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Executive Summary 
 
The government’s commitment to education is reflected in the constitutional affirmation that every 
child between 6 and 14 years has a right to free and compulsory education. Its many educational 

endeavours like the District Primary Education Programme and Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan seek to 

strengthen the foundations of primary education and retain children in school.  
 

Karnataka has the distinction of establishing primary schools in all habitations with a population of 
200 or more, where the national norm is 300 or more. The number of schools, now over 45,000, has 

increased by nearly 25% in the last decade. Access is no longer a concern for primary (lower) 

education in Karnataka. The focus therefore shifts to the functioning, accessibility and facility 
deficits in the upper primary and high school levels, which might hinder the continuation of 

education and the completion of the ten-year school cycle. This is the context in which the study on 
“Assessment of Accessibility and Infrastructure Facilities in Higher Primary and High Schools,” has 

been commissioned by the Karnataka State Planning Board. 
 

The study was carried out across 53 villages in 10 blocks most backward of Karnataka to assess the 

accessibility of Higher Primary Schools and High Schools in terms of distance, safety and cost, the 
infrastructure deficits in these institutions and to find out what percentage of children continue 

their higher education after completing Std. V in their local village Lower Primary School.  
 

The Research Questions were designed to address these objectives. The methodology employed 

was a combination of qualitative and quantitative approaches. Data collection began with the 
cohort of children from Lower Primary Schools in the sample villages over five years, from 2004-05 

to 2008-09. A student pool was created. This was followed by tracking these children in Higher 
Primary Schools and High Schools, government and private, depending on their present status, 

whether they are in school, or have dropped out, and if so, why. The schools had to be outside the 
sample villages, within a vicinity of 15 kilometres. 

 

All-India data shows that there is a high drop-out rate at the middle school level rather than at the 
primary level, with gender and caste playing a part. Though the distance to higher school education 

does not on its own pose a difficulty, there are transportation issues and practical challenges that 
children face in accessing it. There are infrastructure deficits in Higher Primary Schools and High 

Schools like the lack of a separate room for the HM, no toilets for girls, no electricity or water, no 

pedagogical interventions like a laboratory or a library as children transition through the school 
system to a higher order of learning.  

 
Since external factors bear down on education the survey also focussed on a profile of the sample 

villages. Some significant pointers are that 53% of the people were found to be illiterate and 35% 
semi-literate, that all the villages of Tumkur district had mobile phone connectivity, or that public 

libraries have been established only in 6 of the 53 villages surveyed.   

 
Of the 3374 children found in the cohort enrolled in Std. V, 28% could not be tracked, another 28% 

were school drop-outs, 32% of the girls have dropped out, so have 24% of the boys, and 42 girls 
were married across the districts. The distance to school, financial constraints, a lack of interest in 

studies, and parents reluctant about education are the major reasons. 

 
 

An interesting paradox is that while road connectivity to all Higher Primary Schools and High 
Schools seems to be good, 51% of the children walk an average distance of 3-4 kilometres every 
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day to get to school. Bicycles and local vehicles are popular modes of transport, but children were  

generally dissatisfied with the bus services in their areas, both government and private, saying that  
their villages were not connected or that their frequency and timing did not correspond with school 

timings.  
     

 The study ascertained the views of Block Education Officers (BEOs) whose opinions covered wide-

ranging issues. To arrest the drop-out rate, they suggested motivating and educating parents, 
creating awareness in the community and building synergy between the Department of Education, 

the community and NGOs. They recommended that facilities in Higher Primary Schools and High 
Schools be improved to draw children to school. 

 
Lack of systemic accountability is a major drawback in education, a complacency and indifference 

that if addressed can infuse vitality into this core sector. A holistic approach is required   based on 

multi-sectoral responses, an approach of convergence. The local community and the local  
governing body can drive change. Collective solutions should be sought to local issues. The Gram 

Panchayath should empower itself with the responsibility to oversee education and act as both a 
support and pressure group to catalyse education in village communities.  
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Chapter One 
 Background and Methodology 

 
“To the extent that the search for the best education persists, the search for the best society 
persists; and in the measure that the best education is achieved, will the best society be achieved.” 
Adler & Mayer1  

Section 1: Context 

Free and compulsory education for all children up to the age of 14 years is our constitutional 
commitment. The Constitution guarantees the right to education to all children between the ages of 6 
and 14. The 86th Constitution Amendment Act added Article 21A, affirming that every child between 
the age of 6 and 14 years has the right to free and compulsory education. The Right to Education Bill 
2009 seeks to give effect to this Amendment.  

Endeavours like the District Primary Education Programme (DPEP) and Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan (SSA) 
assume importance in view of the fact that they retain eligible children in school up to the age of 14. 
The National Education Policy 1986 mandates that all eligible children are to be covered by mainstream 
learning activities and that those who are not enrolled be covered by alternative learning processes, 
designed to suit the needs of various types of children. Achieving universalisation means achieving 
universal access, universal enrolment, universal retention and universal quality of education. Though 
indicators to monitor progress towards universal access, enrolment and quality are well defined, the 
monitoring mechanisms for universal retention are less established.  In simple terms, universal 
retention at the primary level means that every child who enters the system through Std. I should stay 
in the system up to Std. VII and Std X. 
 
The all-India data on school drop-outs shows that there is a high drop-out rate at the middle school 
level as compared to the primary level. 

Table -1 
Percentage of Drop-outs in Different Stages of School Education in India 

 
2005-06 

Primary 
(Std. I-V) 

Middle 
(Std. I-VIII) 

Secondary 
(Std. I-X) 

25.47 48.71 51.59 
*Source: Annual Report , Ministry of Human Resource Development 2005-06 

 

Government schools in Karnataka impart ten years of school education. Up until 2001–02, 
Lower Primary School comprised of Std. 1 to IV, Higher Primary School comprised of Std. V to VII and 
High School comprised of Std. VIII to X.   
 
The Educational Task Force constituted by the Government of Karnataka under the Chairmanship of  
Dr. Raja Ramanna recommended eight years of primary schooling. As a first step of this 
recommendation, during the year 2001-02, Std. V was clubbed with Lower Primary School (LPS) and in 
2003–04, Std. VIII was clubbed with Higher Primary School (HPS). In villages where there is no High 
School (HS) facility within a radius of 3 kilometres, Std. VIII has been attached to Higher Primary 
Schools.  Accordingly, students attend Lower Primary School for five years, Higher Primary School for 

                                                 
1 The Revolution in Education - Adler, Mortimer J. & Mayer, Milton,1965 

  

http://www.bibliodisia.com/si/BOOKS020973I.html
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three years, and High school for two years. As per EduKar2, approximately 98% of the population has 

Lower Primary Schools within a 1 kilometre radius  and Higher Primary Schools within a 2 kilometre 
radius. Primary schools have been established in all habitations with a population of 200 or more 
(whereas the national norm is a population of 300). In habitations with  less than 200 people,  a 
primary school is available within walking distance. Access is therefore no longer an impediment to the 
goal of universalization. The number of schools, now over 45,000, has increased by nearly 25% in the 
last decade. 
 
The policy documents cited above clearly show that access is no longer a concern for primary 

education in Karnataka. The focus should therefore turn to the functioning and facility-deficits at the  

upper primary and high school levels, which might hinder the continuation of education and the 

completion of the ten-year cycle. Though the data shows that Higher Primary Schools and High Schools 

have been established within a radius of 3 and 5 kilometres, there are practical challenges students 

faces in accessing these facilities. In villages that lack adequate facilities beyond Std. V, what should 

children do? What are the challenges for children commuting to schools outside the village? 

These are some of the issues that interest researchers and policy makers.  
 
This is the context in which the study on “Assessment of Accessibility and Infrastructure 
Facilities in Higher Primary and High Schools,” has been commissioned by the State Planning 
Board. The findings of the study may be  beneficial to the Education Department while formulating  
proposals for funding under the centrally sponsored scheme – Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan II. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
2
 EduKar 
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Section 2: Methodology 

 
2.1 Objectives of the Study 
 
The study, carried out across 50 villages in Karnataka, had the following objectives: 
 

(a) Accessibility of Higher Primary Schools and High Schools in terms of distance, safety and cost. 
(b) The infrastructure deficit in Higher Primary Schools and  High Schools. 
(c) To find out what percentage of children who complete Std. V in the Government Lower Primary 

School in a village in the selected area, are continuing their studies in Higher Primary Schools 
and High Schools. 

 
2.2 Research Questions 
 

 The Research Questions specifically designed to address the objectives are: 
 

1. To track the school cohort data (time series) of all Std. V children in 50 sample villages of the 
10 blocks and find out their present status. 

2. To assess the access to Higher Primary Schools and High Schools from these selected villages in 
terms of distance, availability and quality of transport facilities in terms of frequency, 
punctuality and cost. 

3. To study the deficit of infrastructure parameters in Higher Primary Schools and High Schools, 
which act as feeder/link schools for the children of a sample school (LPS). 

 
2.3 Research Approach 
 
The methodology employed was a combination of qualitative and quantitative approaches. The data on 
cohorts was collected from the Attendance Register3 of the Lower Primary Schools from 2004-05 to 

2008-09. The data on the present status of the children was authenticated by the 
Headmasters/Headmistresses (HMs) of the LPSs, HPSs and High Schools, by the parents of the 
students and their peers. 
 
The data collection began with the cohort of children from sample villages, i.e LPSs.  A 
student pool was created. This was followed by tracking these children in Higher Primary 
Schools and High Schools, government and private, depending on their present status. The 
schools had to be outside the sample villages, within a vicinity of 15 kilometres. 
Information regarding children’s present schooling status, whether they are in school at all 
or have dropped out, or whether they are from the sample villages was obtained from the 
HMs of the LPSs.  
 
Interviews were held with stakeholders to explain situations and to capture the factors influencing 
social reality. The research strategy comprised of three types: 

                                                 
3 During the pilot it was found that the child data on enrolment was not matching with the attendance, and 

hence, the decision  to collect information from the Attendance Register, which is consolidated by the school at 
the end of the academic year and does not rely on enrolment data. 
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 Written documents and open-ended interviews: documents like the Attendance Register from 
LPSs,HPSs and HSs where the children are studying at present, and open-ended interviews with 
students and parents 
 Open-ended interviews with school and government functionaries – HMs, teachers and Block 
Education Officers (BEOs) 

 School information – Facilities in the school 
 Village information - From HMs or Gram Panchayath (GP) 
 
2.3.1 Written Documents  
 
To collect the time series cohort data of children from Std. V, the study relied on the cumulative year-
wise attendance data from selected LPSs. To collect this information a schedule was prepared (see 
Tool A3) to capture the name, sex, caste (wherever available) of the child, parent’s name and the 
present status as stated by the Head Teacher of the specific school. This was authenticated by the 
school authority.  
 
(i) The year-wise number of students completing primary schooling was collected from the LPS at the 
village for the past five years, from 2004-05 to 2008-09 
(ii) Tracking the children admitted to and continuing their studies in Higher Primary and High Schools 
(iii)Information relating to distance, transport facilities to Higher Primary and High Schools from places 
of residence etc. was collected  
(iv) Data on infrastructure deficits in the Higher Primary Schools/High Schools was collected 
 
The list of children created – student pool or cohort from each batch - was used as a guide to 
track the present status of these children, and the investigation was planned accordingly. There were 
three different possibilities with regard to the present status of the children: 
 
Scenario 1: The child has moved to higher grades in Higher Primary School, government or private,  
after completing  Std.V from the LPS of the sample village  OR the child has moved to higher grades in 
High School, government or private   
 
Scenario 2: The child has dropped out 
 
Scenario 3: The child is not being tracked (due to migration, death, etc) 
 
For Scenarios 1 and 2 the team of investigators visited the schools where the children were expected 
to be. The task was to ascertain if the children are still in school. The investigators cross-checked and 
authenticated the information by referring to the school authorities and the enrolment registers in HPSs 
and HSs. The information on the present status of children who have dropped out after Std V was 
cross-checked by talking to their friends and batch mates. The children themselves were subsequently 
interviewed to find out their reasons for dropping out.  
 
The parents of the children in the cohort were interviewed at their homes or work places to confirm 
their present status, the issues related to distance and transport and the reasons for dropping out.  
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2.3.2 Open-ended Interviews with School and Government Functionaries 
 
The data from interviews with all stakeholders - interactions and discussions with the concerned Block 
Education Officers, HMs and randomly selected teachers - gave a direct citation about their 
experiences, opinions and feelings.  
 
2.3.3 School Information 
 
School information was collected either through discussions with the concerned school HMs and 
teachers, or by observing the school environment. The observations focused on the physical presence 
of the facilities available in the school. The purpose of collecting this information was to find out the 
deficits in Higher Primary and High Schools. 
 
2.3.4 Village Information 
 
Village information was collected to map the village in terms of availability and accessibility of basic 
amenities that may influence the school completion and school continuation of children. Facilities like a 
good quality commuting infrastructure of roads and transportation are assumed to have a positive 
impact on the continuation and completion of education. Many variables captured from the selected 
villages were collated from the Gram Panchayath, from observations and from formal and informal 
conversations with the stakeholders.  
 
2.4 Graphical Description of Data Flow of Cohorts from Std. V4 

 

 

                                                 
4 As mentioned earlier, the children were tracked from LPSs to HPSs and HSs, irrespective of the type of school, private or government, within 
a distance of 15 kilometres. 

 

(Class 8-10- HS 

Tracking Class V cohort 

(Class 6-7/8 - HPS) 

(Class 1-5- LPS) 
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2.5 Sample Selection 
 
The State Planning Board specified the districts and the blocks from which the selection of villages was 
to be made. To make the study representative of the selected blocks which are the most backward 
blocks, according to the Nanjundappa Committee Report, the following criteria were applied and 53 
villages selected.  
 

2.5.1 Criteria for the Selection of a Village5 
 
 Selection of 5 clusters from a block: 4 clusters that are far from the block headquarters and one 

located close to the block headquarters6.  

 A village representing a cluster with a single LPS, where no other educational facilities, government or 
private, are available, except a Madrasa. 

 A school which has been established on or before 2003, so that we could get continuous cohort data 
for 5 years. 

 A school with around 20 children per batch in Std. V, so that we got around 100 children who could be 
covered over a 5 year period from each school. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
5
 See Appendix 1 for the Sample 

6
 A village map was created for all villages with the distance to the HPS and HS from the sample LPS.  

The sample selection was done with the help of the concerned Cluster Resource Persons at 

the Block Resource Centre, keeping the above criteria in mind. This list of sample villages 

was given to the Field Investigators at the time of their training in data collection 
procedures. Many of the Field Investigators had to replace the sample villages listed earlier 

with alternative villages because of  updated information received.  At the time of their first 
visit to some sample schools, the Field Investigators could not find the children for all the 

five years required. For some ‘batches’   there were no children in the school. Further 
investigation revealed that in these schools children were given their Transfer Certificates 

(TCs) and asked to enroll in other schools due to a dearth of teachers during those specific 

years.  
Similarly Investigators in Chamraj Nagar and Pavagada had to visit 4-5 schools to match the 

criterion of a minimum strength of 50 before finalizing the sample. That is the reason why in 
Chamraj Nagar two more schools were added. Many Government LPSs in Chamraj Nagar 

were found to have less than 30 children. 

 
In Yadgir one Urdu medium school was added to observe the trend in an Urdu medium 
school. 
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2.5.2 Number of Schools Covered 
 
The study covered 53 Government Lower Primary Schools in the selected 53 villages from where the 
list of students, or student pool, was created.  
 
The information on issues relating to distance to Higher Primary Schools and High Schools and deficits 
of infrastructure facilities in schools to which the children of this specific cohort, or student pool, are 
enrolled, was collected from the concerned Higher Primary Schools and High Schools. Children were 
found studying in 79 HPSs (67 Government HPSs, 12 private HPSs) and 72 High Schools (49 
Government HSs, 23 private HSs).  Private HSs and HPSs include government and 
government-aided schools. 
 

Number of Schools covered 

Districts Covered Talukas Covered No. of Schools 

from where 
cohort 

collected  

Number of Schools where 

cohort  
was Found 

Districts Blocks Sample LPS Government Private Total 

    LPS HPS HS HPS HS   

Chamraj Nagar Chamaraj Nagara 5 10 7 2     

Chamraj NagarTotal 7 10 7 1 2 27 

Gulbarga  Aland 5 7 6 3     

  Chincholi 5 9 6       

  Jevargi 5 4 5 3     

  Yadgir 6 7 6 1     

Gulbarga Total 21 27 23 7 7 85 

Raichur Devdurga 5 6 3       

  Lingasugur 5 5 4       

Raichur Total 10 11 7     28 

Tumkur Gubbi 5 6 5 4     

  Pavagada 5 7 2 8     

  Sira 5 6 5 2     

Tumkur Total 15 19 12 4 14 64 

Grand Total 53 67 49 12 23 204 

 
 
2.5.3 Number of children Covered 
 
Out of 53 Government Lower Primary Schools of the 53 selected villages the study collected 3374 
children across 5 years from where the list of students, or student pool, was created. This is defined as 
COHORT.  
 
The cohort created was based on the attendance data from the attendance register provided by the 
school. This data was categoried as –Tracked cohort (2416 (72%) children)) and not tracked 
cohort (958 (28%) children)). 
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Tracked Cohort: Out of 2416 Children who were tracked from the selected villages, are tracked  
either as studying in close by HPS and HS (Tracked within the vicinity of 15 kilometers) or have tracked 
as dropped out.  
 
 

Number of Children tracked as studying in HPS & HS  

Districts Covered Talukas Covered Number  of 
children 

collected 

under cohort  

Number  of children found  
studying in  

Districts Blocks Sample LPS Government Private Total 

    LPS HPS HS HPS HS   

Chamraj Nagar Chamaraj Nagara       

Chamraj NagarTotal       

Gulbarga  Aland       

  Chincholi       

  Jevargi       

  Yadgir       

Gulbarga Total       

Raichur Devdurga       

  Lingasugur       

Raichur Total       

Tumkur Gubbi       

  Pavagada       

  Sira       

Tumkur Total       

Grand Total       

 
2.5.4 Approximate Distance Children Travel from Sample LPS 
 

Table-3 – Average distance to HPSs and HSs in which children are studying after completing Std.V 

from the sample villages (approximate distance in kilometres) 
 Type  
of Schools 

Tumkur Chamraj 
Nagar 

Gulbarga Raichur 
 Gubbi Pavagada Sira Aland Chincholi Jevargi Yadgir Devdurga Lingasugur 

Govt HPS 3 3 3 2.5 4 3 3 3 4 7 

Govt HS 3 3 5 2.5 3 4 3 4 6 5 

Private HPS 3 10 0 4 1 0 1 0 0 0 

Private HS 4 5 9 3 4 0 6 6 0 0 

 
The data shows that Aland in Gulbarga district and Devdurga and Lingasugur blocks of Raichur districts 
have HPSs at a distance greater than government-specified norms. Similarly High Schools in Devdurga 
block are located  farther than what the government has visualized. There are no private HPSs or HSs 
in both the blocks of Raichur district. Clearly there is a need to look at school availability (HPSs and 
HSs) in Gulbarga and Raichur districts. 
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2.5.5 Coverage by Stakeholders (Absolute Numbers) 
 

Stakeholders Total Tumkur 

Chamraj 
Nagar 

Gulbarga Raichur 

 Gubbi Pavagada Sira Aland 
Chincho
li Jevargi Yadgir 

Devdu
rga 

Ling
asug
ur 

Students 3374 244 327 293 385 361 400 371 326 342 325 
Parents 2419 213 250 250 326 267 279 260 205 218 151 

BEO 10 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 

 *PHPS and PHS indicate private HPSs and private HSs 

 **Teachers indicates randomly selected teachers from Government LPSs, government and private HPSs and 

HSs. 

2.5.6 Sample Blocks 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
In the next chapter we will carry out an analysis of the data collected under the three broad 
dimensions of cohort status, distance to Higher Primary Schools and High Schools and the deficit of 
facilities in those schools. A brief presentation on the village profile will provide a broad view of the 
sample villages at the district level. This is followed by the analysis of the afore mentioned three 
dimensions across each District.  

