CHAPTER 1V

GRONTY OF EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES

The elementary cducation couipriscs two stages namely primary
stage and middle stage. - The growth of facilities in respect .
of these two stages has been discussed separately. The avait-

ability of facilities has bheeu discussed on two linportant

variables viz. habitations and rural population.

[.PRIVARY STAGE

The growth of facilities for priwmary stagcAhas been disg-

cussed under the followiny heads:

1. Growth of facilities ‘within the habitatidﬁ‘i
(1957-86)

A

Growth of facilitiecs within various distance limits "
>

with special reference to 1 km distance Iimit (1973-86) .. _2

‘ B

[
.

3. Growth of facilitics for habitations in.various popul-
ation slabs with special reference to habitations
with population 300 or nmore {1273-86) '

4. Unserved habitations and - unserved population
(1973-86) :

5. Growth of c¢ducational facilitics in the sclected
States {(1973-86) ‘

g. Labalances in the availability of facilities between
States and within selected States(1978,19%6)

7. Fducational facilitics for habitations predoninantly
populated by Scheduled Castes{1978-886)

8. REducationaul facilitics for habitations predomwinantly
populated by Scheduled Tribes(1972-84)

4.1, 1 GROYTH OF FACILITIES WITHIN THE HADITATION(1957-86)

For achieving universulisation of primary oducation,

it is necessary that cvery child has a primary school or a school
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with primary classes.witnfﬁ'iﬁe habit;tfon Sf‘éeéidénéér ’ff:
is ggnerally observed";hat gérents in geheééi and p;rent;~ﬁf
girls‘_in par;icular are réluctant to éénd ithéir _§§i1dr¢h Léé}
'schoo}s located in a habi;dtjqﬁ othgrvthénxfhe:héBikétf¢ﬁﬂd}{
their residence. ﬁ | - -
Children arc of . very tender age when 'ihéy~_j6}$ p}iﬁaiy
stage classes. Expectiné‘ihem to go to scho;[aafteggcoVefiﬁg
a long distance isknothiﬁg short of .cruelty. . %@gégéf~i§}§éﬁﬁ,
ﬁﬁrsh'and'rough in some parts of the countr&; .SometiheS“Ebé:
ﬁchildren have to come back home in thelaftérnoohJiﬁ.tﬁé SQO;EHLV
:'lng heat of the sun.’ In the }ainy season, .they ha;éztp'nmke[
their way fhréugh the floodéd fields. In wiéééf*tﬁ@%hayqﬂé§ 
face 'the cﬁilly winds. ‘Sometlﬁes thé ch‘ildf.;;[i-hazip?d“fo;:péég‘~
through thick forests’ infcsfe@ with wild éﬂimajé. ﬁ Tﬁé%ﬁd#éi
to climb up or come down hilloqks to reaéh;sbhoéln Paréygg;
-do not want to ecxpose the}r chiidren to riskg. fhef a?e~ve£y:
much worried about the safety of gheif children fn’ généfé;‘
- and daughters in -particular. Iﬁof@ovgr, “the drsigncg -6f' béé?
school from the home makes the absence of‘the chiId fro&'hdﬁé,
longer. Gfrls are verynhélpfur at home. Pérenis caﬁnotiéffﬁfé
theirhabsence from home for a long time. _These féét&fé'héCeéé-

itated that the primary schools are provided 'in the'habitation

of residence.
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Statement 4.1

Percentage of Habitations and Population served by
Primary Sections "Withym the Habitation’

- Ge M e e e e e W e e e A e e W e s Am e e e e A WS W e e e e B e e e W he e we AR e e e aw m G e em e W e S T e e e

Survey  YEAr =  seeceeemcccmem e e
Habitations Population
i 1957 27.286 59.75
[1 1965 37.48 . 71.48
IT1 1873 44.23 76.12
v 1973 45,8580 78.53 -
Vv 19586 51,36 30.34

- A e e e an e e e e s G W W e e e S W e e R R bR e e e e we Wb e mm R e e MR AR W W S A e e e me e e e e e = e e

. Facilities within the habitations have lmproved consider-
ably. In 1957, 27.26% habitations had this facility but in
1988 wmorc than one-half (51.306%) habitatiouns had this facility.
There has been a steady improvement in the facillties over
the years. laprovement iu the facilities was significant and
marked duriung the periods 1957-63 andl965-73. Though there
has been trewmcndous fmproveaent in faciiitiesi yet wuch needs
to be done to provide every habitation a school.

In teriis of population also, the improvement is wnot less
significant. In 1957, 37.75% rural population was scrved within
the habitation of residence and in 19845, this percentage rose
to 80.24. Ilere too, the iauprovencnt in facilities was signi-

ficant and .iarked during the periods 1957-85 and 18865-73.
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Many new primary schpols were opened to achieve the constitutibnal a
commitment of free and compulsory education for all ﬁéhildren.- In 1986, about
four-fifths population had a primary school .or' a school haw-/ing primary stage

classes within the habitation of residence. This is a significant achievement.

In 1986, among States, Nagaland State had as high percentage of-population

served in the habitation of residence as 98.85 and Himachal Pradesh as low as

' 46,51, . The States having more than 90% rural popuiation served within the'

habiiation of residence were Andhra Pradesh (92.72), Gujarat (97.83), ~Haryana"
(96.68), Karnataka (92.50), Maharashtra (92.42), Mizoram (98.05), Nagaland (98.85)
and Punjab (96.80). The Union Territories of Chandigarh (96.92), “‘Delhi (98.06)
and Lakshadweep (100,00} belonged to this category. The States wlth less than
70% populatior;thus served were Arunachal Pradesh (65.85%), Goa (57.72), Himachal
Pradesh (46.51), Tripura {57.04) and ‘Uttar Pradesh (55.69). " The Umon Territories
of A & N Islands (68.41) and Dadra and ‘Nagar Haveli (50.74) belonged l:o J:hls

category.

GROWTH OF FACILITIBS WITHIN VARIOUS DISTANCE LIMITS

In the First and Second Surveys the distance unit was mile and in the

subsequent surveys the distance unit was kilometre. As such a comparison among .

‘the Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys has been attembted.
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Statement 4,2

tlabitations served for Priwary stage rwithin'
various distarnce limits ‘

Survey « Habitations Served within

Within the 0.5, km' 1.0 km £.5 kin 2.0 kuan

Habitation’

1 2 3 4 5 5
Third 422766 533924 720809 758289 859301
(1973) (44.33) (55.78)  (75.58) (80.55) (90. 10}, *
Tourth 131405 BIENAT NS (13007 : layAiRipit HHub (i -
(1978) (46.80) (61.47)  (80.23) (£5.69) (93.16)
Fifth 502806 A55561 826835 870083 930157
(1086) {51.36) (66.96)  (84.45) (88.87) (95.00)

Note: Figures in parentheses indicate percentages

It is observed that a higher percentage of habitations was served for each

distance limit os one oved frouigne survey to another . - For cxample, the

percentage of habitations served for prizuary -stage "within the habitation' was

44.33 fn 1973, 44.80 in 197% and 50135 in 1986, Same s ‘true for . the distance

Migits 'within 0.5 kut, "within 1 k', 'withinl5 k' and 'within 2 kia',
all those distance liiuits the percentages of fabitations served in 1978
higher than those in 1973 and ‘those in 1985 were higher than ‘those in

"Within 1 k.u' distance limit, the percentaie of habitations served rosc

For
were
1978.

frou

75.53 in 1073 to 84.45 in 1978, "Vithin 2 km' distance liinit over 20% habitations

were served.  In 1280, this pereentage was as hizh as 95, Ouly 48903 habitations

had facility for priumiary stage beyond 2 kaio It can be said that the availability

n7R-34

of educational facilities fuiproved considerably during the period 18787
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POPULATION

What has be@fsaid about the habitations is also true for populat‘ion. ’

. Statement 4.3

Percentage of Population served for
Primary stage within various distance limits

Percentage of Population served within

Survey )
Within the 0.5 km 1.0km 1.5 km 2.0 km
e e e - Rubitation . L Cill.l_...
1 2 3 4 ) 6

Third ‘ ' :

(1973) 76.12 : 81.86 90.34 9265 = . 96,58

Fourth . , , :

(1978) 78.53 85.13 ©92.82-  95.02 97.85
_Fifth : - : .

(1986) 80.34" 87.38 94.60  96.36 98.58

R

It is observed that a higher percentage of population was served fof' each
distance limit as one moved from 1973 to 1978 and from 1978 to 1986. \F‘or
example 76.12% rural population was served 'within the habitation' in 1973, This
percentage rose to 78.53 In 1978 and to 80.34 In 1986. Same Is true for each
of the distance limits 'within 0.5 km', 'within 1 km' within L5 km and within
2 km. Within 1 km distance -Hmit 90.34%, 92.82% and 94,60% popula'tion‘ were
served in 1973, 1978 and 1986 réspectively. If the distance criterion of 2 km
1§ applied theri universal provision of educational facilities 'has almost been achiéved
In 1986, 98.58% rural population was served 'within 2 km' distance limit. Only

1.42% rural popultion had facilities beyond 2 km.
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HABITATIONS AND POPULATION SERVED A
PER DISTANCE. CRITERION S

In the First Survey (1957), if a hahxtdtxo'x had @ school vrxth primary classes‘
either wn:hm the habitation of residence or withn a distance of one inile" (m
certain ‘cases even up to 1.5 x.nles) the hab:tatxon was - dcemed to he seryed-
for primary stage or ~deemed to have. fac:lhtles for pnmary stage. Accoi‘din“,
to thxs distance criterion 71, 9?% habitations sccounting for 82.09% rural popuiat-
jon were served for prlmary stage. .

,In the Second Survey (1985), the distance - criterion. agaih whé ;‘of ‘one mile.
As such any habitation : having a scnool with primary classes exthcr withiw tho

habitation of residencc or within a distance of 1 *-nle was de,e,med to be served

for primary stage. Accordingly,-ln 1965, ;)7.23 % rural hab:t‘tions havmg, 94 Dmo

rural populatnon were served for priniary stage.

In the Third Fourth and Fifth Surveys the dlstance cntenon was reducedj
from '1 mile to ‘lkm. Thus, if a hm)lt.xtl()n had a school with pnmary classes'
either thhm the habltatlon of rusu!encc or mthin a distance of I\m then theo
ha )imtion was deemed to be suvu] for prnwry sta ge. - " e

The pcrccntage of habitations served for prmxary stgwe rose from 75.58
in’ 1973 to 84.45 in 1726, There has been mstcac) rise -in the p(,rccntagc of
habitations served for pnrm,ry btddc from 1973 to 1989.

The Index of Primary Ffducation dulltxes(IPFH rose from 9d.34 in' l‘-)v"7‘3.

to 94,60 in 19358, This indicates tHat the country Is on the thresh-hold of uni-

versal provision of educational facilitles for the primary stage.

The Index of Priary Y‘(lucation !d(.l“tl(’s for a Statc Jneans thc pcrccntaée
of rural populatxon in the State whlch have’ pnmary ulucatxonal facilities i

their own habitation or within a walking distdnce of ki,
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t

In 1986, IPEF for the country was 94.60. For‘ some of the States the
IPEF was almost 100. These States were Andhra Pradesh (99.17), Gujarat(99.45),
Haryana(99.37),Nagaland(99. 45) Punjab(99 60) and the Union Terntories of Chandigarh
(99.67). Laksha,dweep (100.0),Delhi(100.0) ~and Pondicherr‘y(99.02).‘ These States
and Union Territories have aimost achieved the universal provision of educational
_ facilities for primary stage. The States and Union Territories other than those
mentioned earlier, having IPEF higher than that for the country were Bihar,
Karnataka, Maharashtra, Manipur, Mizoram, Tamil Nadu, West Bengal and l;éman
and Diu. IPEF was less than 90% in respect of Arunachal Pradesh(73.35), Himachal ’
Pradesh(76.64), Meghalaya(89.22), Sikkim(83.10), Tripura(84.11), Uttar Pradesh(88.56),
A & N Islands(83.02) and Dadra and Nagar 'Haveli(85.19). xThese States and Union
Territories need to open more primary schools to achieve the objective of universal

provision of educational facilities.

4.1.3 GROWTH OF FACILITIES FOR HABITATIONS IN VARIOUS POPULATION SLABS

It is observed that habitations with large population usually have facility
for primary stage in the habitation itself or within a walking distance of 1 km.

Statement 4.4

Percentage of Habitations served for primary stage
. wihtin 1 km in Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys

Percentage of Habitations Served

Population Third Survey Fourth Survey Fifth Survey
Slab (1973) (1978) - . (1986)
I 2 - 3 .4
1000 and above 97.59 98,27 98.26
500-999 : 92.93 94.76 95.01
400-499 87.60 89.67 92.03
300-399 79.36 ) 85.02 . 86.49
200-299 71.82 - 77.82 : : 81.80
100-199 62.99 ' 69.37 74.15
Below 100 54.20 ' 59.65 64,47

g 00 D A A ) LR o o e Bl e 4 i i 1 8 2 A e

All-India T 75.58 i 80.2 84,48
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The survey data amply ‘supports this contention. 198.26% habitations with
populatfon 1000 or more were served for primary. staée In the Fifth Survey.
For the next lower popula;iorf,slab '500-999' the position was equé‘lly good, 'In
the population slab ’400—499' over ninety per ceﬁt habitations were served, In
the lowest population slab 'below 100' around two-third (64.47%) habitations were
served for primary stage.

Tﬁe data in the statement 4.4 indicate the following facts:

i) For each survey the percentage of habitatlons served goes on decreas-

ing as we move from one population slab to the next lower population .
slab, and so on. This is true in respeci of all the three surveys,

if) B);'and large the percentage of habitations served in the same slab

goes on incréaslng as we move from Third to Fourth and from Fourth
to Fifth Survey.
- ii) ~ Over-all the schooling facilitles have improved from Third to

Fourth Survey and from Fourth to .Fifth Survey.

HABITATIONS WITH POPULATION 300 OR MORE

Most of the States try to provide a primary school to a habitation with
population 300 or more. A population of 300 has around 40 children In the age-

group 6 to below Il years and this number justifies the opening of a single-teacher

primary school.
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Statement 4.5

Habitations with Population 300 or njore
Served for Priuiary Stage

poy—

Survey Total iio. Served within the Served within 1 km
Habitations  FHabitation -

Mo, , No. gy
1 2 3 4 5 T8

Third 457954 543258 74,96 414398 90,40

(te73) .

Fourth ) -

(1078) 466707 360789 77.21 434293 $3.05

Fifth ‘

{1986) 530176 403174 76,09 498426 04.01

B o e o st e o A

~ith the over-all incrcase in population over the years, the nuiiber

of habitations with population 300 or .iorc has also increased. In 1973, there
were 457984 habitations with population 200 or niore and corresponding nuiaber
.was 4A6707 in 1975 and 53017% in 19%A.  The percentage of these habitatioﬁs
having a school with primary classes in them rose from 74.96 in 1973 to 76,99
in 1988, Thuere was a slicht fall in percentuge of such -habitations froin 77.31
in 1978 to 75.99 in 198C. This night bc due to the fact that soine habitations
which were Meclow 300" and did not have a school with primeary clasgc:s iin 1975,
happeued to coine to the category '200 or aore' in 1986 but could‘ not get a
school with primary classes. As far as the percentage of habitations served within
a distance of 1 k.n is concerned, this percentage rose frow 90.49 in 1:973 to 94.01
in 1086, "

In 1036 among States, apaland had the highest percentage (9%.59) of habit-
ations with population 300 or zore having primary schools/sections in them,
followed by.tizoram (°7.7%), “wmrat (25.50), and Punjab {75.25).  Ustar Pradesh
had the lowest percentane (47.61) of habitations with a priwary section in the:.

The States of littar Pradesh(ﬂ.“.l%),Tripura(ﬁ%.ﬁﬁ"'), Dgu (39.509%), Thmachal



102

Pradesh(64.12%)), West Bengal(73.07°%) and !'}itxar(;ifi.?d/;)clonstituted the six Stétes,
on the lower side of the scale. Among Union Territories Lakshadweep had primyarvy
sectiong in 95.487% bhabitations and Chandigarh had in S?ﬂill%%. In A & M Islands
A72.51), Dadra and Nagar aveli(65.68) and in Daman ADiu(80.00), this percentage -
was on the lower side.

Almost al! habitations with population 200 or more had primary éecfions
within 1 k.i in the States of Punjub (99.52%), Nagaland (99.587%), Andhra Pradesh
(99.07%) and Gujarat (99.23%). The Union Territories of Delhi II.,akshadweep and
‘Clmndigarh had primary sections within 1 kit of ﬁll hi)bitatf(}ﬂS’bf this type.
In all the States and Union Territorics, the percentage of habi‘mtioﬁs having
primary sections within a distance of lka, was over 80% excépﬂ in Arunachal
Pradesh (37.80), Kerala (88.34), -Tripura {86.77), !lwachal Pradesh (39.41), Uttar
Pradesh (86.01), A % N Islands (88.30) and DNadra * Nagar P'iaveli (89.90), Effo:rts’

should be made to provide prisiary schoolsto all the habitations with population

300 or nore in the near future.

4.1.4 UNSERVED HARITATIONS AND UNSERVED POPULATION{1973-86)

Any habitation which did not have a ‘primmary school or a school with pri‘mary‘
classes within a walking distance of 1 kin was deeined to be an unserved habitation
for primary stdge in the Third, Fourth and F‘ifth_Surveys. Yith the opening of
primiary schools over years, the number of unserved habitations has been on the
decline. The number of unserved habitations i the Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys
was- 232925, 1906867 and 152238 rcspccti;'cly. The unserved habitations constituted
;24.92T'; in the Third Survey, 19.77% in the Fourth Survey ‘and 15.55% in the

Fifth Sui’vey.
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Stateinent 4.6

Habitations unserved for Primary Stage

—— -~ 2

Habitations unserved

Population Third Survey Fourth Survey  Fifth. Survey ‘

Slab ’ (1973) {1978) {1936)
1 ) 2 - 3 ’ 4
1000 & Above 2818 (1.21) 2208 (.18} 2802 (1.84)
500-999 123071 (5.26) 8104 (4,73) 9854 (6.47)
400-499 909.’3 (3.21) 7059 | {3.70) 5802 (3.;31)
30Q~399 2342 (5.20)  13<85 {7.33) 13292 (2.73) |
200-299 35265 {15.14) 22130 o (15.31) 23736 (15.59)
1_00-199 55846 \ (722.27) 55263 . {78.28) | 43819 (28.79)l
I_’:elczw 100 83248  (37.L97) 738601 (38.71) 52030 (24.77)

Total 239995 (100,00} 120567  (100.00) 152230 (100.00)

Note: Flgures fn parentheses indicate percentages

Unserved habitations in the bisher population slabs constitute(a very Si'lll,ﬂ'”
proportion of the unserved habitations. It is true in respect of all the three
Surveys viz. Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys. In t'he!"ﬁ'ifth Survey unserved habit-
ations with population 1000 or .iore constituted ‘I.M’t". of the total unserved habit-
ations. Considering habitations with population 300 or nore, 21750 Aha})itations
were unserved und these constituted around one-fifth of the total unscrved habit-
ations. Aunony habitations in the lower population-slabs, 59030 (24.777%) habitations
with population less than 100, were unserved,  Similar trends were observed

in the Third and FTourth “urveys.
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The distribution pattern of unserved habitations in various population slabs
is almost identical in all the threc surveys. Cnly a- féw unserved habitations
belong to higher poupulation slabs and majority of thcn helong to lower population
slabs, For example, in the TFifth Survey 2502(1.84%), 0854 (6.47%) and 5802
(3.8174) unserved habitutions belonged to population slabs 1000 and above, '500-
999" and '400-499' respectively. Thus only 12.12% unserved habitations had pop-
ulation 400 or more; 8.73% habitations helonged to the population slab '300-399%
15,59% to '200-299' slab, 28.79"% to '100-199' slab and 34.%7"5‘3 to the slab Melow
100'.  Around four-fifth habitations had population less than 300 and ncarly t\,;/o-

_ third habitations had population less than 200.

STATE-WISE, POSITION OF UN-SERVED UANITATIONS

In the Fifth Survey 2802 unserved habitations had population 1000 or :aore.

