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NATIONAL LEVEL SHARING WORKSHOP ON

MIS Implementation

1. Introduction

Managing informaiivii better, has become cm unceasing quest for mani;ind and a 

critical requirement for= leadership in e \c ry  and each sphere. District Primary 

Hducation Programme is first amongst the social sector projects in India, that is 

being so closely monitored through a computerised management information 

system. While considerable progress has been achieved, there is ample scope for 

the further improvement in the implementation, analysis and use of data emerging 

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 naiionai level 

on implementaUon of MIS and \n particular lo building of the school lesel davabascs 

for two years, a two days national level sharing workshop was organised at Chennai 

(12-13^^1 September. 1997). ITiis workshop provided an opportunity lo introspect our 

EM IS related activities and lo tie-up the loose ends in implementation and make the 

MIS achieve its objective of timely availability responsive to user needs and 

enhancing reliability.

2. Objectives of the Workshop

• The major objective o f the workshop was to discuss the issues and problems 
related lo MIS implementation.

• Tlie problems encountered at the district and field level in collection, 
computerization analysis and interpretation o f data.

• To di.scuss technical issues related to DISE 2.01 software.

• To identify the possible areas for improving the quality and reliability o f  data.

• To  evolve a strategy for implementation o f DISE 1997-98.

• To review the status o f implementation o f MIS in DPEP II-III states.

3. Participation

All the 14 states under DPEP were requested to send their slate MlS-incharges and 

atleast two district MlS-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 slates except Cmjarat were represented. SPDs from Madhya Pradesh. 

Maharashtra. I'amil Nadu and West Bengal attended the workshop. 7'he list of 

participants is annexed.

4. Resource Persons

The workshop was conducted in a participative manner. Resource persons from 

DPEP States. National Institute o f  Educational Planning and Administration 

(NIEPA). Ministry o f  the Human Resource^ Development (MHRD), Ed.C IL 's TSG 

and NIC Chennai made their valuable inputs in ‘different sessions. List o f  key- 

resource persons are annexed.

5. Proceedings

5.1 The Workshop opened with a welcome address by Mr. Ravi Capoor, 

Deputy Secy. MHRD. Mr. Capoor in his welcome address explained the 

need of this workshop and congratulated 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 implementation o f 

DISE 1997-98 an introspection o f  our past performances and problems 

encountered and emerging issues needs to be discussed amongst the 

members o f 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 

different States. Dr. A.K. Das, SPD West Bengal. Dr. M. N. Rao, Principal 

TTTI, Mr. Ravi Capoor and other resource perscMis for their kind presence 

at Chennai. In his opening remarks, he stated that it is honour to host this 

National level worksiiop at Chennai and briefed on the arrangements and 

different facilities made*available lor the participants. He invited Dr. M. N. 

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

5.3 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 highlighted the importance o f  data reliability and its immense 

potentiality for decision making. In this regard, he explained the concept of 

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



the education sector also. He quoted “Quality is a journey not the ultimate 

destination” . Hence at ever\' time, there is a scope for improvement. He 

wished the workshop all success.

5.4 Mr. Dhirendra Kumar Kar, Consultant MIS unit. Ed.CIL's TSG gave a 

short introduction on the need ol' this workshop and emphasised on the 

sharing o f each others experience in EMIS implementation. He broadly 

threw soil , 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.

1. Data is sent to DPEP Bureau/TSG becaiisc it is requirement o f 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 lor 
taking backups?

❖ W hether the floppies are infected with viruses?

2. Most o f the times the data/reports received from the states suffers from:

• Incompleteness

•  Types o f Missing laformation;

*:• 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.

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

information are consistent.

4. Validation checks and consistency checks are not performed; which in turn 

produces reports that are internally inconsistent.



5. Data are frequently changed and modified

• rhc essencc o fdala  reliahility is lost.

• All the analysis and planning strategies arrived from the analysis becomes

meaningless.

• The cost o f  making accurate and efficient planning based on in-accurate 

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

• The aim and objective o f maintaining an efficient MIS is lost.

5.5 After Mr. K ar’s presentation Mr. Capoor summed up the National level 

issues. He explained the need for having this EMIS under DPEP to bridge 

the gaps o f 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 o f

implementation to the districts.

In the terms of reference of the workshop. Stale M IS incharges were 

requested to make a presentation broadly which was to include the 

followings:

•  Status o f MIS implementation in the State (DISE and PMIS),

•  Problems encountered during implementaion,

•  Issues on which the State requires DPEP Bureau to take suitable action,

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

• Future strategies which the state proposes.

I crms o f Reference o f 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 objecti c o f  DPEP, its 

linkages with project interventions and proper monitoring through MIS. 

Status o f the MIS implementation in the state were presented. He 

emphasised on the training needs for teachers on filling o f data capture 

formats. He requested DPEP Bureau to organise training on Power Builder 

for technical skill up-gradation of MIS staffs at state and districts level. 

Copy o f his presentation is annexed.



5.6.2 Mr. Deepak Verma. Slate EMIS - incharge. M adhya Pradesh presented on 

the status o f  EMIS impicmcniation and major operational problems in the 

DISE 2.01 software. He suggested certain modifications in the DISI: 

software like;

• During initialization o f  clusters, it should be made blockw'ise. instead of 
independent clusters.

•  One vertical column for i »ial enrolment needs to be added the 
enrolment summar>'1 ort.

• Facility for removing the password b*e provided.

•  Facilities fot taking out complete print out o f  the DCF for a particular 
school needs to be provided.

He also explained the system o f  monitoring attendance through Lok 

Sampark Abhiyan. Copy o f  his presentation is annexed.

5.6.3 . Mr. N. Prabhakar, Programmer, State Project OlTice, Bangalore presented

for Karnataka. He iriformed 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 o f 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 o f  appointment o f 

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 o f  the minor implementation 

problem s in the absence o f  the Programmers. Copy o f his presentation is 

annexed.

5.6.4 Mr. Ajit. System Analyst Kerala made his presentation broadly on three 

broad parameters (a) the past o f M IS, (b) the present, and (c) the future. He 

raised the issue o f  some static information on schools particulars that is 

being collected ever> year, which has implications in the quality o f data. 

He pointed out that, now it is the high time for introspection and assessing 

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

5.6.5 Mr. V. P. Sarmah, State level MIS-Incharge. Assam gave a brief account o f 

the present status o f  MIS implementation. He raised the issue o f high turn 

over o f  MIS personnel at the state and district level, which in turn affecting 

the implementation process. He mentioned job  in-security and lack o f 

com petitive salar>’ as per IT industry standard is the major reason for high



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

jeopardised the implementation process in the State.

5.6.6 Dr. A.K. Das, SPD. West Bengal, emphasised the involvement o f 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 

D Cr s at CRC level will improve the reliability o f  data.

5.6.7 Mr. Gogate Dileep R ajaram , Joint Director o f Education and Mr. Mahajan, 

MIS Incharge Parbhani, presented the status o f MIS implementation for 

Maharashtra. Mr. Gogate in particular, emphasised the problem of
*

incomplete coverage during data collection, and insisted on maintaining 

master list of scfiools 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 t^iat the Annual Work plans for a particular year 

should be approved latest by April, so that there would be ample time 

available for implementation o f  the work plans. Copy o f the presentation is 

annexed.

5.6.8 Mr. Venkatesh, System Analyst, Tamil Nadu presented for his state with a 

warm welcome to all. He explained some o f the short comings in DISE 

software and PMIS software and request to make them complete bugg free. 

He emphasised on the need o f technical upgradation o f  MIS staffs at state 

and district level through regular training programmes. Copy o f  his 

presentation is annexed.

5.6.9 Ms. Bhavani, System Analyst, Andhra Pradesh, presented a detailed status 

o f  MIS implementation in the state. She described the strategies they are 

adopting for complete computerization o f the Education S> lem in the 

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

qualified people on contract as Programmers. Copy o f  her presentation is 

annexed.

5.6.10 Mr Pinaki Mohanty, System Analyst. Orissa, gave a brief account o f the 

MIS implementation and progress they have made in a short duration. He 

pul his concern on non co-operation o f the BHOs in the data collection 

work and requested that a letter to Education Secretary from DPEP Bureau 

should be sent on this. He explained in detail the need o f setting up o f an 

Intranet for DPEP and going on line. Copy o f his presentation is annexed.



5.6.11 Mr. Satish Kaushal, Slate MIS incharge, Himachal Pradesh gave a short 

account o f the MIS implementation status in the stale and various 

procurement related problems they have faced for procurement o f computer 

systems. He informed that staffing for MIS at the state and districts are not 

complete, SPD should be approached on this. Copy o f his presentation is 

annexed.

5.6.12 Mr. K.P. Sing, Compi r Incharge, Bihar Education Project. Bihar gave .i 

b rief introduction o f  Bihar Education Projeci and the implementation status 

o f  EMIS 1996-97. He discussed in detailed the problems they have faced in 

implementing DISE and some shortcomings in the standard reports 

generated through DISE 2.01. He emphasised the need for assessing the 

efficacy o f the software through an external agency before being 

implemented. Copy o f his presentation is annexed.

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

the existing MIS o f  Uttar Pradesh Basic Education Project and highlighted 

Ihe need for getting timeiy and reliable information for implementation of 

any project.

5.6.14 Dr. A.K. Das, SPD, West Bengal, informed that the process o f setting up of 

MIS is already initiated. Data for 1996-97 was collected and Data Entr\ 

work for 1996-97 has been entrusted to a govt, agency. WEBEL. He 

assured that, he would speed up the process for procurement o f  computer 

system s and for the appointment o f  staffs.

5. / . 1 After listening from the states, Mr. Ravi Capoor summed up the issues and 

problem s faced during implementation. As most o f  the participants were 

raising the issue o f  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 o f DISE 2.01 software shall be freezed. To 

overcome the problems and improve the reliability o f  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 o f  data and proper scrutin>. The role of 

the state MIS should be to monitor and provide timely help and sorting out 

implementation issues.

5.7.2 Mr. D.K. ICar explained in detail the steps to be followed in different stages 

for implementation o f EMIS 1997-98. The essential steps are summed up 

as follows:



Stage I

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

of lilock Education Ot'tlcers. district programmers and state level MIS in-charge.

Steps Involved

• Please discuss everv 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 adv ance DISE generated master list o f 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.

iVlost Important

 ̂ “School Codes o f 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 schooJs'\ “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 o f 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; and (e) Pvt. 
Unaided (missing schools can easily be identified).

• The scrutinised DFCs along with a signed copy o f  the Master list o f 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 o f data capture formats for data re-conciliation.

Stage 11

Pre-data entry exerci.se at district level

Steps Involved

•  After receiving the DCFs of a particular block, please check whether c('mplete 
DCFs tbr 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 o f 
DCl's issued and received and block-vvi.se master list o f schools ba.scd on 
diilcrcnt Management.

• If DC'l s for some o f  the schools are not received or incomplete, report the 
matter to the concerned BEO immediately and bring this matter to the notice 
o f the DEO for necessary action.



• Assign codcs lo the new schools if any. through initialisation proccss as 
prescribed in the DISH 2.01 software. (Important: To be done by (he 
Programmer at the District level, never be left (o (he Data Kntr> 
Operators).

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

Stage III

Data cntr\ proccss at the district level ajid preparation o f interim reports.

Steps Involved

• Ikike up data entry of the schools bloek'-wisc, unless the data entr> for 
one block is completed other blocks should not be taken up.

• After data entry for one block is complete, run the consistencN checks and 
refer to the DCl's for corrections and rcl'er the problem back to the schools if 
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.

• Start up the data entr>’ work for the next block and follow all the abo\e 
mentioned steps.

Stage IV

Data entr> process and block-w ise data validation and preparation o f trend anah sis 

reports I'or each blocks.

Steps Involved

• While data entry for other bolck is continuing, the Programmer’s job  is to 
super\'ise the data entry job  and side by side prepare the trend analysis reports 
for each block on the follow ing parameters.

A) Schools

Number o f schools for 3 years i.e. 1995-96, 1996-97 and 1997-98.

^  No. o f schools on different management (i.e. Govt.. Local Bod>. 

Tribal Dept.. Pvt. Aided and Pvt. unaided) for last 3 years.

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 o f  Stage 111.

B) Enrolment Trends

^  I ota! l^nrolments ( l otal. Boys & Girls).

^  SC's L'nrolment (Total Boys & Girls).

STs Enrolment (1'otal. Bovs & Girls).



C) Enrolment at Ctass I trends

^  Over All (Boys. Ciirls and Total)

^  SC’s (Roys, (lirls and I'olal)

S I s (Boys. Girls and Total)

D) Trend Analysis for different classes

^  Movement o f  the enrolment for boys, girls. SCs. STs in different 

classes i.e. from Classes II to IV/V,

E) Teachers

^  Total number ot teachers (Male, Female).

Compare num ber o f teachers with that o f number o f teachers 

received teachers grant for that year (Source PM IS)

^  Please ensure the number o f  additional teachers appointed from DPEP 

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

^  Compare number of teachers with that o f num ber of teachers as 

available with the DEO for cross validation.

F) School Buildings

Trends in type o f school buildings (Pucca, Partially Pucca, Kuccha. 

Tent and No Building) under different management.

Please verify whether the number o f schools buildings built during 

the year from DPEP and other sources whether got reflected in the 

present years data or not.

G) Classrooms

Total number o f classrooms in the schools under different 

muiu.gement.

'b  Number o f additional classrooms built from DPHP in that year, 

whether is reflected in the present year data or not.