 

 

  Gulbarga 

Yadgir 

Aland 

Chincholi 

Jevargi 
 

 Raichur 

Lingsugur 

Devdurga 

 Tumkur 

Sira 

Pavagada 

Gubbi 

 

 Chamaraj Nagara 

Chamaraj Nagara 
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Chapter Two 
Analysis and Findings  

Socio–economic Profiles of the Sample Villages 
 

2.1 Profile of the Sample Villages 
 
The school is a facility not seen in isolation, but in conjunction with the overall changes taking place in 
the village environment. This section aims to give a broad picture of the general amenities, socio-
economic parameters and educational characteristics in the sample villages. 
 

2.2 Socio-Economic Characteristics of the Sample Villages 

The socio-economic characteristics of the 53 selected villages depict the field reality and the complexity 
of the situation that exist in rural India.  Economic parameters and the social fabric often influence the 
educational status of a village. The following tables show the district level profiles. 
 
The total population coverage for the survey from the 53 selected villages was 23,8787. The villages 
have a population of  55,219 - 28,808 (52%) male and 30,124 (55%) female. The components of the 
households comprise  of 17% SC, 11% ST and 72% others. The religious composition consists of:  
Hindu 91.5%, Muslim 8.1% and Christian 0.4%.  
 
The majority of the families depend on agriculture, an aggregate of 96.2%. In taluks like Sira, Gubbi 
and Pavagada of Tumkur District, all 4 taluks of Gulbarga and 2 taluks of Raichur, agriculture is the 
main source of livelihood. A part of the population is engaged in  government employment, working in 
factories, mines, or in construction. 64.2% of all households in these villages depend exclusively on 
seasonal/agricultural labour for their livelihood.  A few families also have a source of income from 
business, animal husbandry, weaving, sheep and cattle rearing, fishery and other family occupations.  
 
Jawar (74%) is the main agricultural food crop in Raichur and Gulbarga. Paddy (24.5%), Tur Dal 
(52.8%), Bajra (28.3%) and Ragi (35.8%) are food crops in Chamraj Nagar and Tumkur Districts. 
Other food crops are wheat (5.7%) and Bajra (28.3%). Edible oil crops  such as groundnut (43.4%) 
and sunflower (28.3%) are a part of the agriculture produce  of this area.  
 

 

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                 
7 Source :Gram Panchayaths and School HM 



Akshara Foundation- Final Report 

 16 

2.3 Cultural and Educational Characteristics  

 
Table-4 –Religion, Caste and Education 

 Religion Total Tumkur Chamraj  Nagar Gulbarga Raichur 

Hindu 92 99 96 84 93 

Muslim 8 1 3 15 7 

Christian 0 0 1 1 0 

Major Castes 

SC/ST 42 33 17 58 41 

Gollaru 9 26 0 4 0 

Veerashiva/Lingayatha 7 0 18 6 10 

Kuruba 6 1 18 2 10 

Others 4 9 0 2 2 

Thigalaru 4 7 0 0 10 

Okkaliga 4 6 0 0 10 

Uppara 3 0 24 0 0 

Nayak 3 2 13 1 1 

Kabbaliga 2 0 0 6 0 

Valmiki 1 0 0 0 6 

Education Level 

Illiterate 53 41 38 49 65 

5th class pass 30 19 26 37 23 

7th class pass 9 19 25 7 6 

10th class pass/ SSLC 4 17 9 3 2 

PUC 2 2 1 2 2 

Others 1 1 0 1 0 

PG (Post Graduate) 1 1 0 1 1 

 

 It is a proven fact that religious composition has strong links with educational indicators. 92% 
of the sample villages consist of Hindu families and 15% of the households are from the Muslim 
community in the Gulbarga region. 

 A village can at best be described as a community of communities. A broad categorization of 
communities may not provide directions to policy makers, and focused intervention may remain 
untouched. Hence, the study considers multiple categorizations that have emerged from the 
field. 

 It is evident that 42% of the  community is constituted by SC/STs, with blocks in Gulbarga 
where 58% of the population is from these communities. 

 Upparas, for instance, seem to have predominance in selected villages of Chamraj Nagar, and 
the Gollas in Tumkur villages. 

 Raichur has the highest number of illiterates at 65%, followed by Gulbarga (49%) and Tumkur 
(41%). Around 1% of the parents are found to have reached the post- graduation level in all 
the districts except  Chamraj Nagar. 
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2.4 Economic Characteristics 

The sample villages have agriculture as their major occupation, followed by animal husbandry, 
weaving, pottery and small businesses. As an exception is Chamraj Nagar where more people are 
reported to be employed in government service, which could be because the block selected also 
happens to be the block headquarters. It is also evident that people are engaged in multiple 
occupations, but working in the agricultural sector as labourers seems to be common across the 
districts.  
 
 

2.5 The Presence of General Facilities in the Sample Villages 
 
In order to understand the dynamics of development in which the schools are functioning, this section 
presents information on the basic amenities available in the selected villages. Most of the amenities 
listed below are  indicators of ‘economic growth’, which influence the functioning of the schools and the 
continuation of schooling by children in the villages. 
 

Table-6 

The Presence of Amenities in Sample Villages - Availability (in % of villages) 
Amenities Over All Tumkur Chamraj  Nagar Gulbarga Raichur 

Tap Water Facility 89 93 86 86 90 

Telephone/Mobile phone 91 100 86 90 80 

Bank 6 0 14 5 10 

Post Office 15 13 14 14 20 

Sanitation-Connectivity at 
Home 17 27 71 0 0 

Gutter/Drainage 34 40 71 24 20 

 Public Toilet 8 0 0 10 20 

Public Library 9 20 14 5 0 

Primary Health Centre 11 0 14 14 20 
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 89% of the villages recorded availability of water facility in the village.  
 
 The post office, a public facility to provide  communication facilities to people, has been a major 

indicator of development in rural India. 15 % of the total number of villages have a post office. More 
than 80% of the villages are deprived of banking facilities.  However, telecommunication seems to 
have been completely taken over by  mobile phone connections.  All the villages of Tumkur District 
could be reached through mobile phone connectivity. 

 

 Primary Health Centres (PHCs) with a doctor are the grassroots level health care providers in India. 
According to norms, there has to be a PHC for every 30,000 people. 11% of the sample villages seem 
to have Primary Health Centres. None of the sample villages in Tumkur District have this facility.  

 

  The villages of Tumkur and Chamraj Nagar seem to have good sanitation and drainage facilities, as 
compared to Raichur and Gulbarga. The survey results show that 2 villages in Lingasugur taluk in 
Raichur District and 2 villages in Yadgir Education District have the facility of a community toilet for  
sanitation purposes whereas, community toilets are not found in Tumkur and Chamraj Nagar 
Districts. 

 

 Public libraries have been established in the state to usher in an intellectual revolution. With the 
introduction of the Panchayati Raj System in the State in the year 1987-88, a scheme called  A 
Library to every Gram Panchayat was launched, with a view to establish a library network in the 
villages under the Gram Panchayat jurisdiction. However, less than 10% of the villages have public 
libraries, with no such facility in the selected villages of Raichur. Out of the 53 villages surveyed, 
public libraries have been established only in 6 villages - Arivesandra (Gubbi taluk), Gundlahalli 
(Pavagada taluk), Anthapur (Sira taluk) in Tumkur District, Hathikoni (Yadgir taluk) in Gulbarga 
District and Haradanahalli of Chamarajanagar taluk in Chamaraj Nagar District. 

  
2.6 Facilities that Connect the Villages 

Facilities like electricity and transport have a positive co-relation to the effective functioning of a school. 
The access to educational institutions is generally co-related to the educational status of a particular 
region.  

Table-7- Connectivity 

 Parameters Total Tumkur 

Chamraj  

Nagar Gulbarga Raichur 

Villages  connected with good roads 58 80 57 52 40 

Villages with electricity connections 100 100 100 100 100 

 
 

 The data collected indicates that out of 53 villages, more than 50%  have good approachable roads. 
However, the concern is:  do these villages have adequate and efficient transport facilities? 

 

 Similarly while all the villages have electricity, what is the availability of power there during the day? 
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Chapter Three 
Analysis and Findings: District wise Analysis 

 
This section focuses on the analysis of the data collected in each district under the three main 
objectives of the study. The analysis on status of cohort will be followed by the issues related to the 
distance to HPSs and HSs to which the children go after completing Std V in the sample village. The 
last part of the district level analysis will include the deficit of facilities in the HPSs and HSs of the 
concerned schools.  

 
Section 1 

Analysis of Tumkur district 

Major Highlights of the study 
 Sample schools from 3 blocks- Gubbi, Pavagada and Sira were taken for study. 
 The total Cohort is 864 children and 17% children couldn’t be tracked. 
 It is interesting to note that 70% of untracked children are reported to be studying at 

distant places. Residential schools run by Mutts have accommodated many of these children. 
 20% children are dropping out by 10th std. 9% children are dropping out by 8th Std. The 

gender difference in Tumkur is narrow except for 10th, where two times more girls drop out 
compared to boys. 

 Drop out rates among SC children are very high compared to others. Only 78% SC children 
are in school, compared to 95% of forward castes. 

 Financial constraints and lack of interest in schools are two major reasons quoted by parents 
for dropping out of school by their wards. 

 There is at least one HPS and HS within the prescribed limit. But children are found to be 
traveling longer distance to attend private schools. Private schools seem to be better 
strategically located than Government schools.  

 Most children feel that Government buses are not convenient either to reach school or home. 
More than half of the children walk to school. 

 There are enough teachers in schools. More rooms are required for staff room, libraries, 
laboratories, mid day meal materials. Computers are desired by HPS students also. 

3.1 Background 
Gubbi, Pavgada and Sira Talukas of Tumkur district were selected for the study. The study covered 15 
sample villages, and 15 Lower Primary schools (5 per block) It was found that children from these 15 
schools had a choice of going to 19 Government and 4 Private Higher Primary schools, 12 Government 
and 15 Private High Schools. A total cohort of 864 children was collected from these 15 Lower Primary 
Schools across three blocks.  

Table -1  
Number of schools covered by the study 

Talukas Government HPS Government HS Private HPS Private HS 

Gubbi 6 5 2 4 

Pavagada 7 2 2 8 

Sira 6 5  2 

District Total 19 12 4 14 

 

As the data indicates, children of 5 LPS of Gubbi have choice of going to 8 HPS. Pavagada Children 
have 9 HPS to choose from. Similarly they have higher choice of High Schools compared to Sira Taluka. 
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3.1.1 

What do Children do after Std. V? 
 Tracking Cohorts 

3.1.1.1 The Overall Picture 
 
The data of the Std. V cohort from 15 Lower Primary Schools was collected from 2004-05 till 2008-09. 
The data on children enrolled per batch was collected from annual attendance records. All the 
information collected was cross-verified with the attendance register, cross-checked by HMs of Lower 
Primary Schools and individual verification was carried out in specific classes in Higher Primary Schools 
and in High Schools depending on the present schooling status of these children.  
 

Table-2 Cohort Status (Number of children) 

Years Total Enrolled 

Tracked in 

School 

Tracked as Drop 

Outs Not Tracked 

2004-05 188 111(59) 28(15) 49(26) 

2005-06 201 148(74) 22(11) 31(15) 

2006-07 167 126(75) 13(8) 28(17) 

2007-08 164 128(78) 9(5) 27(16) 

2008-09 144 127(88) 1(1) 16(11) 

Total 864 640(74) 73(8) 151(17) 

Figures in bracket are percentages N=Enrolment data 

 The data shows that, overall, 17% of children could not be tracked. 26% of the children from the 
2004-05 batch were not available. Similarly 59% of the children of this batch were found to be 
continuing their education. 

 Similarly 11% of children of the 2008-09 batch had also moved out. 
  

3.1.1.2 Status of Children who could not be tracked 
 
The table above shows that 17% (151 children) of the children could not be tracked. These are the 
children who have moved out of the village.  The data on their whereabouts, though not authenticated 
by documented evidence, was collected from the classmates of the children, neighbours and school 
HMs or teachers. This information gives an idea about whether these children have migrated or 
married. 

 

Table-3 Status of non-tracked children (Absolute Numbers) 

Years Total 
Studying outside the 

village 
Working outside the 

village 
Migrate

d Dead 

2004-05 49 30 15 4 0 

2005-06 31 17 7 5 2 

2006-07 28 20 7 0 1 

2007-08 27 25 2 0 0 

2008-09 16 13 0 3 0 

Total 151 105(70) 31(21) 12(8) 3(2) 

Figures in brackets are percentages 

 
 70% of the children not tracked were reported to be studying outside the village. This is a very good 

sign. Tumkur is known for its residential schools run by religious mutts, and parents seem to be 
sending their children to study outside. 
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                                            Table-4 studying outside the village 

 Absolute % 

Gubbi 21 20 

Pavagada 59 56 

Sira 25 24 

Total 105 100 

 

 Pavagada accounts for 56% of the children studying outside the village. 

 
3.1.1.3 Status of Children who were tracked 
 
Out of 864 children of the cohort, 713 children were tracked. Children who were tracked were found 
either in school or  to have dropped out, but they were contacted.  73 of the 713 children were found 
to have dropped out, and 640 were tracked in school. 
 

Table-5 Cohort status of children who were tracked  

 

Years 

Total number of 
Tracked 

Children 

% of Children in 

School 

2004-05 139 80 

2005-06 170 87 

2006-07 139 91 

2007-08 137 93 

2008-09 128 99 

 

% of tracked Children in School

80

87

91

93

99

2004-05

2005-06

2006-07

2007-08

2008-09

 
 

 99% of the children who have completed Std V last year, have enrolled in Std. VI. 
 91% of the children have entered High School 
 80% of the children are in Std. X. 

Hence, there is only 1% of drop-outs at the HPS level, 9% of drop-outs at the High School level and 
20% of drop-outs at the SSLC level. 
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3.1.1.4 Gender wise Status 
 
It would be interesting to look at the data from the gender perspective. As mentioned in the section on 
methodology, the gender-wise cohort of Std. V data from 7 Lower Primary schools was collected from 
2004-05 till 2008-09. There are 191 boys and 194 girls out of the student pool of 385 children across 
five years in Std. V. 
 

Table-6 Status of Children not Tracked 
(Absolute Numbers) 

 

Total Boys Girls Total 

2004-05 28 21 49 

2005-06 19 12 31 

2006-07 15 13 28 

2007-08 18 9 27 

2008-09 9 7 16 

Total 89 62 151 

 
The data shows that more boys are not tracked, as compared to girls. But since 70% of the children 
who were not tracked are said to be studying in schools, it may probably mean more boys are sent 
outside to residential schools run by mutts for studying than girls. 
 

Table-7 
% of Children in School 

Year Boys Girls 

2004-05 86 76 

2005-06 86 89 

2006-07 92 89 

2007-08 97 90 

2008-09 98 100 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The chart shows that there is not much difference between boys and girls till  Std. X. In fact in many 
classes like Std. VI and Std. IX a larger percentage of girls are in school when compared to boys. 
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3.1.1.5 Cohort Status by Social groups 
 
33% of the households from the sample village in Tumkur comprise of the SC population and 24% 
belong to the ST community.  
 
The following table illustrates details of the children not tracked as per social status. 

 

Table-8 Cohort by Social Groups 

Category 

Total number 

enrolled 
Not 
tracked 

% of   children 
not tracked 

SC 251 55 36 

ST 50 9 6 

BACKWARD 104 23 15 

OTHERS 459 64 42 

 
36% of SC children are not to be found  in the village. 42% of forward caste children are also not in 
the village. But as explained elsewhere, 70% of these children are reported to be studying outside. It 
would be interesting to study  what percentage of SC students are studying in residential schools set 
up by mutts. 
 

% of children in school (Social Categorywise)
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95% of forward caste and 96% of other backward caste children are in school. Only 78% of SC 
children are in school. So the drop-out rate of SC children is much higher, compared to children of 
other groups. 

3.1.1.6 Reasons for Dropping Out 
 
Out of the 713 children who were tracked in Tumkur 151 (21%) children were reported to be drop-
outs. They  were interviewed and asked their reasons for staying out of school. Analysing the data on 
the reasons for dropping out may throw some light on why  drop-out rates are so high despite several 
government programmes targeting  drop-out children.  
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Table-9 Reasons for Dropping Out (Views of Children) 

Reasons % of Responses 

I was not interested in studies  41 

Had to attend to domestic duties, participate in economic activities 16 

My parents were not interested in sending me  12 

Due to financial constraints 12 

Due to distance and transportation problems 7 

I got married 7 

Illness 3 

The HS or HPS near our village is not good   1 

 

41% of children attribute dropping out to their own lack of interest in school. Another 12% say their 
parents were not interested. 16% of the children left school to  work. 12% of children feel that the 
financial problems of their family were responsible for their dropping out. 7% of the children have got 
married. 
 
Similarly parents’ views were obtained on their children dropping out. Their responses are as follows: 

 
Table-10 Reasons for Dropping Out (Views of Parents) 

 

Reasons % of Responses 

Due to financial constraints 33 

Child was not interested in studies 25 

I do not see value in schooling  11 

Due to distance and transportation 
problems 8 

Domestic duties and economic 

activities 7 

Child failed in the previous class 5 

Child got married 5 

Teacher said the child is not good in 

studies 3 

Illness 3 

 

 
 

 

 Parents quote financial problems as the major reason for not sending their children to  school. So 
poverty is the major reason. 

 The second major reason is, “Children not interested in studies.”  11% of parents do not find any 
value in education. 

 8% of parents have quoted distance and transportation as reasons for their children dropping out 
of school. 
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3.1.2 

Distance Factor - Issues from the Field  
 

 
 

The location of Government HPSs and HSs is critical in enabling children to continue their studies after 
Std. V. The government norm on  access to HPSs is  a distance of not more than 3 kilometres and to 
High Schools is a range of 5 kilometres from the LPS.   
 
In this section we present data on the distance to the Higher Primary Schools and High Schools to 
which the children go after completing their education from the sample villages of Tumkur. 
 
3.1.2.1 Distance to HPSs and HSs 
 The study collected data on the distance to Higher Primary Schools and High Schools, government and 
private, to which the children of  Std. V  from 2004-05 from sample LPSs are enrolled after the 
completion of that class in their village.  A village map was drawn for all the villages  with the help of 
the HM and other community persons, indicating the distance to Higher Primary Schools and High 
Schools. 
 
The children of Tumkur district have many options to pursue higher primary and high school education. 
There are 18 Higher Primary Schools and 23 High Schools for the 15 sampled villages. Since this 
number is high the details are given in appendix 3. But the fact is that there is at least one HPS 
and HS within government-prescribed limits. 
  
Some of the examples given below show the  distance children travel from their village to pursue their 
studies in private schools. Some students travel as many as 13 kilometres. This phenomenon is more 
prominent in Pavagada block. 
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Table-1-Examples of distances traveled by children to pursue their studies after Std. V in  HPSs 
(Actual distance in kilometres) 

 

Pavagada Taluk 
Sample Village-LPS HPS Distance from sample LPS (KM) 

 Chikkahalligete V N CONVENT, Y N HOSKOTE,  13 

 Gundlahalli 
MORARJEE R.S (SC), PAvAGADA 
TOWN  11 

 
 

Table-2-Examples of distances traveled by children to pursue their studies after Std. V in HSs 

(Actual distance in kilometres) 
 

Pavagada Taluk 
Sample Village-LP S HS 

Distance from sample 
LPS (KM) 

Etthinahalli Priyadarshini Hs, Y N Hoskote 12 

Pavagada -LPS Chikkahalligete Priyadarshini Hs, Y N Hoskote 12 

Pavagada -LPS Gundlahalli Bapuji HS, Pavagada Town 10 

Sira Talukas- Anthapura Kalidasa HS, Shira 9 

  Srinivasa Vidyavardhaka HS, T:Shira, D:Tumkur 9 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

It is interesting to note that in Tumkur District many of the 
private schools have made their own arrangements to pick up 
children from surrounding villages and drop them back to 
ensure  children’s regular attendance, and the ‘safe’ and 
‘timely’ provision of transportation.  
 
