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CHAPTER « 1
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PROGRAMME AND METHODOLOGY USED FOR EVAUUATI(N
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Literacy is an indispensable
component of human resoutce development. Ignorance
and poverty are two basic isswes affecting develop-
ment. The development programmes of the couﬁtry
can be st:engthened.only by harnessing ths produc-
tive energies of all strata of sociaty, specially
those of the economically producti’ve age group of
15=35 by proper education and training, It is
in this context that adult education equips the
learners by raisiﬁg their level of awareness,
literacy and functionality and acts as an iqdis-

pensable tool in the development process.

Youth 48 nati on's strength and
pride and educatad youth can be the vanguard in
the national effort 4in the eradication of
illiteracy. Hence, the effort to harness the
energies of youth in a Mass Programme of Functional
Literacy. It is a golden opportunity for =ducat:=4
youth of the country to serve the nation in a

unique manner through this programme.
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Mass Programme of Functional Literacy
1s an innovative programme launched on 1st May, 1986
by involving students enrolled in National Service
Scheme and other students in colleges and univer-
sities 1 to eradicatas illiteracy in the productive
age group 15«35 within a stipulated period before
the year 1995. The University Grants Commission
issued guidelines in respect of students other than
Nationals ervice Scheme.2 This was then extanded

to the students enrolled in N.5.S. of Higher Secon-
dary Schools with effect from 01-05-1987,

The mass programme in Tamil Nadu 3tate
is a short duration programme of about four months

to be followed up by effective post-~literacy and

continuing education methods. It is expected that

one student should impact literacy to two to
five illiterates and also organiss their post -

literacy programme, The literacy course is to be
imparted for approximately 150 hours by the studente
voluntsers and may be taken up as per local convzani-
ence, The learners may be his/her own pareats,
domestic secvant, a neighbour, housewives,

a fellow villager, hawk ers, -r

D D D T D T D - . D = D - T WY I T D s WD s FE A G D D WD - D D D - WP D o - -

1. Vide Department of Youth Affairs and Sports
(DOYAS), letter No, F=1-61/85-YS,III Dt.238.2.1386.
2 v’.@ D.0., letter No, F-1-2/86/N.FE Dt. May, 1986,
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rickshaw pullers, construction workers or a parscn
N -
staying in a nearby slum, FPreference to womnen

and members of S.C./3.T. sections is contzwwlatad

under the scheme,

The literacy kits are to be dsed

as teaching tools by the student-voluntezrsz, Tha
. N

contants of the literacy kit have been listad in
Appendix - V, It is the responsibility of tie
State Resource Centre, Madras/to prepare co- pre-~
hensive learning materigls for the mass projrame
in the form &f literacy kits. The literacr kits
will be provided free of cost to the voluntzers

by the State GKesource Centre through tha cancernead

Programme co-otdinators.

In Tamil Nadu, universitizs zna
colleges have the Mass P:o;rénne of FunctionalbLite:acy
implemented by (i) N.s.S5. students and (ii) Hon-ll.S.S,
students. Out of the fifteen universities in Tamil-
Nadu, only eight universities were implementing the
Mass Programme of Functicnal Literacy during tha
vear 1989-90, (See Appendix - VI), This
prograame is being implemented in the universities

for over four years. To assess what has been “one
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in implementing the Mass Programme of Functional

Literacy at the universities and colleges level

and what has to be done to make the programme more
successful, an evaluation of the ongoing programme
was found necessary and therefore, a unit for evalua-
tion of Adult Education Programme in Tamil Nadu was
set up in the Madras Institute of Development
Studles, Madras as per'guidelines i ssued in Govarn-
ment of India's letter No, F-8~3/38-A2(D.I) dated
17-01-1920. The unit took up for the study the
Mass Programme of Functional Literscy implemented

by the N,S.S, and Non-N.S.S, students in universities
and ¢elleges in Tamil Nadu,

The model of the organisation at

the university level is as shown below: =

VICV-pHANCFEEdf-Gg TRE "ORIVERSITY

et e el el e L e e el

s o > o o e e De D e oo e

o 0 - - o o o i i i o i e Ber o o —-—--

b

L X
J I
éﬁss “Programmé | gnfzectoc, Depattment of ]
§o-ordinator ¢ Adult, Continuing Education

X and 2xtension __________
X I
S S Y W, ——
iNSS Programme iPro;:aﬂme Officers of i
Office:s of various colleges
xvaEEQU§_99L£§§e§ TTTTTTTTTYTTTTTTT
S S
‘--___} _______ Non=-NSS Student-

SS student-l ¥ volunteers {
volunteers Semmosme e ) St
TTTTYTTTT I

X I
X I
e mm e ——————— ADULT LEARNERSwmaw~—oees
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The methodology consisted of
(a) ‘discussion with the Vice-chancellors; (b) meeting
the Programme Co-ordinator and Programme Officers:
(c) collecting data from them in the form of a self-
administered questionnaire; (d) guided intecrviews
with the volunteers as well as the learners; and
(e) informal discussion to gather necessary informa-
tion, Thus the evaluation team undertook the
evaluation of each and every tiler, The months in
which the eight universities were wvisited, the
student-bolunteers contacted, the utilisation of the

literacy Kts etc. are shown in table 1.] annexed to
this chaptar.
Before ths commenceme nt of the

field study in every university, there were preli-
minary discussions with the Vice-chancellors.
Almost all the Vice-chancellors emphgsised the -
importznce of the participation of youth in this

nation building venture and asserted that if the

Mass Program™me of Functional Literacy has to become

a success, it should be made an integral part of

the curriculum, The Vice-chancellor of Annamalai
University also said that the entire university student-
population should be inwlved in this project and

the N.S.S., unit will act as a catalyst or a motivator
for this purpcse. The Vice-chancellor ofS ri Avinashi-

lingam Home Science Institute and Higher =ducation for
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Wmen (Desmed university), Coimbatore who has

LY

already made this schzme 3 part of her universisz:

curriculum, suggestzd the op:ning of Regioral
Cené;es of ths Stats Resourcs Czntrz at.placas
liks Tiruneslvz1li, Madurai, Tizuchi:a;alii an<
Coimbatore so that literacy matariagls li%z th=
one przpared in her university and othzar »lacszs
may be disseminatzd to all nooks and cornsrs of
the Ztate for achizving batter results in thic

[y )
I

lass Progyramme of Functional Litasracy.

A mz2eting of Programme OfZicars
was hald wherever possible for discussicn and for
cbtaininyg data in the form cf a self-azdninistzred
ctestionnaire (3ce A-pendix - II for format).

ut 0of a tota® numiar of about 441 M.S.3. krovrame
Cfficars, 121 available Frogramme Officaers were
contactsd snd they responded to ths questicnnaire,
AS regards tie programme implementad by ths llon-
iT.3G.5tudents, 21 Frogramne Officers out of 30
vere avallable for intzraction anc thay furnishad

-

necessary data oy fiiling up ths forms.
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Before undertaking visits for
the fleld study, letters were mailed to the
officlals concernad and dates were fixed, Zven
then the response was poor in many places and the

personnel involved in the programme weres reluctant

to have the evaluation done as fixed. Out of eight
universities contacted, only Madurai--Kamaraj Uni-
versity and Sri Avinashilingam Institute for Home
Sclence and Higher Education for Women, Coimbatore,
co-operated readily to undertake the investijation
on the dates suggested and in all other places,

the team had to adjust to the dates suggested by
the universities concerned. It was perceived

by the Investigators that there was lack of
motivation on the part of the personnel at top
level, middle level and even bottom level involved
in the implemantation of the programme (See Table

1.2 annexad to this chapter and Tables 3.2(3) and
3.2(b) annexed to Chaptar III)

There was also no sustained
effort with the learners involwed. Lack of
sustained effort is clesar by the fact that in
most of the places, the stipulated 150 hours of

tesaching was not undertaken,
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The Head of the Evaluation Unit
wrote to the Programme Co-ordinators concerned to
arrange for meetings of Programme Officers at
conveniant places, Me'etings were arranged by the
Programme Co-ordinators 4in the following five

universities only:~

1. AlagappPa University, Karaikudi;
2« Madural-Kamaraj University;
3. Annamalal University, Annamalainagar;

4, G.D. Naidu Tamil Nadu Agricultural
University, Coimbatore; ard

S« Sti Avinashilingam Institute for
Home Scilence and Higher Education
for Women (Deemed University),
Coimbatore.

They were aware that the Evaluation team is visiting

on the stipulated datas; but still the response was
not encouraging. The Programme Officers summoned
a meeting of avaiiable student-voluntzers with

whose assistance available adult-learners were

contactad,

The team members visited various
colleges according to the programme evolved in con-
sultation with the Programme Officers and contacted

the student-volunteers who were involved in thz Mass

Programme of Functional Literacy. The questionnaire
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forms intended for the student-voluntesers were
distributed and data collect=d from 1268 available
N.5.S. volunteers and 389 Non-N.S.S. volunteers

(See Appendix - III for the format).

The most important of the
respondent group is the adult-learners of the
age group 15=35 who are the real beneficlaries
of the Mass Programme of Functional Litsracy.
The evaluators contacted 1320 adult-leactners
under the N.S.S. programme and 463 learners undec
the Non-N.S.S. programma. Thesas learners were
either illiterates or school drop-outs., The
information required for the fiald study were
elicited from these learners and recorded in the
Interview Schedule (See Appendix - IV) intanded

for them,

An attempt has alsc been made
to test the learners' attainment in Reading, Writing
and Numeracy skills. Cetrtain levels have been
prescribed to assess the attainments in THREE Rs
in Appendix - I to the National Literacy Mi ssion
document (Vide Appendix - VII), Keeping in view

the matsrials in the literacy kit, the time limit
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and the volunteer-lecarnier motivition, the Zvalvation
unit has designed separate norms for tzasting their
L]

attainments as furnish=2d4 in Appzndix - VIII.

As the Adult Educat;ion Programe
has three mutuvally :éinforcing elzments viz., litzracvy,
functionality and awareness, it was'also tested‘as to
whettizr the learner has the knowledge of gzneral
awareness. The proforma to assess the knowlzdge
of general awarzness of lsarners is given in

Appendix - IX.
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Se Month of
Nama of the visit for
University field
No. study
J3S programmes . TTTTTTTTTTTTT
1. Gandhigram June, 90
2¢ AlagapPa, KaraikudiJuly, 90
3. Madur al- Aug. 90 &
Kamaraj, Madurai Sep. 90
4. Annamalai, Anna- Oct. 90
malainagar
S. Bharathidasan, Dac, 90
Tiruchl.
6. Sri Avinashi-
lingamé Jan. 91
C .
7. G.D. Nafaficatore.
Tamil Nadu Jan, 91
Agricultural,
Coimbatore.
8. Bharathivar, Jan. 91
Coimbatore.
------------ ‘—----------’—-_d‘-’--—
Non=-NSS_progpammes
1. Madu:ai-K ?j Aug, &
Sep. 90
2e Annamalai Oct. 90
Annamalainagar.
3. Bharath dasg? Dec.90
Tigueghi, ___\_ o __]
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e fo.0% No. ¢f 130. 0 F_.ooramme
LOL&]. . . & =] e gia -
pro-- rogrammsa CLficzzz o sent
IS F . . .
nC.0x r atme Cfficers whe report o tha
- Officars collect=d prorrz 2 to the
y £rog- contac- |rzlavang Dte. alult =dn.
q N - - —
virvet ramme tzd. , |records’from |Of<ic-r
mevre . thes voluntaars
CZ7iczrs e e e e e e e e} e e e e o -
1To. % e, %
(1) (2) (2) () (5) (€) 7
1. Sanghigyram 6 4 - - - -
:.o .‘-x ;:::aiazja 2 2 2 100 - -
> lovrai- . ~a
e s : 1¢o 42 24 57 10 o4
., ‘-2maraj.
Lo Annannlzai 20 12 12 100 2 25
Ce ~t-arathi- .
At 210 41 21 51 11 7
UlDdr- - i
Ge w~ii Avinag-
ST 7 6 86 3 43
siilingam 7 2 i
Te 2.0 liaidu
Jamiil Dadu 15 4 - - - - -
xj‘(i.
S. Loaratitivar| 28 3 1 11 1 11
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The adult learners who are the
real beneficlaries of the Mass Programue of
Functional Literacy form the most important res-
pondent group. Hencza, thelr responses have graat
significance. Evaluation of success or failure
of M.P.F.Lf ultimately hinges on the effect of the

programme on the adult learners.

The evaluation team\was aple to
contact a total number of 1783 learners of both
N.s.S. and Non-N,S.S. schemes, Oout of the 1783
learnars interviewed, 424 males and 896 femalas
were from the N.S.S. programme and 110 males and
353 females were from the Non-N,S.S. programne,
In both the components, females outnumber males.
With regard to community, it can be seen that
34% under the N.S.S. programe and 43% under the
Non-N.S.S. rrogramme belonged to the S.C, secticn,
while 52% and 53% respectively belonged to B.C./

M.B.C. sections,

The Mass Programme of Functional
Literacy contemplates special attention to be paid

for promoting literacy among women and s.C./S.T.
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sections., Among the S,C. section, out of 449

learners, 296 were women, WL.th regard to 5.T,
section, there were equal number of men and
women - 24 each, With regard to ths programme

by Non-N.S.S. students, out of 463 -learners 353

were women of whom 160 were S.T. women. These

ate exemplified in the tables 2.2 (a) and 2.2 (b)

annexsd to this chaptar,

More number of learners from
S.C. sectlion had joined the programme in the tiree
univecsit§ ar=zas in Coimbatore District i.e2. out
of 442, 215 were from S.C. section, In the
areas of Madurai-Kamaraj University (see appendix -
X for areas), Sri Avinashilingam Ifstitute for
Home Science and Higher ©ducation for ‘omen,
Coimbatore and Bharathiyar University, the number
of woman learners outnumber men i.2, 641 women as
against 261 men (vide tablé 2.3 (a) and 2.3 (b)

appended to this chapter.