Of these 42 habitations had population'SO00 or wmore'. Of thesé ‘42 habitations
38 belonged to the State of Xerala. The surveys take into account only recognised
schools.This might be the rcason of having such @ large number of unscrved habit-
ations with population 5000 or isore. TI;%: other States having unserved habitations

“ iy

with population 5000 or ore were Andhra Pradesh (1), Assam (1) and ‘Yest Pengal
(1); 424 Viabitations had population 2°00-4087%  Of these 271 Ahabltations
were in Kerala. Other States having wiore than 10 such habitations were Andira
Pradesh (15), ASSam (19) wihor (20), Tawuil Fladu (11), Uttar Pradesh (27) and Vest
Rengal (20). 2335 habitations had population 1000-1299,  Uttar Pradesh alone
had miore than 507 of thesc habitations. Other States having 50 or iaore such
habitations were ‘Assam (105), “thar (198), “lerala (240), Tamil Nadu {82), and
west Mengal (184). The ilnion Territorics rid not have any unserfvcd habitation

with population 2000 or ciore. Only five habitations in the population slab 1000-

1999 in A 2 14 Islands veere unscrved.
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Statemoent 4,7

Unscrved Habitations with Population 200 or isore as per Fifth Survey:

-

S.F\SO.:Sta"te ‘ 5000 % 2000-4999  1000-1999  300-939  400-499 300-  Total
’ -above . 309

! 2 3 P 5 g 7 9
1. Andhra Pradesh |1 - 15 39 25 47 141 323
2. Assam 1 19 195 625 276 448 1574
3. ‘Gihar 4 1 20 “ 196 - 933 | 569 1245 3124
4. Gujara .- - 4 43 2w 78 . 153
5. Haryuna ° - 3 2 28 1 30 77
6. Himachal Pradesh - x 83 . . 87 ' 264 . 380
7.  Jammu 2% Yashuwir- - 5 74 B 73 103 345
8. Karnataka - B 49 197 11z ..n32 687
9., Kerala a8 201 240 151 27 .30 707
10, faadhya Pradesh - ! 15 223 n40 0 162 2202
- 11.  Maharashtra - 3 | 13 127 - 117 340 - 600
12, Orissa - - - 20 273 211 599 1103
13. Punjab - - 5 -1.4 ; 619 45
14, Rajasthan - 3 42 - 835 515 '1240 2636
{5. Tamil Nacu - T 87 A0l 287 680 1461
'J&. Uttar Pradesh - o7 1215 4980 0561 5456 14300
17. West Nengal ! 20, 164 534 300 1A% 1388

All-India 42 424 23238 0554 5802 12292 21750
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Statenent 4,0

Unserved Population in various population-slabs as percérif
of total Unserved Population

-

Population Percentage of Unserved Population C
Slab —— et ———

Third Survey  Fourth Survey Fifth Survey

(1072) (1270) (1938)

1000 P Above [0.35 10.69 13.21
500899 17.41 17,42 16,30
“400~-429 3.39 2,35 8.58
300-399 14.46 12,63 13,41
200-299 18.49 12.36 - 17.61
100-199 20,22 . 21,72 19.03
Below 100 10.48 10,52 ’ 8.89
All-India 100,00 100,00 100.00 7

Considering all such unscrved habitations with population 300 or inore, 31750 hubit-
.atkm's constituting neurly one-fifth of the total unserved habi{:ations accouhtcd’
for 54,48% the unserved population. Against this 32020 (34.77°) unscrved habit-
ations with population less than 100 accounted for only 8.58% the unserved popu-
lation. If thie habitations with* population 300 or .nore are prm}idcd facilities
for priwary stage, then inorc thun onc-half of the unserved population would gct

served,

UNSERVED TTAPITATIONS AND UNSERVED POPULATION WITTE 1.5 kg AR
2 i DISTANCE CRITERIA

In the Third, Fourth and Fifth Irucational Surveys, all habitatiods not having
primary schools/selcctions within -the.a or within a distance of 1 kum wcre,deemed
unserved for orheary stuje.  Sccordingly, in the Cifth Survey 152730 {15.55"%)

habitdtions accounting for 5.407 rural population vere unserved.

P
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Statement 4.9

Unserved Habitations and Unserved Population » T
in the Fifth Survey with 1k, 1.5 k:n and 2 k.
distance criteria ! .

o e

Distance -
Criterion Unserved !labitations Unserved Population
Hugiber Percentage Population Percentage .
1 kin 152230 15.55 32071384 5.40 .
1.5 ks 108932 11.13 21644453 3.5
2 ki . 43008 5.00 5463511 1.43

If the distance criterion is raised to L5 k.a then 43248 11af>i£atiox15 covering
1.75% rural‘mpulation stand served.  That is, 108982 (ll.i3%)'hahltations accout-
ing for 3.55°% rural population remain unserved. If the distance critério;x is further
raised to 2 lun then 47908 (5.0%) habitulious accounting for 1.43% rural ;Jépixlétidn
would be unserved. In other words, 483908 (5.07) habitations w‘ould not ‘be'halving

facility for priraary stage within o distance of 2 ki,

L1.5CROWTH OF EQUCATIONAL FACILITIES I THE SELECTED STATES (1973-86)

The purcentage of habitations served does not give the correct picture. regard-
ing “the availability of cducational facilitics for a certain area, ‘zone or reglon.
All the habitations--large and swall, have been clubbed into ninc  catepories.

On onc end of the scale there arc habitotions with population less than 100 while

on the other therc are habitations with population 9000 or more. As such for

assessing the avallability of educational facllities, the percentage. of habltations

. having the educatlonal facilities may not reflect the correct positions « hoving the
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In- case o'f- population, ‘the | populution of ‘ha'xb'itatipr‘{s l};.arge .nQ:rr.'“s'ma;ll‘ having
‘the. ”facilify is :po{iled axjf'd it is worked out’ what percentage is.,“this pépuléﬁon
as of the tota}i population ofu"t'he_ gzrca. This g;'ch-)rcentuag‘e of \gﬂ‘w[‘)u'!eiti;m ‘s‘e;'-{rxed)
for schqol stage-is a betiter"ihdicator for 1sfudyiné; tﬁe:'avéilabili.t,)},r"of eAduc:aéiqna!,
-f_acﬁities’ for a éertain. area. Accordingly £¥1i§' indicator has Zbéen -used for stdriljringK

" the growth of educational facilities in States for primary §ta‘[ge ovlar) thé‘ygva‘rs; :
"'The\ facilitics have heen studied for two' categories 'namély:whrjh the faqili;y
:i§ available within the habitation of residence  and wﬁénkhefacﬁijty is aw}a?ia

i

able within a distance of ! ku including the percentage "of population having

"the “facility within the habitation of residence. 'Study of the growth'of educational
facility has been ‘confined to seventeen wajor States given in the following state-
ment, These selected States constitute around 97,25" population of. the countrty.

Each of thesc selected States hus: more than ten districts.

WITHIN THE UARITATION

THUIRD SUPVEY.(1973) | ok

‘In. 1073, five States of ‘the sclected ones - Himachal, Pradesh (37.73), Uttar

5

‘Pradesh (49.87), Jammu and Kashinir (59.19), siadhya Pradesh (72.40) and Orissa

(74.20), had less than 75% rural population served for pr'imar)g s‘tage’ig.x{ithiu the -

-

habitation.
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Statenu,nt 4. 10

~States and Union Tcmtones wlth percentave of
Populauon served “for Priinary- Stage thhm the
- habitation' in the year 1973 =

N o

% agé Slab

- (Populati ’ o L S S SR T
. "ge;)‘?;cl[? on Selected States  Other States - Union Territories’-"-.
pi) to 75 R f-‘xmachal ?radésh | ‘Arunachal Pradcsh Padra R Nm ar Hav
N ¢ 2 &) RN (46.48) - (43.77) .
_Uttar Pradesh - ~ Tripura- ,' ‘ “A & N Isfands
- (49.87) (5477 (50.27) -
~ Jammu & Kashmir  Goa . 7 '
(68.18) ‘ ~ (87.93)
* Madhya Pradesh : ;
(72.40) ’
" Orissa
Lo - {74.30) '
- 751:86 - Bihar - . (76.40) wieghalaya (76.80) Pondicherry(78:86)
Rajasthan -1(76.47)' T A
~Assai - (77.89) . n , ;
30.1-85 West Bengal  (81.53) - Nagaland (83.03) - ... . .
- - Tamil Nadu = (8L57) . o C -
- 85.1-90 - Kerala . (86.59) |
' * - Andhra Pradesh (87.51) ; .
* Maharashtra . (88.44) v
Karnataka =~ . {89.88) o
90.1-95 - . . Gujarat = (90.50) }\'ianipufr (91.93) . .
~ Haryana © . . (93.12) y C
“ Punjab ~© -+ -{93.39) o
'_Over 95 - BRI >_ e Sbzorant (99.76) C!iandigarli (99.23):‘,“"’

Lakshaiweep- (100.00) -

-Note: Figures in parentheses indicate peréentagcs'

Only thrce of the sclected %tates viz. Cu;arat {90. 70), iYaryana (0'* l,l) and
Punjab '(53.29), had more than ninety.percent of population served within the habit=
_ation. -Three Union Territories . -~ wiizoraim (39.76), <handigarh (30, 23). ‘and
Lakshadweep (100.0), had' alwiost achieved the umvusal s provision . of educational
facilities for prhndry stage within the habitatzon of residmuce. 1 ,

‘NcIZt Ca»twwo@ o fwge, /// D/&W_ v ,u, ,;_Qﬂﬂ,
/gﬂ-Wij ~NO. /1o - ) \ ‘ _



~ PRESENT_POSITION (1936)

11

Thé country is
educational facilities for priwiary stage.
fonal Survéy, Cujarat vhar}’ the- highést ;,crccxita;;«':: (97
" the ﬁahitation« of rcsidence

,' Pre:tdt-zsh~ (92,72},

selected States

in 1972,

noving ahead towards the goal of

‘According to the

Yarnata.ka (92.50) and r..aharashtm {92.42).

.

had .nore thaon ninety

- Statement 4.1l

States and Union-Territories with Percentasze

universal

followed by "unrxh (05.30), Haryana (96.58),

In it Uu
7

of Population Served for Primaryptage within

the Tabitation of

esidence in 198G -

provision-, of

Fifth All-India Educat-

W32} of ,>Opulanon serveri in

Andhra }

six of the.

percent population served ds against three

Perceritage slab

Selected States Other States

" Union Tefritorics

- > 910 e O S e e e i

" pon e

(Population
served) ’ )
Up to 75 . Tiiriachal Pradesh (16,51} Tripura (57.04) f‘)adra‘ and‘.Négar‘
: - Uttar Pradesh (35.49) Goa (57.72)  Haveli(50.74)
Arunachal T
Pradesh (65.35)  A&NIslands . o
Sikkiim (72.12) (53.41)
75.1-20 Drissa (77.09) Daman & Diu
Jamau. 7. Cash..ir(75.27) (77.13)
. Sihar {72.53) o
VVest Lnf‘al {(7°.71)
30.1-85 Cadhya Pradesh  (81.51) 1 ac halayd (80.87)
' Assan (31,75)
Tawil Madu’ 82.77) -
85.1-00 “2ajasthan {(3G.74) Laniur {9%.27)
- : Zerala (/7.0°7) :
00.1-85 ~iaharashtra (70.47)
: Yarnataka . (92,50
Andhira Pradesh  (92.72)
Over 95 Parvana ) (9%.5°) . sizoran {95.03)  Chandigarh(96.722)
Punjab (’)’ 10} Nagaland (9°%.°7)  Dethi(28.08)
“Cujurat (97.92) - ' Pondicherry(29.07)

Lakshadweep

- (100,00)
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The number of States from awong the selectedoneswithless than | 75%
population s;eryed got reduced from five in }973;‘:to tv.o “ii 19%‘. " The lowest
percentage (46.51) of populanon ‘served was in ‘h.ndcha‘xl "xadesh, next to it werei
55,59 In Uttgr Pradesh, 77.\° in ﬂrissa, u.e23,m Jammu ~fé “Kashmir, 8.53 in
'Bih‘ar"aﬁdh 79.71 in ‘West R-e:ﬁga‘l.x These States need to’ t'a'ké i:nx‘npéﬁé&ﬁtepé to
~open m.o.,.e prima;y schoolé SO asvt(; impro;'e the educationul’ facil‘it'i‘)es f‘gir-p;'imary

stage. - . . S Ce s

RELATIVE POSITION OF STATES - S
The rank placing of four States namc,h' Kerala, Utwr "racesh, Assam tmd“

Pun}ab remained unchanged in- both the Surveys ie in !Q73 and in’ 1986.

~ Statement 4,12 -

R -

Rank of States on percentage of popuianon served for pm*xdry
stage 'within the habimtwn in the Third and Fifth Surveys

£

State ~ Raupk in the Third Survey = . " Rank in the Fifth Sﬁrve}ﬂ

P— X
- n 4

- Punjab T
Haryana

Gujarat
Karnataka
Maharashtra .
-Andhra Pradesh:
- Kerala

Tamil Nadu

O =3 Y U e LD

"“ 1 ° ’.- .
NSO N DS W N

West- Bengal - 12
Assain 10.°7 -
Rajasthan 8 R
Pihar 13 B
Orissa ) - 15°
-mMadhya Pradesh_ - \ S
Jamunu & Xashuir 15 : - 14'
Uttar Pradesh v ’ . S TN

17 17

*- RKitnachal Pradesh

m ‘ten Gtatcs the rank placm 15 lioved up - or we‘nt down by one, or two place,s.
For three Stdt(-,s, the rauk dxfference was . three.. Rajasthdn and.- Madhva Pradesh

rlmprovc,d thelr rank phcln 'S 'md ‘Vost Mengal went downhy three piace%. .
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INCREASE IN THE PERCENTAGE OF POPULATI'ON SERVEDl )

comparison to the percentage of population served in 1973 f(exqept in -case of West
Bengal. There the decrease in percentage was 1.82. This décreasé }"Amigh"t be ;ﬁe
result of the ‘fo!iowing decision, In the 'Third and Fourth Sui'veyé a hébitation
having a school with Classes V-)i/XI)’XII i.e. school Having Class V only of the
primary stage was dee‘med to have facilllties for primary §tage whereas in the

Fifth Survey a habitation having a school of this type was not considered to have

It is observed that in 1986 a highér percentage;o‘f' ,popﬁlatk’mx*is’ served in

facllities for the primary stage.

‘Statement 4.13

-

Percentage of rural population served for primary stage within

the habitation in 1973, 1978 and 1986

Percentage of Population
served in Surveys

Increase in percentage of
. population served

-2

Il v \' -~ 1973 to 1973 to. 1973

Sho. State (1973)  (1978) © '(1986) - 86" 78 - - to 86
_ 1. Andhra Pradesh 87.51 91.84 97.72 - 10.21 4,33 - 5.88
Assam 77.88 81.34 - 8L75 3.87 3.46 0.41

3. Bihar . - 76.40 77.98 78.53 2.13 1,58 0.55 .
4. Gujarat ) 90,50 94.96 97.83 7.33 4.46 2.87
5. Haryana 93.12- 94,07 96.68 3.56 . 0.95 2.61
6. Himachal Pradesh 37.73 38.01 46.51 8.78 -0.28 8.50

7. Jammu & Kashmir 68.18 74.66 78.23 10,05 . 6.48 3.57 .
8. Karnataka " 89.88 89.17 92.50 2.62 {(-)0.71 3.33
Kerala _ 86.59 83.35 87.67 - 1.08° 3.24 4.32

10. Madhya Pradesh 72.40 77.14 31.51 9.11 - 4.74 4.37
11. Maharashtra 88.94 90.10 92.42 3.48 1.16 2.32
12. Orissa .o 74.30 76.58 77.08 2.78 2.28 0,50
13. Punjab 93.89 97.34 96.80 2.91 3.45 (-) 0.54
14. Rajasthan 76.45 82.08 36.84 10.39 5.63 -4,76
15. Tamil Nadu 81.57 81.74 83.92 2.35 0.17 2.18
16. Uttar Pradesh 49.87 52.97 55.69 5.82 3.10 2.72
17. West Bengal 81.53 85.06 79.71 (-} 1.82 3.53 5.35
All-India 76.12 78.53 80.34 4,22 2.41 1.81
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Rajasthan had the highest increase (10.39) in percentage of population served
followed by Andhra Pradesh (10.21), Jammu &- Kashmir (10.05), Madhya Pradesh
(9.11) and . Himachal Pradesh (8.78). ~ Incidently the first four States ‘namely
Rajasthan, Andhra Pradesh, Jammu & Kashmir and Madhya Pradesh are among
the nine. educationally backward states, The increase in percentage was Lhe lowest '
(1.08) in Kerala which is known as one of the educationally aclvanced States.

Considering the Third and Fourth Surveys i;e. ‘tﬁe period from 1973 t6 1978,
here too, the percentage of popuiation served in all the‘ gyelected Sta%és incr:é’ased
except In Karnataka and Kerala, There was a ’marglnavl ‘decrease (0.71) .in
Karnataka but inn Kerala the decrease was substantial. ' In Kerala there was a
decrease (13.76%) in the number of primary schools in rural areas durlrig that
period. Moreover, there are a number of un-recognised sghools. In the edu‘catioﬁal
Surveys vlf ‘the ed;xcationa! facility for any school ,stége is available to a habitgtion
in an un-recognised school, then that habitatidﬁ Is not treated served for "thé‘
school stage. Thus coming up of un—rec;)gnised schools, might be aﬁadded (faci:or
for the decrease in the percentage of population served. )

The increase in the percentage of populatlon served was thehlghest (6. 48)
in Jammu & Kashmir, followed by 5.63 in Rajasthan and 4.46 in' Gujarat. The
increase was the lowest {(0.17) in Tamil Nadu,"next’ to it were Himéchal Pradesh”
(0.28) arid Haryana (0.95). . ~ ‘

Conmderlng the Fourth and Fifth Surveys 1.e. the period from 1978 to 1986
it is observed that here too, there was increase !n‘percentage of population served
'in all States except in Punjab. where there was; a marginal decrease -(0.54). That
"~ may be due to the fall in the number of pr'i‘mary schools ,ijom Fourth to Fifth
Survey.., .The lIncrease in thé percentage of population served was the highest
(8.50) in Himachal Pradesh followed by 5.35 in West Bengal and 4.76 in Rajasthan.
The increase was the lowest (0.41) in” Assam, next to it were Orissa (O 50), ‘Bihar

(0.55) and Andhra Pradesh (0.88).



CWITHIN 1K

THIRD SURVEY(1973)

in the Third Survey, of tne sclectcd ‘statcs fivc ¢tdth viz ‘!i.nacha} Pradesh

e

(65.37), Uttar Pradesh (81.57), a)asthan (32, 97) jammu 5‘ «:ashm;r s‘,’.?o) and
'Madhya Pradesh’ (85.73) had. less than mne,ty percent of rural population served

'for primary stag,e thhm a. 'valkmg dlstanca of 1 kxp ‘

.

ntatement 4 14 : ‘ .

States and Unjon T erntones \nth pexccnta 3¢ of poguldtion served
for primary std{,c thhm 1 kii' as per Third ourvc.y

\"J“‘ w.vt'“
e,

%age : . . . o
fgg’dgp‘?i’“’ ' Selected States Other States - Union Territories -
" served) “ “ ; ' \ R

(65.37)  Arunachal (47.84). Dadra f‘gNafrar (57‘58)
. " Pradesh - - Haveli L

Up to 75 ll.-fimaqhal‘ Pradesh
CASN Islands, - (71 53)

75.1-20

L 80.1%85 - . Uttar Pradesh - (81.57) ‘Tripura - (82 36)
Cos Najasthan o (82.92)  hde; hahya (83. 66) A T
- 85.1-90 JammuZKashmir = (85.20) - . . AR
’ rladhya Pradesh (65.7y . . - N
90,1-95 Orissa oSy
" - Kerala co 7 {92.59) Soa - (91.72) . -
Tamil Nadu (92.100 - -~ :
Andhra Pradesh- =~ (93.36) -
Assamn | ’ (92.80)
Bihar (93.28)
Gujarat (24.18)
West Pengzal ) (94.23)
Qver 95-  Karnataka- - (95,14)  Lianipur . - (95.98) Pondichei:ry' {97.7¢)
- tiaharashtra (95.93) MNagaland  (95.25) . : ,
faryana - (98,24) .niizoraim (9’) 76) Chandiwrh . {92.23)

‘bl’unj,ab S desTg) Lakshadwwp Cedooy

MNote: ' Figures in parentheses indicates percentages A
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Four of. the selcctec: ‘States Viz.:\arnataka (93.14),‘ mahdrashtra (95 9’3}, Har;yaua

(98.24) and ”un}ab (9u.74), had more than . 95 pErcent: p0pulatmn Served w1thin 1 km.

I3 ,» )

'Bes:des these, three States (hmmpur, agaland 'md mimram) and threo Umon Terrltones

»‘ : A fr’q;} e t‘

,(Pondlchurﬁ Chandigarh and Ldkshadweep) had also more‘ ‘than 95 pefcentpopmatifm Se""ﬂd .