In Pavagada there are as many as 8 private High Schools (5 
aided and 3 private) which are preferred by both children and 
parents.  
 
It is common to see children in most of the villages walk 2-3 
kilometres every day to reach school, return home or reach the 
designated bus stop. 
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3.1.3 

Deficit of Facilities 

The basic infrastructure requirements for successful school completion may include the facilities related 
to connectivity and transportation to schools and the presence of teaching staff in the school as well as 
the basic infrastructure in schools.  
 
The deficit of facilities is viewed from angles that include – road connectivity, the deficit of transport 
facilities, facilities related to teachers, deficit of infrastructure and deficit in terms of Teaching Learning 
Resources.  
 
3.1.3.1 Road Connectivity 

The present study collected information from  school authorities and stakeholders on  road connectivity 
to  Higher Primary Schools and High Schools from the sample LPS. 80% of the sample villages of 
Tumkur have good road connectivity. All villages have tarred roads.  

Table-1-Road Connectivity (in %) 

 

Management Connectivity No connectivity No Response 

Govt. HPS 79 9 12 
Govt. HS 65 9 26 

Private HPS 100 0 0 
Private HS 92 0 8 

 Private HPSs and HSs have better road connectivity compared to Government HPSs and HSs. This 
may indicate that some Government HPSs and HSs are located at places where connectivity is poor. 
In addition, private schools operate vans and buses to pick up children. So naturally their connectivity 
is 100%. 

3.1.3.2 Mobility (Transportation) 

 The following data illustrates how children travel to school in sample villages of Tumkur district.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 51% of the children walk to school. 27% use bicycles. 22% use the bus service. 
 

Mode of Transport to school

(Response by children in %)

By Walk

51%

By Cycle

27%

 By Bus

22%
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3.1.3.3 Issues related to commuting to HPSs and HSs 
 
Data on issues related to transport facilities was collected to find out ground realities. Data pertained to 
the frequency at which government buses ply, the convenience of government transport and other 
factors. This information was collected from children who are in HPSs or HSs at present. Gender-wise 
responses were collected.  

Table-2 
Mobility Situation Response (%) 
Non-Availability of government bus facility 73 

Non-availability of private bus facility 62 

Not having a bus pass 97 

 

 73% of children say that there is no timely government bus facility to travel to school. 62% say there 
is no private bus facility as well. 

 Most children (97%) do not have a bus pass. 
Table-3 

Frequency of Bus Facility Response (%) 
Every half an hour 2 

Every  hour 33 

Three times a day 23 

Twice a day 34 

Once a day 6 

Any other, specify 1 

 

 Most villages seem to have a bus service at least twice a day. Many villages have a bus facility thrice 
a day  and some villages even have an hourly service. 

 
Table-4 

Bus Service Parameter Response (%) 

Government bus timings  inconvenient  for reaching school 90 

Government bus timings  inconvenient  for reaching home 65 

Attitude of  bus drivers and conductors  not very good 21 

Bus does not stop on request 78 

 
Children have serious complaints about existing bus services. 90% feel they are inconvenient to reach 
school on time. 65% feel they are no good while going back  home. 
78% of children say the bus does not stop when requested. 
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3.1.3.4 Issues related to Safety while commuting to HPSs and HSs 
 

Table-5 Costs borne per day 
 

Costs involved in commuting by bus 

Actual costs in Rs. Respondents % of respondents 

1 to5 68 44 

6 to 10 74 48 

11 t0 20 9 6 

20 and above 3 2 

 154 100 

 

 44% of children say they spend  Rs. 1 to Rs. 5  per day. 48% say they spend between Rs. 6 
and Rs. 10. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.1.3.5 Deficit of teachers 
 
School going children who were tracked in 15 LPSs  from sample villages  of Tumkur are found in 49 
school facilities - HPSs and HSs,  government and private. 
 

 Table-6-Details of Teachers  

(Actual Numbers) 

Details Government HPS Government HS 

Number of Schools 19 4 

Number of teachers sanctioned  127 125 

Number of teachers working 123 111 

Ratio of sanctioned posts to working teachers 97 89 

 

PTR in both HPSs and HSs are well below the norms and favourable to students. If all sanctioned posts 
are filled then PTR will  come down further.  
 
97% of sanctioned posts are filled in HPSs, 89% in High Schools. There is a need to look into teachers’ 
postings in High schools. 
 
 
 
 
 

If children of Sira miss a  private bus service called Shakuntala  at 3.30 pm,  
they have to walk for an hour to reach  Lakkawwanahalli Cross. And if they 
are lucky they get the next bus at 6 pm. Girls, especially, felt that there 
should  be a bus service at around 5 pm. Even women teachers find they 
have to adjust their timings according to  bus schedules. Some teachers 
were found to have made arrangements with their male colleagues, riding 
on motor cycles, so that they reach home safely. on time. 
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3.1.3.6 Deficit of Facilities in Government Schools  
Data was analyzed in Higher Primary Schools and High Schools from the point of deficiency of facilities 
in physical infrastructure, Teaching Learning Material and support facilities. 
 
 
Lack of Facilities for Teaching Staff 

 Table-7-Details of deficits of facilities  

 

  Teachers 

 % of GHPS % of GHS 

School without separate room for HM  47 64 

School without separate staff room 74 45 

School without separate toilet for teachers 63 45 

School without running water in the teachers’ toilet 47 18 

School without PE teacher 42 - 

 
 

 47% of HPSs and 58% of HSs reported a separate room for HMs. 
 The study shows that 74% of  HPSs and 50% of HSs have no separate staff room for teachers. 
 63% of  HPSs and 42% of  HSs reported not having separate toilet facilities for teachers.  

 

 

Physical Infrastructure in Government HPS and HS: 
 

Table-8-Details of deficits of facilities (%) 
 

Deficit in Minimum Requirements for Children GHPS GHS 

School without separate toilet for girls 16 27 

School without adequate drinking water for children 26 18 

School without running water in the toilet 53 27 

School without cook for MDM  16 9 

School without separate kitchen for MDM    64 

School without store room for MDM 68 45 

School without sports materials 47 - 

School without playground 37 36 

School without electricity connection - 27 

School  without lights and fans  in -working condition 16 36 

School where children are not given meals daily 26 9 

School where children are not given Vitamin A, de-worming and iron 

tablets 5 73 

School class rooms without furniture 47 9 

School without facilities for physically challenged children 58 91 

School without compound wall 42 64 

 

 53% of HPSs and 27% of HSs reported girl’s toilets without running water. 
 64% of  HSs reported not having a separate room for preparing mid-day meals. 
 27% HSs reported not having an electricity connection. 
 68% of HPSs and 45% of HSs have no separate store room to store  grains and other 

provisions for preparing  mid-day meals. 
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Lack of Teaching Learning Aids  

 
 

Table-10-Details of deficits of facilities (%) 
 

 

Support resources for teaching and learning GHPS GHS 

School without separate library room 95 91 

School without separate room for laboratory 100 73 

School without sufficient laboratory equipment 47 27 

School without models 26 27 

Deficits in Desirable Resources 

School without a computer-aided learning programme 95 18 

School without a printer 100 36 

School without a computer  95 18 

School without Mahithi Sindhu 95 55 

School without a radio 11 55 

School without a television 68 73 

School without a VCR/VCP 84 73 

 

 None of the HPSs have separate laboratory facilities.  73% of HSs also do not have a 
separate laboratory.  

  95% of the HSs and 91% of the HPSs lacked a separate room for the library.  
 In the desired list, computers are found wanted everywhere, especially in HPSs. 
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3.1.3.7 Deficit of Facilities in Private Schools  

 
Data on deficit of facilities in private schools was collected through observations. As mentioned in 
the earlier chapter, the private schools include privately managed and Government-Aided Schools. 
 

Table-10-Details of deficits of facilities (%) 
  HPS HS 

Deficit of facilities to Teaching staff & Teachers     

School without separate room for HM  50 21 

School without separate staff room   14 

School without separate toilet for teachers   29 

School without running water in the teachers’ toilet   21 

School without PE teacher 50 7 

Deficit in Minimum Requirements for Children     

School without adequate drinking water for children 25 7 

School without separate toilet for girls 50 21 

School without running water in the toilet 25 29 

School without sports materials 25 7 

School without electricity connection 25 43 

School  where lights and fans are  not in working condition 75 50 

Children not being given Mid Day meals* 50 7 

School without a cook for MDM * 50 7 

School without separate kitchen for MDM * 75 21 

School without store room for MDM* 75 57 

School where children re not given Vitamin A, de-worming and iron tablets 75 64 

School without  facilities for  physically disabled children 75 86 

School without compound wall 75 71 

Support resources for Teaching and Learning 

School without separate room for laboratory 50 79 

School without sufficient laboratory equipment 25 7 

School without separate library room 75 71 

School without models 50 14 

Deficit in desirable Resources     

School without radio 25 36 

School without television 75 93 

School without a computer  75 93 

School without a printer 50 100 

 

 Sufficient number of Private HPS seem to lack in facilities like separate room for HM, PE 
Teachers in Tumkur. 21% of Private HS do not have separate HM room. 

 Even 50% of the private HPSs and 21% of HS have no toilet facility exclusively for girls.  
 Lights and Fans were not in working condition in 75% of the private HPSs and 50% of HS. 
 As many as 75% of the Private HPS and 86% of High Schools lack facilities to special need 

children.  
 50% of private HPS and 79% of HS have no separate Laboratory facility. 

 More than 70% of HPS & HS have no separate Library room.  
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Section -2 
Analysis of Chamraj Nagar 

 

Major Highlights of the study 
 7 Sample schools from Chamraj Nagar block were taken for study. 
 The total Cohort is 385 children and 15% children couldn’t be tracked. 
 It is interesting to note that 53% of untracked children are reported to be studying at 

distant places.  
 More girls drop out every year compared to boys. 
 There is a deficit of Toilet facilities for teachers at HPSs and for girls at HSs  
 Library facilities and Laboratory facilities lack in majority of HPS and HS 
 Electricity connection is lacking in many schools 
 Many schools do not have Store rooms to store grains, provisions and groceries for the mid –

day meal 

 
3.2 Background 

 
Chamraj Nagar district is one of the most backward districts in Karnataka8. The study covered 7 sample 

villages and 7 Government Lower Primary schools located in those villages from Chamraj Nagar Block. 
Along with the LPS the study covered 11 government and 1 private Higher Primary School, 8 
government and 2  private High Schools to which the children from the sample school go. A total 
cohort of 385 children was collected from these 7 Lower Primary Schools.  
 

Table -1- Details of schools covered in Chamraj Nagar Block of Chamraj Nagar District 
 

Sl 

No Village Name (LPS) 

Link 

Higher Primary  School(s) 

Link 

High School(s) 

Name Type Name Type 

1 Hanchitalapura Chandakavadi Government Chandakavadi Government 

2 Tavarekattemoole Amachavadi Government Haradanahalli Government 

  Haradanahalli Government   

3 

Ammanapura Kagalawadi,  

Government TS Subbanna 

Sarvajanika, 

Kagalawadi  

Private 

 

 Jyothigowdanapura,  

Government St. Philomina 

Nagahalli,  

Private 

4 Yadiyuru Santhemaralli Government Santhemaralli Government 

  Mangala  Government Mangala  Government 

  JSS Santhemaralli  Private JSS Santhemaralli Private 

5 
Deshavalli Heggawadipura 

Government GSPUC, 
Santhemaralli 

Government 

 

 

Morarjee R.S, 

Santhemaralli 

Government 

(Residential)   

 

6 Urdu Haradanahal Haradanahalli Government   

7 Kokkanahalli Chandakavadi  Government Chandakavadi Government 

 

                                                 
8
 High Power Committee for Redress of Regional Imbalances, Nanjundappa Committee, June 2002. 
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The table above shows that there is at least one HPS and one High School linked to the LPS. Some 
villages like Tavarekattemoole, Yadiyuru and Deshavalli have more options -  two or three HPSs or High 
Schools.  

3.2.1 

What do Children do after Std. V? 
 Tracking Cohorts 

 
3.2.1.1 The Overall Picture 
 
As mentioned in the methodology section, the data of the Std. V cohort from 7 Lower Primary Schools 
was collected from 2004-05 till 2008-09. The data on children enrolled per batch was collected from 
annual attendance records. All the information collected was cross-verified with the attendance 
register, cross-checked by Head Masters of Lower Primary Schools and individual verification was 
carried out in specific classes in Higher Primary Schools and in High Schools depending on the present 
schooling status of these children  
 

Table-2 Cohort Status 
 

Position of Cohort Position of Tracked children 

Years 
Total 

Enrolled 
Unable 

to Track 

% of 
children 

not 
tracked Total 

Tracked 

in 
School 

Tracked 

as Drop 
Outs 

% of 
children 

in 
School 

2004-05 72 9 13 63 40 23 63 

2005-06 93 16 17 77 63 14 82 

2006-07 86 18 21 68 65 3 96 

2007-08 76 11 14 65 61 4 94 

2008-09 58 5 9 53 50 3 94 

Total 385 59 15 326 279 47 86 

 
 The table shows that there were 385 children  in Std V across the 7 sample schools in the 5-year 

period. 85% of the children could be tracked and 15% of the children could not be tracked. 

 Among the children tracked, an overall 86%  are in school and 14% have dropped out.  

% of children in School (Yearwise)

94

94
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82
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2004-05
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 The drop-out rate in HPSs is between 4% and 6%, as indicated by the data of 2006-07, 18% by 
the time children have reached Std. IX and 37% by the time they are in Std. X. 

 

3.2.1.2 Status of Children who could not be tracked 
 
The table above shows that 15% (59 children) of the children could not be tracked. These are  children 
who have moved out of the village, according to their classmates,  neighbours and school HMs or 
teachers. This information gives an idea about whether these children have migrated or married. 

Table-3 Status of non-tracked children  
Years Studying in another village Working  outside the village Migrated Married Total 

2004-05 1 2 1 5 9 

2005-06 8 5 2 1 16 

2006-07
9
 11 2 4 1 18 

2007-08 7 1 3 0 11 

2008-09 4 1 0 0 5 

Total 31 11 10 7 59 

% 53 19 17 12  

 
 It is reported that more than 50% of the untracked children are pursuing education at far-off 

locations. This is welcome news. 

 Among the children untracked, 12% are married, 19% are employed outside the village and  
17%  have migrated to far-off places. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.2.1.3 Gender wise Status 
 
It would be interesting to look at the data from the gender perspective. As mentioned in the 
methodology, the gender-wise cohort of Std. V data from 7 Lower Primary Schools was collected from 
2004-05 till 2008-09. There are 191 boys and 194 girls out of the student pool of 385 children across 
five years in Std. V. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
9
  Annual Report SSA Karnataka 2006-07,Table 33 in Page 66 

Meet Nandini, a 17 year old girl from Kokkanahalli in Chamraj Nagar. She was forced 
to drop out from school when she was in Std. VIII to get married to a farmer from a 
neighbouring village. Now she has 2 children, one of them in her arms as she was 
introducedto us, the research team, by the HM who said,”I feel embarrassed to see 
our young students getting married at an age when we still need to be treating them 
as children. I have not been able to convince the community (Upparas) in which I 
have been working as a teacher for the last 10 years.. 
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Table-4 Cohort Status of children by Gender  

  Total Not Tracked  

% of children not 

tracked 

Years BOY GIRL BOY GIRL BOY GIRL 

2004-05 32 40 0 9 0 23 

2005-06 47 46 7 9 15 20 

2006-07 44 42 9 9 20 21 

2007-08 37 39 5 6 14 15 

2008-09 31 27 4 1 13 4 

Total 191 194 25 34 13 18 
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 The curve is steeper for girls indicating that more girls have moved out compared to boys. 
 This number is very significant for girls in the High School age group, as indicated by the 2004-06 

data. 

 If we relate it to the data on married children, for 2004-05 then probably 5 out of 9 girls (56%)  
are married, their age  around 14 or 15.  
 
 

Table -5 Gender wise Status of Drop-Outs 

  

Total number of 
Tracked 

Children 

Drop-Out 

Children 

% of children 
who dropped 

out 

Years Boy Girl Boy Girl Boy Girl 

2004-05 32 31 13 10 41 32 

2005-06 40 37 5 9 13 24 

2006-07 35 33 2 1 6 3 

2007-08 32 33 0 4 0 12 

2008-09 27 26 0 3 0 12 

Total 166 160 20 27 12 17 

 

 More girls drop out every year compared to boys. 
 No boy has dropped out in Std VI and VII (2007-09), but girls have. 

It means many girls do not join HPSs at all, and some drop out after completing just one year in the     
HPS.  
 

A.Mangalamma  of  Tavarekattemoole who got married when she 
was in Std. IX was in her village when the data was being 
collected. She said that, even today, most girls are absent in 
schools during their menstruation cycle every month. 
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3.2.1.4 Reasons for Dropping Out 
 

 Out of the 279 children tracked in Chamraj Nagar district 47 (14%) children have been reported as 
drop-outs. When contacted and enquiries made about the reasons for dropping out, the  children  
gave the following multiple answers.   

 
Table-6 Reasons for Dropping Out – Responses from children 

Reasons 
Response from 

Children % 
Response from 

Parents % 

I was not interested in studies  22 25   

My parents were not interested in sending me  21 24   

Due to distance and transportation problem 20 22 20 34 

The HS or HPS near our village is not good   11 12 7 12 

Had to attend to domestic duties, parents 

wanted me to participate in  economic activities 7 8   

I got married 4 4 4 7 

Due to financial constraints 3 3 15 25 

Physically disabled or mentally challenged 1 1 3 5 

Eve-teasing and safety reasons*   5 8 

 Working*   3 5 

Attend to domestic duties*   2 3 

* Parent-specific responses 

 

 Lack of interest in education either among parents or children seems to be the major reason for 
dropping out of school. 

 22% of the responses indicated that distance and transportation are the reason for leaving  
school. 

 12% of the responses indicate that the school is not good, 11% cited economic reasons. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                   
 

 34% of the responses indicated that distance and transportation are the major reasons. 
 Financial constraint is quoted as the second most important reason.  
 12% responses indicated that HPSs or High Schools are not good enough to send their children.  
 8% of parents feel that safety is an issue.   
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3.2.2 
Distance Factor- Findings from the Field Visits 

 

 
 
 

According to government norms there should be a Lower Primary School within walking distance of 1 
kilometre; and, within a distance of 3 kilometres there should be an Upper Primary School and a High 
School within the range of 5 kilometres from the LPS. In this section we present data on the distance 
to the Higher Primary Schools and High Schools to which the children go after completing their 
education from the sample villages of Chamraj Nagar. 
 
3.2.2.1 Distance to HPS and HS 
 
The study collected data on the distance to Higher Primary Schools and High Schools, government and 
private, to which the children of  Std. V  from 2004-05 from the sample LPS are enrolled after they 
complete the class in their village.  A village map was drawn for all the villages with the help of the HM 
and other community persons indicating the distance to Higher Primary Schools and High Schools. 
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Table-1-Approximate distance traveled by children to pursue their studies after Std V  

Sample Village 

From Sample village to HPS From Sample village to HPS 

Name of HPS 

Type 

Distance to 
HPS from 

sample 
village (in 

Kms) 

Name of HS 

Distance 

to HS 
from 

sample 
village(in 

Kms) 

Type 

Hanchitalapura Chandakavadi, Govt 1 Chandakawadi, 3 Govt 

Tavarekattemoole Amachavadi, Govt 4   Govt 

Tavarekattemoole Haradanahalli, Govt 3 Haradanahalli 3 Govt 

Ammanapura Kagalawadi, 

Govt 

2 

TS Subbanna 

Sarvajanika 

Kagalawadi 2 

Private 

Ammanapura Jyothigowdanapura 

Govt 
1 

St. Philomina 

Nagahalli, 4 

Private 

Yadiyuru Santhemaralli, Govt 4 Santhemaralli, 4 Govt 

Yadiyuru Mangala, Govt 2 Mangala, 2 Govt 

Yadiyuru 
JSS Santhemaralli 
HPS, 

Private 
4 

Jss 
Santhemaralli 4 

Private 

Deshavalli Heggawadipura, 
Govt 

3 
Gspuc,Santhem
aralli, 2 

Govt 

Deshavalli 

Morarjee R.S, 

Santhemaralli, 

Govt 
3   

Govt 

Haradanahal Haradanahalli, Govt 1 Haradanahalli, 1 Govt 

Kokkanahalli Chandakavadi Govt 3 Chandakawadi, 3 Govt 

 
 It is evident that for every LPS there is at least one HPS or HS located within government-prescribed 

limits. In fact children have more options within the same distance or a little further. 
 

