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Raw data presented in the document or used for calculating indicators are essentially based on data 

provided by States and UTs through annual data collection (as on 30th September 2006) under SSA 

i.e. DISE and the correctness of data reported is not checked by the NUEPA. NUEPA is committed 

to provide professional and software support to all States and UTs as well as for dissemination and 

analysis of data. In no way, it is involved in data collection as such. 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 

Disclaimer 
 
 

Raw data presented in the document or used for calculating indicators are essentially 

based on data provided by States and UTs through annual data collection (as on 30th 

September 2006) under SSA (DISE). 

 

NUEPA is committed to provide professional and software support to all States and UTs 

as well as for dissemination and analysis of the data as it is provided by the individual 

States and UTs. In no way, NUEPA is involved in data collection as such and therefore 

the accuracy and truthfulness of the data rest with the States/UTs. 
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ELEMENTARY EDUCATION IN RURAL INDIA: WHERE DO WE STAND? 
 

ANALYTICAL TABLES: AN OVERVIEW 
 
 

 
For the last several years, NUEPA has been actively involved in strengthening of Educational Management Information System 

(EMIS) in the country. The Elementary Education in Rural India: 2006-07 is based on the data received from all thirty-five States & 

Union Territories of the country. The publication presents not only data up to elementary level but also brings in many new 

dimensions of elementary education into focus, including data on teachers in terms of their age, academic and professional 

qualifications, experience and type of in-service training obtained by them. It also incorporates data on children with disabilities, 

examination results, mediums of instruction, students’ flow including transition and retention rates, utilization of school development 

and TLM grants, and many other parameters on which not much information was available so far. 

 
Elementary Education in Rural India: Where do we stand? presents indicators from as many as 609  districts across the country in case 

of schools located in the rural areas. It is for the third year that a variety of indicators are being disseminated separately in case of the 

rural areas. All the indicators presented in the document are divided into the following four parts: 

  
• School-Related Indicators 

• Facilities in Schools 

• Enrolment-Related Indicators; and 

• Teacher-Related Indicators. 
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Methodology and Sources of Data  

The DISE publications are based on the school level data provided by the State Project/Mission Directors to the Department of School 

Education and Literacy of the MHRD. The data are first cross-checked and validated at the district and then at the state level. After the 

state is satisfied with the quality and reporting of the data, it is submitted to the MIS Unit of TSG of SSA at the national level which in 

turn is then provided to NUEPA for dissemination and analysis. At the national level thorough scrutiny of state-specific data is 

undertaken and limitations, if any, are reported to the concerned states, district-wise. The MIS Unit at TSG also undertakes processing 

of data and shares the major findings with the states in the form of tables derived from the state/district level DISE data. 

Data Limitations  

The data and indicators presented in the document are based on the information received from the State Project Offices and the 

District Project Offices. Procedures for the data validation and verification of sample data capture formats at the district level have 

been prescribed, and the districts reported the steps taken by them to ensure quality and reliability of data collection. The DISE 

software also checks for internal inconsistencies in the data and generates reports for verification by the District Project Office. The 

State Project Office while transferring the data from the district to the state database ensures that the data received from the district is 

complete and free from any inconsistency. Most of he states have engaged an independent agency for sample checking of data. At the 

national level, data from the State Project Office is received to ensure compliance with various quality control measures. Despite these 

efforts, some inconsistencies and missing data are observed at the national level. For these reasons, data on such variables is not 

reported. Needless to mention that the percentages, rates and ratios presented in the document are based on the schools that have 

responded to a particular question and hence may not necessarily be applicable to the entire state. Thus, schools by management, there 

location in rural and urban areas, type of schools, schools by category, enrolment (General, SC, ST, OBC and Muslim) pupil-teacher 

ratio, student-classroom ratio, percentage of girls in enrolment in primary and upper primary classes etc. should be viewed in the light 

of these limitations.  
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Over a period of time, the number of schools covered under DISE increased significantly. During 2006-07, data has been collected 

from more than 1.20 million schools, with a comprehensive profile of more than 5.20 million teachers, also being maintained by 

DISE. Despite best efforts, it is still possible that the field agencies might have not covered all the recognised schools imparting 

elementary education supposed to be covered under DISE which is specifically true for schools under private managements. Despite 

significant increase in number of private schools covered under DISE (225 thousand in 2006-07), field level functionaries reported 

that data from a few private (un-aided) schools couldn’t be obtained for the one or the other reason. We are trying to reach all such 

schools and are hopeful that these efforts will be reflected in the following year.  