PRESENT POSITION (1986)

/\ccordmg to Tifth Ml-Indm r,ducanonal ‘su:vey {l 86), the ‘States of Andhra Pradash

"("99.17) Gu;arat -(98.45) Hc\rvana (09 37) and "uny\b (994:0) have al.nost achxeved the

¢

,umversal provmon of educational facxhtles 'wuhm 1 f\m’ The States of Blhar V(% E‘w)‘

';(arnataka (97./.7) !‘Aaharashtra (97, %) and Ta.ml ‘\Iadu (()7..;8) are likely to achif-ve

thé'uizﬁiversal prov:slon in a near: futmc. The Other Statc,s havmg more t an'nmety

v

percc,nt population served were Assam (93.5") jcxuu w and I(dshuur (90 70)* (erala (94.39),.,“:

madhya Pradesh (92 92), Onssa (92.03) and Ra;asthan (92.90)‘:} P

Statcmcnt l.lo ST o .‘»"'.:‘: Ry

thes and Union I‘crritorles thh Perccnta'r@ of Po uldticm Served
for Prinary Stage "within lkii' as per Hfthpurve.y )

i (Percentage slab _ T o R
(populatlon ‘served)’ Selected.States ":}th(ﬂ" States :«‘_1‘:“ Union_ Teﬂ‘if:m“f@S
_ Up fo 75 o = . Arunachal (73.35) . e
C Pradesh -~ - -7 o7
‘ 75.1-80 Himachal Pradesh  (76.64) A i B o <;
80.1-85 - S “Sikkim  (83.10) f*"\’lsland 7 (83.02)

Trlpum T (B4, ll) ‘,:i BT

;35.1-9(1 Uttar Pradesh ' {88,56) unieg m!'\ya (8‘).22) Dadra {" Nagar(%.lt)),
‘ ’ ' : ] Haveh : ,
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. (2 S B . ]

© - 90.1-95 Jammu&Kashmir  (90.70) Goa '+ (90.60) Daman &Diu  (94.78)
. Orissa (92.83) . ‘ - Lo
Rajasthan (92.90) T '
Madhya Pradesh  (92.92)
Assam ’ (93.58)
Kerala (94.39)
"Over 95 Bihar '(95.86) Manipur  (97.39) Pondicherry - (99.02)
' Tamil NaDU (96.02) Mizoram  (98.28) Chandigarh  (99.67)
Karnataka (97.38) Nagaland (99.45) Delhi (100.00)
West Bengal (97.38 Lakshadweep (100.00)
Maharashtra (97.95) ‘ '
Andhra Pradesh {99.17)
Haryana (99.37)
Gujarat {99.45)
Punjab ~ {99.80)

Note: Figures in Parentheses indicaﬁe percentages.
Of the seventeen States only two States namely Himachal Pradesh {76.64) ’and
Uttar Pradesh (88.56) hgd less than ninety percent populét‘io?n ‘seirvedu 'In Himachal
Pradesh, the topography of the land is a great hiﬁderance in ‘échieving the universal
provision, Uttar Pradesh need to open new primary schools to improve the educat-
lonal facllity both for 'within the habitation' category and 'within 1 km'A ‘ |

RELATIVE POSITION OF STATES

Among the selected Stétes, three States namely Punjab, Uttar Pradesh and

Himachal Pradesh had the same rank in the Third and Fifth Surveys.

Statement 4.16

Rank of States on Percentage of Population Served for Primary Stage -
'within 1 km' in the Third and Fifth Surveys

State ’ Rank in the Rank In the
Third Survey Fifth Survey

Punjab . i 1

Haryana 2 ) 3.

Maharashtra 3



(1) ~ 2 (e

Karnataka - _ 4 o = 7
West Bengal | 5 | . - 6
Gujarat o 6 . ' | 2
Bihar 7 B
Assam 8 - o , li
Andhra Pradesh . 97' . ) : ) l4
Tamil Nadu 10 ) 8
Kerala - It . ) 10
Orissa : 12 . - 14
Madhya Pradesh 13 R iZz 4
Jammu & Kashmir 14 ’ | T
Rajasthan o VVIS \ . » ;3
Uttar Pradesh ‘ 16 o 16

Himachal Pradesh 17 . : o 17

’

- In ten Stétes the ranks differed by one or two»places.‘ In four States viz,
Karpataka, Gujarat, Assam -and Andhra Pradesh; the rank placings differed by
three or more than three placeé. The rank of Karnataka moved down,from fou;‘th
* position in the Third Survey to seventh position In the Fifth Survey and that of
Assam from eighth position to eleventiiv position., The ’r,ai:k' of Gujarat moved
‘up from sixth position in the Third'Survey to second ;;ositi'()n in the Fifth Survey

and that of Andhra Pradesh from nineth position to fourth position.
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INCREASE IN THE PERCENTAGE OF PCOPULATION: SERVED. -

In the Third Survey (1873) Punjab had the h‘ighes‘;t’,'. Ab“e‘;rcenta{ée'(%.'?ti) of.
rural population served within & walking distance of 1 kni followed by Haryana
(08.24), WAaharashtra (95.93) anr_??’{arnataku (95.14).  Twelve of t‘l:;e séveﬁé@e;x
-, selected States had more than ninety percent of population scrved'with'in 1 kai,
Himachal Pradesh had the lowest percentage (G65.37) served, Next to it were'(
Uttar Pradesh (31.57), Rajasthan (25.73), .

_The percentagé of DOyj)l.l]'dti(m served for priniary stage within 1 ka incr'e‘:
ased from Third Survey {1973) to Fifth Survey (1956) in the selected States except
in Assam  where there was a wmarginal decrease (0.28).’ The increase .in thv
pereentage  was  the  highest (11.27) in Fhachal  Pradesh, f’.ajastha.n 'had'r().‘._f??;
increase in percentage, niadhya Pradesh 7.19, Uttar Pradesh 6.99, -Andhra Prades?rsk
5,82 and Jamuu and Kashmir 5.50. Incidently, all these States except ?‘s.i-mélcha‘l' .
Pradesh happended to be educationally backward F?:%atcs. Punjrlifb.had the lowest
increase (0.86) in the percentage of population served, next té it vv'e're“}~iéx‘yaix'ax,
(1.13), Kerala (1.80) and Mihar (1.98). It is ohserved that.“educntionalvly bacl{\\'rayc'l:'
States have higher increase in the percentage of popuiutidﬁ served in comparison .

to the educationally advunced States,

Statemient 4,17

Percentage offural Population Served for Primary Stage 'within 1 ka' .
in Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveysin the sclected States )

- -

SaNo. State Percentage of Population  Increase  in percentage of
served in surveys ~ population servex
It v Y% 1973-36  1973-78 1978-86
(1973)  (19738) (1036) :

1 2 K 4 5 i 7 8

1. Andhra Pradesh 10,25 nG.06 R 5.32 2.71 3.1

2. AsSiun 93,70 021 23550 -0,29 0.35 ~0.63



(1) (2 , (3) (4) (5) © M (e
3. Pihar 92.88 9554 05.86 1.8 .56 0.32
4. Gujarat 0415 98.14  99.45  5.97 3.0 1.31
5. Haryuna 93.24  93.53 . 9937 L13 0.34. 0,79

8.,  Himachal Pradesh 65.37 71.54 75.84 11.27 6,17 5.10

7. Jamu % Kashalr 85200 50.04 o070 5.50 474 0,76
.8  ¥arnataka 95.14  95.50 9724  2.10 0.45 . 1.65
9. Yerala 02,50 90.54 9430 180 -Lo5 3.5 -
10, .E\;iadhya_ Pliadcsh 85.73 8017 92.92 7.19 4.4;1 2.75
14, iaharashtra ©3.03  88.97 97.95  2.02  1.04 | 0.93
12.  Orissa 90.53  93.05 9283 2.30. . 342 -1.12-
13, Punjab 08.74 0072 99.00 0.8 0.08  -0.12
14, Rajusthun 82.07 8BRS0 9990 603 558 | A0
15 Tawil Nadu 93.10 0463 06.02  2.02 152 1.39
16. Uttar Pradesh 8157  05.54 3056 6.99 4.27: 272
17.  West Rengal 9493 9027 9738 515 2.04 . L1
All=india 90,24 €MD D460 4.26 2.43 L0

Considering; the Third and Fourth furveys l.e. the period frown 1873 to 1978, it
is observed that here too, there is increase in percentage of population served in the..
selected States except in Kerala wherc the decrcase in percentage is 1.95. In Merala

there was docrease in percentage of population served 'within the habitation' category”

too. This decrease could bhe the result of fall in the nwaber of prisary schools from

Third to Tourth Survey and oucning of un-recognised schools.  !lmachal Pradesh had
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the highest increase in percentage of population sex.'ved (8.17) folioweci by
Rajasthan (5.58), Jam.au and <ashwir (4.74), iiadhya )Pradesh {di44) aéld Uttc.r
Pradc;.h {(4.27).  The lowest increase (0.34) was in Héryana,next tOitWGS‘*QﬁiS
in Karnataka and 0.25 in Punjab, Tere too, the educationally backwaré Stdtes
had a higher increase in the percontage of population serx;cd ‘in 'compariénn‘to
the educationally advanced States. -

Consideriyng the Fourth and Fifth Surveys, Lec. the pericd from 1978 o
1986, it is observed that there was increase in percem:aée of population .served
in the selected GStates cxcept ir; Punjabh, Assaii oand Oflssa. The (iecré&isé is
marginal in all the threc States.  Punjab had decreasc i\n pc:r(:entuge:ur population
served fo the category 'within the habltation' too. Himachal Oradesh had the
highest increase (5.10) in percentage of population served foliowed‘by :Rajasihén
{4.40), Kerala (3.75) and Aondhra Pradesh (3,11). Bihér hgcl the lowest mcrea;se‘:. ,
{(0.32) in percentage of population served;, next to it were Jammu and Kasi*fnv‘;ir,’
(0.75), Haryana (0.79) and Liaharashtra (0.98). . During the period under ;e%emnce
the educationally baclkward States had o higher increase in thé pcrcent‘;%f;é: of

population served in couiparison to cducationally advanced States.

4.6 LiPRALAICES

In the past, the opening of primary schools was not neegl baséd. Aany
extraneous factors like caste of the cuutiunity, political patrounge, ecotloigic
condition of the co.immunity, topography of the land, etc., other than pducationa%
ones worked in deciding, the location of new schools with the ?csult'that in
solue arcas schouls vure sdgore than the requirczient while other areas reinained
short of Schools. This resulted in it.balances in thie avajlability of educationsl
facilitics. While the habitations in the higher population slabs resalned unserved

the habitations in the lower population slabs  had schools., The survey duta
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'révealed that soine habitatidns thh‘populdtion’ more than oOOO did rio:t have
'pnmary schools or schools with pruudry cl&sses but on thc comrary, habxtdtlons
with population less than IOOhad primary schools*in“them. Imoalanccs on the ava;i
“amhty ‘of schoolmu facilities cxist between States and Hnion ’Ierrztornes, betv;een
districts in the sainc State, between hloc s in thc saie distnct, bctwecn ‘S.C./S.
habltatxons and other namtations, becwcon h.;\bltations ’i’xy the pla'in areaé and
hablte.tlons in thc hllly areas, desert areas, etc. . . | |
For studymg the m.balcxnccs, two )indicat'ors, Viz:;ju‘:s"?;axxge and Index of
Varlation have been used, Ranffe is the *difference betwcA(,n thc, hi'rht.st va}uA
of a munbu of the population and lcast value of a mcmber of thc popuuli;:tion.

or the caiculatian of Range two end valucs ~ the hxghest and the iéwest’ m‘e j'

used "and as such it Is a very crude indicator. -of var'iancé. Indﬂx of Vdriation'

o

is a -finer index of variation as its calculation mvolvcs the use of valucs of

3

all the zxze.xzimrs' of the pup_ulation. !ndt,,\ of varmtion is calculatui by usmg

0o

the following formula..: - T :
\/?(R sg o

- Where 1 =-Index of intcr-regional variation

R{=Value of the indicator for region . - . S

= Value of tﬁellndicatorf for the State

+

‘and  n = nuuaiber of reyglons

VARIATIONS PETVWEEN STATES o ;

FACILITY"WITHIUN THE ‘Y'\”II"\FI ! ’ -

N

In the Third ‘~‘uxv¢y (I‘?’i.) Lakshadweep Had ‘c':ent‘ pcr cent populatiozf
served for primary stage w:thm the habitation’ of rasxd(,nc:t. ancl maachq} }"ragiesh )
“had the lowest percentage (37.7 ‘} of ,-opulation served.  Thus the Range works

”

out to he 32.2.7. In the Tourth * ,urvuy (1"7 IS dgd] ind had the highest pgercentage
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{98.35) sz,rved and herc L0 ’hznachal Pradcsh was at !:he 10~v\.st c,nd \"1!:‘1 ”8 QI”%

K

of population served. The z\a%e \"orks out to be. f'G.w’f

)State nent’ ,.18

Nange and Index of Variation in respect of -Popdlatioﬁ;éer‘ved within the
Habitation in 1972, 1978 and 1980 :

by

Percentage of Population served within  Index ‘
_Survey , , the habitation . . .. of Variation - ¢

T
%

Highest Statef{Lowest State/ | Range -
U.T. Value JUST, Value

I Survey(1875) 100.00 . 37.73 52,27 0.2737° -
IV Survey (1872) 98.35 38.01 80.34 . 0.2122°
v Survey (1939) 100.00 - 4651 53.49 . 0,1883,

In the Fifth Survey (18£6) Lak kshadweep had- 100% populatwn sorved for

'prhhai'y stage and here too [limachal Pradush had the iowc.st pcrcentage (48..;1)

<

The Nange works out to be 52.49. The Range from 52. 7 in the Thll‘d &urvey

(1973) came down to 53.49 in the Tifth Survey (1938) umieaning thereby)f“that
the variations wrere narrowing down. o Cel e

The Index of “ariation moved down front 0.2737 in. the Thn'd 'Survcy (1973)

‘.

to 0.1883 in the Fifth Survey (1986} indicating thu'cby that thc variatlons were

getting reduced betwecn the States over the years. - - tL .

FACILITY "WITHIL 1 '

As in the case of facility within the habltation the Pange in respect of
facility 'within 1 km' has come down OVar the ycars. In the Third Survey (1973)
cent per cent rural population: in Lok vanvw: was servad for primary stage

v
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within 1 ki and the lowest percentage (47.84) of rurdl population was served
in Arunachal Pradesh. The Range works out to be 52.16..

Statement 4,19

Range and Index of Variation in respect of Population erved
within 1 ki in 1973, 1978 and 19386 .

Percentage of population served within 1 ki . I‘nde'x-',_v
R I ighest State/ Lo;fcst ‘Bt;t;; Fange. i Va(r)ifatio'n
SUrvey U.T.Value U.T.Value
1 Survey(1973) 100.00 47.84 5205 '.0.1,3:'39..
IV Survey (1272) 100.000 57.67 4238 0,1130
YV Survey (1986) 100.00 3.35 2655 0.0751

-

In the Fourth Survey (1978) cent per cent rural population was served in tne
"Union Territory of Chendigarh and here again the Io{*}‘estx pcrcénata‘ge-ﬁ}?;é?')
of population was scrved in /\run’achal Pradcsh‘emd'the !1’.‘ahge'for':t’.;ﬁé v‘I;ourt}'if'. 3
Survey works out to be 42,3% In the Fim‘rSurvey (I'Qﬁﬁ) cent ‘pelr'cé'nt popu~
lation In Lakshadweep had facility for primary stage within o distance of
I kin and the lowest percentage (73.35) was sg:rved in Arunachal Pradcshf For
the Filth Survey, the Ranie works out po he 26.65. hus it i; seen that the Range
llad couwte down frowm 352.16 in the Third Survey (Ié?B) to 26.65 'in the Fifth
Survey (1886). |

As far as the Index of.\,’ariation is concerned, it ciecréasec} .rfrom 0;151‘39
in the Third Survey (1273) to 0.0751 iu the Fifth Survey {1985). ?“‘:6!:&1 t!%e Range

and the ludex of Varistion indicate that the Variations belween the States and

the Union Territories were narrowing dewn over the years,
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Comparing the \/anations bctween ‘States dnd Umon Temtorics for the'

categories 'within the habltauon dnd ’thhin l km y it is observed that for. each
v ,/r

Survey both the anée and Inde,. of Vauauon -were. higher for the category,"iﬂ

'within' the habitation'. It umeans that the variatlons in respect of category.

V;

'within the habitation’ were w;der and niore marked

'Varxatxons \ u:hm States on availabmty of, educational facmtics for‘"‘
,prlmary stagc were studied in respect of 17 ma;or States. These had tcn“_“'
“districts or more. In order to have a compardt;ve picture on varlatlons, tne

data were’ studxed at two ‘points of tiie usmb the r‘ourth Survuy (1978) datd',’

‘and the Fifth Survey (1926) data. » PR

In the Fif tn Survey aL mnz, the sevcntecn States under smdy cnly oiie dxstnct )

( hatmda in Punjab) had cent per : .cent rural populat!on scrvcd for pnmary stag,e}

.

within the habitation of rcsidencc.‘ Two districts (jind and 1rsa) in Iiaryana,l
'Wyah‘ad in Kerala, eight-districts in Gujarat (Amreli jannmg,al, Dangs, F%hd‘magar, g
Méhsuna, Rajkot,Surcndranagar, f?anrlhxm' sar) and three (zistricté in r.xalmraql'n:ra,‘—i“w
- {Jalna, Osinanabad and Latur) had more than nmety p(,r cent populatmn scrved:’-
in the habitation of residence. Threc districts in Uttar Pradt,sh (Azauxgarh
Partangarh and Jaunpur) had less thaq 30™ population served in the,habitatmn
of residence and 27 districts in the 17 States - 15 in Uttar Pradesh, one

Rajosthan and Seven in Himachal Pradesh had  less tnan 50" populatlon aervcd

-~ in the habitation of residence.
In the Fifth Survey, anhong tht,sc séVcntecn -St‘ates tin'derfst'udy,'two

districts of u;dmt (Dangs and Junabdrh) and one distrlct of ‘7’un1ah (Phatmda)

had cent per cent rural population served thhin a dxstance of 1 km, E‘-‘ouxjtc.w,

districts In  Andhra Pmdesh,, niuc in- '{amatdka, thrc in I‘%ihdx' eleven |in‘l.\

. Maharashtra, ssventeen in umarat, three ’in :Eest Peng al ten m Pumdh ten

in Naryana, onc in Assam, two in erala and\ one in Jmmmi and»\i«’.ashixm‘ had
Av\ KY

- niore than ninety nine percent rural population scived within a distance of lkm. =~ -
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EYQ-RANGE‘

Ih; the Fifth ‘Jqurveyﬂ {(1986) the‘f?;;:m {o (the difference bety vaen Lhe hnghest}
district value and the lowest district value of ‘the percentage of poputanon scrved"
for pru.,ary st%e) mthin the habltation was Lhe hu,hcst (ll 2y m respect off
Uttar Pradesh followed by 507 for-Himachal Pradesh, 470 for quasthan and},ﬂ

" 44.5 for ijaharashtra. The Pan,;e was the lowes: (6.3) m respect of . Pun}ab, ‘

' next to it was 7.8 for Gujarat,-l .6 for- I“\ryana and 17. 7 for Keraia. L ": L -

Stdtement 4 ?0 \

\ange in resgect of Percentagc of ”opulauon -served of the Distncts
'within the hubitation' and within 1| kuy', in. {978 and 19886

JNo. State . SWithin the Habitation Within 1 ki

st

1978 1986  Positive . 1978 1986 Positive -

increase " - o increasc," g
1. Andhra Pradésh 33.2- 932 - AL L9
To2 Assam . 3L6 381 65 . 163 154 -
3. Umihar - 382 341 - - 16 51 LS
4, Gujarat, 23.6 7.8 - ©10.5 - 22 -
‘5. Haryana 155 136 - 53 . 88 -
6. Himachal Pradeshd2.8 * 527 9.8 347 2%.0 . i
7. . Jammu & Rashmir 37.3 363 ° - .. 260 240 -
8. .Karnataka 343 229 - 2L.2. 10,2 -
9. Kerala 257 17 - 199 1l -
10. Madhya Pradesh 44.6 361 - . 2L9 I35, = -
11. idaharashtra 50.1 445 - I B “42*
12.  Orissa 347 343 - . 160 160 -
13. Punjab 5.1 &3 L2 -0 L3 0.3
14, Rajosthan 24.0 . 47.0 22.1 2.5 22.2 07
_15.  Tamil Nadu 38.9 329 - 130 9.0, -
16. Uttar Pradésh  7L5 - 7L2°. - 261 20,3 - -7

17. ‘West Dengal . 25.5 29,9 43 - 1.2 0 1L5 - L3
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In all the States under study the Range.'within the:habita'tiou’ category in
the Fifth Survey (1986) was less than that for the State in the Fourth Survey

(1978) except In the States of Assatl, =-3imachal' Pradesf;, Punjab,. Raj‘aéthax;xan'd
West Tiengal.  The rise in range was. quite substantial ’(éE.I) in I;’;aje;stiia;x w‘hﬂté
in the remaining States it was less than 10, There could be véx‘iléué ‘xjea"s.on(s‘
e.g fall in the number of pri.nary schools, re-organisation of c!istricts, increase
in the nuwmnber of habitations, etc., for the increase in Range. ~In 1978, there
were 10 districts in Assam as against 17 in 1583. The re-organisaﬂtion of dis\t‘i'i‘g:"t‘s
in Asain might have resulted in the increase of Range. -In Punjab there was
a fall in the number of primary schools in 1986 from .thc number of pr§i;‘ar&.
schools in 1978, This fall in the nwuber of pt;i:'uary schools ight .héve resulted
in the rise of Mange in Punjab. In Rajasthan the nuber of \habiﬁa;;io,ns) rose
frown 44515 in 1978 to 51758 in 1936 therebyrrcgistcrin‘g an incrcase of 7296
habitations, Of these 2237 (30.27%) had population less than 300.  As such increase
in Range in Rajasthan could be cuz to ubnormul increase in the nuimnber of habit-
ations” cspecially In the number of swmall-gized habitaric;ns - habitations witl
population less than 2300, In the Fourt "Survcy in West PBensal habitations with
a school with classes V to X/IU/¥1 were decaied to have facillty for priviary
stage but in the Fifth Survey such habitations were treated as habitutions, without
pritnary stage facility. This decision might have résulted in the risc in the
Range in West Denpal. ‘

In the Fifth Survey the Pange In respect of population served for primary.
stage within a distance of 1 ki was the highest (20.0) for Himnachal Pradeéh
followed by 24.00 for Jaw.au und “ashwir, 22,2 for E-Ieszxstti:;;x and 20.3 for littar
Pradesh. The Range was the lowest (1.2) for Punjab, -next to it was LS for
Andiira Pradesh, 2.2 for Cujarat and L2 for jlaryana. In Punjab «hich had

the lowest Runge, ten districts {out of twelve) had wmore than nin¢ty nine percent

population served witiin one .
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aln all the States under: smdy the Y’cmwe in the -.\*Fift'h >urvoy was lowcr~

4

Lhan that for the State in the Iourth Survey LX(,O])L in Pih ar, Puma), Rdjdb(hdn

and Wcst Bengal. In all’ t‘msu four States the - Ranve faa ;rtme up mar;,lnally' ‘

It has gone up by 0.3 in V’unjab 0.7 in fia;asthan,l 3 inWest: B(,ngal and I*’B il '

case. of Bihar,

" INDEX OF VARIATION

i

“In ‘the ;FifthﬁSurvey, the Index of \/ar}ation for within the habitation” category

was the lowest (0 0222) both for. Punjab .:md Gujarat, and’ m,xt to u was 0.0.5.;9‘“

e H

* for Heryana. - The Index of Variation was the - highest (0.4 240) for meachal..:j S

Pracfesh followed by 0.3411 for Uttar Pradesh zmcf 0.1465, for Ja.nsnu and '(ashxmr -

It is evident that the level of Variation ba,cwnen the dlbtricts m various Eﬂ.atesf‘L
varied from ;)patc to State. The extent of Varlatlon was the hwhcst in lespect-,x

of Himachal Pradesh and the lowest for Purmb cmd Gugarat..