 Some children from Yadiyuru are traveling a distance of 4 kilometres to study in a private HPS called 
JSS, a school managed by a mutt. During informal chats with the children it was found that JJS 
delivers good quality education and is in high demand. While the fee is not much, getting a seat in 
that school seems to be difficult. 

 
 4 children have joined Morarjee Desai Residential School run by the Social Welfare Department, 

located in Santamarehalli, a cluster 10 kilometres  from Chamraj Nagar district headquarters. All 
these children have their older siblings studying in the same school. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

The Morarjee Desai School in Santamarehalli caters to around 250 
children as per the enrolment data.  Informal discussions with children 
revealed that they live and attend their class in a room that is supposed 
to be their classroom. They have been waiting for their new building for 
the last one year, which was supposed to have been ready this academic 
year). The school has 7 teachers. 
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3.2.3 

Deficit of Facilities 

The deficit of facilities is viewed from three angles - the road connectivity, transportation facility and 
facilities in the schools. 
 
3.2.3.1 Road Connectivity 

57% of the sample villages of Chamraj Nagar have good road connectivity. These villages have tarred 
roads.   

3.2.3.2 Mobility (Transportation) 

Most of the HPSs and HSs in Chamraj Nagar linked to sample villages are within a radius of 3 to 4 
kilometres.  Data was collected from 279 children in the schools on the mode of transport they  use to 
commute.  

Table-1-Mode of travel adopted by children studying in  HPSs and HSs from sample village (Actual 

Response) 
Response from 

children in 
Walking   Bicycles  Bus Total 

HPS 107(89) 9(4) 11(9) 127 

HS 46(29) 80(52) 27(18) 153 

Overall 152 (54) 89(32) 38(14) 279*  

Figures in brackets are percentages ; Rest of the children are in Hostels 

 Overall, more than half (54%) of the children walk to their school. This number is very 
high for HPSs (89%). 

 A significant number of children (32%)  use bicycles. Interestingly, more than half  (52%) of the 
children in High Schools use bicycles. This strongly validates the government’s policy of providing 
cycles to students. 

 14% of the children travel regularly by bus.  

Though many children are not regular bus commuters, they do travel by bus very often. Many girls 
expressed the view that they would prefer traveling by bus if  a good service was available, especially 
due to safety reasons in the evenings.  

When asked about the availability of public and private transport facilities to reach school, the response 
was as follows.  

Table-2-Mode of transport available from sample village to HPSs and HSs  (Number of 
children who responded) 

Government bus 

available 

Government bus not 

available Private transport 
available 

Private 

transport not 
available 

26 (9) 253(91) 135(48) 142(51) 
Figures in brackets are percentages 

 91% of the children said that there is no government bus facility available from their village to 
reach their schools.  
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3.2.3.3 Issues related to Commuting to HPSs and HSs 
 

Data on issues related to transport facilities was collected to ascertain ground realities -  whether the 
private facility is cheaper than the government’s, the frequency at which government buses ply, the 
convenience of government transport. This information was collected from children who are at present 
in HPSs or HSs.. Around 65 respondents out of 176 children who are studying in HPSs and around 70 
children out of 103 who are in HSs responded to  questions related to the quality and functioning of  
bus services, government and private. 

 
Table-3-Responses to bus facilities to HPSs and HSs from sample village  

(Actual Response and %) 

 Response HPS (%) High School (%) 

Timings of government bus service – Not convenient for reaching the school  100 100 

Timings of government bus service – Not convenient while returning  80 57 

Frequency of bus services Every One Hour 83 64 

Once a Day 17 27 

Attitude of drivers and conductors Average 31 19 

Does the bus stop on request? No 89 78 

Possession of a bus pass No 97 99 

If there is private transport – is it better than government 

transport? 

No 78 57 

If there is private transport – is it less expensive than 
government transport? 

No 79 59 

 

 All the respondents from  HPSs and HSs said that the bus timings are not convenient  and do 
not suit their  school time in the morning. Most of them also said that the bus timings are not 
convenient while returning from school. 

 97% of HPS students and 99% of HS students responded that they do not have a bus pass. 
 The frequency of bus services seems to be satisfactory. The majority of the children said that 

there is a bus every hour. 

 89% of HPS and 88% of HS students said that buses do not stop on request. 
 
Overall, not just bus facilities, the convenience anf the attitude of the transport providers need 
to be student friendly. 
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3.2.3.4 Teachers  
 Table-4-Details of Teachers  

(Actual Numbers) 
 

 
 The PTR are within the prescribed limits of the Government. 
 There is a deficit in the number of teachers working, as against the sanctioned posts, both at 

HPSs and HSs, more predominantly so for High Schools.  
 The ratio of 47 children per teacher in High Schools needs to be looked into as a high 

percentage of children drop out at this stage. This ratio needs to be brought down. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.2.3.5Deficit of Facilities in Government Schools  
 
Data was analyzed  in Higher Primary Schools and High Schools from the point of deficiency of facilities 
in physical infrastructure, Teaching Learning Material and support facilities. 
 

 Table-5-Details of deficits of facilities   
 

Deficit of Facilities Government HPS Government HS 

 Absolute % Absolute % 

School without separate  room for HM 4 36 3 50 

School without separate staff room 9 82 2 33 

School without separate toilet for teachers 8 73 2 33 

School without running water in the teachers’ toilet 6 55 1 17 

School without separate toilet for girls 2 18 2 33 

School without running water in the toilet 4 36 2 33 

School classrooms do not have furniture     1 17 

School without electricity connection 2 18 2 33 

School without facilities for  physically challenged children 3 27 5 83 

School without compound wall 3 27 1 17 

School without notice boards 2 18 1 17 

School without separate library room 9 82 6 100 

School without separate room for laboratory 11 100 3 50 

School without playground 2 18     

School without sports material 2 18     

School without store room for mid-day meals 8 73 4 67 

Details Government HPS Government HS 

Number of Schools 11 8 

Number of Teachers Sanctioned  94  110 

Number of Teachers Working 87(93%) 95(86%) 

PTR 29 47 

Though the situation in Chamraj Nagar schools is relatively better so far as 
teachers working in schools is concerned, it is interesting to note that the 
LPSs   in Kokkanahalli and Yadiyuru and even the Residential School in 
Santamarenahalli had PTR in the ratio of 5:1,  12:1 and 20:1. On the day of 
the visit at least one teacher was not found in the school and the reasons 
given were that she had gone for training, was on leave etc. Hence, children 
are left without teachers, and multi-grade teaching continues. 
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Lack of Facilities for Teaching Staff 
 
 The study shows that 36% of HPSs and 50% of HSs have no separate room for HMs. 
  82% of HPSs and 33% of HSs have no separate staff rooms. 
 73% of  HPSs and 33% of HSs reported not having separate toilet facilities for teachers. No running 

water was provided in 55% of the toilets in HPSs and 17% of the toilets in HSs.  
 
Lack of Teaching Learning Aids 
 18% of  HPSs and 33% of  HSs reported not having electricity connections. 

 None of the HPSs  have  separate laboratory facilities. 50% of HSs do not have provision for a 
laboratory. 

 None of the HSs have a library facility.  82% of the HPSs also lacked library facilities.  
 
Physical Infrastructure 

 As many as 18% of HPSs and 33% of HSs have no separate toilet facilities for girls. 
 73% of  HPSs and 67% of HSs reported not having separate store rooms to store grains and other 

materials used for preparing the mid-day meal. 
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3.2.3.6 Deficit of Facilities in Private Schools  
 
Data on deficit of facilities in private schools was collected through observations. As mentioned in 
the earlier chapter, the private schools include privately managed and Government-Aided Schools. 
 

 Table-6 Details of deficits of facilities  HPS HS 

Deficit of facilities to Teaching staff & Teachers  

School without separate staff room 100  

School without PE teacher 100  

Deficit in Minimum Requirements for Children  

School without electricity connection 100  

School  where lights and fans are  not in working condition 100 50 

Children not being given Mid Day meals   100 

School without a cook for MDM    100 

School without separate kitchen for MDM    100 

School without store room for MDM   100 

School where children re not given Vitamin A, de-worming and 

iron tablets   100 

School without  facilities for  physically disabled children   100 

Support resources for Teaching and Learning  

School without separate room for laboratory 100  

School without sufficient laboratory equipment 100  

School without separate library room 100  

Deficit in desirable Resources    

School without a VCR/VCP 100 100 

School without a computer  100 50 

School without a printer 100 50 

 
 

 None of the HPS have PE teachers and separate staff rooms. 
 None of the HPS have electricity connection. Lights and Fans were not in working condition 

in 50% of the private HS which had electricity connection. 
 None of the Private High Schools had facilities to special need children.  
 None of the HPS had separate Laboratory facility or laboratory equipments. 
 None of the HPS had separate Library room.  
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Section 3 
Analysis of Gulbarga District 

 
Highlights 

 4 blocks - Aland, Chincholi, Jevargi and Yadgir were selected for the study. 
 31% of the children were not tracked, the highest in Yadgir where 37% of the children 

could not be contacted. The majority of them have migrated to distant places. 
 Among those tracked only 64% of the children are in school. So more than one third of the 

children have dropped out. “Not interested in studies,” seemed to be the major reason for 
getting out of school. Parents quoted financial problems as the next important reason. 
Distance and transport were also cited as one of the reasons. 

 There is a huge gender gap when it comes to enrolling in Std. VI  and Std. VIII.. A large 
percentage of girls drop out from these classes and at Std. X. 

 Among social groups, STs seem to suffer the most. 56% of ST children and 40% of SC 
children have dropped out. 

 There are a few HPSs and HSs  located at a distance beyond prescribed distance norms. 
 More than 50% of the children walk to schools. Although the roads are good, some 

government High Schools are not located at  convenient places. 
 Children have huge complaints about bus timings. Most say that buses are inconvenient as a 

mode of transport, either to go to school or to come back  home. 
 The Pupil Teacher Ratio (PTR) is well within  prescribed limits. But more posts need to be 

filled at High Schools. 
 More rooms are required - for teachers, libraries and laboratories, to store mid-day meal 

provisions. There is no running water in the toilets in most cases. Computers are desired by 
most students, but many High Schools lack electricity supply. 

  

 
3.3 Background 

4 blocks were selected in Gulbarga district for the study. 21 sample villages were covered - 5 each from  
Aland, Chincholi and Jevargi and 6 from Yadgir10.  Each village has one Government Lower Primary 

School. The study collected  time series cohort information for 5 years from these LPSs. A total cohort 
of 1458 children was collected from the 21 Lower Primary Schools across four blocks.  

Table -1  

                                                         Number of schools covered  
   No.of schools 

DISTRICT TALUK GOVT. HPS GOVT. HS PVT. HPS PVT.PS Grand 
Total 

Gulbarga Aland 7 6 3 3 19 

 Chincholi 9 6   15 

 Jevargi 4 5 4 3 16 

 Yadgir 7 6 1  14 

Gulbarga Total 27 23 7 7 64 

 

Children from these schools have the option to go to 27 Government and 7 private HPSs and 23 
Government  and 7 private High Schools. 
 
 
 

                                                 
10

 See Appendix 1 for details of sample villages. 



Akshara Foundation- Final Report 

 46 

3.3.1 

What do Children do after Std. V? 
 Tracking Cohorts 

 
3.3.1.1 The Overall Picture 
 
The data of the Std. V cohort from 21 Lower Primary Schools was collected from 2004-05 till 2008-09. 
The data on children enrolled per batch was collected from annual attendance records. All the 
information collected was cross-verified with the attendance register, cross-checked by HMs of Lower 
Primary Schools and individual verification was carried out in specific classes in Higher Primary Schools 
and in High Schools depending on the present schooling status of these children. 1458 children were 
found in the 5-year cohort. Out of that 1011 (69%) children were tracked.    

 

Table-1- Overall Cohort Status –Taluka wise picture 
 

  
 

 

 
 

 

 Overall, 31% of the children could not be tracked. Yadgir has the highest percentage of children 
who have not been tracked (37%). 

 
Table-2 Cohort Status –Time Series 

 
 

 
 

 

 

 The table shows that there were 1458 children found enrolled and regularly attended in Std V 
across the 21 sample schools in 5 year period. 31% of the children could not be tracked. 

 Out of 1458 children 644 (64%) were tracked as having continued their studies in schools (either in 
HPS or in HS)  

 From the total of 1458 children 36% were tracked as having discontinued their studies.  

 
 
 
 
 
 

 Talukas Enrolled Not Tracked 

Total number of 

Tracked Children 

Children Not Tracked 

(%) 

Aland 361 94 267 26 

Chincholi 400 121 279 30 

Jevargi 371 111 260 30 

Yadgir 326 121 205 37 

Total 1458 450 1008 31 

 Year 
Total 

Tracked 

Tracked 
in 

School % 

Tracked 
as Drop 

Out % 

2004-05 224 106 47 118 53 

2005-06 241 149 62 92 38 

2006-07 176 116 66 60 34 

2007-08 181 139 77 42 23 

2008-09 186 134 72 52 28 

Total 1008 644 64 364 36 



Akshara Foundation- Final Report 

 47 

3.3.1.2 Status of Children who could not be tracked 
Table-3 (%) 

 Year Migrated 
Studying in 
another village 

Working outside 
the village  Other reasons Married 

2004-05 42 18 18 14 8 

2005-06 50 22 15 9 5 

2006-07 37 22 23 18 1 

2007-08 62 20 14 4 0 

2008-09 47 24 6 20 2 

Total 47 21 16 12 4 

 

  
Information about children who could not be tracked was obtained from teachers, peers and other 
parents. 47% of children have migrated to distant places. 21% are continuing education elsewhere. 
16% are working outside. 4% got  married. 
Children who are supposed to be in Std. IX and X are married. This means marriages take place at the 
age of 15 or 16. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
3.3.1.3 Status of Children who were tracked 
 
Out of the cohort of 1458 children, 644 children were tracked. Children who were tracked were found 
either in school or had dropped out, but they were contacted. From 1011 children, 364 children were 
found to have dropped out, and 644 were tracked in school. 

 

 

 
 

 

 

Table-4 Cohort Status of children who were 

tracked in HPSs and HSs 

 Years 

Total 
number 
Tracked 

Tracked 
in school 

% of 
children in 
School 

2004-05 224 106 47 

2005-06 241 149 62 

2006-07 176 116 66 

2007-08 181 139 77 

2008-09 186 134 72 

Total 1008 644 64 

Shrikantha of the GLPS from Aynolli (2006-07 batch) has migrated 
to Mumbai. When the research team visited his house his 
grandmother said he will earn at least Rs.50 a day if he gets a job in 
construction. 
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% of children in School (Yearwise)
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 Overall, 64% of the children are in school. It means 36% of the children are out of school. 28%  
have dropped out from Std. VI. 34% have dropped out before entering Std. VIII. 53% of the 
children have dropped out by the time they got to  Std. X. 
 

3.3.1.4 Reasons for Dropping Out 
 

In Gulbarga out of 1011 children who were tracked, 364 (36%) children have dropped out. 
Interactions were held with the children to understand the reasons for dropping out. Children 
gave multiple responses, which have been presented below. 
 
 

Table-5 
Reasons for Dropping Out 

(Children’s Responses) 
Reasons (N=364) % 

Not interested in studies 40 

Domestic/paid work 33 

Distance and transportation 30 

Parents not interested 23 

Financial constraints 23 

Daily wage labour 22 

Got married 5 

Teachers used to beat them 3 

 
 

40% of the  responses  indicate that children are not interested in studies. Domestic and paid work is 
the second most important reason. 30% of the children cited distance and transportation as the 
reason. 
 
 Data from parents was collected to see why they are not sending their wards to school. 
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Table-6 Reasons for Dropping Out (Parents’ Responses) 

Reasons 

Number of 

Responses 

% of 

Responses 

Ward was not interested in studies 94 26 

Due to financial constraints 79 22 

To participate in economic activities 50 14 

The HS or HPS ar our village is not good   43 12 

Migrated for work 16 4 

Distance and transportation problems 14 4 

Caring for smaller children at home 13 4 

Physically or mentally challenged 9 2 

There was no transportation 6 2 

Parents’ death 5 1 

Not teaching/coaching well 5 1 

Girls attained puberty 4 1 

Not safe for girls 4 1 

Teacher not coming to school on time 3 1 

Language problem 3 1 

Education is not good enough in that school 2 1 

Maintenance of the family 2 1 

Reasons for Drop Out according to 

Parents (Top 4 reasons in %)

26

22

14

12

Ward was not interested in

studies

Due to Financial constraints

To participate in economic

activities

The HS or HPS is not good

near our village 

 
 

 26% of the parents felt that their child was not interested in studies. This is the major reason 
quoted by them. Financial problems came second, with 22% responses. 14% wanted   children 
to earn an income and sent them for daily wage labour. 12%  of them felt that the school was 
not good enough. 

 Migration and the distance of the school were  other important reasons quoted by parents. 
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3.3.1.5  Gender wise Status 
 
It would be interesting to look at the data from the gender perspective. As mentioned in the section on 
methodology, data on the gender-wise cohort of Std. V  from 21 Lower Primary Schools was collected 
from 2004-05 till 2008-09. There are 191 boys and 194 girls out of the student pool of 385 children 
across 5 years in Std. V. 
 

Table-7 Cohort Status of Children by Gender  
Status in 5 Years – Absolute numbers 

 Enrolled  Tracked Not Tracked 

BOY 741 501(68) 240(32) 

GIRL 717 507(71) 210(29) 

Figures in brackets are % 

 

 Out of 1458 children 741 children are boys and 717  girls. 
 68% of the 741 boys were tracked and 32 %  could not be tracked 
 71% of  the 717 girls in the student pool  could be tracked and 29%  could not be tracked. 

  
 
From those who were tracked  

 

Table-8 Cohort Status of Children by Gender (Absolute Numbers) 
 

Year 

Total No. 

of 
children 

tracked 

Tracked Tracked in School % in School 

Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls 

2004-05 224 125 99 64 42 51 42 

2005-06 241 102 139 63 86 62 62 

2006-07 176 98 78 72 44 73 56 

2007-08 181 92 89 69 70 75 79 

2008-09 186 84 102 70 64 83 63 

Total 1008 501 507 338 306 67 60 
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 There is a wide percentage gap between  boys and girls in school at every important entry point 
like  Std. VI (2008-09), Std. VIII (2006-07) and Std. X (2004-05). This means more girls drop 
out at these points.   

 So HPSs and HSs have failed to narrow gender gaps in Gulbarga district.  
 

3.3.1.6 Cohort Status by Social groups 
 
58% of the households from the sample village of Gulbarga accounted for SC/ST population. One could 
observe that habitations of 60-80 households were inhabited by an ST population of Tandas.  
 
The data from Gulbarga on cohort distribution across  social groups provides information on  the major 
communities  sending their children to the government school system.  

 
 

Table-9-Cohort Status by Social groups (Absolute numbers) 

Social Groups Overall Tracked  Not Tracked 

SC 635 457(72) 179(28) 

ST 110 72(65) 38(35) 

BACKWARD 352 233(66) 119(34) 

OTHERS 361 249(68) 114(32) 

Figures in brackets are % 

 

Table-10-Cohort Status by Social groups Tracked (Absolute numbers) 
 

Social Groups 

Overall 

Tracked in 

School 

Tracked as 

Drop-outs 

SC 457 272(60) 185(40) 

ST 72 32(44) 40(56) 

BACKWARD 233 156(67) 77(33) 

OTHERS 249 184(74) 65(26) 

Figures in brackets are % 
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Drop Out Rate among different Social Groups

Drop Out Rate 40 56 33 26

SC ST
BACKWAR

D
OTHERS

 
  

 SCs account for 45% of the total children. 
 The drop-out rate is the highest among STs. 56% drop out before  Std. X. 
 SCs are next – 40% of SC children drop out by Std. X. 
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3.3.2 

Distance Factor - Issues from the Field  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

The location of HPSs and HSs play an important role as an enabling factor in school continuation after 
Std. V. The government norm on the access to HPS is a distance of 3 kilometres from the LPS and a 
High School within a range of 5 kilometres.  
 
