Cluster level reports

has inconsistent data with respect to number of schools and sections ?

This type of problem is not encountered in any district reports. the validity

of the data needs to be re-examined.

Mr. Singh also raised that, Data compilation at Cluster level is taking

long time i.e. took 17 and %2 hours for Rohtas district?

The data for various districts was compiled at the National/State and District
level. so far no district has taken more than 3-4 hours for Cluster level

compilation, the problem may be system specific.
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6.6

ASSAM

Data export for SCs and STs not working?

The probiem is already resolved.

School level summary report is reporting inconsistent data?

The point is noted. and the problem shall be looked into.

Enrolment summary report needs an extra column for grand total?
The suggestion is taken and shall be considered.

State levels system?

For development of state level system and national level system for
generating district and state were reports, a national level resource group
shall be formed. Development shail be a collaborative effort between the
states, NIEPA and TSG. This will be a way forward on sharing collective
responstbility and transfer of ownership. Regular review meetings of the
core group, to sort out the implementation issues and problems shall be
held.

Mr. Ravi Capoor then requested SPDs to extend full support to MIS stafts
for implementation of EMIS 1997-98 in time. Then the tentative time
schedule for implementation of 1997-98 was discussed in length. The state
all agreed -to the time schedule proposed for 1997-98 and to complete
the implementation by 31" December of 1997. Copy of the proposed and
agreed time schedule for all the states except Kerala and Gujarat are

annexed. .

For the benefit of the paﬁicipants a demonstration of data transfer using
NICNET facility was arranged in the Electronics divisipn of TTTIL. Mr.
Gopinath Scientific Officer, NIC, Chennai demonstrated the data transfer
from TTTI system to NIC Chennai and down loaded some data from the
NIC centre at Shastri Bhawan, New Delhi. All the queries regarding this

was addressed.

Mr. Ravi Capoor took a review of the status of MIS implementation for
DPEP-II expansion districts for all the states. Statewise status on stafting

and procurement of computer systems are as follows.

¢ Interviews for staff appointment shall be held on 16" of September. 1997.

¢ Tender s tloated for procurement of computer systems.

6



HARYANA

¢ Tender process for computer procurement and stafl’ appointment process vet

to be initiated.

KARNATAKA .

¢ ldentification of MIS stait is complete.

¢ Ouotations_for computer systems is already ::oated.
MAHARA‘SH‘TRA

¢ ‘Tendering process is initiated.

¢ Staff appointment process yet to be taken up.
MADHYA PRADESH

¢ Procurement process for district level computer systems initiated. tender is

»

already floated.

¢ Advertisement for MIS staff appointment released.
TAMIL NADU

¢ Procurement process for computers yet to be initiated.

¢ Staff appointment process also yet not initiated.
ANDHRA PRADESH

¢ System Analys: nd Pr;)grammers are appointed at SPO.

. Datg Entry Operators are appointed at the districts.

¢ Computer procurem;:nt process is under progress.
HIMACHAL PRADESH

3 MlS staffs are appointed at SPO and DPO.

¢ Computer systems shall be installed in the state and the districts by the end of

this month.
GUJARAT

¢ Status is not known, as no-body participated from the state.



ORISSA

¢

MIS stafts are appointed at State and District Offices.
Procurement of computer systems is in process.

Computer systems are hired for data entry work of 1996-97 and data entry

work is already going on at State Project Oftice.

¢ Additional data entry operator needs to be appointed in the districts.

WEST BENGAL

¢ Computer system procurement and staff appointment process yet to be

initiated.

UTTAR PRADESH

¢ Status could not be reported by the System Analyst.

BIHAR

¢ Tenders are already floated for computer system procurement.

¢ Interview is completed in July for programmers in the districts.

6.7

6.8

Mr. Ravi Capoor requested the SPDs to complete the MIS staff appointment
process and computer procurement process at the earliest for smooth
implementation of EMIS 1997-98. He requested the SPDs to identify and
appoint an external agency for 10% sample scrutiny of filled in data
for 1997-98. He also informed that at the national level an agency is to be

commissioned for 2%. Sample scrutiny of the DCFs. SPDs were requested

_ not to disturb the MIS statf for any other works, rather it shoutd be taken up

as a challenge for completing the entire implementation process in three
months. time keeping a tab on quality and reliability of data. He also
requested the SPDs to tackle the problems of high turnover " trained MIS
staffs, the matter should be retc cd to EC for giving competitive salary to
MIS staffs as per IT industry standard to retain them. He extended his
sincere thanks to all the SPDs present and participants for their valuable

inputs.

Vote of thanks was proposed by Mr. Paramsivam, SPD Tamil Nadu. He
extended his sincere thanks to all the participants, Resource Persons and

SPDs tor their kind presence and making the workshop a success.



7.0 Summary of Feed-backs on the workshop.

»

Most of the participants feel that. the workshop met its major

objectives fully.
Implementation process for EMIS needs to be strengthened.

Regular visits from National level (DPEP Bureaw/TSG/NIEPA) to
monitor the implementation process und build up the state level

capacities on MIS is needed.

| List of problems and issues raised by the States be documented and

circulated to the States.

Regular review meetings of the state MIS incharges at National level

is needed to sort out the implementation problems.

To upgrade the technical skill of the state and district MIS staffs.
trainings on Power Builder and other application software be
provided by the DPEP Bureau/TSG.

' MISUnis/DKKAR/26 September 1997
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE |
(DPEP-I/II/III States)

Academic Session 1997-98
Date of reference September 30, 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

Ident-"ication o1 nodal person for co-ordinating the | August 1997
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP Il & IlI) °

Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if
needed (DPEP 11 & 11I)

National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation | 12-13" SeptemBer, 1997 |
of MIS; Leamning From Experience.

State Level training programme

Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block
level by the state level EMIS unit.

Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997

Data Collection

Collection of data and validation at block/district level

Data entry using DISE 2.01 software.

Preparation of drait reports & block level data
comparison for trend and consistency

Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997

Consistency checking and validation/modification of
data using DISE software.

Preparatibn of school summary reports, final districts | 31* December, 1997
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on
trend analysis reports.

National Level sharing workshop on trend of GO
enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 T Z3 ’ 19 &
years EMIS data.
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-VIV/III States)

Academic Session 1997-98
Date of reference September 30, 1997
The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

Identification of nodal person for co-ordinating the
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP I & 1))

August 1997

%U (e’

2§ Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if
needed (DPEP II & 1) Co nprefea\
3 | National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation | 12-13" September, 1997
{ of MIS; Learning From Experience. :
4 | State Level training programme )T ovh SeASH
5 { Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block
level by the state level EMIS unit. - 20 = LG Selst IQ’;L
6 Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997
7 | Data Collection ISP OCk S
8 | Collection of data and validation at block/district level }~ ., OQ £ ,? |
9 | Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. 'S ML N (S\/L Q2
10 § Preparation of draft reports & block level data :
comparison for trend and consistency l6—-20 Nov, 5>
11 | Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997
12 | Consistency checking and validation/modification of 2 - TNy Y
data using DISE software. 7 SeNDVITD TS
13§ Preparation . f school summary reports, final districts § 31* December, 1997 -
and block level reports-Data fin: ‘isation, sharing on
trend analysis reports.
14 | National Level sharing workshop on trend of

enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3
years EMIS data.
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE

Academic Session

Date of reference

(DPEP-VII/11I States)

1997-98
September 30, 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

Identification of nodal person for co-ordinating the
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DI« P’ Il & 1II)

August 1997

2 Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if
‘needed (DPEP 11 & 11I) >
3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation || 12-13" September. 1997
of MIS; Learning From Experience.
4 State Level training programme
*5 Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block
level by the state level EMIS unit.
6 Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997
7 Data Collection
8 Collection of data and validation at block/district level
9 Data entry using DISE 2.01 software.
10 ] Preparation of draft reports & block level data
comparison for trend and consistency
11 | Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997
12§ Consistency checking and validation/modification of
data using DISE software.
13 | Preparation of school summary reports, final districts | 31% December, 1997
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on
trend analysis reports.
14 | National Level sharing workshop on trend of 1 ¢
enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 j_ & 19 (7 2
years EMIS data.
S L3
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-I/II/III States)

1997-98
September 30, 1997
The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

Academic Session

Date of reference

1 Identification of nodal person for co-ordinating the } August 1997
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & III)
2 Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if 302’;&'2100} - D57
needed (DPEP II & III)
3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation § 12-13" September, 1997
of MIS; Learning From Experience.
4 State Level training prografnme € R Oe) - 1393L
5 Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block { | o 205 (Oe$ |22
level by the state level EMIS unit.
6 Record date for ddta in school education September 30, 1997
7 | Data Collection Is%OC)N ‘-30“0&-}- 87
8 f Collection of data and validation at block/district level | — (0% (2D
9 I Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. (o Dec. 125%
10 [ Preparation of draft reports & block level data (0 LhDec-+o
comparison for trend and consistency - 20Th bec ‘P>%
11 | Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November. L997
12 | Consistency checking and validation/modification of Dec-19F
data using DISE software.
13§ Preparation of school summary reports, final districts |-3+'Becembrr—1997— .
and block level reports-Data finalisation. sharing on| (SAMTanwarydF—
trend analysis reports. ‘
14 | National Level sharing workshop on trend of 3 g o
enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 j(“ﬂ i e
years EMIS data.
State P{ AN Signature
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-I/II/III States)

1997-98
September 30. 1997

Acadeinic Session
Date of reference

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

Identification of nodal person {:- co-ordinating the
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP 11 & 1II)

August 1997

2 Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if
needed (DPEP II & III) '

3 | National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation | 12-13" September, 1997
of MIS; Learning From Experience.

4 | State Level training programme jx//fawéo 77

S { Training and distribution of forms to the districtsdlock § ¢ /e Jof ~ /€ #gd ’77
level by the state level EMIS unit.

6 Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997

7 | Data Collection I5*0 - g Nev Ty

8 Collection of data and validation at block/district level §,/¢ IOl - 9FNev 57

9 [ Dataentry usi4ng DISE 2.01 software. J0* Ny - 10Pbe'T 7

10 | Preparation of draft reports & block level data /s Ane, - /6 /< Be 7
comparison for trend and consistency

11 | Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November. 1997

12§ Consistency checking and validation/modification of § /s %y, _/cPpe’ ¢ 7
data using DISE software.

13 | Preparation of school summary reports, final districts | 31* December, 1997
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on
trend analysis reports.

14 fNational Level sharing workshop on trend of

enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3
years EMIS data.
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE

(DPEP-VIV/III States)

Academic Session

Date of reference

1997-98
September 30, 1997

The follo»bing tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

| Identification of nodal person for co-ordinating the § August 1997
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & III)
2 | Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if
needed (DPEP II & III)
3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation | 12-13" September, 1997
of MIS; Learning From Experience.
.- GV By — N b
4 State Level training programme ULy = }i"‘mg i
5 Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block L ,
) D X by - NIy by
level by the state level EMIS unit. :
‘6 | Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997
7 | Data Collection OOt = MoV -2Nes
8 Collection of data and validation at block/district level NeY -
9 | Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. N OV
10 | Preparation of draft reports & block level data P ety ay 15T reede
comparison for trend and consistency Decewny
11 |} Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau. November, 1997
12 | Consistency checking and validation/modification of Do -
. k(‘.\\\v)a\‘/
data using DISE software.
13 | Preparation of school summary reports, final listricts § 31 December, 1997
and block level :cports-Data finalisation, sharing on
trend analysis reports.
14 | National Level sharing workshop on trend of -
enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 T N )q qe
years EMIS data.
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-I/IV/III States)

1997-98
September 30, 1997
The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

Academic Session

Date of reference

Identification of nodal person for co-ordinating the
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & 1II)

August 1997

P

('wf Ao

2 Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if : (‘7 Ll ot
needed (DPEP II & IIT) . ]
3 | National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation { 12-13™ September, 1997 % cf"*f&-'e:’/
of MIS; Learning From Experience. ]
4 | State Level training programme 1S -1e-
13
5| Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block o
level by the state level EMIS unit. AO—-10—1F
6 Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997 °
7 | DataCollection ‘9/ Beore iy A-10- 4 F
— — | S
8 [ Collection of data and validation at block/district level | OV-11-9F
9 Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. 1% ":‘:0(5 "
10 f Preparation of draft reports & block level data Tﬁy{‘—:l— T
comparison for trend and consistency D ‘
11| Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997
12 | Consistency checking and validation/modification of 12— 9,
data using DISE software. A -tA-1F
13 | Preparation of school summary reports, final distr ‘ts § 31% December, 1997
and bl 'k level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on
trend analysis reports.
14 1§ National Level sharing workshop on trend of _
enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 j— N - ‘(,(7(
vears EMIS data.
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implémentation of DISE
(DPEP-V/IVIII States)

Academic Session

Date of reference

1997-98
September 30, 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

1 Identification of nodal person for co-ordinating the | August 1997
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & iII)

2 Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if
needed (DPEP II & 11I)

3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation | 12-13" September, 1997
of MIS; Learning From Experience. :

4 ¥ State Level training programme s th i Sy

5 | Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block } 1 % ;77 g »
level by the state level EMIS unit.

6 Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997

7 | Data Collection /5 % N T

8 | Collection of data and validation at block/district level | 29 %' de, 91

9 | Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. /5 Lh Lo Gy

10 Prepara.tlon of draft report§ & block level data 9y ! g-(/_(v g7
comparison for trend and consistency

11§ Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November; 1997 ?

