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The present paps.,- o.'tempts to portray and discuss the inter
regional variations in the population coverage by schools of different 
levels within the range o l distances perceived as walkable. The paper 
also computes the weighted mean distances to schools of different 
levels for each district of the states of the Indian Union and 
analyses their spatial pattern. While highlighting the role of 
physical factors in determining the pattern of accessibility, the 
study reveals that the areas with inhospitable physical conditions are 
characterised by poor accessibility to schools.

SCHOOL ACCESSIBILITY IN INDIA

THE REGIONAL DIMENSION



SCHOOL ACCESSIBILITY IN INDIA

THE REGIONAL DIMENS I ON

1 . INTRODUCTION

Phys i ca I access i b i ! i ty mciy be cons i dorcd as one of the cruc i o I 
footers which heve a bearing on tht ability of tht pcpuldtion to evuil 
th.; school ing fr.ci I ity. If the schools ore, sc locctod that they ar<- 
not within negotiablv. walking distcnco from the- pl?cc of hobitatioHj 
they csnnot effectively servo the population thry ere m.,r:;nt for.

Accessibility is c significant pyrEm.t.r in cny activity which 
involves movi,mtnt in spc'ceo It implies the reirtivo cosc, or 
difficulty, in negotiating the distance between two given points 
within which movement is I ikeIy to take pI ace. Places, or regions, 
which are inncc^ssibIt, or relatively inaccessible, remain g„ntr3lly 
isolated from the thrust of movement which tak^s plact normally 
between acccssibio areas and which brings about a sequence of changes 
in the realm of ideas through th^ flow of goods ond of people. 
nccGssibiIity, therefore, determines the pace of change over time and 
is an instrument of d i fferentiat ion between segments of space 
character i sed by varying dt.gr e._s of geographical isolation or 
otherwise.

Access i b iIi ty to the i nst i tut i ons of I earn Ing, such as schoo I s 
and colleges^ is likewise an important criterion in adjudging their 
efficiency and availability to the popuietion intended to be served by 
thv.m. The attribute of accessibility flows directly from the aecision 
to locate a school or a C‘ I lege at a site vis-a-vis the residential 
locoti.n i  the p-,pulati- n t be served. The decisi n te rcceive 
f rmal educati.n which is imparted in institutions f learning en a 
c.llectivc basis implies daily mrvement f stud'nt p pulatiin between 
the ccntres >-f residence and the centres ef learning, such as sch{..( I s 
' r ccl Ugos. Such a m ovement may be unimp' rtant in the urban areas 
where alternative m:des -..f transport are avci I able and where the 
institutions (^.Icernins are I' cated within the settlement. H.vWovor, 
the I .cati on ; f these institutions in the rural areas has a crucial 
bearing on their useability by the population intended tt- be served. 
There is an outer I imit beyond which it is not physically feasible 
for the children of different age-groups f ' - travel. The optimal 
negotiable distance is, therefore, dependent on the age ef the child, 
terrain type ond the climatic C' nditi, ns if the I .col ity. In view _f 
these constraints the concept L.f linear distance can perhaps be seen 
in terms cf relative, and nft ebs:. lute, sense.



Considering the vastness of India a.nd the variations in 
physiographic conditions at sub-regionaI ievei,  ̂ the meaning of 
accessibility is bound to acquire different nuances of meaning in 
different regions of the country. The distance of one kilometer in 
the plains, for example, will have an enfirely different meaning than 
in areas of hilly terrain or thick forest cover- While the plain 
areas are generally considered to offer little obstacle to human 
movement, movement in the hills is rostrictcd by the degree of slope 
and the complexity of rel ief up and down the ridges and the val leys. 
The plain areas, however, have their own problems making accessibility 
to the site of the sci.o-'. not always easy. For example, movement over 
the plains of northern India, which are intensivtIy'cu11ivated does 
not always take place along a path following a straight line. The 
path to the school I oca ted in a neighbouring vil lageis likely to be 
winding due to the cultivated fields which have a rectangular pattern 
and do not always allow movement along the shortest route. This 
naturally leads to many-fold increase in th-: distance to be covered by 
a child between the home and the school.

This implies that the concept of distance does not carry the same
O

meaning all over the country. The concept is specific to the local 
situations which dt;termine the cepsbilify of a child to walk on the 
g i ven terra i n.

2c THE NATIONAL SCENE

Article 45 of the Constitution of India provides for fr e e and 
compulsory education upto the elementary level to ell children between 
tht age groups of 6 and 14 yeers. This provision cells for a massive 
effort as the problem is mu 11 i d i rr't,ns i ona I. The educational system 
which India inherited from the t'iritish was, by tind large, not related 
to the needs of the people. In the first pI^ce, the educational, 
system was grossly inadequate to the needs of the large population 
that india possessed. There wt,re few schools to cater to the needs of 
the people. Secondly, the location decisions were taken under fhe 
influence of factors which were extrenuous to education.^

The Kothar i Comm i ss i on on Educat i on after tak i ng stock of the 
existing educational situation called for theuniversalisation of 
elementary education, ono of the three tasks recommended by the 
Kothari Commission in,order to achieve the objective of universal 
elementary education was that schools should be provided within a 
wa I kab 1 e d i stanc^ to every child i n the 6 - 14 years age. Th i s was 
considered to be e significant step towards achieving th^ goal of



universal oli^mantary education. Accordinglyj the government launched 
a prcgramme to provide schools within whet Kothari Commission had 
recognised as "walkablo'’ distance. Table A.l provides a glimpse of 
tht, progress achieved in this direction, taking tht. Fourth All-India 
Educational Survey (1978) as b^nch-mark.

Teble A.l

Percentage of Habitations Covered by Schools

First
Survey

Second
Survey

Third
Survi.,y

Fourth
Survey

Pr imary 
Schools

48.10
(Oo5 miles)

66.58
(0.5 mi k,5)

55.99 
(0.5 Km.)

61.47 
(Oo5 Km.)

Middle 
SchooIs

50.34 
(3.0 miles)

72.58
(3.0 mi les)

58.26 
(3.0 Km.)

66.86 
(3.0 Km.)

Secondary 
Schools

36.44
(5.0 miles)

61.20
(5.0 miles)

54.65 
(5.0 Km.)

43.84 
(4.0 Km.)

Hr.Secondry 
Schools

15.97 
(4.0 Km.)