The main indicators presented in the publication have been derived by using the following illustrative formulas. The derivations are 

given for schools in primary category only. The same method is applied for other categories and classificatory groups. 

  
   Primary schools having single classroom 
1. % Single-classroom schools =                                                                                            x 100 
   Total primary schools 
  
   Primary schools with single teacher in position 
2. % Single-teacher schools   =     x 100     
   Total primary schools 
 

 
   Primary schools having student classroom ratio ≥ 60 
3. % Schools with SCR ≥ 60  =    x 100     
   Total primary schools 
 
 
 

   Primary schools having pre-primary sections   
  4. % Schools with pre-primary  =    x 100   
 sections  Total primary schools 
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   Primary schools having common toilet 
5. % Schools with common =    x 100   
 toilet  Total primary schools 

 

   Primary schools having girls toilet 
6. % Schools with girl’s toilet  =     x 100     

   Total primary schools 

        Enrolment in primary schools having Education Department, Local Body, 
        Tribal Welfare Department & Others as school management  
7. % Enrolment in Government  =     x 100   
 Schools  Total enrolment in primary schools 
 
   Enrolment in primary schools having single teacher  
8. % Enrolment in single-teacher =   x 100   
 schools  Enrolment in total number of schools  
   having primary category 
    
   Primary schools having teacher ≥ 2  
   but no female teacher 
9. % No female teacher schools  =  x 100   
 (Teacher ≥ 2)  Total primary schools 
 
 
     
10. % Under-age & over-age children   
        Enrolment in Grades I-V below ‘6’ & above ‘11’ years 
  =  x 100 
   Total enrolment in Grades I-V  
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   Enrolment of SC in primary classes  
11. % SC enrolment  =  x 100     
   Total enrolment in primary classes 
 
   Enrolment of SC girls in primary classes  
12. % SC girls to SC enrolment  =    x 100 
                         SC enrolment in primary classes 
 
   Enrolment of ST in primary classes  
13. % ST enrolment  =  x 100     
   Total enrolment in primary classes 
 
 
   Enrolment of ST girls in primary classes  
14. % ST girls to ST enrolment =    x 100      
   ST enrolment in primary classes 
 
   Total enrolment in schools of primary category 
15. Pupil-Teacher Ratio (PTR) =     
                 Total teachers in primary schools category 
  
(Para-teachers have been included while calculating PTR) 
 
   Total enrolment in primary schools 
16. Student-Classroom Ratio   =     
     (SCR)  Total classrooms in primary schools 
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   Number of primary schools having  
   enrolment ≤ 50 in Grades I-IV/V 
17. % Schools with ≤ 50 =                                                                                          x 100   
 Students in Grades I–IV/V  Total primary schools 
     
    
   Number of primary schools having PTR ≥ 100  
18. % Schools with PTR ≥ 100  =                                                                                          x 100     
   Total primary schools 
 
 
   Total female teachers in primary schools  
19. % Female Teachers  =     x 100  
   Total teachers in primary schools 
(Para teachers have been included while calculating this indicator) 
 
   Total primary schools established since 1994 
20. % of Primary schools established   =  x 100 
      since 1994  Total primary schools 
 
(The denominator excludes the schools for which year of establishment is not given) 
 
 
 
  
21. Average number of days spent on non-teaching assignments 
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Presents average number of days spent on non-teaching assignments during the previous academic year in case of teachers 
imparting elementary education irrespective of the school type. 