12 § Consistency checking and validation/modification of 315" ec ; D

X C e /
data using DISE software. ;

13 | Preparation of school summary reports. final distri 's | 31% December, 1997
and bloc level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on 7 P s
trend analysis reports. ' et

14 I National Level sharing workshop on trend of -
enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 j(?ﬂ g ‘Ll Q€
years EMIS data.
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-I/II/III States)

1997-98
September 30. 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

Academic Session

Date of reference

Identification of nod:' person for co-ordinating the
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & 11I)

August [v97

Completion of trauslation of Data Capture Formats, if

2
needed (DPEP Il & III)
3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation | 12-13" September, 1997
of MIS; Learning From Experience.
.. ’ 38Tl 4.
4 State Level training programme S g 7
. o L 4steccl of
5 Training and distnbution of forms to the districts/olock } <o o ev v po- o 5
level by the state level EMIS unit. e v 7
6 |} Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997
7 Data Collection B! 17
: s
8 Collection of data and validation at block/district level Qct 17
9 | Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. TN & i
10 | Preparation of draft reports & wvlock level dataj D¢’ 9%
comparison’ for trend and consistency
11 | Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997
12§ Consistency checking and validation/modification of Dee ' T
data using DISE software.
13§ Preparation of school summary reports, final districts | 31% December, 1997 -
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on
trend analysis reports.
14 § National Level sharing workshop on trend of

enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3
years EMIS data.
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Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-VII/III States)

Academx Session

Date of reference

1997-98
September 30, 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

1 Idendfication of nodal person for co-ordinating the } August 1997
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP IT & III)
2 Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if| C . F‘-}M.W\w. e, 199%
needed (DPEP II & III)
3 National Leve! Sharing Workshop on implementation 12-13" September, 1997
of MIS; Learning From Experience.
4 State Level training programme Cedoliee, 199 +
5 | Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block | Oc. 4 ke
level by the state level EMIS unit. N& yesnwes, 1997
6 Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997
7 | Data Collection WNeow ervivhaerz-, 199
8 | Collection of data and validation at block/district level JNe v cnsnw e, 199 ?
9 | Dataentry using DISE 2.01 software. Deccmnkes, 199F
10 Prepara.tion of draft reports & block level data} . .. i\, 19 9oL
comparison for trend and consistency
11 | Sharning of provisional data with National Bureau Ngvember,h 1997
‘DL ey ¢
12 | Consistency checking and validation/modification of | D<-cc-orvh .. 1997
data using DISE software. %.m-n et 1Y 9R
13 Prepart{tion of school summary reports, final district: = 31* December, 1997
and block ‘cvel reports-Data finalisation, sharing on| i
ety | O
trend analysis reports. bo gt T 198
14 | National Level shari ksh trend of -1,
evel  sharing ~ workshop (?n. ren J_ - quq/
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 Jon ¢
years EMIS daia.
D)
, 2Kt
State»f “es A e NG L - Signature - \l"




ORICSH
Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-I/IIVIII States)

Academic Session 1997-98
Date of reference September 30, 1997
The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

Identification of nodal person for co-ordinating the | August 1997
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & III)

Completion of translation of Data Capture Formats, if
needed (DPEP I & III)

National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation | 12-13" September, 1997
of MIS; Learning From Experience.

State Level trai..ng programme , st v ek of Sept P, r

Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block § v ot eako<

level by the state level EMIS unit. Vb e OC-sd.l { }

Record date for data in school education S;eptember 30, 1997

Data Collection iI5th CCH,TF D i

Collection of data and validation at block/district level | 3cth Cct’'97 (15 ola s

Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. 1st No v :
10 | Preparation of draft reports & block level data z : ‘4‘”" ?K‘v
comparison for trend and consistency Is+ Dec /
Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997
Consistency checking and validation/modification of .

data using DISE software. . Isth Dec

Preparation of school summa: reports, final districts 31% December, 1997
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on
trend analysis reports.

National Level sharing workshop on trend of ' ;
enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 \7’)’0 i ’q 0, ?
years EMIS data.

State O [2 (SO/ Signature/f/g



Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-I/IV/III States)

1997-98
September 30, 1997
The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation of EMIS.

Academic Session

Date of reference

Identification of nodal person for co-ordinating the
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP 11 & 1)

August 1997

2 Completion of translation of Data Capture, Formats, if
needed (DPEP II & III)
3 | National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation | 12-13" September, 1997
of MIS; Learning From Experience.
4 I State Level training , rogramme 1 wedde ,J,o,,&,&.ﬁ; X
5 Training and distribution of forms to the districts/block 2_"‘\ e .g O(,L,L‘.,e. .
level by the state level EMIS unit. ' ’T
6 Record date for data in school education September 30, 1997
7 | Data Collection S RIS =} Nowt 43
8 | Collection of data and validation at block/district level 3’5‘1 etk .{ Nev. 2.
9 | Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. NeceSnth o\,
10 § Preparation of draft reports: & block level data ek of T
comparison for trend and consistency (ke of A
I1 § Sharing of provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997
12 { Consistency checking and validation/modification of x,l }f
3 e .
data using DISE software. . we Jam: 3.
13 | Preparation of school summary-rc orts, final districts § 31 December, 1997
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on
trend analysis reports.
14 | National Level sharing workshop on trend of

enrolment, Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3
years EMIS data.

jcm - CI‘?X

State “\mma AL r\DN\ he

Zand—

Signature




NATIONAL LEVEL SHARING WORKSHO? ON

IMPLi MENTATION OF MIS; Learning From Experience
(12th - 13th September 1997, CHENNALI)

Workshop - Time Schedule

[2th September, 1997

9.30 hrs. Registration
10.30 ha~ Inauguration of the \* +i.shop
Dr. M.N. Rao
Principal TTTI, Chennai
10.45 hrs. Welcome Address

Mr. Ravi Capoor

11.00 hrs.

National Level Issues
Mr. D.K. Kar

12.05 hrs.
Pre Lunch Session:
Presentation of the States

Haryana, Tamil Nadu
Madhya Pradesh. Karnataka
Kerala

13.30 to 14.30 hrs.

lLunch Break

14.30 hrs.
Post Lunch Session:
Presentation of the States

Assam, Maharashtra. Orissa.
Himachal Pradesh, Gujarat. Andhra Pradesh

| West Bengal, Bihar & Uttar Pradesh

16.30 hrs. Detailed Discussion on EMIS Implementation
‘ Mr. Ravi Capoor & D.K. Kar
17.30 hrs. Issues related to DISE

Mr. D.K. Kar/NIEPA Team

18.00 hrs. -

Technical Issues related to On-line Data
Transmission through NICNET and
Improvement of PMIS.

Mr. Ravi Capoor/Mr. D.K. Kar &

Ms. Suvarna N.A.

19.30 hrs.

Response and sorting out of any technical
issues related to DISE 2.01 (Practical Session

on Computers)
NIEPA DISE Team




13th September, 1997

9.30 hrs.

Presentation on “A comparative study of
the trends emerging from two years of MIS
data : An insight into Haryana™

Mr. Ravi Capoor

11.30 hrs.

Importance of sample scrutiny of Data
Capture Formats (DCFs) to improve the
quality and reliability of Data

Prof Y.P. Aggarwal

13.30 hrs

. to 14.30 hrs.

Lunch Break

14.30 hrs.

Demonstration of on-line data transmission
using NICNET facilities.

Mr. Gopinath, Scientific Officer NIC-
Chennai '

15.30 hrs.

Discussion on Issues of EMIS
Implementation

Prof. Y.P. Aggarwal/SPDs/

Mr. Ravi Capoor & Mr. D.K. Kar

12.30 hrs.

Scheduling of activities for 1997-98 EMIS
Implementation

Prof. Y.P. Aggarwal/Mr. Ravi Capoor &
Mr. D.K. Kar

16.30 hrs.

Valediction & Vote of Thanks




'Y

4(1)97/0PEP

Terms of Reference for Particlpants
National Leve! MIS Workehop at Chennel
(12th - 13th September, 1997)

A INTRODUCTION |

The EMIS report for 1996-97 is being finalised presently which has been possible due
cooperation extended by all state teams, As you are aware, the reports throw up some very
crucial issues which need 1o be addressed by the stale goverr. »ents. It is increasingly feit
that the field staff < :ould have a clear understanding of these issues and hence the t:: ining
at NSDART, Mussone is being imparted which s essentially aimed at this effort.

In the process of collecting information, we héve now created an impressive database over
the !ast two years. There is, however, a scope for improvement. To discuss the problems
encountered during the process as well as 10 suggest the ways to improve this for the year
1997-98, we propose (0 have a two day workshop at Chennai on 12-13th September 1997
The first day shall be devoted to technical sessions. The second day would be devoted o
discussion on

e ways for mprovement of the data,
e the schedule for implementation for 1997-98
« involvement of the distnct level funclionanes in the process of actual generation and

plan 1ormutatiqn.
B. PARTICIPATION

The participants will be from states of OPEP-{ and Il. From each state following levels of
personnel are expected to participate.

e State MIS incharge .
« District MIS mchacges ﬁom aﬁeast two districts ,

C. PRESENTATION BY STATF TEAMS |

The stale-mdsarge of M!S is requested t0 make a presentation whuch would mdude the
foltowing nems -

- » Slaws oi MIS implementation in the state (EM!S and PM!S)
Problems encountered during implementation
Issues on which the State requires DPEP Bureau to take suitable action
o Special leatures or- highlights which the State has achieved in addition to the
nomal implementation for the purposes of cross sharing with the states; and
e Future strategies which the state proposes.

TR petlinebon 3t 5l Do di U it we stides and tive 13m0 Clpy O ure satlie 3Muni uc
shared with the States lor cross sharing purposes The ceal ime for the presentation wou!d
oo Ul muniies Cvened progLcion Wil LS ShE50 107 e pledeindu. Veaow
projection system s a'sd avaldable at the venue. Herce » cu are encouraged 1o develop you!
presentation on the computer using MSOFFICE. If you want to use video projection tacility.

please inform us in acvance so as to help us 10 schedule vour stales presentation



D. VENUE
The venue for the workshop is as under:-

Ground Floor, Lecture Hall / Conference Room, CIICP

Technical Teacher's Training Institute (TTT1)

(Ministry of Humsan Resource Development, Government of indla)
Taramani P.O., Chennal - 600 113.

Telephone: 044-2352054 /2350959

Telefax 044-2353095

Prof. M.N. Rao, Principal

Details of how to reach the venue are given in Annéxure-i.
E. STAY

The programme is a residential programme and hence arrangements for stay have been
made at Technicai Teacher's Training institutes’

1. New Guest House 2 » Old Hostel

Rocms will be on a twin sharing basis. Lady participants will get a separate room. No
charges ar-- required to be paid by the participants for the use of 1ac:My

F. DURATION

The duration of the programme is from 12th to 13:h Septembef, 1997 both days inclu;ive.
The workshop is expected 1o start early on each day say at 9.00 A.M. and may continue
even beyond 500 P.M. Hence participants are advised to reach Chennai on 11th
September 1997 and make amrangements for departure on 14th September, 1997.

G. BOARDING

Boarding arrangement will be 3s under:-

For 11th to 13th September, 1997

1. Bed Tea/Coffee: Within the er premises

2. Breakfast: ©08.30 - 09.00 A.M. .
: . iIn the canteen located in the old hostel.

3. Lunch 100 - 2.00 PM,
' hmedmmghauofthenewguesthouse

4 Ginner ~ 08.00-CS.00P.M.
' in the ~antgen loratad in the old haste!,



S. Tea Break During the workshop on 12th and 13th September
) Moming tea break  11.00 AM.
Evening tea break  03.00 P.M.

6. On 14th September, all boarding arrangements will be at canteen of old hoste! and
as per above timings.

No charges will be levied for the above boarding arrangements. For additional tca / cottee /
“snack, please approach Institute’s canteen and pay cash.

H. TELEPHONE/FAX FACILITY/PREC/ 1 JTIONS

Telephone and fax facililies are available nearby for which the participants will have to pay
cash for this facility Please contatt our representatives for this facility. In view of rainy
season, please bring mosquito repalient machines - pads or bottle based. Pads/bottic: only
will be issued at the venue. Flease use filtered water for drinking.

L TICKETING

Every particapant ts requested 10 bring hisfher own retum joumey ticket. You may book your
ticket in such a way that you reach Chennat on the 11th September, and depart on the 14ih
September, 97.

J. ASSISTANCE

For any assistance in respect of above arrangements, please approach our representative
Mr. S. Ramkumar and Mr. Dharampal. Both these £d.CIL personnel will be working under
close guidance from Mr. K. Varadarajan and Mr. Chandrasekharan of Office of SPD Tamﬂ
Nadu, whose address telephone no. and {ax no. are as under:-

~Shrl. S. Paramaslvam,
State Project Director,
District Primary Education Programme,
College Road, .
Chennal - 600 006, Tamil Nadu ‘
Phone: 0444- 8278068 / 8241504 (0)

0444- 6264528 (R)

Fax : .- 0444-8278068 { 8279021

K. CASH ASSISTANCE

Please note that no assistance in the form of advance, elc. is possible dunng your stay al
Chenna| and hence kindly make own anangements to meet all your cash needs



L. ONARRIVAL AT CHENNAI.

You sre kindly requested to inform by fax our office as well as SPD's Office at Chennas
regarding your arrival schedule, which may include airltrain no. (You may use Annexure-ii
enclosed). In such cases, official transport at railway station and airport will be available to
pick-you up. If you do not find official transport, please call SPD's office on the above
menoned nos. and ask for DPEP representatives. Within half an hour transport will be
set 10 you. in the meantime please wait near enquiry counter of Chennai central raiway
station or Chennai airport. Should there be any lrouble in contacting us, you may reach the
workshop venue directly and ask for our representative Mr. Dharampal at security office of
TTTL Please refer Annexure-l, how to reach the venve.

M.  COMMUNICATION:
For any further information please contact Shri Udaya Kumar Habbu, Task Manager

(DPEP) on phones: 6839474 (forenoon), .4647715 (aftemoon), 6944723 (resi), 4647716
(Fax) - :



Presentatior by

Mr. Ravi Capoor
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DISTRICT PRIMARY EDUCATION PROGRAMM: .
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A Comparative study of the tr'_ends emerging from two years
“of MIS data : An insight into Haryana



Enrolment Scenario : How we are moving

Overall Scenario:

1 Districts

vEmfolm‘ex‘:t Profile :: ALL
1995-96 1996-97

Boys Girls Total Boys Gl;-ls Total
Hisar 92129 79181 171310 100826 87418 * 186791 .
Jind 52346 45097 97443 67878 56253 104770
Kaithal 40896 32345 73241 50602 41434 86881
Sirsa 46625 39791 86416 51467 45195 90927
Note :

MUS Lot - 0 oo juy?

The enrolment figures and the analysis pertains to only government schools as for 1995-96 the mformanon Jor private aided schools and
private un-aided schools are hot available.