With regard to agewise distri-
bution, about one third of the learners formed the
age group 15--19 underc thé programme by N.S.S.
volunteers and about two fifths under the Non-

N.S.S, programme (See table 2.3 (a) and 2,3 (b)
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annexed at the end of this chapter. Thus,
it 1s perceivad that those who had missed
the opportunity of schooling in their childhood

seemed to have availed of it now.

Regarding the occupation of
the learners, it was found that the particication
of housewives in this programme was found to be
greater with 58% in Alagappa University whereas
it was NIL and 2% respectively in Gandhigram
Rural Institute and Madurzi-Kamaraj University,
56% of the learners from agricultural labourers
had participated in this programme in Bharathi-
dasan University whereas it was 84% in G.D.-
Naidu Tamil Nadu Agricultural University. 1In
.Sti.Avinashilingam Institte for Home Science
and Higher Education for Vomen and Annamalail
University area, unskilled workers were predomi-
nent with 53% and 40% tespectivély. With regard
to the programme under Non-MN.S.S., Agricultural
Labourers outnurber other occupational people
(see takle 2.4 (a) and 2.4 (b) apprended to

this chapter,
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Tables 2.5 (a) and 2.5.(b)
annexed at the e2nd of the chaptar indicate the
disteibution of learners by their prior educa-
tional level, In 511 the universities, excapt
Annamalai and Bharathicasan Universitizs, more
than 50% of the learners weres total illiterates
under the programme by N.5.S. voluntzers. vith
regard to the programme by Non-N.S.S. students,
fairly large number of illiterates from 45 to 55%
had participat=zd in this programme in ths three
univecrsities viz, Madurail-Kamaraj, Annzmalal and

Bharathidasan Univergities.

The distribution of learners
by annual family income is pres=nted in the -
annexures to this chaptzr uncder takles 2.5(a)
and 2.6(b). It is seen that 53% of th=z total .
number of learners undar the N.3.S. prorramme
belonged to the family incoma group below Rs.2,000/-

and it was 69% under the Non-N.3.S. prograrme,

Only 5% and 2% respectively of the learners
undar the two programmes were hailing from families
with an annual income of Rs, 6,000/- and more.

Thus it appears illiteracy is linked with poverty.



_-‘-) 17 (——

The particulars regarding the
family size of eych learner are presented in the
annexure to this chapter under table 2.7(a) for
the programme by N.5.S. volunteefs and uﬁdac
table 2.7 (b) for the Non-N,S.S. programme,

58% of the total number of learners under the
N.3.5. programme and 49% under the Non-N.S.3.
programme were having family with five and

mora members. Hencz, 1t appears that illiteracy

is also linked with large families,

The learners wera2 asked to
express the reysons for joining the programme.
Most of the adult learners uncder both the
progr ammes expréssed that their desire to reéd
newspabPers and to read lettars motivated them
to join the M,P,F,L. scheme, 2% andﬁl%
respectively of the total'number of learners
undar the two programmes wanted to improve
their skills, 2% of them unddr the programme
by N.S.S. voluntzers desired to earn a little
mora (See tablas 2.8(a) and 2.8(b) annexed to

this chapter).
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The meat of the !, VV,7.L. programme
is the learners' ability in Peading, 'Y!'tina and
Num=racy skills, It is presented in Tabl=s 2.1(a)
and 2,1(b), It is seen from thz abowe taitles that
thare had been considerable variation in thz attain-
wants of tha adult learners. Vith regard to the
programne by H,3.3. voluntzers, ths parioraance
of the learners-illiterates as well as sc.onl drop-
outsAin sri Avinashilingam Howe Sciencsz Institute
and Higher Zducation for ‘omen exceeded tpat of
other univarsities,closely folloved by Aan:italai
University. In Msdurai-Kamaraj Universitj, though
the overall performance is not upto the wnark, the
evalvators perczived that in particular areas like
J.A. college, Periakulam and V.V.V. College for
Women, Virudhunagar, the performance was "ound to

be better.

In Reading, the performance of
illiterate 1learners was found tc be "goou;‘in the
case of 47% and it was 57% in the case Qf'drop—outs
with regard tosri Avinashilingam Home S¢i:ncea

Institute and Higher Zducation for ‘lomen. It was
followed by Annamalail University with 46°% an” 50%

respectively. The attainmant was very peoor in the
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case of Gandhigram Rural Institute, AlagapPa
University and Bharathidasan University with
3%, 6% and 5% respectively with regard to

illiterate~-learners.,

In Writing, 24% among the
illiterates and 49% among the drop-outs were
found to be "good™ in Sril Avinashilingam Home
Science Institute and Higher Education for
Women followed by Annamalai University with
18% and 47% respectively, It was found to
be very poor in the case of Gandhigram Rural
Institute, Alagappa University and Bharathi-
dasan universitieg with Nil, 3% and 7% respec-

tively with regard to illiterates,

With regard to Numeracy,
Stri Avinashilingam Home Science Institute and
Higher Bducation for %omen ranks first with
23% at “good level" followed by Annamalal
University with 18% in the case of illiterate-
learners, The attainment was NIL at “good"

level in the case of GandhigramRural Institute,

The overall performance with

regard to the gains in THREE Rs was found to be
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far from satisfactory in Gandhigram Rural
Institute (Deemed university), Alagappa Univer-
sity, Bharathidasan University and G.D. Naida
Tamil Nadu Agricultural University, Coimbatore.

Th

(]

following collages affiliated to Bharathi-
dan University area might be cited as examlsz

for worst casas viz., A, v.C. college, Mannampandal,
Mayiladuthurai, Raja Sherfoji College, Thanjavur

and Khadar M"ohideen College, Adirampattinam.

The performance of school
drop-outs was uniformly “good"™ in all the univer-
sity areas except Gandhigram Rural Institute
(De~med University) in “Reading ability" and

Alagappa University in "writing skill"™,

The following inferences

were drawn by the evaluation team:-

i. The performance of women learners
was found to be bettsr than that of men learners

(See tables2,1 (a) to 2.1 (4,
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ii. The involvement of women volunteers
was more effective than men volunt=ers in

imparting education to the adult-leatners,

1ii. The performance of school drop~
outs was found to be relatively better than
the total illiterates (See tables 2.1 (a) to
2.1 (4).
iv. The performance of the learrners
seemed to be better wherever there was regular

teaching i.2. with higher number of continuous

hour s,



NSS_Programme)

RESPONDENTS WITH SUCH ABILITY

Name ILLITERATES DROP-CUTS
0f the = =  corrrmmm e e e s o T TS T S O oSS S ST S T
Be low
Univec- ~ Below Good Average
sity. Geod Average average N S
Not M £ T T%l M F T % | M P T T N= M F T TH|{ M F T T% M F T T%
I. READING:
i. Gandhigram 31 1 - 1 3 10 2 12 39 2 16 18 s8] 331 3 4 7 21 7 7 14 42 - 12 12 37
2. Alagappa 34 - 2 2 6 2 12 14 41 117 18 53] 24/ 2 8 10 42 18 9 137 - 5 5 2%
3. Madural-
Kamaraj. 320( 15 40 55 17| 62 91 153 48 26 86 112 35[/195|31 33 64 33 32 47 79 40 23 29 S2 27
4. Annamalai 391 12 6 18 46 S 8 13 33 3 S 8 21] 79{30 10 40 SO0{ 25 & 31 40 3 H 8 10
S. Bhatathi- '
dasan 57} - 3 3 S 5 17 22 39 10 22 32 56| 66{12 18 30 46 9 15 24 36 5 T 12 18 :
6, Avinashi- N
lingam 127 158 59 47 2 48 S0 39 117 18 14 91} 151 S2 S7T] - 32 32 35 - 17 1 8
7. G.D.N,T.N.
Agri, 40 3 3 6 15 1 9 10 25 5 19 24 60| 15¢f 4 4 8 53 - 4 4 27 2 1 3 20
8. Bharathiyar 127} 15 14 29 23{ 29 33 62 49 T 29 36 28| 42| 7 13 20 48 8 9 17 40 1 4 S 12
7751 47126 173 22 |116 220 3136 44 55 211 266 34|545{90 141231 42{82128 210 39 34 70 104 19
II. MRITING:
1. Gandhigram 31 - - - -1 10 3 13 42 3 15 18 s8| 33( 4 4 8 24 4 7 11 34 2 12 14 42
2. Alajapra 34 - 1 1 3 217 19 56 113 14 41{ 24| 1 3 4 17 2 14 16 66 - 4 4 17
3. Madurai. ) .
Kamacaj 32013 30 43 13| 65 106 171 S4 25 81 106 331195]28 29 ST 29141 58 99 51 17 22 39 20
4. anngmalai 39 5 2 7 -13|12 10 22 S6 3 7 10 26| 79§28 10 38 4728 6 34 44 2 5 7 9
'S. Bharathi-
dasan 57 - 4 4 7 4 14 18 32 11 24 35 61| 66§11 S 16 24112 30 42 64 3 5 8 12
6. Avinashi-
lingam 127 1 30 31 24 3 74 77 61 - 19 19 15| 917 1 44 45 49 - 36 136 40 - 10 110 11
7. G.D.N.T.N. -
Agri. 40 3 2 5 713 3 9 12 30 3 20 23 57(' 15 6 40 - 6 6 40 2 1 3 20
8. Bhacathiyar 127 | 10 13 23 18| 17 25- 42 33 124 38 62 49} 42| S 14 33 4 9 13 131 7 8 15 36
———— R St T B TS ——— e e —
775 | 32 82 114 1S {116 258 374 48 70 217 287 37|545 .32 106 188 34 | 91 166 257 48 33 67 100 18
III. NUMERACY: 1
1. Gandhigram . 31 - - - -1 11 3 14 45 215 17 557 33 3 6 9 27 6 9 15 46 1 8 9 27
2. Alagappa 34 - 3 3 9 2 12 14 41 1 16 17 s0| 24 1 5 6 25 2 12 14 58 - 4 4 17
3. Maducai- .
Kamaraj 320 9 24 33 10] 68 97 165 52 26 96 122 38{195.26 35 61 231 |46 49 95 49 14 25 139 20
4. Annamalai 39 s 2 7 13] 11 10 21 54 4 7 11 28] 732125 '8 33 41 |31 9 40 51 2 4 6 8
S. Sharathi- .
dasan 57 1 5 6 11 3 15 18 32 11 22 33 S7| 6611 &6 17 26 {12 20 32 48 3 14 17 26
6. Avinashi-
lingam 127 | - 29 29 23| 4 71 75 s9 - 23 23 18| 91|145 46 S1 | - 35 35 138 - 10 10 11
Te G.D.N,T.N.
Agci, 40 2 2 4 10 4 9 13 33 3 20 23 37| 15314 23 7 47 - 5 S 33 2 1 3 20
8. Bharathiyar 127 |11 11 22 17| 29 36 65 Sl 11 29 40 32| 4216 8 14 33 8 13 21 50 2 S 7 17
775 | 28 76 104 13 (132 253 385 S0 58228 28§ 37 1545 r77 116 }93 35}105 152 257 47 24- 71 95 18




TABIE - 2,1 (b))

Learners' abllity in Reading,:lritin and Numeracy skills — (Non -NSS_Programre)

i RESECNDENTS !ITH SUCK ALILITY
Name ILLITER.IES 7[ IROP=CUTS
of the - Bel f Be low
Univet- 2 LowW Good i .wer
sity. - G'ood Average average [+ o] 1 werage average
Nes | M T T%| M F T ™ M F T T% { N=iM P T TH| M P T ™= M P T T
I. READING:
1, Madurai-
Kamaraj 121 3 17 20 17| 12 45 97 47 11 33 44 36 1146 18 27 45 31 (118 S4 72 49 2 27 29 20
2. Annamalal 24| - 13 13 5S4 - 4 4 17 - 7 7 29 20 1 9 10 SO 1 8 45 - 1 1
3. Bharathi-
dasan 76110 22 32 42} 11 16 27 36 - 17 17 22 76f 6 21 27 35 (17 27 44 58 - S 5 7
ther univer- —— — - F- --
T _sltles, i -
- s o o et e o e e 0 = e e e - o - - - b - - - . —————— e - -
221113 52 65 29| 23 65 88 40 11 97 68 31 L242 25 57 82 34 |36 89 125 S2 2 33 35 14
II. MRITING: -
1. Madural-
Kamarc a j 121y 1 !0 11 91} 11 S2 63 52 14 33 47 39 (146]17 25 42 29 119 57 76 %2 2 26 28 19
2. Annamalai 2:1' - 10 10 42 - 11 11 46 - 3 3 12 2 1 6 7 35 1 10 11 55 - 2 2 10
3. Bharathi-
dasan 76 (12 15 27 34 9 20 29 39 - 20 20 27 76| 7 21 28 37 11 18 29 138 S 14 19 25
Qther universities:| --- === NIL -—= -——
. ——— e - ——— r—-—'—--.---------—----.f -------- Ratetels St Bttt el ity P —— e o o= m———— e ———————
- "7 ]221 {13 35 48 22 20 83 103 47 14 56 70 31 (242 25 52 77 32 |31 85 il6 48 T 42 49 20
. D w8 .t €t kD o ey —— = e g AR S Sl LA et Sl Al ] e e A Y T N S T T Ty T rereey
IIT. NUMERACY:
1. Madurai- -
Kamaraj 1211 3 9 12 10|13 49 62 51 10 37 47 39 146 17 25 42 29|19 53 72 49 2 30 32 22
2. Annamalai 24 | - 9 9 137 - 11 11 46 - 4 4 17 20 7 8 40| 1 9 10 sO - 2 2 10
3. Bhatathi-
dasan 76 |3 23 26 32117 22 39 53 110 11 is 76 20 24 32{18 25 43 57 1 8 9 11
Otber universitles: | - --- - NIL - —
221 {6 41 47 21|30 82 112 51 11 51 62 28 f24z] 22 52 74 31|38 87 125 S2 3 40 43 17