^  Please crt>ss verily, whether the number ol’ classrooms that needs 

major repairs for last year with that o f number o f classrooms repaired 

ifany from D P\i\\
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• Share the copy of the block level reports and trend analysis w ith BFX) and 

ensure copy of the school level summar> sheets for all the schools reaches 

the and BRC for use in their training programmes.

S ta g e  V

Oncc tlic stage HI and JV i'or all ihc blocks is completed, district lesel reports be

generated and trend analysis lor the district as a whole be attenipled.

Steps Involved

•  Ail the above parameters as explained in stage 111 tor blocks be 

covered for disirict level analysis also.

•  X’alidated data with block level and district level trend analysis

reports be handed over to state level MIS unit.

•  A hard copy o f the final reports be shared with their DEO and llnal

data may be shared with DIETs and individual researchers lor 

further use.

•  Issues emerging from the analysis be communicated to the DPC for

taking corrective actions and suitably using for preparation oi' the 

Arwiual Work Plan o f 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 o f  trend emerging from three years o f DISI: 

data, to assess impact on access, retention’and dropouts.

4) lo  ensure increasing use o f  EMIS data for research, planning and 

administrative decision making.

5) To appraise the National level MIS on progress and send data and reports in 

time <thoroughl> checked before sending) and take the entire responsibility ol 

an\ data or information sent to the National Bureau.

i I



CAVEATS

• 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 Bureau.

^ 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 <he steps with exam ples and 
requested the states to follow these ininimum steps for getting consistent and 
reliable data for 1997-98. He asked the district MfS staffs to be in the fields 
during data collection.

5.7.3 It was made clear ii> ill state MIS-Incharges, “that no further changes in 

the previous years database shall be entertained**. C hanges in the 

database for 1995-96 was only an exception.

5.8 The issue o f on-line data transmission and getting NICNET connection at 

the state and district offices was discussed. The status o f  NICNET/Intem et 

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.

5.9.1 Ms. Suvarna. Consultant, Ed.CIL's TSG described the need o f  assessing the 

information requirements at diflerent levels for proper monitoring and 

implementation o f the project. She circulated a set o f  formats designed for 

monitoring different activides at State, District, Block and Cluster level. 

She emphasised on the need assc ment study for improving upon the 

existing PMIS software.

5.9.2 Mr. C'apoor expressed that the existing PMIS is not m eeting the objective o f 

a prt>per Project Management System rather it has become a Financial 

M anagem ent Information System. He requested the state people to help in 

assessing the requirements and developing a dynamic Project M anagement 

Information Svstem.'
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Proceedings ; 13“* September, 1997

6.1 In the beginning of iht nexi days workshop the various existing 

monitoring medianisni- used in dilTerent states, apart from PMIS and 

liMIS were reviewed. Mr. D.K. Mishra mentioned that they are monitoring 

training programmes, utilisation teacher grants and schools infrastructure 

grants in the regular ivm nthiy meetings at CRCs, BRCs, DPO and SPO. Mr. 

Sarmah also informeci .iat. they had devised certain parameters to monil<M 

the qualitative aspects of the training programmes in Assam, but could ni)! 

be properly implemented. Mr. C'apoor requested the states to share the 

other tools o f monitoring with DPEP Bureau/TSG for imp < )ving up on the 

existing PMIS.

6.2 For the benefit o f the participants and to discuss the emerging issues with 

the State Project Directors a case study “A Comparative study o f  the trends 

emerging from two years o f 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 o f the presentation 

is annexed. During discussion Mr. Pankaj Rag, SPD, Madhya Pradesh 

raised the issue o f 24% ceiling on Civil W orks. In response to this Mr. 

Capoor emphasised the need for attempting convergence for civil 

constructions with other departments and schemes.

6.3 Prof. Y.P. Aggarw'al reviewed the various issues raised by the participants 

with regards to DISE 2.01 software 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 o f the State/National agencies is fo 

monitor the trends emerging from DISE and use them for policies and 

programme interventions. It is unfortunate that, after three years o f 

consistent etTorts, MIS is yet to become a reality tor some districts. 

Experience shows that manpower shortages, delays in procurement in 

com puter hardware and other administrative problems have considerabK 

affected the implementation o f  DISE in many districts. The 

implementation o f DISE has not received due attention o f  the SPD s‘. 

D PC s’, System Analysists' and other professional staff due to variet> ot
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reasons. In order to achieve the stated objectives o f DISK, the following 

issues requires considerable attention ;

•  DISH softw'are should be district based. The role o f state EMIS 

Cells is to operationalise district units, rather than taking up 

themselves to complete the computerisation.

•  The National level Bureau should be provided with final analysis 

and reports emerging from the analysis and these 'shou ld  be 

attempted by each district.

« • 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 

follows ;

Queries and Responses

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

o f 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. I 'o  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 o f problems are coming up due 

lack o f  proper co-ordination at the state level (some o f the problems may he 

system specific i.e. due to hardware problem). For example data received 

for Dhar district o f 1996-97 is completely initialised and entered in year 

1997-98. The slate level MIS staffs are not aware o f 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.
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Q. School level data comparison is not possible bet^vcen 1995-96 and 1996-

97?

Res. There was an inbuilt facility to transfer the 1995-96 DBl's and school codes

for 1996-97 in DISH 2.01 but most o f schools were re-initialised. Due to re

initialisation data comparability was lost. It was the responsibilities o f the 

states MIS incharges to see that schools are not re-initialised. This type <>!' 

mistake should not happen a<jain.

Q. Data back-up and restore facilities are not reliable?

Res. Pkzip for windows is utilised in these modules, which is an international

product and e.xtensively utilised in the IT industr>'. A little bit of pre

caution is needed while utilising the module.

Q. Mr. Simanta from Assam, raised a querr>' that after opening DB

through Power Builder. Some o f the tables are showing negative values 

for teachers?

Res. Without understanding the data base structure and related logics this type o f

issues should not be raised. No tempering with the DBs should be 

attempted. While implementing DISE 2.01 opening o f DBs through Power 

builder is not a healthy indication at all. Prof. Agganval cautioned the 

states not to fiddle in the databases, such attempts may cause extensive 

and irrecoverable damages to the data bases.

Q. Password removal facilit}' not available in DISE s6ft>vare?

Res. It is taken care and shall be available before 1997-98 data entr>.

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

has inconsistent data with respect to number o f  schools and sections ?

Res. This type o f  problem is not encountered in any district reports, the validit)

o f  the data needs to be re-examined.

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

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

Res. 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 le \el 

compilation, the problem may be system specific.



Q. Data export for SCs and STs not working?

Res The problem is already resolved.

Q. School level summary report is reporting inconsistent data?

Res. rhe poim is noted, and the problem shall be looked into.

Q. Enrolment summary report needs an extra column for grand total?

Res. The suggestion is taken and shall be considered.

Q. State levels system?

Res. For development o f state level system and national level system for

generating district and state were reports, a national level resource group 

shall be formed. Development shall be a collaborative effort between the 

states, NIEPA and TSG. This will be a way forward on sharing collective 

responsibility and transfer o f  ownership. Regular review meetings o f the 

core group, to sort out the implementation issues and problems shall be 

held.

6.4 Mr. Rfavi Capoor then requested SPDs to extend full support to MIS staffs

for implementation o f EMIS 1997-98 in time. Then the tentative time 

schedule for implementation o f 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 o f 1997. Copy o f the proposed and

agreed lime schedule for all the states except Kerala and Gujarat are

annexed-

6.5 For the benefit o f the participants a demonstration o f  data transfer using 

NICNET facility was arranged in the Electronics divisipn o f  TTTI. 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.

6.6 Mr. Rav; Capoor took a review o f the status of MIS implementation for 

DPEP-II expansion districts for all the states. Statewise status on staffing 

and procurement o f  computer systems are as follows.

ASSAM

♦ Interviews for staff appointment shall be held on 16"’ o f September, 1997.

♦ l ender is tioated for procurement o f computer sy.stems.



HARYANA

4 Tender process I'or computer procurement and staiT appoinlmenl process yet 

to be initiated.

KARNATAKA

♦ Identillcation o f MIS staff is complete.

♦ Ouotaiions.for computer systems is alread} i iv)ated.

MAHARASHTRA

♦ rendering 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 Programmers cire appointed at SPO.

♦ Data Entry Operators are appointed at the districts.

♦ Computer procurement process is under progress.

HIMACHAL PRADESH

♦ MIS staffs are appointed at SPO and DPO.

♦ C om puter 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.
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ORISSA

♦ MIS statTs are appointed at State and District OtTices.

♦ Procurement i)f computer systems is in process.

♦ Computer systems are hired for data entr> work o f  1996-97 and data entr> 

work is already going on at State Project Office.

♦ 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 Mr. Ravi Capoor requested the SPDs to complete the MIS staff appointment 

process and computer procurement process at the earliest for smooth 

implementation o f  EMIS 1997-98. He requested the SPDs to identify and 

appoint an external agency for 10"/o sample scrutiny o f 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 >vere requested 

not to disturb the MIS staff for any other works, rather it should be taken up 

as a challenge for completing the entire implementation process in three 

months, time keeping a tab on cjiiality and reliability o f  data. He also 

requested the SPDs to tackle the problems o f high turnover t ' trained MIS 

staffs, the mcitter should be refe cd to EC for giving com petitive salary to 

MIS staffs as per 11' industry standard to retain them. He extended his 

sincere thanks to all the SPDs present and participants for their valuable 

inputs.

6.8 Vote of thanks was proposed by Mr. Paramsivam, SPD I’aniil Nadu. He 

extended his sincere thanks to all the participants. Resource Persons and 

SPDs for their kind presence and making the workshop a success.
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7.0 Summary o f Feed-backs on the workshop.

*  Most o f the participants feel that, the workshop met its major 

objectives fully.

*  Implementation process for EM IS needs to be strengthened.

^  Regular visits from National level (DPFP Bureau/TSG/^N'IIZPA) to

monitor the implementation process and build up the state level 

capacities on MIS is needed.

*  List o f  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 o f  the state and district MIS staffs, 

trainings on Power Builder and other application software be 

provided by the DPEP Bureau/TSG.

MISUnit/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 o f reference September 30, 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation o f EMIS.

■ 1 Idem 1 cation oi nodal person for co-ordinating the! 
activities o f EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & III) ' I

August 1997

2 Completion o f translation o f Data Capture Formats, if 
needed (DPEP II & III)

3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation 
o f MIS; Learning From Experience.

12-13"'September, 1997

4 S ^ te  Level training programme

5 Training and distribution o f forms to the districtsA>lock 
level by the state level EMIS unit.

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

7 Data Collection

8 Collection o f data and validation at block/district level

9 Data entry using DISE 2.01 software.

10 Preparation o f  draii reports & block level data 
comparison for trend and consistency

-

11 Sharing o f provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997

12* Consistency checking and validation/modification o f 
data using DISE software.

13 Preparation o f  school summary reports, final districts 
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

31“ December, 1997

14 National Level sharing workshop on trend o f 
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 
years EMIS data.

Stale Signature



Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-I/II/lII States)

Academic Session 1997-98

Date o f reference September 30, 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation o f EMIS.

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

August 1997 1

2 Completion o f  translation o f  Data Capture Formats, if  
needed (DPEP II & III)

- P r o  I

C( . 1

3 National Level Sharing W orkshop on implementation 
o f MIS; Learning From Experience.

12-13̂ *’ September, 1997

4
...

State Level training programme ^  o-VK

5 Training and distribution o f  forms to the districts/block 
level by the state level EMIS unit.

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

•7 Data Collection i s :v u  O c b . S ^

8 Collection o f  data and validation at block/district level

9 Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. ' S' V u t^^ov.

10 Preparation o f  draft reports & block level data 
comparison for trend and consistency i G -  2 - 0

11 Sharing o f provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997

12 Consistency checking and validation/'modification o f 
data using DISE software.

13 Preparation f school summary reports, final districts 
and block level reports-Data fin; 'Isation, sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

31^'December, 1997

14 1 National Level sharing workshop on trend of 
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 
years EMIS data.

State V t <̂ -Vt^ o-wv Signatur



Academic Session 1997-98

Date o f reference September 30, 1997

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

Proposed Time Schedule for Implementation of DISE
(DPEP-I/II/lII States)

1 1 Identification o f  nodal person for co-ordinating the 
1 activities o f  F,MIS at the State Level (Dl'i P II & III)

August 1997 1

.

2 Completion o f translation o f Data Capture Formats, if 
needed (DPEP II & III)

National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation 
o f MIS; Learning From Experience.

12-13“' September. i997

4 State Level training programme

r Training and distribution o f forms to the districts/block 
1 level by the state level EMIS unit. j

..

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

7 Data Collection

1
Collection o f  data and validation at block/district level |1

9 Data entry using DISE 2.01 software.

10 Preparation o f draft reports & block level data 
comparison for trend and consistency

11 Sharing o f  provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997

12 Consistency checking and validation/modification o f 
data using DISE software.

.

13 Preparation o f school summary reports, final districts 
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

31** December, 1997

14 National Level sharing workshop on trend o f 
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 
years EMIS data.

^  a /  ^

State 13. Signature

1 ^



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

Academic Session 1997-98

Date o f  reference September 30, 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed fo r  implementation o f EMIS.

Identification o f nodal person for co-ordinating the 
activities o f EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & III)

Completion o f translation o f  Data Capture Formats, if  
needed (DPEP II & HI)

3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation | 1 2 - 1 3 September, 1997 
o f MIS; Learning From Experience.