Contd...

o Of the enrolment, approximately, 54% are Boys and 46% are Girls;

e .Districtwise percentage increase of enrolment from 1995-96 to I.9_96-97 in the districts are;

"Overall _ Girls Boys
Hisar 9.04 9.31 - 8.80
Jind 7.52 822 6.91
Kaithal  18.62 22.03 15.93
Sirsa 5.22 6.33 4.27

How we are Traversing ,
* Kaithal shows a phenomenal increase in bverall enrolment. Girls enrolment leads the way with 22.03% increase.
‘e The percentage increase of enrolment among girls is higher in all the districts:

- o Gender disparity in enrolment is moving towards programme objpctii?cs, prcsemly between 7% to 9% across the districts.

Implications & Action Points

e Although glrls enrolmer  shows improvement, more focussed attempt to retain them and brmg the out of the school girls is
required. '

e More concentrated efforts are requmd for Jind and Sirsa. Focus for current years activities' should more towards these
districts

MIS Unn - 03.09.1997



‘Overall Scenario:

Class | enrolment_: Trends

Classwise Enroliment Summary

ClassI '

Distri;t ; % Increase Total % Increase
1995-96 ;996-97 1995-96 1996-97
Hisar 38654 46268 - 19.70 171310 . 186791 9.04
Jind 24161 26586 10,04 97443 104770 152
| Kaithal 17845" “la2006 " | 2382 73241 - 86881 18.62
Sirsa 21304 22483 553 86416 90927 5.22

How we are Traversing

e Districtwise class | enrolment shows a substantial increase where compared to the overall increa.c except in sirsa

o Increase in class is 55% than the overall increase, indicating the successful efforts of DPEP in mobilisation and awareness.




Scheduled Castes Enrolment : A focus on girls

QOverall Scenario

Districts Percentage of SC Pop.u‘lavt‘ion o Percéntage of SC Enrolment to Total Enrolment
- to Total population |
(As per 1991 Census) c 19?5-96 - 1996-;37 |
Hisar 2321 - 28.26 . 33.06
Jind 19.56 . 24.19 ' 27.31
Kaithal 2144 2569 - | 29.19
Sirsa | | 26.65 | 31.86 36.06

o Percentage of SC girls to total across the districts ranges in between 43 to 46% as compared to Boys ranges between 54 to
57%. |

« Districtwise percentage increase of enrolment from 1995-96 to 1996-97 in the districts are;

Over ALL SC- ALL SC Boys SC Girls
Hissar 9.04 29.89 31.26 28.29
Jind 7.52 21.39 19.57 23.67
Kaithal 18.62 34.80 30.12 - 41.47
Sirsa 5.22 19.10 19.01° 19.20

MIS Unit - 03.09.1997




Contd...

How we are Traversing

¢ The enrolment of SC is almost two to three times more than the overall increase in enrolment;
e While increase in enrolment of boys is between 19% - 31%, the increase in girls enrolment is vetween 24% - 4%
e Kaithal and Hissar lcad the districts in enroling additional girls by showing an increase of 24% and 41% respectively ; and

e A substantial jump in the absolute enriment figures 29% over last year vis - vis the SC population between 3.12 to 5. 40% in
one year's time.

Implications & Action Points

e A more focussed attempt needs to be made in district Sirsa as it has got the hlghest SC population and the enrolment is on the
lower side;

e Efforts now should be made to retain the girl child as well as boys for sustained schooling.

MIS Unit - 03.09.1997 6



Overall Scenario

PTR Scenario : Trends

No. of Schools with PTR

District

sz

Total Less than 40 More than 56 | More than 75 More than 100 |

1996-97 958.96 96-97 95-96 . | . 96-97 95-96 96-97 95-96 96-9;/‘
Hisar a2 | 1o 161 114 457 13 169 13 0
Jind 468 170 174 139 144 - i 65 31
Kaithal 374 189 . 66 350 - 211 100 ?}3 50 38
Sirsa 516 60 130 183 261 67 82 35 32

o Between 17 % to 37% schools have an ideal PTR of | : 40;

e Hissar and Sirsa show trend of increased nur{xbcr ol schools with a PTR of more 50;

e There is a disturhing trend in the number of schools with PTR of 75 and 100.

MIS Unit - 03.09.1997
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‘How we are Traversing

» Increased enrolments are affecting PTRs adversly across all the districts except in Kaithal;

.

e Even in Kaithal there are a large number of schools with not-so-favourable PTR.

Implications & Action Points

o Teacher appointments are not matching with the enrolments;
® Apparently, the vacancies are not being filled up for retiring/transfered teachers;

® Immediate assessment of additional teacher requirements needs to be undertakcn.

MIS Unit - 03.09.1997



Overall Scenario

The Issue of Single Teacher Schools

Single Teacher Schools.

=,

District Total Tota, With F.nro!meﬁl more than ~ With Sanctionc
No. of |
Schools ;
50 100 . 150 200 1 Posts more (ha:\
1996-97 | 95-96 96-97 95-96 96-97 95-96 96-97 95-96° 96-97 | 95-96 96-97 95-96 96~97-
Hisar 872 84 95 70 78 39 as | 1 17 2 7 R3 87
Jind 408 17 33 10 2% |- o | 20 3 7 i 4 .L-" w | s
Kaithal | 374 | 39 48 29 31 16 19 3 7 1 3 :ﬂ 33 1
Sirsa s16 | " 34 66 5 49 - 23 . 4 . 3o 2 63

e 7% 10 13% ol total schools are single tcacher schools;

o Interestingly, 87% to 95% of these schools have the post' of the'second teacher sanctioned except in Jind

MIS Unit - 03 091997



- Contd ....

How we are Traversing

¢ There is an increase in the number of single teacher schools most significantly in Sirsa and Jind;
" & Since last year the number of vaccant posts have increased, implying some transfers or retireménts coupled with no

recruitment during the year.

Implications & Action Points

e Filling up of the sanctioned posts should be the top priority for the state;
e Steps should be taken to identify schools with adverse PTR'and teacher rationalisation should take place;

o Estimation for additional teacher requirements should be worked out and be placed hcfore the state department:

» OBB - provides for the second teacher in single teacher schools. Can we get these teachers sanct. 'ned in these schools?

NMIS Tt nron s 1



The Issue of Double Teacher Schools

Overall Scenario

Double Teachér Schools

With Enrolment more than

With Sanctioned

Districts Total Less than 40 100 200 ° 300 Posts more than 2
5&96 96-97 | 95-96 ’ 96:97 © 95-96 ‘_96-.97 95.96 96-97 95-96 96-97 95-96 96-97
Hisar 180 | 180 12 7 83 .| 105 9 17 3 2 63 82
Jind 64 56 .3 2 36 32 5 10 ! 2. 34 35
Kaithal | 81 75 5 6 45 45 13 12 4 | 3 | a 53
Sirsa 130 147 | 16 9 34 74 - 6 - . 25 58

MIS Unit - 03.09.1997



Contd....

How we are Traversing

¢ The number schools having sanctioned posts of inofe than two teacher has shows an increase; .
e Schools having ideal PTR of 40 show! a decrease;
~ o Schools having two teacher and enrolment of more than 100 show an increase in Hissar and Sifsa;

¢ Almost all districts show an increase in the number of double teacher schools with enrolment morc than 200.

Implications & Action Points

¢ Immediate filling up of the vacancies;

e Additional teacher requircments needs to be worked out.

MIS Unit - 0200 1997

12



The Issue of Teacher Rationalisation

Overall Scenario

Districts No. of Schools having Enr_olmént less than 100 with 4 or more Teachers in Position
1995-96 - | 1996-97

Hisar . - ' 3‘ -

Jind . . o | )

Kaithal 5 5

Sirsa 6 | !

Implications & Action Points

While Sirsa appears to have rationalised teacher postings, other districts the deployment «{ teachers 1s sull being made o
consideration other than a normative PTR. ' “

MIS Unit - 02.09 1997



Overall Scenario

School Information

Districts Schools Classrooms Teachers ‘No. of Sanctioned
Teachers
1995-96 1996-97 | 1995-96 | 1996-97 1995-96 1996-97 1996-97
 \tisar | sis 872 3469 3615 3445 3496 4098
Jind 461 468 1949 12016 2364 2270 2581
Kaithal 314 374 1126 1378 1298 1511 1827
Sirsa Y, " s16 2021 2012 1965 1753 2148

from the districts.

- How we are traversing

While Hissar and Kaithal show marginal increase in the teacher appomtmcnts Jind and Sirsa show movement of teachers out

+ Large number of sanctioned posts continue to be vacant accross all the districts. Ranges between 10% to 20%..

»  Number of Schools opened shows improvement accross all districts.

mplications & Action points
Immediate fiilhing up of the vacancies.

I imt- G209 e



Status of School Buildings : Improving access

Overall Scenario

Status of School Buildings

Total Schools

No Building

Districts Pucca Partially Pucca Kuccha ni Tent
J _
§ \ ' '
1995-96 | 1996-97 | 1995-96 | 1996-97 | 1995-96 | 1996-97 | 1995-96 | 1996-97 | 1995-96 l 1996-97 1095-961 1996-9~
i L e
Hisar s1s 1872 761 811 34 42 1 N
i | ) | U U
Jind 161 468 398 419 26 14 | 20 35 E 16 i "
J . W S e )
Kaithal 314 174 248 20 52 61 2 12 14 E 1 } 0
1 i
aniilieie i et e R S
Sirsa 507 516 470 a74 | 17 29 0 19 o 1 o ! 0

® Percentage of schools running in Pucca Buildings ranges in between 78 to 94% in the districts.

MISUnit- 03 (9 1997
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How we are Traversing

e A consistentingrea:  f schools with pucca buildings across all the districts;
¢ Except Jind. there is also increase in number of schools with partially pucca buildings;

¢ Schools running in tents have become non-existent except (one school in Hissar);

¢ Two districts Hissar and Sirsa schools without buildings have come down while in Jind and Kaithal show 2 adverse trends.

Implications & Action Points

e More focussed attempt is to be made for providing school building to the buildingless schoals and converting partially pucca
to pucca buildings through convergence with JRY and other programmes.

MIS Uit - 02 09 1997 T



Contd. .

School Buildings Haryana
| New School Buildings Completed till date Ry
New School Bui;ding in Progress 71
Total New School Buildings Planncd till date 407
Number of Additional Classrooms Built 663
Total Amount spent till date (Rs. in Lakhs) | i477.54
;ﬂ’ater Facilit_\" provided to schools - 533 -

Toilet Facihity provided to schools

A

Information upto 31.03.1997

NS Uit - O Do on”




Physical Facilities in the Schools and the Trends

Overall Scenario

8

Sirsa

Jind

Kaithal Hisar
- 3
1995-96 1996-97 1995-96 1996-97 1995-96 | 1996-27 * 1995-96 | 1996-97
, J i ]
Total No. of Schools 507 516 3i4 374 461 . 468 815 872
- )
No. of Schools without 82 62 75 32 177 83 135 168
any Facility for Drinking '
Water
Percentage to Total 16.17 12.02 23.89- 8.56 38.39 17.74 16.56 19.67
g J
No. of Schools withnnt 289 203 260 159 354 ! 264 S82 0 338
Girls® Toilet ‘ '
Percentage to Total 57.00 39.34 82.80 42.51 76.79 56.41 67.73 38.76
‘| No. of Schools without 40 29 41 24 50 37 98 g 79
Blackbhoards |
- - Lo "-",_ g s e N — A‘f’ — =3
Percentage to Total 7.89 5.62 13.06 6.42 10.8S }1 7.91 12.02 ! 0.06

MIS Unuit - 0Y 09 1007



Contd....

{ow we are Traversing

Schools with drinking water facility have substantially increased,

. Similarly schools with girls toilet facility have substantially increased,;

Schools without blackboards have improved except in Sirsa.

mplications & Action Points

+ Still large number of schools 17% to 49% do not have girls toilet facility; A case for convergence with JRY':
* Drinking water is still required in a large number of schools; A further case for convergence with JRY. PHE!
"+ Blackboards still not provided to some schools;

= Why i< *he school grants not being utilised for the purpose?

= What are we doing under OBB?

MIS Unit - 02 09 1009° ‘ | 1o



‘Overall Scenario

“Academic Supervision of Schools

Schools

Sirsa

.. Kaithal Jind Hisar
1995-96 |1996-97 11995-96 |1996-97 |1995-96 |1996-97 |1995-96 |1996-97

Total No. of Schools 507 316 314 374 161 468 SIS 872

— ! | i
No. of Schools where 97 98 46 47 102 88 0 150
therc was no Academic
Supervision

A
H

How we are Traversing

» The situation of non academic supcervision in schools have improved except Kaithal and Hissar.

[mplications & Action Points

Still a large chunk of schools across all the districts are not supervised once in last academic year. A clear case for concern,
authoritics should take appropriate steps.

IS Unpt - 0309 1aa”




Repetition at Primary Stage

Overall Scenario
| JIND Class-wise Repetition Rate at Primary Stage
o N
1995-96 1996-97
- éoys Girls Boys Girls
I 10.55 9.51 11.77 12.54
Il 10,52 8.84 9.72. 10.22
111 12.96 11.79 14.77 14.11
Iy 10.76 9.45 14.35 13.86 -
B |
v 8.18 6.63 15.76 12.03
Total 10.62 9.4] 13.02 l;.:7

NMIES U - 0t

0g Lag T
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- SIRSA Classl-wise Repetition Rate at Primary Stage
1995-96 1996-97
Bo ]ﬁ , "Girls Boys - Girls :
I | 1457 13.62 15.59 391
I 14.00 12.85 12,66 11.83
m 18.62 16.95 19.73 16.67
J = e
v 17.90 13.54 16.13 12.96
vV 16.38 13.25 14.29 - oss
| r(:mxad 6,18 14.09 15.68 13.30

MIS Uit -

03109 1997




Contd..

KAITHAL- Class-wise Repetition Rate at Primary Stage
1995-96’ | 1996-97
Boys Girls Boys Girls
I 14.32 12.15 . 15.73 14.36
J e Rarrmr e 2« e - e e —_— s el
I 13.25 12.09 . | 12.55 11.04
I 17.35 16.81 | 17.66 15.19
1 L ]
v 15.67 | 14.90 15.53 | 11.76
Tem 4 SR }‘; =

V . 16.80 16.79 , 14.33 12.77

| ' | _ ! e
Total 15.38 14.31 15.15 131
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Contd..