_Statement 4.21

Indcx of Variatxon in Stdtes on the bdsis of "ercemawe of Popu!acxon
Served in thg&'f‘lotlicts in the States 'within the, [Habitation'
and within | ki in 1978 and 1986

Index of Variation. . ~ Index of. Variation

‘within the habitation' within 1 km,
'S.No.State 1978 1985  Positive’ 1978° 1986  Positive
ST ~ increase © . 1 InCrease
[y 3 S 5 | S SN S
L. Andhra Pradesh  0.0816 0.0557-  0.0377 0.0056
2. Assan © 0174 01157 - .. 0.0487 .0.0468
3. Dihar 0.1153  0.1323  0.0170 ~0.0340 0.0380 0.0040 .
. 4. Gujarat 0.0805 0.0222 - _0.0256 0.0065

© 5. Maryama . - 0.0431 0.0350 ' 0.0137. 00104



Mm@ @ @ G ® o ®

6.  Himachal Pradesh 0.5031 0.4240 0.1783  0.1397

7. Jammu ™ Kashmir 0.1095  0,1468 0.1160 0.0923

8. Xarpataka 0.1306  0.0784 N.0627 ~0.0324

9. Kerala 0.0923  0.0901 0.0875  0.0431

10, rdadhya Pradesh  0.1420 0.108F 0.0542  0.0334

1L Vl:viaharashtra 01167 0.1210  n.00d47  1.9272  0.0244

12.  Orissa 0.1307-0.1266 00418 :0.0432 o.oéim ’
13.  Punjab 0.0171  0,0222  0.0051 0.0031 0.0040 0.0009”'
14 Rajasthan 0.0867 0.1078  0.0211 0.0615 0.0524 |

15.  Tainil Liadu 0.1205  0.1140 0.0429° 0.0365

16.  Uttar Pradesh (L3839 0.3411 0.0682  0.0200

17. ‘Vest Bengal 0.0795 0.0850  0.0055 0.0308 0.02920

In the States anc,!e;‘ study, the Indox of Variation forxthae Catego'ry'wi\thin
the habitation® for the Fifth Survey for u Sttate-was less than the ‘correspon‘ding
Index of Variation for the State in the Fourth Survey except in casc of DBihar,
sdaharashtra, Punjab, Rajasthan aad "Jest Dengal. ' '!‘ﬁc increase in:case’ of
wiaharashtra, Punjab and  fest Pengal was warginal.  In Siber the nuber of
districts rosc frow, 31 in 107% to 29 in 1984, The ro-o‘rgzmisz:tic‘m of districté
»x:;ig;ht have resulted in the rise in the Index of Vatiation in Pihar. In Tajasthan,

the rise in Variation oiiuht be duc to the abnor.ial rise in the nunsber of rural

habitations (dctails siven in the previous scction).
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In the Fifth ‘ All-lndia‘ EduCational ;Survey, the '-Index of ~Variation for
the category"withiﬁ l krn was the lowest (0040) for Punjab, next to it was
0.0056 for Andhra Pradesh 0.0065 for Gujarat’ and 00104 for I—Iaryana. The
Index was the highest (. 1397) for meachal Pradesh followed by 0.0923 for Jammu.
& Kashmxr, 0.0524 for Ra}asthan, 0.0500 for Uttar Pradesh, 0.0468 for Assam,
.0432 for Orissa and .0431 for Kerala.
Comparmg the Indlces of Varlamon forA the Fourth and Flfth Surveys
: xt is \observed that in each of the States under study the Index oﬁVarlation
| 1 for - the Fifth Survey ls lower than that for the State in the F‘ourth Survey‘
"“*“except m case of Blhar, Orlssa and Pumab In these S_tates too, the increase
s margmal S ' ) - |
‘ The dlscusssmns in the preceding paragraphs mdlcate that 2
:'i) there is a marked varlation in the per ‘cent of population served\
" for primary stage between  the States and Union Terrltories and

.- 'also-between the districts of ‘the same State.

i) © the Variations are wider 'in the category wil‘:hm the habxtatxon' than
L those for the category withm 1 km'. -

4l 7 EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES FOR HABITATIONS PRE DOMINANTLY
v POPULATED BY SCHEDULED CASTES(IQ’]S-SB) ‘

- As m the case of all habltatlons, the educatlonal facihties in habit-

. ‘:etlons predommantly populated by Scheduled Castes (habltatlons (sC) have alsoy '

j.‘improved m terms of the percentage of habltatlons served and the percentage
) of population served slnce the F‘ourth Survey (1978) In theFourth Survey (1978),1
n21799 (31 58%) habltatlons (SC) and 62 40% population in habitations '(SC) had?, :

. primary schools in them and -in the Flfth Survey (1986) 29297 (37. 7%l’habit-

ations (SC) havmg in them 66 31% populatlon in habxtatxons (SC) had prhnary.

. ',,'schools or sections wlthm the habitatlon of re31dence.. »

L



. Statement 4.22

Habitations (SC) served for Primary Stage

m 1978 and in 1986 .

Fourth~

stage.

Item " Fifth- (
' . Survey Survey
: (1978)- {1986)
1. . Number of habitations served, 21799 29297
: ‘thhm the habltatxon. -
2. . % age of habltatlons served < - - . - o
' with’ih ihe habitation‘, N 31,58 37.67
3. % age of populatlon served thhm AV S
-~ 7 -, the habitation R ~ 62.40.- - 66.31
4, . Number of habxtanohs served - LT e
N 'w1thm a dlstance of 1 km - 53823; .. 63463 -
5 . . % age of habltatxons served, o IR
oL w1thm a distance of 1 km 77 96- : 81,59 - .
6 - %, age of populatxon servecl w1th1n a ool T
' + distance’ of 1 km B 88 94 . 9LI4
. % age of habltatlons with population ‘ o
300 or more served for primary . 90.65 - 91.81

Consxdering the facllities on the dtstance criterion of 1 km, it is obscr—

" ved that here -too, the facxlltxes at the time of Fxfth Survey.(1986) were better

gthan ‘those avallable at the tlme of the F‘ourth Survey (1978) “In the Fifth

Survey (1986) 63463 (81.59%)~ habxtations (SC) having 91.14% populétion in fhe

~ habitations (SC), had prnnary schools or. sections either” within the habitation.

of resxdence .or Wlthm a walkmg dlstance of 1 km.

Agamst thlS, in the Fourth

Survey (1978) 53823 (77. 6%) habltatlons (sC) havmg in them 88. 94% population

" in- the habitatxons (SC) had "such facnlitxes:
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Regardmg habltatxons w1th populatlon’ 300 or. more, in the F‘lfth Survey
(1986) 91 81% - such habltatrons (SC) were served! fer prunary stage as against
90. 65% in the Fourth Survey (1978) L - ; | 4 ) :
. Of the 14317 . ungerved-. hdbltations (§é) in the F‘ifth Survey 2776
(19. 39%) habltatlons (SC) had " populauon 300 or 1nore, 2945 (15, 68%) belonged
- -to the populatlon slab 200-—299 3889 (27.16%) to the population slab 100-199

and 5407 (37 76%) habxtatrons (SC) had less than one hundred population.

4.1.8 EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES F‘OR HABITATIONS PRE DOMINANTLY
. . POPULATED BY SCHEDULED TRIBES (1978—86) :

' On comparmg the educatlonal fa01ht1es avallable to habltatlons predom-
inantly populated by Scheduled Tribes (Habitations (ST)) ‘in the Fourth (1978)
and Hfth (1986) All-India qucatlonal Surveys, it s observed that a hlgher per- '
centage of habitations is served in the Fifth Survey (1986) than in the Fourth
. Survey (1978). - In -the Fifth Survey (1986) 74558 (45.43%) habitations (ST)
accountmg for 72.18% of populatlon m habltatlons (ST) had primary schools
. ~or sections w1thﬂm)the haultatlon of residence. Agamst this, 58519 (38.05%)
hab'ita,t(iens (ST) having 63.96% population in habitations (ST) were enjoying the
* facility at tIle time of the Fourtlx’Survey’(ISIIS)*' .

' Considering the facxhtles on the dnstance criterion of 1 km,‘ xt is obser-

ved that here too, the fac:htxes m the Fxfth Survey (1986) are better than

- those m the F‘ourth In the Frfth Survey 122214 (74.46%) habttatlons (ST) having

" in them 58 35% population of habitations (ST) ,had prxmary schools orisectrons 4

either within the habitation  of residenee or .xvithin."a distance of | .km.- In
the Fourth' Survey (1978) 105374 “(68. 5:2%) uabitatic';ns (ST) aecounting for 82. 90%
:populatron in habltdtlons (Sl‘) hdd facility w1thm a distance of l km includmg

those havmg the facxhty thhm the habltatton of res:dence.



135

. .- Statement 4.23 .

- Habitations (ST) served for Primary Stage .

‘Fourth Fifth

Itern’ Survey . : Survey .
' (1978) - (1986)
1. Number of habitations served’ withm T :
: ‘- the habltatlon . - o 58519 . 74558
2. % age of habitations served thh , ’
‘ o the habitation . e 3805 - 45.43
.3 mage of populatlon served within - - .~ ‘ ‘
.. the habitatton ‘ r ) . 63.96 72.18
4 Number of habitations served thhm ‘ C
a dlstance of 1 km ’ N 405374_~ . 122214
5 -+ i“% age of habltatlons served within - . ' )
‘a distance of 1 km L 68_.-52 » 74.46°
6. , % -age of populatlon served within N
a distance of 1 km IR 82 99 . 8835
7. - % age of habltatlons with population 300 -
, or more. served for prlmary stage - 90.48 . 9381

£

Regardmb habltations w1th populatlon 300 or more in 1986 93.81% habit—
' atxons (S’l‘) were served for primary stage withm a distance of 1 km as -agalnst

,90.48% habltatlons {ST) sérved thhm 1 Km at l:he tnme of the F‘ourth Survéy»

'_'tj(1978 RTINS :J". O

Of the 41915 unserved habltatlons (ST) in the F‘ifth Survey, 3413 (8.14%)with
population 300 or "more, 5772 (13. 77%) habitations belonged to the population
\“:slab 200~299 13870 (33 09%) habltatlons belonged to the slab 100-199 and 18860

o)
(45 00%) habxtations had populatlon Iess than 100..
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- - EDUCATIQDJAL FACH:ITIES FOR PRIMARY STAGE IN 'ALL HABITATIONS',
~ HABITATIONS (SC) AND HABITATIONS (ST)

It is generally said that a lower percentage of habitations (SC) and Habit-
ations. (ST) - is served in companson to the percentage of other habitations

served. " The Survey data supports thls contentlon.

. Statement 4.24' .

Facilities available for PrimaryStage in 'All Habifatidns'
Habitations {SC) and Habitations {ST) as per Fifth Survey (1986)

Item . o All Habit- Habitations
T - Habitations  ations(SC) (ST)

- - ——— . ——— " St 2 Pt i e

1. % age of Habitations served = = - )
within the habitation .. - -51.36 -, 37.67 - 45.43
2, . % age of habitations served . C s T
“within 1 km A © 8445 - 8L59 . T4.46
3. % age of population served within ‘ ) o
the habitation of residence . 80.34, : 66.31 72.18
4, % age of population served i C o o
within 1 km v ' 9460 - 9L14 88.35.

5. . % age ofhabltations with
. .population 300 or more served . . , :
for pnmary stage R 94,01 . 9L81 93.81

o s o o e

) ;I"he ‘statre‘rr’xe‘nta 4.24 shows that. the pereenteges of habitations (SC) and
habitetiens (ST) .and of their populat;'ion served 'within the habitation ' category
:""and served ‘witfﬁn‘l km' catego;y were I«ess 'th'a‘n: the‘eorresponding p’ercentagesh
of habitations and population for 'all habitations. When theueducatlonal facilities
“available for habitatlons (SCy and thexr populatlon served are compared with
'*those avaxlable for habltatlons (‘ST), it is observed that for facxlity within the
habttat:ion category, the habit;atlons(ST) are better placed though for the categoryA

. facility ‘within 1 km’ -the situation 'is other'Way:round.* The former situation -
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is so" becsdse ‘many tril;es are eduéatiohall); 'awel‘(ene‘d and’ derhand ‘opening “of
. new sch‘oels' In the Iater case habltatxons (ST) ‘are usually pretty far away from
'each other and do not get “served’ byr schools in other . habitatxons whereas the
S C. habltatlons are located very near to the mam habltatxon of the vﬂlage and
:hget served within 1 km dxstance hmxt . LR |

‘ The -educatlonal facilmes for w1th1n the habltatlon category need to be
‘lmproved Efforts should be made ‘to raise’ awakenmg for ‘education among

Scheduled Castes so that demand for opening new primary schoois in -habitations

(SC) get p_lcked up.

.- Il MIDDLE STAGE

) ',F‘orh achievi(ng \the . g’o'el’ of UEE, -it is necessary ‘that, onivetsal provision
of educati_onal' facilities- both for orimatyv eh'd middle steges is achieved. As
far as primary stage is concetned, dniyersei pxjo\dsion has been achieved to a
great extent. )Barrir_lg a few S'teates,' some Sta‘tes "haye aimost achieved universal -
-pro)visioin lvthile the others are likely to achieve it in a very near %\uture. Now
the eountty‘ has to make etfortstowards the achievemeot ,~of.~unive'rsal provision
‘st middle stage.’_ This would Vbe the stepping stone for unii/etsal entolment at
the rmiddle stage and for achieving UEE ‘ The‘ ilhplication of the universal provi-
sion of schoolmg fac:htles ‘at mlddle stage have to be dlferent from those at
the pnmary stage, though in both cases the alm is to provxde schools for all.

The provxslon of schoolmg facxhtles at a mlddle stage in a given area is deter-

mined by the avallablhty of schoolmg facllities at the primary stage. ,

In the Flrst All Indla EducationalSurvey (1957) the distance”‘f criterion was
3 mﬂes and populatlon crltenon was- 1500. The First Survey envisaged a separate :

middle school for a habxtatton with ‘a population 1500 or above. Habitations
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_thh a population of less than 1500 were tagged to ﬁexnstlng or proposed schools
up to .a walkmg dlstance of 3 miles (wlth some exceptions) or else they were
grouped ln such _a  manner Lhet total populatlon of these habltations with an
approxunate dlstance of -3 mlles around the proposed school was at least 1500.
The populatlon lxmn: of 1500 would ensure “around 110 students in the middle
stage classes. \ .

The Education Commission (1964—66).’&; t‘heir‘ report made the following
suggestlons regarding the cnterla ‘ | |

At this stage, accesmblhty is the over- ndmg con51deratlon and small schools,
-in spite of their heav1er cost and lower eff1c1ency, must be accepted.... Since,
however, small v1llages predommate, small schools will have to be established,
in spite of their ‘comparatwely greater cost and lower efficiency. Thelg‘eneral' rule-
should be to estalalish ...d-hlgher i)riltxary seh'ool,‘ within three lniles. Villé‘éés ‘vlrlt‘hx
a populat_lon of 700 or lllore should have‘a higher primery school.. ‘

After the Fourth All-India Educational Survey (1978)‘ an exercise on school
mapoing‘_for determining the location of new. primary and new middle schools
was undertaken by NCERT in colleborétion‘with 'the State governments. In that
.Vexerciqse, the enrolment in the termixlal “class ,0{ (the prima'ty stage was the crit-
erion i'os.tead of population. Accotdingly, a oe&;f mlddle schoo‘l ‘shoul‘d. be opened
or an 'existing primary school. sholzld- l)e ‘up-’graded to a micldle school if the enrol—l
ment in the termmal class of the pnmary stage of the pnmary school and of .
the feedmg primary schools within a walkmg dxstance of 3 kxlometres is 15. -
The dtstance cntenon was threekm. In the Fifth Survey (1986) ‘the same
\crxtenon of enrolment in the termmal class of the prlmary stage and of 3 km

dlstance was observed
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: 'I‘Q ‘dez/termiﬁe whether a habItatign has™ ‘ggt facilities for mid'dle' stage,
Iiistance criterion is used. If 'a habitation has got a mid"dl'e school or a school
with middle stagé classes withiq th‘é:habitation of residence or within a walking
distance of three km then that habi:taI:ion ‘is deemed to be served for middle
stage. ~ Availability of facilities for eriddIe stage hés been discussed(at two dist-
ance limits - within the habitation and wIthIn 3'km. ‘
ﬂ The‘ growth of facilities for mid'dle étage:has been cIiscussecI under the
Tollowing heads: '
1. ° Growth of facilities ’;vithir'l the habitation' (1957-86)
,2'\ Growth of .facilities witIﬁn various diéténce li_mits with special reference
| : to 3 km | distance limit (1973—86) |
3.  Growth of facilities for habltatlons in varlo(us populatlon slabs with special

reference to habltations with population 500 or more (1973-86) .