In this section we present data on the distance to the Higher Primary Schools and High Schools to 
which the children go after completing their education from the sample villages of Gulbarga. 
 
3.3.2.1 Distance to HPSs and HSs  
The study collected data on the distance to Higher Primary Schools and High Schools, government and 
private, to which the children of  Std. V  from the 2004-05 batch from the sample LPS are enrolled 
after the completion of that class in their village.  A village map was drawn for all the villages with the 
help of the HM and other community persons indicating the distance to Higher Primary Schools and 
High Schools11. The students have  a choice of  27 Higher Primary Schools and 23 High Schools to 

which they can enroll after completing Std. V and VII. Refer Appendix8 on Distance. 
Most schools, except the following,  are located at a distance beyond prescribed limits. 

 

Table-1-Examples of distances beyond the prescribed limit traveled by children to pursue their 
studies  in  GHPSs and GHSs after Std. V 

GHPS  Schools Surveyed 
Distance in 
Actual kilometres 

 Chimmanchod - LPS Garumpalli GMHPS, CHIMMANACHODA   6 

 Ratkal - LPS Kanchnal GHPS  RATAKALA   4 

 Yadrami - LPS Saidapur GHPS  YANDRAMI   6 

 Naraboli - LPS Chennur GHPS (GIRLS)    5 

 LPS Hathikoni GUHPS, MUSLIMPURA   10 

GHS     

 Ainolli - LPS Pattepur GHS, INOLI T:CHICHOLI  6 

 Saidapur - LPS Kondpur GHS, SAIDAPURA   7 

                                                 
11 See Appendix 6  to view distances from selected villages.  
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3.3.3 

Deficit of Facilities 
 

The deficit of facilities is viewed from three angles – the road connectivity and transportation, the 
deficit of facilities in the school as observed by children in Gulbarga Schools.  
 
3.3.3.1 Road Connectivity 

In view of  field realities, the present study collected information from  school authorities and 
stakeholders on  road connectivity to  Higher Primary Schools and High Schools from the sample LPS. 
All the sample villages of Gulbarga have good road connectivity. All villages have tarred roads.  

Table-1-Road Connectivity (in %) 

Management Connectivity No connectivity No Response 

GHPS 70 7 23 
GHS 36 2 61 
PHPS 64 0 36 
PHS 72 28 0 

 The data shows that road connectivity to Government HPSs is better than to private HPSs. 
  Private High Schools  seem to be better located when compared to GHSs. 

3.3.3.2 Mobility (Transportation) 

As indicated above, many HPSs and HSs are located at distances for which children need reliable 
transport facilities. 

Table-2-Mode of travel opted by children studying in  HPSs and HSs from sample 
village (Actual Response) 
 

  
 Mode 

HPS HS 

Boys Girls Boys Girls 

Abs % Abs % Abs % Abs % 

Walking 96 59 84 56 72 41 63 40 

By Bus 31 19 32 21 40 23 45 28 

By Cycle 8 5 4 3 28 16 19 12 

Autorickshaw 6 4 9 6 14 8 5 3 

No response 22 14 20 13 23 13 28 18 

Total 162 100 149 100 177 100 158 100 
 

 59% of the boys and 56% of the girls walk to their HPSs  in Gulbarga. 
 41% of the boys and 40% of the girls walk to their High Schools in Gulbarga. 
 19% of the boys and 21% of the girls commute to their HPSs  by bus and 23% of the 

boys and 28% of the girls go by bus to High Schools. 

 Bicycles do not seem to be the favoured mode of transport for girls. 
 

Looking at the distance and mode of transport used it would be interesting to look at the issues 
related to commuting. 



Akshara Foundation- Final Report 

 55 

3.3.3.3 Issues related to Commuting to HPSs and HSs 
 
This information was collected from children who are  either in HPSs or HSs at present. Responses 
were collected related both to gender and to HPSs and HSs. 
 

Table-3 Non-Availability of Bus Facility 

Non-availability of bus 
facility 

HPS HS 

Boys Girls Boys Girls 

Abs % Abs % Abs % Abs % 

 Government bus facility 94 63 86 62 91 54 78 55 

Private bus facility 100 74 98 77 119 73 86 66 

Bus pass facility 71 70 69 70 83 71 58 54 

Table-4 Frequency of Bus Facility 

Frequency  

HPS HS 

Boys Girls Boys Girls 

 Abs % Abs % Abs % Abs % 

Every half an hour 18 35 8 14 20 31 16 24 

Every  hour 10 20 14 25 13 20 7 10 

Three times a day 13 25 18 32 13 20 21 31 

Twice a day 4 8 5 9 8 12 9 13 

Once a day 1 2 3 5 2 3   

 

 Around 63% of the students  from HPSs and 55% of students from HS responded that there are 
no government bus facilities to commute to schools from their villages. 

 Above 70% from all segments of respondents said that  there are no  private bus facilities either. 
 70% of students  from HPSs, and more than 50% of students from HSs responded that they do 

not have a bus pass. 
 Bus frequencies seem to be satisfactory but they are not suitable for children to commute to 

school. 
Table-5 

How good are bus services? 

Frequency  

HPS HS 

Boys Girls Boys Girls 

Abs % Abs % Abs % Abs % 

Government bus timings Not convenient for reaching  school 76 72 70 69 80 66 57 53 

Government bus timings not convenient to return home 93 95 82 90 100 90 84 86 

The attitude of the bus drivers and conductors is not good 12 21 8 17 9 18 12 18 

Buses do not stop when requested  24 15 28 19 25 14 10 6 

Takes more than one and a half hours to reach  school 

because of the lack of bus facilities 51 31 55 37 59 33 50 32 

 

 70% of students from HPSs and more than 60% of respondents from HSs said that  bus timings 
are not convenient and do not synchronise with their school time in the morning. 

 More than 90% of the students from HPSs and around 85% from HSs said that  buses are not 
conveniently timed  to coincide with  school closing times. They have to wait for hours to 
catch a bus. 

 Around 20% of the HPS students and 18% of the HS students said that the attitude of the 
bus conductors and drivers is not student friendly. 

 15% to 20% of students said that buses are not  stopped on request. 
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3.3.3.4 Costs Involved in Commuting by Bus 
 

Table-6 
Actual costs in Rs. % of respondents 

1 to5 26 

6 to 10 46 

10 and above 3 

 

 26% of the children spend between Rs. 1 and Rs. 5. 46% spend between Rs. 6 and Rs. 10 for 
commuting to school. 

 There are a few  children who spend more than Rs 10 also. 
 
3.3.3.5 Deficit of Teachers 
 
Schoolgoing children who were tracked  in 15 LPSs from sample villages  of Gulbarga are found in 49 
schools - HPSs and HSs,  government and private. 
 

 Table-7-Details of Teachers  
(Actual Numbers) 

Details GHPS GHS 

Number of schools 27 23 

Number of teachers sanctioned  269 260 

Number of teachers working 244 206 

Ratio of sanctioned posts to working teachers 91 79 

PTR 36 32 

 
 91% of  teachers’ posts sanctioned were found filled in HPSs, but only 79% of the posts in HSs 

are filled. 
 PTR is within the prescribed limit both in HPSs and HSs. 

 
3.3.3.6 Deficit of Facilities in Government Schools  
 
Data was analyzed  in Higher Primary Schools and High Schools from the point of deficiency of facilities 
in physical infrastructure, Teaching Learning Material and support facilities. 
 

Table-8-Details of deficits of facilities  

 

Deficit of Facilities 

GOVERNMENT 
HPS 

N=27 

GOVERNMENT 
HS 

N=23 

Absolute % Absolute % 

Teachers 

School without separate room for HM  18 67 13 57 

School without separate staff room 25 93 13 57 

School without separate toilet for teachers 17 63 17 74 

School without running water in the teachers’ toilet 18 67 16 70 

School without PE teacher 14 52 5 22 
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Lack of facilities for teaching staff 

 67% of HPSs and 57% of HSs said that there is a separate room for HMs. 
 The study shows that 93% of  HPSs and 57% of HSs have no separate staff room for teachers. 
 63% of HPSs and 74% of  HSs reported not having separate toilet facilities for teachers. And 

around 70% said there is no water in the teachers’ toilet. 

 52% of HPSs and 22% of HSs reported that there is a need for PE teachers in the schools. 
 

Table-9-Details of deficits of facilities  

 

Deficit of Facilities 

 HPS 

N=27 

HS 

N=23 

Absolute % Absolute % 

Deficit in Minimum Requirements for Children 

School without separate toilet for girls 15 56 19 83 

School without adequate drinking water for children 10 37 10 43 

School without running water in the toilet 21 78 20 87 

School without a cook for MDM  1 4 17 74 

School without separate kitchen for MDM  3 11 19 83 

School without store room for MDM 18 67 21 91 

School without sports materials 10 37 6 26 

School without playground 8 30 9 39 

School without electricity connection 4 15 12 52 

School  where lights and fans are  not in working condition 4 15 11 48 

School where children re not given Vitamin A, de-worming and 
iron tablets 1 4 8 35 

School class rooms without furniture 19 70 4 17 

School without  facilities for  physically disabled children 8 30 14 61 

School without compound wall 17 63 20 87 

Support resources for Teaching and Learning 

School without separate library room 25 93 21 91 

School without separate room for laboratory 25 93 18 78 

School without sufficient laboratory equipment 19 70 9 39 

School without maps 1 4 1 4 

School without models 8 30 12 52 

School without charts 3 11 6 26 

Deficit in desirable Resources 

School without a computer-aided learning programme 23 85 9 39 

School without a printer 26 96 7 30 

School without a computer  20 74 6 26 

School without radio     15 65 

School without television 11 41 14 61 

School without a VCR/VCP 27 100 21 91 

Physical Infrastructure 
 

 37% of HPSs and 43% of HSs reported not having sufficient drinking water facilities. 
 As many as 56% of HPSs and 83% of HSs have no separate toilet facilities for girls.  
 78% of HPSs and 87% of HSs reported toilets without running water. 
 91% of  HSs and 67% of HPSs reported not having a store room for mid-day meals. 
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 52% of  HSs reported not having electricity connections. 
 48% of HSs reported not having fans and lights that work. 

 

Lack of Teaching Learning Aids 

 More than 90% of  HPSs and  73% of HSs have no separate laboratory facilities.  
  90% of HPSs and HSs  lacked a library  facility in their schools. 

 
3.3.3.7 Deficit of Facilities in Private Schools  

 
Data on deficit of facilities in private schools was collected through observations. As mentioned in 
the earlier chapter, the private schools include privately managed and Government-Aided Schools. 

  
Table-10-Details of deficits of facilities  

 
Deficit of facilities to Teaching staff & Teachers (%) HPS HS 

School without separate room for HM  29 14 

School without separate staff room 43 57 

School without separate toilet for teachers 29 43 

School without running water in the teachers’ toilet 29 43 

School without PE teacher 29   

Deficit in Minimum Requirements for Children 

School without adequate drinking water for children   29 

School without separate toilet for girls 14 43 

School without running water in the  toilet 14 43 

School without playground 29 29 

School without electricity connection 14 14 

School  where lights and fans are  not in working condition 14 14 

School class rooms without furniture 29 14 

Children not being given Mid Day meals 57 57 

School without a cook for MDM  71 43 

School without separate kitchen for MDM  86 43 

School without store room for MDM 100 57 

School where children re not given Vitamin A, de-worming and iron 
tablets 29 57 

School without  facilities for  physically disabled children 71 57 

School without compound wall 43 57 

Support resources for Teaching and Learning 

School without separate room for laboratory 57 57 

School without sufficient laboratory equipment 71 50 

School without separate library room 71 57 

Deficit in desirable Resources   

School without radio 14 29 

School without television 71 57 

School without a VCR/VCP 100 71 

School without a computer  43 29 

School without a printer 57 57 

School without Mahithi Sindhu 86 71 
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 57% of HS,43% of HPS have no separate staff room for teachers. 
 43% of HS,29% of HPS have no separate toilet for teaching staff. 
 43% of the HS have no separate toilets for girls. 
 71% of HPS and 57% of HS had facilities to special need children.  
 57% of the HPS and HS had separate Laboratory facility. 
 71% of HPS and 57% of HS had separate Library room.  

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Section -4 
 

An Analysis of Raichur District 
 

Major Highlights of the Raichur District Study 
 Blocks studies – Devdurga and Lingasugur. 
 45% of the children were not tracked. Lingasugur is the worst, with 54% of the children not 

in the village. 
 Among the children tracked, 60% have dropped out by  Std. VI and 87% by  Std. X. 
 Financial reasons and the need to employ children as labour, either as domestic help or in 

paid work are the major reasons for school drop-outs, according to parents. 
 22% of parents and 14% of children quoted distance and transport as reasons for not 

attending school. 
 More girls drop out than boys at the HPS entry level  of Std. VI and at the HS entry level of 

Std. VIII. In fact, twice as many girls drop out as boys at Std. X.  
 Only 19% of SC and 24% of ST children are found to be continuing their education. These 

are  highly disadvantaged groups when it comes to education. 
 A majority of the students walk to school (54%). The next popular mode is private transport 

– jeeps, autorickshaws and Tom-Toms. Only 6% of children use the bus service. A majority 
of the students say that bus timings are not convenient either to go to school or  to return 
home. 

 90% of sanctioned teachers work in HPSs and this figure  is 82% in High Schools. 
 Both HPSs and HSs need more rooms – for teachers, for midday meal materials, for libraries 

and laboratories. Although toilets are there, there is no water in them. Computers are also 
required in HPSs. 

 

 3.4 Background 
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The blocks of Lingasugur and Devdurga were selected in Raichur district. Both  talukas are identified as 
most backward by the Dr. Nanjundappa Committee Report. The study covers 5 villages each from each 
block.  
A total cohort of 667 children was collected from  10 Lower Primary Schools across two blocks.  

 

Table -1  
Number of schools covered by Management (Absolute numbers) 

 
   

No.of schools 

DISTRICT TALUK GOVT. HPS GOVT. HS 

Raichur Devdurga 6 3 

 Lingasugur 5 4 

Raichur Total =18 11 7 

 

The table shows that children from the 10 sample villages of Raichur are going to 11 different 
Government Higher Primary Schools and 7 Government High Schools. There are no private HPSs or 
HSs. 
 
 
 
 

3.4.1 

What do Children do after Std. V? 
 Tracking Cohorts 

 
3.4.1.1 The Overall Picture 
 
The data of the Std. V cohort from 10 Lower Primary Schools was collected from 2004-05 till 2008-
0912. The table below depicts the picture of cohort data collected. 
 

Table-1 Overall Cohort Status  

 Years 

 Enrolled  Tracked  Not 

Tracked 

 2004-05  163  77(47)  86(53) 

 2005-06  147  81(55)  66(45) 

 2006-07  125  76(61)  49(59) 

 2007-08  118  68(58)  50(42) 

 2008-09  114  67(59)  47(61) 

 Total  667  369(55)  298(45) 

 Figures in Bracket are % 

 

 Only 369 out of the 667 children were tracked. 45% of the children were not available either in the 
schools or in the villages. 

                                                 
12

 The data on children enrolled per batch was collected from annual attendance records. All the information collected was cross-verified with 

the attendance register, cross-checked by HMs of Lower Primary Schools and individual verification was carried out in specific classes in 
Higher Primary Schools and  High Schools depending on the present schooling status of these children. 
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Table-2 Overall Cohort Status –Taluka wise Picture 

  Enrolled 

    Tracked in School 

 

    Tracked as Drop 

Outs 

 

Not Tracked 

 

Talukas (No. of Children) (No. of Children) % (No. of Children) % (No. of Children) % 

Devdurga 342 109 32 109 32 124 36 

Lingasugur 325 75 23 76 23 174 54 

Raichur 667 184 28 185 28 298 45 

 

 If two selected blocks are to be compared, then Lingasugur presents a more pathetic picture. 
Here 54% of children were not tracked and only 23% of the children are in school. 

 In Devdurga, only  one third of the children are in school. The drop-out rate in this block is the 
highest. Close to  one third the number of children have dropped out of school. 

      
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.4.1.2 Status of Children who were tracked 
 
Out of 667 children of the cohort, 369 children were tracked. Children who were tracked were found 
either in school or to have dropped out. The children who had dropped out  were contacted.  184 of 
the 369 children were found in school and 185 have dropped out, ie, 50% of the tracked children. 
 

Table-3 Cohort Status of children who were tracked in HPSs and HSs 
 (Absolute Numbers)  

 

Years Total No. Enrolled Studying in HPS Studying in HS 

2004-05 163  22(13) 

2005-06 147  33(22) 

2006-07 125 43(34)  

2007-08 118 40(34)  

2008-09 114 46(40)  

Total 667 184   
Figures in brackets are percentages 
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Rate of Drop out of children(%) in Raichur district
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 87% of children drop out before they enter Std. X 
 60% of children drop out by  Std. VI 
  Two thirds of them drop out before they enter high school, or Std. VIII 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.4.1.3 Status of Children who could not be tracked 
 
The table above shows that 45% (298 children) of the children could not be tracked. The information 
about them was elicited through teachers, friends and the parents of other children.  

Table-4  

Status of non-tracked children (%) 

Year 
Not Tracked 
(Absolute) Migrated 

Studying in 
another village 

Working  outside 
the village Married 

2004-05 84 50 23 20 7 

2005-06 67 36 24 31 9 

2006-07 50 42 30 26 2 

2007-08 50 28 40 32 0 

2008-09 47 38 45 17 0 

Total 298 40 31 25 4 

 

 There were 298 (45%) children who could not be tracked during the study across 5 years. 
 Nearly 40% of the children who were not tracked  are said to have migrated to bigger cities in 

search of a livelihood. 31% of them are reported to have continued their studies in other 
places.  
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 25% of the children are said to be working in other villages and 4% are married. 
 

3.4.1.4 Gender wise Status 
 
It would be interesting to look at the data from the gender perspective. As mentioned in the section on 
methodology, the gender-wise cohort of Std. V data from 10 Lower Primary Schools was collected from 
2004-05 till 2008-09. There are 354 boys and 313 girls out of the student pool of 385 children across 
five years in Std. V. 
 

Table-5  

Status in 5 Years – Absolute numbers 

 Enrolled  Tracked Not Tracked 

BOY 354 202(57) 152(43) 

GIRL 313 167(53) 146(47) 

Figures in brackets are % 

 

 Of the total of 354 boys 57% were tracked and 43 %  could not be tracked 
 Of the 313 girls in the student pool in Raichur 47% could be tracked and 29%   could not be 

tracked. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
From those who were tracked  

 
 

 

Table-6 Cohort Status of Children by Gender 

Year 

Tracked 

in 
School 

Tracked 

in 
School 

Tracked 

as Drop 
Outs 

Tracked 

as Drop 
Outs 

Tracked 

in 
School 

Tracked 

in 
School 

Tracked 

as Drop 
Outs 

Tracked 

as Drop 
Outs 

 Absolute Numbers % 

  Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls 

2004-05 13 9 21 34 59 41 38 62 

2005-06 27 6 25 23 82 18 52 48 

2006-07 31 12 12 21 72 28 36 64 

2007-08 25 15 12 16 63 38 43 57 

2008-09 29 17 7 14 63 37 33 67 

Total 125 59 77 108 68 32 42 58 
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Comparision of drop out among boys and girls (% 

of drop outs)
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The chart clearly shows that there are fewer girls  at the entry point in each category of class -  Std. VI 
(2004-05), Std, VIII (2006-07). Similarly at Std. X (2008-09), the drop-out rate of girls  is twice as 
much as the  boys. Within the school this variance is not much, for instance, at Std. VII –(2005-06) 
and at Std. IX (2007-08). So, more parents are withdrawing their daughters at each exit point – Std. VI 
(HPSs) and Std. VIII (HSs). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
3.4.1.5 Cohort Status by Social groups 
 
41% of the households from the sample village of Raichur accounted for SC/ST population. This is 
followed by 10% of Kurubas,10% of Thigalaru and 10% of Lingayaths and Vokkaligas. 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 

Table-7-Cohort Status by Social groups (Number of children) 
  

   Enrolment  Tracked  Not Tracked 

 SC  243(36)  107(29)  136(46) 

 ST  219(33)  126(34)  93(31) 

 Backward  36(5)  23(6)  13(4) 

 Others  169(25)  113(31)  56(19) 

 Total  667(100)  369(100)  298(100) 

 Figures in bracket are % 
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 36% of SC and 33% of ST and 25% of others (Lingayaths and Vokkaliga) constituted the 
cohort. 