Class-wise Repetition Rate at Primary Stage

HISAR
1995-96 1996-97
Boys ' (‘]irls‘ Boys Girls
I 10.36 ! 9.00 8.91 Jr Q.14 .
I 9.83. 9.13 8.04 I 7.72 “
Il 15.10 14.43 13.87 | 12.89
v 14.45 10.88 12.91 11.69
\ 1472 I ‘1,‘ (v A - Y )-‘) ‘
Total 12.71 10.83 11.14 9753
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Contd.

How we are Traversing

e The overall decrease in repetition rates vary between 1% to 2%;

¢ Incase of Jind, however, the repetition rates have gone up.

Implications & Action Points

A case for action research for Jind to ascertain the reasons for increased repetition.

MIN Unit - Gtou Jag



Primary School Age Group Population and Enrolment : Net Enrunnent Ratio (NER)

K AR ) TR Y ST Koe—— -~ - -2 e - m- o war -

Districts . . . ALL
e '
:?::' s sEmey = rrrremw=- [P = . T ~ T R
‘i -+ Projected Population of Age | Enrolment of the Age | Enrolmentas % of the
Group 6-11 : Group 6-11 Population (NER)
(As per 1991 Cencﬁs) : - :
IR . g . e _ _——J'
| Total . Boys | Girls’ Total Boys | Girls | * Tota! Boys Girls
i § . _ : - "L ‘ mmemen e -
Hisar k 234376 129557 | 104819 | 177941 95115 | 82826 | 7592 | 7342 79.01
b
Jind ‘ 144671 75653 68973 118320 64480 53840 l 81.81 L 85.23 78.05
Kaithal 122437 69039, | 53398 86834 47533 | 39301 7092 | 6885  73.60
- e e ik memmin . e «--—--—--n-d'» .
Sirsa i 101237 53721 47516 91047 4834] 42706 8993 1 8999 , 8988

Note : The enrolment figures and the analysis pertains to all schools of Haryana for 1996-97, hence the enrolment figure in the subsequent pages
may not tally with the previous pages.

e
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Observations and Implications

-« The NER across the districts ranges between 70% in Kaithal to 89.93% in Sirsa.
e The NER among Girls is higher as compured to Boys in Hissar and Kaithal where as it is higher among boys in Jind and $i:.

e There is a difference of atmost 20% in the NER between Kaithal (70.9%) and Sirsa (89.93) showing a high inter district
dispanty. B

MIS Unit - 02 09 199~
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Prlmarv School Age Group Populatlon and Enrolment : Net Enrolment Ratno (N ER)

MIS Unit - 03 09 1997

| District 5 Scheduled Caste : SC
o r ml’froj?e;c-ted Population of Age | Enrolment of the Age Grouo Enrolmeo-t-: as % of lhe
: Group 6-11 | 6-11 Population (NER)
\ ) .
i (As per 1991 Cencus)
E Total Boys Boy"s Total ;:\s -=—-= C,nrl;
Hisar 15 72049 | 40247 32483 82.07 8091 853
Jind B » | 39673 18764 15913 72 ;5-4%.;;84.80 ~61.94
Kaithal T-f;l4905u 17892 '} 13955 78.00 77.9;- “‘;:-—;é l)T
Sirsa 18614 20488 16701 80.76 8152 1 79.90




Observations and Implications

. The NER among Scs across the districts ranges between 72.75% in Jind to 82.97% in Hissar.

J The NER among SC Girls is higher in Sirsa and Kaithal; which is encouraging.

J There 1s a wide‘diffcrencc_of around 24% of}\IﬁR bctwc.en'SC Boys and SC girls in Jind - which is alarming.

. The difference of NER among SC Boys and SC Girls in Sirsa in mérginal, restructed to 1% only, hence movmg towai¢
cquity.

MIS Unit - 0 09 1997
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Districts

Issue of Under Age Children at Primary Stage - Specially at Class [

MIS Unit - 03 09 1997

ALL
j _
; Total Enrolment at Class I Eqrolment of Under aged % of underaged chlldren to
E (child of age less than 6) total venrolment at Class |
L‘ : i
-WLL T e | - S, ‘
Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys ~ Girls
| Hisar ; 46567 - 24485 22082 3529 ° 1786 1743 7.58" 7.29 r 7.89
Jind f 30840 16357 14483 2482 1339 1143 8.04 8.18 7.89
 Kaithal | 23740 | 12734 | 11006 | 2163 1352 811 o 10.6] 737
Sirsa -~ 23958 12487 ¢ |l47l - 1615 819 796 ‘ 6.74 6.56 6.94
v - - SO TR S e o



Observations and Implicatioris
. The percentage of under aged childreh in class | ranges between 6.74% in Sirsa to 9.11% in Kaithal.
. The range of under aged boys in class I is 6.56 - 10.61 where as among girls it is 6.9-7.8%.

o There is a substantial djfference of 3.3% among under aged boys and girls in Kaithal.

MIS Unit - 0X 09 1997



Issue of Under Age Children at Primary Stage - Specially at Class |

R e e L T - R TR

r Districts

Scheduled Caste : ‘;C? o

L -y aooweTR C etAl T &

Totgl Enrolment at Class I

(child of age less than 6)

- v——

Enrolment of Under aged |

% of underaged children to
total enrolment at Class |

- | “Total Boys Girls Tot;l Boys Gi‘rls —:Total ;-B»ovys | T—E;;;
Hisar | 17587 9485 8102 1228 619 609 6.98. 6.52 ]i 752
Jind 8396 4423 3973 527 285 242 628 | 648 | 609
Kaithal | 7103 3905 98 | 269. 169 100 378 | 432 : 312

yoem e S S, - e PR
Sirsa 9112 4842 4270 506 i 245 261 | sss ! sos 6.11

MIS Unit - 02 09 1997



Observations and Implications

J The percentage of SC under aged children in class | ranges between 3.78% in Kaithal to 6;(;)9;‘;% in Hissar.

. The difference among under aged SC boys and SC girls is marginal.

As compared to over all under aged children is class I, SCs underaged children are in a lower scale.

MIS Unit - 03.09 1997



Problem of Over Aged Children at Primary Stage |

' Y 2y Y

LE TR TR -

- =~y E e S

E"l;;strict; g ALL
i | T‘Toi;:li‘Eﬂhrollment a;t ;’cfi__mary Over aged Jchildren at Prnﬁna}yT_ Perccntageof ov;ragcd
Stage | Stage + children to total enrolment
"  ‘ |  (child of age 11 and above) -
Total Boys Girls Total" Boys Glrls. Total ‘ Bo_\_-_sm"m—;‘:i-r'{s
Hisar | 188238 | 100826 | 87412 | 19333 10917 8416 1027 | 1082 963
”Jind ]u ”‘12413! 67878 56253 1 13300 783S 5465 | 10.71 | 1154:-:T;
| Kaithal _J920§:u 0602 | 41434 | o6 | se37 262 | 1054 “)”}o*.{.i 102
| Sirsa L 96062 ' 51467 | 45195 { 10585 | 5930 4655 095 | 152 1029
! S SU . : o ) .

Observations and Tmplications |

J The p.ércentage of over aged children in primiry stage low between 10.27% (Hissar) to 10.95% (Sirsa).

o Except in Jind (2%) the difference in percentages of over aged boys and girls is marginal.

MIS Umit - 03 09 1997



Districts

> e

==

Hisar

Jind

' Kaithal

-

-

" Sirsa

REREY 53 2 L PuE

Problem of Over -Aged Children at Primary Stage

SEEEETE T S T .

Schuduled Caste : SC

St e ST T WITTERRIM LSRR T

Total Enroliment at Primary 5 Over aged children at anary - Percentage of overaged
Stage Stage ' ¢hildren to total enrolment
| ; (chlld of age 11 and above)
Total  Boys - Girls Total ; Boys Girls Total ' Boys Girls
63041 34253 28788 5655 . 3161 2494 . 897 923 3.66
. t: ek & " o= -_:;_z-_-:_-z..—;“&.—;. . -
30123 16642 13481 2538 1544 944 842 . 9.27 7.00
. R ; — e e
25634 14561 11073 i 2531 j 1407 124 9. 87 L 9.66 10.15
32996 17710 . 15286 .3326 1893 1433 lO._08 10.69 9.37
Y et e r . ke—— it e .
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Observations and Implications
. The percentage of over aged SC children at primary stage ranges between 8.42% (Jind) to 10.08% (Sirsa).
o Except Jind (2%), the difference in @ over aged SC boys and SC girls is marginal.

. The over aged SC children are I¢ss as compared to over all over aged children at primary stage across all the districts by
atmost two percent.

MIS Unit - 03 09 1097



Over All Scenario
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District-Wise Distribution of Enrolment to the Population of 6-11 -

Hissar

F.onrolled
18924,

Kaithal

29.08%

F.arelied
70.92%,

Haryana - 1996-97

81.81%

Sirsa

Fnarolled
89.93% .



District-Wise Distribution of SC Enrolment to the SC Population of 6-11 - Haryana - 1996-97

Hissar
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F.nrolled
93.88%

Kaithal . Gep

b nentled
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Jind
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Distribution of Over Aged and Under Aged Children at‘Primary Stage - H'af)'an

a-1996-97

B nder Aged at Class I ' '
QOner Aped Hisar , Jind
[a]] nrolment

1 R7%

° 2%y
10 27%

. &7 o,
R7 RS, '
Kaithal Sirsa

235% ) 167%

LN LY

R? iRre,



Distribution of SC Over Aged and SC Under Aged Children at Primary Stage - Haryana - 1996.97

B nder \ped gt Clase 1

Hisar Jind
Oher vped
B nrolemen .

1 ¢,

19 N8,

k9 R2-,

Kaithal ~Nirsa

1.05% 9.87%

1.53%
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Expenditure at a Glance (Upto 30.09.96"
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Capunditure Status on Primary runingl Education : HARYANA
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Expenditure Status on CRC, BRC and DIET : HA

RYANA
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Stages of EMIS Implementation 1997-98 : An essential
Checklist for District / State MIS In-charge

Stagel
District level training Programme for 1997-98 EMIS

implementation. Participation of Block Education Officers ,
district programmers and state level MIS in-charge.

Steps Involved
¢ Please discuss every items of the Data Capture Formats, in detail .

¢ Please discuss the issues or problems faced if any during data
collection during previous years.

¢ Prepare in advance master list of schools with school codes for each
block based on DISE 1996-97 and hand over the copy to the BEOs
along with the DCFs for 1997-98 .

Most Important

= “School Codes of 1996-97 are to be maintained for all future period”
No changes or re-initialisation of schools be allowed. Only new codes
for New schools are to be generated threugh initialisation.

¢ All filled-in DCFs are to be scrutinised at Block level by BEO,
before sending to the district head quarter.

¢ | Please ensure “No Incomplete DCF is received from the schools ”

¢ Please ensure “No School is left out in the coverage, for data
collection in 1997-98”

¢ Prepare a master list of schools at the block level for 1997-98 with
school codes ( indicating New schools if any) categorised on
different management, i.e a) Govt. b) Local body c¢) Tribal Welfare
Dept d) Pvt. Aided e) Pvt. Unaided.



¢

The Scrutinised DCFs along with a signed copy of the Master list
of schools by BEO to be sent to the district office for data entry .

Stage 1l

Pre- data entry exercise at district level .

Steps involved

After receiving the DCFs of a particular block , please check
whether Complete DCFs for all the schools ( As per the master
list of 1996-97 for Govt, Local body , Tribal Dept, Pvt Aided & Pvt.
Unaided ) are received.

One register is to be maintained on block specific information on
Number of DCFs issued and received and block-wise master list of
schools based on different Management.

If DCFs for some of the schools are not received or incbmplete, report
the matter to the concerned BEO immediately and bring this matter
to the notice of the DEO for necessary action.

Assign codes to the New schools if any , through Initialisation
process as prescribed in the DISE2.01 software . ( Important : To
be done by the programmer at the district level, never be left to the Data

entry Operators ).

Maintain a separate master list of new schools for each block for
1997-98 .

Stage 111

Data entry process at the district level and preparation of
interim reports.



- Steps Involved

¢ Take up data entry of the schools block-wise , unless the data entry
for one block is completed other blocks should not be taken up .

e After data entry for one block is cOmplete, run the consistency checks
and refer to the DCFss for corrections and refer the problem back to the
schools if needed for the entire block in one go, not in a piece meal.

e Run the data compilation and generate block level reports for the
block.

e Start up the data entry work for the next block and follow all the
above mentioned steps. :

Stage 1V

Data entry process and block-wise data validation and ’
preparation of trend analysis reports for each blocks.

Steps Involved

® While data entry for other block is continuing, the Programmer’s job
is to supervise the data entry job and side by side prepare the trend
analysis reports for each block on the followihg parameters.

A) Schools.
e Number of schools for 3 yrs ie 1995-96
1996-97 and 1997-98.

e No. of schools on different management (i.e
Govt. ,Local Body , Tribal Dept., Pvt. Aide-
and Pvt. Unaided) for last 3 years.

o If any discrepancy is observed or missing
~ schools is observed please refer back to the’
master list and ensure data entry for those
schools for 1997-98 and follow all the
prescribed steps of Stage I11.



B) Enrolment trends.

Total Enrolments ( Total, Boys & Girls).
SCs Enrolment ( Total Boys & Girls).
STs Enrolment ( Total , Boys & Girls).

C) Enrolment at Class I trends.

Over All ( Boys , Girls and Total)
SCs ( Boys , Girls and Total)
STs All ( Boys , Girls and Total)

D) Trend Analysis for different classes.

Movement of the enrolment for boys, girls,

-SCs, STs in different classes i.e from Class 11

toIV/ V.

E) Teachers

Total number of teachers ( Male , Female).

Compare number of teachers with that of no.
of teachers received teachers grant for that
year (Source PMIS)

Please ensure the number of additional
teachers appointed from DPEP in the block
for the year is reflected in the data.

Compare number of teachers with that of
number . of teachers as available with the
DEQ for cross validation. .

Trend on number of trained and untrained
teachers.