It is evident from Table Ad that the task of providing schools within 
a wslkable distance is still incomplete. It is a complex problem and 
much work is needed in order to moke, schools accessible 1o the 
population within the normol distances.

3. DATA BASE

This paper is based on the data derived from the unpublished 
records of the Fourth /Mi India Educational Survey.^ The data provide 
information on the number of habitations as wei I as the population 
served by schools of different levels within these habitations or 
outside. The information is available for all habitations 
aggregetivety es well as for the habitations predominantly inhabited 
by the Scheduled Castes end Scheduled Tribes separately.^ Data 
pertaining to different habitations have been eggregatt.d at the 
district level. Such an aggregation may be desirable, particularly in 
view of the fact that the aggregated data may provide a basis for



c^nalysing the ccmparetivc picture of accessibility in tho districts of 
Indie.

4. METHOD

The- prob I om of accc ss i b i I i ty has two ci i nic,ns i ons.. The first 
cii mens ion concerns with tho .:.xt<;nt of peculation cov.Lrc,c! by schools 
within a cortain distsnco rnngt. Tho second dimension is the mean 
distance to be negotiated in order to roach schools in eech district, 
in the present study an attempt h'ls bc-.̂ n msdv. to study both the 
dimensions of the proul

Not nil schools toceted in the different districts cf the country 
cTe equaI Iy accvjssibIe to the schoui-^going childreh. in fact, there 
exist siynificent intur-regionat variations in this respect.

An attempt has bct-n maeit here to enulysse the pattern of
• ■ . ■ ' ' . 'r • •

population covered by primary schools in habitations having a 

population of more than 300 persons, /vcc^ss i b i I ity to middle schools 
in habitations with a population of mere- than 500 persons has also 
bean analysed.

The weighted mean distance has Deen computed for each district on 

■the basis of the following formulas

f X

D — -------

f

where f = Population served within a distance slab
X = Midvalue of thi.; ccrresponding distance st'ab 
D = We i ghted mean d i stanco

The analysis has been attempted separately for all habitationsj as 
well as the hab i tat ions predorn i nant I y I nhab i tod by the scheduled 
castes end the tribes.- Tht, data have been grouped for mapping 
purposes on the basis of the mean and fi:-viatir>n ri-f +he
series in the, fol lowing way

Above Mean + 1.5 S.D.
Mean + 0.5 S.D. to Mean + 1<5 
Mean - 0.5 S.D. to Mean + 0.5 S.D.
Below Mean - 0.5 S.D.



H::ŵ ..v«r> if data did net permit i>*;,'ntiticnti^m of fcur cct.-^orits, thi 
first two categories have bGv..n group.:d together.

5. PATTERN OF POPULATIOfi COVERED

5.1 P rim a ry Schcxjis

/\cccrding to the Fourth hi I Indie Educational Surv. y 85.13 pur 
cent of population wss ,s.:.rvod by primary schools within distance, of 
hcilf a k « Ibmctre. T^blo A=2 givus th-,> number of hsbltatlcrs as Wi-i I 
cs'th-;; proportion of populciticn sorv.^d by primary schools within 
difftrtnt ranges of distinct.

Tablo A.2

Habitations and PopulatJon Strvod by Primt'ry Schools

D i stanco 
(in Km.3

Hab itetions 

Number

Having Primery Schools

Porci nt. Qe of e 1 1 
Hob itat ions

Porccntcgc PC'pulation 
Sorvod by Primary
SclK--. 1 s

Within the
Habitetions 4,51,457 4&o80 78.53
0.1 - 0»5 1,41,519 14ofc7 6.60
0,6 ” 1 .0 1,81,022 18.77 7.69
Upto 1.0 7,73,990 00.24 92.82
1.1 - 1.5 52,633 5.46 2.20
leb " 2.0 72,046 7.47 2.83
More than 2..0 65,987 : '6.84 2.15

T o t a 1 9,64,664 100.00 ’ 100.00

Th o  p i c t u r e -  p o r t r a y o d  by T a b i c  /'w 2 y i s  cl n c; I I “ I n d i 0 
g e n e r s I i s a t i o H o  T h o r o  a r c ,  h o w t v e r ,  s i g n i f i c a n t  i n t e r - d i s t r i c t  
V c i r i a t i o n s  in access  i b i I i t y  , t o  p r i m e r y  s c h o c i s -  Th :. f r o q u c n c y  
d i s t r i b u t i o n  o f  d i s t r i c t s  in each c a t u g c r y  o f  p o p u l ' i t i o n  sv,rvod by 
p r i m a r y  s c h o o l s  w i t h i n  a o i s t s n c u  of  0.5 k i l o m e t r e  i s . q i v t n  in 
Tablo r\. 3 .



Tpbic A.3

Frcqucncy Distributicn cf Districts Clessificd 

by Propcrtion of Popuiction Served within 

0,5 Ki loml’trc; of the Primary School

Percentage Populticm Served Number of Districts

/-L'ove 91.13 150

76.21 - 91.13 146

b.; low 76.21 99

exclusively Urban Districts j4 .

T o t a \ 399

it is evidon from Fi(j- A.l that tho acctssibiUty is genoral iy 
pvor in the northern staics of Himachel Pradysh and Utter Pradesh as 
ŵ ill as in Arunachai Pradcshj Mizoram and Tripura. Of 99 districts in 
tho Icwost category of popultion scrvt:d (Appendix /\.1) 62 lie in those 
s'atos. On - tho othor j'nd of tho seel e '-'re the stotes of Haryana, ,  
Punjfib,, Manipur, Nagaland, Gujarat, Naharsshtra, Karnataka and Andhra 
Pradesh whore the accessibility is goneraliy gt)od.

There are as many as 245> districts which suf rer from poor 
accossibi I ity. As noted earl ier 99 •:̂ m''.ng these 245 districts have 
three-fourths ct their population which is not covered by schools 
kcated within the walkabl^ dis+aneo

!\ s i cn i f icdnt feature which can bo observed is that the,.areas- 
which experienced 'an 'gtjpI y 'sprcnd cf oducr.tlon® .,rq. better se.rved by 
primF;ry schooiso However j. Kcr'; la d i str i cts , seem to bo a notable 
exception.. Generally speaking^ servi^d areas of thp.country
fal [■ into two main types,. The first type consists of those areas in 
which the size of tho settlement is fairly large and the second type 
includes areas which either have undulating terrain or^ have a thick 
forest cover. These varying situations call for a different strategy 
for dealing with the problem of accessibility.