August 1997

State Level training programme

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

Record date for d^tta in school education

Data Collection

1 0 - ^

September 30, 1997

Collection o f data and validation at block/district level

Data entry using DISE 2.01 software.

Preparation o f draft reports & block level data 
comparison for trend and consistency

Sharing o f  provisional data with National Bureau

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

Preparation o f school summary reports, fmal districts 
and block level reports-Data finalisation. sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

November, 1997

■3P^ DcccnTbrr - m r

14 National Level sharing workshop on trend o f 
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 
years EMIS data.

State M A t f f  .

/ v )

Signature



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

Acadcmic Session 1997-98

Date o f reference September 30. 1997

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

1 Identification o f nodal person t' co-ordinating the 
activities of EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & III)

August 1997

2 Completion o f translation o f Data Capture Formats, if 
needed (DPEP II & III)

3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation 
o f MIS; Learning From Experience.

12-13"’ September, 1997

4 State Level training programme 1
5 1 Training and distribution o f forms to the districtsA>lock 

level by the state level EMIS unit.

6 Record date for data in school education September 30,1997 1

I ̂ Data Collection 3 5 ' ^ O c t - ‘‘iT

Collection o f data and validation at block/district level

j 9 Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. /o f i 'A le y  1

10 Preparation o f  draft reports & block level data 
comparison for trend and consistency

11 Sharing o f provisional data with National Bureau 1 November. 1997

12 Consistency checking and validation/modification o f 
data using DISE software.

13 Preparation o f  school summary reports, final districts 
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

31^‘ December, 1997

14 National Level sharing workshop on trend of 
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 
years EMIS data.
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comparison for trend and consistency S'-Z { ''ft '- jy

11 Sharing o f provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997 ^

12 Consistency checking and validation/modification o f 
data using DISF software.

13 Prepkation o f school summar>' reports, final distri s 
and bl (>( l eve l  reports-Data finalisation, sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

31̂  ̂December, 1997

! is ' j  cl 1 1 -fh  1

14 National Level sharing workshop on trend o f j 
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Hmerging from 3 1 
years FiMIS data. 1

State Signature________



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

Academic Session 1997-98

Date o f  reference September 30. 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation o f  EAflS.

1 Identification o f  nod ' person lor co-ordinating the 
activities o f EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & III)

August iv97 1

2 Completion o f translation of Data Capture Formats, if  
needed iDPEP II & III)

3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation 
o f  MIS; Learning From Experience.

12-13"“ September, 1997

4 State Level training programme
7

5 Training and distribution o f forms to the districts/block 
level by the state level EMIS unit.

1 ■‘7 7

6 Record date for data in school education September 30 ,1997 1

7 Data Collection

8 Collection o f  data and validation at block/district level C c l  ^ 1 7

9 Data entry using DISE 2.01 software. IvJCN,' - j

10 Preparation o f  draft reports & olock level data 
comparison'for trend and consistency

11 Sharing o f provisional data with National 'Bureau |  November, 1997

12
............  ■ .....................

Consistency checking and validation/modification o f 
data using DISE software.

O e 'c ' 1 - r

13 Preparation o f  school simimary reports, final districts 
and block level reports-Data finalisation, sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

31“ December, 1997 '  I

14 National Level sharing workshop on trend o f 
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 
years EMIS data.

State ^ P  * Signature C-K^



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 fo r  implementation o f EMIS,

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

August 1997

2 Completion o f translation o f Data Capture Formats, if  
needed (DPEP II & III)

3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation 
of MIS; Leaming From Experience.

12-13*  ̂September, 1997

4 State Level training programme , \,0 3̂ ^

5 Training and distribution o f forms to the districts/block 
level by the state level EMIS unit. V ■>vv W  ̂  ̂  ̂̂  I

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

7 Data Collection C^-xJ V ' )  19 ^

S Collection o f data and validation at block/district level Jn'c-V c •M'v'u <95 7-

9 Data entry using DISE 2.01 software.
*

10 Preparation o f draft reports & block level data 
comparison for trend and consistency

11 Sharing o f provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997
-

12 Consistency checking and validation/modification o f  
data using DISE software.

13 Preparation o f school summary reports, final district ' 
and block \:vel reports-Data fmalisation, sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

3̂1** December, 1997 I

1 14 National Level sharing workshop on trend o f  
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 
years EMIS data.

State _  : Signature



D RI ̂  S
Proposed Time Schedule fo^mplementation of DISE

(DPEP-I/liTHl States)

Academic Session 1997-98

Date o f reference September 30, 1997

The following tentative time schedule is 'proposed for implementation o f EMIS.

1 I Identification o f nodal person for co-ordinating the 
activities o f EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & III)

Completion of translation o f Data Capture Formats, if  
needed (DPEP II & III)

National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation 
o f  MIS; Learning From Experience.

August 1997

12-13*^ September, 1997

State Level trahaiig programme

5 li Training and distribution o f forms to the districts/block 
level by the state level EMIS unit.

Record date for data in school education

8

9

Data Collection

\ '■'A ■

September 30, 1997

Collection o f data and validation at block/district level

Data entry using DISE 2.01 software.

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

C c f  '  ̂7 0^ ys

Sharing o f provisional data with National Bureau November, 1997

Consistency checking and validation/modification o f 
data using DISE software.

Preparation o f school summai reports, final districts 
and block level reports-Data fmalisation, sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

National Level sharing workshop on trend o f 
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 
years EMIS data.

D 2 C

0 '•\X >vi (i,

y

31 ** December, 1997

State ,Cl R ..L L SJ { Signature



Academic Session 1997-98

Date o f  reference September 30, 1997

The following tentative time schedule is proposed for implementation o f EMIS.

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

14

Identification o f nodal person for co-ordinating the 
activities o f  EMIS at the State Level (DPEP II & III)

Completion o f  translation o f  Data Capture. Formats, if  
needed (DPEP II & III)

3 National Level Sharing Workshop on implementation 
o f  MIS; Learning From Experience.

State Level training p rogramme

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

Record date for data in school education

Data Collection

8 I Collection o f data and validation at block/district level

9 I Data entry using DISE 2.01 softv^rare.

10 Preparation o f draft reports & block level data 
comparison for trend and consistency

Sharing o f provisional data with National Bureau

August 1997

12-13'^ September, 1997

September 30, 1997

Consistency checking and validation/modification 4  y
data using DISE software. " d ^ V  ' •

November, 1997

13 i Preparation o f  school summary rc >rts, final districts 3 P* December, 1997 
and block level reports-Data finahsation, sharing on 
trend analysis reports.

National Level sharing workshop on trend o f 
enrolment. Retention & Drop-out . Emerging from 3 
years EMIS data.

State Signature



NATIONAL LEVEL SHARING WORKSHOP ON 
IMPLS MENTATION OF MIS; Learning From Experience

(12th - 13th September 1997. CHENNAI)

Workshop - Time Schedule 

12th Septem ber, 1997

9.30 hrs. Registration

10.30 hi- hiauguration of the V kshop 
Dr. A/./V. Rao 
Principal nil, 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: 
Prcsenlalion of the Slates

Har>ana, Tamil Nadu 
Madhya Pradesh. Karnataka 
Kerala

13.30 to 14.30 hrs. Lunch Break

14.30 hrs.
Post Lunch Session: 
Presenlalion of the States

Assam, Maharashtra, Orissa.
Himachal Pradesh, Gujarat. Andhra Pradesh 
West Bengal, Bihar & Uttar Pradesh

16.30 hrs. Detailed Discussion on EM IS Implementation 
Mr. Ra\'i Capoor & D.K. Kar I

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 N1CNET and 
Improvement o f PMIS.
Mr. Ravi Capoor/Mr. D.K. Kar <&
Ms. Suvarna N.A.

19.30 hrs. Response and sorting out o f any technical 
issues related to DISE 2.01 (Practical Session 1 
on Computers) I 
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 Cappor

11.30 hrs. Importance of sample scrutiny of Data 
Capture Formats (DCF's) to improve the 
quality and reliability o f Data 
Prof. Y.P. Agganval

13.30 hrs. to 1430 hrs. Lunch Break

14.30 hrs. 

1 15.30 hrs.

Demonstration o f on-line data transmission 
using NICNET facilities.
Mr. Gopinath, Scientific Officer NIC- 
Chennai

Discussion on Issues o f EMIS
Implementation
P rof Y.P. Aggarwal/SPDs/
Mr. Ravi Capoor & Mr. D.K. Kar

1 12.30 hrs. Scheduling of activities for 1997-98 EMIS 
Implementation
Prof. Y.P. A ^arw al/M r. Ravi Capoor & 
Mr. D.K. Kar

1 16.30 hrs. ; Valediction & Vote o f Thanks



4(1)97/OPEP

of R«ftr«fic* for Participants 
National L«v#t MtS Worlcahop at Channal 

(12th - 13th Saptamber. 1997)

A. INTRODUCTION

The EMIS report for 1996-97 is l>elng finalised presenlly whtch has t>een possible due to 
cooperation extended by all stale teams. As you are aware, the reports throw up some very 
crucial issues which need to be addressed by tt>e state goverr lents. It is increasingly telt 
that the field staff ‘ ‘ oî ld have a dear understanding of tf>ese issues and hence the ti; ming 
at NSDART. Mussofie is t>eing imparted whteh is essentially aimed at this effort.

In the prbcess of coUeciing infomtation. we have now created an impressive database over 
the last two years. There is, however, a scope for improvement. To discuss the problems 
encountered during tfie process as welt as to suggest the ways to improve this for the year 
1997-98, we propose to have a two day workshop at Chennai on I2>13th Septemt>er 1997 
The first day shall t>e devoted to technical sessions. The second day would be devoted to 
discussion on

• ways for improvement of the data.
• the schedule for irr.plementation for 1997-98
• involveonietM ot the tvmc t̂onahes m \he process o1 acAud\ ger̂ eration arxJ

plan formulation

B. PARTICIPATION

The partidpants will t>e from states of OPEP-i and II. From each state following levels of 
personnel are expected to participate.

•  State MIS incharge
•  District J ÎS inchafges from atleast two districts,

C. PRESENTATION BY STATF TEAMS

The state-incharge ot MIS is rcKluested to n^ke a presentation which would tndude the 
foHowing items:-

■ •  Sldius of MIS implementation in the state (EMIS and PMIS) .
•  Problems encountered during implementation
« issues on which the State requires DPEP Bureau to take suitable action
•  Spectai features or highlights wtiich the State has achieved in addition to the 

normal implementation for the purposes of cross sharing with ttie states; and
•  Future strategies %vhich the state proposes.

Tl'.rc picCwr<t4»uO*'t be. MIC (CMii4A>i s!ides and ti»c i«ard copy o< iitc »rK/u*ii uc
shared with the Sta»es for aoss sharing purposes. The iceal tirr>e for the presentation would

.C *w miriutci OvcrhciiM prOĵ ctcr wC lOr ttKi,
projcciion s>'St€»T» ;s a'sD availat)le at the venue Hence >uj are encouraged to develop you? 
presentation on the computer using MSGFFiCE. If you svant to use video proiection tacility. 
please inform us m acvance so as to help us to schedule your states presentation



D. VENUE

The venue for the vvorkshop is as under-

Ground Floor, Lecture Halt / Conference Room, CIICP 
Technical Teacher*a Training Institute (TTTI)
(Ministry of Human Resource DevelofHnent, Govemn>ent of tndia)
Taramani P.O., Chennai - 600113.
Telephone: 044-2352054 / 2350959 
Telefax 044-2353095 
Prof. M.N. Rao, Principal

Details of how to reach the venue are given in Anrt^xure-i.

E. STAY

The programme is a residential programme and hence arrar^gements for stay have been 
made at Technical Teacher's Trainir̂ g Institutes*

1. New Guest House 2 Old Hostel

Rooms will t>e on a twin shahr^ t>asis. Lady participants will get a separate room. No 
charges ar * required to t>e paid by the participants for the use.of facility.

F. OURATVON

The duration of the programme is from 12th to I3:h September. 1997 both days inclusive. 
The workshop is expected to start earty on each day say at 9.00 A.M. and may continue 
even beyond 5.00 P.M. Hence participants are advised to reach Chennai on 1lih 
September, 1997 and n>ai(e arrangements for departure on 14th September.̂ 1997.

G. BOARDING

Boarding arrangement will be as under:- 

For 11th to 13th September. 1997

1. Bed Tea/Coffee: Within the respective premises

2. Breakfast: 08.30 - 09.00 A.M.
In the canteen kx:ated in the old tK»tel

3. Lunch 1.00 - 2.00 P.M.
In the dining hall of the new guest house.

4 Dinner 08.00 - C9.00 P.M.
It the okJ V̂5s*e*.



5. Tea Break During the workshop on 12th and 13(h September
Morning lea break 11.00 A.M.
Evening tea t>reak 03.00 P.M.

6. On 14ih September, all tx>arding arrar^emenls will t>e at canteen of old hostel and 
as per above timings.

No charges will t>e levied for the above boarding arrangerrtents. For additionai ten / coffee / 
*sr\ack, please approach Institute's canteen artd pay cash

H. TELEPHONE/FAX FACILITY/PREC/̂  IJTIONS

Telephone and fax facilities ̂ re available nearby for whicfi the participants will have to pay 
cash for this facility F’lease contatt our representatives for this fadlity. In view of rainy 
season, please bring mosquito repallent machir̂ es - pads or tx)ttle based. Pads/bottir- only 
will be issued at the venue. Please use filtered water for drinking.