-—)EZ (--
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TABLE = 2,1( ¢ )

—— g o - - -

e ot = o e P TS D e o o U o T e e S B s e o g 0 H s e e it ot e e BT e T s e G P - - - - - -

Name of the ‘ Below
University aver age

- e - A = e S ] e = v T S . S B e G0 G P W T B i e B - O o 0

-

1. Gandhigram 64 4 4 8 12 17 9 26 41 2 28 38 47
2. Alagarpa 58 2 10 12 20 3 20 23 40 1 2223 40
3. Madural-Kamaraj 515 46 73 119 23 94 138 232 45 |49 115 164 32
¢+ Annamalai 118 | 42 16 58 49 30 14 44 36 6 10 16 15
5, Bharathidasan 123 12 21 33 27 14 32 46 37 |15 29 44 36

6. Avinashilingam | 218 | 2 105 111 51| 280 82 38| 1 24 25 11
7. G'D'igfilnad“ 5| 7 7 14 25| 113 14 25| 7 20 27 %0

8. Bharathiyar 169 22 27 49 29 37 42 79 47 8 33 41 24

. T . - - 8 o - - " P S e ot e e e G G A P e B - T~ ot et T o [t ot e = -

e e e - = ——— o =

ii, WRITING:

1. Gandhigrak 64 4 4 8 12 14 10 24 38 5 27 3250
2. Alagappa 538 1 4 5 9 4 31 35 60 1 17 18 31
3. Madurai-Kamaraj 515 41 59 100 20 | 106 164 270 52| 42 103 145 28
4. Annamalai 118 33 12 45 38 40 16 56 47 5 12 17 15
&~ 3Bharathidasan 123 11 9 20 16 16 44 60 49 14 29 43 35

6 . Avinashilingam 218 2 74 79 35 3 110 123 52 - 29 29 13
®. G.D. Naidu T.N.

Agri, 55 7 4 11 20 3 15 18 33 5 21 26 47
8: Bharathiyar 169 15 22 37 22 21 34 55 33|31 46 77 45

- o -

iii. NUMERACY:

1. Gandhigram 64 3 6 9 14 17 12 29 45 3 23 26 41
2. Alazappa 58 1 8 9 16 4 24 28 48 1 20 21 36
3. Madurai-Kamaraj 515 35 S9 94 18 114 146 260 1} 40 121 181 31
4. Annamalai 118 30 10 40. 34 42 19 61 52 6 11 17 14
5. Bharathidasan 123 12 11 23 18 15 35 S0 41| 14 36 50 41

6~ Avinashilingam 218 1 74 75 35 4 106 110 SO - 33 3315
7. G.DeNaidu T,N,

Agri. 55 6 S 11 20 4 14 18 331 S 21 26 47
8. Bharathiyar

.t et D S e At 2 e T D D N i e D e S S i S D e W e W e it o s e

s s i 08 e o D ot D e D P D S D W Gy S Wt > P Bt P SO D S D P S D D - . 8 — o - - o
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TABLE « 2,7( 4)

- o e e s 2 T 1 0 B

——-—?...- ——————————— o - ——— - -
l.amz of the : Below
University . Ne | Good Ayerage aver age
- M F T T%|M F. T T%|3 F T T%

1. READING:

1. Madurai-Kamaraj {267 21 44 65 24 |30 99 122 48 {13 60 73 28
2. Annamalai 44 1 22 23 52 1 12 13 30 - 8 8 18

_+ Bharathidasan 152 16 43 59 39 (28 43 71 47 - 2222 14

Other universitie ——— N1ZX -

- e D o ot e s ot e Tt > i S =

b o e e s > Dy i 8

463 38 109 147 32 |59 154 213 46 |13 90 103 22

T 1t . - ol T A S ol T e ot S S i " b e T A A s = s TR e o e i o o e > . L . Dt > G e

ii, WRITING:

1. Madurai-Kamaraj | 267 18 35 53 20 |30 109 139 52|16 59 75 28
2. Annamalail 44 1 16 17 39 i 21 22 50 - 5 5 11
3. Bharathidasan 152 19 36 55 36 |20 38 58 38 S 34 39 26

Othec Univecrsities® --- NIL -=-

463 38 87 125 27 |51 168 219 47| 21 98 119 26

o o ot e - - - Y s o ] i g B e i o it e

iii., NUMERACY:

- A o -

1. Madurai-Kamaraj | 267 20 34 54 20 {32 102 134 50| 12 67 79 30
2. Annamalai 44 1 16 17 39 1 20 21 48 - 6 6 13
‘3. Bharathidasan 152 7 43 50 33 |35 47 82 54 2 18 20 13

Jther Universities --= NIL -
...... e n e st e ot e ot e e e e e e e o o e
463 28 93 121 26 |68 169 237 51 14 91 105 23

et D T gy - D T T s — - — — P s > T B iy = s A D P e S S D i it W i T D s gvm S -
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Name of the

University
______________________ |
1. Gandhigram (N=64)
2. Alagappa (N=58)
3. Madurai- : _
Kamaraj (N=515)
4. Annamalai (N=118)
5. Bharathidasan(ii=123)
6. Sri Avinashi-,_ _
Tingam. {N=218)
7. G,D. Ngidu TamilNady
Agri. (N=55)
8, Bharathiyar (N=169)

Sum Total -~
N=1320.

tABLE - 2,2 (a)
Communitywise distribution of learners -
_________________________________ I
5.C, 5.T. r.C,
M F T W% M F T T M F T T%
1 15 16 25} - - - - - - - -
- 4 4 7 - - - - - - - -
74 71 145 28| 2 12 14 3 |60 169 229 44
20 11 31 26| 7 - 7 6|42 27 69 58
8 30 38 31} - - - ~|31 48 79 64
5 98 103 47 - 3 3 1 - 80 80 37
14 23 37 67 - - - - i 17 18 33
31 44 75 44 |15 9 24 14 |21 49 70 42
YN RS e e e
153 296 449 34 |24 24 48 4 {155 390 545 41

b e e e e e

L e e e e e rr —————

(__—-_ N33 programe)
1.B.C.

M F T T%

- - - = 22 26 48 75 5

- - - - 6 48 54 93 7
51 707121 24 5 4 6 1

2 4 6 5 . _

- 10 10 5 - 22 22 10

61 86 147 11 | 31 1C0 131 10

- -t e o e T T it o oo ot - e s - e ot o o ot 4 = e - o e ot —e o ———— o

Y92 (=



I}__\_BLB - 202 (b)_

Comrmunity-iss distribution of learners = { Non-N35 programe)
. - .
Name of the 3.Ce 5.T. L.Ce M.B.C. Ctrers -

i
University M F T ™ IMP © T™|M F T TX M FP T T| HP T TX

—_ e o

1. Madurai-Kamaraj
(N=267) 27 89 116 43.5(% 14 14 5 23 65 88 33 13 35 48 18 1 - 1 0.5

2. Annamalai (N= 44) |[-- 15 15 34 - 1 1 2 2 26 28 64 - - - - = - - .
3. Bharathidasan(N=152) |13 56 69 45 2 - 2 1 25 47 72 48 4 5 9 6 - - - -
S?m Total - 40 160 200 43 2 15 17 4 50 138 188 41 17 40 57 12 1 - 1 -
N=463)
————————————————————————————————————— D O S it i o P s . s W s . e o ke e ks m Dot et e s ————

—=)LZ (==



Mate of the 1
Univarsity
M
1. Gandhigram (I7=64 -
2, Alzgagpa (1:=58) 2
3. Macurai-
Kamar aj (M1=515) | 62
4. annamalai (M=118) 9
5. Bharathidasan(N=123)18
6.3l Avinashilingam
Home Sclence(ii=213)} 3
7. G .0, Naicdu Tamil
Nadu Agri. (u=55) 4
8. Bharathivar (21=169)| 17
Sum total- 115
(M= 1320)

15--19
F T
7 7
12 14
145 207
13 22
36 54
65 65
15 19
26 43
319 434

- — o e i s e P

__________________ e
20-24 25-29
: F T T% {1 F T o
1 8 12 4 11 17
- 6 10 - 13 1 22
37 52 8 17 1§31 43 74 15
23 3 26 22 i1z 7 19 16
11 14 25 20 | 16 22 18
- 45 48 22 | - 48 48 22
|
;
3 5 8 14 [ 4 13 17 31
14 21 35 21 |14 24 38 22
89 156 245 19 |71 171 242 18

30-35
M F T 255
2 12 12
2 3 16 23
31 59 50 17
15 24 20
4 11 9
- 24 24 11

Arovs 35
I IO T %
16 10 26 41
8 16
28 27 55 11
19 27 23
2 9 11 9
2 28 30 14
2 4 6 11
10 12 22 13
, 80 106 186 14

-=)8Z (-~



Ajovwise distribution of learners --

TABLE = 2.3 (b)

( on- NSS Pro-rane)

Age group in years
Nama of tha 15__‘1';“"” A R T
20-24 25=29 30=35 Above 35
M P T T% M r T ™% M F T % M F T ™4 M F T %
1., Madurai-Kamaralj
(17=267) 23 100 123 46| 16 33 49 18 3 26 29 11 10 30 40 15 4} 12 14 26 10
2. xinamalai (r=44) 1 11 12 27 1 12 13 30 -~ 10 1¢C 23 - 6 6 14 - 3 3 6
3. 2harathi-
dasan (*=152) 15 40 55 36} 10 27 37 24 12 18 30 20 6 20 26 17 1 3 4 3
Other Universities -= MNIL -
‘ '{ |
Sum Total - 39 151 130 41§27 72 99 21 15 54 69 i5 16 56 72 16 i 13 20 33 7
(=463 N o | |
- - |

= o e o A e P P o s e  ——— " - = 4 7 ™ O P e g = g S T S S T e e O o T o S O B P o s P e o b+ at o o o = o — ————— =~

-=)6Z (==



Jdlled
worxer
i 5 T T%
21 23 44 69
25 24 49 1C
16 5 21 18
) 6 11 9
3 13 16 7
7 5 12 7
77 76 153 12-

- g W o o P e bt e T i e Gt o i et T e A B e B T g e e o e s F e e T O B ot o s "+ - —— T — —— — = — n o= -

P e - s o . e e o

iame of the " Agri-
University Labouret
1 F T Dol
1. Ganchigram  (N=64) 15 16 25
2. & lajarpba (11=58) 10 12 2
3. Hadural- (t=515] 72 80 152 30
Kamaraj.
&. Annamalai (11=118] 19 8 27 23
5. Bharathi- (N=123) 25 44 69 56
dasan
6. Stl Avinashi-
lingam. n=p18) 2 12 14 6
7. 3.D, Naidu Tamil
Madu Agci. (5=55) | 15 31 46 84
€. Bharathiyar ”—167) 59 170 129 76
Sus Total- .
(1121320 196 270 466 35
' J

TaSLE - 2.2 257
oy _occupation -z _ (Under - _ N33 crogramre)
OCQL » AT C /CAT2GORY ———'W*_"
-------- 6— ;;iz'a’-——v-—'—"-—*—-"—'"“""r—”*~--”——---—'-——~“r-
ns 2 Ao LvSae— .
vorker wife Otners
M F T 7% 11 T T i S T _3{--
- - - - - - - - 1 3 4 6 |
2 9 11 19 - 33 33 353} 1 - 1 1
31 153 184 36 - 9 9 2{ 61 60 121 22
41 6 47 40 - 21 21 13| 2 e 2 1
9 4 13 11 - 26 26 21 2 2 4 3
- 115 115 53 - 46 46 zi| - 27 27 13
- 2 2 4 - 7 7 12| - - - -
1 S 6 4 - 22 22 132} - - - -
84 294 378 29 - 164 164 12 {67 92 153 12

-=)0€ (-=



Distribution of learners by occupation = _ (Under Non-

TABLE = 2.4 (D)

HSS Pregramme)

1.

Ll - SPGsas e
) OCQU PATI ON /CATEGORY ]
Rame of the Agri- Skilled Unskilled Howsew Othets
University Labourer wotksr wogker vife
M P T T M P .7 T% M b4 T ™% " ¥ T ™ M } 4 T ™
Madural-
Kamar aj (M=267)131 88 119 45 9 8 17 6 9 29 38 14 - 40 40 i5 15 38 53 20
2. Annamalai (N%44) 1 22 23 52} - 3 3 7 - 1 1 2 - 14 14 32 1 2 3 7
14. Bharathi- (N=152) 27 S6 83 ‘55 ) 1 11 12 8 16 10 26 17 - 31 31 20 - - - -
dasan. :l
Cther Universities - N I L --i‘
Sum Total - -_—---__—__u--~} ------------------------------------- L --------------------------------------
(N= 463) 59 166 225 42 |10 22 32 7 | 25 40 65 14 ﬁ - 85 85 18 |16 40 56 12
! .

—=)TE€ (=~



TADLE = 2.5 (a)
Prior sducation levzl of the_learners - (- __uss Pregrame)
T .