The problem of accessibility acquires s i gn i f icrince in the case of 
habitat ions which are predominantly inhabited by the d i sacvantagod 
l̂ r ups like the scheduled castes and the scheduled tribes. These 
hatitaticns are generally isolated from thu main settlement site.



Thus, the children of these communities are handicapped in availing 
the schooling facility. The situation will improve only if these 
habitations are effectively coverod ijy schools. The data indicate 
that the accessibility to predominantly scheduled caste habitations is 
poorer in comparison to all habitations (Table A.4)

Teblf' Ao4

Habitations and Population Served by 
Primary Schools 

PredominauTIy Scheduled Caste Habitations

Distance Slab Habitations Having Primary Schools Percentage
(i n Kms.)

Number
Population Starved

Percentage

Within the
Habitations ' 21,799 31.58 62.40
0.1 - 0.5 15,127 21 .91 12.93
0.6 - 0.1 16,897 24.47 13.61
Upto 1.0 53,823 77.96 88.94
1.1 -- 1.5 4,955 7.18 3.86
1 .6 - 2.0 5,949 8.62 4.46
More then 2.0 4,31 1 6.24 2.74

T o t a l 69,038 , 100.00 100.00

It is evident that while 78.53 per cent of population of all 
habitations was covered by primary schools within habitations, the 
corresponding figure for the scheduled caste hab'rations is only 62.40 
per cent. However, the situation varies from district to district. 
For example, the proportion of ,■ popul tion covered by primary schools 
within 0.5 kilometre is higher than, ,81.58: per cent in 128 districts 
(Table A.5)
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TabU; A.5

Frequency Distribution of Districts Ciassitied by 
Population Served Within 0.5 Kilomttrt; of the 

Primary School

Percentage Population 
Served within 0.5 km.

Number of Districts

Above 81.58 128
61.16 " 61.58 103
tie 1 ow 61.16 110
Districts with Mo Scheduled Caste Habitations 54
Exclusively Urban Districts 4

T o t a l 399

Fig. A.2 reveals that the distrcts with high acctssibilitv arc 
guneraiiy concentrated in Punjab, Haryana, Wjst Bcngaly Assam, 
Guj&rst^ Maharashtra, Karnatako and Andhra Pradush (nppundix A.11). 
Districts falling in the medium category are thost. in which the- 
physical movement is gencra I I y difficu11 due to rough ttrrain. The 
population in Flimachal Pradesh. Jammu 8 Kashmir and Ri^jssthan is 
generally poorly served. It may bt further noted that Uttar pradesh, 
which has a largo chunk of the scheduled caste popuition,^ is poorly 
served. The position for the rjredcm i nant I y tribal habitations is 
evident from Table A.6



Tcl b I c,' A o 6 .

Habitations end Populstion Sk-rvjd by Primary Sctiocis 
Predominantly Tribril Habitations

Di stanco 
(i n Kms)

Hf3b iteitions

Numbur Porcentagc of
All Habitations

Ptrcentage 
Population Covcrccd

W i Th i n the
hab i ta ion 58,519 38.05 63.96
0,1 -- 0 .3 19,516 12.69 8.13
0.5 - 1,0 27,339 17.78 10.90
Upto loO 1,05.37^ 03.52 82.99
K1 - U 5 7,867 5.12 3.05
1.6 - 2.0 15,087 9«81 5.59
Mort than 2.0 25,450 16.55 8.37

It may be noted thet tho no^rcgative ell-indin position as5 
discussL'd above does not revoal the reality os it exists at thej 
district I eve U There are. 90 districts in which more than 81 p,.r cent 
cf the popoulaticn is served by the primary schooling facility with ini
half a kilometre, (Table A.7, Appendix A. I I t)

Table M.7 .

Frequency Distribution of Districts Classified by Population
Served by Primary Schools within 0.5 Km

F’redominant 1 y Tribal Habitations

Percentage population served Number of Districts

Above 8 K 1 7
62.21 ~ 8U17 
Below 62.21
Distrcts with no Tribal Hebit?tions 
Exvlusiely Urban Districts

90
92
83
130

4
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Fig. A.3 shows that with the exception of the North-east, 
districts with the highest population coverage are seen in areas which 
are by and large non-tribal areas. Areas with considerable tribal 
^.-opultion fall in the medium category. It is significant to note that 
"he regions of poor accessibility are also constituted by those 
districts in which the tribes do not have a sizeable popultion.

It may be observed that the tribal areas which came under the 
irissicnary influence have made remarkable progress in providing 
primary scooling facility within walkable distance.

It may be of interest to analyse accessibility to schools in 
hebitetions with a population of more than 300 persons. it is 
observed that population coverage in such habitations is more than 
83.06 per cent in 175 districts. There ere 91 districts in which 
population coverage is less 7K76 per cent (Table A.6)

Table A.8

Frt^quency Distribution of districts Classified by Proportion
of Popultion Served Within 0.5 Kilomietre of Primary Schools 

Habitations with 300 Persons and More

Percentage Population Served ■ No. of Districts

Ab3ve 88.06 175
71.76-88.06 129
Below 71.76 91
Exclusively Urban Districts 4

Fig. k.4 reveals thet the districts with high population coverage ere 
spread over Punjab, Haryana, Madhya Pradcshj Gujarat^ Naharashtrs;, 
Karnataka, Andhra Pradesh, Southern Orissa and Nagaland. Districts of 
thi. medium category lie in Jammu & Kashmirj Rajasthan, eastern Madhya 
Predes, Bihar, Orissei, Assam and Tamil Nadu. Accessibility is poor in 
the districts of Uttar Pradesh as a general rule. As many as 45 
districts of tho state are characterised by pool- accessibility. 
(Append i x A.I V)

This suggests thattheaccessibility situation in habitations 
with a popultion size of more than 300 persons is alarming in the 
sta'o of Uttar Pradesh. Considering the large population size of the

1 n



stcitcs it requires a massivu effort to b̂-; made in ord>jr to dchic.vo the- 
cbjcctvcs of unicrsal education.