I. TICKETING

Every paritapant is requested to bring his/her own return ioumey ticket. You may txx)k youf 
ticket in such a way that you reach Chennai on the 11th Septemt>er. and depart on the I4th 
Septemt>er. 97. ' ’

J, ASSISTANCE

For any assistance in respect of etwve arrangements, please approach our representative 
Mr. S. Ramkumar and Mr. Oharampal. Both these Ed.CIL personnel will t>e workir̂ g under 
ctose guidance from Mr. K. Varadarajan ar>d Mr. Chandrasekharan of Office of SPD-Tamrf 
Nadu, whose address, tdephone no, and fax no. are as und^r:-

Shrl. S. ParanuMlvam,
State Project Director,
District Primary Education Programme,
C o ile ^ R n a d ,
Chennai • eOO 006. Tamil Nadu 
Phone: 0444- 8278068 / 8241504 (O)

0444-6264528 (R)
Fax : 0444.8278068 / 8279021

K. CASH ASSISTANCE

Please note that no assislanoe in the form of advance, etc. is possible during your stay at 
Chennai and hence kind^ make own arrangements to nr>eet alt your cash rteeds.



You are klndty requested to inform by (ax our offtce as well as SPO’s Office at Chennai 
regardir̂ g your arrival schedule, which may kKlude airArain no. (You may use Anr)exure*li 
erKteed). In such cases, official trar̂ sport at rattvway station and airport wiU be available to 
picfcifou up. If you do not find official transport ptease call SPO's office on the above 
n^enloned rK>s. and ask for OPEP representatives. Within half an hour transport vsfill be 
sem to you. In the meantime please wait near enquiry counter of Chennai central railway
*>tation or Chenrtai airport. ShouW there be any trouble in contacting us. you n^y reach the
workshop venue directly and ask for our representative Mr. Oharampal at security office of 
TTTL Please refer Annexure-I. how to reach the venue.

M. COWMUNICATION:

For any further informatkm please contact Shri Udaya Kumar Habbu. Task Manager 
(OPEP) on phones: 6839474 (forerx)on), ,4647715 (afternoon). 6944723 (resi). 4647716 
(Fax)

t. ON ARRIVAL AT CHENNAI.



Presentation by

Mr. Ravi Capoor



Draft for Discussion Onlv - 3.9.1997

f^ fT e n  f ^ « r r
DISTRICT PRIMARY EDUCATION PROGRAMM

MIS
9

A Comparative study of the trends emerging from two years
of MIS data : An insight into Haryana



Enrolment Scenario ; How we are moving
Overall Scenario:

Districts Enrolment Profile:: ALL =

• 1995-96 1996-97

- Boys Girls Total Boys Girls 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

S o te : The enrolment figures and the analysis pertains to only government schools as fo r  1995-96 the information fo r  private aided schools and 
private un-aided schools are hot available.

MiS I nil ■ 0,̂  (H)



Contd...

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

.Disirictwise percentage increase of enrolment from 1995-96 to 1996-97 in the districts are;
' Over ail Girls Boys

Hisar 9.04 9.31 8.80
Jind 7.52 8.22 ' 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 overall enrolment. Girls enrolment leads the way with 22.03% increase.
• The percenuge increase of enrolment among girls is higher in all the districts.

• Gender disparity in enrolment is moving towards programme objectives, presently between 7% to 9% across the districts.

Implications & Action Points
• Although girls enrolmer shows improvement, more focussed attempt to retain them and bring the out of the school girls is 

required.

• More concentrated efforts are required for Jind and Sirsa. Focus for current years activities should more towards these
districts ‘

MIS I n i l - 03.09 1997



Class I enrolment: Trends

Overall Scenario:

Classwise Enrollment Summary • ;

District Class I
.........  . . .i................

% Increase Total % Increase

1995-96 1996-97 1995-96 1996-97

Hisar 38654 46268 19.70 171310 f 186791 9.04

Jind 24161 26586 ,10.04' 97443 . 104770 7.52

Kaithal 17845• ; ' ; 22096 ' ' 23'82 73241 86881 18.62

Sirsa 21304 • i 22483 ’
4 ' '

) ■ 
5.53V 86416 90927 5.22

How we are Trayersmg

• Districtwisc class 1 enrolment shows a substantial increase where compared to the overall increa c except in sirca

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

M I S L i ^ J l 3  09 1997



Scheduled Castes Enrolmient: A focus on girls

Overall Scenario

Districts Percentage of SC Population 
to Total population

9
Percentage of SC Enrolment to Total Enrolment

(As per 1991 Census) 1995-96
e

1996-97

liisar 23.21 28.26 33.66

Jind 19.56 24.19 27.31

Kaitbal 21.44 25,69 29.19

Sirsa 26.65 31.86 36.06

• Percentage o f  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 o f  enrolment from 1995-96 to 1996*97 in the districts are;
Over ALL S C .A L L 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

M is  U n i l -03.09 1997



Contd..

H o w w e  are Traversing
• The enrolment of SC is almost two to three times more than the overall increase in enrolment;

•  While increase in enrolment o f  boys is between 19% - 31%, the increase in girls enrolment is oetween 24% - 41%:

•  Kaithal and Hissar lead the districts in enroling additional girls by showing an increase o f  24% and 41 % respectively ; and

• A substantial jump in the absolute enrolment figures 29% over last year vis - vis the SC population between 3.12 to 5.40% ifi 
one year’s time.

Implications & Action Points
• A more focussed attempt needs to be made in district Sirsa as it has got the highest SC population and the enrolment is on the 

lower side;

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

M IS U n it. 03.09.1997



Overall Scenario

PTR Scenario : Trends

•
No. of Schools with PTR

District Total Less than 40 More than 50 More than 75 More than ICO

1996-97 95-96 96-97 95-96 96-97 95-96 96-97 95-96 96-97

Hisar 872 : i o J61 114 457 36' . 169 13 70

Jtnd 468 170 174 139 144 - - 65 31

Kaithal 374 189 . 66 350 211 100 73 50 38

Sirsa 516 60 130 .
■

183 261 67 82 35 32
! _________

• Between 17 % to 37% schools have an ideal PTR of 1 : 40;
• Hissar and Sirsa show trend of increased number ol schools with a PTR of more 50;
• There is a disturbing trend in the number of schools with PTR of 75 and 100.

MIS U n it -0 3  09. I W



How we are Traversing
• Increased enrolments are affccting PTRs adversly across all the districts except in Kaithai;

♦

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

Implications & Action Points
• 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 undertaken.

Contd
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The Issue of Single T each er Schools

Overall Scenario

Single Teacher Schools

District Total 
No. of 

Schools

Tol;i. W ith Enrolment more than \V ith Sanclioiu

50 100. 150 200 Posts more than

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 44 n 17 2 7 S3 S7

JInd 408 17 33 10 26 • 6 . 20 3 7 - 4 I IN

Kaithal 374 39 48 29 31 16 19 3 7 I 3 42

Sirsa 516 ‘ 34 66 5 49 - 23 - 4 3 i 63

• 7% lo 13% of total schools arc single icachcr schools;

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

M IS  I  n.t . 03 W  IW 7



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 retirements coupled with no 
recruitment during the year.

Implications & Action Points
• Filling up of the sanctioned posts should be the top priority for the state;

• Steps should be taken to identify schools with adverse PTR'and teacher rationalisation should take place;

• Estimation for additional teacher requirements should be worked out and be placed before the state department:

 ̂ OBB - provides for the second teacher in single teacher schools. Can we get these tejachers sanct: ned in these schools?

Contd ....
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The Issue of Double Teacher Schools

Overall Scenario

* Double Teacher Schools

With Enrolment more than W ith Sanctioned

DUtiicti Toul I^<ithan40 100 200 300 Posts more than 2

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 180 180 12 7 83 ; i05 9 17 3 2 63 82

Jind 64 56 . 3 2 36 32 5 10 1 2 34 35

Kaithal 81 75 • 5 6 .^5 * 45 12 4 . 3 41 3*5

Sirsa 130 147. 16 9 34 74 - 6 ♦ 25 58

M IS U n it-03.09.1997 ! I



How we are Traversing

• The number schools having sanctioned posts of more than two teacher has shows an increase; ,

• Schools having ideal PTR of 40 showi a decrease;,

• School having two teacher and enrolment of more than l OO show an increase in Hissar and Strsa;

• Almost all districts show an increase in the number of double teacher schools with enrolment more ihan 200.

Implications & Action Points
• Immediate filling up of the vacancies;

• Additional teacher requirements needs to be worked out.

Contd...,
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The Issue of Teacher Rationaiisation

Overall Scenario

Districts No. of Schools having Enroiment less than 100 with 4 or more Teachers in Position

1995-96 1996^97

HIsar - 3 1

Jind 1

Kaithal 5 5

Sirsa 6 I

Implications Action Points
While Sirsa appears to have rationalised teacher postings, other districts the deployment c f teachers is still being made o 
consideration other than a normative PTR.

MIS Unit - O.VW IQO-



School Information
Overall Scenario
Districts Schools Classrooms Teachers No. of Sanctioned 

Teachers

1
1995-96 1996-97 1995-96 1996-97 1995-96 1996-97 1996-97

iiisar 815 872 3469 3615 3445 3496 4098

Jind 461 . 468
..........

1949 .2016 2364 2270 2581

Kaithal 314 374 1126 1378 1298 1511 1827

Sirsa : j 1 ' 516 2021 2012 1965 1753 2148

How we are traversing
• While Hissai* and Kaiihal show marginal increase in the teacher appointments Jind and Sirsa show movement of teachers out

from the distncts.

• 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.

nvplications & Action points
Immcdiaic fiiling up of the vacancies.

(r V nil - 0 - ow i uu'



Status of School Buildings : Improving access

Overall Scenario

Percentage of schools running in Pucca Buildings ranges in be tw een  78 to 947o in the districts.

M l S U n n  - 0.' 0 9



How we are Traversing
• A consistent increa:' >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 a ad\ erse trends.

Implications & Action Points
• More focussed attempt is to be made for providing school building to the buildinglcss schoc Is and converting partially pucca 

to pucca buildings through convergence with JRY and other programmes.

Contd...

MIS I ’nii - 0}  100- 1/'



Contd__

School Buildings Haryana

New School Buildings Completed till date
-------------- - --------- --.................................. .

New School Building in Progress 71

Total New School Buildings Planned till date 407

Number o f  Additional Classrooms Built 663

Total Amount spent till date (Rs. in Lakhs) 1477.54

Water Facility pro\ idcd to schools 533

Toilet Facility provided to schools

Informalion upto 31.03.1997

MIS I nn • O' f ‘> !'>'>



Physical Facilities in the Schools and the < rends

Overall Scenario

Sirsa Kaithal Jind Hisar

1995-96 1996-97 1995-96 1996-97
(

1995-96 I1 1996-97 1995-96 1996-97

Total No. of Schools 507 516 314 374 461* • 468 815 i 872
1

No. of Schools without 
any Facility for Drinking 
Water

82 62 75 32 177 83

,

135 168

Percentage to Total 16.17 12.02 23.89-
1 1

8.56
- ------

, 38.39
...

■ “ ....  ■! 1 ■ II

17.74 16.56 19.67

No. of Schools withotit 
Girls' Toilet

289 203 260 159 354 ’̂  264 552 338

Percentage to TotaJ 57.00 39.34 82.80 42.51 76.79 56.41 67.73 38.76

No. of Schools without 
Blackboards

40 29 41 24

■ '

50 37 98

1
79

ii
I

Percentage to Total 7.89 5.62 13.06 6.42 10.85
1
! 7.91 12.02 <).06

MIS Tnif - 0 5 00 100-



Cdntd....

^ow we are Traversing

Schools with drinking water facility have substantially increased;

. Similarly schools with girls toilet facility have substantialFy increased;

' Schools without blackboards have improved except in Sirsa.

mplications & Action Points
' Still large number o f  schools 17% to 49% do not have girls toilet facility; A ease for convergence with JR Y

' Drinking water is still required in a large number o f  schools; A further case for convergence with JR"! PHU
f

'  Blackboards still not provided to some schools;

ro  Why *hc school grants not being utilised for the purpose?

Whal arc we doing undrr  OBB?

MIS Unit • 0.' 00 100-



Academic Supervision of Schools

Overall Scenario
Schools Sirsa Kaithal Jind Hisar

1995-96 1996-97 1995-96 1996-97
- —  ̂

1995-96 j 1996-97 1995-96 1996-97

Total No. of Schools 507 516
...........' ■

314
........

374 461 468 815 i
1

I

iI
No« of Schools where 
there was no Academic 
Supervision

97 98 46 47 102

. ■■■■"

88

.................................... - .........  -

0 150

Percentage to Total 19.13 18.99 14.65 ‘ 12.57 22.13
r

1^.80

__________________ -

0.00 !
1
! 17.20i(

How we are Traversing
• The Situation  o f  n o n  a c a d e m i c  s u p e r v i s io n  in s c h o o l s  have  im p r o v e d  e x ce p t  Kaithal  and  Hissar .

*

Implications & Action Points
Slill  n la rg e  c l iunk  o l ' s c l i o o l s  a c r o s s  all ihc i l is lr ic ts  arc  not s u p e r v i s e d  o n c e  in last a c a d e m i c  year .  A c lear  case  lor concern ,  
a u th o r i t i e s  s h o u ld  take  a p p r o p r i a t e  s teps .

MIS I ’nu - nx m  !‘)0



Overall Scenario

Repetition at Primary Stage

MIS I ’nii ■ '!■ oQ I'i')'



Contd,.