 

          Girl’s enrolment in Primary Grades in year ‘t’ 
22. Gender Parity Index (GPI) =  
      Boy’s enrolment in Primary Grades in year ‘t’ 
 
 
23. Ratio of Primary to Upper Primary Schools/Sections 
 

    Total number of Primary Schools/Sections in year ‘t’ 
 = 

      Total number of Upper Primary Schools/Sections in year ‘t’ 
 
Random Checking of Data 

With an aim to further improve the quality and reliability of data, it has been made mandatory for all the States & UTs to get the DISE 

data sample checked by an independent agency from the year 2006-07 onwards, for which NUEPA suggested the sampling 

methodology and developed a special data capture format for post enumeration survey.  The main objectives of sample checking were 

to judge the accuracy of data and to identify the gaps and weaknesses and to seek suggestions regarding remedial measures for 

strengthening the system and to further improve the quality of data. It is heartening to note that about 25 States initiated random 

sample checking of data in its very first year, most of which are conducted by the monitoring institutions (ICSSR funded institutions) 

identified for the states. States are advised to initiate corrective measures in the light of the findings of the five percent random sample 

checking of the data.  
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DISE 2006-07: Coverage 
 

School Structure Number of Districts 

Reported DISE Data Sl. No. State & UT 
Primary Upper 

Primary 
2001 

Census 2004-05 2005-06 2006-07 
1 Andaman & Nicobar Islands I-V VI-VIII 2 - 2 3 
3 Andhra Pradesh I-V VI-VIII 23 23 23 23 
2 Arunachal Pradesh I-V VI-VIII 13 15* 15* 16 
4 Assam  I-IV V-VII 23 23 23 23 
5 Bihar  I-V VI-VIII 37 37 37 37 
6 Chandigarh  I-V VI-VIII 1 1 1 1 
7 Chhattisgarh I-V VI-VIII 16 16 16 16 
8 Dadra & Nagar Haveli I-IV V-VII 1 - 1 1 
9 Daman & Diu I-IV V-VII 2 - 2 2 
10 Delhi  I-V VI-VIII 9 9 9 9 
11 Goa I-IV V-VII 2 - 2 2 
12 Gujarat  I-IV V-VII 25 25 25 25 
13 Haryana I-V VI-VIII 19 19 19 20 
14 Himachal Pradesh  I-V VI-VIII 12 12 12 12 
15 Jammu & Kashmir I-V VI-VIII 14 12+ 14 14 
16 Jharkhand I-V VI-VIII 18 22* 22* 22 
17 Karnataka I-IV V-VII 27 27 27 27 
18 Kerala I-IV V-VII   14 14 14 14 
19 Lakshadweep I-IV V-VII 1 - 1 1 
20 Madhya Pradesh I-V VI-VIII 45 45 48* 48 
21 Maharashtra  I-IV V-VII 35 35 35 35 
22 Manipur I-V VI-VIII 9 - 9 9 
23 Meghalaya I-IV V-VII 7 7 7 7 
24 Mizoram I-IV V-VII 8 8 8 8 
25 Nagaland I-V VI-VIII 8 8 8 8 
26 Orissa I-V VI-VII 30 30 30 30 
28 Puducherry  I-V VI-VIII 4 4 4 4 
27 Punjab  I-V VI-VIII 17 17 17 19 
29 Rajasthan I-V VI-VIII 32 32 32 32 
30 Sikkim  I-V VI-VIII 4 4 4 4 
31 Tamil Nadu I-V VI-VIII 30 29 30 30 
32 Tripura I-V VI-VIII 4 4 4 4 
33 Uttar Pradesh I-V VI-VIII 70 70 70 70 
34 Uttarakhand I-V VI-VIII 13 13 13 13 
35 West Bengal  I-IV V-VIII 18 20* 20* 20 
  Total Districts         -          - 593 581*      604* 609* 

          Note: * : Including bifurcated districts.    + : Data for all districts not reported. 
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