Illiteratas

School dror-outs

s e - g -

Acdult 2duveation

4Name cf the ) “drop-outs
University 1 I Std. I sté. III Std.
- S 2 “iM P T T M P T T% ¥ P T ™ b F T iy A
1. Gandhigram [{(N=64)f 14 19 33 52} 1 1 2 - 4 6 17 25 39 - - - -
2. Alaga,pa (}v=58) 3 32 135 6C - 1 1 1 8 9 16 10 12 22 - 1 1
3. Madu:ai-KamaFajﬁX o1 209 310 60 | 7 12 19 4 |23 28 51 10 54 71 125 24 4 6 10 2
(H=515)
4. Annamalai {N=118)20 19 39 33} 2 3 5 4 f24 3 27 23 31 15 46 39 1 - 1 1
5. Bharathi- (N=123) 15 42 57 46 3 2 5 4 3 10 13 11 2 28 &8 39 - - - -
dasan.
6. Sti Avinashilingam{ 4 123 127 sef - 5 5 2 - 18 18 9 1 67 68 31 - - - -
Home Science(N=218)
7. G.DNgidu Tamil-
Nadu Agri. (T=55) 9 31 40 73} - 1 1 21 2 3 5 5 6 11 20 - - - -
' {
8. Bharathiyar (N=159551 76 127 75 2 2 4 2|4 6 10 6 1018 28 17 - - - -
Sum Total- N ARSI SR S U USRS
" {N=1320) - ‘
b17 551 768 58 t15 27 42 3 |56 79 135 10 } 131 232 363 23 5 7 12 1
___________________ bbb

- — o — > —_ - o8 o ") - " s o Yp T = e Wk o e - g 0+t = -— - — -———— - - — ——

—)ZE (==



- — ———— — ——————

Name of the

University

e

1. Madurai-~-
Kamar aj tN=

Annamalal

Py

BhacathidaLad
N=152)

3.

Cther uniVersI

l

sum total - (MN=463) ]

ties

TASLE -

——— o —— — -

2.5 (1)

—— s " > o > i o o o o ot o e

———————————————— o e ot e e s e e e e T et S e o e e e e e e s 0n
rIlliteratas School drop-outs
b e S S S, P
: i I sta. IT  std. 11T  3td.
b e e -
M F T T |4 F T T% | M F T T% M F T T%
6
26 95 121 45 4 13 17 . 15 24 39 15 18 53 71 27
- 24 24 55 - 2 2 4 - 6 6 14 2 10 12 27
P 1 53 74 49 3 87 11 7 8 19 27 i8 12 26 28 25
- NIL  -= |
' |
47 172 219 47 7 23 30 61 23 49 172 16 E 32 89 121 26
_________________ S [P . J RS

o et - = e s e - s —

Adult Tducaticn
dr op-outs

11 F T T%
1 18 19 7
- 2 2 1
1 20 21 5

—=)EE(~~



TaBL.2 - 2.6 (a3

)

—— e o e e v e Y m i e e e e e e DL e I e R e e e o o e Yo e e v e S e B o

————————————————— L Sabatababd o
Name of the
Universitiass

1. Gandhigram (ii=64)

2. Alagappa (ii=58)

3., Madur gi-

Kamar aj (N=515)

4. Aanngmalai (N=118)

5. Bharathidasan {N=123]
6., Sri Avinashiliﬁgam

Home Sciencz (19=218)
7. G.D. Nyidu Tamilvadu
Auri, {N=55)
i
8. Zharathivar {N=167)

Sum Total (N=1320)

@ o . o - ——— 21— — = - - o 1 —— o o B = e A . e et e > = e v o S —— = = o - —— g " - - ——

Below

Rs. 2,000/~
M i 2 %
11 13 20
24 27 46
84 158 242 47
26 28 54 46
25 50 75 61
3 132 135 62
14 36 50 91
48 52 1C0 59
2C5 491 696 &3

Rs.2,001/--
Rs.4,00C/-

1ol oy T 1%
18 2¢ 38 60

2 9 11 19
79 146 225 44
25 9 34 29
13 28 41 34

1 61 62 28

NCCIIZ SRCUE
ne. 4,001/- -
s. 6,000/~
———————————————————————— -4
2 I T %
- 2 3
- 16
19 16 35 7
16 18 15
- 4 3
1 12 13 6
12 15 27 16
48 60 108 8

5 32 37 22

144 309 453 34
S p—
U o ———

Acove,
2. 6,000/~
X = T T%
3 3 11 17
1 10 11 19
7 6 13 2
i1 1 12 10
3 - 3 2
- 3 8 4
2 3 5 3
27 36 63 5




<4
"ON ‘204

9IOIT-19{2( #oN

/9
iy opulgoiny 115 ‘g-LT

SEET IR

‘uorIenisiqi@py pue Suioveld

" Jruotzwdnpy §0 2iDIISC] |RUOLIEN

TADE = 2.6 (b)

L

Distritution of lcarnars by annual famdly income ( ten - NSS Programa)
- INCOME GROUE |
- — - - - r“-‘-‘-"'—m.“-_---~_—
Name ot the Below Rs.2,001/~- Rse 4,001/~ -~ Arove
N R8s, 2,CCC/= Re.4,C00/- iiSe 6,C00/= ..3. 6,000/~
Universitiaes - _ e —
M F Iy 1% M F T T% ) | F T 4% 1 B T ™
1. Mjdurai~Kamar aj
(N=267) 36 126 167 61 21 56 1717 28 3 15 pic) 7 4 6 10 4
'
2. Annamalal (N=44) 2 27 29 66 - 10 10 23 - 4 4 9 - 1 1 2 \I'
W
o
3. Bharathidasan ’!‘
2 1 - - - -
(N=152) 40 g9 129 35 3 15 18 12 4 5 3
Cthar universities -~ FIL —=-
5um Total (11=463) - 78 242 320 69 24 81 105 23 4 23 il 6 A 7 11 2
= b ]
2
r‘g ————————————————————————— e VU U o et 1t e - o o =k e e o o o e = = = o - o= b e e = a—————— _J___
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TAGLE = 247,

(a)

1sS Proaramie)

Particulars rcjording the menbers of the family (-

- o

T FAILY IRAVING 7
—-— - —.+ ——-a-.o‘ - - -
———— e ‘
Mare of the 3 micniers anad Four Five r Six
University lcas wmembers member s meTbars & more
M F T T%|M F T ™ | M F ™ @ T% nooF T ™ ___
1. Gandl.iyram (MN=64) 8 12 18 6 i1 17 z 4 15 19 30 5 11 16 25
2. Alajappa (11=58) - 2 9 16 3 12) i1 19 2 20 22 38 1 15 16 27
3. Nadu:ai—xamaraj (N=515) 32 70 168 21 |33 48 81 16 41 75 116 22 77 123 210 41
4. Annamalal (N=118) 17 9 26 23 |21 10 31 26 23 8 31 26 17 13 30 25
5. Bharathidasan (N=123) 9 2 21 25 7 13 20 16 9 20 29 24 16 27 43 35
5. Sri Avinashilingam
Home Sciance (N=218) 1 512 52 24 1 55 56 26 - 431 41 18 3 66 69 32
6., G.D. Naidu Tamil Nadu
Agri, (N=55) 4 10 14 25 3 8 11 20 4 9 13 24 4 13 17 31
7. Bharathiyar (v=169) | 21 27 48 28 f12 23 35 21 | 11 30 41 24 23 22 45 27
Sum Total£N¥1320) 98 202 3CO0 22 |86 176 262 20 34 213 312 24 146 30C 446 34
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Particulars_rsjarding

- o - — g~ v 1 -

- TAILY RAVING
Yame of the 3 m:miers and Four Five Six
University R
loss membars m=Tber s maTbers & more
o4 2 T % o T T 1% Il P T% T% i by T T%
________________________________________________________________________________________________________________ ) S
1. Malurai-¥amaraj
Univarsity (2i=267) 24 42 73 27 8 42 50 19 12 37 49 18 20 75 95 36
2. Annamalai
(nivers-it- (11=44) - 5 5 11 - 12 12 27 1 13 14 32 i i2 13 30
3. Bharathidasan .
Univefsity. (N=152) 27 48 75 49 4 20 24 16 8 20 28 19 5 20 25 16
Cther universities - NIL -
(3um total - N=463) | I S -
51 102 153 33 12 74 86 i8 21 70 91 20 26 i1C7 133 29
I e e e e e
—————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— - —— - ————————————— — - T ———— T s — " - W——— " - G . - S e o oo
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- REASONS
: ;; _______________ Eo - T E; ;cit; - To read ] TO
Name of Read )
the . Ne:s read applica- simple write
. e
university papers . letters tion notice accoun ts
MFT’I‘%MFT’[‘%WLMFTI‘%MFT’I‘%MFTTX
S St EOSGIOSRS SIS SSUORNREOUSROR NS SRESEopnts SR
1. Gandhigram . _
(N=64) 15 12 27 42| 2 12 14 22|~ 2 2 3|- 7 71 11j2 & 8 13
2. Alagappa
(N=58) 2 8 10 17 113 14 24 |- - - -/~ 7 7 12|12 810 17
3. Madurai-Kamaraj
(N=515) 129 136 265 51114 153 297 58 | 20 38 58 11 F'l 82 139 27|40 46 86 17
4. Annamalal )
(N=118) 27 8 35 30| 33 18 51 43 4 1 5 4|5 - S 4 3 1 4 3
5. Bharathidasan . o
(N=123) 24 44 68 55 21 43 64 52 7 6 13 1113 9 22 18|11 12 23 19
6. Avinashilingam v
i, (N=218) 4 106 110 SO 2 102 104 48 - 17 17 8} - 33 33 15} - 33 33 15
7. 5.pMNatdu Tami1- ‘
Nadu'Agrl, (N=55) 11 17 28 51 7 21 28 51 4 7 11 20| 4 ¢ 8 15 4 4 8 15
[
8. Bharathiyar
¢ (N&169) 31 33 64 38| 35 53 88 52 1217 29 17114 22 36 21| 7 5 12 7
243 364 607 461215 445 660 50| 47 88 135 10{93 164 2571969 115 184 14|
--------- O e 0 e

———m e - m D

TABLE - 2,8

- e e > T > P e

1 8 9 16
DO 47 67 13
11 2 2
10 20 30 24
132 33 15
4 15 19 35
17 32 49 29
____________ A

b e e — e ——

e e e

30 42 72 14

22

18

34 16

Ny

10 12 22

————— - e e e

- s 4 " 1 e o gt = it T e e 8 8 am = = e o o

To

earn

11 ttle

mora
M F T T%
16 5 21 18
1 23 2
17 7 24 2

—— e - e 4

9 3 12 10
- 10 10 8
- 3 3 1
2 4 6 &,
11 20 31 2
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kegsons _given by

the leort

TABLE -~ 2,8

(b )

P
P L L

g o Bl
-

: ts.ntng_the programe (NOUT NSS programme)

X 1
SR U
— ———— e e S gy e —— -— Lo
REASOHNS ‘\»o
. |eeee————————p e - e RS e T To To ]
To To To write ERESERY to Tgt To read n {mprove f
Name of Read read . writs P bus 32
the News ' arplice- : sig- e 11 ttle aXil18 l
num re "o K.
univarsity papecs letters tion : accaunto nature e
han of e O e s - ..-.—————-——--—1-————--—--—-—‘---— -
urr'rxuy'r'rxur'r:‘.jﬂ_:-.ﬂnr'rrxur'r'rxur'r'rxxr'r'rxur' ™
- - et S s W s 8 | e e = A ——— - g, - ———
1. Hadu:ai-'
Kamara}j
(N=267) 30 81 111 42 |33 115 148 551 15 20 35 13 (8 4250 19 (9 18 27 10} 2 3 5 2 5 510 4 - . e e| e - -
2. Annamalai '
(N=m44) 115 16 36 | - 14 14 32| =« - = =« feowe - - 1 3 4 9|- 88 18/ 2 4 6 14 | = = = «| « 1 2
{
3. Bharathidasan :
(N=152) 29 39 68 45 |22 72 94 62| 9 615 1014 12 16 11112 27 39 26| - - - -[12 3244 29 |.= - o | - 3 2
9&595-95&!959&5&%23 - — NIL _— .
.. é l
60 135 195 42 |55 201 256 55| 24 26 50 1112 54 66 14 [22 48 70 15| 2 11 13 3 |19 4160 13 - - - | - 4 1
{
.............. { SO S S DL NI S S N
L.__. ______________ L ‘ .
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CHAPTER ~ TII

- e e e ot

The Programme Officers/Froject

Officers are the personnel directly irvolved in

the programme at the Institutional level., Zvery
Prograrme Officer has to be trained in the Hass
P:og:aﬁme of Functional Literacy wiich ig organiced
by tle State Resource Centre, Madras. Thare is
also another training {Training, Crientation and
Research Centre - T.0.R.C.) for abeout 15 da-s

and thig i; organised eithasr at the Madras S-hool
;of Social wWork, =Zgmore, Madras - 600 608 or at

Sri Avinagshilingam Institute for Home Scilence and

Higher Edication for ‘omen, Coimbatore.