SIRSA Class-w ise Repetition Rate at Primary Stage

1995-96 1996-97

Bov 1 . Girls
...... ............... '............ ...1

Boys Girls

I 14.57 13.62 15.59 13.97

11 14.00 12.85 12.66 11.83
' .' ' '' -'U' ■■ ■ ' ..... ' ... .

III 18.62 16.95 19.73 16.67

IV 17.90 13.54 16.13 12.96

\-

Total

16.38 13.25 14.29 9.88

16.18 ; 14.09 15.68 13.30

MIS Unit  - 0? (W 100-



Contd..

K A IT H A L

II

III

I V

T otal

Boys

4.32

13.25

17.35

5.67

6.80

5.38

C la ss-w ise  R ep etit ion  R ate at P rim ary  S tage

1995-96*

Girls

12.15

2.09

16.8

14.90

6.79

14.3 15.15

1996-97

Boys Girls

15.73 14.36

12.55 1 1.04

17.66 15.19

15.53 1 1.76

14.33 12.77

13.11

MIS I'nii - 0^ 00 1Q‘P



Contd..

HISAR Class-wise Repetition Rate at Primary Stage

1995-96 1996-97

Boys ^ Girls Boys j Girls

I 10.36 9.00 8.91 r 8.14

7.72II 9.83 9.13
r"

8.64

III
i  1 l i i n  1 111 1 1 11 n , r  ,ri I l in

15.10 14.43 13.87 12.89

IV 14.45.. . . . . - -. . . . -. . .  -. . . - 10.88- . . . . . . .  .. . . . .. . .  ....

12.91 1 11,69J . . -. . . . . . . . .
\ 1 •! 7? I I  n

Total 12'’] 1 10.83
r

11.14 1 9. ' ’ 5
8

MIS Unit ■ 03 00 )')<)'



Contd.

How we are Traversing
• The overall decrease in repetition rates vary between 1% to 2%;

• In case o f  Jind, however* the repetition rates have gone up.

Implications & Action P.oints
A case for action research for Jind to ascertain the reasons for increased repetition.



Primary School Age Group Popuiatidn and Enrolment: Net Eruunnent Ratio (NER)

Districts ALL

> Projected Population of Age 
Group 6-11

t
•

(As per 1991 Cencus)

Enrolment of the Age 
Group 6-11 t,

jl

1; Total
i i . -........................................

• Boys Girls Total Boys Girls 1
ii

HIsar 234376
I .

129557 104819 177941 95115
s

82826 !

Jind i 1446: .̂
li

75653 68973 118320 64480 53840 ii

Kaithal ' 122437 69039. 533.98 86834 47533 39301

Sirsa ( 101237 53721 47516 91047 48341 42706

Enrolment as % of the 
Population (NER)

Totn B o v s

73.42

G i r l s

79.01

81.8

70.92

89.93

85.23 78.05

68.85 73.60

89.99 , 89.88

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



• The NER across the districts ranges between 70% in Kaithal to 89.93% in Sirsa.

• TTic NEiR among Girls is higher as compared to Boys in Hissar and Kaithal where as it is higher among boys  in Jind and Si

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

Observations and Impfications

MIS I nn - ()> 0‘)



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

I District

Hisar

Jind

Scheduled Caste: SC

Kaithal

SIrsa

Projected Population of Age 
Group 6-11

(As per 1991 Cencus)

Enrolment of the Age Group | Enrolment as % of the 
6-11 1 Population (NER)

Total Boys Girls
r

Total
1

Boys Girls Total Boys Girls
n

72049 40247 31802
.

59778
-

32483 27295. 82.0'7 80.71 85.83

39673 18764 209091 28863 15913 12950 72.75 84.80 61.94
----  —'

31495 1 17892 13603 24568 13955 10613 78.00 77.99 78.01
!

38614 1 20488 18126 ‘31184 16701 14483 i 80.76
1 . . *

181.52 ’ 79.90

MIS Unit - 03 09 I W



• The NER among Scs across the districts ranges between 12,15% in Jind to 82.97% in Hissar.

•  T h e  NHR among SC Girls is higher in Sirsa and Kaithal; which is encouraging.
I

• There is a wide difference of around 24% of NER between SC Boys and SC girls in Jind - which is alarming.

• The difference NER among SC Boys and SC Girls in Sirsa in marginal, restructed to 1% only, h e n c e  movmg towaic
equity.

(Observations and Implications



Issue o f Under Age Children at Primary Stage - Specially at Class I

Districts ALL

' Total Enrolment at Class 1
ir,
II

Enrolment of Under aged 
(child of age less than 6)

1
- ' ■ i

%  of linderaged children to 
total enrolment at Class I

i
1

1 Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls

1
HIsar 46567 24485 j 22082 3529 ■ 1786 1743 7.58 7.29 7.89

JInd 1 30840 16357 14483 2482 1339 1143 8.04 8.18 7.89

Kaithal  ̂ 23740 12734 11006 2163 1352 * ' ' : j 1 9 ,n 10.61 7.37 

6.56 6.94
it

f SIrsa 23958 î 12487 11471 1615 j 819 796 1 6.74

MIS L’nu - 0> 09



• The percentage o f  under aged childrefi in class I ranges between 6.74% in Sirsa to 9.11% in Kaithal

• The range o f  under aged boys in class I is 6.56 - 10.61 where as among girls it is 6.9-7.8%.
f «

• There is a substantial difference of 3.3% among under aged boys* and girls in Kaithal.

Observations and Implications

MIS Unil - O.VW \991



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

f; Districts

j.K

Hisar

Jind

Kaithal

Sirsa

Scheduled Caste: SC

Total Enrolment at Class I

Total

17587

8396

7103

9112

Boys Girls

Enrolment of Under aged 
(child of age less than 6)

% of underaged children to 
total enrolment at Class I

Total

9485 8102
.........

4423 3973

3905

4842

3198

4270

1228

527

269.

Boys

619

285

169

506 245

Girls Total

609 I 6.98

242

100  
— I ■ a

261

6.28

3.78

Bovs

5.55 - f 5.05

6.52 i

6.44

4.32 j

Girls

7.52

6.09

3.12 

6.1 1

MIS L'nii - O.VC><) 19<)7



• The percentage of SC under aged children in class 1 ranges between 3.78% in Kaithal to 6 in Hissar.

• I he difference among under aged SC boys and SC girls is marginal.

• As compared to over all under aged children is class 1, SC s underaged children are in a lower scale.

Observations and Implications

MIS Unit - 0.V09 199'



Problem of Over Aged Children at Primary Stage

Districts ALL
Total Enrollment at Primary 

Stage

Hisar

Total

188238

Boys Girls

100826 87412

Jind 124131

Kaithal 92036

67878

50602

56253

Over aged children at Primary 
stage

(child of age 11 and above)

Total

19333

Boys

10917

13300

41434

Sirsa 96662 51 467 45195

9699

10585

7835

Girls

8416

5465

5437

5930

4262

4655

Percentage of overagcci 
children to total enrolment

G i r l s

Observations and Implications

• The percentage o f over aged children in primary stage low between 10.27% (Hissar) to 10.95% (Sirsa).

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

MIS I nit iV' I W



Problem o f Over Aged Children at Primary Stage

Districts Schuduled Gaste: SC

Hisar

Jind

Kaithal

Sirsa

Total Enrollment at Primary Over aged children at Primary 
Stage i Stage

j '
(child of age 11 and above)

Total

63041

30123

25634

32996

Boys

34253

Girls

28788

16642

14561

13481

Total

5655

2538

253111073 ii 

17710 15286 j __ ^ 2 6

Boys

3161

1544

1407

1893

Girls

2494

944

Percentage of overaged 
Children to total enrolment

Total

8.97

8.42

Boys

9.23

9.27
'r'--

1124
T ‘ -'

1433

9.87 9.66

10.08 10.69

Gir ls

8.66

7.00

10.15

9.37

MIS I'nii - O:̂  og )Q<)'



• T he pcrccniage of over aged SC children at primary stage ranges between 8.42% (Jind) to 10.08% (Sirsa).

• Except Jind (2%), the difference in %|lover aged SC boys and §C girls is marginal.

• The over aged SG children are loss as compared to over all over aged children at primary stage across all the districts by
atmost two percent.

Observations and Implications

MIS I nil • 0,̂  W



Over All Scenario
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District.Wise Distribution of Enrolment to the Population
of 6-11 - Haryana - 1996-97

Hissar
iind

75.12V,

70.92 V .

Kalthal

r.»r*llffd
•IJIH

Sirsa



Distrlct-WIsc Distribution of SC Enrolment to the SC Population of 6-11 - Harvana - 1 9 9 6 -9 7

Hissar Jind
C.H

6.45%

F .n re lird  
93^ 5 V ,

f.iiralled
91.63%

Kflithal G»p SIrxa

I  n tn llr i l
F.nreilH
♦2.46%
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Dis.ribuHon of SC Over Aged and SC Under
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Expenditure at a Glance (Upto 30.09.96)
HARYANA

P»-E
4 9 ' c

SCE 
NFE 2%
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A^^cJiture Status on Pnmrny rut nidi Education : HARYAi'^;*

District; Kaithal District : Jind
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District: His«r District : Sirs«

Expenditure for State as Wtiole
■PFE-ClVirWORKS  

•PFE-OVERALL •



Expenditure Status on CRC, BRC and DIET ; HARYANA

District Kaithai Distrtct : Jind

District: Hisar District: Sirsa

Exp€iKlttur« for SUitt as Whole
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Stages of EMIS Implementation 1997-98 : An essential 
Checklist for District / State MIS In-charge

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 through initialisation.

♦ All fillcd-in DCFs are to be scrutinised at Block level by BEG, 
before sending to the district head quarter.

♦ Please ensure “No Incomplete DCF is receiv^ from the schools ”

♦ Please ensure “No School is left out in tiie 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. I naided.

Stage I



♦ 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 II

Pre- data entry exercise at district level.

Steps Involved

• After receiving the DCFs of a paHicular 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 incomplete, 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 III

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 .

• 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 if needed for the entire block in one gOy not in a piece meal

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

• Start up the data entry work for the next block and foHow all the 
above mentioned steps.

Stage IV

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.
• Number of schools for 3 yrs i.e 1995-96 ,

1996-97 and 1997-98.
• No. of schools on different management (i.e 

Govt. ,Local Body , TKbal Dept., Pvt Aide 
and Pvt Unaided) for last 3 years.

• If any discrepancy is observed or missing 
schools b 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 III.



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 II 
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 
DEO for cross validation.

• Trend on number of trained and untrained 
teachers.



School Buildings
• Trends in type of school buildings (Pucca, 

Partially Pucca, Kuccaha, Tent and No 
Building) under different management

• Please verify, whether the no. of school 
buildings built during the year from DPEP 
and other sources n iiether got reflected in 
the present year data or not.

G) Classrooms
• Total number of classrooms in the schools 

under different management.
• Number of additional classrooms built from 

DPEP in that year, whether is reflected in the 
present year data or not.

• 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 l a e  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 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 MlS unit

1) To provide over all teclmical 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.

5) 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; lency 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 II 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 intum 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 developmental projects* It is 

necessary and a part o f the work o f 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 o f immense use. The aspect of filling up of the EMIS data entry 

format will also be taken up in the training program. We will be requesting the 

Head Masters to bring all the information related to the EMIS data entry, for the 

next program fixed af̂ er 10 days of this training program.

During the second meeting the actual 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.

Modrfication Proposed

I. 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 and so as the classrooms, furnitures facilities 

etc. It will be very usefiil 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 o f the villages have upto higher primary level. Apart from DPEP, 

Govt, o f Karnataka is also doing various other project to improve the 

quality & infr^tructure o f the primary & higher p r im ^  education. 

Since DISE covers all the aspects pf schools & their infr^tructure the 

same information will be very usefiil for the State Govt, initiated projects 

too, if  the information is available upto standard 7th. Otherwise the 

whole exercise including the collection o f data, entry etc. has to be done 

again, from standard 1st standard 7th.

• 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.

III. 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 software 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 ip still under testing in 

our districts. The software will be brought into a final shape once we recei/e 

feed back f >m the districts.

9|c:|c3)e9ic*̂3|c:tc:̂ 3)cj«(3|c:|c9|c9i‘*
He 9(( 9|( ♦ ♦ Hi * 9(c:|c
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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 ever> year in  our AW P<&B. 
This AWP&B is approved by (ilovernment of India and works 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 facilities 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 
(Huge database 

of schools,Teachers, 
Students,facilities etc.)

Collection of EMIS 
data for next vear

f

Analysis of various 
reports at district 
level, Block level, 
and cluster levd. 
study of impact of 
project activities 
at various levels.*

Identification of 
Biocks,clusters, 
schools where 
specific activities 
to be started to 
produce the desi
red result

Formulation of AWP&B 
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 a\ erage 

value, there must besomespecfic 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 analysis, one should 

make realistic AWP&B ba&ed on actual data reports from EMIS. This will 

certainly lead to an effective implementation of DPEP project.



Status of MIS in Haryana

1. Staff Position

(a) At SPO One System Analyst, One Programmer and two data 

data entry operators are in position at State project 

Office, Chandigarh.

(b) At District l e v e l One Programmer and two data entry 

operators are in position in each district.