4. ,’ Unservedﬂh%:\_bitations ahd uns;er\IecI population‘(l973-86),
5. - Growth of educational faclhtles in the selected States (1973-86)
6. ;Imbalances in theavailability of factllties between States and w1thin the

“selected States (1978,1986) ’ |
- 1. Educatlonal facdmes for habxtatlons predommantly populated by Scheduled

Castes (1978-1986) | ‘

8. . Educatlonal fac;lxtxeé for habitatibrIé’ predominantly populated by Scheduled

Tribes (1978 1986)

4.2.1 - GROWTH OF FACILITIES WITHIN THE HABITATION (1957—86)

In order to achxeve the umyersalisatnon of ,e;iucation at the middie 'stage,
<;'it“is neceséary that every child has a middle section - school with middle classes,
within a convenient walking distance. Three kilometrés has been considered

to be a convenient walking distance for children attending middle stage classes
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“ \;vho ax;e normallyv in the age—gro'up“’l fo lé + year's' and ih the “Third, ~1’*"ourth and
‘Flfth All India Educatlonal Surveys, 3 km has been kept dlstance criterlon for
mlddle stage. But keepmg in view, - the poor motivation in the community for
.education, dxstance becomes a blg hurdle in achxevmg umversal' enrolment. The,,
: school ‘statistics md:cate that there is a steep fall in the enrolment of class sn(th
Chxldren in general and girls in particular stop thelr schoolmg after completing
Kthe pri.mary stage in case of facxhtles for mlddle stage are not avaﬂable in the
'habitat'ioo of residence. They Wouid not' go to aEh‘abitétlon other than their own
-"for mxddle stage education. Studies on drop—outs point out that one of the main
- ,\reasons of drop——out has been non—avaxlabihty of school “in the neighbourhood
The girls studying at_: thelmiddle stage belong to -the age-group 11 to 13+ Girls
in Ehe fural areaé belong to a still higher aige’groups. At this grown—up age the
’parents are somewhat reluctant to “send. their daughters to a school located in
a habitation other than the hab:tatmn of residence 1rrespect1ve of dxstance. Keep-
mg these factors in view the" ldeal sxtuation would be that middle sectlons are
provided in all the habitatlons. But thls-propomtlon is oelther economically»viable
‘nor feasnble in view of the fmanmal constraints.« Efforts should be initiated to

multxp!y the facmtxes for middle stage educatlon so as to provide middle sections

‘in.the habitauon of resxdence‘to the maximum number of habltations.

h ‘Statement 4.25

'Percentage of Habitations and Population served
" by Middle Sections 'Within the Habitation'

',:'Survéy» “Year ~ Pecrcentage served"Wlt‘mn the liaﬁitation'
Habitations Population
CFirst  -1957. - 313 . . Not Available
- Second 1965 . . ST1.07T . ‘ 25.45 ‘
Third 1973 T 8.69 S0 128,86
Fourth -~ 1978 * . 10.74 - <. .33.47

© Fifth - 1986 . 1325 0 ’ 36.98
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The position regerding availabiiity ;6f educational faciii_ties withinvthe habit-
ation is ’no't encouraging.f_ A smal'i proportion of habitations has got the facilityv
within the habitaticn_ of residence. In :the First Survey only 26267 (3.13%) habit- -
atioris had the facility within - the h_abitatic’m” oi residenee. There has been a
steady increase in percentage of habitations served 'witiiin( the habitation' over
- the pe'riod cf surveys. The ‘pearcen‘tage rose ;to '13.25 in the Fifth Survey (1986).
‘The percentage of popuiaticn served byvmiddie sections in -the habi‘tation itself
" was also not _enconraging. In the Secc'nd AlE Suri(ey(1965)l 25.45% rural population
was’ serveci iay ‘middie sections “within the ‘habifation of . residence. There has
5been a gradual mcrease in the percentage of populatlon served w1thm the habit-
‘ation of residence. This percentage rose from 25 45 in Second All India Educat—
ional Survey (1965) to 36.98% in the Flfth Ali—lndla Educationai Survey(1986)

As per F ifth Survey., among‘ States, Mizoram had the highest percentage
(80.37) served within the habitation of residence followed by Gujarat (74.90),
Kerala (69.17), Haryana (6‘1’.8'4), Mabharashtra (58.83) and Karnataka (57.01). Among
~ Union Terri\tories‘,Lanshadwe‘ep :'—(98.16), Daman & Diu (60-89), Delhi :(53-69) and
Chantligarh (56.80) had more than 50% rural population served vrrithin the‘ habit-
“ation of residence. Among States, Himachal Pradesh had the_ lowest percentage
~(l7,7ﬁi served within the’*-habitaticn of residence. Next to it were West Bengal
t (18.47), Uttar Pradesh iZO 41‘); Goa’(22.24) and Assam (24.19). Among Union
Temtones, Dadra and Nagar Haveli had the lowest percentage (9.14) served

4 The posxtion needs to be improved considerably. Many. new middle schools
need to be opened or existing primary schools need to be up—graded to middle
- schools to improve the facilities within the habitation of residence. "This could

. be done in a phased manner over a perxod of five years or so.
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4.2. 2 GROWTH OF FACILITIES WITHIN VARIOUS DISTANCE- LIMITS

. HABITATIONS -

In the Flrst and- SecondSurveys, the unit of distance was mlle and in the :
subsequent surveys namely Thxrd Fourth and F‘xfth Surveys, -the umt of dzstance
was kil‘oumtm. As such comparispnb have bc,en attempted In respect of the
. Third (1973), Fourth (1978) and Fifth (1986) Surveys only. ‘

Statement 4 ’25

Habitations served for Middle Stage within - “ .
Various Distance Limits ’

Survey - . ‘ ' . Habitations served within

“Withinthe 1.0 km 2.0 km  3.0.km - 4.0 km 5.0 km

. Habitation -
Third - 80837 . 208071 376247 542226 646806 729930
(1973) (8.69) - - (22.46) - (40.43) - (58.26) (69.50) (78.43)
Fourth 103604 . 261309 469023 644971 750534 825022
© (1978) (10.74) (27.09) ~ (48.62).  (66.86) (77.80) (85.52)
Fifth © 129710 346384 _ 568589 742085 ' 830304 887487

(1986) . - (13.25) (35.38) ©  (58.07) (75.80) (84.8\1) (90.65)

Note: Figures in'p'arenAthesKes indicate percentages s

. The pergéﬁfagé of habitation§ sérvéd"withi‘n'eaéh distance limit has gone up with ‘
e—ach‘Survey., For example, the percentage of- habitéti§;xs sérved 'within the habitation'
'.‘.wés 8.69, 10.74 ~a/nd4 13.25 in thé Third (1973), . Fourth (1978) and Fifth (1986) Surveys
respective;ly. Same is txgue forl each distance limit. For the distance !im'it ‘within 3km',
‘che percentage of habitations served mcreased from 58.26 in the Third Survey (1973)
to 75 80 in the Fifth Survey (1986) In 1986, 90 65% habttatlons were served within
5 km. Only 91578 (9 35%) habitations did not have facﬂity for middle stage within

.5 km.
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~ POPULATION

: What has -been true for. habitations is also .true foi' pobulation. The per-
centage of populatlon served for each dlstance hmxt in the Fourth Survey (1978)
. was hlgher than that for the Third Survey (1973) and that of Fifth Survey (1986) -

";‘was hlgher than that in the Fourth Survey (1978)

Statement 4.97 -

Percentage of Population served for Middle Stage .
‘Within Various Distance Limits :

Percentage of Pdpulation served within =

Survey o

" Fifth

Within the £.0km 2.0km  3.0km  4.0km  5.0km
- Habitation ‘ VA '
" Third - 28.86 4117 56.71 -~ 71.97 : ' 80.42  86.91 .
(1973) - L o -
Fourth ) S CL . ) o
(1978) 33.47 46,57 6435 - 78.83 86.73  92.10
(1986) © 3698  54.81 R 7‘2.4_5' ~ 85.39 91.46 " 95.28

For exa'mplga,‘ in-th‘e category "wi:th,in— the habitatibn', the percentages of population
served for the T hird,- Fourth and Fifth Surveys were 28.86, 33.47 and 36.98
respe;:tively. Same was true- for each.distance limit. For the ‘category 'within

3 ‘km' the percentage of population served increased from 71.97 in- the Third -
Survey (1973} to 85. 39 in the szth Survey(1986) In the Fifth All-India Educat-
‘xonal' Sur.vey,~ 95.28% rural popula;xon “had facxlmes for ‘middle stage education
vwwi;thih -a Qa!king’distance on 5 km. As such, a very small proportion (4.72%)

of rural populatlon dld not have facllities for middle stage within 5 km. ‘
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‘ HABITATIONS AND POPUI;ATfON ’SERVED' WITHIN 3 KM‘

In the F‘lrst (1957) and Second (1965) Surveys, if a hab:tatxon had a mlddle‘
" section elther w1thm the habltatlon itself or within a walkmg dlstance of 3
miles, then that’ hab:tatlon was : deemed to be served for mlddle stage. In other
o words, that habitation was deemed to have facxhtles for mxddle stage.' Irx the
F irs‘t:w Survey '422809 (50, 34%) habltatlons were served for middle stage within -
3 miles. In the Second Survey 712894 (72 58%) habitatxons acountmg for 82.25%
'rural popuianon had faczhtles for middle stage thhm a walkmg distance of
3 mxles There was marked 1mprovement in terms of percentage of  habitations
served in “the Second Survey over the First Survey.’ ,‘

In the Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys, the dlstance criterlon vvas reduced .
from 3 mlles to 3 kilometres. ° ‘It“ meant that If any habitation had a middle
section in itself or within a,wallting ‘di‘st’ance of .3 km then that habitation ‘was
deemed to have facilities for middle stage.  There was a lot of improvement
" in _terms of ‘percentage -of habitatio’ns and population served within a distance
' of '3 km. In the Thlrd Survey 58.26% habltatlons covering 71.97% rural popu-
lation had mlddle sections e:ther in them or w1thin a walklng distance of 3km.
“There was a steady progress in the ava:labxlity of facilities from Third (1973)
. to Fourth Survey (1978) and from Fourth' (1978) to Fxfth Survey (1986).  In

the Fifth Survey 75.80% habltatxons, havmg in them 85. 39% of rural population,

' fwere served by mlddle sectxons elther in them or. within a dlstance of 3 km.

STATE—WISE 'POSITION (1986) }
V AcCOrding to Fifth Ali-lndia 'Educational Survey, amoné States, Andhra
‘Pradesh had the hlghest percentage (97 28%) of population served for middle

stage withm a walkmg dlstance of 3km. Other States having more than 90%

o populatlon served- as per the dxstance crxtenon of 3 km were Kerala (98’22%),

"Gugarat (94, 3%),Haryana,(93.l2%), Punjab (92.49%) and Goa (91.79%). Among
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._llle Unloo 'l‘erritories, Chandlgarh had ‘cenf per ceot rural population served.
o All other Umon Terrltorles ‘except A & N Islands (73.57%) and Dadra & Nagar
‘Haveh_(65.33%) had more than 90% populatlon served within 3 km. Among States,‘
llhe State of Arunachal Pradesh had the lowest percentage (42.19%)40f population
sexjveo \lrithin ,3 km., The other Stetes with less than 80% population served
were Himachal Pradesh(76.04%)," lvleghal_aya (64.99%), Nagaland (66.41%), Madhya
. Pradesh '(69.58'%), Sikkim (‘76.'20%) and . Ra]asthan (77. 00%) 'These States need
to take 1mmedlate steps to open new mlddle schools or to up~grade the existing'
‘-prlmary schools ‘to middle schools to improve’ the existing facilitles for middle

stage educatxon.

4.2.3 GROWTIH OF FAClLlTIES FOR llABIT/\TlON‘S IN VARlOUS POPULAT[ON
SLABS ;

In th‘e ‘higher population slabs“ a «higher percentage of;habitatidné was served
for middle stage— in combarison » to habitations in the lower population slabs.
As we move from higher population slabs to lower populatlon slabs the" percentage
.of habxtatxons served goes on decreasmg. For example, in the Fifth Survey {1986)
98 ll% habxtatxons in the slab 5000 and above, 94.78% in the slab 2000-4999,
8?.79% m the slab 1000-1999, 79.82% in the slab 500-999 end 70.79% in. slab
"Below 500' were serlred for’ 'middle -stage. Sim_ilar trend was observed in ~respe'c:t
‘of Third (1973) gﬁd Fourth (1978) Surveys. | |

The” data also mdxcate that the facilltles in respect of each population
Aslab have improved over’ the perlod of surveys. A hlgher percentage of habxt—‘
ations is served in each slab, e.g. in §he population slab, 5000 and above, 95.71“/«)‘
:h-abitations in the 'l‘hrird Sur\iey (1973‘), 97.82% in the Foul‘th Sur_vey {1978) and
98.11% in the Fifth Survey (1986) are’ served. Similar trend is observed in respect

of all the populatlon slabs,
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Statement 4,98

Percentagé of Habitations Served for Middle Stage Within 3 km

Peréentage of Habitations Served

"Population o - . , ‘
Slab - : Third Survey Fourth Survey Fifth Survey
: (1973 - . (1978) .- ©(1986)
'5000&Above - 95.71 . els2 98.11. -’
~ 2000-4999 88.82 92.25 T 9478
1000-1999 ‘7670 . . 8225 . . 87.79
500-999 6446 73a1 79.82
Below 500 52.93. 61.52 .. . 70.79

All-India 5826 . ' 66.86 T 15.80

POPULATION SLAB-WISE POSITON (1986)

In the following paragraphs Slaﬁ«wis'e‘ position on "the. basis of the Fifth
Survey (1986) has been discussed. The higher slabs have higher percent of habit-

ations and po;iu]atlon served.

" POPULATION SLAB 5000 AND ABOVE

| In -this slab, 5629 ~(“87’.87%r) habitations . had middle sectior;s in then; and
98.11% habitatiq’ns had these within a distance of '3 km. All hab-iéations except
52 were served for middle stage'withfn 5 krﬁ. In terms ,Of population, 89.01%
rural pobulation was served by‘middle sections in the. habitation of x"esiden'ce,
98:3"‘%’ population waus sérv_ud for middle stage Wllf;ill o walklng distance of 3
k‘xfn”;amc:i~ 99.25% within a distance of 5 km.' -Less thanﬂone per‘ -dént population

X (0.77%) did not have »facillities within ‘-»5‘ km; :
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Statement 4,729

Percentage of Habitations and Population served Within various
Distance limits in the Fifth Survey (1986)

Percentage served within various
distance limits

Population Category
Slab Within 1.0km 2.0 km 3.0 km 4.0 km 5.0 km
ng?}imtinn .
5000 &Above H - 87.87 93.02 96.25 98.11 98.63 99.19
P 89.01 93.76  96.69 98.31 - 98.75 99.23
2000-4999 H 67.06 78.68 88.§ 1 94.78 97.18 98.60
P 69.34 80.20 89.66 95.11 97.36 98.76
1000-1999 H ~38.48 57.00 75.11 87.79 93.28 96.80
» P 40.29 58.60  76.31 88.16 93.53 96.99
500-999 H 14.97 37.87 61.94 79.82 88.41 94.00
P 16.15 38.88 62.24 80.30 88.62 93.93
Below 500 H 3.59 27.05 51.21 70.79 81.12 87.82
P 482 28.45 53.27 73.43 83.68  89.93
All-India H 13.25 35.38  58.07 75.80 84.81 90.65
P 36.98 54.81 72.45 85.39 91.46 95.28

POPULATION SLAB 2000-4999

The position regarding ayailability of educational facilities within the habit-
ations in this slab was not as good as that for the slab '5000 & above'. In this
slab, 29579 (67.06%) habitations covering 69.34% rural population in this slab
had middle sections in them. 94.78% habitations accounting for 95.11% population
were served for middle stage within 3 km. As against this 98.60% habitations

having in them 98.76% population had facilities for middle stage within a distance
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of 5 km. Only 1.24% population spread over 616 habitations did not have middle

sections within 5 km.

POPULATION SLAB 1000-1999

42657 habitations in the slab had middle sections in them and these
habitations had 40.29% population in the slab. As per 3 km distance norm 97326
- (87.79%) habitations covering 88.16% rural population were served for middle
stage. When the distance norm is raised to 5 km, 107307 (96.80%) habitations
having 96.99% population in them get served. As such 3553 habitations accounting

for 3.01% rural population did not have middle sections within 5 km.

POPULATION SLAB 500-999

The position regarding “habitations having middle sections in them was not
satisfactory. Only 29584 (14.97%) \habitations covering 16.15% rural population
in the slab had middle sections in them. 79.82% habitations with 80.30% popu-
lation had middle sections within a distance of 3 km and 94.00% habitations having
in tﬁem 93.93% rural population in the slab had middle sections within a distance
of 5 km., Thus 6.00% habitations having 6.07% population did not have facility

for middle stage within a distance of 5 km.

POPULATION SLAB'BELOW 500’

As  expeeted, the positton In respeat of this population slab is very bad,
Only 3.59% habitations covering 4.82% rural population in the slab had middle
sections in them. However, the position improves considerably when the distance
criterlon is 3 kin. Then 70.79% hablitations having 73.43% rural population get

served, With the distance criterion of 5 km, 87.82% habitations covering 89.93%

rural population were served. As such 12.18% habitations having 10.07% population

in them did not haye facility within 5 km.
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HABITATIOIQS‘ WITH POPULATION 75‘00 OR _MORE '

Educétion Commission (1964—66) suggested that vﬂlages with populatxon 700
or more should have upper primary school. \

In the All—India Educational Surveys the educational faciiities for middle
stage have been discussed for habltatlons w1th population 500 or more. A popu—
»latlon of 500 gives 35 to 40 chlldren in the age—group 11- 13+and an equal number
©or so may be avallable from the catchment area of 3 km.” In order to achieve
~the: 'gpal of umversahsation ‘of Aeducatgon at the middle stage 560 population is
regsonable for stan:ting a miqdlg s'cﬁool. ' ~

Statement 430

Habitations with Populétion. 500 or more served for ‘Middle Stage’

Survey. Total No. of Served within the Served within 3 km
Habitations ~ Habitation o ‘

Number . % Number %
Third -~ | | .
(1973) - 277917 : 66792 24.03 196713 70.78
" Fourth . o ) . . g
{1978) 305002 86688 .. - 28.42 239178 78.42
- Fifth S R . S
(1986) 358996 107449 29.93 303163 . 84.45

‘Thc_: cducational fac.mtllels fOl: thddle stage In the habitatlon; ;vith population
' 500 or more h;ve improved over years. 24, 03% habitations m the ThirdSurvey,
128.42% in the Fourth and 29 93% in the Fifth one had middle sections in them..
4~The facﬂlties carmot be. said to be adequate as only less than one~th1rd of the -

’ ~hab1tatlons had middle sectlons in them. While considering - the facilities wlth -

"3 km dxstance criterion, we find that the facihties have improved considerably.
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\ In the Thxrd Survey, 70.78% habxtatlons had mlddle sectlons w1thm a distance '’
of 3 km. - The correspondmg percentages for the Fourth and Fifth Surveys were
78,42 and 84.45 respectwely. As such nearly 15% habitations do not have middle
sect:ons even within a dlstance of' 3 km. The facilities need to be improved
{in "a bxg way. Middle schools need to be opened in a phased manner in such
_"a way that each habxtatlon has a middle section within a distance Of 3 km. The
ideal should ‘be to provxde mlddle sections to habttatxons with populatlon 500

" or more within. the habxtatton 1tself. )

STATE-WISE POSITION( 1986)

‘In the Fifth Survey among Stetes, Mizerarn had the highest percentage (89.64)

of habitations ‘with middle sections in them. ~ The other States with ntore than
50%- habitations having middle sections in them were Gujarat (65.88), Ke.rala(Sli.lG)

and 'Maharashtrag (50.98). In Lekshadweep all the habitations had middle sections
in thern.' The other Union Tertitoties with' more than 50% hahitations having
mlddle sections in them were A & N Islands (50.48%) and Chandigarh (57.89%).

Among States West Bengal had the lowest percentage (14.53%) of habitations
with middle sections in them, -Other States having less ‘than 30% of habitations
with middle-_ sections in jthem’rwﬂere Andhra Pradesh (28.57%), Assam (23.01%),
Bihar (19.98%), Goa (28.50%), Madhya Preqesh (26.73%L Tamil Nadu (25.55%)
1 and Uttar Pradesh (16.88%). -Among Union Territories, Dadra and "Nagar Haveli

had -the lowest percentage :(1'_1.76%)' of habitations having middle sections in them.

- All other Union Territories had ‘moré than 30% habitations with middle sections

m them.

In each State and Union Territory the percentage of habitations served within
a walkmg dxstance of 3 km was conmderably higher than that of habltations havmg
middle sections in them. The States and Union Territories havmg less than 80%

hab:tatlons thh populatton 500 or more served for middle stage within a distance
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of 3km were Arunachal Pradesh (56.46%), Meghalaya(78. 35%) Nagaland (64.56%),

Madhya Pradesh (70 35%), and Rajasthan (72.31%).

4.2.4 UNSERVED HABITATIONS AND THE UNSERVED PCPULATION (1973-86)

A habitatfon which did not' have educational facilities for middie stage \;\rithin
a walking distance of 3 km was an unserved habitation for middle stage in the
Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys. The number of unserved habitations has gone
down over years. In the Third Sur;rey (1973) there were 388439 unserved habit-
ations . which constituted 41.74% of total Zrural habitations. Iﬁ the Fourth Survey
{1978), there were 319693 unserved habitations and thesé constituted around one-
third k33.14°/o) of all habitations. In the Fifth Survey (1986), the number of
unserved habitations came down to 236980 and thesé were around one-fourth
(24.20%) of all habitations. The above data support the contention that the

educational facilities have improved considerably over years.

Statement 4 131

Habitations Unserved for Middle Stage in Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys

Number of Unserved Habitations in

Population :
Slab ———
Third Survey(1973) Fourth Survey(1978) Fifth Survey{1986)
5000 & above 154 (0.04) 96(0.03) 121(0.05)
2000-4999 3160(0.81) 2719(0.85) 2303(0.97)
1000-1999 18214(4.69) 16291(5.19) 13534(5.71)
500-999 59676(15.36) 46718(14.61) 39875(16.83)
Below 500 367235(79.1())_ i 253869(79.41) 181147(76.44)
All-India 388439(100.00) 319693(100.00) 236980(100.00)
Note: Figures in parentheses give percentage w.r.t. the total unserved

habitations
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In fhé hThird S&r?qy "pnly 5.54% ‘unsérﬁeﬂ Qhabitatiéns haa
‘population~f000 or more 1&56% 5elongedlfo the‘pbpulafion»slab
. 500-999 and479;10% had‘ﬁdpuyation less than 500. In tﬁe Fourth
' Survey, 5.98%,14.61% and 79.41%;‘unsé}yed haﬂicat{oﬁs. had popu-
‘}ation 1000 or more, populationv 500 )to 999 andle§;tﬁan 500 po§u~
atipﬁ fespeqtively. ‘In the Fifth Survey 15958 (6.73%) unserved
" habitations hadﬁpopulation 1000 orumope,‘39§75 (16;83%)‘unserved
.habitatfoné had population.500 or more but less than 1000 and
'181i47'(36;44%) unserved habjtatioﬁs had population less than
500. ~
A small bropértion 6f haﬁitations in the h?ghen population
SLéb§ were unserved and the:lower'population slabs had a ?éfy
large percentage of unserved habitations.

Statémeht.¢32.