The training to Programme Cf7icers/

Project Cfficers is necessary:=-

i. to know the intricacies of the
Mass programme;

ii, to select suitable volunteers and
to give them necessary training
to do their work at their lzvel;

iii. to moniter the programme; and
ive. to evaluate the programme,
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The Prograrme Officers in turn
will give orlentation training for three days .
to the student-volunteers. This training is

necessary:-

i. to involve the student-volunteers
in the M;ss Literacy Frograme;

ii., to maks them understand about the
need of the programme;

and

iii. to enagkle them to understand the
methodologies of the programme,

It is seen that the volunteers
who expressed desire are selected even without
commitmant to the prograppe. As per evidence,
ﬁést of the Programme Officers did not make
effective monitoring of the programme and report
on the precgramme had not been sent to the
District Adult Education Officers so as to

enable them to make 1% chreckdng.
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Tables 3.1 (a) and 3.1.(t) annexed

at the =2nd of this chapter indicate the details of
training undergone by the Programme Officers and
Project Officers respectively, It 1is seen from
the above that 15% of the total number of Programme
Officers under the N.S.S, programme did not have
training either in M.P,F.L., or in T.0.K,C, 48%
of the Project Cfficers of the Non-N.S.S. projramme
did not have training in M.F,F.L.
STUDENT#VCOLUNTEERS

The Mass Programme of Functioral
Literacy entirely depends on the inputs by the
student-volunteers - koth N,S.S. and Non-N.3.3.
Their expression of desire to participate in the
- programme does not guarantee that they have the
zeal, enthuslasm and sustained effort necessary

to successfully implement the programme.

The evaluation team interviewed
1268 N.S.5. volunteers and 389 Non-N.5.S. voluntecers
who were involved in the implementation of the Mass

Programme of Functional Literacy.
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Regarding the monitoring of the
programme, it was found that the Programme Officers
did not evince interest in getting the initial and
terminal cards collected from all the volunteers
who were involved in the programne, They had also
failed in sending a report on the iaplementation of
the programme to the District Adult Education Officer
concerned who 1s the nodal officer at the District
level, (Refer tatles 3.2 (a) and 3.2(b) appanded

at the end of this chapter).

The timings of te=aching adopted
by the volunteers - both M.5.S. and Non-N,3.3. -
are illustratad in the tables 3.3. (a) and 3.3.(b)
appended to this chaptar. A perusal of ehe two
tablzs indicates‘that most of the voluntee:s‘had
aaopted the timings more to suit their convenience
rather than that of the adult learners, The
long duration of instruction as seen in Madurai-
Kamaraj University and Bharathidasan University
was confined to the teaching in ths annual cams,
Hence, the enquiry revealed that teaching to
adult-learners was done in a sporadic manner
according to the whims and fancies of thz stulent-

volunteers in the absence of any effective super-

vision and monitoring,
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Soma teaching aids or supporting
materials should be used by th= volunteers for
the teaching to bs vary effective. 43% of the
volunteers under the N.S.S. programme had not
used any supporting material while the rest had
used sOme sucporting matevial or other 1like
Slatas, Blackboard, Newspaper, Magazines, Maps
an§c:harts etc. Among the Non-N.S.S. voluntzers
except 32%, all others had us=d édne suépo?ting
mataerial. Suitable suvbporting materials, =hen
used by the voluntzers will make the teaching-
learning procegs lively and also create motiraticn
and proper understanNding. But a sizable numb:r
of student-volunteers did not uss any supporting

materials at all. (Refer annexur= undsr talles

- 3.4(a) and 3.4. (b) appended to this chapter).

The opinion of the volunteers
about the Mass Programme of Functional Litsracy

training was sought by the evaluators during tne

~

interviews. 739% of the stucdent-voluntsers uncear
the N.S.S. progra™e were of the opinion that

the contant covafage in the M, P,F.L, training



~=)45(~-

was enough and the timings suitable, About

23% of them felt that the gu:ation was not enough
and that i1t might be extanded. With rsgard to
the programme by Non-M.5.S. volunteers, 92% of
them felt that the contant coverags was enough
and 85% opined that the timings were suitable.

(See tables 3.5(a) and 3.5(b) appended at the

z2nd of this chapter).



Distrikution of Programme

e e e o e i e ey e i e = = ————— — > = =

Name of the

Univercity
l. Gandhiram 1
University (i1=4)
2e Alagap['/a =
. University (w=2)
3. Madurai-
. N=
Kamaraj. (N=42)
4. Aannamalal (11=12)
5. Bharathidasan {N=41)
6. Scri Avinashilingam
Hoe Scisnce ({=7)
7 3.0, Maidu Tamiladu
rgri. - §H=4)
8. Bharathivar  {M=3)

i

(Sum Total—(N=121i

Cificers with cetalls of ftraininz ( NSS Projrarme)
——————————————————————————————————————————————————————— St oty
ITALLS ¢ “RAINIIG
----- In che i.F.T.L. T.C.0.C. Had neither
———————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— of the two
Had No Uncergons No types of
training training training training training
____________ A e e e e T e e e e e T T e T e e e e e e e 4
MO T T%| M F T T% | 1 F T Yo M r T 096 M r T T%
———————————— o e e e e e e e e e e e e e b e e —— L ———
4 - 4 10| - =~ = - f- - - - - - - - - - - -
2 - 21¢c)- - - - |- - - - - - - - - - - -
8 412 Z29]z0 10 30 71 j19 9 28 67 9 5 14 33 1 3 4 10
12 - 12100} - - = = |- = - = - - - - - - - -
34 - 34 334 2 5 7 17 j1 213 32 25 3 28 68 2 2 4 10
- 6 6 86| - 1 1 14 - 5 5 71 - 2 2 29 - 1 1 14
1 - 1 2512 1 3 175 1 - 1 25 2 1 3 75 1 1 2 50
3 3 6 674 3 - 3 33 2 - 2 22 4 3 7 78 4 3 7 78
4 13 77 64 |27 17 44 36 E3 16 49 40 i 40 14 54 45 8 10 18 15
e e e e e e e e e e e o e e e e e s e e e ————— —— ———
et e e e e e A

- - —— - ———————— -

TASLE — 3+1(a)
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TASLE -~ 3-1

-  1B)

- At p NSS Proje-mz)
Distritution of Progroms CEfiecars with Getaila of tralining --(--»orr--—" 2.t
STALLS (F ORAILNIIG
- r.o.o.c. ilad neithrer
Name of the in tha H.P.E.L. i cemmcmeee]  of the tuo
e © e vo uncacgono Ho training
University ‘tratuing tralning training trainiag .
.;l‘ .; - “’E‘. ~1; M P T TN M F T T M P T 5 N oy T T%
1. Madur al-
Kamaraj (N=11) 6 4 10 91 1 - 1 9 - - - - - - - - - - - -
3. Bharathidasan (N=9) - = - - 6 3 9 100 | - - - - - - - - - - - -
Other universities .o NIL - — —
(Sum total N=21) .
7 411 52 |7 3 10 48 f[- - - - - - - - - - - -
- ] - S S S .
e -

=)L (-



Cetzils

of procedurz followed fot

monitoring and evaluating ths programme

=== E e L L L L L o D e e at ar ——em ——m m t T e cv o e o ot 0 o i S v e B i e e >t e o e e . s

Gandhigram (=4)
. A In the
Frocedure P
nffirmative Megative
M P T T%|(!l T T T%
Have the following
been_collectad?
{i. Initizl) Card 1 - 125 3 - 375
100
1i. Learnscs* MNote 4 - 4 - - - -
Book.
iii. Alphabet Cacrd 1 - 125 3 - 375
iv. 2valuation cheet 4 - 4100 - - - -
: - 100
v. Final Carcd - 4 - - - -
Bas_the report_on_the pr¢gramme bzed |sznt rzaulacl
i. Frogramre 1, - w100 |_ 7
co-otdinator -
ii. Dg. Acult 2dn.Officefl - 125 |3 - 375
iii, State Reéource
cantre. 1 - 125 3 - 375
e e e e e e e e ) I, e e

ot e e Y o e et s iy e e b

—— - . - A s o = e e n amrs > S ]

- In the
Affi:mativew Negative
M F T TulmM P OT T
1 - 1 .50|1 - 150
100
- - - =l2 - 2
1 - 1 5 |1 - 150
1 - 1 5|1 - 150
|, . g0
-_to:
1 - 1 80 |1 - 150
TR IS (L.
o~ . _ s . oo

Madurai-Ramaraj (¥=42) Annamalgi (N=12
In tlie In the
——————————— R R e L B el DT S SRS |
AfZirmative Uagative Afflemative| Negative
_____________ Rl T T S SN
M F T TwpY 7 T Tyl ¢ T i T T
______________ r_____—_-.__ o - T —— — —— gt i AP — o —— — o o
14 10 24 57 {14 4 18 4312 - 12 09/ . _ _
13 3 16 38 15 11 26 62| 1 - 1 81 - 11092
8 1 9 21 120 13 33 79| 1 - 1 801 - 11 92
9 3 12 29 [19 11 20 71111 - 11321 - 1 8
8 1 9 21 |20 13 3 79|12 -12 100| - - - =
. 100
}7 10 27 64 |11 4 15 36)12 -1z - - = -
3 110 254 |19 13 :% 76| 3 - 32| 9 - 9 75
4 1 5 12 |24 13 37 88 2 - 2 1i7{10 - 10 83
________________________ . i
H
&
-
,P



NSS Frograime)
Bharathidasan (7=41) F sci
In tha B t“-a—"

fiirmative r Magative Afficnative

T T T%{ & F T T% P %
s 265917 - 17 41 - 6 36
514 13 32|27 1 28 68 - 4 57
|
1011127126 4 30 73 - 4 57
12 1 13 32| 24 4 28 68 - 2 29
16 5 21 51120 - 20 49 - - -
15 5 20 49} 21 - 21 51 - 7 100
101 11 271 26 4 30 73 - 3 3 43
9 - 922y 27 5 32 178 - 3 3 43
—————’_u——J ————————————————— et el LR Ty vep——

BT T T%
- i 1 14
- 3 3 43
- 3 3 43
- 5 5 71
- 7 7 100
- 4 457
- 4 4

57

e b >
I

r ————————————————————————— -
fam_
T.1i. sgriculturakiii=4)
In ths

o T T © T TY%M
11 2 50 2 - 2 501
- = - - 3 1 4 10011
- - - - 3 1 4 1001
- - - - 3 1 4 1001
- - - - 2 1 4 1001
31 4 100} - - - - |®
- - - - 35 1 4 1001
- - - 3 1 4 100(--
—————————————— e e = e s > -

- e - o - =@ - o

———— e et e > o

-t e e o 4

111

111
111

9 10C

o it v e o = — —— — —————

—pe e e T—— " ______
| Total (M= 121)
' In the
T TTTTREfie- [T Tiaga-
tegative fative | s
e T 'I‘:JMFT'I”A M P T T%
f]
22 50
S 3 88949 T1 59 p2 8 41
11 19
53 889287739 33 b3 82 68.
. 24
S3 8 79[22 6 2873169 933 77
24
33 8 89(38 6 44 26{53 77 K4
24
5 3 8 79041 6 47 39{50 74 61
26 4
- - - - 158 84 6933 37 31
25
5 3 8 89125 85 29 2467 92 76
100 26
G I 9 16 4 20 17}75101 83.

s = et T e T P s, s e st i e P S S e 9 . i
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TABLE

3.‘2:(!3 )

Details of procedure followed for monitoring and eveluating the programme

~SGendhkigraam (NmTi]) | 1!?;1) —e S
gt Alagappa (R= Madurai-Kamaraj (Nm’11) Annamalal - (Hw 1)
Procedure " In the In the - in the In the
Affirmative Negative Affirmative Fegatiwe | pffirmative Negative Affirmative| Regative
— R
- T XM P T IX|M F T TXIM F T TXIM F T TX|M F T T F T T¥|M ¥ T TX

Have the following been gollectec:- .

1. Initial Carqd e o 1T 1A 6 3 9 821 X 2 18l1 - 1100} - - -
i{., Learners‘’ lote Book =11 1A =114 15 3 8 73 (2 42 3 271 ~ 1100}- - - - :
i34. Alphabet Card 1 ~Nil- ~II LA { 3 8 732 1 3 27J1 . - 1100}- - - -
iv. gvaluation Sheet ~Nil- - 114 5 3 8 7312 1 2 2711 - 1100j- -~ - =

V. Fiiﬁal Carad -Njil- ~17i14 5 3 8- 7312 1 3 2711 - 1 1C0}- - - -
f§§_£—’_"§-EEBQEE_EE_EE‘E_EEEL.ZEEE‘EE_E’%EE_EE’_’E_E?QE:SZE. _to:

i. ?{o;rarrme Co—-ortdinatdr o =Nid- —1i 14 5 3 8 7312z 1 3 27|13 - 1100}|- - - -
ii. Dt. Adult Zén. Officar - oMil- -3 7 4 11100 - - - - - 1100} - - -
iii. St.te Rasource Centre. -Nil- \\-liil- 4 2 6 55|12 - 5 45 - 1100}- - - -
_________________________ IS I S p—— L—-——-_———————-—-——-————-— e e e o B = o e b e = i = e o 45 = e o] = - e e o e o e ———_—-——---.._—--————-—_‘—

(contd)




Non-

NSS Programme)

' Bharathidasan (Ne9) sri Avinasirilingam (N4) T.N. Agl:icultutal(N;L) Bharatrdycr (NeL.) Total (¥Ns=33)
" In the Ia the In the ‘ In the In the
et T N N IR A AfEir~ Nega-
Affirmativa | Negative Affirmative Negative Affirmative egative Affirmative sl?gative mative tive
M F T TN| XK F T T% M P T .%X| M F T T¢|MF T PTX|M F T TH/M P T TGP T THMFTTX MFTT
. 81
43 7 718 | 2 2 22 - TLl- - l- - 1il- 11 6 17 21419
67
23 5 56 | 4 4 44 - il - l- - Uil 8 6 14 6 17 33
23 5 20 4 a4 - il -i1i 1- - il- 8 6 14:7 6 17 33
- -~ -~ . 2
4 - 4 44 | 2 5 56 - i -7 1- - il 10 3 13 4 4 8 38
3- 3 333 6 67 -t 4 il - il 9 31257 5 49 43
22 4 44 4 5 56 - oile -1 14 ' T 85 13% ¢ 238 38
32 5 36| 3 44 - iil- - -¥ild - iil- 11 6 17°¢ 1419
11 2 221 5 78 - ila ~111 14 Uil 639 43 8 41257
- ‘\\ _‘
O e e e e e e e e e e e e et e e e e e o U b o e S S S