2. Hardware Procured

(a) At SPO 2 Pentium 133 MHz and two 486 DX2 66 MHz based 

computers, one HP-5P Laser Printer and two Dot matrix primers, 

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

(b) At District l e v e l 1 Pentium 133 MHz, 2 intel 80486 DX2 66 MHz 

based computers, One Laser Printer HP-5P, 2 Dot Matrix printers, 

UPS, Modem etc.



cStatus 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 GOI. 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. State 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 programme in all four DPEP districts. Every year this training 
is imparted to teachers by Programmer. Thus teachers are now fully aware 
about the filling 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 analysed 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.



Problems encountered during implementation

a) Lack of comprehensive training* of teachers for Hllin  ̂of Data 
Capture Format.

b) Instability in MIS Staff

c) Switching over from foxpro to powerbuilder for both FMIS and 
EMIS softwares..

d) Repeated trials and testing of software specially DISK S/W.

Issues to be taken up by Ed.Cil

I. 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 DPI Us to be 
submitted to SPIU.
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DISTRICT PRIMARY EDUCA TION PROGRAMME 

TAMILNADU

ST A TVS OF MIS IMPLEMENT A TJON IN THE STA TE 

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

♦ Thiruvannamalai

♦ ViKupuram

♦ South Arcot

Educational Management Infomatlon System (EMiS)

♦ The school data for the year 1996-97 have been collected from all 

the primary/middle schools o f 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 relevant reports generated after due processes for year 1996- 

97, Thus the data base of school system has been createdfor all the 

four DPEP districts.



♦ For the DPEP Phase II Districts, the Baseline EMIS data have 

been collected in the prescribe d format and the data is being 

processed at the Computer Centre in DJSE 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 processed at the 

Computer Centre in the Office of the SPD TamilNadu DPEP.

Project Management Information System (PMiS)

♦ The PMIS has become fully operational at the State Headquarters 

in the districts with the installaf hn of the computers by Sept '96.

♦ The ac4ivity-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.

♦ The actual expenditure incurred during each month was duly 

entered. After due processing, the quarterly and annual progress 

reports were generated out of the above data. As on date, the 

data reports upto thi close of June-97 have b^en processed and

generated.

♦ The Staff Appraisal Report and the reimhursement claims were also 

generated out of the above data base.



//. PROBLEMS ENCOUNTERED DURING IMPLEMENTA TION 

Educational Management infotmation System :•

Problems (o he atiended 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 have been set to important fields, which conflicts in

the distribution,

♦ Grand Total should be provided in the Distribution o f ALLJSC and

ST. .

♦ Teachers 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 available but 

Balance not been reported.

♦ SAR Report only cumulative figures are Available

Break up for previous quarter not generated.

♦ For the Activity PFE,C3 transaction cannot be keyed in.

I l l  Issues on which the State requires DPEP Bureau to take suitable 

action.

1. Strengthening o f the EMIS and PMIS software to get rid of 

perceived problems.

2. Training Programme for System Analyst and Programmers 

on appli ftion packages.



IV special features or highlights which the state has received in 

addition to the norw il implementation for the purpose of cross 

sharing with the states,

1. A software fo r  generating reports on the students achiever ent 

3 level was developed in Power Builder,

2. A software on hard spots identification -viz, identification o f >

3. problem areas for teachers in the classroom transactions, was 

also developed in Power Builder,

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

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

DPEP Phase I districts
♦ The first A WPB for 97-98 relating to Phase II districts,

V Future Strategies which the State proposes.

L Computerisation o f Pay Bills,

2, Computerisation of Accounts,

3, ’Personnel Management Information System,

4, Developing a network between state and district systems for 

communicationy quicker data access and data management,

5, Documentation of all project interventions and the related 

reports.



DISTRICT PRIMAR Y EDUCA TION PROGRAMME 

TAMILNADU 

STATUS OF MIS IMPLEMENTATION IN THE STATE

The M IS has become operational in the State with the purchase and  

installation o f  computers a t the State Headquarters and in the fo u r  DPEP Phase I  

Districts named below, by September '96.

♦ Dharmapuri

♦ Thiruvannamalai

♦ VUlupuram

♦ South Arcot 

Educational Management Information System (EMIS)

The school data fo r  the three years 1994-95, 1995-96 and 1996-97 have been 

collected from  all the primary/middle schools o f  the fo u r  D PEP districts in the 

prescribed format. The data received was fe d  into the computers (through DISE 2.01

with respect to 1996-97) and the relevant reports generated after due processes fo r

i
all the above three years. Thus the data base o f  school system has been created fo r  

all the four DPEP districts. The above data is being periodically forw arded as 

Required to the Ed. CIL and G O I in Floppy Disks together with the relevant reports 

generated As fo r  the DPEP Phase II Districts, the Baseline EM IS data h ^ e  been 

collected in the prescribed form at and the data is being processed at the Computer 

Centre in DISE 2.01 software. The data fo r  the years 1994-95 and 1995-96 was 

processed through private agencies and the same fo r  the year 1996-97 processed at 

the Computer Centre in the Office o f  the SPD Tamil Nadu DPEP.



IV Spec ia lfea tu res  or highlights which the state has received in addition to the

norm al im plementation fo r  the purpose o f  cross sharing with the states.

L  A software fo r  generating reports on the students achievement level was 

developed in Power Builder. ,

2. A software on hard spots identification -viz. identification o f  problem  areas 

fo r  teachers in the classroom transactions, was also developed in Power 

Builder.

3, The follow ing DTP items o f  work were taken up and com pleted:

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

districts
# The fir s t A WPB fo r  97-98 relating to Phase 11 districts.

V Future Strategies which the State proposes.

L  Computerisation o f  Pay Bills.

2. Computerisation o f  Accounts.

3. Personnel Management Information System.

4. Developing a network between state and district systems fo r  quicker data 

access and data management.

5. Documentation o f  all project interventions and the related reports.

6. Wider-basing the EM IS and PM IS to include certain other crucial areas o f  

project concern.



The PM IS has become fu lly  operational at the State Headquarters in the 

districts with the installation o f  the computers by September ’96 . The activity-wise 

budgeted amounts as p er the approved Annual Work Plan Budget and expenditure 

fo r  each district and  the State level interventions have been f e d  into the computer in 

the PMIS format. The actual expenditure incurred during each 'month was duly 

entered After due processing, the quarterly and annual progress reports were 

generated out o f  the above data. As on date, the data reports upto the close o f  

June-97 have been processed and generated. The S ta ff  Appraisal Report and the 

reimbursement claims were also generated out o f  the above data base.

The PM IS data was being computerised in the prescribed PM IS form at 

through an external agency until our own systems were purchased and installed in 

September 96. There after the task has been fu lly  taken over by the Computer 

Centre o f  the DPEP.

II Problems encountered during Implementation 

Educational Management Information System (EMIS)

Though there was some initial delay in the beginning, the needed momentum  

slowly started picking up. Initially there were some problems to be attended to.

The EMIS software was fo u n d  to he having some bugs, and  

therefore the sojnvare itse lf had to be debugged before it could be p u t to further use. 

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

Now. with ail these problems having been satisfactorily solved, the EMIS has become 

fu lly  operational.

Project Management Information System (PMIS)



Subsequently, there were some errors too in the EMIS data collected resulting 

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

revalidated. /' (he circumstances therefore t h e  training content is being refocused f o r  

better scrutiny and checking aspects o f  the tasks fo r  obtaining correct and reliable 

school database.

Project Management Information System (PMIS)
>

The spill over activities carried over to the subsequent years could not be 

accounted fo r  in the original software. But the softw are 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. A nd  now the system  

is fu lly  operational in the State headquarters.

I l l  Issues on which the State requires DPEP Bureau to take suitable action,

L  Strengthening o f  the EM IS and PMIS software to get r id  o f  perceived  

problems.

2. Training Programme fo r  System Analyst and Programmers on application 

packages.
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; PROKLEMS ENCOUN1EKED |
I D'LIRING IMPLEMENTA'rlON |
I '

In data consistencv check for -G2 “ is showing even if 
type of school building (E item 1) is 5 and values for
all the items ta 2,3,4 and 5 is zero f default.

Data consistency checks have been repeated even after 
liie 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 compiialion 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 where power problem is common it is very
difficult to compile the data.



While entering school particulars, if SC student is nil 
then it does not accept the ST student unless and untill 
we give positive no. on SC column.

In school level data report of P.S. PHULI 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 nev/ admissions is 28 Virfiile 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 B. enrolment Data to 

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

showing 19 stude its.

In Cluster level summary statistics Part - 7 No. of sec 

tions is 21 vyhile 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.

Distiict levci computer personnel are not conversant with 

Power Builder Software and (rouble shooting of EMIS 

package. So they are facing lot of problems.



*

STATE TO RAISE FOLLOWING ISSUES

Immediate need of state levei software which is not 
available.

the focus of DPEP is deprived class. We have ad ^d 

four pages in the data entry format like Muslim girls, 
Mushar, Dom and- Wanderer classes. But these are not 
included in Ei.ilS. Our humble request is to include 

these for the next year of EMIS.

In primary school, there is no Head Master/Principal, 
oniy Head Teacher is there, in vv'hich option they v\̂ iil 
come under teacher's details.

To avoid wrong data collection, the format should be 

state specific. There is no need to keep sucii column 

which is not relevant to the state.

EFFICACY OF THE S/W MUST BE TESTED
OUieiwise just imagine what will happ;en when state will 
compile all districts, and centre will compile all states 

and subsequently data of 5 yeais will be compiled 
together.

Software be such which uses existing hardware and 

provides maxirnu(t) timeiy results to help decision 

making to meet basic objectives of the Project. 
Oilierwise we wiii be caugiil into tiie WEB OF DATA 

which is to be fuinishod at the Nntionn! level.



SPECIAL FEATURES

State hcjs first time collected data regarding MUSLIM 
GIRLS, MUSAHAR, DOM, WANDERER CLASSES 

AND DETAILS OF PATTERN OF FREE TEXT 

BOOKS.

DATA TO BE COMPILED

FUTURE STRATEQIES OF THE STATE

* TO DEVELOP TH E  STUDENT ATTENDANCE  

MANAGEMENT INFORMATION SYSTEM (SAMIS).

TO DEVELOP BAL PANJI MIS to keep yearwise 

population of children.

Field manual will be attached with the data capture 

format for EMIS.



S E L E C T E D  I N D I C A T O R S_- 1

District :ROHTAS Year: 1996-97

Block Name VI V2 V3 V4 V5 V6 V7 V3* V9* V10 V11

NOK* 'A 100.CX) 4 00 96.80 239 40.80 0.00 24.62 93 36 82 4.80 4.52

RAMGARH 100.00 r  98 . 96.04 254 69.31 0.99 19.78 57 S2 83.78 5.94 3,05

ROHTAS 100.0(3 2-27 93.18 242 29.56 2.27 29.14 53 51 58.75 909 4.95

SASARAM 100.00 17.81 93.84 247 57.53 4.11 29.69 62-12 48.12 9.59 1.16

SHIVSAGAR 98.88 562 96.63 236 60.67 5.62 21.76 9CC9 79.26 15.7: 10.43

WRONG BLCXX 0.00 000 0.00 0 0.00 0.00 0.00 COO 0.00 0.00 0 00

Total 99.70 *8.87 90.10 247 55.47 2.27 28.14 0.00 74.34 16.29 4.66

S 9 - 3 3 J •

V1 % Rural «choois 
V2 % Schools covered urKiarOperatton Black Board 
Y3 % Schools wHh VEC condituted ,
V4 Avscigo worlcing days
V5 % Schools mors thsn 20 jfssrs old
V6 % Schools Isss than 10 years old

V7 % Classrooms requiring major repairs 
V8 Gross Enrolment Ratio 
V9 Net Enrolment Raik>
V10 % Single teacher school 
V II  % Repeaters In primary classes

Note : * Values of V t and VS may rK>t r»(l«ct true picture If ;^opulation data is at variance with enrolment data. 
‘0‘ indicates that populatiofi dits for the particular Block is missing.
In such casss« the disthc: averafge may be misleading.



SELECTED INDICATORS > 1

District rROHTAS Year : 1996-97

Block Name VI V2 V3 V4 V5 V6 V7 V8* V9* j V10 V11

ADHAURA • 100.00 0.00 24.24 252 1364 o.bo 48.60 08.07 ’ 93.66 i 51.52 1074

BHABHUA 99.36 0.00 89.74 253 62.18 0.64 19.68 89.69 78.47 i 109: 3 64

BHAGWANPUR 100.00 0.93 90.74 249 58.33 5.56 33.46 90.55 88.25 33 3:: 527

BIKRAMGANJ 100.00 12.30 96.72 243 72.13 2.46 31.86 83.04 73.69 5.74 11 56

CHAINPUR 100.00 0.00 86.67 253 34.44 3.33 10.31 68.99 59.76 3Z22 1,12

CHAND 100.00 0.00 89.55 252 67.16 2.99 31.58 78.89 69.90 22.35 1.21

CHENARI 100.00 0.00 98.57 238 50.00 8.57 27.88 116.53 105.21 17.14 6,45

Da w a th 97.96 1.02 96.94 247 82.65 0.00 24.76 71.14 56.19 22.4c 182

DEHRI 100.00 7.75 96.12 249 75.97 3.10 34.58 7268 63.92
y'

TO. £.5 7,11

DINARA 100.00 63.75 93.75 246 56.88 1 25 31.62 88 49 70.40 i 13 ' 3 2.03

DURGAWATl 100.00 0.00 89.33 250 49.33 2.67 27.59 83.79 73.56 i 17 iZ 3.12

KARAKAT 97.69 5.38 96.15 246 57.69 0.77 33.33 102.45 78.49 “•16.92 4.51

KARGAHAR 100.00 3.02 96.98 251 74.87 2.01 31.08 105 95 91.04 13.Ct | 3,03

KUDRA 1Q0.00 1.11 85.56 252 28.89 1.11 19.27 •94.65 93.24 13.331 5.21

MOHANnrA 100.00 3.70 50.93 253 28.70 1.85 18.68 86.25 84.31 18.52 4.01

NASRIGANJ 100.00 19.63 97.20 240 57.01 0.93 31.85 94.33 79.61 13.C-C 362

NAWHATTA 100.00 0.00 96.23 241 9 43 3.77 44.44 93'53 63.7c ! 11 43



I M

District : ROHTAS 

Bio* ; KARQAHAR

School Numo ; P.S.,FULI

Year; 1996-97 

village Name/Ward N o .; PHULI!