Habitations Unserved for Middle Stage in various
Population Slabs in Third,Fourth and Fifth Suryeys

" Population Slab _ “.  Number of Unserved Habitations in
‘ Third Survey Foufth Survey Fifth Survey
(1973) - (1978) (1986)
5000 & above  154(4.29)° . 96(2.18) - 121(1.89)
2000-4999 . 3160(11.18) ~  2719(7.75)  2303(5.22)
“1000-1999 o 18214ﬁ23.30) . 16291(17.75) © 0 13534(12.21)
. - 500-999 ,v59676(3$.54) ‘ 46718(26.89) 39875(20..18)
. Below 500 307235(47.07)  253869(38.48) 181147(29.21)
" All-India - 388439(41.74) -319693(33.14) 236980(24.20)
"Note: - Figures in. parentheses indicate percentages w.r.t. total

- number of habitations in 'the population slab
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In the ‘F‘,iftl; Survéy- (1986) 1.89°/o‘hqb'ita't‘i'ons in_ the popu- .
Iationiéléb '5000 & above"were?ﬁnserved and 5.22% babifaiidps
in the slab -2090~4999. were 4uése}véd. Aéainst this 29:21%»
habité}ioné iﬁ the pOpuiation Siab 'Below 560' wereyunserved.
Simiiarﬁtrenq was observéd in the‘Third (1973) and in‘tﬁe Fquftﬁ
(1978) Surveys. _ ‘ \
J In. the Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys habitd;ibns not
‘having facilities fbr\lniddie ‘stage within 3 km were treated
unsé;ved. Accordingly, 236980 habitations were unserved in
Iathe Fifth Survey. If the dfstance~ criterioﬁ is raised to ‘4
km, then another 88219 habitations would stand served and the
number of unserved ﬁabitat}qnsx‘would‘ be ‘reduced to 148761,
If the distance criterion~.is further raised to 5° km, then\
anothef 57183 would stand served and oﬁly 91578 habftatiéns

would be ' unserved.

iU&SERVED HABITATIONS IN STATES (1986)

’ 6f the 121 wunserved hgb&ta;ions with bépqlation 5000 or
'more,,40 Qere“in Kerala,‘39 in West Bengal,‘l3 in ﬁt;ar Pradesh
_and eight each in Bihar and Assam. Of the 2303 unserved habit-
"ations in thé pobulétibn Slab 2006—4999, 620 were in Uttar
Pradesh, 515 in West Bengal; 310 in Bihar, 137 in Kerala, 133

in Asgém and 129 in Tgmil>Nad&.
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Statement 4,33

Unserved Habitations with Population 500 or more
in the Selected States as per Fifth Survey (1986)

e - e e e e mm M e e mm e m e me e e G e M M e e e W M M e W M m e e e M me Lk sm s e aw = hm G mm e W m o e e e

S.No. State R e R e
5000&above 2000-4999 1000-1999 500-999 Total
1. Andhra Pradesh 4 62 256 492 8l4
2. Assam ’ 8 133 546 1611 2298
3. Bihar 8 310 1443 3306 5067
4. Gujarat ‘ - 23 328 934 1285
5. Haryana 1 52 247 306 606
6. Himachal Pradesh - 1 3 141 145
7. Jammu &Kashmir - 2 34 205 241
8. Karnataka - 66 580 1645 2291
9. Kerala 40 137 100 53 330
10. Madhya Pradesh 1 44 1536 7359 8940
I11. Maharashtra | 38 ‘ 869 2997 ‘3905
12. Orissa - 10 233 1608 1851
13. Puunjab - 51 282 461 794
14. Rajasthan 2 90 1061 4234 5387
15. Tamil Nadu 4 129 1142 2848 4121
16. Uttar Pradesh 13 620 3211 7903 11747
-17. West Bengal 39 * 515 1544 3196 5294
‘All-India 121 2303 13534 39875 55833

There were 13534 wunserved habitations in the population
slab 1000-1999. Of these 321! were in Uttar Pradesh, 1544

in West Bengal, 1536 in Madhya Pradesh, 1443 in Bihar, 1142

i3
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iﬁ‘Tamil'Nadu and.1061 ih’Rajasthan There were 39875 habit-
ations w1th populatlon 500 or more but less than one thousand
and the States of Uttar Pradesh "West . Bengal Tamil Nadu,
5Rajésthéq;‘Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh and Blhar each had more

than éOOO hgbitacions-of -this type. In alljghere ‘were 15958
“habitations wﬁich were unservéd but ﬁad bdpﬁlation 1000 or
‘morei All these habltatlons should be provnded mxddle schools

- at the earllest possxble.

UNSERVED POPULATION

It i; evident  from the survey: data that a higher percentage
_of'uns¢r¢ed populatlothas from the habxtatlons in the lpwer
pdbulatioh slabs, In the Fifth Survey- (1986) theu unserved
pOpulation- for middie stage was around 8.7 .crore and it was
14.61% of thé total rurél 'ﬁopulation of the -country. -T1.40%
. unserved populétién was from the ‘habitations with populatién

less tﬁan 1000.

Statéﬁent 4,34

Percentage of Populafion in the Unserved Habitations in
Various Population Slabs as of the total Unserved Population
in the Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys

- . am m mm km . e we mm am mm em m hw WM W we Hm Am . me e WA M W MM M M wm G e e WS e e T T S M W W We e em W N am e R AR e am e aw em e

Pobulaiion

Slab - Percehtage of Unserved Population in Surveys
Third(1973). Fourth(1978) . Fifth(1986)
~ 5000&Above ; 0.75 0.58 0.95.
2000-4999 . 6.66 . 6.71 . 7.05
1000-1999 ‘ 18.61 20.22 - - . 20.60
500-999 80017 30,17 81,44
Below 500 . . - 43.81 42,32  39.96

‘All India - 100.00  -100.00 °  100.00
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In 1986 unserved habitations with population 2000 or more
had 1n them only 8.00% unserved population. Similar trends

were obscerved in the Third and Fourfﬁ Surveys.

1f all the unserved 'habitations with population - 1000 or
more  are provided ,facilitiés for middle stage, then at least
28.60% of the unserved population would stand served for middle

stage.

4.2.5 %@% OF EDUCATIONAL. FACILITIES FOR MIDDLE- STAGE IN-

For studying the growth of educational facilities for middle
stage in a State, the criterion of percentage of populatfon
served for ﬁiddlc stage in a State has been applied. The avail-
ability of facilities at two distance limits namely zero
distance (w:tﬁin the Qahitatlon) and 3 km walking distance
(the national norm) has been considered. In other words for
asessing the availability of facilities the percentage of rural
popultation having the facilities within the habjtation of
restdence and that having the facilities within a walk&ng
distance of 3 kin have been  taken into account. The growth

of facilities has been discussed in respect of seventeen

selected States.
WITHIN THE JABITATION

THIRD SURVEY (1973)

At the time of the Third Survey (1973) only two States
namely Kerala (59.70%) and Maharashtra (55.66%) had more than
50% rural population served within the habitation of residence

and two States- Haryana (43.16%) and Karnataka {49.65%) had
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more than forty percent but less than 50 percent population served that way.

Statement 4.35

Percentage of Rural Population Served for Middle
Stage 'Within the Habitation' in the Third Survey (1973)

%age slab Seijected States Other States * Union Territories
(Population served)

Up to 20 Himachal Pradesh Arunachal Pradesh Dadra & Nagar Haveli
(14.48) (11.52) (5.98)
Uttar Pradesh Meghalaya ’
(15.39) (15.20)
Assam Tripura
(15.76) (19.35)
Madhya Pradesh
(15.78)
20,1-30 Orissa Goa, Daman & Diu A & N Islands
(21.18) (28.34) : (25.06)
West DBengal
(21.18)
Bihar Nagaland
(22.08) (30.26)
30,1-40 - Jammu & Kashmir Manipur Pondicherry
: (30.71) (32.77) (37.84)
Tamil Nadu .
(31.01)
Andhra Pradesh
(31.33)
Rajasthan
(36.22)
Punjab
" {36.61) .
40+1-50 Haryana Chandigarh
(43.16) : (49.50)
Karnataka
(49.65)
More than 50  Maharashtra Mizoram Lakshadweep
(55.66) (92.37} (99.66)
Kerala
(59.70)

Note : * Figures in Parentheses indicate percentages. i
The remaining eight States in the country other than the 17 selected ones.
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Himachal Pradesh had the lowest percentage (14.48) of population served, next
it were Uttar Pradesh (15.39), Assam (15.76) and Madhya Pradesh (15.78). Out
of the sixteen States for which data were available, seven States had less than
one-fourth of ti;n:ir rural population having facilities for middle stage within the

habitation of residence.

PRESENT POSITION (1986)

"The position regarding availability of educational facifities has considerably
improved lover the years but it cannot be said to be satisfactory. According
to the Fifth Survey (1986), out of the seventeen States only five States, Gujarat
(74.90%), Kerala (69.17%), Haryana (61.84%), Maharashtra (58.83%) and Karnataka’
(57.01%), had more than one-half of the rural population served for middle stage

within the habitation of residence.

Statement 4.36

Percentage of rural Population served for Middle Stage
'Within the Habitation' in the Fifth Survey (1986)

%age slab Selected States Other States Union Territories
(Population ’
served)
Up to 20 Himachal Pradesh (17.73) Dadra & Nagar Haveli
West Bengal (18.47) {9.14)
20 1-30 Uttar Pradesh (20.41) Goa (22.24)
Assam (24.19) Tripura (25.78)
Bihar (25.86) Arunachal

Madhya Pradesh (27,76) Pradesh (26.48)
) Meghalaya (26.85)
Sikkim (27.91)
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1 2 p 3 ’ 4 (
30. 1-40 Orissa : ; (30.45) Manipur- K (38.48 YA & N Islands
. N Tamil Nadu ’ \‘(34.36) ‘ (39.46)

Jammu & Kashmir (34.37) ’ .
40.1-50  ° Andhra Pradesh (42.44) Nagaland ' (43.25) Pondicherry

S Rajasthan ° (46.30) ‘ - (49.83)

Punjab (46.93) ' o

More ‘than 50 Karnataka (57.01) Mizoram , -(80.37) Chandigarh (56.80)
Maharashtra - (58.83) ’ ‘Delhi .  (58.69)
Haryana (61.84) : Daman & -Diu(60.89)
Kerala . (69.17) ’ Lakshadweep(99.16)
Gujarat (74.90) «

Néte : Figures in Parenthesés indicate percentages

~Seven States - Himachal Pradesh (17.73%), West Bengal (18.47%), Uttar
Pradesh {20.41%), Assam .(24.19%), Bihar -(25.86%), Madhya APrades,hh (27.76%) and
Orissa (30.45%) had less than one-third of the rural ‘population héving middle

stage' facilities in the habitation of residence.

RELATIVE POSITION OF *STATES ’

From the preceding paragraphs it is evident that in all the selected States
" the ,avéiiabi}ity' of educational facilities has ~improved over years. Considering
‘the ranking of the States on the percentage of population served for middle
stage within the"’ habitation at the iime of Third and Fifth Surveys it can be

said that the relative position ‘of the. States have remained more or less the

saine.



Statement 4.37

Rank of States on Percentage of Population served Within
the Habitation in the Third and Fifth Surveys

State Rank in the Rank in the -
Third Survey Fifth Survey
Kerala 1 1
Maharashtra 2 3
Karnataka 3 4
Haryana 4 2
Punjab _ 5 5.
Rajasthan 6 6
Andhra Pradesh 7 : 7
Tamil Nadu 8 9
Jammu and Kashmir 9 8
Bihar 10 12
West Bengal 11 15
Orissa 12 10
Madhya Pradesh 13 11
Assam 14 13
Uttar Pradesh ‘ 15 14
Himachal Pradesh 16 ~ 16

Note: Gujarat was not considered as the Data for Gujarat for the Third
Survey were not available

Either the States have retained the same rank in both the surveys or
their ranks have differed by one/two places. West Bengal is the only exception

where the rank difference is 4.
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E I‘NCREASE'IN TQE PERCENTAGE ‘OF POPULATION SERVED
] During\thc perioa i973 wto .‘1986,4 there::w,a&; lnc‘rease in the per;:entage of
;Sopulation served in all the selected Staées e;ccept‘ in West Bengal. : The iﬁcrease
- in the perceﬁtage of population ser;}ed was thea'highest (18.68) in Haryana followed
by’ 11;98 in Maahya Pradesh, 141.11 m Ar;dhra ‘Praidesh, 10.321 in Punjab and 10.08
. in Rajasthan. - For the. States of Maharashtra (3.17), Himachal Pradesh (3.25),
_ Tamil Nadu (3.35), Jammu & Kashmir (3.66) and Bihar (3.80), the increase in

‘percentage of popﬁlatioﬁ"ser‘;'ed Was less i;han five. | »

) Statemeqt 4.38

Perceniage of Rural Population Served for Middle Stage
'Within the Habitation' in Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys

Sl Percentage of Population Increase in percentage of
No.  State Served in Surveys Population served during

Third Fourth Fifth 1973-86 1973-78j 1978-86
(1973) (1978)  (1986)

S

1. Andhra Pradesh 31.33  36.01 = 4244  1L11 468  6.43
2. Assam 1576  20.91 2419  8.43 515  3.28
3. ‘Bihar .-92.06 2314 2586  3.80 108  2.72
4 Gujarat - 171 7490 - - '3.19
5. Haryana - 4316, 46.78  61.84  18.68  3.62  15.06
Himachal Pradesh =~ 14.48  13.31 17.73 3.25  -L17 " 4.42
. Ja;nmu & Kashmir 30,71  32.60 34.37 3.66 1.89 L77
Karnataka - 49,65 51.36 5701  7.36  L71  5.65 )
" Kerala ‘ 59.70  59.44  69.17  9.47 -0.26  9.73
‘10. Madhya Pradesh 15,78 2409 2776 1198  8.31 ' 3.67
11. Maharashtra © 55,66 ° 586,50 58.83 ©3.17 0.84 . 2.33
12, Orissa” , © 2L18  27.01 3045 - 9.27 583 . 3.44
13, Punjab - . 36.61 44.45  46.93  10.32. 7.84 248"
14. Rajasthan . 36.22 36.82 . 46.30  10.08  0.60 - 9.48
15. Tamil Nadu 3.01  20.81 3436  3.35 -1.20 . 455
“16..Uttar Pradesh - 1539 17.33  20.41 502 194  3.08

17. West Bengal 2118 Y 2539 18.47  -271 421  -6.92
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The period 1973 to 1978 - the intervening period between fhe Third and
the Fourth Surveys and 1978-1986 - the intervening period between the Fourth
and the Fifth Surveys are considered independently., During the period 1973
to 1978 the percentage of population served increased in all the selected States
except in Himachal Pradesh (-1.17), Kerala (-0.26) and Tamil Nadu (-1.20). In
all thgse cases the decrease was marginal. In the other States too, the increase
in percentage of population served has been small. Cnly in four States - Assam
{5.15), Orissa (5.83), Punjab (7.84) and Madhya Pradesh ({8.31), the increase in
percentage of population served had been more than five. In case of Rajasthan
{0.60) and Maharashtra (0.84)’the increase in percentage was less than .one.

During the period 1978 to 1986, the States seem to have put in more efforts
for expanding the educational facilities for middle stage as compared to the
period 1973 to 1978. All the selected States had increase in percentage of popu-
lation served except in the case of West Bengal. The highest increase (15.06)
in percentage of population served was in Haryana forllowed by 9.73 in Kerala
9.48 in Rajasthan and 6.43 in Andhra Pradesh. The lowest increase (1.77) in
percentage was in Jammu & Kashmir and next to it were 2.33 in' Maharashtra,

2.48 in Punjab and 2,72 in Bihar.

WITHIN 3 KM

In comparison to 'within the habitations category, a higher percentage of
population is served for the category 'within 3 km'. In the Third Survey (1973),
among the selected States Kerala had the highest percentage (90.77) of rural
population served for middle stage within a walking distance of 3 ’km. It was

followed by Maharashtra (83.48), Karnataka (82.34), Bihar(81.10) and Punjab (81.04).
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Statement 4.39

"Pe'rt:entage‘of Rurai‘Population served for Middle
Stage 'Within 3 km' in the Third Survey (1973)

%age slab

(Population Selected States . Other States * . Union Territories
» served) : :
Upto 50.0 = - Arunachal - Pradesh (13.95) A &N Islands (40.83)
S Meghalaya (31.91)
50. 1-60 Madhya Pradesh 3 (52.09) Nagaland {57.58) Dadra & Naga}'
"+ . _Rajasthan (59.68) Haveli (58.57)
" §0.1-70 . Himachal Pradesh (61.80) Tripura (64.41)
. * Andhra Pradesh (64.60) Manipur (68.07) - .
Uttar Pradesh (67.01)
Orissa {68.03)
‘West Bengal (69.19)
© 70.1-80  -Assam (71.01)
Haryana - (76.24)
Tamil Nadu g (79.11)

Jammu & Xashmir (79.34)

80-1-90  Punjab (81.04) Goa, Daman & (88.45) Chandigarh (84.68)
) Bihar L (81,10) Diu ) o,
Karnataka - (82.34)
Maharashtra ) (83.48)

Over 90  Kerala , (90.77) Mizoram (92.37) Pondicherry (93.37)
‘ | . C Lakshadweep { 99.66)

———

Npte: 'F igures )in‘parentheseg indicate percentages ~

‘Madhya Pradesh had the lowest perc’eﬁtage (52.09) of popula‘tion serveci for
middle stage. aﬁd ‘next to it were Rajastﬁan (59.68), Himachal ‘Pradesh (61.80) and
~ Andhra Pradesh (64.60). B

" PRESENT POSITION (1986)

- ‘The availabili;y of educational facilities fbr middle stage has improved con-
~siderably “since the “Third Survey. In 1986 five States - Andhra Pradesh (97.28),

Kerala (96.22), : Gujafat (94.43),‘ Haryana (93.12) and Punjab (92.49) have more
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Than ninety percent rural population served within a walking distance of 3 km against -

one such State in 1973.

Statement 4. 4Q

Percentage ofRural population Served for Middle Stage
'Within 3 km' in the Fifth Survey (1986)

%age slab
{Population

served) Selected States . Other States Union Territories
Up t050-0 - Arunachal Pradesh (42.19) -
50¢1-60 - - - ‘
60.1-70 Madhya Pradesh (69.58)  Meghalaya (64.99 )Dadra & Nagar
Nagaland "~ (66.41)Haveli (65.3)
70.1-89 Himachal Pradesh (76.04)  Sikkim (76.20)A&NIslands (73.57) —
Rajasthan (77.0)
80.1-90 Uttar Pradesh (81.88) Manipur (80.19)
West Bengal (82.79) Mizoram (82.85)
Assam (83.29)  Tripura (86.31)
Orissa (83.35)
Tamil Nadu (84.07)
Jammu & Kashmir {85.99)
Bihar (88.30)
Maharashtra (88.46)
Karnataka " (89.78)
Over 90  Punjab (92.49) Goa . (91.79)Pondicherry (96.48)
Haryana {93.12) Delhi {98.60)
Gujarat {94.43) Lakshadweep (99.16)
Kerala (96.22) _ Daman&Diu (99.44)
Andhra Pradesh (97.28) : Chandigarh (100.00)

Note: Figures in pz;rentheses indicate percentages.
Only three States out of the seventeen, have less than eighty percent of rural

population served for middle stage within a walking distance of 3 km. At the time -
of Third Survey, there were eleven States in that category. The data indicate that

availability of facilities for middle stage in States have improved considerably.
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RELATIVE POSITION OF STATES

The rank placings of various States in the Third and Fifth Surveys indicate
that there has been expansion of facilities for middle stage in the States at diff-

erent rates. In some expansion has been faster in comaprison to the other States.

Statement 4.41

Rank of States on Percentage of Population served for Middle Stage
'Within 3 km' in Third and Fifth Surveys

State Rank in the Rank in the
Third Survey Fifth Survey
Kerala ! 2
Maharashtra 2 6
I{arnataka 3 5
Bihar 4 7
Punjab . 5 4
Jammu & Kashmir 6 8
Tamil Nadu 7 9
Haryana 8 3
Assam 9 11
West Bengal ’ 10 12
Orissa 11 10
Uttar’j Pradesh 12 13
Andhra Pradesh 13 , 1
Himachal Pradesh 14 { 15
Rajasthan 15 14
Madhya Pradesh : 16 16

Note: Gujarat has not been included as Data for Third Survey were
not available
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‘e rank placings of the States have not'differed by nore than three f)laces except

. in the cases of’ Andhra Pradesh Haryana and. Maharashtra. Andhra Pradesh has

moved: to rank l m Fifth Survey from rank 13 in the Third Survey and Haryana
'haa moved to. ranl\ 3 from rank 8 m the Third Survey. Maharashtra has come
down to rank 6 from rank 2 in the Third Survey.