TABLE - 3.3 (a)

Timings of Teaching adopted by the volunteers (NSS programme)

NAME OF THE UNIVERSITY

——1 —a
Gandhie . Ala- Maducai- Anna— Bharathi- FAvmasm- "rmlnaau Bharath{-
Timings geam gapPa . Kamaraj malal dasan liagam Agri. yar Total
(N=56) (N=41) {N=606) (N=29) (N=201) | (yu78) (N=29) | (Wu128) | (N=1268)
MF T T4 M F T T M £ T T |M F T T |M F T T% |M F T TX|MFTTMMF T in v |2 ™
b L :
9-12 Noon e e m e - = - |6 49 55 9 (= o o - la o o o o o o e LTI e Tl ss 1
10-11 A.M, - '
(on Sundaysf B T T R - - T T IR S b A EAR N S el IR I
10-1 p.m. B e e VR ¥ T S B I I e LRI B I L B DL I
2=3 p.m, - - - - - - - - - - = - - - - - - - - - - ® e ee-- -i_-li 1 -} 111
5 86 pom. R [, s 1 6 1 |- - - - - - = = |= = = slec--fr-w-|5 ] 1] 6 1
3=4 p.m. - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - = - - LA -332 = 3 3, 1
-6 pom. s e o S e R  E I EEE R AT R A I Y
330-4-30 peme | w = o =] = = = =} = = o 4 |2 e o o |- - - - |-48 4861}----|-232318 - [T1I72 |
3=30 - 5 p.m. B T e e = = | =30 3039]|--cofcac) - {30130 |2
4—5 p.m, - - - g8 -2 S - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - =] -=-- - -- - 2 - 2 1
4--6 p.m, e = =18 -8 2 - =« - - |8 - 8 6 |38 -13819 L -=---]54 -[%54 411\
-7 pum. - ce e =]~ - - - 1213815025 |- - - - |2 =2 2 |- - - -fecoalocoof14 138182 113
4-30 - 6.30 pemy| == - -8 = = - - - = = = = e = « {30 -3015 - e - cfeea -« |30 {30 |2 ?
5--6 p.m. ce o =} = = = m e - <« « 124 22020 |~ 323216 [ = « - <flec-_fl2-22|26 |34j60 |4
5—6.30 p.m. - e e e e e e 4 e e 12 212 9 e - e e e e e efee s el e o 12 | =12 |2
Se=7 p.m. . e e e e e e e - o e 111 31411 (22 22210 |- = - ofe---_-p572217(48 [10]58 |4
5--8 p.m. - - - - - - - 118 681831 f- =« - - |~ - - = ] = - —f---_.ll6-65h24 |68n92 |15
5¢30-8.30 Pem. || == o o] = = = =« || = - -+ - - - . - - - - - - = - af=-a 6 4 108{ & 4|10 §1
6—7 p.m. -~ - -f16 -1639 { = - - - {40 24233 |18 92713 |- - - o~ -b73108{81 i14[95 [T .
60--7.30 p.m, - - - -ll10 - 10 2¢ 1 - - - - S T T A R BT S T
6—8 p.m, 48856100l - - - - 87 23130 18 2 6 5 {12 92110 f| - - - - g13 16 291004 1 5'4;58 | 59 a1 (17
e S R LR R REENEICN LIS ROl RIS EERE AT RIS
6.30-=T pom.’ = - 4 - o . o - - Fo oo 2 13 11407 e - o7 -é B R B F 17 14 h1
6,307,300 PeMeh = = = = | = = = = - e e - 4 - 4 3 - - - - - - B ool - - 4 -1 a ll
7 - 8p.m. N - -} 4 - 410 f - - - - 12 =12 9 |8 1 9 5 | - = - ol - -_{28-251949"" 1.80 |3
7--9 p.m. —« « =] = - m= - 149 24 7312 - - - - - - - - - = = 2| = -a-|17-171366 24!90 |6
&— 9.p.m, -- - - - - - - - - - - 2 - 2 2 5 1.6 3 TP [ S| ] 118 |1
8--10 p.m. == = | == = -110 2 12 2 |« =« o = | o = = = | o - of cecol~ ~-dd10] 2122 |1
910" poma. == - =l 1 =212} = - - - e oo |-~ - alececfies ad1y -T2l
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TABLE -_3.3_(b)

-------- TTTTTTYTT - NAME OF THE UNIVERSITY [~ L
. Madurai-Kamaraj o Annamalal Bharathidasan | Total 4
Timings (N=153) (N=22) (N=214) (N = 389)

D ey Gull D S WD D M D D S s W - G — Y — — — — G - D D —h S D D G G D > ) B T ) D D — D — S - - -1 —————————————————————————————— PO o SR A G D - ot - — e W o b -

Male Female Total Total¥%| Male TFemale Total Total%| Male Female Total Total¥% |Male I-‘ert\ale..l'l‘otal 'ra%
2=4 p.m. 9 5 14 9 - - - - - - - - 9 5 14 | 3
3-6 p.m, - 3 3 2 - - - - - - - - - 3 3 11
4=6 p.m. 6 41 47 31 - - - - - - - - 6 41 | 471 12
4-30 = 6 p.m. - - - - - - - - 4 2 6 3 4 2 6 |2
§e-6 pom. - - - - - - - - 9 8 17 8 9 8 17 | 4
Se-7 pP.m. 16 7 23 15 - - - - 22 6 28 13 38 13 51 |13

5-=8 p.m. - - - - - 1 1 4 - - - - - 1 1310

6==7 P.m, - - - - - 3 3 14 22 69 91 42 { 22 72 94 {24}

6-~8 p.m, 13 20 33 22 - 14 14 64 41 14 55 26 54 48 102 |26(Y

6.30 - 8.30 Pe.Mm, - - And - - - - - 3 - 3 1 3 - 3 1 ""

7 = 8 pom, - - - - - 1 1 4 - - - - - 1 1§ 1}]}
7 « 9 p.m, - - - - - 3 3 14 3 1 4 2 3 4 7 2
8 - 9 p.m, 3 1- 4 3 - - - - 5 5 10 s -] '8 6 | 14 | 3
Yeekly 3 hours - 29 29 18 - - - - - - - - - 29 29 | 7
Other universitiel: e NIL e '
) 156 233 389 jodg

—— e — S RS — i S
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Supporting materials used fo

Lhiar ‘idacan

r teaching _—

Typ20 of matarials G andi Haourai-tzmeraj Annamalai DTS
S5yMo . B e N ekt el el Rttt et Rt ettt iates
T x.‘ < N F by v 1 F T TN

used A S

1. Slates 26 1 27 48| - - - - [56 123 179 ' 30 (42 2 44 34 22 40 62 31
’ - - - 14 20 54 27

2. Blackhboard O 4 - 4 10 |- - - - -
3. blackboard & Rolling Loafd =~ -~ = - - - - z24 9 33 5 J11 3 14 11 - - - -
4. Adul. beolks - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

5. Chatts - - = =~ |21 - 21 51 - - - - - - - - 6 42 48 24
6. Pencil - - - « {21 -~ 2151 - - - - - - - - - - -
7. Dubbar e e - =21 - 21 %1 | - - - - . e e - - . = -
g. I Std. Book (Tamil) - - - = {21 -~ 21 51 [ — - - [ - - - . -

9. Maps - - - = |21 - 2151 - - - - | - - - - - - - -
10. Magazines e e - w21 - 21 31 - - - - - - - - - - - -
11. Materlials Mutritious
and Family Flanning - e - - 1 - 1 2 - . - _ o - _ - I,
Dept.
12. -Audioc-visuzl aids - - . - 1 - 1 2 - - - - - e - - - - - -
13, rlash cards e e - - 1 - 1 2 - _ - I, _ — 40 40 20

14, Maws paret and - e - - - - -111 20 31 5 7 ~ 1 5 - - - -
tagazines

15. Copy veiting o e e . - . - - 7 1 Q 1 . . _ . - .
work book

16, Teaching Aldg - - - - - - - - 27 26 53 aQ - - - - - - - -
(charts)

17. D.M,F,.E. Books - - - - - - - - 8 13 21 3 - - - - - - - -
and colout waolks, .

16, asudlo-viszual T S B M

casstees,. .

D
19, Radio and T.Y. - m e e e - - - 2 - 2 1 - - - - -

[
-
-

csecry book and - . - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
I std. Temil Dzader : ) R
. | h
2. T.V. disolay - - - - - - - - - - - - 1 - 1 1 - - - -
2. SUPP1amentary ‘ I '
Story books. 1 - - = - - = - - - - - - - - - 3 -8 4
23. Toys - . F - - - - - - - - - - - - 4 - 2
24, Hote Dooks d- - - - - e - - - - - -l - - - 69 - 69 24
25. Text Book and v
. 1 Arithmatic tableg R e I S M- 17
26. Text books and - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - e e !
2ercise boolis. .
)
27. Charts and - - - - - . = - - - - -~ - - - - - - - -
Flctures. ! ’
28, Numarical book - - - . - - - - - - - - O - - - - - -
27, Chalkpiece - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
30. Picture - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - .
31. Newspapet - e e - - - = . - - - - - - - - - - - -
32. Alphabet books - - - = - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
. Famphlets - e e - - e - - - - _ - - - - - - - - -
34. Mo suppottin .
T ateriols used. b2 8 30 54 |12 - 12 29142 123 65 44 |59 4 63 49 86 12 98 49
_______________________________ Lo {
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L. S - - - - - - 21 - 21
. - - - - 3 - 3 2 24 - 24
S - 3 - 3 2 24 - 24

|
- - 1 - - - - - 1 - 1 1
- . - - - - - - - - - - 1 - 1 1
- - - - - - - - - - - - 1 40 41

- 1z 1z 15 - - - - - - - - 18 32 50 4
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Typos of materlals

5.N0,
' used

=53 (i) - TA3LE

Supporting materials used for teaching ---

Madvur nL—Kumur.al

- 3.4 (b)

M F T TX%

M 3 T T%

1. Slates
2, Blackboard
'3, Blackboard & Rolling Boat
4. Addl, Uooka
5. Choarts
6. Poncll
7. Rubbet
g8, I :5td. Book
-9, Maps
10. Magazines
“11. Materials Nutritious
and Fanily Plamming
Depte
12, Avdio-vi~ual alds
13, ,l:‘lash cards

14, News paper and

: Magazines

15, Copy weriting
work book

16. Teaching nlds

chatrto)
1'7. D N.F,E, Dooks
’ aﬂd colour books.

-18, A udio-vipual
caostoes. i

19, wadio and T.V.
. 20, Nutsery book snd

1 sté. Tamil Rasacar [

21, T.V.'dlsplay !

22. 3upplementary T
Story books. i

23. Toys '
24, Note Books

25. Text Book and
Arithmatic tables

26, Text books and

~ Exerclse books,

27. Charts and
Pictures.

' 28, Numerical book
© 29. chalkpiece
'-'30. Picture

31. Newspapecr

32. Alphabet books
33. Pamphlets

.34. No supporting
materials used.

- 15 15 10

11 S 16 10

.

13 29 4B 31

-~ 20 20 91

- 2 9
3z - - -
z2 - - -
- e
-

——— o s O e o}

Bharathdldavan

56 - 56 26
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i - o r———— - " os WO b =D =y

avinashilingam . G.D, Raldu T.N. Agred Bharathiyar Total

- . T o

M F T T | » y ¢ ™ M ¥ T T™ [HM P |T ™

- T T : | 2 ‘“ 69 18

'l
___: _!_,_ )
- . e - -5—'- ‘:
: ot e

15 33 48 12
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|-

'
[}
|
]
|
o
'
1

! .
- T 29 {51 i80 |21
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8.

Name of the

University

Gandhigram
AlagaPpa
Madurai -
Kamaraj.

Annamalai
Bharathi-
dasan.