School Buildings

e Trends in type of school buildings (Pucca,
Partially Pucca, Kuccaha, Tent and No
Building) under different management.

e Please verify, whether the no. of school
buildings built during the year from DPEP
and other sources ‘.iether got reflected in
the present year data or not. ’

G) Classrooms

e Total number of classrooms in the schools
under different management.

e Number of additional classrooms built from
DPEP in that year, whether is reflected in the
present year data or not.

e Please cross verify, whether the no. of class
rooms that needs major repairs for last year
with that of number of classrooms repaired if
any from DPEP.

7) Share the copy of tie block level reports and trend
analysis with BEOQ and ensure copy of the school
level summary sheets for all the schools reaches the
VEC and BRC for use in their training
programmes.

StageV

Once the stage III and IV for all the blocks is completed,
district level reports be generated and trend analysis for the
district as a whole be attempted.

Steps Involved

1) All the above parameters as explained in stage 111
for blocks be covered for district level analysis also.



2) Validated data with block level and district level
trend analysis reports be handed over to state level
MIS unit.

3) A hard copy of the final reports be shared with
their DEO and final data may be shared with
DIETs and individual researchers for further use.

4) Issues emerging from the analysis be
communicated to the DPC for taking corrective
actions and suitably using for preparation of the
Annual Work Plan of 1998-99.

Responsibility of State level MIS unit.

1) To provide over all technical Supports for implementation and
~ work as nodal person for co-ordination between the state and
the Nation level MIS..

2) To monitor the activities at the district level for completion in
the agreed time schedule.

3) To prepare a state level analysis of trend emerging from 3
years of DISE data , to asses Impact on access, retention and
dropouts. '

4) To ensure increasing use of EMIS data for research, planning
and administrative decision making.

S) To appraise the National level MIS on progress and send data
and reports in time (thoroughly checked before sending) and
take the entire responsibility of any data or information sent to
the National bureau. -
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DISTRICT PRIMARY EDUCATION PROGRAMME, KARNATAKA

PRESENTATION ON EMIS & PMIS

EMIS:

The data entry, cons:.tency checks, compilation and report generation are
completed in all the DPEP-I district except'in Mandya District. The data entry,
consistency checks & compilation work in five of the seven DPEP 11 districts is

completed. The report generation has to be carried out.

The EMIS work in Dharwad district is not carried out for 1996 - 97
because this district is recently included in the DPEP program under II phase.

The EMIS work in Gulbarga district is completed and the consistency
checking is to be made in that district.

Regarding the reports generated out of EMIS, we get very useful
information regarding the villages without schools, schools that require repairs,
schools without teachers, schools where there are more no. of teachers etc.,

(Samples attached as annexes)

We are preparing to print the EMIS reports pertaining to the particular
district in multiple copies and distributing it to clusters, blocks, DPOs, DIETs,
DSERT and few -reports to even schools to enable the bi-directional flow of
information which is one of the goals of the EMIS and this inturn makes the
people at the cluster and block level to understand the seriousness and |

importance of the information they provide and receive.



The information / reports that are generated now are based on the
information collected during September-October of last Academic year. Many
changes have taken place in the infrastructure, teachers in position, number of
children. So it will be very difficult to take any policy decisions based on these

report, rather this will be useful only for comparative studies.

So the entire process of the EMIS for this year in 1997-98 has to be done
in such a way that the entire reports and the analysis must be ready by the end of

this year,

Our State Project Director and the computer programmers in DPEP,
Karnataka feel that the work of the Programmers is not restricted to the
computer room, especially in this type of developfnental | projects. It is
‘necessary and a part of the work of the programmer to ensure that the data
received from the field is reliable and timely. So, we are planning for EMIS of
1997-98 to have one day training programme at the block level for each block
separately, to make the officials and the Headmasters who furnish the actual
data, understands the importance of getting information from the raw data,
which will be of immense use. The aspect of filling up of the EMIS data entry
format will also be taken up in the ﬁ'aining program. We will be requesting the
Head Masters to bring all the information re'lated to the EMIS data entry, for the

next program fixed after 10 days of this training program.

" During the second meeting ihe actuai filling up of the '"MIS format is
done at a mass basis. The block education officer and the programmer will be
present during this meeting to help the Head Masters in filling up of the
information. So the collection of Information can be completed in one months

time.



The entry of the data will theoretically take one month time and the
correction work, compilation and report generation can be completed in the

subsequent month. So the entire work can be completed in 3 months time.

Modification Proposed

L In Karnataka the education system is in the pattern as from 1st to 4th
'Primary, from 5th to 7th Higher Primary level. It will be very difficult to
differentiate between the teachers of the primary section and the teachers
of the higher primary level é,nd so as the classrooms, furnitures facilities
etc. It will be very useful if the software has the facility to atleast accept
the data up to 7th standard. By giving 1-4, 1-5, 1-7 options in DISE and
also to extract the information to xbase structure. This will be of great

help in two ways.

¢ Most of the villages have upto higher primary level. Apart from DPEP,
Govt. of Kamnataka is also doing various other project to improve the
quality & infrastructure of the primary & higher primary education.
Since DISE covers all the aspects of schools & their infrastructure the
same information will be very useful for the State Govt. initiated projects
too, if the information is available upto standard 7th. Otherwise the
whole exercise including the collection of data, entry etc. has to beodone

again, from standard 1st standard 7th.

e Since the State Govt. is also require the information for their schemes the
pressure and binding on the personnel will be from two ways which

makes the work faster and more reliable.



II.  The backup and restore options is also required to be updated.

[II. a)The Consistency programme gives errors even if the information is

consistent in some cases.

b) Messages are to be included or updated for the errors in the

consistency check screens.
IV. In “All Report Option” , Block report option is not working properly.
Regarding the PMIS:

The PMIS sottware is installed in all the DPEP-I districts and the: AWPB
is entered in the software, the monthly and quarterly reports are being generated
using PMIS. Our accounts department personnel feel that the information they
require to monitor the progress is not available in PMIS reports. The greatest
problem with the PMIS software is, it does not.support the voucher entry

system.

So, we have developed a software program called PFMS(Physical and
Financial Management System) recently. The Software ig still under testing in
our districts. The software will be brought into a final shape once we receive

feed back !"om the districts.
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District Primary Education Programme is very ambitious project to assist
Primary Education in achieving major objectives of universalisation of Primary
Education. Universalisation of Primary Education includes (i) universal
enrolment (ii) 100% retention and (iii) MLL. To achieve these major objectives,
we plan number of activities and sub activities every year in our AWP&B.
This AWP&B is approved by Government of India and werks are started
accordingly. Since the start of this project, there was an urgent need of an
effective mechanism which may be helpful in AWP&B formulation and Project
monitoring. This gave birth to PMIS (Project Management Information
System). PMIS is an effective on-line tool which is extensively used for AWP&B
formulation and Project monitoring.

Educational Management Information System (EMIS) is another
important component of MIS which contains the huge educational database
pertaining to schools, teachers, students and fgcilities in the schools. These
two softwares have very close relationship with each other and they can prove
to be a boon for implentors of the project, if utilised in a phased manner.

Now what is the phased manner implementation of the EMIS and PMIS in the
project is shown by the figure below :

EMIS Analysis of various Identification of
(Huge database reports at district Blocks,clusters,
of schools,Teachers, __)Ievel, Block level, schoouls where
Students,facilities etc.) and cluster level. specific activities
7’\ - |study of impact of to be started to
project activities ' produce the desi-
at various levels.- red result
Collection of EMIS Formulation of AWP&B
data for next year through PMIS software. ,
\ This must be based on |>

deductions drawn after
intensive analysis of EMIS

reports




Output reports from EMIS should be analysed very carefully at various levels
i.e. at District, Block and Cluster levels. If any particular Block/Cluster shows
lower value of any indicator i.e. GER, retention etc. than the district average
value, there must be some specfic activity in AWP&B for that particular Block/
Cluster. Similarly impact of project activities on various indicators at various
levels must be studied and as a deduction drawn after anvalysis, one should
make realistic AWP&B based on actual data reports from EMIS. This will

certainly lead to an effective implementation of DPEP project.



( Status of MIS in Haryana)

Staff Position :-

(a) At SPO :- One System Analyst, One Pfogram mer and two data

data entry operators are in position at State project

Office , Chandigarh.

(b) At District level :- One Programmer and two data entry

operators are in position in each district.
Hardware Procured :-

(@) AtSPO :- 2 Pentium 133 MHz and two 486 DX2 66 MHz based
computers, one HP-5P Laser Printer and two Dot matrix priniers,

one HP-4 cse scanner along with 2 KVA UPS , Modem etc.

(b) At District level :- 1 Pentium 133 MHz, 2 intel 80486 DX2 66 MHz
based computers, One Laser Printer HP-5P, 2 Dot Matrix printers,
UPS, Modem etc. |




(Status of PMIS and EMIS in the State )

(a) PMIS:- PMIS is fully operational in Haryana. AWP&B are
formulated every year with the help of PMIS and sent to GOIl. After getting
approval, works are started according to activities listed in approved AWP&B.
Entries of expenditure and physical targets completed, are made in PMIS on
quarterly basis. Progress reports are generated at District level . Hard copies
and floppies are sent to State office. Sta(e Office consolidates these reports and
generates progress report for the whole of State and sends it to GOI. This

process is repeated in every quarter.

(b) EMIS :- A comprehensive one day training of DCF was included in

teacher training programm‘e in all four DPEP districts. Every year this training
is imparted to teachers by Programmer. Thus teachers are now fully aware
about the fil'ing of DCF.

In the first week of September, we print DCF (Data capture format)
and distribute it to the teacher through BRC and CRC, in each district. This
process takes 2-3 weeks time. Data collection process starts in the last week of
September every year. This data is then varified by BRC and CRC by counter
signing the DCF.

This is then submitted to District Head office for entry. After
completing entry and consistency checks, reports are generated. These reports
at various levels such as BRC, CRC are analysced and sent to concerned BRC,
CRC and schools for verification. These reports are also utilised for decision
making at different levels. When district staff is fully satisfied about the quality
of Data, they send it to State Office. State office checks the data consistency
thouroughly and then comparative reports are made for each district. This
comparative statement reflects the progress at different levels. Next year plan

is made in the light of these EMIS reports.



a)

b)

d)

( Problems encountered during implementationj

Lack of comprehensive training of teachers for filling of Data
Capture Format.

Instability m MIS Staft -

Switching over from foxpro to powerbuilder for both PMIS and
EMIS softwares..

Repeated trials and testing of software specially DISE S/W,

( Issues to be taken up by Ed.Cil)

An introductory workshop on use of Powerbuilder must be
organised . This will be very useful in software maintenance.

This may also be helpful in softare upgradation if needed.

Special features developed by State in addition -
to normal implementation of MIS

(i)  Reporting formats have been designed for each office to be

submitted to the next higher office in the hieararchy of
reporting channels i.e. for CRC to be submitted to BRC and
BRC to be submitted to DPIU and formats for DPIUs to be
submitted to SPIU. |
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DISTRICT PRIMARY EDUCATION PROGRAMME

TAMILNADU

STATUS OF MIS IMPLEMENTATION IN THE STATE
The MIS has become operational in the State with the purchase
and installation of computers at the Stote Headquarters and in the four
DPEP Phase I Qistricts named below, by September '96.
e Dharmapuri
¢ Thiruvannamalai
¢ Villupuram

¢ South Arcot

Educational Management Information System (EMIS)

. ¢ The school data for the year 1996-97 have been collect;d JSfrom all

| th; primary/middle schools of the four DPEP districts in the
prescribed format. The data received was fed into the computers
(through DISE 2.01 with respect to 1996-97).

¢ The relevqm reports generated after due processes for year 1996-
97. Thus the data base of school system has been created for all the

four DPEP districts.



¢ For the DPEP Phase II Districts, the Baseline EMIS data have
been collected in the prescribc! format and the data is being
processed at the Computer Centre in DISE 2.01 Software.

| ¢ The data for the years 1994-95 and 1995-96 was processed through

private agencies and the same for the year 1996-97 proccssed at the

Computer Centre in the Office of the SPD TamilNadu DPEP.

Project Management Information System (PMIS)

¢ The PMIS has becqme Sully operational at the Sta{e Headquarters
in the districts with the installation of the computers by Sept ’96 .

* Thg activity-wise budgeted amounts as per the approved Annual
Work Plan Budget and expenditure for each district and the State
level interventions have been fed into the computer in the PMIS
format.

* Thf actual expenditure incurred during each month was duly
entéréd. After due processing, the quarterly and annual progress
reports were generated out of the above data. As on date, the
datc; reports upto the. closg of June-97 have been grécessed and
generated.

¢ The Staff Appraisal Report and the reinrburserr)ent claims were also

generated out of the above data base.



I1. PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED DURING IMPLEMENTATION
Educational Management Information System :-

Problems to be aticnded to...

¢ The EMIS software was found to be having‘ some bugs, and
therefore the software itself had to be debugged before it could be
put to further use. |

¢ Subsequently, at the application stage, there crept in certain errors
in the database.

¢ There were some errors too in the EMIS data collected resulting in

" certain  inconsistencies. Hence, the data was closely checked,
scrutinised and revalidated.

¢ NULL values [:ave been set to important ﬁelds, which conflicts in

the flistribution.

¢ Grand Total shoulJ be provided in the Distribution of ALL,$C and

ST. |

‘. Teache}sa Distribution should be checked for equality.

(category, caste .etc)

¢ School level deletion option can be provided.



Project Management Information System (PMIS)

¢ Expenditure Period wise and not year wise for State level as well as
District level Should be generated.
¢ Activity wise expenditure Report - allocation including
Target Advance  Expenditure availc;ble but

Balance not been repbrted.

¢ SAR Report only cumulative figures are Available
Break up for previous quarter not generated.

¢ _For the Activity PFE,C3 transaction cannot be keyed in.

ar Issu'es on which the State requires DPEP Bureau to take suitable
action.
1. Strengthening of the EMIS and PMIS software to get rid of
perceived problems.
2. Training Programme for System Analyst and Prog;ammers

on appli tion packages.



1V Special features or highlights which the state has received in

addition to the norm:l implementation for the purpose of cross

sharing with the states.

1.

2.

3.

A soﬁﬁ'qre' for-generating reports on the students achiever: -nt
level was developéd in Power Builder.