- INCREASE IN PERCENTAGE OF POPULATION SERVED

_Dm\-inng' the period 1973 to 1986, the highest increase (32.68) in percentage
of population served was in- Andhra Pradesh, followed by 17.49 in Madhya Pradesh,
' 17.3,2‘i-n Rajasthan and 16.88 inHaryana. "~The lowest increase .(4.96) was registered’
" for Tamil ﬂNadu‘ and next to'it were 4.98 in Maharashtra, 5.45 in Kerala énd 6.65
in Jammu and Kashmir. States like Kerala, Mahrashtra, Karnataka, etc. which
had'a ﬁigh_ percentage of- population served served at the time of the Third Survéy
did not .registgr an appreciable increase. \ |

Statement 4.42

Percéniage of Rural Pobulation served for Upper Primary (Middle)
Stage 'Within 3 km' in Third, Fourth and Fifth Surveys

SL ) - ,
No. State Percentage of Population Increase in percentage Of
served in surveys population served during
' Third Fourth Fifth 1973-86 1973-78 1978-
1973 1978 1986 86 -
1 i o 3 4 5 .. 6 7 8
1. . Andhra Pradesh 64.60 71.16 97.28 32.68 '6.56 26,12
2. . Assam - 71.01 78.96 .  83.29 12.28  17.95 4.33
3. Bihar ] 81.10 ~ 84.96 88.30 7.20 .3.86 3.34
- 4,  Gujarat — 92.50 94.43 - . - 1.93
5. Haryana 76.24 85.21 93.12 16.88  8.97 7.91
6. Himachal Pradesh 61.80 71.58  76.04 14.24 9.78 4.46
T Jammu & Xashmir  79.34 83.58 85.99 6.65 4.24 2,41
8.  Karnataka T 82.34 86.29- 89.78 7.44  3.95 3.49
9. - Kerala - .~ 90.77 92.48 96.22 5.45 1.71 3.74
10. Madhya Pradesh 52.09 63.19 69.58 17.49 11,10 6.39
11. Maharashtra 83.48 87.50 88.46 4,98 4,02 0.96
12.  Orissa 68.03 80,29 83.35 15.32 . 12,26 3,06
13. " Punjab . 81.04 91.77 - 92.49 11,45 10.73 0.72 -
14, Rajasthan 59.68  64.87 77.00 17.32  5.19 12,13
15.- Tamil Nadu 79.11 .80.57 84,07 4.96 1.46 3.50
16. Uttar Pradesh 67.01 73.95 81.88 14,87 6.94- 7.93

17. . West Bengal 69.19 -~ 78.71 - 82,79 13.60  9.52 4.08
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During thleA period 1973 to 1978, Orisa registered the highest increase (12.26) o
in peréentage of population served,‘followed by Mgdhya Pradesh (ll.lb), Punjab
(10.73) and Himachal Pradesh (9.78). The Increase was the lowest (1.46) in Tamil
Nadu, next to it were 1.71 in Kere;la, 3.86 in Bihér ‘and 3.95 in' Karﬁaéaka.

Considering the period 1978 to 1986, it is observed that during this -period
Andhra Pradesh registered the highest increase (26.12) in percentage of population
served, -followed by Rajasthan (12.13), Uttar Pradesh (7.93), Haryana (7.91) and
Madhya Prac.:lesh (6.39). For OtherAAStlates, thé increase “in Aperceltxtéage was less
i tharixl“five. Expagsion of facilities depe_ndgd upo>n~ the policy of the State Gover-
nment and this affected the rate of expansioﬁ during a particular period of time.
'I:hus‘"different "States had ;Jarying rates of expansion during the periods 1973-

1978 and 1978-1986.

4.2.6 IMBALANCES =~ -~

The data of the educational surveys indicate that opening “of ' schoolé has
been faulty. This haS resuited in the imbalances in ‘the ayailability of educational
facilities:. There are maquareﬁs‘which have more schools than their requirement
“and theré are some areas which are short of schools. As per the Fifth All-India
Educational Survey, there were 15958 habitations with popﬁlation 1000 or more
which did no“t have midd!e schools- or schodls with middle stage classes eit'her
within the habitation of residence or within a walkmg dtstance of 3 km.' On -
the other hand .there were 22261 habitatlons with populatlon less than 500 which
‘had middle schools or schools w1th middle stage classes in them. Imba!ancgs
of thls type ex1st between States and Union, Territories, between districts in
the same State, between blocks in the same dlSt!‘lCt,‘ between S.C./S.T. habitations

and other habitations, etc.



" Two indicators viz. Range and Index of Vat;iqtion have been used for studying
the im'balances‘ iﬁ the "availability 6f fécilitfies for the middle stagé' as has beerj

done in the case of primary education.

VARIATIONS BETWEEN STATES .

WITHIN THE HABITATION

‘. in tﬁe Tf;fnd Survey (1973) Lakshadweep had the highest pergentage of popu-
lation (99.66) served for middle stage -within the habitation  of residence .and
* Dadra and Nagér Haveli had the loweétu pe;’céntage (5.98) of population served.
As such, Raﬁge for the Third Survey was 93.68. In t.{\é Fourth Survey Lékshadweep
had the : highést percentage (99,64) of bopulétion served within the habitati(;n
-and Sikkim had( the lowest (7.66). Thus the Range for the qurth Survey was
91.98, In the Fifth Survey, Lakshadw;:ep (had’ the highest percentage (99.16)
of . population sérvéd and Dadra & Négar Haveli had the lowestA percénf:age (9.14)

served. Accordingly the Range for the Fifth' Survey works out to be 90.02.

'Itigot reduced from 93.‘68 in the Third Survey to 90.62 in the Fifth Survey. |

Statement 4. 43

Range and Index of Variation for Surveys in respect
of Population served Within the Habitation

Survey - Percentage of population - E ‘ Index
. ©  -served within the habitation . Range . of Variation ~

Highest State/ Lowest State/

U.T. Value U.T. Value ;
Third ~ - - : 4 -
(1973) ~ . - 99.66 - 5.98 9368 0.7752°
(IeHfh - 9964 - © 7.66 91.98 . 0.5425
Fifth ' ‘ o

(1986) - 99.16 914 ©'90.02  0.5739
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The lnde:x of Variation came down from 0.7752 in the ‘Thlrd‘Surve_y to 0.5739
- in the F‘if“th:: Survey 'indicating‘ that the Variations between States and Union
Térritorié‘s on th'e‘ percentage of po;;ulation served within the habitation were
narro'wi:ng‘ down. AHowever, there was a little increase (0.0314) in the, Index of

fVériation from Fourth (1978) to Fifth (1986) Survey.
WITHIN 3 KM

The Ran.ge' came; down steadily frorﬁ the Third Survey to the VFifth ’Sur\fey.
In the Third Survey Lakshadweep -had the highest (99.66) and Aruﬁachall Pradesh
‘bthg l;)west (13.95) percentage of population éerved for middle 'st‘age within a
’\wa‘lking distance of 3 km. , Accordingly, the Range for the Third Survey  was 85.71.
In éhe Fourth Suryey the Union Territory of Chandigarh had cent per éent population . )
served for middle stage within a distance of -3 km and Arunachal ‘Prade;sh had the
lowest‘ percentage (é&ls) .served, ;I‘_huus,- the Range for the Fourth Survey works
" out to be-7%.85. In the Fif;ﬁ Survey, again then Union Territory of Cha;ldigarh
“had ‘cent }pex;ce_nt population served within 3 km ;andArunachai Pradesh had the
lowest percentage (42.19) served giviné a; Range value of 57.81 for the. Fifth Sur;rey.
. Thus the Range climbed down from 85.71 in the Third Survey to 57.81 in the Fifth
Survey thereby. indicating that. \-fariati'onS' between - States and Union Territories

" on percentage of bo.pulation’ served for middle stage within 3 km narrowed down.’
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Statement 4.44

Range and Index of Variation for Surveys in respect
of Population served Within 3 km

Percentage of Population served

Survey Within 3 km Range Index of Variation
Highest State/  Lowest State/
© U.T. Value U.T. Value
Third
(1973) 99.66 13.95 85.71 0.2646
Fourth
(1978) 100.00 28.15 71.85 0.2122
Fifth ‘
{1986) 100.00 42.19 57.81 0.1488

The Index of Variation came down from 0.2646 in the Third Survey (1973)
to 9.2122 in the Fourth Survey (1978) and to 0.1488 in the Fifth Survey {1986).
The fall in the. Index of wamriation in the successive surveys indicates that the vari-
ations between States and Union Territories on the percentage of population served
for middle stage within 3 km were‘ gradually narrowing down.

Comparing the variations between States and Union Territories for the categor-
ies 'within the habitation' and 'within 3 km' it is observed that for each survey
both the Range and Index of variation were higher for the category 'within the
habitation' meaning thereby that the Variations in respect of the category 'within

the habitation' were wider and more marked.

VARIATIONS BETWEEN DISTRICTS IN STATES

Variations between districts were studied in respect of seventeen selected -

States. In order to have a comparative picture on \ariations, the data were studied

at two points of time using the Fourth Survey (1978) and the FifthSurvey (1986)

data.
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WITHIN THE HABITATION

In the Fifth Survey among the seventeen States uﬁde;‘ study, Junagarh District
(Gujarat) had the highest percentage (95.04) of population served for middle stage
within the habitation. Eleven districts inGujarat (Ahmedabad,Amreli, ‘Kutch, Kheda,
Jamnagar, Junagarh, Bhavnagar, ‘Mehsana, Rajkot, Surendranagar and Gandhinagar),
one in Haryana (Rohtak), Four districts in Kerala (Kasaragod, Cannanore,Wyanad,
Idukki), three districts in Karnataka (Belgaum, Bijapur, Dharwad), and four in
Maharashtra (Kolhapur, Sangali, Osmanabad and Latur) had more than 75% rural
population served in the habitation of residence for middle stage. Gonda  district
in Uttar Pradesh had the ldwest percentage (7.13) of population served among the
selected States. Seven districts in Assam, nine in Bihar, eight in Himachal Pradesh,
three in Jammu & Kashmir, seven in Madhya Pradesh, two in Orissa, one in Tamil
Nadu, twenty t§vo in Uttar Pradesh and ten in West Bengal had less than 20%
population thus served. Districts of Chamba and Kulu in Himachal Pradesh,
Chindwara in Madhya Pradesh, and Jaunpur, Azamgarh, Bairach and Gonda in Uttar
Pradesh had less than ten percent population served within the habitation.

In the Fifth Survey, the Range (the difference between the highest district
value and the lowest district value of the percentage of population served for
middle stage within the habitation) was the highest (55.5) in respect of Maharashtra,
followed by 49.7 for Gujarat, 42.3 for Assam, 42.2 for Kerala, and 41.1 for Uttar
Pradesh. The Range was the lowest (13.2) for West Bengal and next to it was

19.7 for Orissa.
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Statement 4,45

Range of States in respect of Percentage of Population

served 'Within the Habitation'in 1978 and 1986

Within the habitation

S.No. State
1978 1986 ?ositive
increase
Andhra Pradesh ) 29.8 30. 9 1.1
2. Assam 18.9 42.3 23.4
3. Bihar 19.4 33.7 14.3
4, Gujarat 55.6 49.7 -
5. Haryana 37.1 - 40.7 3.6
6. Himachal Pradesh 26.4 35.2 8.8
7. Jammu & Kashmir 35.1 37.3 ‘ 2.2
8. Karnataka 45.6 36.0 -
9. Kerala . 27.8 42.2 14.4
10. Madhya Pradesh 34.7 36.0 1.3
11. Maharashtra | 49.9 55.5 5.6
12, Orissa 21.:4 19.7 -
13, Punjab | 32.9 - 33.4 0.5
14. Rajasthan 49,0 33.6 -
15. Tamil Nadu ) : 19.5 32.9 13.4
16. Uttar Pruadesh 42.0 11.1 -
17. West Bengal 27.3 ‘ 13.2 -




179

In eleven States the Range for 'within the habitation' category was Mahev
in the Fifth Survey than the corresponding Range in the Fourth Survey. The
- increase was marginal ,less than five, in case of Andhra Pradesh, Haryana, Jammu
and Kashmir, Madhya Pradesh and Punjab. The increase was more than five in
respect of Assam, Bihar, Kerala, Tamil Nadu, Himachal Pradesh and Maharashtra.
Of these ,in five States viz. Assam, Bihar, Kerala, Tamil Nadu and Maharashtra,
the number of districts in the respective States went up by four districts or more
over the districts listed in the Fourth Survey (1978). This re-organisation of
districts in States might have caused the rise in Range. In Himachal Pradesh,.
the number of villages and habitations in the Fifth Survey got reduced by 977
and 2137 respectively than those listed in the Fourth Survey (1978). This might
be due to some re-organisation of villages. This re-organisation of villages might
have caused rise in Range.

In the Fifth Sur\ley in the ‘'within the habitation' category, the Index of Vari-
ation was the lowest (0.1383) for Kerala, next to it was 0.1958 for Haryana and
. 0.2073 for Gujarat. The Index of Variation was the highest (0.6674) for Himachal
Pradesh, followed by 0.4699 for Uttar Pradesh, and 0.4267 for Assam. It is evident
from the Indices of Variation of various States that the level of yariation between
the districts in the State varied from State to State. In the Fifth Survey (1986)
the extent of varfation between districts was the highest, in respect of Himachal

Pradesh and lowest for Kerala.
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Statement 4.46

N &
Index of Variation for States on the basis of

Percentage of Papulation served within 'the habitation(

in the States in 1978 and 1986

S.No. State Index of Variation within the Habitation
1978 1986 Positive increase

1. Andhra Pradesh 0.2513 0.2283 -

2. Assam 0.3010 0.4267  0.1257

3. Bihar 0.3166 0.2830 -

4, Gujarat 0.2287 0.2073 -

5. Haryana 0.2317 0.1958 -

6. Himachal Pradesh 0.6093 0.6674 0.0581

7. Jammu & Kashmir 0.3858 0.3626 -

8. Karnataka 0.2694 0.2166 -

9. Kerala. 0.1541 0.1383 -

10. Madhya Pradesh 0.3596 0.2745 -

11. Maharashtra 0.2119 0.2542 0.0423

12. Orissa 0.2357 0.2392 0.0035

13. Punjab 0.2184 0.2264 0.0080

14. Rajasthan 0.2414 0.2170 -

15. Tamil Nadu 0.2017 0.2295 0.0278

16. Uttar Pradesh 0.5537 0.4699 -

17. 0.2660 0.2170 -

West Bengal

in fhe dfsi’*(ic-fs)
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In thg’ States under study, the Index of. Vériation for the P;iftli Survey fo'x;
,.e.acﬁ.'St‘ate 'was less than- the corresponding Index of Variation of the State for
the F‘o;xrth Sur\;e)} e4xcept. in Assal_r;,' Hilnéclial’Pradesh, Maharashtra, Orissa, Punjab
argd Tamil Nadu. -The increase is marginal in case of Orissé (.0035) and f’unjab
{.0080). In case of the other four States, viz. As'sam, Himachal Pradesh,v
Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu range‘ of each State for thg Fifth Surw}ey was - also
'higher *‘Vthgn thgg in tf)e Fourth S:urvey; The posfsible reasons fort rise in kange
were discussed .in that -section. Those r;aasons"hold good even for the risé in the

Index of variation.

WITHIN 3 KM

In the Fifth Survey (1986) among the se;(énteen selected States only J unéganh
District of Gujarat haa cent percent rufal éopulation served fof middle stage within
3 km. Twenty districts in Andhra Pradesh, ‘o'nel in Assam, eleven in Bihar, nine
- in Gujarat, four in Haryana, two in Jammu & Kashmir, five in Kamataka,  nine
in Ke-rala,' five in Maharashtra, two in Orissa, f;ur in Punjab, one in Tamil Naduy,
and‘one in West Be;ngai had more than ninety five‘ percent p_opulatioﬁ served for
rriiddl%\ stage within 3 km. ’

In the Fifth Survey (1986) the ﬁange in respect of population served, for
middle stage ‘wi;hin a distance of 3 km \&'as the highest (63.9) in respect - of
Rajasthan followed by 49.8 fpr Bihfiifl‘,'— 49.5 for Wgst Bengal, 48.3 for Orissa and
47.1 for Madhyé i’rad_esh. ' The Range was tﬁe lowest (9.‘2) for Andhra Pradegh , and .-
next’ to it was ld.l for Pu‘njabn ar;d 13.4 fot; Haryana. In Andhra Pradesh which
“ha{d thé lq»\{est Range;' 20 districts {out of 22 districts with rural population) had

more than ninety flve perce'nt population se;?ed for middle stage within 3 km.
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Statement 4,47

Range of States in respect of percentage of population
served for Middle Stage within 3 km in 1978 and 1986

S.No. State Range
1978 1986 Positive increase

1. Andhra Pradesh 35.1 9.2 ‘ -
2, Assam 43.8 14.5 -
3. Bihar ’ 35.3 49,8 14.5
4, Gujarat 23.2 . 25.2 2.0
5. Haryana 33.7‘ 13.4 -
6. Himachal Pradesh ( 40.8 37.3 -
7. Jammu & Kashmir 42.9 - 36.5 -
8. Karnataka 27.9 19.4 -
9. Kerala ‘ 34.0 16.2 -
10. Madhya Pradesh 48.4 47.1 -
11, f;/iaharashtra 24.4 32.1 ;1.7
12. Orissa 59.1 83 -
13. Punjab - 15.7 10.1 -
14. Rajasthan 72.9 63.9 ‘ ~
15. Tamil Nadu 25.7 38.7 i3.0
16. Uttar Pradesh ' 46.5 37.6 -

17. West Bengal 59.1 49.5 -
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In all the States under study the Range in the Fifth Survey (1986) was lower
than the corresponding Range for the Fourth Survey (1978) except in Bihar, Gujarat,
Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu. In case of Gujarat, the increase was marginal,
In Bihér, Maharashtra and Tamil Nadu the increase might be due to re-organisation
of districts. In all the three States the number of districts went up by at least
four districts over those listed at the time of the ¥Fourth Survey (1978).

In the Fifth Survey (1986) the Index of Variation was the lowest (0.0208)
for Andhra Pradesh and next to it was 0.0404 for Punjab, 0.0419 for Haryana
and 0.0497 for Kerala. The Index of Variation was the highest (0.1791) for Jammu

& Kashmir, followed by 0.1707 for Assam and 0.1678 for Himachal Pradesh,

Statement 4 48

Index of Variation for States on the basis of Percentage

of Population served within 3 km in the Districts in the
State in 1978 and 1986

S.No. State Index of Variation
1978 1986 Positive increase

TR L Ty 5
I. Andhra Pradesh 0.7400 0.0208 -

2. Assa’m 0.1950 0.1707 -

3.  Bihar 0.1146 0.1190 0.0044
4.  Gujarat ) 0.0578 0.0607 0.0029
5. Haryana - 0.1107 0.0419 -

6.  Himachal Pradesh 0.1829 0.1678 -

7. Jammu and Kashmir 0.294 0.1791 = -

8 urnathka 0.0991 0.0742 -

8. Kerala- 0.0967 0.0497 -

10. Madhya Pradesh 0.1648 0.1220 -

11, Maharashtra 0.0769 0.0770 0.0001
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wo@ J ¢ T 7 R [
12. Orissa_ , 0.1879 ©0.1574 -
13, Punjab ~ " 0.0461° - 0.0404 -~
14, ’R'ajasthan' o230 01649 -

" 15 Tamil Nadu -~ 0.0840 0.1531  0.0691
16. Uttar Pradesh 0.1488 0.0947 -

i7. West Bengal . 02019 0.1649 -

Comparing the Indices of Vafiatlon of States for the Fourth and Fifth Suf\{eys

it is observed that in-each of the ~Stétes under study the Index.of‘ Variation for

‘ the Fifth Survey is lower /%RS? for tﬁe State in the Fourth Survey except in case

of Bihér, Gujarat,( Maharashtra and Tamil ‘Nédu. _In case of Bihar, Gujarat and

Méharashtra, the increase was marginal, "In Tamil Nadu, there was a rise in Range

.too.‘ This incréa’sé might be due ¥he re-organisation of districts in the State after
1978. - o

‘:‘ The dataxz Indicate that the _variations between States and between districts

‘ within a State, are wider and mé;léed for the category 'Within the habitation' than

N

. those for the category 'within 3 km'.

4.2.7 EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES FOR HABITATIONS PREDOMINANTLY
’ "POPULATED BY SCHEDULED K CASTES (1978-1986) .

, The’ educa;:ic;nal fa'cillties for middle stage in habitations (S.\C.) -as regards

. thgir avaiiability ‘in " the ﬁha.bitaition of residence and “‘rithinJ 3 km, ha;re impr;)ved

~ovér yéarsA both inx terms -of percentége of ﬁabitations ~served and percentage of

population served; I’n the Fifth Survey (1986) 4330(5.57%) _h;exbii:ations (S.C.) had

middle schools or middle sections in them as against 2479 (3.59%) habitations (S.C.)
-havfpg such a provision in the Fourth Survey (1978). ‘In terms.- of population

15.42% rural po{mlation in the habitations (S.C.).
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was served for middle stage in the habitation of residence in the Fifth Survey.

The porresponding percentage in the Fourth Survey was 12.92.