Avinashi-
lingam

5.D.Naidu TN

Agri.
Bharathivyar

Sum Total-
{N=1268)

R o

Cpinion

the voluntascrs

-

about ths M.P.7.L.

training ( -

N33 pr

oL aT

e e e e o e A s e ———— . B " B ————_—— = —————— — - —— T T T "= 5= B et ol e . W e P e G T W e e e o e =

(a) Contant Coverage (o) Timings
___________ o ot i i e [ s ot o [ o s - - -
- ough llot No Suita- Not
nog anough Respon se ble suitzble
M F T ™47 T 7% F T T4 MF T T%[HF T T%
—————— o —— o ———r—__—.— ——— —— s s, D s ot sy At . W T " o — - ——— - a- -]
(N=56)} 7 - 7 12{41 849 88 - - - -1} 8 2 10 18340 6 46 82
(M=41) 28 - 28 68{13 = 13 32 |- - - -1{35 = 3585} 6 - 6 15
262 57 294 2
(N=606] 241 sg3 8346 103 17 |- - - - b21 515 8566 91 15
111
(N=129]102 9 86[18 - 18 14 |- - - -1}198 6 104 81|22 3 25 19
172 53
(N=201]119 53 86/ 27 - 27 13j@ - @ 1H26 179 89}20 - 20 10
(N=78)] = 7676 97 - 2 2 3}|- - - -f =74 T4 94} -¢ 4 6
(M=29)f12 13 25 89 1 3 4 14} = - - - -} 13 13 26 90}f - 3 3 1C
: 21
(N=128)55 41 96 75 3C 2 32 75| - - - -~ [53 2275 59}32 53 41
e S aithe S s Shuhiutubatatatiien
64 454 79 72 o 464 79 62
1018 176 =248 012 - 21 1554 1018 Tpg.°t 0 20
: .
T e i inabalindud ettt haiunts Saindabalabaidatalabel Ll st abededed abatnbathaint nbeienbahebeisbafofsh o
_________________________________ ]--.._____.._.__._4?_......___--——-:1';-_—;}:‘___.......-

r pom e o
(c) Duration

Mo 1. ; BN No

res_-onase =notyg a2nough response

MFT T MNP TI%IMETTA|IMF T TN

--- -] s-5 9lazes1o1]-- - -

--- -l31 -3176{10 -10 1¢|- - - -

274 45
- - - - F41 515 8346 91 17|- - - -
20 39
- =-=--18 47770345 30)- - - -
53
2 - 21028 177 88fz2 - 22142 - 2 1
71
e e =f-71 1] 7 79l - - o
- ---] 1010269 369 31f- - - -
a6 74

----| 155445 28 sgf-- - -

_________ 336 963 204 . - [, 77"
2 - 21

2 - 21 427 76[ 9930323 2 7 2
o

N ,

-=)ps(--



Taoid = 3,5 (P )

Opinion of the voluntcers_gbout_the M.P.F.L. traintng - en - HSS proramae)
P OFINICN
N h .o TTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTT - - T ) -
ame of the (a) Contont Coverage (b) Timings (c) Duration
Unive:sity - - - - o —r —————————————————— ﬂt-""’a’————'-r-—‘—-—-
£ h tiot No Suita- Mot No ‘nsugh No
noug enough Response ble gulitable | response| 7 enough respon
MOP T TRllE T Tx|M F T T% MF T THMEF TTINMET Tu MO T TWMFTTR|MF T
1. Madurai-ilgmaraj 107 3 20 D4
(m=153) | 35 94 129 84|53 1 4 3 9 11 20 13|37 7¢ 70 {1 25 2617 11  13f 32 126 2261 7 5 |91120 13
1co ' 160 100
Z. Annamalai (11=22) - 22 22 - - - - - - =] - 22 22 R -22 22 T PR -
3. Bharathi- 102 162 95 102 96
dasan. {(11=214) |105 207 97|¢ 37 3 - - - -J102 204 7 3105f-~- - [104 206 |5384]-= - -
Ctber Universitizs - e A e
sum Total: 140 358 . 139 333 ] 136 354§ .o o]
————————— - 7 os11 2 91120 5 8 28 36 991120 5| “5.a A4 l11 415 4] 91120 S
(1=382) 218 92 194 BSJ 218 91
............. e S i Latal DU NS NYpISEpRy PP VPP NN
{
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o~ e} onom

(a) Main Findingss--

The Mass programme of
Functional Literacy is a programme introduced
as one of the many components of N.S.S._ programme
in Universities and Colleges. The achievements
made are far from those anticipated particularly
with regard to gains in literacy and numeracy

(Vide table 2.1 (a) to 2.1 (4).

2s - 1t was seen that wherever
Vice~chancellors/Principals have evinced interest
in the programme/have been supporting vand teviewing
the programme, the programme implementation was
relatively succesgsful as evidenced in the case of
Sri Avinashilingam Institute for Home Science

and Higher Education for tbmen, Coimbatore, J.A.

College, Feriakulam and V.V.V. College, Virudhunagar.

3. There was no well defined
iaternal system of monitoring process,. The

Programme envisages each student-volunteer sending
the initial reporting card immediately after the

commencement of the programme to the concerned
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District Adult Education Officer with a copy
endorsed to the Programme Officer. Parti-
culars of learners enrolled should be maintained
in the colleges on the basis of the Initial
reporting card sent by each volunteer. In
the same way, a report in the terminal card
is to be sent soon after the completion of the
prograrme, This has not been fully complied
with in all the universities, Nelither the
Programme Officers nor the Programme Co-ordi-
nators seemed to have taken any action to get

these basic data cards from the student-volunteers,

-

4. Most of the colleges have
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not sent the first and last intimation reports
which are the only sources of getting proper
feed back about the number of volunteers and

learners involvad.

Se Mid-term and final evaluation

have not been carried out according to guidelines.

6. 1t was perceived that most of

tha Programme Officers remained inert aftéc distri-

buting the literacy kits to the voluntezers. They

did not pay frequent visits to the learners. They
also

did not/undertake proper follow up action on the

utilisation of the kits so distributed.

7. In same of the colleges, the
Programme Officers opined that the Head of the
Ingtitution insists on academic work being given
priority. Hence tHey do not have enough time

to supervise or oversee the M.P.F,L.

8, The Programme Officers did

not also maintain proper record with them regarding

the kits received, the mamer of distributing them

A .
and regarding the names of learners who were
i gy

benefited by these kits,
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9. There is no effective
post-literacy work at all which will prevent
the neo~literates relapsing into illiteracy in

due course.

10, In the present study, 68%
under the N.S.S. programme and 76% under the
Non=N.S.S. programme were women leatrners.
Wherever there is large number of woOmen volunteers,
the participation of women learners is high as
evidenced in Madutai-ﬁama:aj Univacrsity and
Sci Avinashilingah Institute for Home Scilence
and Higher Education for Women, Coimbatore,
Therefore, a large number of women volunteers
may be involved in this programme, The work
done’in Sri Avinashilingam Institute for Home
Science and Higher Bducation for Women (Deemed
University), Coimb tore is a model to achieve

this objective,

11. In Madurai-Kamaraj Uiniversity
and Bharathidasan University, teaching was confined
to the annual camps, Hence, in these ugiverf
sities the teaching to adult-learners was not

done in a continuous manner, It was only for
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10 to 15 days. Af ter that no follow up action
was taken, In Gandhigram Rural Institute, the
student-volunteé:s went to the learners for
teaching only occasionally. Hence, it was not
continuous for about 150 hours of instructional
petiod extending over 4--5 months as contemplated
in the various circulars issuved by the Directorate
of Adult Education in the Ministry of Human Resource
Develorment, Lepartment of Education, G overnment of
India, New Delhi,: The work done in these camps
with regard to M.P.F.L. was quite inefiective as
revealed by the percentage of "good" category
leathers produced by them, (Vide table 2.1(a) to

2.1(d) [ ]
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(b) Recommendatlons:-
Recommendations for over-
coming the short-comings and for effective

implementation of the programme are f{ urnished

belows«’

1, At present there 1s no incsti-
tutional commitment or full involvement in this
scheme on the part of the Programme Officers,
nvolunteer$ and learners as the scheme is conceived
as a voluntary one. Moredva:, the Programme
Officers attend to the Mass Programme of Functional
Literacy beyond the normal work load and hénce they
are unable to give their single minded attention

to the literacy programme. At colleges level,

the Principals attach more importance to the
academic work without evincing interest in this
programne, As there is no retwurn orgain, the
student-volunteers did not have real ipterest or
commi tment to this programme. These lacwna can

be removed if the literacy programme is made part
of the university/college curriculum as smphasised
by most of the Vice—chancello:s and Pro&rahne

Officers in the team's interviews. If it is
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made so, there will be proper monitoring of the
scheme to ensufe successful implementation of the

programme,

2e In order to prevent the neo-
literates relapsing into illiteracy in due course,
it is suggested that sufficlent attention should
be pald to post-literacy work and continuing
education also,

3. The Universities should have
quar ter ly review meetings to review the projrarmme

implementation and take timely corrective measures.

4. State level steering committee
should, preferably meet every quarter or at least
twice in a year to review the programme and initiate

necessary corrective measures.

5. State Resource Centre should
conduct periodical review workshop/seminars-and
effect necessary changes in the training methodology,

programme content, literacy kits etc,

6. ¥ide mass media coverage
\
through Radio especially T.V. to telescast

features on success stories, case studies, high-

lighting contribution of individuals and insti-

tutions etc. should be secured.
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7. A well co-ordinated team work
on the part of the relsted functionaries at State
and District level (Director of Non~-Formal Educa-
tion, Director of Sborts and Youth Services, N.S.S.

Reglonal Centre, State Resource Centre) is essential.

8. Pariodical publications by the
State Resource Centre as "Appralsal/Status Report
of programme in the State"™ in co-ordination with

related functionaries will be very useful,

9. | ' It is belleved that the District
Adult Education Officer's office is the most appro-
priate agency for the co-ordinating task with
committed programme officers at the collegefend to
channeliée the efforts of the student-volunteers.
Hence, a good rapport between these two functionarlies

will go a long way in the frutful implementation of

the scheme,

10, '_ It is observed that 15% of the
total number of Programme Officers under the N.S.S.
programme and 48% of the Projeét Officers uncer the
Non-M.S.S. programme did not have training. All

Programme Officers should be given training both
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in M,P,F,L, and 4in the Training and Orientation
Research Centre, The content of the training

programme should be periodically reviewed.

11l. The role of State Resource

Centre has become multifarious just as:--

i, to prepare learning and
teaching material;

i1, to develop appropriate
pedagogy?

i1i, to train trainers and
provide participatory
education for Resgource
Personnel;

and

iv. to undertake specialised
activities 1like Training,
Research Methodology and
Action Research Programmés,

Thetefore, it may be decentra-
lised by opening Regional Centres at Cor:oration

cities like Coimbatore and Madurail.
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HATE AS INSTITUTE CF DuvVe LOPMLIT STUDIES

(Unit foi #®vrluation of Adult Education Frogramme in Tamil Madu)

AN EVALUALLON OF UASS FROGRAME OF FUNCTI OMAL LITERACY-1989- 1290

- o oo o  tem s et e e A et S S e S s e YO —t n = TR ot s o § e e By s o © s ua

CQUESTIONUEIRS FOR ERQGRAME OFF IC,LRD

o e e e e e e vt L e & A DAF Y St e Eas L T b o T A w a % e

1.0 UHWamz of tha ’
Prode g Clficee
1.1 Wan of the Iustitutlon| ) o
end full vostal addrass T
with pin code
1.2 Perman=nt residential
address
1.3 5 =& {'x;’""r——é_ ;
1.4 A g e : r |
[
1.5 Marital status ,I‘I:‘.RRIED! |U HZ&RE\IFDJ " Wi DOW/ER ,
1.6 Bxperiance in D58 THRN ONE YEAR| [ 1 to 2 YRARS |
the W.5.3,. -2
in years e e e e e _.1 ....... —
(in vears) [27CG 3 YCARS| [3 tc 4 YE/RS |
| HOR® THAN 4 YEARS|
1.7 Sxpericoce ir [ LSS THAN A YEAR] [1 to 2 YEARS
the M. P,7 .1, | LESS THAN A YEAR| 1 to 2 YEARS |
(in y.aars . o T T oAy el
{in ysers) [2 ko 5 xEmRs [3 to 4 YEARSJ
2.0 Details of v p o
traintn-o: | H.S.S. M.PL.F.L. J
8
1. No. =f dayr L e -
2. Ywac of training
I ——
3. Place of training ‘ !
4. Zortent coverage A - T T
5. Timings i*'—gu:i:._é@_?[: d Suitable
) __llot suitable Mot suitable :
6. Dui=ation ! gnough Enough i
| Not enouah | MNot en '
| ot enough Not enough
7. whathor undargone P i E . I 2 '
training in the TCRC | YES L NO |

ce 2.



Details abbout the
racived

}iln

4.0 Totnl

t=rrsg

1 0. cf voclun-~
in thes NS3

SC/ST

CTHERS

4,1 Mo. ot wvoluntesrs
entoll. 34 in the
MPE 1, .

3C /5T
B.C'
M.B.C.

CTtERS

4.2 Details of the
training for

volunt: ars.

1. DURATION

2. NO.PARTICIFATED

SC/5T
B.C.
M.B.C.
OTIERS

No, of velunteers
who have completed
the programe,

4.3

SC/sT
B.C,

M.B.C.
CTHERS

-} O

2

NC. CF KITS
.
! :
NQ, OF KITS

DATE, OF ISSWE
-

v f

TEMELE

TOTAL

I

— s T

]
T

TCTAL DAYS

—— - e s ———

l. N | —_—
L R T R
it v B

- — - ———

-

|
——-—~——:j I:::?—~~—:
I B



4.4 o, of lharuars
covell o in thae
Trosr-mame,

sC/sT
B.C.
M.li.C,

C1HERS

4.5 Nc, of L.grners

vho hizve complestad

the »iogramusz.

SC/ST

B.C.
M,B.C.

OTHERS

5.0 Monitzring and
avalration

FOMLLIE

TOLL

Have the follcwing baen collerctsd?

1. Initial Cara

2. Lzarner's Notes Book

3. klphabat Card

. )
‘1’. Ju

5.1 Hgve you s.nt your
repor © cagularly to

th. Zoliowing:

L. &S programmpe
Co-ordinator

2. District iadult
EGucation Officer

3. State Resource

Centre

valuation shc.czt

5. I'inal card

1

YSs | 'NO

YES . NGO

I I
YES | NO
“wes | owo

YES i NO

|
|
[ S _._.-i

eeod.

TOTAL
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6.0 Prol:l-ms 7aced
during the
im~lomcatotion
of tht.‘!
programti-,

g el Yam g

!

7.0 Sugg:ustions to
improve the
pPrograifae,

Inn PG D

1,

2.