 46% of SC and 31% of ST could not be tracked. 
 Table shows that 59% of the ST children and 56% of SC children are dropping out in 

Raichur. 
 

3.4.1.6 Reasons for Dropping Out 
 
In Raichur out of 369 children  tracked 185 (45%) children have been reported as drop- outs. These 
drop-out children were contacted and their reasons for dropping out were elicited. They gave multiple 
reasons. The following table and chart summarise their responses. 

 

Table-9 Reasons for Dropping Out (Children’s Response) 

Reasons (N=185) Absolute % 

Due to distance and transportation, no HS or HPS near the village  26 14 

I was not interested in studies  36 19 

My parents were not interested in sending me  77 42 

Had to attend to domestic duties, participate in economic activities 18 10 

Wanted to work for a wage/salary 29 16 

Due to financial constraints 27 15 

I got married 1 1 

Teachers used to beat me 1 1 

 Table-8-Cohort Status Cohort Status by Social groups Tracked 

(Absolute numbers) 

  
Tracked 

Tracked in 
School Tracked as Drop-outs  

 SC  107  47(44)  60(56) 

 ST  126  52(41)  74(59) 

 Backward  23  19(83)  4(17) 

 Others  113  66(58)  47(42) 

   369  184(50)  185(50) 

 Figures in bracket are % 
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Reasons for dropping out of School 

(Children's resonses in %)

36%

16%
14%

13%

12%

9%

Parents not

interested

I was not

interested

Paid labour

Financial

problems

Distance and

Transportaion 

Domestic duty

 
 

 36% of the children said that their parents were not interested in sending them to school. 16% 
said that they themselves were not interested.  

 Another category – paid labour, domestic work accounted for 22%. 13% quoted financial 
problems. 

 12% of the responses were related to distance and transportation issues. 
 

 
 

 
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

Parents were also interviewed to understand the reasons for their children dropping out. They also 
gave multiple answers which are consolidated  below: 

 
Table-10 Reasons for Dropping Out (Responses from parents of  drop-outs) 

 

Reasons Absolute % 

Due to distance and 

transportation problems 40 22 

Due to financial constraints 80 43 

Was not interested in 

studies 21 11 

I wanted the child  to 

participate in economic 
activities 61 33 

To take care of small child 

at home 3 2 
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The major reasons according to parents were  
 

o Financial problems, 
o The economic need to use them as labour  
o Distance and transportation problems to send them to school and 
o Children not interested in studies. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

3.4.2 

Distance Factor - Issues from the Field  
 

Due to migration for work 4 2 

Due to marriage 3 2 

Not safe for girls 5 3 

No one to take care of the 

household 7 4 

Maintenance of the family 7 4 
Financial 

Problems

40%

Labor

30%

Distance & 

Transporta

tion 

problem

20%

Not 

interested 

in studies

10%
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The above section clearly brought out that there is a high percentage of drop-out children in Raichur. 
So far as schools are concerned 10 sample villages are linked to 11 HPSs and 7 HSs, all managed by 
the government. Unlike the government norm on  access, the HPS is within a distance of 3 kilometres 
and the High School within a range of 5 kilometres children travel farther distances. This section looks 
into the ground realities in Raichur.   
 
4.4.2.1 Distance to HPSs and HSs 
The children of these 10 villages have the option to go to 11 HPSs and 7 High Schools. 

 

Table-1- Distances traveled by children to pursue their studies after Std V in  GHPSs and GHSs 

LPS (Devdurga Block) 
Linked Government HPS   Distance (in Km) Linked Government HS   Distance (in 

Km) 

 Medargol  Konachappali          3 Masarkal                 4 

 Miyapur  Masarakal               4   

 Malkamdinni  Hemanur                8   

   Kothadoddi              0 Jalahalli                 12 

 Veergot  Bankuladoddi          5 Mundargi               2 

 Ganjali  Mundaragi              2   

LPS  
(Lingasugur Block) 

Linked Government 
HPS  

 
 

 

Gaddagi  Paidoddy            4 Maski                    6 

Maski Tanda  Maski                 6 Halkavatagi           1 

Falgaldinni  Halkavatagi        1 Santhekallur          4 

Kunekellur  Mittekellur          1 Mattur                  8 

Gollarhatti  Mattur               6   

 

 In Devdurg, 3 LPSs have HPSs within the prescribed limits. 2 schools do not have. In 
Lingasugur 3 schools do not have HPSs within the prescribed limits. 

 The High School scenario is  worse.  Only  4 out of 10 schools have HSs within prescribed limits. 
2 schools do not have any Government High Schools in their area at all. 
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3.4.3 

Deficit of Facilities 
 

The deficit of facilities is viewed from connectivity to schools, facilities and the issues faced by children 
in Raichur schools.  
 
3.4.3.1 Road Connectivity 

The present study collected information from school authorities and stakeholders on  road connectivity 
to  Higher Primary Schools and High Schools from the sample LPS. 

 

 
 

 

 

 
The data shows that 50% of the sample villages of Raichur do not have road connectivity to 
Government HPSs and HSs.  
 
3.4.3.2 Mobility (Transportation) 

 
185 children from the cohort were interviewed personally to find out how  they travel to school. 
 

Table-3 
Mode of Travel to HPS and HS 

 Mode No. of Students  % 

Walking 98 53 

By Cycle 12 6 

By Bus 12 6 

Commute by jeep, auto rickshaw, tom- tom  and 
other short distance vehicles 63 34 

 Total 185  

 
More than half of the children walk to their destination. 34% of children use private vehicles. 6% use 
bicycles and only 6% use the bus service.The data clearly highlights that 60% of the children are self-
dependent – either they walk or use their cycle. 

 

 
 

 

 
 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 Table-2-Road Connectivity (in %) 

 School  Connectivity 

 GHPS  50 

 GHS  50 

In Lingasugur children from Maski, Gollarahatti and Gaddagi travel by 
tam-tam (a 6-seater three wheeler)  or they walk. Children from Kunekal 
and Muttakallur walk to their HPSs  and cycle to their  HSs.  Children 
could also be seen travelling by vehicles like a tempo. 
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3.4.3.3 Issues related to commuting to HPSs and HSs 
 

Table-4 
 Non-Availability of Bus facility 

Government bus not 
available 

Government bus 
not available 

Private bus not 

available 

119(65) 63(35) 93(51) 
(Figures in bracket indicate %) 

 
65% of the students said that there is no government bus facility. There seems to be no private bus 
facility either, but private transport like jeeps, tam tams and auto rickshaws are available, which students 
frequently use. 

 
Table-5 

How good are bus services? 

  % of Response 

HPS Students 

% of  Response 

High School Students 

Government bus timings not 

convenient for reaching  school  86  91 

Government bus timings not 
convenient to return home  69  68 

The attitude of the bus drivers 

and conductors is not good  16  10 

Buses do not stop on request   22  21 

 

 The majority of the students feel that bus timings are not suitable either to reach school or to return 

home.   
 
3.4.3.4 Issues related to safety while commuting to HPSs and HSs 

 Table-6 

 Safety Girls  Boys 

Not safe to travel alone to school 47  44 

 
Close to 50%  of the boys and girls feel that it is not safe to travel alone to school. 

 
3.4.3.5 Costs involved in commuting by bus 

Table-7 
Actual costs in Rs. % of respondents 

1 to 5 28 

6 to 10 65 

10 and above 8 

N=65 100 

 
 
 

 A large percentage (65%) of children reported that they spend  Rs. 6 to Rs. 10 per day on travel. 
This is understandable as those who use transport, use private vehicles like jeeps, auto rickshaws 
and tam-tams. 
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3.4.3.6 Deficit of Teachers 
 
School going children who were tracked  from 10 LPSs in sample villages  of Raichur are found in 11 
schools - HPSs and HSs, government and private. 
 

 Table-8-Details of Teachers  

 
 

 
90% of sanctioned teachers are working in HPSs and 82% in High Schools. The PTR ratio in HPSs is 42 
as against the state norm of 40. The PTR in High Schools is satisfactory. So, if all sanctioned posts are 
filled then the PTR for HPSs will be as per the state norm. 
 
3.4.3.7 Deficit of Facilities in Government Schools  
 
Data was analyzed  in Higher Primary Schools and High Schools from the point of deficiency of facilities 
in physical infrastructure, Teaching Learning Material and support facilities. 
 

Table-9-Details of deficits of facilities  
 

Deficit of Facilities 

GOVT. HPS 
N=11 

GOVT. HS 
N=7 

Absolute % Absolute % 

Teachers 

School without separate room for HM 4 36 4 57 

School without separate staff room 8 73 5 71 

School without separate toilet for teachers 6 55 6 86 

School without running water in  teachers’ toilet 8 73 6 86 

School without PE teacher 6 55 1 14 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 Details  GHPS  GHS 

Number of Schools  11  7 

Number of teachers 

sanctioned   120  73 

Number of teachers working  108  60 

Ratio of working teachers to 
sanctioned posts  90 82 

 PTR  42  31 
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Table-10-Details of deficits of facilities  

Deficit of Facilities 

GOVT. HPS 
N=11 

GOVT. HS 
N=7 

Absolute % Absolute % 

Deficit in Minimum Requirements for Children 
School without separate toilet for girls 4 36 2 29 

School without adequate drinking water  for children 1 9 2 29 

School without running water in the toilet 9 82 7 100 

School without separate kitchen for the midday meal (MDM)      7 100 

School without store room for MDM 7 64 6 86 

School without sports materials 6 55   

School without playground 6 55   

School without electricity connection 2 18 3 43 

School where lights and fans are  not in working condition 2 18 4 57 

School where children are not given their meals daily     

School where children are not given Vitamin A, de-worming and 

iron tablets     3 43 

School classrooms without furniture 6 55     

School without facilities for  physically challenged children 5 45 6 86 

Support resources for teaching and learning 

School without separate library room 10 91 7 100 

School without separate room for laboratory 7 64 5 71 

School without sufficient laboratory equipment 6 55 1 14 

School without maps 2 18   

School without models 3 27 2 29 

School without charts 4 36   

Deficit in desirable Resources 

School without a compute raided learning programme 10 91     

School without a printer 10 91   

School without a computer  8 73   

School without a radio     5 71 

 

Lack of Major Facilities 

 HPS: Separate staff room, water in the toilet, store room for storing midday meal ingredients,  
separate room either for library or laboratory and computers. 

 HS: Toilets for teachers, water in the toilets, facilities for physically challenged students, rooms 
to store mid-day meal provisions,  library and laboratory.  

 
 
The following chapter provides an overall picture at the State level from the sample villages. 
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Chapter Four 
Overall Analysis 

 
In this chapter an attempt will be made to analyze the data at the state level. The chapter has three 
sections – cohort status, transportation issues and the deficits in Higher Primary Schools and High 
Schools. 

Section 1 

What do Children do after Std. V? 
 Tracking Cohorts 

 
4.1 The Overall Macro Picture 
 
The table below presents the data of the Std. V cohort from 53 Lower Primary Schools  collected from 
2004-05 till 2008-09.  
 
The cohort data collected was categorized as children who could be tracked and children who could not 
be tracked. Further, those who were tracked were categorized as tracked in school (HPSs or HSs) and 
tracked as drop-outs. The table below shows the number of children cohorts collected and categorized 
from 53 sample LPSs. 
 

Table-1-Cohort status 

(Absolute numbers) 

Enrolled Tracked % Tracked 

3374 2416 72 
 

 3374 children were found in the cohort as enrolled in  Std. V in 53 LPS schools across 10 most 
backward talukas in Karnataka. 

  28% of the children from that number could not be tracked. 
 

A further analysis was carried out to see the cohort across the five years from 2004-05 to 2008-09.  
Table-2-Cohort from 2004-05 till 2008-09 

(Absolute numbers) 

  Tracked 

Tracked in 

School 

Tracked as 

Drop-Outs 

2004-05 510 286 224(44%) 

2005-06 573 397 176(31%) 

2006-07 454 345 109(24%) 

2007-08 457 374 83(18%) 

2008-09 422 345 77(18% 

Total 2416 1747(72%) 669(28%) 

 

 Out of 2416 children 28% were tracked as drop-outs from the cohort data. 
 As the cohort moves up the ladder, the size of the cohort shrinks, and the gap increases, 

leaving behind more  children from the learning cycle. 
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4.1.2 Analysis by Gender 
 
As the gender-wise cohort of Std. V data from 53 Lower Primary Schools shows,  there are 1721 boys 
and 1653 girls out of the student pool of 3374 across five years in that class. 

Table-3-Cohort Status by Gender 
 

Cohort status by Gender 

Description Boys Girls Total 

Enrolled 1721 1653 3374 

% 51 49 100 

Tracked 1215 1202 2417 

% 50 50 100 

Tracked as Drop-outs 290 379 669 

% 43 57 100 

 
Out of a total of 3374 children in the cohort, 51% accounted for boys and 49% accounted for girls. 
Among the tracked children 57% of the girls accounted as drop-outs. 
 

Table-4-Cohort Status by Gender – Time series 
Cohorts from Std. V 

 Enrolled  Tracked (%) Not Tracked(%)  

Years Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls 

2004-05 397 389 66 64 34 36 

2005-06 404 393 69 75 31 25 

2006-07 334 294 70 74 30 26 

2007-08 323 301 72 74 28 26 

2008-09 263 276 78 78 22 22 

  1721 1653 71 73 29 27 

 
The percentage of girls  not tracked is more than that of boys in the 2004-05 batch of Std. V. Typically, 
this is the age when the girl child is either subjected to marriage or made to stay at home to do 
household chores. 
 

Table-5-Cohort Status by Gender (Absolute numbers) 
Cohorts from Std. V 

 Enrolled  Tracked in School Tracked as Drop-outs  

Years Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls 

2004-05 397 389 156 130 105 119 

2005-06 404 393 198 199 81 95 

2006-07 334 294 190 155 45 64 

2007-08 323 301 197 177 37 46 

2008-09 263 276 184 161 22 55 

  1721 1653 925 822 290 379 
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Table-6-Cohort Status by Gender (%)  

Cohorts from Std. V 

 Tracked  Tracked in School Tracked as Drop-outs  

Years Boys Girls Boys Girls Boys Girls 

2004-05 261 249 60 52 40 48 

2005-06 279 294 71 68 29 32 

2006-07 235 219 81 71 19 29 

2007-08 234 223 84 79 16 21 

2008-09 206 217 89 75 11 25 

  1215 1202 76 68 24 32 

 
32% of the girls have dropped out, so have  24% of the boys. A larger number of girls  are 
dropping out. As they grow older the probability of their dropping out increases. This is evident in 
the above table.  

 
4.1.3 Analysis by Social Groups 
 
Literacy results in greater awareness, besides contributing to the overall improvement of health, 
hygiene and other social conditions. Referring to the data on population and the cohort of the sample 
village, it is clear that the SC and ST community is predominant and that Government Lower Primary 
Schools cater to the children of these communities. 
. 

Table-7-Cohort Distribution by Status by Social Groups 

(Absolute numbers) 
Groups Enrolled Tracked Not Tracked 

SC 1210 831(69) 379(31) 

ST 397 256(64) 141(36) 

Backward 539 377(70) 162(30) 

Others 1228 952(78) 276(22) 

  3374 2416 958 

(Figures in brackets are%) 

 
Children not tracked by social groups are more in number among SC/ST children as compared to 
Backward Caste and others.  

Table-8-Drop-0uts 
  

Tracked 

Tracked as Dropped Out 

Groups Absolute  % 

SC 831 289 35 

ST 256 124 48 

BACKWARD 377 90 24 

OTHERS 952 166 17 

  2416 669 28 

 
It is alarming to find that the drop-out percentage of children from the ST community is as high as 
48%, followed by the SCs, who account for 35%. Despite its programmes and policies the government 
has not been able to arrest the drop-out rates of children in these communities. 
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4.1.4. Drop-outs by Districts 
 

Table-9 

Districts Tracked in School 
Tracked as Drop-

outs Not Tracked 
Total number 

Enrolled 

Chamraj Nagar 279(72) 47(12) 59(15) 385 

Tumkur 640(74) 73(8) 151(17) 864 

Gulbarga 644(46) 364(23) 450(31) 1458 

Raichur 184(28) 185(28) 298(45) 667 

Fig in Bracket are % 

 
 45% of the total number of enrolled children could not be tracked in schools in Raichur. 

 31% of the total number of enrolled children could not be tracked in schools in Gulbarga. 

 Raichur reported the highest percentage of drop-outs - 28%. 
 Gulbarga reported the second highest percentage of drop-outs - 23%. 

 
4.1.5. Reasons for Dropping Out 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 

Gurampalli village in Chincholi block in Gulbarga is situated about 85 kilometres from 
the district headquarters. Most of the people in the village are illiterate. After Std. V the 
children have to go to another village or town for further education. Thirteen year old 
Ashvini Reddy, a drop-out from school after Std. V from the 2006-07 batch, wanted to 
go for further studies, become a teacher and support her family. She said, “No one in 
my family wanted me to study. Added to that is the poverty, my sister’s marriage, the 
expenses incurred on my brother’s education and domestic work – it has kept me away  
from  pursuing higher studies. 
 
A similar case could be observed in Guddagi village in Lingasugur, Raichur. Nagamma is 
one of the many children in the village who have dropped out from school. She lives in 
Gaddagi village with her parents who are agricultural labourers. She is from the ST 
community. She completed Std. V in a Lower Primary School last year. Children have to 
travel at least 10 kilometres to reach a school where they can study in Std. VI. Nagamma 
discontinued her studies because there are no transport facilities to take her to school.  She said, 
“I would have  studied further if there was a school here in the village. My parents say that I am 
anyway a girl and they will get me married in the next couple of months.” 

  
Mehaboobi, 14 years old, is from  Raddewadgi village of Jewarji Taluka, Gulbarga, 
where the Muslim community predominates. She studied in a Kannada medium school. 
The village school has education facilities only up to Std. V. For higher education the 
children have to travel to a nearby village. Transportation facilities are inadequate. 
Mehaboobi has discontinued her education after Std. V.  In her family there are 10 
children, and 8 of them have dropped out from school. Mehaboobi’s father clearly said 
that the family cannot afford to send their children to school outside the village. He said 
his earnings were not sufficient to provide for two square meals a day. Where would he 
get money for education? 
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669 (28%) out of the 2416 children who were tracked have been reported as drop-outs. Analyzing 
the data on the reasons for dropping out may throw some light on why the drop-out rates are so high 
despite several government programmes targeted at children who drop out.  
 
 

Table-10-Reasons for Dropping Out (%)  

Reasons  Parents N=650 Children N=669 

Due to distance and transportation 
problems, no HSs, HPSs in village 25 

24 

I was not interested in studies* - 35 

My parents were not interested in 
sending me * - 

29 

Had to attend to domestic duties, 

participate in economic activities 18 

24 

Due to financial constraints 29 18 

I got married 3 2 

Illness 2 1 

Failure in school 2 3 

Migration 3  

Had to take care of sibling at home 2 1 

Other Reasons 3 4 
All the * are child specific responses 

 

 
 
 Above 25% of the parents and 24% of the children said that distance is an issue, and since there is 

no school in the village to pursue studies after  Std. V many parents are not sending their children 
to schools. 