Statement 4.49

" Habitations (S:C.) served for Middle Stégé N

T . : Fourth Survey . Fifth Survey
Item - - . . ) . ' \

1. Number of habitations (S.C.}) ] 69038 77780

"+ 2. Number of habitations served within ) E
the habitation : ‘ . 2479 4330

3. %age of habitations served within the o : '
habitation X - 3.59 - 5.57

4. %age of population served within the - . :
habitation ] : - 12,92 ) . 15.42

5. Number ofhabitations served within a - -
distance of 3 km ) 47344 ‘ 57893 -

- 6. %age of hébitétions served within .
" a distance of 3 km ‘ '+ 68.58 . (74.43) .

17. %age of population served within a- . . _— h
distance of 3 km . ) - 74.14° T 79.38

8. %age .of habitations with population
500 or more served for middle stage

i) Within the habitation -~ = 1347 " 15.01

ii) Within 3 km . - . 5.7 80.14

Considering the distance limit of 3 km, in the Fifth Survéy (1986) . 57893
(74 43'%)( habitations (S.C.) accounting for 79.38% populacion”in th‘e habitationsn(S C.)
"had facilities for rmddle stage within a walking distance of 3 km whereas at the .
" time of the Fourth Survey 47344 (68.58%) habitations covering 74.14% populatlon

in the habttanons (S.C.) had such a provision. It can be- saxd that educational
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facxlmes for middle stage within the habltatlon of resadence as well as within

a walking dxstance of 3 km have xmproved over. years both “in" terms of percentage -

- of habitations served and pOpulatlon served.

Considering ‘the habitations with population 500 or more 15’.01%’ ‘and 80.14%‘~
‘habltatlonq {S.C.) were served for middle stage within the habitation of residence:
and wlthln a walklng distance of 3 km respectlvely in the Fifth Survey. Agalnst -
tkus, the correspondmg percentages for the Fourth Survey were 13.47 and 75.27
“respectlvely. Tms indicates that the facilities for mlddle stage have improved
\in respect ef habitations (S.C.}) with population 500 or more.

| lThere urere‘ 19887 'unserveu habitations A(S.'C.) for middle stage. These habit-
etiops‘ did not have facilities for middle stager uvithin a walking distance of 3 km.
Of these, four habitations had popula;:iop 5000 or more, 179 belonged to the popu-
- lation slab 2000-4999, 925 habitations had pop'ulation 1000 or more but less than
2000; 2825 belonged to the population slab 500-999 and 15954 habitations had popu-
'lation less than .500. ‘Habitations (S.C.) with population 1000 or more numbering
1108 should be provxded middle schools at the earliest and another 2825 habitations
thh populatlon from 500 to 999 should be given middle schools in a phased manner.
Habitations with pepulation less than 500 should be provided non-formal education

centres till regular middle schools could be provided to them.

- 4.2.8 EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES FOR HABITATIONS PREDOMINANTLY

POPULATED BY SCHEDULED TRIBES (1978-86)

E)’n4comparing the availability ef educatleual facilities for middle ste‘ge 1u
_-the habltetlons ‘predomlnantly populated by Scheduled Tribes ln“the Fourth and
Fifth Surveys, it lS observed that a higher percentage of habitations and population
-are served both within t:he habitation of remdence and w1thm 3 km categorles

in the Flfth Survey. As per Fifth Survey, 10746 (6.55%) habltatxons (ST) accountmg
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for 18.71% of population in the habitatibns (S.T.) had middle schools or middle
- sections in them. Against this, in the Fourth Survey 6608 (4.35%) habitations (S.T.)
covering 13.35% population m the habltatlons ('S.T.))had mi'cidle schools or middle .

sectlons in them.

Statement 4.50

.Habitations (S.T.) served for Middle Stage

Item S o " Fourth Survey  Fifth Survey

. 1. Number of habitations (S.T.) . 160629 164129

2. Number of habit,ations“served within
the habitation ’ , 6608 10746

3.~ Y%age of habitations served wu:hin the . . : .
habitation ' 4.35 . 6.55

4, %age of populatlon served within the . . L
habitation - . . 13.35 - 18,71

5. Number ofhabltattons served within ) .
a distance of 3 km , 65775 86976

"~ 6. ° %age of habitations served within a :
. distance of 3 km ‘ . 42.77 52.99

7. -%age of population served within a ' .
- distance-of 3 km " ; .. B3TT 63.86

8.  Y%age of hébitatlons with population
: 500 or more served for mxddle stage

i) thhin ‘the habitatlon - : : 21.41 ©26.10

1), within 3 km SR o641l 71.26

.Considering the distance. limit of 3 km 86976 (52.99%) habitations(s,T,) acc--
ounting for 63.86% population in habitations (S.T.) had middle schools or sections

"~ . within a distance of 3 km in the Fifth Survey whereas in the Fourth Survey 65775

(42.77%) habitations (S.T.) covering53,77% population in habitations (S.T.) had middle
schools. or sections within a distance of ‘3 km. It is evident from the data that
availability of educational facilities for middle stage in the habitatlon (S.T.) in
" the Fifth Survey was better than that in the Fourth Survey,
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‘ Considering the habxtatxons {S.T.} with. popuiation 500 or more. as ‘per Fifth

. .‘ _Survey 26.10% hdbitations (S.T) had middIe schools or sectlons within' the habitation

and 71 26% habltatxons (S.T.) had middle schools or middle sections. within a walking
dxstance of 3 km. The corresponding percentages for the Fourth Survey were 21.41
and 64.11. . Accordingly, a higher 'percentage of habitations (S.T.) wiéh populaifion
500 or mﬁnre, were served in the Fifth Snryey than that in the Fourth .Sut:vey; 5

' | 77153Y habitntions (S.T.) in the Fifth Survey (1986) were unserved for middle
'stnge: These habitations did not havé nxiddle‘schools or sections within a distance
_of 3 km. Of chese, 18 habltatxons ‘had population 5000 or more, 112 belonged to
the’ population slab 2000-4999 11'18 habltatlons had‘population 1000 to 1999, 6328
had population 500 to 999 and 69577 habitations had population ‘less than '500.
1248 . ‘h‘abit_ations: (S.T.) having population 1000 or mdre,” should be ’given middle
schools at the earliest, 6328 hnbitafions (S.T.) having population 500 to 999, should
be given middle schools in,' a phased manner, 69577 habitations with population
less than 500 should be provided non-formal education centres till négular middle

schools coulci be provided to these habitations.

EDUCATIONAL . FACILITIES FOR MIDDLE STAGE IN 'ALL HABITATIONS' HABITATIONS
(S C . JAND HABITATIONS (S.T)

It is "generally'said that a lower percentage of. habitations (S.C.) and habit-
» ~ations (S.T) are served in comparison to the percentage of other habitations served.

The Survey data support this contentlon.

1

The statement - 4.51 indicates 5 that the percentages of habitatons (S.C.)
and habitations (ST) and of their population served both 'within the. habitétion

fand within 3 km categones were less than the corresponding percentages for

‘all habitations'.
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Statement 4.51

Facilities availahle for Middle Stage in 'All Habitations', -
'Habitations' (S.C.)’and 'Habitations (S.T.)' as per F‘iftll;Survey'

Item ' All Habi- S.C. S.T.
’ tations Habit-  Habit-
- ations. ations

1. %age of habitations served w1thm )

_the habitation ) ©13.25 5.57 | . 6.55
"2, %age of habitations served within :
- - 3 km - . 75.80 74.43 . 52.99
. 3. © %age of population served within - . o
" - the habitation of residence , - + 36,96 15.42 18,71
4.  %age of population served within ‘

3 km \ 85.39 79.38 63.86

5. %age of habitations with population 500 or . : .
more served for middle stage ' ' 84.45 - 80.14 - 71.26

!

When -tﬁe‘ availaﬁility of educgfional facilities for habitationg (SC) and the
popula‘ﬁon in 'them are compared with those available for habitations (ST), it is
. obser\;ed that for facility 'within ‘the .habitation' category, the habitations . (ST)
were better placed and for the category 'facility within 3 km' habitations (SC)
had an upper( h-and‘. . The former -may be ‘trgxé ‘bec‘ause many tribes " are education
conscious. .The later may be true as the habitations (ST} are usually distant from
A‘each other whereas.the S.C. habxtatlons are located very near to the main habitation’
of the village and thus get served within 3 km distance llmit. ‘ t

The educatxonal facilities for 'within the habitation' need to be improved
‘c'on'sider:ably.; There should be a positive favourable discrimination in opening school§ .

_in habitations (SC) habitations- (ST).
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. Il EDUCATIONAL FACILITIES IN TERMS OF PRIMARY AND
MIDDLE SECTIONS PER LAKH OF POPULATION IN RURAL AREAS

The -mgmber of primary and middle schools per lakh of population is another
‘indlcator for asessing the. availability of educational facilities for orlmary and
~midglle“stages of education.' The number of schools may clepend on mény factors
-viz. density of ‘populatl‘on, populatlon'tsize of the habitations, topography, etc.
If the. density of popola;ioh per square l<m is small, the habitatlons would be
scattered and small-sized. This may necessitate having a lsrger number of primary
and middie schools per lakh of population; This situation arises ‘lx} hilly areas
or in desert aress where the hal;itations tend to be small-sized and scattered.
At the ‘same ilme,‘ the numbor of schools per lakh of population indicates. lrlterest
and effort as well as deterroination of the. State for the spread of éducatlon.

The number of schools with primary classes per lakh of popixlotion in rural
areas has been 'on the decline. 'l‘holr number dropped from 102 schools in 1973
to 100 in 1978 ond to §4 in 1986, It seems that the facilities for primary stage
have r_euc'hed the optimum level. - Agalnst thls, the schools ‘with “niddle stage
classes oer lakh of population has béen on the increase. Their number rose from
20 in 1973 to 22 in 1978 and to 24 in 1986 indicating that the emphasxs on middle
© stage oducatlon is increasing. ’ ’

th the seveunteen selected States, eight étates had schools per lakh‘of popu-
lation, less “than the national average‘and nine llad more‘- sohools than the national
,aver’ag.ek Kerala had the lowest number (35) of schools and next to it were
Haryana with 59 and Uttar Pradesh with 65 schools. The highest number (172)
of schools per lakh of population was In Jammu and Kashmlr, followed by 149

in H:machal Pradesh and 138 in Orlssa.
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Statement 4.52

" States with number of Schools with Primary Classes el: Lakh
of Population in Rural Areas as per Fifth Survey (1986)

Category ) Slected States Other States Union Territories
Number of " Kerala (35) Chandigarh  (42)
schools with Haryana = . (59) Delhi 44) -
primary classes =~ Uttar Pradesh  (65) Daman & Diu(62)
per lakh of Bihar (85) . . Lakshadweep' (67)

. population, less Tamil Nadu (85) . Pondicherry (82)
-than or equal Punjab - (86) : .
to the National - Gujarat (89)
~average (94) ‘West -Bengal = (90)
- Number of - Andhra Pradesh (98) Tripura (108) A & N Islands(129)
.- schools with Rajasthan . {101)Goa - {126) - Dadra&Nagar
primary classes  Maharashtra (104)Nagaland  (157) Haveli | - (138)
per lakh of Karnataka (107)Arunachal
population, more Assam - - (128)Pradesh’ (171)
than the | Madhya Pradesh (130)Mizoram (192)
National Orissa (138)Sikkim (208)
average (94) Himachal Pradesh{149) Manipur  (235)
Jammu& Kashmir(172)Meghalaya (245)

Note: Fxgures in parentheses- give the number of schools with primary classes

In the States other than the selected ones the number of schools per lakh of

s . population was more than the national average. Meghalaya had 245 lscvhools per

_ lakhs of population. Among Union Territories Chandigarh had the lowest number
(42) of schools, next to it were Delhx (44) and Lakshadweep (67). Dadr'a & Nagar-
Haveh had the hlghest number (138) of schools.

) Among the selected States nine States had number of schools With middle
- "classes per lakh of population less than the national average (24) and the remam«
ing eight had more schools than the national average. West Bengal had the
lowest nur;lber (14) of SChO‘OIS and next to it were Andhra Pradesh‘ (17) and Uttar
‘P’radgash (17). . Gujarat had the ‘highest“number (48) of schools per la'l_;h of pbpﬁ—

lation followed by Jammu & Kashmir (46) and Maharashtra (39).



192

Statement 4.53

‘S(tates ‘with_number of Schools with Middle Sections per .
Lakh of Population in Rural Areas as per Fifth Survey

Cotqarovy ‘ Selected States Other States Union Territories
Number of schools . West Bengal . (14) : .- Delht (22)
with middle . "Andhra Pradesh (17) ' Chandigarh (23)
sectons. per ‘ Uttar Pradesh = (17) ' : .-
lakh of popu- ~ Bihar ~ . - (19) -

- 1ati0n, less than - . Tamil Nadu (19)
or equal to Kerala = - * (20)
the National . Haryana - (22)

) Averg ge (24) ~ ' Madhva Pradesh ~ (23)

- e Bunjab T (23) N
Number of schools  Assam - ~ (27) Tripura (32) Pondicherry (26)
with middle Rajasthan {(28) Arunachal Dadra & Nagar
sections per Orissa - (32) Pradesh (36) Haveli . (29)
lakh of popu- . Himachal Pradesh(38) Goa -{39) Daman &Diu (34)
lation, more than Karnataka - (38) Nagaland (42) Lakshadweep (34)
the National - Maharashtra (39) Manipur (45) A&NIslands (39)
Average(24) Jammu& Kashmir{46) Meghalaya  (46) -

- Gujarat (48) Sikkim (58)
Mizoram (86)

Note: The figures in parentheses give the number of middle sections

"All the .eight States other than the selécted ones, had mt;ré schools per lakh
of population than the national average (24), Mizoram had eightysix sg:hopis. Among
the Union “Territories, Delhi and Chéndigarh had loweér number of schools than
the national average and c;thér fi\}e Union Territories had schools more than the
na\tional average. |

‘It' is ot;served that the number of schools with primary classes and the~number (

with mic_idle classes pér lakh of population are higher for the smaller States and

Union Territories than those for the bigger States.
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' ‘NUMBER OF PRIMARY SECTIONS PER MIDDLE SECTIONS IN RURAL AREAS "

t

viUniversal provision of educational facilities b<;th for i)rima'ry afxd ‘middle
stages of education is the first requisite for aéhieving the goal of UEE. The edu-
catfona; statistics reveal that the number of middle schools is fairwless than thé
number of 'priniary_ schools. 4 The survey daté support this contention. In the Third
Survéy (1573) there was one middie"section for every 5.12 primary schools or schools’
with ' primary ‘clgsses. In the Foux:th Survey the situation improved anfi then évery
~4.38 primary sections- ﬁad one middle section ‘ and in thé_ Fiffh Survey for every
.84 pr‘imary sections thgre was one middle section. It can be said that with each
survey tﬁe facilities for middle\stage education have imprdved. Ej';ut the facilities
'are vstil‘l short of the‘desired target. The éducation Commission (1964-66) had
suggested that for ei'ery three 'px‘*imar‘y schools, the_re should be one middle school.

Statement 4.54.

Number of Primary Sections per Middle Section in
States in Rural Areas as per Fifth Survey (1986)

Selgected States Other States ‘ Union Territories

. Up to 3 : . Kerala (1.80) Mizoram - (2.23) Chandigarh (1.81)
primary sections ~  Gujarat (1.85) Daman & Diu(1,84)
per middle Haryana (2.65) ’ Delhi. . - (2.00)
section - Maharashtra (2.65) " Lakshadweep (2.00)

: ’ Karnataka . (2.84) ’ .

3.1-4 . Rajasthan (3.60) Goa (3.26) Pondicherry (3.18)
primary sections  Punjab (3.73) Tripura (3.41) A &N Islands (3.30)
per middle Jammu &Kashmir Sikicim (3.55)
section Uttar Pradesh 8383 Nagalai X

AR 1 . Nagaland (3.69)

Himachal Pradesh ; .
(3.93)

More than Orissa (4.33) Arunachal Pradesh Dadra &Nagar Haveli
4 primary sections TamilNadu  (4.41) - (4.76) © . (4.78)
per middle -+ Bihar . (4.49) Manipur (5.22) : o .

section ’ Assam (4.72) Meghalaya  (5.41)
) . Madhya- Pradesh(5.77)
. Andhra Pradesh (5.77)
West Bengal (6.63)

Note: Figures in parentheses give the number of primary sections per middlesection
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Among thé Selected’ Stateé, in five States viz. Kerala,l' Gujarat, Haryana,
‘MahataShtra and Karnataka,‘ the ratio between middle sectlons and the primary
‘sections was one to less than three, in five States the ratio was one to 3.1 to
4 and in seven States the ratio was one to more than four. Ker)ala vyae best‘placed
with one »middle section for every 1.80 primary sections, Gujarat had one for every
1.85 primary sections and Haryana had one for 2.65 pl‘im,éf)’ sections. The eosition
"was the worst in case of West Bengal. There, for every 6.63 primary seetions,
Vthere was one middle section, Andhra Pradesh and Madhya Pradesh-had one middle
-section against 5 77 primary sections.

~Among the other States Mizoram -had one middle section’ for ‘every 2 23
“primary sections. Four States had 3‘1 to 4 primary sections perlinvxiddle section
and three had ‘more than four primary sections per middle section. ‘ﬂMeghelaya
had one middle sectidn pet every “5.41 primary sections. The Union Territoties
were better placed. Four of them had less than three primary sections per tniddle
section.

In this respect too, smaller States and Union Territories were better placed

than bxgger States. In order to achieve U.E.E., it Is necessary that facilities for

., middle stage are expanded by opening more mlddle schools.

. NON-FORMAL EDUCATION

No‘n-for-mal education centres have been opened to help the children whe ‘
cannot attend a .regular echtiol _because of certain compulsions and to help those
children who have to withdraw from the school because of some reason or the
‘other before completmg the school stage. A lot of importance is being gwen
to non{—formal~ education. It might be very difficult to bring all eligib?e children
wjthiri.._ the fold of regular “schools. It ,‘might also be difficult to provide regular

schools. to each habitation in the country. In almost all the school-less habitations
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'non~f0r‘;nal- education' centres could be opened, and these should function there-
‘till the regular schools could be made aVa'ilai:gle to these habitations. The ideal -
situation. would be that the regular schools and non-formal centres run side by
side. ' ) | |

"~‘)As per Fifth All-India Educational Surve)} (1986) all States‘ and Union Territ-
orles had non-formal educgtion centres except Goa, Nagaland, Triﬁufa, ~Dadra &
Nagar Have_li, Daman & Diu, Lakshadweep and Pondicherry. Thésé centres are
functioning at two levels viz. primary and upper primary. These centres are -co-
eduéétioﬁal, for bo}s and exclusively for girls. As per Fifth Sui'vey (19886), t};ére
were 111061 ,non—formal education centres catering to primax;y level and '6,449
-cl:entres c_étering to upper primary level in the rural areas. Andhra Pradesh(14517),
‘Assam(6859), Bihar(l‘8884), Madhya Pradesh(12069), Orissa(5992), Rajasthan(8761)
" Uttar Pradesh(20859) and West Bengal(13265) had more than 5000 non-formal edu-
cation centres cater{ng to primary level in the rural areas. The States of ‘B,ihar
(1016), Madhya Pradesh(1499) and Uttar Pradesh(2702) had more than one thousand
_centres catermg to upper prlmary level.

’ Concludmg it may be said that the country has almost achxeved the universal
provision -of educational facilities for primary stage. In 1986 (80.34%‘) rural popu-
la!;ior; had got primary schols or. schools with primary clases withiﬁ the habitation
of resxdence and 94.60% rural populatxon had got the facthtxes within a walkmg -
distance of 1 km and 98.57 within a dlstand of 2 km. All States and Union Territ-
~ories have got more than ninety per cent rural population served for primary stz;ge
within a Vwalking distancce of 1 km except Arunachal Pradesh ('{3.35), Himachal _
Pradesh (76.64), Meghalaya (89.2), Sikkim (83. 10) Tripura (84.11), Uttar: Pradesh
(88.56), A & N Islands (83.02) and Dadra & Nagar Haveli (85. 19)

As far- as availability. of educatxonal facxhtles for mlddle stage is concerned
" in 1986 85.39% rural population had middle schools/sections within a walking distance

of 3 km. All étates and Union Territories had more than eighty per cent population
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se;'ved ‘for middle stage withiﬁ a -walking’distance of 3 km exc;ept ‘Arunachal Pradesh
(42.19), Himachél - Pradesh (76.04), Madhya Pradesh (69.58), 'Meghafayé (64.99),
Naéaiand,(66.4l), Rajasthan (77.00), Sikkim (76.20), A & N Isiandsv(“??».’f;’?‘) and Dadra
_& »Nagar— ‘Havel , (65.33). A lot needs to be done to achieve universal provisior;
of "educational facilities for middle stage. Middle‘ schools will havé to ‘be opened
or primary schools will’ ﬁave to Se up-graded in a big way. All the primary 8059018
.which have an 'emjolment of 15 in the terminal‘ class of the primary stage or have
a\ﬁ"enrolﬁlent of 15 in the termiﬁal class“-of_ thé primary stage«alongm;ith sﬁch enrol-
"7 ment in ﬁﬁe primary schools in the neighbourhood within é walking dlstance‘ of
'3 km ‘should be »up—graded\ to middle: schools. The non-formal education centres
.need to. be opened for those children who cannot join regular schools because of

certain constraints and compulsions.