A software on hard spots identification -viz. identification of .
problem areas for teachers in the classroom transactions, was

also develbped in Power Builder.

4. The following DTP items of work were taken up and completed :

* o

L 4

Perspective Plan document for DPEP Phase 11 districts
Annual Work Plan Budgets for 1996-97 and 1997-98 for
DPEP Phase 1 districts

The first AWPB for 97-98 relating to Phase 11 districts.

V' Future Strategies which the State proposes.

L

[

Computerisation of Pay Bills.

Computerisation of Accounts.

‘Personnel Management Information System.

Developiing a network between state and district systems for
communication, quicker data access and data management.

Documentation of all project interventions and the related

reports.



DISTRICT PRIMARY EDUCATION PROGRAMME
TAMILNADU
STATUS OF MIS IMPLEMENTATION IN THE STATE

The MIS has become operational in the State with the purchase and
installation of computers at the State Headquarters and in the four DPEP Phase I
Districts named below, by September ’96.

¢ Dharmapuri
¢ Tl;iruvannamalai
¢ Villupuram
¢ South Arcot
Educational Management Information System (EMIS)

The school data for the tiree years 1994-95, 1995-96 and 1996-97 have been
collected from all the primary/middle schools of the four DPEP districts in the
prescribed format. The data received was fed into the computers (through DISE 2.01
with respect to 1996-97) and the relevant reports generated aﬁer‘ due processes for
all the above three years. Thus the data base of school system has been created Sfor
all the four DPEP districts. The above data is being periodically forwarded as

' requzred to the Ed. CIL and GOI in Floppy Disks together with the relevant reports
generated. As for the DPEP Phase II Districts, the Baseline EMIS data have been
collected in the prescribed format and the data is being procgsse'd at the Computer
Centre in DISE 2.01 .oftware. The data for the yea;s 1994-95 and 1995-96 was
processed through private agencies and the same for the year 1996-97 processed at

the Computer Centre in the Olffice of the SPD TamilNadu DPEP.



1V Special features or highlights which the state has received in addition to the

normal implementation for the purpo: ¢ of cross sharing with the states.

L

2

A software. for generating reports on the students achievement level was
developed in Power Builder.

A software on hard spots identification -viz. identification of problem areas

for teachers in the classroom transactions, was also developed in Power

Builder.

3. The following DTP items of work were taken up and completed :

Perspective Plan document for DPEP Phase 11 districts

Annual Work Plan Budgets for 1996-97 and 1997-98 for DPEP Phase |
districts

The first AWPB for 97-98 relating to Phase Il districts.

V' Future Strategies which the State proposes.

L

2.

Computerisation of Pay Bills.

Computerisation of Accounts.

Personnel Management Information System.

Developing a neﬁvork between state ;znd district systems for quicker data
access and data management.

Documentation of all project interventions and the related reports.
Wider-basing the EMIS and PMIS to include certain other crucial areas of

project concern.



Project Management Information System (PMIS)

The PMIS has become fully operational at the State Headquarters in the
districts with the installation of the computers by September '96 . The activity-wise
budgeted amounts as per the approved Annual Work Plan Budget bnd expenditure
Jor each district and the State level interventions have éeen  fed into the computer in
the PMIS format. The actual expenditure incurred during each ‘month was duly
entered. After due processi;tg, the quarterly and annual progress reports were
generated out of the above data. Ason date, the data reports upto the close of
June-97 have been processed and generatea. The Staff Appraisal Report and the
reimbursement claims were also generated out of the above data base.

The PMIS data was being c;)mputerised in the prescribed PMIS format -
through an external agency until our own systems were purchased and installed in
September 96. There after the task has been fully taken over by the Computer
Centre of the DPEP.

II Problems encountered during Implementation
Educational Management Information System (EMIS)

Though there was some initial delay in the beginning, the needed momentum
sIowl)f started picking up. Initially th?re were some problems to be attended ;o.

The EMIS software was found to he having some bugs, and
therefore the su;iware itself had to be debugged l;eforé it could be pur to further use.
Subsequently, at the application stage, there crept in certain errors in the database.
Now, with all these problems having been sali.%ftzctoriiy solved, the EMIS has become

Sfuily operational.



Subsequently, there were some errors too in the EMIS data collected resulting
in certain inconsistencies. Hence, the data was closely checked, scrutinised and
revalidated. ! the circumstances therefore the training content is being refocused for
better scrutiny and checking aspecis of the tasks for obtaining correct and reliable

school database.

Project Management Information System (PMIS)

The spill over activities carried over to the subsequent year.c could not be
accounted for in the original software. But the software was subsequently rectified
suitably. The monthly and quarterly expenditure statements were not received from
the districts in time. However, there is a marked improvement now in the information
flow, following periodical reviews by the State Project Director. And now the system

is fully operational in the State headquarters.

HI Issues on which the State requires DPEP Bureau to take suitable action.
L Strengther;ing of the EMIS and PMIS software to get rid of perceived
problems.
2. Trainin;g Programme for System Analyst and Programmers on application

packages.
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| DUKRING IMPLEMENTATION | |

In data consistency check for G2 ~ is showing even if
type of school building (E item 1) is 5 and values for
all the items «t 2,34 and 5 is zero t default.

Data consistency checks have been repeated ‘even after
the modification is completed.

The error is reduced when the consistency report is
taken after compilation. Data consistency report is differ-
ent before and after the compiiation specially for G10,
G11 & G12.

The following reports are not coming :-

a. Enrolment by Age Group.

b. Repeaters by classes.

c. Distribution of enrolment by single year Age for
"+ SC, ST.

d. Graph for distribution of schools by no. of working

days.

TAKING TOO MUCH TIME FOR COMPILATION

e.g. in case of Rohtas for stage 9 i.e. for Cluster
Report. IT_TOOK 17 hours for compilation. In
districts wiere power problem is common it is very
difficult to compile the data.




While entering schooi particuiars, if SC student is nil
then it does not accept the ST student unless and until

we give positive no. on SC column.

In school level data report of P.S. PHULlI School having
code 0401901, the fiture in enrolment Data is not
consistent as in Class 1, the no. of repeaters is 2 and
no. of new admissions is 28 while total no. is too much

(Total no. of students is not being printed).
No. of OBC student is zero but % OBC student is 2.27

in C.Key indicators.
There is report mismatch from EB. enrolment Data to

C.Key indicators.
There is no ST students in data entry but report is

showing 19 students.

In Cluster level summary statistics Part - 7 No. of sec
tions is 21 while no. of schools 22. There cann't be
less no. of sections. It means there is no. default check

i.e. 1 for each class.

Lack of infrastructure specially in 10 new districts, even
outside agency is not available or competent enough to
do the work. °

District leve: computer personnel are not conversant with
Power Builder Software and trouble shooting of EMIS
vackage. So lhey are facing ot of problems.



STATE TO RAISE FOLLOWING ISSUES

Immediate need of siate level software which is not
available.

the focus of DPEP is deprived class. We have ad' xd
four pages in the data eniry format like Muslim girls,
Mushar, Dom and Wanderer classes. But these are not
included in ELIS. Our humble request is to include
these for the next year of EMIS.

In primary school, there is no Head Master/Principal,
only Head Teacher is there. In which option they wili
come under teacher's details.

To avoid wrong data collection, the format should be
staie speciiic. There is no need to keep sucii column
which is not relevant to the state.

EFFICACY OF THE S/W MUST BE TESTED
Othciwise just imagine what wili happen when state wil
compile all districts and centre will compile all states
and subsequently data-of 5 years will be compiled
together. "

‘Software be such which uscs existing hardware and
provides maximum timely results to help decision
making to meet bhasic objectives of the Project.
Oiherwise we wiii be caughit inio the WEB OF DATA
which is to be furnished at the Matienal level



SPECIAL FEATURES

State has first time collected data regarding MUSLIM
GIRLS, MUSAHAR, DOM, WANDERER CLASSES
AND DETAILS OF PATTERN OF FREE TEXT
BO0OKS.

DATA TO BE COMPILED

FUTURE_STRATEGIES OF THE STATE

'TO DEVELOP THE STUDENT ATTENDANCE
MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM (SAMIS).

TO DEVELOP BAL PANJI MIS to keep yearwise
popuilation of children.

Field manual will be attached with the data capture
format for EMIS. T



District : ROHTAS

SELECTED INDICATORS - 1

Year : 1996-97

Block Name vi V2 V3 v4 V3 V6 Y7 \ (a2l ve* V10 V11
NOK" A 10000{ <. 9680] 239 | 4080| 000 | 2462 | wz6| 82 ~| 4s0| 452
RAMGARH 10000| 198|. 9604 254 | 69.31| 099 | 1978 | &7c2| 8378| 594! 305
ROHTAS 10000] 227| o318 242 | 2085| 227 | 2014 | sz=1| s875| o09| 495
SASARAM 100.00| 17.81| 9384| 247 | s753| 411 | 2969 6212| 4812| 959| 116
SHIVSAGAR 98.88| 3562| 9663| 236 | e067| 562 | 21.76 | 99| 7928| 1570 1048
WRONG BLOCK 000 o0o00o| 000 ol o0o00] o0oo| 000] coo| o0o00| 000| 000

o Total 99.70 ‘8.87 90.10 247 55.47 2277 28.14 0.00| 74.34] 16.29 ;1.68
’ ¥ $3-33

Vi % liura! schools

V2 % Schools covered undaer Operation Black Board

V3 % Schools with VEC consfituted
V4 Average working days
V5 % Schools more than 20 yeare old
V& % Schools less than 10 years oid

Hote : * Values of VB and V9 may not reflect true picture if ~opulation data is at variance with enrolment data.
‘0" indicates that population date for the particular Block is missing.

In such cases, the district average may be misleading.

VT % Classrooms requiring major repairs

V8 Gross Enrolment Rato
V9 Net Enroiment Ratio
V10 % Single teacher schoois
V11 % Repeaters in primary classes




District : ROHTAS -

SELECTED INDICATORS - 1

Year : 1996-97

Block Name - | V1 v2 v3 v4 V5 vé v7 ve* | ver | vio | V11
ADHAURA 10000 000| 2424| 252 | 1364| 000 | 4360 | ve.07| 9385 5152| 1074
BHABHUA 99.36| 000| 89.74] 283 | e6218| 064 | 19.68| 8969| 78.47| 1035:| 364
BHAGWANPUR  |10000| 093| 9074| 249 | 58.33| 556 | 33.46 | 9055| 88.25] 3233| 527
BIKRAMGAN. 10000 1230| 9672 243 | 7213| 246 |31.86| 83.04| 7369| s57¢| 1156
CHAINPUR 10000/ 000| 8667| 253 | 3444| 333 | 1031 | 68.99| 59.76| 3222| 112
CHAND 10000| ©000| 8955| 252 | 67.16| 299 | 31.58 | 78.89| 69.90| 22| 1.21
CHENARI 10000 ©000| 9857] 238 | 5000| 857 |27.88 [11653|105.21| 17.14| 645
DAWATH 97.96| 1.02| 9694 247 | 8265| 000 | 2475 | 71.14] 5616| 225| 182
DEHRI 10000 775| 9612 249 | 7597| 310 | 3488 | 7268| 6392 10zz| 7.1
DINARA 100.00| 6375| 9375| 246 | 56.83| 1.25 | 31.62 | 8849 70.40| 1372| 203
DURGAWATI 10000 o000| ®8933| 250 | 4933| 267 {2759 | 8379| 7358] 17| 312
KARAKAT 9760| 538| 9615 248 | s57.69| 077 | 33.33 |10245| 78.49] . 160z| 451
KARGAHAR 100.00| 3.02| 9698] 251 | 7487| 201 |31.08 |10595| 91.04]| 13¢7| 308
KUDRA 10000| 111| ess6| 252 | 2889| 111 | 1927 | ee6s| e324] 1332 s21
MOHANIYA 100.00| 370| 5093] 253 | 2870| 185 | 1868 | 86.25| 84.31| 1822| 40
NASRIGANJ 100.00| 19.63| 97.20| 240 | 5701| 093 | 31.85| 9433 7961| 1305 362
NAWHATTA 10000 000| 9623 241 | 943| 377 |4444| 92s3| e37al 2 1143
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District : ROHTAS Year: 1996-97
8lo . « KARQAHAR Village NamefWard No.: PHULH
School Nume ; P.S.,ifULI School Coue 10401901
A. General Information

Rural/Urban Rural

Year of Establishment . 1971

School Category Primary

Type of School Co~educauon.al

Management Educational Departiment

Schoal Covered under OBB Nq .