 35% of the children said they were not interested in studies. 
 29% of the children said parents were not interested in sending them  to schools. 
 Around 29% of the parents and 18% of the children said that financial problems act as deterrents 

to schooling. 
 18% of the children left schools to take part in economic activities. 
 Other reasons include puberty,  ‘ketta drushti’, or the ‘evil eye’, parents are not well, no one to 

support the family. These responses may be negligible in number but they are  issues that need to 
be addressed. 2% said they had dropped out due to failure in school. 
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Section 2 
Distance, Transport Issues 

 

4.2.1 According to the norms of the government there should be a Lower Primary School within  

walking distance of 1 kilometer; and, within a distance of 3 kilometres there should be an Upper 
Primary School. A High School is expected to be within the range of 5 kilometres from the LPS.  
 
In this section ground realities were analyzed against the norms  set by the government. And the 
issues related have been presented. 
 

 4.2.2 Distance to HPSs and HSs 

 The study collected data on the distance to Higher Primary Schools and High Schools, government and 
private, to which the children of  Std. V  from 2004-05 from sample LPSs are enrolled after the 
completion of that class in their village.  A village map was created for all the villages  with the help of 
the HM and other community persons indicating the distance to Higher Primary Schools and High 
Schools13. 

 
The district wise analysis shows that in all the districts the majority of the roads are good. In Raichur 
the road connectivity to HPSs and HSs needs improvement. At least in  2-3 villages from each of the 
districts of South Karnataka and many villages in North Karnataka, especially in Aland of Gulbarga 
district and Devdurg and Lingasugur blocks of Raichur district have HPSs at a distance beyond 
government norms. Similarly High Schools in Devdurg block are also located  farther from what the 
government has visualized. There are no private HPSs or HSs in both the blocks of Raichur district. 
Clearly there is a need to look at school availability (HPSs and HSs) and the location of 
schools in Gulbarga and Raichur districts. 
 
4.2.3 How do children commute?  

Most of the children who commute to schools invariably walk if they are located within 1-4 kilometres’ 
radius. Children, especially from HSs, commute by bus, either private or government. The bicycle has 
been a popular mode of transport in Tumkur and Chamraj Nagar. However, children from Raichur 
commute by tam-tams and  other short-distance vehicles. The government’s bus network seems to be 
inadequate there.   

Table-1 

Mode of commuting Absolute % 

Walking 899 51 

By Cycle 338 19 

By Bus 335 19 

Staying in hostel 17 1 

Commute by jeep, auto, tam-tams, 
other short distance vehicles 195 15 

  1747 100 

While the responses ranged from walking to school to using local vehicles, many children take any 
transport that is available most of the time. However, around 20% of the children travel by bus - either 

                                                 
13 See Appendix 6  to view distances from selected villages.  
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private of government. The bicycle seems to have become very popular among children. The state 
government’s initiative seems to have helped children. 
 

4.2.4 Concerns regarding Commuting to Schools 

 
The status of availability of transportation indicates the ease or difficulties children face while 
commuting to HPSs and HSs. The following may help the policy maker to evolve solutions to address 
these issues. 
 

 Table-2 

 Availability and Frequency  Absolute  % 

Non availability of government bus facility  1130  67 

Non availability of private bus facility  1007  62 

Non possession of bus pass facility  977  86 

Bus frequency -  Every one hour  298  33 

Bus frequency -  Three times a day  213  23 

Bus frequency -  Twice a day  201  22 

Bus frequency - Once a day  61  7 

Government bus not convenient for school in the morning  972  81 

Government bus not convenient after school hours  844  75 

Bus conductors and drivers  not  courteous   248  32 

Do not stop the bus when requested  378  22 

     

 
 Table-3 

 Cost incurred for commuting to school in Rs.  Absolute  % 

 1 to 5  304  48 

6 to 10  288  46 

 11 to  20  36  6 

 
 Table-4 

 Safety issues  Absolute  % 

Not  safe to go to school alone  348  20 

 
 

 Table-5 
 Pay School fees in Rs.  Absolute  % 

Pay the fees  1180  67 

1-25  109  12 

26-50  261  29 

51-100  140  15 

101-200  188  21 

210-500  177  20 

501& above  29  3 

  904  100 

 
Many of these facts may demystify our perceptions of the situation in these most 
backward regions. 
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Section 3 
Deficit of Facilities 

 
4.3.1 The deficit of facilities is viewed from three angles - the deficit of teachers,  deficit of 

infrastructure and deficit in terms of Teaching Learning Resources as observed by children, and the 
issues they face in these 151 schools .  
 
4.3.1.1Deficit of facilities - teaching staff in Government HPS & HS 

Table-1 

Deficit of Facilities 

GOVT. HPS GOVT. HS 

Absolute % Absolute % 

Teachers 

Deficit of teachers     

School without separate room for HM  35 51 27 57 

School without separate staff room 56 82 25 53 

School without separate toilet for teachers 43 63 30 64 

School without running water in the teachers’ toilet 41 60 25 53 

School without PE teacher 32 47 8 17 

 

 More than 50% of the schools do not have a separate room for HMs Separate staff rooms seem 
to be far from reality. 

 Functional toilets for teachers yet to be realized in more than 60% of the schools. 

 
4.3.2 Deficit in Minimum Requirements for Children in Government HPS & HS 

Table-2 

Deficit of Facilities 

GOVT. HPS GOVT. HS 

Absolute % Absolute % 

School without separate toilet for girls 24 35 26 55 

School without adequate drinking water for children 16 24 14 30 

School without running water in the toilet 44 65 32 68 

School without a cook for MDM  4 6 18 38 

School without separate kitchen for MDM  3 4 35 74 

School without store room for MDM 46 68 36 77 

School without sports materials 27 40 6 13 

School without playground 23 34 13 28 

School without electricity connection 8 12 20 43 

School where lights and fans are not in working condition 13 19 24 51 

School where children are not given meals daily 5 7 4 9 

School where children are not given Vitamin A, de-worming and 

iron tablets 2 3 20 43 

School class rooms without furniture 34 50 6 13 

School without facilities for physically challenged children 27 40 35 74 

School without compound wall 36 53 30 64 

 

 A separate store room for mid-day meals is a deficit in many schools. 

 50% of HPSs have class rooms that lack furniture. 
 Functional toilets for girls need to be provided in 68% of HSs and 65% of HPSs.  
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4.3.3 Support resources for Teaching and Learning in Government HPS & HS 
Table-3 

Deficit of Facilities 

GOVT. HPS GOVT. HS 

Absolute % Absolute % 

School without separate library room 62 91 44 94 

School without separate room for laboratory 62 91 34 72 

School without sufficient laboratory equipment 35 51 15 32 

School without maps 6 9 6 13 

School without models 16 24 17 36 

Deficit in Desirable Resources 

School without a computer-aided learning programme 60 88 12 26 

School without a printer 65 96 12 26 

School without a computer 53 78 8 17 

School without Mahithi Sindhu 59 87 19 40 

School without a radio 3 4 28 60 

School without television 30 44 31 66 

School without a VCR/VCP 62 91 38 81 

 

 More than 90% of the schools need laboratory facilities  
 A library is another immediate requirement to be meet in HPSs and HSs 

 
 
While all this data was collated, observed and arrived at, the opinions of  government functionaries 
were also taken into consideration. Hence, the study collected information from them. 
 

4.3.4 Situation in Private HPS and HS 

 
Data on deficit of facilities in private schools was collected through observations. As mentioned in 
the earlier chapter, the private schools include privately managed and Government-Aided Schools. 

 
Table-4 HPS HS 

Deficit of facilities to Teaching staff & Teachers     

School without separate room for HM  33 17 

School without separate staff room 33 26 

School without separate toilet for teachers 17 30 

School without running water in the teachers’ toilet 17 26 

School without PE teacher 42 4 

 

 42% of the HPS have no PE Teachers 
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Table-5 HPS HS 

Deficit in Minimum Requirements for Children     

School without separate toilet for girls 25 26 

School without running water in the toilet 17 30 

School without playground 17 13 

School without electricity connection 25 30 

School  where lights and fans are  not in working condition 42 39 

Children not being given Mid Day meals 50 30 

School without a cook for MDM  58 26 

School without separate kitchen for MDM  75 35 

School without store room for MDM 83 61 

School where children re not given Vitamin A, de-worming and iron 
tablets 42 65 

School without  facilities for  physically disabled children 67 78 

School without compound wall 50 61 

Support resources for Teaching and Learning 

School without separate room for laboratory 58 65 

School without sufficient laboratory equipment 58 13 

School without separate library room 75 61 

Deficit in desirable Resources 

School without radio 17 30 

School without television 67 78 

School without a VCR/VCP 100 87 

School without a computer  58 70 

School without a printer 58 83 

School without Mahithi Sindhu 83 91 

 
 

 26% of HS,25% of HPS have no separate toilets for girls. 
 67% of HPS and 78% of HS had facilities to special need children.  
 58% of the HPS and 65%HS had separate Laboratory facility. 
 75% of HPS and 61% of HS had separate Library room.  
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Section 4 
Perceptions of Government Functionaries 

 
Semi-structured interviews were carried out with all the concerned Block Education Officers. According 
to the officers,  all the habitations of the blocks are covered by  schools that are linked to HPSs and 
HSs.  
 
4.1 The drop-out rate in the blocks according to BEOs:  

Table-1 

Name of the 
blocks 

Dropping 
out after 
Std. V (%) 

Dropping 
out after 
Std. VII 
(%) 

Pupil teacher ratio 

Jewargi 5 25 42;1 

Yadgir 1 2 30:1 

Aland 2 1 30:1 

Chincholli 0 0 30:1 

Lingusgur 2 2 37:1 

Devdurga 2 2 27:1 

Gubbi 0.2 0.2 - 

Sira 20 15 - 

 
The concerned14 BEOs opined that some of the following measures may help in arresting drop-outs. 

 Create an awarness programme in the community, so that all the stakeholders come to the 
schools, enabling them to get benefitted and involved.  

 Teachers should work efficiently and with commitment.  
 The SDMCs should  partner and lead in implementing the activities of the schools. 
 The Department of Education, the private sector and the community should jion hands to fulfil 

the requirements of the schools.  NGOs should involve themselves in organisation and 
mobilisation. 

 For each village a ‘Go to School’ programme should be established to reduce the drop-out rates. 
Conventional methods of teaching and learning to be reintroduced, instead of the SSA 
programme. This method will engage the child and teacher exclusively in learning and teaching 
(Yadgir BEO) 

 In Gubbi they are starting a phone-in programme on the radio. 
 According to the BEO, Sira,  providing awareness to the parents regarding government facilities 

and schemes on education is important and they are working towards that. 
 

Suggestions to reduce  the drop-out rate by BEOs 
 

 All the children identified in the census should be enrolled in schools.  
 The Nali Kali programme should be extended to Std. V.The teachers should stay in the village 

itself. The government should provide facilities like accommodation to the teachers. (Yadgir 
BEO) 

 NGOs engaged in the education sector should develop a system to monitor programmes and 
create awareness among the community and children. According to the BEO, Gubbi,  we should 

                                                 
14

 Chamraj Nagar BEO had resumed the post of BEO just then and hence his opinions were not collected. 
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educate the parents in this regard. Home-based education should be delivered to them. Parents 
and children should  interact and be involved in  implementing educational programmes. 

 According to the BEO, Sira,  the  ‘Bigger School Concept’ must be adopted, according to which 
each village will have a Lower Primary School within a 1 kilometer radius, and HPSs and HSs 
within 3 kilometres, 

 According to the BEO, Chamraj Nagar, equal education to all must be implemented and other 
facilities provided to all children. Parents’ motivation will singularly benefit children. 

 
4.2 Suggestions given by the BEOs to improve the facilities in the blocks  

 Each school should be  equipped with a laboratory with  sufficient science resources..  
  High Schools should have adequate infrastructure. 
 There should be qualified and trained teachers, especially for English. 
 Implement all the existing education programmes in the schools.  
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 Chapter Five 
Concluding Observations 

 
The data on schools, the cohort of Std. V and status were collected, collated and analysed, keeping in 
mind the objectives of the study. The following conclusions can be drawn based on the empirical data 
reported and analyzed. 

 
Scenario from the Villages 

 

 92% of the sample villages consist of Hindu families, with 42% accounting for SC /STs. 
 
 The sample villages have agriculture as their major occupation, followed by animal husbandry, 

weaving, pottery and small businesses. It is also evident that people are engaged in multiple 
occupations, but working in the agricultural sector as labourers seems to be common across the 
districts.  

 53% of the people were found to be illiterate and around 35% were semi-literates who 
have studied till Std. X. 
 

 15% of the total number of villages have a post office. More than 80% of the villages are deprived of 
banking facilities.  However, telecommunication seems to have been completely taken over by mobile 
phone connections.  All the villages of Tumkur District could be reached by mobile phone 
connectivity. 

 Public libraries have been established only in 6 of the 53 villages surveyed.  
 

 The villages of Tumkur and Chamraj Nagar seem to have good sanitation and drainage facilities, as 
compared to Raichur and Gulbarga.  
 

Cohort Analysis 
 
 3374 children were found in the cohort enrolled in Std, V in 53 LPSs across 10 most backward talukas 

in Karnataka. 
 

 28% of the children from this number could not be tracked. 
 

 From the  2416 children tracked 28% of them  accounted as drop-outs. As children climb the 
learning ladder the probability of their dropping out increases.  

 
 The majority of the children enrolled are from the SC and ST communities. 36% of the children 

enrolled are from the SC community and 12% are from the ST community. 
 

 The drop-out percentage in the ST community is as high as 48%,followed by the SCs who 
account for 35%.  

 
 32% of the girls  have dropped out, so have 24% of the boys.. A larger number of girls are 

dropping out.  
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 42 girls were tracked as married across all the districts. 
 
 

Reasons for Dropping Out 
 

 The major reason for dropping out  is related to distance. 25% reported distance to be an issue. 
 29% reported financial constraints as a reason. 18% left the schools to take part in economic 

activities. 
 35% of the  children accounted  for  “Not interested in studies.” 

 29% of the children said parents were not interested in sending them  to schools. 
 Other reasons include reasons like puberty, ‘ketta drushti’, or ‘evil eye’, parents not well, no one to 

support the family. These reasons may be negligible in number but they are  issues that need to be 
addressed. 

 2% said that failure in school made them drop out. 
 

Distance, Transportation Issues 
 
 In many districts HPSs and HSs are not well connected. As many as 7% (11) of the villages have the 

HPS and HS located at a distance of more than 10 kilometres. 
 

 Road connectivity to all the HPSs and High Schools, both private and government, seems to be good. 
Chamraj Nagar tops the list with 100% connectivity for all villages with good, all-weather roads. 
Tumkur, Gulbarga and Raichur follow in the list with 79%, 70% and 50% connectivity respectively.  

 

 51% of the children walk to schools. They walk an average distance of 3-4 kilometres every day. And 
often they walk through the isolated open fields which are not safe for them.  

 
 19% of the children commute by bicycle and this is turning out to be a popular mode of transport 

with children. 
 

 15% of the children use local vehicles and, especially in Raichur, there seems to be a major gap in  
public transport.  

 

 67% of the children responded that their village is not connected with a government bus facility. 
 

 62% of the children responded that their village is not connected with a private bus facility. 
 
 86% of the children responded that they do not have a bus pass. 
 
 22% of the children said that the  frequency of buses is twice a day. 
 

 81% of the children responded that buses are not conveniently timed.  
 

 32% of the children said that bus conductors and drivers  are not courteous. 
 
 22% of the children responded that buses do not stop when requested. 
 



Akshara Foundation- Final Report 

 87 

 46% of the children are paying Rs.5 to Rs. 10 from their pockets every day  for transportation, 
and 48% said they spend less than Rs. 5 per day.  
 

 20% of the children said that it is not safe to travel alone to school. 
 
 

Deficit of Facilities Government Schools 
 

 More than 50% of  HPSs and 57% of  HSs do not have a separate room for the HM. 
 

 82% of  HPSs and 53% of  HSs do not have a separate staff room. 
 

 63% of  HPSs and 64% of  HSs do not have separate toilets for teachers. Where there are toilets 
they do not function. 

 

 68% of  HPSs and 65% of  HSs do not have separate toilets for girls. The existing toilets are 
not in a functional condition. 

 
 50% of HPSs lack class room furniture. 
 

 68% of  HPSs and 77% of  HSs do not have store rooms for stocking provisions for 
mid-day meals. 

 
 91% of  HPSs and 72% of  HSs do not have a separate laboratory room. 

 
 51% of  HPSs and 32% of  HSs do not have laboratory equipment. 

 

 91% of  HPSs and 94 % of  HSs do not have a separate library room. 
 
 

Deficit of Facilities Private Schools 
 

 42% of the HPS have no PE Teachers 
 
 26% of HS,25% of HPS have no separate toilets for girls. 
 

 67% of HPS and 78% of HS had facilities to special need children. 
 

 58% of the HPS and 65%HS had separate Laboratory facility. 
 

 75% of HPS and 61% of HS had separate Library room.  
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Potential Policy Options 
 
Evidence-based policy recommendations seem to be critical to bring in change in the development 
sector.  
 
Accessibility of HPSs and HSs in Terms of Distance, Safety and Cost 
 
The underlying reasons for children dropping out of school seem to be many. But studies highlight the 
impact that school availability and the distance to school have on the decisions households make 
concerning primary age children’s time allocation between work, schooling and household chores.  The 
primary data this study has collected indicates that increased and easy access to school may have a 
well-defined impact on children’s time use.  
 
The longer the travel time to school the more difficult it is for children to reconcile work and school 
attendance. Reducing the cost of and the time spent on accessing higher primary and high school 
education has to be coupled with a functional school that is available and is in use, a school that has 
facilities supportive of its efficient functioning.  
 
School going children have few options as far as transportation is concerned. It was found that children 
have been walking and making maximum use of the provision of bicycles to get to HPS and HSs. The 
government may have to look into the option of providing bicycles to all children who commute a 
distance of 3 kilometres. 
 
The data on school age of HPSs and HSs clearly shows that there are schools which have been 
functioning for the last 25 to 100 years. And when co-related with the school age of Lower Primary 
Schools it is evident that these schools have been there for the last 10 to 15 years. Despite the fact 
that the children of all the several batches have been struggling to reach HPSs and HSs, nothing much 
has happened to ease the problem. 
 
In many villages children going to HSs have to depend on bus facilities due to the distance involved. 
Private operators also do not seem to be coming forward. In such cases making provision for public 
transport, especially for school going children may be a good option. The Panchayat  could investigate 
the local situation and  recommend  arrangements to pick up children from surrounding villages and 
drop them back. This would ensure regular attendance, and the safe, time-bound and subsidized 
provision of transportation.  
 
During the study it was found that there are many villages not connected to HPSs and HSs within a 
radius of 15 kilometres.  In such cases the government may also think of making a provision, wherever 
required, for Residential Schools especially on the lines of the Morarjee Desai Residential School. 
 
Tying up for subsidizing transport and aligning it with the local transportation system could be another 
option. However, regulations should be imposed to safeguard the interests of the stakeholders. 
 
The state government’s transportation department should evolve innovative practices to make 
provision for these children. 
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The data on school age also reflects that many schools have not been upgraded so far as facilities are 
concerned. It is evident from the data that the micro planning mooted by the DPEP, SSA and PRI 
systems have really not done enough to ensure the requisite infrastructure for schools. 
 
It is unfortunate that most of the infrastructure deficit issues do not get reflected at the district level 
planning or in the GP’s planning. This could be due to a mechanical form of reporting from the bottom 
level and a lack of autonomy for local authorities to engage in evidence-based planning. This is a case 
for collaborative planning efforts by the line department (school authorities) and the SDMC as well as 
the GP. The required budget provision should be made at the GP level so that many of the facility 
requirements are fulfilled in a short period.  
 