School Coae :0401901 

A. Goneral inform atjon

Ruroi/Urban Rural

Year of Estoblishment 1971

School Category Primary

Type of School Co-educational

ManagAmeot Educational Department
ScIxkjI Covered under OBB No

Type of  ̂ool Buildino Pucca
Statut of Sr.hool Building Government
Total »tudents( Pr. Clashes i_
Numt>«i of Clasb rooms 1

Number of Toachcrs 2

Number of Male Teachers 0

Number of Female Teachers 2

B. Enrolment Data

Oescdptlon Ckissi Ckissil Oes5 III Gass IV QassV

f>Jumbdr of Girl! /6 7 20 21 16 8

Number of SC Student 27 12 7 8 4

Number of ST Student 19 3 A A 2 n
Mumbcr of DBG Student 0 0 ,9 0 0

dumber of Repeaters 2 0 0 1 0

dumber of t̂ tew Admissions 2fi 0 0 0 0

' ’ Mts Receiving Fiee text books 31 3 4 7 0

i>u ‘t'ng Other Incentive '̂ 48 17 0 0 0

C. Key Indicators
Indicator School Bloek RQrrmrHs

Pupil :Teacher Ratio 00.00 49.40
% OBC Student 02.27 03.28
% SC Enrolment 24.24 18.00 *

% ST Enrolment 00.00 00.00
% Oirls 24.24 42.03
% SC Girie to 6C Enrolment 34.30 06.84

% ST Girls to ST Enrolment 00.00 00.00

% Repeaters 21.21 03.06
Drop_out Rate N A N A



Cl.i:5TER LEVEL SUMMARY STATISTICS : PART > I

District; ROHTAS Ytar: 1965-97

. E N R O L M E N T
Class i 
RoomsCRC

Fiarne
t<k3. of 

Schools AJ
Students

Al SC
Al

SC
Gms

ST
Al

ST
Girls

OBC
Al Qassi i

i
Cass it Ctess tu Class IV cuss V

Sections

G.M 3 CHE^;| 22 43B1 1935 1254 462 0 0 169 1757| 834 707 562 471 61 21

G.M S KKRQ : 14 2143 945 406 132 0 0 0 8751 397 354 296 222 30 14

G.M.S. K->CH 19 2603 1117 423 154 0 0 0 8291 578 413 382 396 49 19

G M.S. S-il'.''': 14 1820 313 324 127 0 0 0 762 346 30J 226 179 25 14

G.r.fl S.KARG.' 2 299 133 65 29 0 0 0 89| 84 60 39 27 2 2

G.S.iM.S. 3A  ̂j: 10 1881 753 362 126 0 0 383 827 372 287 303 292 37 10

GOV P S .SUj 19 2279 986 338 156 0 0 257 859 392 391 316 321 32 19

GOV P S TEl 20 3289 1313 819 313 0 0 612 1057 734 583 483 432 61 26
KK .SANJHA 1 26 3779 1704 431 175 0 0 476 1357 721 581 604 518 eo 28

KM S..B1KRA 16 ?566 1168 407 130 0 0 233 810 515 454 403 384 61 16

M S..AKBARF 11 2198 897 400 131 24 5 862 833 458 345 306 256 42 12
M.S.,ALA>/.Pl i 9 1571 684 394 165 40 11 0 634 326 255 209 147 23 9
M.S .AMrrA'A 15 2130 938 401 147 0 G1 24 710 350 290 284 49 16
M S .ARAN'G 11 1593 654 343 119 0 0 91 490 327 239 258 279 18 11
M S..AUR/‘.N»: 11 1702 709 223 70 54 18 442 591 379 254 233 246 32 11
M S .BADCH 8 1055 415 310 108 46 13 63 375 2701 137 158 115 20 6
M S..BARAHL 17 2052 863 591 216 0 01 332 823 y m i 313 304 272 27 IS
M S .BARAW 14 2439 959 556 197 0 G1 26 720 s m 432 379 402 34 14

C-at-; 08 Sep. 1997 OISE Ver 2.01 ( C L S S - 1)



PRIMARY SCHOOL AGE GROUP POPULATION AND ENROLMENT

BLOCK : SASARAM YEAR: - 996-97

ITEM
POPULATION ( 8 . 1 1 ) ENROLIWENT(6.11 )

Total Boys Girls Total Boys Girls

Total 36925 17418 19507 17769 9662 8107

Scheduled Caste 5882 2775 3107 3594 2158 1436

Scheduled Tribe 333 157 176 105 60 45
Other Backward 

Classes 0 0 0 375 203 172

Others* 30710 14486 16224 13695 7241 6454

«SC 15.W 15.93 15.93 20.23 22.33 17.71

%«T 0.90 0.90 0.90 0.50 0.62 0.56

%OBC C.JO 0.00 0.00 2.11 2.10 2.12

•3,17 83.17 83.17 77.07 74.94 79 61

OTHERS* -  Tow- fiC- ST.08C



Rt QCK / MANOALI TALUK SELECTED EPUCA  ̂IQNAL STATISTICS
. (Primary Classes)

District :ROHTAS Yttar : 1996^7

Bl o c k No. of
Students Teachers

Class
rooms

No of
xAJWsjn Saclwos

aohaura 66 4665 110 107 67

BHABHUA 156 21913 433 315 155

BHAGWANPUR 108 13975 234 257 108

BIKRAM6ANJ 122 17351 441 339 127

CHAJNPUR 90 10751 195 223 88

CHANO 67 8909 159 . 171 67

CHENARI . 70 13107 195 165 68

DAWAW 98 11254 272 210 . 95

DEHRI 129 24956 489 428 160

DINARA 160 21432 448 370 158

durgaiwi t̂i 75 9798 212 203 72

KARAKAT 130 20237 416 384 128

KARGilHKR 199 29353 598 473 199

KUDRA 90 12776 271 218 90

MOHAWW loa 15742 338 364 104

NASRBANJ 107 16033 364 314 1Q5

NAWHHTTA 53 8182 120 162 56

NOKm . 125 17883 430 264 123

RAMGW 101 18571 318 273 102

ROHT/6 44 8402 132 151 4 r

SASAftMII 146 22936 535 44Q 144

1 9HIV3H03VR 69 13753 259 210 ; 91

W ROI^OCK 0 0 0 0 0

T o t a l 2333 343980 6969 6055 2348

DfSEVer201 { SAI - 4 )



CLUSTER LEVEL SUMMARY STATISTICS : PART II

District Name ; ROHTAS Acadam ic Y e a r : 1996-97

C R C

Name

Teocheis Pupil
Teacher
Ratio

% d t
Rcpeat-srs 
in ciass 1

% % Qngl« No of 
Schools

Schools Schools
rectfivjnj

All Female
1

% Femaiti1
% S C % ST

Schools 
w.th VEC Teacher 

Sc hoots
*4<itt)OUt
Buildirtg

C'jvered
under
DPEP

CoriUce >c, 
grant

GMS .CHENARI 65 13 20.00 3 15.33 0 67 40 706 10000 1364 22 1

GUS.KARGAH^R 43 10 23.26 0 13.95 0 50.05 0 IX '00 1429 1 I 14 2

S W S  .tp C H A S 59 7 11.06 1 6.78 0 44.25 0 9474 5.26 2 13 2

G M S .S H IV S  AGAR 33 9 27.27 4 6.06 0 55.15 8.79 IOC'00 21 43 0 13 1' S

G M S.KA R G A HA R 5 2 40.0D 0 0 0 53.30 0 10000 0 1 o!
-1

g.s m .s .sa n jh a uLi 52 5 9.62 4 7.69 0 36.17 38 44 IK '00 0 0 6 0

GOV.P.a.SURY.APURA 48 12 2 5 .x 3 6.25 0 47.38 0 lOC'OO 1053 4 19
1 ! 

■2

GOV.P.S Ih l  RADH 54 3 556 11 1296 0 60.91 10 41 IX '00 2000 0 16 0

ICIC.,£ANJHAULI B7 25 25.74 7 16.09 0 43.40 26 00 IX '00 0 3 24 3

ICM.S.,BIKRAf^NJ -» 37 *4a.06 3 649 0 30.86 23 70 1X.00 0 2 16
. . , _

M.S. AKBARPUR, 34 3 S62 0 23.53 0 64.65 886 1 X 00 1618 0 11 2

llS./a-<WyiPUR 24 1 4.17 0 12.50 0 65.46 17.19 1X 00 33.S3 0 9 8

M S. AMYAVV.-^R 48 3 3.2S 6 14.58 0 47.54 3.66 1 X 00 667 0 15 1

V iS .A R W  iG 33 7 2-; .21 6.03 0 50.36 1.22 s r62 27.27 4 1: 3

M.S. AURANGABAD 38 2 5.26 0 10.53 0 44.79 25 04 1X 00 909 0 r . i 4
M.SB.ADa 20 3 15.00 3 20.00 0 5Z50 21 33 1 X 0 0 ■ 12.50 0 3 8

M S. EARAHUTl KALA 45 18 40 .00 4 8.89 0 48.58 680 IX , CO 17 65 1 17 !
t/1.5. EARAVV1 65 12 5 10.77 0 37.32 16.39 92 66 0 2 14 1 0

| M.3. BELVAIYA 56 11 19.64 2 10.71 0 4Z70 553 1X 00 0 0 14 6

ills  BK\DARA 31 2 6.45 7 32.26 3l23 6Z19 19.37 I X  CO 4266 0 '14 0

Ostte aS E  V ei? 01
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PROBLEMS ENCOflNTEREVDURIMa IMPLEMENTATION

I . Compiiotiott prdbim ; DotatMUK w required to be repetitively compiled. Dai;i is 
to be compiied ead̂  time veiien repoits arc to be generated.

1. Kxpori CO DBF files : Software docs not cxpori.s SC ct ST Enn Jiiicni D;iia

Lowest cliLs.< in Scliool : Software does riot accept 5 ih cla.s.s a.s lowe.si cI;i.ns In

Maiiarashtra there arc many Scliools where low.si cla.s.s is 5th and hichc.st class is loili

4. Cheeks on teachers in position is required e.g. if teachers in ptisition is 10 ihcn
software should not acccpt 9 w I rtcijcbers in scxwisc. trniningwisc & castcu isc 
cla.ssillcation.

."i. In Constistency check SI4'Error could not be recover.
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WELCOME TO 
PRESENTATION ON 
IMPLEMENTATION

OF
PMIS & EMIS IN A.P.

DPEP



STATUS OF MIS IMPLEMENTATION

Establishment of MIS cell

MIS cell 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

• Programmers 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

Developing an Integrated Education 
Management Tnformation 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 Mofiitoring Information 
System (SMIS) to monitor quality of Education on monthly 
basis on

Enrollment
* Attendance 

Coverage of syllabus
* Llnil tests conducted
* Students performance



Objectives of SMIS

•T o  keep track of enrolment, attendance and 
retention details of students

•T o  monitor the quality of education & 
achievement levels



Data Flow

State
District Consolidation Reports

District
Mandal Consolidatio*. Reports

Mandal
School Monthly Returns

School



Fenefits of SMIS

• To achieve better reliability with an aim to help in 
the process of decision making and planning

•T o meet growing information needs

•T o measure the academic achievements of the 
students



implementation

Prescribed proformae were distributed to al 
schools to get information

Manual system is being implemented since 9 
months

Computerised system is piloted at m e  
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.



T H A M K  Y o u
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MIS UNIT,DPEP,ORISSA



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

Pinaki Mohanty. 
SYSTEM ANALYST

Pradeep Mohapatra 
Programmer-cum-Traiiimg Officer 

SPO^bubaneswar

S.Pratima 
Data Entry Operator 

DPEP,Rayagada

--------  ____ _

P.Sahu 
Data Entry Operator 

DPEP^Kalahandi

I C.Parija 
iData Entry Operator 
I  SPO^hubaneswar

n ----------

I S.Sahu 
I  Data Entry Operator 
I SPO^hubaneswar

S.Kar 
Data Entry Operator 

DPEP^olangir

R.Rajguni 
Data Entry Operator 

D PE PJbi9(8 id»
— --------------

a - .....
S

DfcO 
D P t  P,



MIS WORSHOPS AT STATE/ DISTRICT / BLOCK LEVEL

State Level MIS Workshop - 2 ls t  - 25th A prir97

Resource Persons
* Prof. Y.P. Agrawal, Senior Fellow, NIEPA
* Sri D.K. Kar, Sr. Consultant(MIS), Ed.Cn/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, BoUingir - 11th June'97
* DPEP, Kalahandi - 26th June'97



Block Level MIS Workshop for Head Masters' of Schools

* DPEP, Rayagada - 2nd/5th/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

* Kesiource Ferson ; Ms. Suvarna N.A.,Coiisullaul(MlS)
Ed.CIL's TSG, Govt, of India



Present Scenario

Out of 5 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 10th Aug'97 at DPO, 
Dhenkanal.