5.2  Middle Schools

The Constitution of India gusranteos fr^c and compulsory 
v-ducation to ovory child in thw ag>^-group of 6 to 14 y vi 8 r s Thu 
childrtn in tho middlu schooi level art cov̂ r̂.-d by this provision of 
thv̂  Constitution. The basic requirement to fulfil this obj»^ctivoj 
therefore, is that the schooling facility be provided to every child 
within a walkable distEnce-

Table A.9

Habitations and Population Served by Middle Schools 
A11 Hab itat ions

Di stenct 
(Kms. )

Slab Habitations having Middle Schools

Number Percentage of All
Hcb itctions

Perc<..ntage Popu
lation S^.rved

Within
Hab itation 1,03,604 10.74 33.47
0.1 - K G 1,57,705 16.35 13.10
1.1 - 2.0 2,07,714 21.53 17.78
2.1 - 3,0 1,75,943 18.24 14.48
Upto 3.0 6,44,971 66.86 78.83
3.1 - 4.0 1,05,563 10.94 7.90
4.1 - 5.0 ' 74,488 1 .12 5.37
Upto 5.0 8,25,022 S5.52 92.09
More than 5.0 1,39,462 14.48 7.90

T o t a 1 9,54,664 100.00 100.00

It is evident from Table that 66.86 per cent of hcbitations
have middle schools within a distance of 3.0 k i 1 ometr'^s. . These
schools cover 78.83 per cent of the popu i at i on of India. However,
when the distance of 2.0 kilometres is considered only about cnt-half 
of the habitations end a little more then' threc~fifths of the 
population is covcr^.d. '

1 1



This is the aggrv^gativo picturc which is far di fft.r>-nt than th.- 
situetion prtvailing at the lowtr l-̂ vol. Tabic hJO shows that mcro 
then 8B.23 per cont of pcpulticn lives within the ideal range of 
distance in 2B districts. The population coverage in 137 districts is 
only 52 per cent or so-

Table A.10

Frequency Distribution of Districts Classified by Proportion 
of Popuition Served Within 2.0 Kilometres of Middle Schools

Percentage Population Sei ved Number of Districts

Above 03.23 28
70=73 - B8.23 102
52.51 " 70.73 128
Buiow 52.51 137
Exclusively Urban Districts 4

Fig. A.5 shows that the (iistricts with high accv..ss i b i I i ty arv̂  
concentrated in Gujarat. The state has 10 out ef 20 districts of the 
country falling in this category. Districts in which population 
covorago ranges between 70.73 and 38.23 per cent are clustered in 
Punjab, Haryana, Bihar, Wost Bengal and the V̂ lestern littoral States. 
This suggests that as in the case of primary schools population 
coverage is high in those areas which witnessed an early development 
of education.

From one-half to thrv^e-fourths ef popuition is served by middle 
schools within the specified range of distance in 128 districts 
(Appendix A.V). Their spatial distribution, however, does rot conform 
to any geographical patterning. These districts lie over parts of 
Assam, Tripura, Mizoram, West Bengal, Andhra Pradesh and Tamil Nadu.

On the other hand, a large number of districts in Himachal 
Pradesh, Rajasthan, Madhya Pradesh, Sikkim, Arunachal Pradesh, 
Meghalaya, and Nagaland are served poorly. The hill districts of 
Jammu & Kashmir end the predominantly tribal districts of Orissa and 
Mndhra Predesh are also characterized by low population coverage by 
middle schools within the specified range of distance.

1 2



Thî  prodcm i nant I y scheduled costo hebitaticns prts>.nt f? rethur 
dismal picture,. It is noted that schccis locatcd within tho
habitation i fi only 5.9 pt,r ccnt cf h^b i tat iî ns. These, schools cover 
12.92 per ccnt of popultion. on the other hand, os mey os 8^011 or
11.60 per Cent of oil heb i te’t i ons dc not hav-, middle schools even 
within 5.6 k i lorrittros. However^ thi^re ore significant i ntcr-d i str ict 
variations as is evident from Table rt.11

TabU A.n

Frequency Distribu.-^ ior of Districts Classified oy Prcp'^rtion of 
Population Sorvod Within 2.0 Kilometres of i'̂ iddle Schoel 

PredominontIy Scheduled Caste habitations

Percentage Popultion Serv>.d Number cf Districts

Above 65.y4 23
63.76 - 05.84 I'o

^1.68 - 63.76 122
Below 41.68 118
Districts with No Scheduled Cost>- Habitations 54
Exclusively Urban Districts 4

Fig. A.6 shows that the Gujarat districts hove the highest 
proportion cf population served within th^ range distance cf 2 
kilc-metres (Appendix A.VI). The proportion of population ranges 
between 67 and 86 per cent in 78 districts. Districts falling in the 
medium category, although not conforming to any geographic pattern, 
lie in Rc'̂ ya 1 seema, Telsngone, eastern Madhya Pradeshj, central Orissa 
and eastern Bihar.

The proportion of population served declines significantly in 
Rajasthan, Madhya Pradesh, terai districts of Uttar Pradesh and the 
Chotanagpur plateau region of Bihar. This shews that in areas in 
which overall stage of aevelopment of educatic'n continues to be lew, 
scheduled caste habitations are also poorly served.

The predominantly triDaI.hahitations are generally characterized 
by poor accessibility. As many as 56,033 habitations out cf 1,53,778 
habitations accounting for 35.44 per cent cf all tribal habitstiens do 
not have middle schccis even wifhin a distance of 5.0 kilometraso 
Significantly 53.77 per cent of these habitations have e population

1 3
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size c f less than 500 p o r s n  s . There are only 4.35 per cant 
ofhribi t a t  ions vith 13.31 per cent pcpulotien which hsve middle schools 
within the hob-itstion.

The aggrigctive, all-lncio picture in rvigarc' to tribe! 
habi1t'3ti<.)ns is highly general iscc es the tribe! pi.pulation dees not 
have a uni'fc'rm pattern cf spati al distribution. It moy be noted that 
about three-fcrths of populaticn is served by middle schools within
2.0 ki lometres. On the other hand, about 27 per cent t'f population 
is si^rved by middle schools within 2.0 kilonv.tres in cs many as 10a 
districts. (Table i2 Appendix A.VII)

Table A.12

Frequency Distribution of Districts Classified by Prcportion c_ f 
Populaticn Served Within 2.0 Kilometres of Middle School 

Predominantly Scheduled Tribal habitations

Percentage Cateoory Numbt.r ef Districts

Above 75.25 24
51.61 - 75.25 45
21 .91 - 51.61 iih

Below 27.97 100
Districts with No Scheduled Tribal Habitati-ns 130
Exclusively Urban districts 4

Fig. A.7 shows that oistricts with higher populrtion coverage c.ro 
generally situated in areas which heve an insignificant proportion of 
tribal population. The northepst is, h..wever, a notsble t:Xception. 
The districts lying in the Oesh and the Vidarbhe regions of 
Mahersshtra, eastern Madhya Prsdesh, southern Bihar, Meghalaya and 
Manipur are caegorised in the moderate range of distance. The 
propcrtion of population covered by schools within the specified range 
of distance declines significantly over most of the mid-Indian tribal 
belt.