Governance Issues 
 
To quote NCF 2005, ”There is a need to strengthen the community through better participation by 

the Gram Panchayath and empowering the teacher to perform his/her duties effectively..….. it is 

suggested for micro planning, accommodating the need for a child-wise strategy, resolving of local 
conflicts and solving problems at a local level. These decisions cannot be taken up at a level that is 

removed from the ground, and without the participation of the community as well as the local 
bodies. It is only in this context that respect for plurality and cultural diversities becomes 

inevitable, informing the curricular changes in consonance with the local contexts.” The present 
study reiterates this view point and suggests building the capacity of the delivery system at the 
grassroots level. 
  

The system’s accountability seems to be the core problem in many of these issues. There were many 
schools in the study that have never been visited by the ‘higher ups’ for the last so many years. Many 
of the private schools have no basic facilities like drinking water, toilets or a proper roof for the 
building. The government machinery does not seem to bother about these issues or about taking 
appropriate action.    
 
During the field visits over a span of 25 days it was observed that there are many Lower Primary 
Schools with more teachers than required. In most of these schools at least one teacher was absent. 
Officials at the cluster level should be made accountable for need-based planning and should be the 
authority to redeploy the surplus teachers, with the consent of the concerned SDMCs. 
 
Though there seems to be a Planning Officer at the district level, teacher deployment does not seem to 
be  taking place. In many schools in Chamraj Nagar the PTR in LPSs seems to be as low as 1:3 and, 
when learning levels were checked randomly, they were found to be below the benchmark.  
 
Child Tracking 
  
A typical categorization of communities into SCs and STs, and providing for them facilities based on 
broad categories may leave many untouched. There seems to be a need for more focused educational 
interventions in some communities, and efforts need to be made to mainstream their children into the 
education process. 
 
Addressing social exclusion requires a holistic approach which promotes the involvement of excluded 
populations in community life. In education, a holistic approach is necessary based on multi-sectoral 
responses which are broader than education alone. Factors outside the education sector will relate to 
the educational opportunities available to SC children. A comprehensive response will also need to be 



Akshara Foundation- Final Report 

 90 

context-specific, with the need for innovative programmes to bring  children into the mainstream 
school system and keep them there by making schooling attractive to them and also worthwhile for the 
parents.  
 
While social and cultural issues are deep-rooted and often pitted against the educational growth of the 
girl child, initiatives should be taken to involve local communities in institutionalizing education for 
them. Collective solutions to local issues should be sought, based on the local data. This again brings 
forth the argument that the local Gram Panchayath, in collaboration with SDMCs, should gather 
information related to the educational status of children and issues concerning education. This 
information should serve as a catalyst in  Gram Sabhas, and should later  get reflected in Gram 
Panchayath plans. 
 
There is a need for a robust child tracking mechanism at the village level. The Gram Panchayath along 
with the school machinery should be made accountable in ensuring school education to all children 0 to 
16 years of age.  
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Appendices 

Appendix - 1 Sample Details 

Sl.No District  Taluk Name  Name of the LPS 
1 

Tumkur 

Gubbi 

Muttayyanahatti 

2 Mavinahalli 

3 Arivesandra 

4 Karishettihatti 

5 Chikkonahallipalya 

6 

Pavagada 

T.N.Kote 

7 Chikkathimmanahatti 

8 Ettthinahalli 

9 Gundlahalli 

10 Chikkahalligete 

11 

Sira 

Obalapura 

12 Anthapura 

13 Huligeregollarahatti 

14 Mgodu Gollarahati 

15 Lakkawwanahalli 

16 

Chamarajnagar Chamarajnagar 

Hanchitalapura 

17 Tavarekattemoole 

18 Ammanapura 

19 Yadiyuru 

20 Deshavalli 

21 Haradanahalli 

22 Kokkanahalli 

23 

Gulbarga 

Aland 

V.N Thanda 

24 Seeds form Thanda 

25  V.K Salgar  T 

26 LPS Sharnnagar 

27 Donnur Thanda 

28 

Chincholi 

LPS Bhaktmpalli 

29 LPS Pattepur 

30 LPS Garumpalli 

31 LPS Kanchnal 

32 Chintapalli 

33 

Jevargi 

Mandewal Thanda 

34 LPS Chigaralli Camp 

35 LPS Raddevadgi  

36 LPS Saidapur 

37 LPS Chennur 

38 

Yadgir 

LPS Allipur D Thanda 

39 LPS Ramsamudra Thanda 

40 M.Hosalli 

41 Khanalli 

42 Kondpur 

43 Yadgir 

44 

Raichur 

Devdurga 

LPS Medargoll 

45 LPS Miyapur 

46 LPS Malkamdinni 

47 LPS Veergot 

48 LPS Ganjali 

49 

Lingsugur 

LPS Gaddagi 

50 LPS Maski Tanda 

51 LPS Falgaldinni 

52 LPS Kunekellur 

53 LPS Gollarhatti 
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Appendix – 2 Execution of Data Collection 

Tool Preparation  
 
A three-day workshop was conducted to prepare the tools (see Annexure 1) and a field test was 
carried out in villages in the Ramnagara and Dharwad districts. 
 
The following tools were prepared with the data collection framework mentioned above: 
 

Table-4 – Tools 
Sl.No Name of the Tool Data collected from 

where 
Data collected from 
whom 

1.  A1 - Village Format Village GP/Anganwadi 

2.  A2 - LPS and HM Interview Format LPS HM and Observation 

3.  A3 - Child Data Format LPS School Document 

4.  A4 - Link HPS and HM interview (Government) Link HPS HM and Observation 

5.  A5 - Link HPS and HM interview (Private) Link HPS HM and Observation 

6.  A6 - Link HS and HM interview (Private) Link HS HM and Observation 

7.  A7 - Link HS and HM interview (Government) Link HS HM and Observation 

8.  A8 - Concerned drop-out child and Parent Tool Household Child and Parent 

9.  A9 - Concerned child (who is in HPS) and Parent Tool Household Child and Parent 

10.  A10 - Concerned child (who is in HS) and Parent Tool Household Child and Parent 

11.  A11 – BEO Block BEO 

 
2.6.1 Communication  
 
All the Deputy Directors of Public Instruction (DDPIs) at the district levels were informed by the State 
Planning Board about the study. As a follow-up, all concerned DDPIs and Block Education Officers were 
telephonically informed about the study by Akshara Foundation. All the Block Education Officers were 
personally met and the concerned Block Resource Persons and Cluster Resource Persons (CRPs) were 
consulted after finalizing the sample villages. 
 
2.6.2 Implementing Data Collection 
 
Akshara Foundation operates in Gulbarga and Raichur. Its field staff was entrusted with the responsibility 
to carry out the field work effectively in 6 blocks of North Karnataka. Since Akshara Foundation works 
with other NGOs on many education-related programmes like the Annual Status of Education Report 
(ASER), four NGOs were identified for the field operations in South Karnataka. However, Supervisors 
were appointed by Akshara Foundation to keep a check on the quality of information received. The 
Supervisors visited the blocks and, with the help of the concerned BEOs, CRPs and local NGOs, selected 
the villages which met the criteria set by the study. Maps were extensively used to locate the villages 
within the blocks.  
 
Similarly, local human resource personnel were screened and Field Investigators were selected, one per 
village, for the completion of the entire investigation. 
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2.6.3 Block Level Operation 
 

 
 
 
2.6.4 Criteria for Selecting Field Investigators 
 
Local youth with PUC as a minimum educational qualification were selected, preferably with work 
experience of a year and a willingness to travel and spend 15 days in the field. A knowledge of Kannada 
and fluency in communication were  prerequisites. Candidates who could write field notes and record 
field observations were selected. 
 
2.6.7 Training Field Investigators 
 
As per the design of the research study a residential training programme was organised for the 
selected Field Investigators and Supervisors. Two residential trainings were held15 – one at Tumkur and 

another at Gulbarga. 

2.6.8 Key Contents of the Training 

 A brief introduction was given about Akshara Foundation and then about the objectives of the 
study, followed by an introduction of all the participants. The Field Investigators and 
Supervisors took active part in the training. 

 The first half of the first day’s session focussed on formats, A1 to A5, and the second half of the 
session completed the formats, A6 to A10, in group discussions. 

                                                 
15

 See Training Schedule – Appendix 3 

 Supervisor 

Field Investigator for Village 1 

Field Investigator for Village 3 
 

Field Investigator for Village 4 
 

Field Investigator for Village 2 
 

Field Investigator for Village 5 
 

 

Tasks of Field 
Investigators 

 

•Collect the historical data  
 of Std. V  children from  

 the local LPS from 
 2004-05 

•Trace all of these children  
 and collect information on 

 their whereabouts 

•Collect information about  

 the accessibility of Higher  
 Primary Schools and High  

 Schools in terms of distance, 
 transportation facilities,  

 cost and safety 

•Collect information about 

 the facilities  available in  
 concerned Higher Primary  

 Schools and High Schools  

 to which these children are  
 linked to. 
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 All the Field Investigators were given homework to do even after the sessions, and doubts were 
cleared then and there. 

 The second day was allotted to field exposure. The Field Investigators were grouped into teams 
and sent to selected Lower Primary Schools, 3 in Tumkur and 6 in Gulbarga, and asked to 
collect information pertaining to Std. V children from 2004-05 to 2008-09.  

 The field exposure was intended to give participants an actual, practical demonstration of how 
field work is designed and done.  

 
In the next chapter we will carry out an analysis of the data collected under the three broad 
dimensions of cohort status, distance to Higher Primary Schools and High Schools and the deficit of 
facilities in those schools. A brief presentation on the village profile, which spans demographic, cultural 
and growth indicators, will provide a broad view of the sample villages at the district level. This is 
followed by the analysis of the afore mentioned three dimensions across each District.  
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Appendix - 3 School wise distances –Tumkur 

TALUK  
CLUSTER 

 
Village Name(LPS) Name of HPS 

Distance to HPS 
from sample 

village (in Kms) 

Name of HS 

Distance 
to HS 
from 

sample 
village(in 

Kms) 

Gubbi Bidare Muttayyanahatti Lakkenahalli 5 Lakkenahalli, 1 

Gubbi Bidare Muttayyanahatti Kalidasa Hs, Bidare 3 Lakkenahalli 5 

Gubbi Doddaguni Mavinahalli   Kondli 1 

Gubbi Doddaguni Mavinahalli   Kondli 3 

Gubbi C.S.Pura Arivesandra Nagasandra 5 Hindaskere 2 

Gubbi C.S.Pura Arivesandra Hindasigere 2   

Gubbi M.H.Patna Karishettihatti 
Sri Mallamma 
Samyuktha 2 

Smchs, M M Kaval, 
Madapura Post 2 

Gubbi HPBS Chikkonahallipaly D Palya 1 
Govt.Puc 

(Girls),Gubbi, 5 

Gubbi HPBS Chikkonahallipaly Sri Srinivasa 5 
Govt.Puc 

(Boys),Gubbi 5 

Gubbi HPBS Chikkonahallipaly   Sri Krishna Sanilaya 5 

Gubbi HPBS Chikkonahallipaly   Srinivasa , Gubbi 4 

Pavagada C.K.Pura T.N.Kote Kothur, 2 
Siddeshwaraswamy  

Hariharapura 4 

Pavagada Lingadahatti chikkathimmanaha N Yadagunte, 1 MGMNyayadagante, 1 

Pavagada Kotigudde Etthinahalli Ponnasamudra, 4 
Svvph School, 

Ponnasamudra, 4 

Pavagada Kotigudde Etthinahalli 
Priyadarshini Hs, Y N 

Hoskote 12 

Gokula 
Gramanthara 
Kadalakere 4 

Pavagada Gundlahalli Gundlahalli 
Yarapalya, Gundlahalli 

Post, 2 
Sri Giriswamy  

Yarapalya, 2 

Pavagada Gundlahalli Gundlahalli Morarjee R.S (Sc), 11 Bapuji  Pavagada  10 

Pavagada Gundlahalli Gundlahalli 
Sahana Hps, 
Kotagudda, 5   

Pavagada Doddahalli Chikkahalligete Doddahalli, 3 Doddahalli, 2 

Pavagada Doddahalli Chikkahalligete Chikkahalli, 1 
Morarjee Rs, 
Doddahalli, 3 

Pavagada Doddahalli Chikkahalligete 
V N Convent, Y N 

Hoskote, 13 

S.Ramalingeshwara 
Gramanthara 
Chikkahalli, 1 

Pavagada Doddahalli Chikkahalligete   
Priyadarshini  Y N 

Hoskote, 12 

Sira Lakkanahalli Obalapura Doddabanagere, 1 Doddabanagere, 1 

Sira Bhuvanahalli Anthapura Honnenahalli, 2 Sakshhalli 12 

Sira Bhuvanahalli Anthapura Huyildore 7 Kalidasa  Shira 9 

Sira Bhuvanahalli Anthapura   
Srinivasa 

Vidyavardhaka 9 

Sira Madhalooru Hulgeregollaraha Huligere, T:Shira 1 Huligere 1 

Sira Magodu Magodugollarahat Magodu 2 
Govt.Puc, 

Guligenahalli, 6 

Sira Pattanayakanaha Lakkawwanahalli Changavara, 8 Changavara 4 
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Appendix - 4 School wise distances –Chamraj Nagara 

CLUSTER 

NAME 

Village 

Name(LPS) 
Name of HPS 

Distance to 
HPS from 

sample 
village (in 

Kms) 

Name of HS 

Distance to 

HS from 
sample 

village(in 

Kms) 

Chandakawadi Hanchitalapura Chandakavadi, 1 Chandakawadi, 3 

Haradanahalli Tavarekattemoole Amachavadi, 4   

Haradanahalli Tavarekattemoole Haradanahalli, 3 Haradanahalli 3 

Kaggalawadi Ammanapura Kagalawadi, 2 
TS Subbanna 

Sarvajanika Kagalawadi 2 

Kaggalawadi Ammanapura Jyothigowdanapura 1 St. Philomina Nagahalli, 4 

Mangala Yadiyuru Santhemaralli, 4 Santhemaralli, 4 

Mangala Yadiyuru Mangala, 2 Mangala, 2 

Mangala Yadiyuru 
JSS Santhemaralli 

HPS, 4 Jss Santhemaralli 4 

Vanganoor Deshavalli Heggawadipura, 3 Gspuc,Santhemaralli, 2 

Vanganoor Deshavalli 

Morarjee R.S, 

Santhemaralli, 3   

Haradanahalli Haradanahal Haradanahalli, 1 Haradanahalli, 1 

Nagavalli Kokkanahalli Chandakavadi 3 Chandakawadi, 3 

Appendix - 5 School wise distances –Gulbarga- Aland 

TALUK 
NAME 

CLUSTER 
NAME 

Village 
Name(LPS) 

Name of HPS 

Distance 
to HPS 

from 
sample 

village 
(in Kms) 

Name of HS 

Distanc
e to HS 

from 
sample 

village(i
n Kms) 

Aland Jidaga V.N Thanda Balanakere 3 Govt.Puc (Boys) Aland 3 

Aland Jidaga V.N Thanda Jamaga 10 Govt.Puc (Girls) Aland 4 

Aland Jidaga V.N Thanda   Lokanayaka JP 5 

Aland Duttargaon Seeds form  Sangolagi 5 (Girls) Aland, 5 

Aland Duttargaon Seeds form  Hathenagalli 1 
Sangollirayanna  

Sangolage 5 

Aland Duttargaon Seeds farm  Vishveshwaraiah  5 Lokanayaka JP 5 

Aland Duttargaon Seeds form  Marghps, 5 Ghs, V K Salagara, 2 

Aland Belamagi V.K Salgar  T V K Salagara, 2 

Mathoshri Sharanamma 

Thayi (Girl)  V K Salagara, 2 

Aland Belamagi V.K Salgar  T 

Kes- (Girs) V K 

Salagara, 2   

Aland Nimbarga Sharnnagar Jaavali 2 Sharananagara 0 

Aland Duttargaon Donnur Nellur 3 Nellur 2 
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Appendix - 5 School wise distances –Gulbarga 

TALUK 
NAME 

CLUSTER 
NAME 

Village 
Name(LPS) 

Name of HPS 

Distance 
to HPS 

from 
sample 

village (in 
Kms) 

Name of HS 

Distance to 
HS from 

sample 

village(in 
Kms) 

Chincholi Chincholli Bhaktmpalli Garagapalli, 1 Garagapalli 1 

Chincholi Chincholli Bhaktmpalli Gaanagapura 3   

Chincholi Ainolli Pattepur Inolli, 4 Chincholi 8 

Chincholi Ainolli Pattepur Chincholi, 0 Inoli 6 

Chincholi Chimmanchod Garumpalli Chimmanachoda 6 Chimmanachoda 3 

Chincholi Ratkal Kanchnal Ratakala, 4 Ratagala 5 

Chincholi Keshwar Chintapalli Rayakoda, 4 Rayakoda 3 

Chincholi Keshwar Chintapalli Kudanur, 0   

Chincholi Keshwar Chintapalli Bhoothapura 2   

Jevargi Mandewal Mandewal Thanda Mundewala, 3 
Gspuc, 

Mundewala 3 

Jevargi Mandewal Mandewal Thanda Mundewala 1   

Jevargi Ijeri Chigaralli Camp 

Siddartha Education 
Trust Chigaralli 

Camp, Vahara Rd 1   

Jevargi Kolkur Raddevadgi Amareshwara 1 

Shanthinikethana 
Shikshana 

Samsthe Jevargi, 1 

Jevargi Kolkur Raddevadgi 

Shanmukha 
Shivayogi Smaraka, 

Andola, 0   

Jevargi Yadrami Saidapur Yandrami, 6 Gspuc, Yandrami 0 

Jevargi Yadrami Saidapur   (Girls), Yandrami 6 

Jevargi Yadrami Saidapur   
Wai B Kusthi 

Aided Yadrami, 6 

Jevargi Naraboli Chennur (Girls) ,Jevargi, 5   

Jevargi Naraboli Chennur 
Vijaya Vidyalaya  

(Kan) 0 (Girls), Jevargi 5 

Jevargi Naraboli Chennur   Gpuc, Jevargi 5 

Jevargi Naraboli Chennur   Sri Mahalakshmi 5 

Yadgir Ramsamudra Ramsamudra Thand Ramssudra, 0 Ramasudra 1 

Yadgir Yargol Allipur D Thanda   Allipura 0 

Yadgir Yargol Allipur D Thanda   Gpuc, Yaragola 10 

Yadgir Yargol Allipur D Thanda   
Priyanka 
Yaragola 6 

Yadgir Ramsamudra M.Hosalli Station Bazar Yadgir 0 Station Bazar 0 

Yadgir Ramsamudra M.Hosalli Koyilur, 3   

Yadgir Hedgi Mudralli Khanalli Basavanthapura, 0 Basanthapura 0 

Yadgir Hedgi Mudralli Khanalli Kyasanapalli, 2   

Yadgir Saidapur Kondpur S Saidapura, 7 Saidapura 7 

Yadgir - Hathikoni Muslimpura, 10   
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Appendix - 6 School wise distances –Raichur 

TALUK 

NAME 

CLUSTER 

NAME 

Village 

Name(LPS) 

Name of 

HPS 

Distance to 
HPS from 

sample 
village (in 

Kms) 

Name of 

HS 

Distance to HS 
from sample 

village(in 
Kms) 

Devdurga Devdurga rural Medargoll Konachappali 3   

Devdurga Masrkall Miyapur Masarakal, 4 
GPUC, 

Masarakallu 4 

Devdurga Arkeri Malkamdinni Hemanur, 8   

Devdurga Arkeri Malkamdinni Kothadoddi, 0   

Devdurga Jalhalli Veergot Bankuladoddi 5 
GSPUC, 
Jalahalli 12 

Devdurga Galag Ganjali Mundaregi 2 Mundaragi 0 

Lingsugur Gurgunta Gaddagi Paidoddy, 5  3 

Lingsugur Maski Maski Tanda Maski, 6 

GPUC, 

Maski 6 

Lingsugur Nagaral Falgaldinni Halkavatagi, 1 Halkavatagi 1 

Lingsugur Santekellur Kunekellur 

Mittekellur, 

Post 

Santhekellur, 1 Santhekellur 4 

Lingsugur Nagalapur Gollarhatti 

Mattur, Post 

Santhekellur, 6 Mattur 8 

 
 