P
N

SIGNATURE OF THE PROGRAMME OFFICER

- ——— o o —— T oy = —— - — a— ——— o~ — - - -~
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1.0

149

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.6

1.6

2.0

AFFINDIX

. ~)70(52

- ITT

MADRAS INSTITUTE OF DEVELOPMENT STUDIES

( Unit for Evaluation of Adult Education Programme in Tamil Nadu)

An Evaluation of Mass Programme of Functional Literacy 1989 - 90

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR THE VOLUNTEERS

Jolun (et

Name of the learner—

Name of the Institution
with Full Postal address

Sex M E
Age
Class HIGHER UNDER POST POLY-
SECONDARY GRADUATE GRADUATE TECHNIC
Year Year Year
+1}+2||1}2{3 |1=2\1=_2=3
E i int .S.S.
[:‘:e;’e‘;'::‘; in the N.S LESS THAN |MORE THAN ONE| MORE THAN
ONE YEAR & LESS TWO
YEAR THAN 2 YEARS YEARS
Experience in the M.P.F.L.
{(in years) LESS THAN [MORE THAN ONE} MORE THAN
ONE YEAR & LE3S TWO
YEAR THAN 2 YEARS® YEARS
Training in the M.P.F.L.
1. Years of Training 1986 1987 1988 | 1989 1990
2. No. of days | ‘
3. Place of Training
4. Content coverage ENOUGH NOT ENOQUGH
b, Timings . SUITABLE ‘NOT SUITABLE
,_m‘ O"I'O'j v
6. .Content coverage ENOUGH NOT ENOUGH

Conti, 2




3.0 No. and date of receipt of the kit.

3.1 Opinion about the Literacy kit.
1. Physical Get up

2. Contents

4.0 Date of commencement of the
programme.

4.1 Date of sending the initial reports,

4.2 No. of learners enrolled.

4.3 Timings of teaching

4.4 Place of Teaching.

4.5 Date of completion of the
programme.

NO. OF

KITS DATE | MONTH YEAR

GOO0OD NEEDS IMPROVEMENT

ENOUGH NOT ENOUGH

DATE MONTH YEAR

MALE FEMALE TOTAL

SC

ST

BC

MBC

OTHERS

HOUSE OF THE

LEARNER VOLUNTEER PUBLIC PLACE

DATE MONTH YEAR

Conti. 3




4.6

4.7

4.8

49

(&)
Q

5.1

==)72(=="

3
Date of sending of completion DATE MONTH YEAR
report. ————
No. of learners who have completed
the programme. MALE FEMALE TOTAL
ScC
ST
BC
MBC
OTHERS
Supporting material used for
teaching.
( Details may be given)
Co-operation of the learner. VERY CcO- | NOTY
CO-OPERATIVE OPERATIVE l CO-OPERATIVE
Co-operation received from the VERY CO- NOT
p : CO-OPERATIVE | OPERATIVE | CO-OPERATIVE
Programme Officer. .
Date of visit by the Programme ~ DATE MONTH YEAR

Officer.

Conti. 4




6.2 Details of visitors other than the
programme officer

6.0 Problems faced during the imple-
mentation of the programmes

7.0 Suggestions to improve the
programme ( specific remarks with
regard to training, materials and
duration of the programme )

~) 73 (==

4

NAME AND
DESIGNATION

DATE OF VISIT

DATE

MONTH | YEAR

S.No. TRAINING

MATERIALS

DURATION

1.

1

SIGNATURE OF THE VOLUNTEER WITH DATE
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MADRAS INSTITUTE OF DEVELOPMENT STUDIES

( Unit for Evaluation of Adult Education Programme in Tamil Nadu)

An Evaluation of Mass Programme of Functional Literacy 1989 - 90

INTERVIEW SCIHEDULRE

FOR TIIE LEARNER

1.0 Name of the learner

1.1 Full Postal address

1.2 Sex

1.3 Age

1.4 Marital status

1.5 Community

1.6 Occupation

1.7 Annual income of the family

M l F l

MARRIED UNMARRIED ) WIDOW / ER \

SC ST BC| MBC Others l
1. Agricultural labourer
2. Skilled worker
3. Unskilled worker
4, House wife
Others (Mention Details)
5.
BELOW |Rs. 2001/-|Rs. 4001/} ABOVE
Rs. 2000/-| to 4000/- | to 6000/- | Rs. 6000/-

Conti. 2



1.8 No. of members in the family

1.9 Prior Educational level

2.0 Reasons for joining this programme

3.0 From among the following learning
materiais, what were actually
received and used by you.

-—) 75—

2

MALE |FEMALE | TOTAL
1. | Adults
2. } Children ‘
lliterate '
School dropout Std.

Centre dropout

Adult Education ‘

1. To read newspapers

2. To read letters

3. ] To write applications

4, To read simple notices

5. To write accounts

6 Others ( Give details)

ron)
7‘ Yo LN A Q{.‘“C BN 0
¢ T awrmeve Yews Skl

1. Book No. 5

2. Exercise Book

3. Work Book

4, Pencil

5. Alphabet cards

Conti. 3



4,0 Impres<ion about the co-operation /
help received from the volunteer.

4.1 Whether your expectations have
been achievcdT

5.0 Problems, if any, during the

) 76 {

Very Co-operative

Co-operative

Not Co-operative

YES NO

programme. 1. | MATERIALS YES/NO
2. | TEACHING YES /NO
3. OTHERS { GIVE DETAILS)
5.1 if yes, brief details.
6.0 Suggestions to improve the —
pace of learning 1. MATERIALS
2. TEACHING
3. OTHERS ( GIVE DETAILS)
7.0 Learner Evaluation
RATING l GOOD AVERAGE ,B\E,LE%\QIGE
IR :
1 READING
2 | WRITING
3.

NUMERACY‘

Conti. 4



7.1

—77 (==

4
Knowledge of General awareness
GooD | AveraGe | BEERW..
i1 Knowledge
- level
2 Action

level

1

SIGNATURE OF THE INTERVIEWER WITH DATE
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APYENDIX - V

.y T e e - — . - - — —— -

—— T o A8 ot s o = it e o —_—

1.1 Pencil

1.2 BEook No. 5

II. Items for a wvolunteer:

o S = 2 s =t = - —— o - ————

2.1 Bag

2.2 Book tio. 1

2.3 Book Mo. 2 '

2.4 Eook Ro. 3

2.5 Book llo. 4

2.6 Bvaluation GShezet 3 Nos,

2.7 Voluntear #rofile z-hos.
2.8 Monitoring Caras 4 MNos,

111, Materials for the voluntesr to teach

n e . T T e " - T o v . T s e P -y et > e g o P

3.1 Amma Szries @

3.2 Alpbabet Card - 549
3.3 Alphatet Card - 909
3.4 Alphaltet Card - 2470
3.5 Note Eook 9

- - - e - - — — - —— " —— T — - - " —ann o = -

@ Thesz to Le handed to the Frogramme Cfficer
at the =znd of the programme.

DA



—)73 (==

Avealioll - VI

N

List of universitlss involvad in the Mass FProjra mce
A —-—

e > — m® ot P - o - - e e e . . > = - T - ——— — ——— —— = o o= = —m . -l s

P it e et o S —— > o — " 2

Name of the No., of kitc
Univzrsity suppli :d
(1) (2
e e e e ——————— § R
1. Tamil Madu ygricultural 1,200
Univearsity,
2. lladur gi-lamaraj University
(inclusive of Manonmaniam 12,200

Sundaranar University).

3. Bhrarathiyvar University 1,138
4. Bharattidasan Univer_ iy % 1,360
5. Ga ¢higrar Rural Insti tute i
- 1 : 300
(De-med University). :
6. Annamalai University 1,000
7. Alagappa University 200
8. SriAvinashilinyam Home
scizonee Institute for 4,000
lomen (Dr2med University) f
:

- P e e 0 T s "t ot i > o S v ———— = g~ - — " —— i - = " ——n o
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AFTZVDIX - VII

- o - s -

-....-—-...—._--.-—._——.-—-—_——_—_-——-—.-—

(As_given in Appendix-I of U,L.M, document)

R Aol 3 bl b S ym Apieh P i Rty hb e

(a) Reading aloud with notmal accent siw.le
passage Oon a topic related to the interest
of t e learners at a speed of 30 words rver
minute,

(L) Reading silently small paragraph in simple
laniguage at a speed of 35 words per minute.

(c) Keading with uncerstanding road signs pousters,
simple instructions and newspapers for nzo-
1it°rates etc,

(a) ability to follow simple written messagts
relating to one's wor king and living
eanvironment,

YRITING o

- o -

{a) Cepying with understanding at 5 speed of
seven words per minute,

(£) Taking dictation at a speed of five words
per minute

(c) triting wvith proper spacing and alicnment,

(d) 'riting independently short letters and
applications and forms of day—to—dqy use
to the learners.

- ——— -

(a) To read and write 1--1CO0 numesrals.

(k) Loing sitile calculations vijtlrout fract on
involving addition, sutraction upto thrue
de 1its gnd multiplication and divisions
by two digits.

(c) torking knovledge of metric units of veijlts,
measures, currsncy, distance and arsa and
units of time,

(d) Croad idea of propecrtion and intearast
(without involvindg fractions) and tleir

use in weorking and living conditions,
1\ .
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APFENDIX -~ VIII

e ™

MOMS FCR ASSISIING THE LAANIGES' AILITY IN RIAJLNG,

o o ——— . - o —— " g T g M i ot B B e G e . o Y o o o W

W ITING AND NUMERACY SKILLS,

. Y h >0 A ———— - —— - —————

i. Good: Those vlo were able to read llavs
pabPer hzadings without spelling
out wvords,

ii. Average:

Those vho vere able to r-~ad
Mews paper teadings Ly spelling
out words.

Those *'ho vere not atlé to rzad
anything,

II. 'RITING:

i. Good: Thiose vwho vere able to writas a
few dictated gimpla vords wit.ouvt
any mistake,

Thosze 1'ho vere akle to vrite g few
dictatadé sitple vords witiort
mistakes.

- —— o

Thosz wlo ware not able Lo
write any sim:le vord at zll.

IIT. NUNZRACY :
i. Good: Thosz who could do sums in
addition and suktraction in cne
or two di~its,

ii. Average:

Those wiio coula identify only
nurbers urto 100 but nct -~Lle

to do sums in addition and
stbtraction in one or t-o di~its,

iii, Lelow Average:

- - s ——

Thosz vho did not have any ability
even in identifying numbers.



+ PROFORMA_TO ASCURTALll THE G:NERAL AWARENZSS OF LRARNERS

1)

) B2 (="

AR SNDIX - IX

— - - - - -

. . —— e W

What are your rights
regarding property
ownership?

Have you heard of schemes
like I.0.D.P,, N.R.D.E.,
R.L.G.E.P.,,and DWAGRAT?
If so, wihet you mow

—w.@bout them?

3)

4)

What loans are avallable
thro' Goverunment, Banks

"etc. for improving th=z':

lot of rural people?

What facilities are
available for women in
particular at the present
juncture? Please state’
details.

What is considered as a
small fanily? Please
state the advantages of
a snall family.

Qe

Yo et S D Y Ymmg Pk, Pl Pl p bRt R Ran B o Pon P S o SR - B R B e P P

Pl ol Il pum o, Y Yol P Yt pomd Il Pk P e a E el e £ £ an o o

— ——— — —— - - s e S o -

Contd..(Z).-
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6) Why shculd we grow more
trees? What will
happen if we destroy
the existing trees?

7) What do you know about
Small Savings?

8) Whan do=s a Man and Woman
get the right to vote?

9) Is there any reservation
for VWoman in Local Bodies
and our Legislatures?

10) What is the prescribed
age for marriage for
both boys and gircls?

Dunt pead Yol yme Yl Wwel Doae{ Dl ol Jutel Yk pmd g Juol Smml Y Jnn Pruf Yl Fwwt Ymg Yewnt Pund g pra Jum( Jmmg Juml Jum Juwel P i It Jum Iomg Il Y pund el D P P Yo Juan I I pumed Dt S Jumal

SIGNATURE CF THE EZIPTSRVLENER
" NLTH: LATE
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AP-ENDIX = X

- o - . o - o

AR®AS IN THE UNIVERSITIES - (DISTFICL‘S)

- e e - S - A - AR = - - S - S e A e e - s e

————————————————————————————————— r—"—-——-——--——.———.«——-————‘-
Name of the University Areas (Digtricts)
1. Gandhigram Rural Institute Unitary University
(Deemed University),
Gandhigram,
2. |Alagappa University, ot
Karaikudi. ,
3. IMadur ai~Kamaraj University, 1. Dindigul (uaid-e-
Madurai. Milleth.
2. Madurai,
3. Pasumpon Thevar
. Thirumzganar.
f 4. Ramanathaptram,
! 50 Kama[aj.
f
4. [Annamalail University, Unitary University
‘Aannamalainagar
5. IBharathidasan University, 1. Tiruchiraralll.
Tiruchiraralli, 2. Thanjavur.

3. Fudukottal

6. |Sti Avinashilingam Institute
for Home Science and Higher Unitary University
Education for 'omen,
(Deemed University),

Coimbatore.

7.G.D, Naidu Tamil Nadu 1, CoimLatore,
Agricultural University, 2. Madurai
Coimbatore. 3. Nellai-kattabomman,

4., Chidawbaranar.
5. Thanjavur,
6. Salen
} 7. Madras.
.lgh?;gtldyar University, 1. ColmbLatore.
oimbatore. 2. The Milgiris.
3. Periyar.
SR - S SOy Sy Sy e I .

NIEPA DC ‘

VBRI

LIBRARY & BOZUMENTAT.OW Cel i
National {aszitue of HEducational
Plann’: 3 und. Administration.
i7-B, :¢v Aurobindo Marg,

Nevaa 1hi-11L0616 70[”€' .
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