Type of € * ol Building Pucca

Status of School Buliding Governmaent

Total students( Pr. Classes ; | 132 [
Numbe: of Class iooms

Number of Teachers
Number of Maie Teachers

N O P

Number of Female Teachers

B. Enrolment Data

Description Ciass t { Class I} Class lit | Class IV | Class V
Number of Girls [e7] 20| a 16 s | IS2
Idumber of SC Student 27 12 7 8 4
fumber of ST Student . 19 3| 4 a 2 |w ~o ST
Number of OBC Student 0 0 0 0
Number of Repeaters 2 0 0 1 0
Number of New Admissions 28 0 0 0 0
.""\gs Receiving Fiee text books N 3 4 7 0
s tiing Other Incentives- | 48 | 17 0 0 0
C. Kaey Indicators )
Indicator School | Block Remarks
Pupil :Teacher Ratio 00.00 | 495.40
% OBC Student 02.27 103.28
% SC Enrolment 24.24 | 1899
% ST Enrolment ! ¢0.00 | 00.00
% Giris 24.24 { 42.03

% SC Girls to SC Enrolment | 34.38 | 06.54
% ST Girls to ST Enroiment | 00.00 { 00.00
% Repeaters 21.21 ;0208
Drop_out Rate NA INA




CLUSTER LEVEL SUMMARY STATISTICS : PART -|

District : ROHTAS : ) Year : 1985-97
: o ENROLMENT . Goss | cooone
ﬁ?r.?e Schoots ol T I a4 ICLI vl PR i’czsu Clessti | Class v | Class v | RO°™S —_
. .
G.M S CHEN] 2 a381| 193s| 1254] 42| o o0 tes| 1757 834 707 se2| 4N 61 21
GMS3 KARG| 14 2143| o9<8| 408] 132| of o of 85l 397 38| 20| 222 30 14
GMsKICH - 19| - 2602l 1117] 428 154) o o0 ol 8| S8  413] zez| 39| 43| 19
B s a4 20| 813 s24) 1271 of o o 7e2| 3% 303| z28| 179 SR
cMskara| 2| 208 13| es| 2] of o o w s e 9| 27 2| q
GSus sAN 10| 1881 7s3] 362 128] o o e8| ez sm o7 wos| 2] | w0
GOV P S, Sull 19| 2279| 9ss| 338 16| o -0 257] @ass] 3@ 1| 26| a2 32 19
GOV P STET| 20| 3289 1343] 819] 313] of o 2] 1057} 734 se3| 4ass| a2 61 26
KK SANJHA| 26| a3r7e| 1708] 4s1| 175 o o 76| 13| T se1| eos| 518 €9 =8
KM S BIKRA| 16 2566| 1168| 407| 130 of O 233] @810 S515. 454 403| 384 61 18
M S AKBARF| 1 08| 897| 400 131 23] 5 862 833 48 45| 06| 256 42 12
M.S. ALAMPL| g 1571 o684] 394| 165 40f 11 ' O 634, W 255 209 147 g 9
MS AMIYAA] 18 2130 938 401l 1470 o o 24| 70| e 30| 200| 204 49 16
M S_.ARANG 11 1593| es4| 343] 118] o o o] 0] 3 29 2581 279 18 1
M S AURAN: 1 1702] 709| 223| 70| s4f 18 442] se| 3 2ma] 233 08| = 1
M.S. BADD! 8! 10ss| 415| 310[ 108 48] 13  e3| a37s| 20 3w] 1s8f 115 20 8
M.S. BARAML 17 2052| 83| se1| 216] o 32| 82| 0 M3l 04 272 27 15
M.S BARAW 14 2439| 959 s8] 197 of o0 28| 70| S0B ax s19| 402 34 14

Cata. 08 Sep, 1997 DISE Ver 2.01 . (CLSS-1)



PRIMARY SCHOOL AGE GROUP POPULATION AND ENROLMENT

BLOCK : SASARAM

YEAR :

-1996-97

POPULATION (8-11)

ENROLMENT (8 -11)

ITEM
Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls
Total 36925 17418 19507 17769 9662 8107
Schedued Casto 5882 2775 3107 3504 2158 1436
Schedued Tribe 333 157 176 105 60 45
 Othe! Sackward 0 0 0 375 203 172
~ Others® 30710 14486 16224 13695 7241 6454
% 5C 1503 15.93 15.93 20.23 2233 17.71
war 0.90 0.80 0.90 0.59 0.62 0.56
% OBC 050 0.00 000 | - 211 2.10 212
% Others .17 83.17 83.17 77.07 74.94 7961

OTHERS® = Tetal - 6C - §T-QBC




| MANDAL / TALUK SEV.ECTED EDUCATIONAL STATISTICS

. {Primary Classes)

District :RONTAS Year : 1996-97
Block s':&',g:, Students | Teachers m So“figu
ADHAURA 66 4665 110 107 67
BHABHUA 156 | 21913 433 315 158
BHAGWANPUR 108 | 13975 234 257 108
BIKRAMGANJ 1222 | 17351 441 339 127
CHAINPUR 00 | torst | 195 | 223 | .8
" CHAND e7 8909 159 | 171 | 67
CHENARI 70 |. 13107 195 168 s
DAWATH 98 | w24 | 22 | 210 .95
DEHRI' 120 | 24956 489 428 160
DINARA 160 | 21432 448 370 158
DURGAWATI 75 9798 212 203 72
KARAKAT 130 | 20237 416 384 128
KARGAHAR 199 | 29353 568 473 199
KUDRA g0 | 12776 | 271 218 g0 -
MOHANIA 108 15742 338 364 104
NASRIBANJ 107 18033 364 314 105 -
NAWHATTA 53 8182 120 162 56
NOKHA 125 17883 430 264 123
RAMGARH 101 | 18571 318 273 102
ROHTAS a8 | sa02 132 151 At
SASARAR 146 22936 535 448 144
SHIVIAAR 89 13759 259 216 ’ g1
| WRONBLOCK 0 0 0 0 0
1 Total 2333| 343980 6969 J 6055 2348
Date - 0B Seg T DISE Ver 2.01 (SAl-4)



" CLUSTER LEVEL SUMMARY STATISTICS : PART Il

District Name: ROHTAS Acadamic Year: 1995-97
Teachers Pupil % of % gngle | No. of Schools | Schodls
CRC ;:‘:;hef :?‘eg::;elrs ?chools Teachet m‘ covered rcLo.Cne u';":fc h
Name All Female | % Femalo‘! ..at'anedl % SC 1 with VEC | grpiools | Building B 'F‘SECG; grant |
GM'S GHENARI 65 13| 200 3 1538 ol 74| 708] 10000| 1364 0 22/ :
GMS.KARGAHAR % 10| 232 0 1395 o| 50.08| o| 10coo| 1429 1 B sl 2]
GMS..KOCHAS " 59 7] 1es 1 678 o] 4425 o| s474| 528 2 18] 2 |
GMS.SHIVSAGAR 13 9| 277 4 605 o| ss1s| sre| 10co0| 2143 0 13 8
S M S KARGAHAR 5 2| @00 0 0 o| s3.a0 o| 10000 0 1 SR
SSM 'S SANJHAULI 52 5| ee2 4 789 0| 3617| 34| 10000 0 0 5| 0
GOV.P.S,SURYAPURA 8 12| 25020 3 625 o| 47.38 o| 10co0| 1083 ‘ 19 42
GOV.P.STETRADH 54 3 556 11 1295 0| 6091 1041| 10000| 2000 0 16 0 J
Kk SanHaLL | e | 2874 7 160e| o 4340 26e0| 10000 ol 3| 2] s
KW.S. BKRAMGAN 7 37| ‘sa0s 3 649 o| 308 2370 10000 0 2 15| 3
WS, AKBARPUR. 34 3| s o 2353 0| 64.65 3ss| 10000 1818 0 11 2
WS ALAMPUR 24 1| aw o 1250 o] es46 719] 10000| 3233 0 9 8
.S ANMIYAWAR 8 al s & 1458 o] arse] 36| 1c00| 667 0 15 1
WS, ARANG 1 7] 2221 1 ecs| of som| 1z| wme2| w . 1! 3 |
WS AURANGABAD S# 38 2| 528 | 0 1053 o| a479| 250¢] 10cco| soe 0 1l |
WS EADCY 0 3| 1500 3 2000 o s250 2133| 10000 1250 0 sl s
M5 BARAHUT KALA 15 18| 42,00 4 889 ol 4858 e8| 10c00| 1765 Y 2
lus pARAw 85 12| 1846 5 1077 o| s732| 63| w2es 0 2 wwl o
(1S BELVAIVA 56 1| 1984 2 10N o| 4270| ss3] 10000 0 0 4 6|
lus BHADARA 3 2! 8es 7 3225 3z ez 1937| 10000| 42ee 0 “14 . 0

te 2.Sa087

DISE Ve« 201

~es 0
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PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED DURING IMPLEMENTATION

L. Compilaﬁohptéblem : Database is required to be repetitively compiled. Data is
to be commied cach time when reports are to be’ generated.

2. bxport to DBF files Sollwmc does not exports SC & ST Enrciiment D 1R}
3. Loweslt d,w% in School : Sultwarc does not accept 5 th class as lowest class. In

Maharmhlra there are m:my Sdloals where lowst class is Sth and lunhut class s TOth.

4. Checks on teachers in position is required c.g. il teachers in position is 10 then
software should not accept 9 or 11 teachers in sexwise, trainmgwise & castewise
classification.

,""

In Conslistéhéy éhcck S 14 Error could not be recover.

"
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STATUS OF MIS IMPLEMENTATION

Establishment of MIS cell

* MIS celi established at State Project Office
* Established at Vizianagaram,Nellore,Warangal and

Karimnagar districts
* Not yet established at Kurnool district.



- Manpower

* One Systems Analyst, one Programmer and two Data
Entry Operators are working at SPO

. Programmérs are not posted at district level as it is very
difficult to get qualified and trained professionals.

» Two Data Entry Operators are posted at each District
Office



Implementation of EMIS and PMIS

. Implemented at State Project Office
° EMIS implemented at 4 districts

* PMIS implemented at 2 districts



PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED DURING
IMPLEMENTATION

* Delays in Hardware procurement
¢ Non -availability of Programmers

* Problems in installing PMIS



Special Features which the State has achiev:

o Developmg an Integrated Education
Management Information System to
meet State level requirements as well
as GOI requirements.




* A comprehensive computerised system
consisting of 8 modules is under development.

Statistical System

School Monitoring Information System
* Text Books Distribution

School Database and Teachers Database
Payroll

Financial Accounting

Private Schools Administration
Pre-Public Examinations support



* Developed a comprehensive School Monitoring Information

System (SMIS) to monitor quality of Education on monthly
basis on

Enrollment
Attendance

Coverage of syllabus
Uni: tests conducted
Students performance

¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥



Objectives of SMIS

* To keep track of enrolment, attendance and
retention details of students |

* To monitor the quality of education &
achievement levels



‘Data Flow

State
f District Consolidation Reports
District
f ~ Mandal Consolidatio:. Reports
Mandal
? School Monthly Returns

School



Benetits ot SMIS
* To achieve better reliability with an aim to help in
the process of decision making and planning

* To meet growing information needs

e To measure the academic achlevements of the
students |



Implementation

* Prescribed proformae were distributed to all
schools to get information

* Manual system is bemg 1mp1emented since 9
months |

* Computerised system is piloted at cne
district and it is under testing



DPEP Bureau may suggest

* Guidelines to appoint Programmers on
contract basis as it is very difficult to get &
retain Computer Professionals.



THANK YOU
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MIS UNIT,DPEP,ORISSA
ELCOMES YOU



MIS STAFF POSITION

SPO

* System Analyst - 1 |
* Programmer-cum-Training Officer - 1
* Data Entry Operator - 2

DPO

* Programmer - Nil
* Data Entry Operator - 1




ORGANISATIONAL CHART OF
MIS UNIT, DPEP, ORISSA

" PinakiMobanty. |
SYSTEM ANALYST

l |
Pradeep Mohapatra

il’.rogrammer-cum-Training Officer
| SPO,Bhubaneswar

I T T T T I PR I | S
S.Pratima P.Sahu : C.Parija i S.Sahu S.Kar R.Rajguru S Samal
Data Entry Operator|  Data Entry Operator !Data Eatry Operator| | Data Entry Operator| |Data Entry Operator| | Data Entry Operator peo |
DPEPRayagada | DPEPKalahandi || SPO,Bhubaneswar | | SPO,Bhubaneswar DPEP Bolangir DPEP,Raggeds e



MIS WORSHOPS AT STATE/ DISTRICT / BLOCK LEVEL

State Level MIS W'().rksh(ip_- 21st - 25th April'97

Resource Persons
* Prof. Y.P. Agrawal, Senior Fellow, NIEPA
* Sri D.K. Kar, Sr. Consultant(MIS), Ed.CIL's TSG
* Neyaz Ad. Reyaz, Programmer, NIEPA .
* Sri Alok Singh, Programmer, NIEPA

District Level MIS Workshop

* DPEP, Rayagada - 19th May'97
* DPEP, Gajapati - 20th May'97
* DPEP, Dhenkanal - 9th June'97
* DPEP, Bolangir - 11th June'97
* DPEP, Kalahandi - 26th June'97



Block Level MIS Workshop for Head Masters' of Schools

* DPEP, Rayagada - 2nd/Sth/7th July'97

* DPEP, Gajapati - 4th/5th July'97

* DPEP, Kalahandi - 28th June - 9th July'97
* DPEP, Dhenkanal - 30th June - 7th July'97

State Level PMIS Workshop - 3oth June - 2nd July'97

+ Resource Person : Ms. Suvarna N.A.,Consultant(MIS)

Ed.CIL's TSG, Govt. of India



Present Scenario

Out of § DPEP districts, 4 districts' data entry are doing
centrally at SPO, Bhubaneswar by hired system. The data

- entry has started from 26th.August'97. The data entry for

DPEP, Dhenkanal has started from IOth Aug'97 at DPO,
Dhenkanal.

| By the end of September, we can able to get hard copy
- of the repotts. |




Problem during Implementation

1.No priority is giving to MIS at district level.
2.No provision for conveyance is available to the field at district level.

3.In the absence of Programmer, one dataentry operator has to
manage the District Level/Block Level MIS workshop,data collection

from the school level. |

- 4.Due to the wrong organisational structure at district level,we are
facing a lot of difficulties for organising workshop and also data
collection. Some of the districts are glvmg fake data,filling themselves
at the district Head Quarter.



ORGANISATIONAL STRUCTURE OF
DPEP DISTRICT

Dist. CHAIRMAN,DPEP DISTRICT
Collector
DII f | A DI] f
o . o
CO-ORDINATOR chool,nt choo
— EBR&dOsOR INATOR | |- . HRC CO-ORDINATOR
. Sl of Sl of 3 MSetrﬁsc;rf 1 " Senior
School School y mostsio most Si of
B School School

CRC * CRC \ o TR S S
Center Center Center A CRC . Center - Center c
CO-ORDINATO! \C RDINATOR ¢
School ft { School CO—ORDINATOR School § School Cp-ORDINATOR

Headmaster \@maste Kmast @master \Qdmast

/ Primary Pr{rﬁary anary Primary Primary
¥ School School School School School
e

\leadmaster eadmaster leadmaste Yeadmast

Primary Primary rPrimary /Prlmary

School School School School
eadmaster Headmaste H{eadmasteeadmaster

Primary
School

eadmaster eadmaster



- Suggestions

1.The Bureau may ask the State Govt. to instruét the DIs
and SIs of Schools of DPEP districts, to help us for
- collecting the accurate data.

" 2.A token of honorarium may be given to the persons
involved in the data collection process, those who are
involved in data collection process.



TECHNICAL SUGGESTION

1.EMIS should include computerisation of Base line study, MLL and
~ Janabha Register etc.