By the end of September, we can able to get hard copy 
of the reports .



Problem during Implementation

1 .No priority is giving to MIS at district level.
2.N0 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 collcciioii
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 giving fake data f̂illing themselves 
at the district Head Quarter.



ORGANISATIONAL STRUCTURE OF 
DPEP DISTRICT

DIST. PROJECT 
CO-ORDINATOR

CRC

Dist.
Collector

CHAIRMAN,DPEP DISTRICT

CJ^-ORDINATOR  
Senior

CRC
f®"*®^C0<)RDm^0f®"'®^cd.pRDINAT6R‘=®"'®̂  
School I School I I School

Headmaster

X

/ Primary 
School 
'tlleaclmaster

7 I Ly Primary 
f  Sch oo l 

Headm asI

CRC
CO-ORDINATOR

Center
School

Primary /P r im a r y  
S ch oo l f  School 

eadm astarV leadm aste

Primary /  Primary 
Sch oo l f  School 

lead m asteH ead m aster

X  Primary 
f  School 

^eadm aster

Center 
School C ^ R D IN A T O R  

^ ^^ d m astep /

Primary
School

headmaster

1
Primary Primary /  Primary 
School f  School School 

H ead m jfst/^ ead m astew ead m aster



Suggestions

1.The Bureau may ask the State Govt, to instruct 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/SoftNfcT. 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.



IINTRANF1 ¥QK  PPEP 
www.dpep.org

u k
Secrejtari at, Orissa 

i , ..Orissa

SPO,Bhubaneswar

A A

ODA MHRD

A  - ..

Earth Station

Telephione Leased Line.

WEB SERVER

—-i

Ed.CIL’s TSG

Collector,DPEP Dist. ^

a ......

Dist.Project Office

a ' s k

http://www.dpep.org
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EM IS.96-97 ^  S O rrW A R E  ^  tr^TTf^n |

m
1. SoAwarc ^  i \  Slow yr̂ J'cT) wq^ w \ W J 10-15  m  'JIM'I ĉ M(ii ?4i 1
2. DISE Inpul Icon ^ > ?4  -Computer -u^ S  îi ^  i

3. Data Entjy ^  Application Error, Data windows Error Massages cT̂TTT? 
3 lT ^^ |

4 if)3ijlR-DISB'2:04cnir^ “̂fV I

5. Initialization ^tfn Cluster <r>i Block w is e ^  aiRi I

7. A"3 A ^  Tribal Area ti “Yes” ^  I
X

9. Cluster, Blockwise ^  !
'^o. A -1 1 A ^  VEC/PTA A ^  Year ^  # f\) Nil ui

'Hi})tii 1

11 . G,H,1 A ^  ^  Mis feeding ?il <m ‘0 ’ (̂51 ^
I

12. Entry ^  wi? Control ciJi Dos Prompt ^  3Ti ^R r 1

R ep o rts :

a. En-1 A Total cni Column % \

'b. SAI- 4 ^  1,17,250

EN-I 'A 1,17,108

EN-2 ^  ^  1,17,108

EN-5 A  1,17,108

EN-3A ^ 1,12,390

c. EN-1 A ^  F̂TSOT117108  ̂f v ^  Boys - 63670, Girls - 53438 

’ EN- 3A ^  •'fTEOT 112309 f  IW f Boys - 63670, Girls - 487201 

3?n: Girls Enrolment ^  f  j

a.

EN-1 A ^  23615 Boys-13280, Girls-10335 f
En-3b ^  SC ^  ?i^ll 22599 % Boys-13280 f. Girls -9319 I

am: Girls Enrolment ainsr % I

e. -

EN-1 ^  S'P 15037 ivi!^ Boys-8520, Oirls-6517 fi I

En-3c ^  ST 148441 f v ^  Boys-8520, Girls-6324 ^
aî l: Ciirls r.nrolmcnt 3?fR f  j

C VMIS0tMIS.«7 4o€iT)



f. iiN- 4A ,4M c ?> m t̂?t »fcl?TcT ?u  ̂Mî  irr tir m   ̂ i

i .  Total No. of School 3TcT? ^

SAl-4 1249
T -l 2440
SLI-1 1229
SB -l 1209
SB-2 851
EFF-1 1247
EFF-2 1247
SAI-2 1091
SAI-3 (RURAL SCHOOL) 1245

h. SAI-4 ^ Total Teachcrs - 3475 f  I
T -2^  Manageiiicnt Type -3694 «Rn ^  f  I

i. T-2 ^  Female Tch, Report f  | 

j .  SAI-4 A class room 1529 f .

SB-3 class room 2502

SB-4 class rooni 1362 f  I

k. Eff-1 ^  Eff-3 ’1 % I

1. Class-1 Report ^ Cluster, Block - wise  ̂I
 ̂ m. Class-1 Report ‘0 ’ 3?T ^  f  I

n. Class-2 Report 4 Cluster, Block- wise f  I

O. Report Block- wise/ Cluster- wise ^  f  I

14. 26/7/97 TlRT ^  DISK 2.01 User Manual ^  3 f^ R  General consistency 

Checks G-1 to G-9 Manual General Consistency Checks Ci-1 lo G-9 ^  
P ^ ^ l

15. Consistency Check Printout, (Jraphics ^  Printing cFT
^ 1 ^ 1

1’6. Consistency Check G-10.G-11,12 ^ G-1 to G-9 uVlT rnf̂ ir |
i7. I’upil teacher ratio 40 :̂r ’fl G-6 lirror C’orssistcncy I — 17

Knrolmcnt T>f



B LC X K / M ANDAL/TALUK SELECTED EDUCATIONAL STATISTICS
(Pflinarv Classes)

District iR A ISEN Y ear: 1996-97

B l o c k No of 
Schools Sliidpnis Teachers

CInss
roonts

No. of 
Sections

BADI 202 21207 546 '• 359 259

BEGAMGANJ 18^ 15870 474 30’/ 498

GAIRATGANJ 120 293 213 199

OBEDULLAGANJ 196 19249 636 5«6 476

SANCHI 103 17877 4ri9 332 ' 272

S1LWAN1 186 1/1089 436 259 251

UDAIPURA 178 16913 631 413 319

T o t a l 1249 117250 3475 2529 2274

.)\A t '

Date; 2 5Jil1997 DISEVer201 ( SAI -  ̂ }



E N R O  L M E N T S U I V I M A R  Y

District ; RAiSEN Year : 1996-97
,  V c x  K

1 ..................... 1
C l a s s

T c -ta J L
j

Enrolment 1 II ill IV V

lotal Students 2631/ 27663 23497 21229 18402 1 1 0 8
Boys 14338 14482 12599 11914 10337

Girls 1197V 13181 10898 9315 80G5

SC Students 5029 5503 4976 405a 3457

SC Boys 3014 2775 (358 2013

SC Girls ??()9 2489 2201 1992 1444

ST Students 4 IP? 4025 2825 2218 1777

ST Boys 2375 21 15 1593 1308 1129

ST Girls 1817 1910 1232 910 ►G48

OBC Students 9011 - 9441 8349 7522 8580  ̂ ^ o 9 o 3

OBC Boys ^881 4970 4465 4225 3703

OBC Gills 4130 4471 3804 3297 2877 \36S3

% sc 19.23 19 96 20 95 21.42 18 50

%ST 1587 14 72 12 31 11 04 10 16

%OBC 34.42 34 15 35 73 36.64 3C12

25 JH 1997 DISE Ver 2 01 ( EN- 1 )



DISTRIBUTION OF SCHOOLS BY ENROLMENT CATEGORIES

District: RAISEN Year: 1996-97

Enroiment
Number of Schools

Total Enrolment
Ruifll Urban @No r«sp Total

1 -20 30 0 0 36 549

21 - 60 366 1 2 369 15874

61 - 100 404 0 0 404 31756

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 enroiment 

@ : Schools which have not reported their rural/urban classification

Date: 25 Jul. 1997 DISEVer2.01 ( SLI . 3 )



R E P  E A T E R S  B Y  C L A S S E S

District: RAISEN Year: 1996-97

C l a s s
Total Enit>lmMit Repeaters Repetition Rate (%}

Boys Gris Boys Gfrts
•

. Boys GrIs Total

r iW 7 9 " -  2 3 9 2.34 2.00 2.17

II 14482 . 13181 260 231 1.80 1.75 1.77

III 12599 1009a 460 396 3.65 3.63 3 .^

IV 11914 «313 387 361 325 3.S8 3.56

V 10337 3065 , 322 329 3.12 4.08 3.60

Total 63670 53438 1764 1556 2.77 2.91 2.83

1 I

Date : 25 Jul. 1997 DISEVer 2.01 ( LN - 5 )



ENROLMENT BY AQE GROUP

District: RAISEN Year : 1996-97

Primary School
AGE G R O U P

6 6 - 10 11 - 13 > 13 Total

Total Students 1010 1010’^ 13f 050 117108

Boys 107C 54763 7436 370 63670

Girls 740 46303 6107 2d8 53438

SC Students 317 203c:^ 2651 140 23615

SC Be 189 11447 1568 76 13280

SC Girls 128 686j 1283 64 10335

ST Students 214 13330 1414 79 15037

ST Boys 109 7459 893 59 8520

ST Girls 105 5871 521 20 G517

Dale ; 25 M  1997 DISEVer 2C1 ( E N - 2 )



District: RAISEN

DiSTRlBUTION OF ENROLMENT BY SINGLE YEAR AGE [ ALL STUDENFSI

Year : 1996-97

Class -> 1 ii Ul IV V TOTAL

AGE BOYS GIRU BOYS GIRLS BOYS GIRLS 80YS GIRU aoYs GIRLS BOYS GIRLS

<5 146 96 9 0 0 0 0 0 49 2 204 98

5 313 529 19 7 0 0 . 1 0 39 0 872 536

6 1 9943 7431 640 434 47 21 21 10  ̂ 31 ' 0 10682 7896
_________________ I

?-  1 1 ; I 054I 9143
i 1 7160 582 426 24 39 16 6 12277 9485

8 j 550 433
-------

' 3264 2943 6983 5191 488 429 48 36 11333 9087

1 9 1 1«4
1 ... » '

162 867 769 3262 27T9 6128 . 4165 554 510 10995 8325

10 ! 127 59 268 299 1149 945 3252 2324 4685 3509 9481 7136

11 j 27 30 148 122 367 318 1253 860 3087 2525 4882 3855

12 1 15 3 46 67 139 141 466 335 1161 884 1828 1435

13 14 7 61 22 47 48 161 113 463 404 746 594
1

1 >=14 ! o| 2* 17 I 5
■ ! i 1 i

23 23 1-20 £4 2CU> ■ 189 . 370 273

1 Total j 4̂333] 1C663 -  /  /« 11828 12599 9832 il914 8329 10337 8065 63670 48720

1 ]̂c•.v AciTiis i 3369
L. 1

.....................—
6537 ! 1226 9S8 1017 705 987 573 822 514 12921 9432

C a te  : 5 J u i .  1SS7 D IS E  V e r  2 .01 { E N  - 3 A



PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTiON OF SCHOOLS BY NUMBER OF CLASSROOMS

District: RAiSEN Year:  1996-97

Number of Classrooms Rural ScfTools Ur ban Scowls All Schools

0 22.74 50 00 22,70

1 18.42 000 18.39

2 2041 50 00 26.44

3 10.74 000 18 71

4 5 30 000 5.3/

5 3 42 000 3 42

6 - 9 3.50 0 00 3.50

1 0 - 1 3 0.57 000 0 57

more than 13 a 4 9 000 0.49

Total 99.67 100.00 99.67

Number of Schools 1227 2 1229

Average no. of class rooms :
All Schools 

Rural 

Urban

2.05
2.05 

1.00

Date L 25 Jul. 1997 DISEV€r2.01 (SL I - 1 )



T v re  OF SCHOOL BUtLDINQ BY MANAQEMENT

District; RAISEN Year : 1996-97

Type of 
Building

Number of schools by type of management

Total
Depf of 

Educatton
Oept.of tri
bal welfare

Local
Body

Plivate
Akted

Private
Unaided Others

Pucca 434 15 9 6 36 1 501

Partiaify Pucca 360 8 5 6 13 1 393

Kuccha . ■ /,. S > 1 0 0 65

Tent 1 0 0 0 O ' 0 1

No Building 212 6 10 6 1 8 249

Total 1,062 33 33 2t 60 10 1,209

Date; 25Jul. (S B  - 1



CONDITION OF CLASS RQOMS BY SCHOOL MANAGEMENT

District : RAISEN Yoai : 1996-97

Condition
of

Classroom

r ...... .1 Type of Management

i {)C|>I of 
I Educnli'.'ii

Dept of fti- 
bol wclloie

Locnl
Body

Ptivote 
■ Aided

Pfivnle
Unnidcd OH lets

Total

Good 18 28 14 5 i 10531
Requites mitior (opal mCy 8 1 1? 0 ! 432!
f^equlres mnjot tcijai 3 / (3 0 7 6 V 0 Ii 395

No response @ -18/ 22 15 13 80 0 617

Total Class Rooms 1994 54 51 4 5 ’ 353 5 2502

Total number of schooH;: 1249 

(DD Condition of classrooms not given

Date: 25 Jul. 1997 DfSE Ver 2 01 ( SB- 3 )
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