It is generally argued that the habitations with a small 
popullation do not optimally utilize the existing schooling facility. 
The school has to be located within the main habitation of the village 
settlement. In order to explore this question empirically sn attempt 
has bsen made to assess the pattern '̂ f accessibility for habitations

1 4



with a population size of more than 500 persons. The generally held 
view is that every habitation of this size should be served by micdle 
schools within a convenient’ walking distanc.eo However, a significant 
fin ding ot this study is that there are 152 districts only in which 
over 80 per cent of population lives within 2.0 kilometres of the 
schools (Table A.13)

Table A.13

Frequency Disfribution of Districts Classified by Proportion of 
Population Ser.ed Within 2.0 Kilometre of l̂ iiddle School 

Habitaions With 500 Persons and iMorc

Percenage Population Served Number of Districts

Above 82.20 152
64.40 - 42.20 130
45.60 ~ 64.40 B2
Below 46.50 31
Exclusively Urban Districts /■

The spatial patterns are depicted on Fig. A.8. Districts with a 
high proportion of population covered within the spccifiec distance 
range form a contiguous belt over the states of Maharashtra^ Karnataka 
and Kerala - all along the western coast. Another cluster is seen in 
Bihar, West Bengal and Orissa. Districts of Punjab, lisryana in the 
north-west and Tripura in the north-east also follow the ssme trend. 
The population coverage is also generally high over the tribal areas 
of Madhya Pradesh and Andhra Pradesh (Appendix A.VIM).

It is noted that accessibility to middle schools in hebitat ions 
with mort than 500 persons is, by and large; satisfactory. However, 
districts in Uttar Pradesh, Madhya Pradesh and Rajs^than are 
exceptions.

5.3  Secondary Sch<X)l5

Accessibility presents a dismal picture st the secondary level. 
It acquires an alarming proportion in rural areas where learning at 
this stage of schooling is a rare phenomenon. Considering the age of 
cildren who desire to avai I education at the secondary level, it Is 
believed that even if the schools ere located at a distcnee of 4.0
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kilometres, childrencen go to school without much physical strain. 
All India data, howcvGr, reveal thot for n lergi^ population thu 
sccondary schools are not loc?t6d within nugotiablG distances for a 
vory large section of population. This is particularly so in the 
rural areas (Table A.14)

Table A.14

Habitations and Population Served By Secondary Schools
All Habitations

Distance Slab'
(Kmo)

Habitations Having 
Secondary Schools

Percentage Population Served

Number Percentage oT 
All Habitations

VJi th
Hab i tat ion 26,565 3.06 14.58
0.1 - 2.0 1,65,258 17.25 18.40
2.1 - 4.0 2,27,146 23.55 24o03
4.1 - 6.0 1,79,400 18.60 16.97
6.1 - 8.0 97,435 10.10 8-20
Upto 8oO 6,99,804 72.54 82.18
Nbrc than 8o0 2,64,860 27.46 17,82

T o t a l 9,64,664 100.00 100.00

it is noted that only 57.01 per cent of population is serveci by 
sc'condary schools within 4.0 kilometres. On the other hand, for about 
18 pe"- cent of population schools lie outsos the negotiable distance. 
However, picture at the district level is significantly different from 
the o/eralI national situation. For example, secondary schools are 
available within ^.0 kilometres for about 07 per cent of population in 
41 districts of the country. (Tabh. A.15, Appendix A.IX)
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Table A.15

Frtquency Distribution of.Districts Ci'jssificd by Proportion 
of Population Sorvod Within 4.0 Kiiomotrts 

of Se;ccndary Schools

Percentagt. Population Served Number of Districts

Above 06.61 41
65.29 - 06.61 90
43.97 - 65.29 113
Below 43.97 151

The distribufion psttern is evident from Fig. The
proportion of population served is high in Punjab^ Hcjryencij, eastern 
Uttar Pradesh, northern Bihar, southern Bongsl, deltaic Andhra 
Pradesh, Kathiawar region of Gujarat and Kerala. Tho southern stetes 
are moderately placed in terms of accessibi I ity. The proportion of 
peipulation coverage over major areas of thv_se states ranges between
43.97 end 65.29 per cent. The access i b i I i ty is poor i n d i str i cts of 
Jammu & Kashmir, Rajasthan, central Uttar Pradesh, southrn Bihar, 
southern Orissa, Madhya Prodesh, Arunochal Pradesh, Meghalaya, 
Nagaland and Manipur. The accessibility is ganeraUy poor in areas of 
uneven re I ief.

The prevailing situation in the predominantly scheduled caste 
habiations is not much different from the other habitations. It is 
noted that 58.12 per cent population of the scheduled castt' 
habitations is covered by secondary school within 4.0 kilometres as 
against 57.01 per cent in all habitations (Table A. 16)
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Table A.16

Habitations and Percentage Popu!at ion Served by 
Socondary Schools in Preiriomi nant I y 

Scheduled Cate Habitations

Distamce Slab 
(i n kms.) ‘

Hab itations

Number Percentage of 
m I1 Habitations

Percentage Population Served

Within
Hab itat ions 728 1 ,05 8.54
0.1 - 2.0 14,209 20.58 22.38
2..1 - 4.0 17,978 26.04 27.20
4.1 - 6.0 13,565 19.65 19.55
6.1 - 0.0 7,103 10.29 9.29
Upto 8.0 53,503 77.61 82.96
More than 8.0 15,455 22.39 17.04

T o t a l 69,039 100.00 100.00

However, there are significant inter-district variations. The 
population coverage exceeds 09.65 ptr cent in 24 districts. On the 
other end of the scale arc 136 districts in which population coverage 
is less then 42.33 per ctnt (Appendix A.X). F i ĝ  A d O  shows that 
the people in Haryana, Punjab, central Bihar^ deltaic West Bengal and 
Kathiawar have genera I Iy good accessibility to secondary schools. The 
districts with mi,dium populatiot! coverage are concentrated in 
Karnatakaj Tamil Nudu, northern Orissa, eastern Bihar and western 
Uttar Pradesh. There are large areas in RsjasthGn,- Medhya Pradesh, 
central Utter Pradesh, southern Bihar and scurthern orissa which have 
poor accessibiIity. .