2.The entire MIS should be put in the INTERNET. An INTRANET
may be built for the planning and monitoring centrally of the entire
EMIS &PMIS..The district, state and center may be connected
through VSNL/NICNET or by INTELSET/SoftNET. The entire

- MIS's INTRANET may be in Client/Server technology. Visual
Basic may be used as front end tool and Oracle as back end tool.
Even the DISE format will be accessed at district level which is in

 the Central Web Server at N.Delhi, they will feed the data there, the
data will be stored centrally at the Web Server, which can be
accessed by any person having the accessibility depending upon their
organisation and rank.




INTRANFT FOR DPLP
www.dpep.org

f 1 _WEB SERVER
N = -
N , e
PR l =\
| Ed.CIL's TSG
- INTERNET |
Secretariat,Orissa
- ﬁ
| _, ,OTssa 2‘ it Station
i 1{ é Telephone Leased Line
i\.
| :f Collector,DPEP Dist.
i _ %
. SPO,Bhubaneswar ,
! J Dist.Project Office
I - O



http://www.dpep.org
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SOF7TwWARE

= INITIALISATION 79 odbute :
D CLUSTER enhiy choold be
BLock - wise.

= INPUT flootute :

@D SCHOOL [OCATION

A Tn crse § WRONG e-mg

(VEC/Prﬁ) 66”’,‘ excg*/“‘
NULL Vablue.

3. TRIBAL SUB-PLAN ~en
enky Can't fe coms2 .
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» _UT/L/T/€S Mockula @

1. CONSISTANCY CHECK @ -
jénax«( DQG Cleck‘- //2‘2: Shoutd
be ghouped as  G1t GI2

nStesd F G-I - G-9, GYO, -1
bud . G-la.

L. BACKUP
Pis ublhy & mob Aalialle,
many Kme RBack-up dalf com't
Resrok€ . |




Niadhys Fiocosl
Y.

EMIS.96-97 @ SOFTWARE 3 3irfl) wyenfaa fanas |

fren — wrgaa

,
A weoN

o N o

1.

12,

Softwarc ¥ga € Slow Y@@ U= & BT HRA I 10-15 M2 @1 o cnan e |
DISE Input Icon @-@rd-a.a3 uri ) aoe- A58 Computer 6 3@ 10 @) w1 wa |
Data Entry @ 213151 Application Error, Data windows Error ainf& Massages @R
AR R |

#i AR DISE2:0Hcon Y wrtéi-frut |

Initialization & g1 Clusicr @1 Block wise =1 3ir1 |
UISHSHRHAlphmbeticatty—tettt—

A-3 3 ufX =@ Tribal Area & arrfa & o) 981 “Yes” 5@ dan |
Cluster, Blockwise A& and |

A-11 §3fd VEC/PTA @l @ Year Wi ) wrent 2 a) gl Nil w1 ‘0@ 2 o
HaE |

G,H,1 3 &<l din Wi @) wnn nad® @ Mis feeding 8 s & @) ail <0 218 fsar oo
gt | :

Entry @ 394 &8 9 Control @1 Dos Prompt & 311 SIF11 |

Reponts :

a. En-1 3 Total @1 Column 71 €4

1

'b. SAI- 4 &5 w1 1,17,250
EN-1 ¥ =l wiw 1,17,108
EN-2 3 gl W 1,17,108
EN-5 3 &<t Wiwm 1,17,108
EN-3A 3 gof wwan 1,12.390

c.  EN-14gul wiwm 117108 & Rredd Boys - 63670, Girls - 53438 §
EN- 3A &t wam 112309 € R Boys - 63670, Girls - 48720
- ¥a: Girls Enrolment 3 3o £

d. T TER -
" EN-1 3 ool iwa 23615 Riend Boys-13280, Girls-10335 &
En-3b 3 SC & xiwi 22599 § Rzt Boys-13280 &, Girls -9319 8
a1@: Girls Enrolment § 3t t 4

e. FH AR — .
EN-1 3 ST g3 \&m 15037 f19¥ Boys-8520, Girls-6517 ¥ |
En-3c 9 ST g5t Wiw@n 14844 £ RRTY Boys-8520, Girls-6324 3
& Girls Enrolment # 3iar §

C MISEMIS. ST doe(T)



. IEN- 4A,4B,4C &1 ad auaa =i &) ur 321 §a0i uRyara w1 an ur e ¥

g. Total No. of School ¥ &3 3itR &

SAl-4 1249
T-1 . 2440
SLI-1 : 1229
SB-1 1209
SB-2 851

EFF-1 1247
EFF-2 1247
SAI-2 1091

SAI-3 (RURAL SCHOOL) 1245

h. SAI-4 § Total Teachers - 3475 & | @
_, T-2 B Management Type ¥ —3694 FN BT € |
i. T-2 & Female Tch. Report oA & |
j- SAl-4 ¥ class room 4@ 1529 & waa0
' sB-3 # class room Ji&AT 2502
SB-4 ¥ class room w1 1362 ¥ |
k. Eff-1 3R Ef(-3 3 71 wmam a8 &)
1 Class-1 Report i Cluster, Block - wise 8 8 )
:om, Class-1 Report ¥ SIFIHTY ‘0’ 3N & |
Class-2 Report # Cluster, Block- wise T8 & |
g WY Repost Block- wise/ Cluster- wise 78 & |

14. "R 26/7/97 @ Wik A DISE 2.01 User Manual & 3riR General consistency
Checks G-1 to G-9 Y Manual @ General Consistency Cheeks G-1 to G-9 3 gof

=18
15. Consistency Check @1 Printout, Graphics 3 817 & @R Printing % aga swiai asy o
S &1
16. Consistency Check G-10,G-11,12 31z71-3ra7 7 813 G-1 to G-9 & et & g sk
7. Pupil teacher ratio 40 I @1 &Y wR W G-6 Error Consistency @aiin &1 91 — 17

Enrolment U 8 287

CAONQIMEIS .97 doe(7)
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BLOCK / MANDAL / TALUK SELECTED EDUCATIONAL STATISTICS

Distiict :RAISEN

{Primary Classes)

Year : 1996-97

Bicck grngg:s Siudents | Teachers r((;';,,; sggt'igr:s
BVADI 202 21207 546 | * 250 259
BEGAMGANJ - e 184 M1'.">870 474 “%u 498

GaraoA) [ o | s [ | oo | e
OBEDULLAGANJ 196 1;249 636 - —sws 476
SANCHI 1 ”EZJ“ “ 178;;“ 45; *;.32 272
SILWANI o N .«‘_-.1«;(_; w14089 436— 759 251
UDAIPURA o 178 16913 631 213 319
Totat | 1249 117250 3475 2529 2274

g tee Ak Lo

Date : 25 Ji 1997 T DISE Ver 201 o iSAI-'l'i



ENROLMENT SUMMARY

District : RAISEN

Year : 1996-87

o ..Class _____ o]
Enrolment i i W Av] v
Total Students N ;GJI 7 2;?76!“)3 23497 21229 ‘_j8402
Boys 7771 ;l‘:i _%'” | ~1 44827 12599 11914 10337
Girls “1 1!?;(' N 13181 10898 9315 8065
- ——5;3_.Sludet\(s 1 5029 | W;SUB B 4976 4G50, 3457
o SC Boys ;U;UV o _3()1 4 2775 ‘658 205‘3
- SC Girls :;:’( a _MZMBQ 2201 1992 1444
ST Students 1 10” _ 1026 2825 2218 1777
ST Boys — 2575 — )115_ 1593 1308 1129
ST Girs 1817 1917(17 ‘ 153.)- '““‘*;1';)" _ K48
OBC Students Q011 w1 8349 7522 l‘)S{;()
B OBC Boys a8e1| 4070 4465 | 4225 370;
OBC Giils 4130 4471 3884 3297 2877
% SC 19.23 ) 1S;9(; ' 20'_95 21.42 18 50 ’
% ST 1587 1472 12 31 11 04 1016
% OBC 34.42 3416 i .';_5 73 35.64 3612
‘;f:.lll 1997 B DISE \;?(-)1_ { EN—' ; )



DISTRIBUTION OF SCHOOLS BY ENROLMENT CATEGORIES

District : RAISEN

Year : 1996-97

: Number of Schools
Enrotment Rurel Urban | @No resp Total Total Enrolment
12 36 0 0 36 B 549
21-60 366 1 2 369 15874
61- 100 404 o 0 404 31758
- 101 - 140 233 0 0 233 27476
141 - 220 131 1 0 132 ' 22783
221 - 300 27 0 0 27 6037
>300 31 0 0 31 11889
# 17 0 0 17 0
Total 1245 2 2 | 1249 117166

# : Schools which reported no data on enrolment

@ : Schools which have not teported thelr ruralfurban classf{ication

Date : 26 Jul. 1997

DISE Ver 2.01

{Su -3)




District : RAISEN

REPEATERS BY CLASSES

Year : 1996-97

Repetition Rate (%)

Total Entolment Repeaters
Class -

Boys Gris Boys Ghts Boys Girls Total
| p4sss | were | ivgas |t - 2sef- 234 | Y200 2.47
i 14482 | 1m81 260 231 1.80 1.75 1.77
n 12509 | 10808 " 460 306 3.65 3.63 3.64
v 11914 w15 387 - 361 3.25 3.88 3.56
v 10337 065 322 329 3.12 408 3.60
Total . 63670 5338 1764 1556 2.77 . 291 283

\ 1102 . LG
Da DISE Ver 2.01 (LN -8)

Date : 26 Jui, 1867

P




ENROLMENT BY AGE GROUP

District : RAISEN

Primary School

2

Year: 1996-97

AGE GROUP

<86 6 - 10 11 - 13 > 13 Total
Total Students ) w_1816 1010/ 135 . 6581117108
Boys 1076 54763 74;36_ 370i63670
> Girls 740 46303 6107 '2§ia 53438
SC Students 317]  203c7 2851 140 {23615
SC Bc 189 1147 1568 76 {13280
SC Gitls 128 8867 1283 men 10335
ST Students 214 13332 1414 7_(; 15037
ST Boys 109 7458 893 59 {8520
ST Girls 105 587+ 521 20 {6517
Date : 25 Ju, 1997 DISE Ver 201 (EN-2)




DISTRIBUTION OF ENROLMENT BY SINGLE YEAR AGE [ALL STUDEMIS |

District : RAISEN = * Year :1996-97
Class -> ! i i Cow v ' TOTAL
AGE 280YS GIRLS 2OYS | GIRLS BOYS | GIRLS BQYS GlRLé BOYS | GIRLS BOYS GRLS
<5 143 %6 9 0. 0 0 0 0 49 2 204 98|
5 | 813 529 19 7 0 of .1 0 29 0 872 536
5 soaz| 7s31| s40| 42a|  47] 2 21 w0 31| -0 10682 7896 |
- ; 2512 1854| 9143| 7160| S82| 426 24 39 16]° 6 12277 9485
8 | 580| 4a8[ 3264| 2943 6983| 5191 483| 429| 48] . 36 11333 9087 |
s | taa| 1s2| ee7| 7ee| w2m2| 2719| e128[. 4165 554 - 510 10895 8325
10 '\ 127]  se| 268| 299| 11a9| o4s| 3252[ 2124] 4ess| 3508 9481 7136
11 | ,‘ 271 =0 148 122{ 367| 318| 1253| 860| 3087| 2525 4882| - 3885
12 E 18 8| 46| 67| 139 141 4e6| 335| 1161| 884 1828 1435
13 b o1a 70 el 20 ar| 48] 1e1] 13| 4e3| . 404 746 584
>=14 ‘ 3l 2 7 s\ 23| 2.3 20| 4] 208| . 189 370 273
Tctal i 14333? 1C3€6| 14432] 11828| 12569| 9832| 11914 822G| 10337| 8065 63670 48720
Mew Acmis { s3es| eas7| 28| es8| 1017| 70s| 987| s73| 82| 514 12821 432 ; . .

DISE Ver 2.04 : (EN-3A)



PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF SCHOOLS BY NUMBER OF CLASSROOMS

District : RAISEN

Year : 1996-97

Number of Classrooms Rure! Schools Urban Scools All Schools
0 2274 5000 2278
1 18.42 0.00 18.39
2 26.11 50 ()O 26.44
3 18.74 N00 18 71
4 538 000 537
%
5 3.42 000 3.42
6-9 3.50 000 3.50
10-13 0.57 200 0467
more than 13 0.49 0.00 0.49
| Total 99.67 100.00 99.67
Number of 8chools 1227 2 1229
Average no. of class rooins : )
All Schools = 205
Rural = 205
Urban = 1.00
Date . 25 Jul, 1997 DISE Ver 2.01 {SLi-1)

®



TYPE_OF SCHOOL BUILDING BY MANAGEMENT

District : RAISEN

Year : 1996-97

Number of schools by type of management

;zﬁ:Iz; Dep! of | Deptoftri- | Local | Private Pﬂvﬁ!e Others Total
Educaton | bal welfare | Body | Alded | Unaided

Pucca 434 15 9 8 38 1 501

Partially Pucca 360 8 5 6 13 1 393
Kuccha ool a3 fass oot 0 85

Tent AR I 0 0 oY o 1

No Building 212 6 | 18] 8 1 8 249

Total 1,052 33 a3 21 60 10{ 1,209
date: 25 Jul, 1uu7 DISE Ver 2.01 (SB-1)




CONDITION OF CLASS ROOMS BY SCHOOL MANAGEMENT

Yooy : 1996-97

Date : 25 Jul, 1997

(¢

£

n

District : RAISEN
o 2" o Type of Management a -
Condition e R T I
of i Dept of { Deptofti- | Local | Pilvate [ Private |, oo
Classroom ; Cducuﬁru‘i*\' _liﬂ wellate .Lj}ody Alded Unr»uyjul ®
Good . - :‘as 18 . 28 )Al; 5 1053
Regqguites minor repal . ) 'Vl,n;‘,w « 2] o i? o ii‘f; B ‘:;E—“_—A;;-
Requires majotiepn | 35 | 7] el ol of  3es
Nowsponse @ | ans 2| 5| 3| eo| of o1
Total Class Rooms 1994 54 51 45 353 5 2502
Total number of schoots : 1249
@ Condition of classrooms not given
DISE Ver 2.01 (S8-3)
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