The predominantly tribal habitations ere generafly characterised 
by poor accessibility. It is noted that secondary schools are 
avai lable for only 27.21 per cent of popultion within a distanc-^' of
4.0 kilometres. It is disturbing to'nctej that as much as 48.11 per 
cet of population has to nogoti’-ate a distances of more then 0.0 
kilometres to reach a secondary‘school (Table A.17).
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Table A.17

Habitations and PopulGtion Ccvercd by 
Socondcry Schools in F-’rodom i non+l y 

Schc-dulcd Tribal Habitations

Distance Slab 
(i n kms.)

Hab itat i ons

Number Percentage of 
Al1 Hab itbtions

Pt.rcentage Population Served

Within
Hab itat ions 1,168 0.76 3.37
0.1 - 2»0 10,974 7.14 9.18
2,1 - 4.0 18,702 12.16 14.,66
4.1 - 6.0 19,861 12.93 14.55
6.1 - 8.0 14,796 9.62 10.13
Upto 8.0 65,521 42.61 51 .69
More than C.O 80,257 57.39 48.1 1

T o t a l 1,53,778 100.00 100.00

While thure are 23 d i str i cts in which more than 71 pur cent of 
population is covcrcd by socond?ry schools within 4.0 kilometres, in 
118 districts the population coverege is as low as 27.58 par cent 
(Appond i X A»X I ). Fig. A J  1 makes it evidently c 1 ear that the- areas of 
tribal concentration are poorly servt,d by st.condary schools. Howi-vcr, 
Mizoram is e notable excaptionc Perhaps the physical isolation of 
th<^so areas is an expienction but not a sufficient ona.

5.4  H igh er Secondary Schools

Schooling ot the higher stcondary level in the rural areas of the 
country is a rare faciI ity. Genera I Iy schools of this level ar^ 
either not located in a majority of habitations or, they arc located 
at a distance which is not easi ly negotiable. It is noted that only 
19.4 per cent of population gets this facility within a distanceof
4.0 kilometres.* On the other h''nd» for ebout 59 per cant of 
population higher secondary schools are available only beyond a 
distance cf 8.0 kilometres (Table A.18). '
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Habitot ions ^nd Popuiation Covurod by 
Higher Secondary Schocls

Distance Slab Habitations Pcrccntage Popul':,ticn Served
( i n kmso) ------------------------ ------------------------------

Number Percentage cf 
Ail Habitat lens

Within
Habitations 4,718 0.49 2.78
0,1 - 2o0 53,541 5.55 6.36
2.1 - 4.0 95,798 9.93 10.50
4.1 - 6.0 1,10,232 11.43 11.85
6.1 - 8.0 88,250 9.15 9.59
Upto fj.O 3,52,539 36.55 41.08
More than 0.0 6,12,125 63.45 5G.92

Tcblo A.16

9,64,664 100.CO 100.00

Viewed in tt.rms of hebiteticns, only about 16 ps;r cent of 
habitations have access t-̂  higher secondary schools within 4.0 
kilometres while for 63.45 per c.;,nt habitations, higher secondary 
schoei ore not available oven within t'.O kilometres. There are, 
however, significant inter-distrlet veri^tions in population coverage. 
There ere 35 districts in which pcpuletion coverage is more than 39.54 
per cent os against 161 districts with a population coverage of less 
than 10.26 per cent. Of the 35 districts in the highest category. 
Utter Pradesh accounts for as mr;ny ?js 19 districts end West Bengal c'nd 
Madhya Pradesh for 4 districts each. (!"’ig« A.12, Appendix A.XIl). 
V'lhile no geographic pattern is discernible in Madhya Pradesh, two 
clusters of districts - one lying in the eastern part and the other in 
the western part arc visible. The districts of 24 parganas, Hooghly, 
Howrah and Burdwan form a contiguous cluster.

The population coverage ranges between 24.90 end 39.54 pc;r cent 
in 56 districts. Although, distribution of these districts does not 
reveal any geographic pattern, they show a certain degree cf 
concentration in Madhya Pradesh, Uttar Pradesh and West Bengal. 
Districts with moderate population coverage encompass the major parts 
of Tamil Nadu and Assam. They are also clustcroo in eastern
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Raj.Tsthan, north-wt.st>i.rn Madhya Pradesh, Kr i shna-Godever i D^lta and 
th.j Vidarbha and the- Dcsh regions of Mahoreshtra. Districts with thu 
lowest population covt^rogc arc concontratod in Himachal Pradesh, 
wcsTern Rajasthan, Bihar, Orisss, scuth-csstcrn Maharashtra, inti^rior 
Karnataka, interior Andhra Pradt.sh, Arunachal Pradesh, Manipur, 
Nagaland and i^eghalayao ,

It is interesting to note that thv scheduled caste habitations 
have better accessibility situation than gc.neral habitations. It is 
observed that 23.25 per cent population of scheduled caste habitations 
is covered by higher r-condary school within 4.0 kilornetrts. About 
one-half of the population cf the scheduled caste habitations remains 
uncvjvered within 8.0 kilometres (Table Aol9).

Table A.19

Habitations and Population Covered by 
Higher Secondary Schools in 

Predominantly Scheduled Caste Habitations

Distance Slab 
(1n kms.)

Hab1 tati ons

Number Percentage of
All Habitations

Percentage Population Served

Within
Habitations 89 0.13 0o60
0.1 * 2.0 5,304 7.68 ;• 8.09
2.1 - 4.0 9,078 13.15 14.56
4.1 - 6 . 0 9,452 13.69 14.94
6.1 - C.O 7,030 10.13 11 .96
Upto 0.0 30,953 44.83 50.15
More than 8.0 30,005 55.17 49o05

T o t a l 69,038 100.00 100.00

The district level patterns, however, differ, from regic^n to 
region. It is observtxi that i<̂ ss then one-half cf the population is 
covered in 29 districts^ the coverage varies between 29.08 and 47.68 
per cent in 50 districts (Appendix. A.XM I). The spatial features are 
depleted on Fig. A. 13. It is evident that districts of western and 
eastern Uttar Prjidesh as well as deltaic West Bengal have good
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accessibility to higher secondary schools. Districts with moderate 
population coverage are clustered in Tamil Nadu, Coastal Andhra 
Pradesh, Karnataka, Madhya Pradesh and south-eastern Pxajasthan. 
Accessibility is poor in. 129 districts spread over western Rajasthan, 
Haryana, Bihar, Orissa and the odjoining parts of Andhra Pradesh and 
Karnataka.

The tribal habitations are generally poorly served by higher 
secondary schools which is evident from the fact that less than one- 
tenth of popultion have access to higher secondary schools within 4»0 
kilometres. On the other hand for more than four-fifths of tribal 
population of these habitations higher secondary schools are situated 
at a distance of more than 8.0 kilometres (Tabic A.20)

Table A,20

Habitations and Populr-tion Served by 
Higher Secondary Schools in 

Predominantly Scheduled Tribal Habitations

Distance Slab 
(i n kms,)

Habitations Pi;

Number Percentage of 
All Habitations

;rcentage Population Served

Within
Hab itations 136 0.00 0.44
0.1 - 2.0 2,775 .1 .«0 2.36
2.1 - 4.0 ■ 5,596 3.64 4.56
4.1 -■ 5,0 7,645 5.98
6.1 - 0.0 7,340 4,77 . 5.46
Upto 8.0 23,472 15.26 18.80
More than c3.0 1,30,306 84.74 81.20

T o t a l 1 ,53,776 '100.00 100.00

It is observed that in 14 districts the population coverage 
exceeds 37.76 per cent, it ranges between 1 9.20 and 37.76 per ce^nt in 
10 districts (Appendix A.XIV). Howeverj, the proportion of tribal 
population in these ditricts is quite small. Districts with 
significant tribal pop'Jiation are moderately served by higher 
secondary schools. Significantly, districts with poor accessibility
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also account for a very littic proportion of tribal populetion. The 
cas;. of the north-oast is a notable exception (Fig. A-XIV).

&. WEIGHTED MEAN DISTANCE : GEOGRAPHIC PATTERNS

The preceding section presents an enalysis of the pattern of 
population covercd hy schools of differ'ent levels within spocifitd 
distances. The analysis helps in understanding the extent upto which 
the objective: of the optimal location of schools has be».n echievodc 
ThiSj, however, docs not take into account the population living 
outside the optimal d*stance from the schools, in order to make an 
ovorall assessment of accessibility situation en attempt h?;s been made 
to compute weighted mean distance (hereafter mean distance) for each 
district. The mean distance has been comput.^d from population served 
by schools in different ranges of distance. it indicates the average 
distance having been weighted with population served in each distance 
range. A high value of mean distance' in a district, therefore, 
indicates that the children in general have to negotiate a longer 
distance to avail the schooling f a c i l i t y ^

6.1 P rim a ry  Schools

although, overall situation of accessibility to primary schools 
is generally satisfactory as the mean for the districts ii only 0.23 
kilometre which is well below the general norm of Cu5 kilometre 
recognised in this study, there arc significant spatial variations 
within the country.

There ere 144 districts with mean distance of less than 0.12 
kilometre (Appendix A.XV). These districts lie in Haryana, Punjab, 
north Bihar, deiatic West Bengal, ^oherashtra excluding the Konkan 
region, Karnataka (excluding south-westeni parts), Andhra Pradesh, 
i'̂ ingaland and Menipur (Fig. A.15). It is evident that these districts 
do not display any geographic pattern. The early spread of education 
in the colonial period had its impact on educational developmont in 
the contemporary period. This is, however, a partial explanation. It 
has been further observed that areas lying in the immediate vicinity 
of Calcutta, Bombay and Delhi have an equitable distribution of 
primary schools. One can, however, observe notale exceptions to this 
general norm - districts of western Maharashtra being one glaring 
example. The districts in the mid-Indian tribal belt, as well as 
those in the densely populated areas of Kerala and Tamil Medu lî;/ in 
the medium category.
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The mt'n distnncc is gunGr.lly high in 98 c'istricts mostly lying 
1 n Uttai* Pradf'Sh ond Mim?cha I i-'rf2Clt;sh. 11 Is .̂ vl ciont from Fig h. 1 5 
that those districts cncompess h I i i y cft-es of Jommu & Kii'stun i r,» and 
Himnchc;! Predcsh. it is significant +c notu th:;t. d i str; I cts of contrr-i 
and tastern Utter Predosh e.iso suffer from poor cccessibi I Ity. Th:.; 
moHM distance is 3 1 so ccnsistcntly high in tho c:ŝ ; of prodom inant I y 
triba! districts of Ssnasw^rE, G-rî t'ir, Kor::put ond Singhbhum.

I n so far as ovt.r'!ll distance I s conccrnod, prodom i nant I y 
schcdulod casto hob it-̂ t ions aru at d i sodvantegft. Th:. moc'-n distanct 
for thcso habitations is 0.40 kilomctros which is higher then the nu.on 
distance for general hcib itntions»

There are 121 districts in which the WvJghtc-d mecn distance is 
bclovrf 0.25 kilometre (Appendix /\oXV!). There is o significant 
concentration of these districts in Hr.rycnr:, Punjab- Kernntcka, Tr.mi! 
Nodu, coastal Andhra Pradesh, West Bcngsi and rtssom (Fig. m.16).. It 
is evident that the plain 'irc.^ ,s uf the country h.-̂ jvo, better 
cccossibi I ity. The sch.;dulvd crste hob i tot i ons ure no excvpticn in 
this respect. Districts falling in fhe medium rsnge er-., situattid in 
wGst..rn Utt?r Pradesh, Biheri Crisse ô nc Medhyo Pracosh. Ths; m .on 
distance, on the other hond, is general ly high in Himcch^l Prodesh <';nd 
Rajasthan^

The- tribal habitaions in gc.nerel suffer from poor nccess i b i I i ty 
in terms of me?n distncc even in the ct̂ Sv.; of primary schools. The 
'■||-!ndia avcrsge stends at 0o47 kilometre which is twice as high es 
tho figure for g^^neral h;'b i tst i ons- Hcwovcri, there e.r<̂  significenf 
vciriations from district to districT. It is observed th:.t the mean 
distance is below 0.28 kilometre in 90 districts. The (iH;:'n distance 
verios between 0.28 and 0,66 kilomexre in 111 cjistricts« There are 6h 
districts with r; mean distance of more then U.60 kilonictrt, (Appendix 
A.KVli). !t may be- noted that the me<fn distance is gener'illy low in 
tho tribe I sreas of tho north-east. The prodominsnt!y tribol aroKS of 
Orissa, Bih';r end esstcrn Mr;i!hyo Pr?:iiesh are character i zed by me ĉ ;rc,f e 
mean distance, “he tribal districts of western India pres nt a mixed 

situation (F ig A.17).

6.2 Middle Schools

Th; al'-ln-ia figure for the mean distance to- middle schools 
stands at 1.80 kilometr'^s. Hc-wever, there c.xist significant 
vc.ri?:tions from district to district. !t has been observed that the 
moan distance is a little ovi.:r one ki I;.metre- in 113 districts (Fig.



m J o ). The low mean i'istancus a c'ltini'jn fe^turu in ligryen'-i.
Pun jeb, Wcstv-rn I fttora 1 sta7>.s, icw I one Or i sss, Coastal And hr e 
Pradesh end north Bihar. Ssrring ncrih Bih^r, oV‘„r' i ! dcsvolcpmcjnt of 
:Jvc5ticn in fiitst. er^as hns bec.n ccn'nnroti vt; I y high-

Tht mten distance ranges bv.;tŵ jcn l-4(j ;'nd 2.20 kilometrGs 
(Appendix A.XVItl) in 149 districts. Those flistricts r:rt: ccncsntratwd 
in south-east Rajasthsn, east Uttar Prcdcsh^ V'/ost Stngai, Tyiang^ina 
and Tamil Nodu. The mean distances arc high (more than 2.2C 
ki I cm'.̂ tres) in onG-third ct thi, districts v-iTiccm;.:'ass i ng parts cf Jrmmu 
& Kashmir, Himachal Prcdc-sh, Utter Prrjoeshj Kejasthen> Madhys Predesh,. 
Sikkim, Arunachcl Predk.sh, Mcgh?-'I pya and Men i pur., it may be concludec 
that 1' h c m e c. n d i s t c !i c c t e n o s to be high in cress which ;.3 r 
choractcr1zod by uneven rcitcf-

The moan distance is high in the cf'so of habitations populated by 
scheduled csstcs and tribes. This is evicent from the feet th&t tho 
mern distpr.co for the predominantly scheduled caste habita-tions is 
2 .21 kilometres as against 1.C0 kileiTiCtr^s for i^thor habitations. 
Howover, there are 10& districts in which the mean distance, is less 
than U 6 2  ki lometres^ The mean distance ranges betwct^n 1.c2 r.'nd 2»72 
kilometes cvor 140 districts; it exceeds 2.72 kilometres in 95 
districts (Appendix A.XIX), FunJabj, eastern Gujarat^ Konkan, Tamil 
Nadu, Icv/land Orissa and d^^lfaic W..st Esengal aru characterised by lew 
m'^an distances (Fig. A.19). The mean distances are mvjderately low 
cvt,;r parts of Uttar i/radosh^ Bihar,, Orissa., Andhra P'radesh, Karnataka 
and Maharashtra. Districts with high m».rn distances ar.j clustered in 
the mid--Indian tribal belt and Ifeyalsoema.. It may be note- that all 
these areas hsve; a low concentration of schtduKid csstos. One gv-noral 
feature that cmergv..s from the preceding study is that the 
agr i cu! tur a I I y rich tracts at the country y/hlch 9 .̂(;oroi iy have a iiigh 
concentration of the scheduled castes arc Lortt.r s- rved s-. far as the 
m i dd I e schcoI s arc. concerned.

The mean distances are censistont1y high in case ef tribal 
habitations. On an average, the mean distance stands at 3.0 
kiLjmetres which is much higher than the mean distance for ether 
habitations including the schodulod caste habitations. The regions in 
which the scheduled tribes live are generally ar<^as of unoVvjp tarrain 
and suffer fr'_m varied degru-.,s is.laticn. Hav/aver; consideriny the 
national objective of equal opportunity, it is (ies i r ab ! e that thi^so 
habitutio:ns are provided with schooling facilities as in ther 
regicns. In fact the tribal habitations desarvo a pr.licy of 
pr^^^t^ctive discrimination.
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Notwithstanding the overall situation, there are 78 districts in 
whic mean distances are below 2 . ‘̂ 0 kilometres (Appendix A.XX). 
Significantly these districts are concentrated in those areas in which 
the tribes are numerically insignificant. The mean distances are 
moderate (between 2.40 and 3.60 kilometres) in 107 districts. These 
districts lie in the northeast, eastern fringe of the mid-Indian 
tribal belt and the Desh region of Maharashtra (Fig. A.20).

The high mean distance is observed in Malwa, dry districts of 
Rajasthan, interior I ami I Nadu and the Godavari Delta. However, in 
all these areas the tribal popultion does not constitute a significant 
proportion of total population.

6.3 Secondary Schools

The mean distance to the secondary schools is estimated to be 
4.11 kilometres. However, there ore significant inter-district 
variations in this respect. There are 116 districts in which the mean 
distance is l«=ss than 3.31 kilometres (Appendix A.XXI). These 
districts lie in Haryana, Punjab, esstorn Uttar Pradesh, northern 
Bihar, southern Bengal, Krishna delta, Kerala, and eastern Gujarat 
(Fig. A.21).

The mean distance is generally modtirate (between 3.31 and 4.91 
kilometres) in 128 districts lying in Rajasthan, Orissa, Andhra 
Pradesh, Tamil Nadu, Karnataka and Maharashtra. The mean distances are 
generally high in 151 districts lying over Uttar Pradesh, Himachal 
Pradesh, mid-Indian tribal bult and the north-east. Southern 
districts of Karnataka also fall in the same category.

The mean distances are, however, higher in the case of the 
scheduled caste habitations. The mean distance to secondary schools 
for the scheduled caste habitations is 4.36 kilometres as against 4.11 
kilometres for general habitations. Howtver, the spatial variations 
are significant. It is observed that thw mean distance is below 3.56 
kI Iometres in 1 06 d i strlets lying in Punjab, Haryana, eastern Uttar 
Pradesh, Assam, deltaic West Bengal, lowland Orissa, Coastal Andhra 
and eastern Gujarat (Fig. A.22).

The mean distance varies bbetween 3.56 and 5.16 kilometres in 
another 105 districts (Appendix A.XXI I) extending over parts of 
eastern Uttar Pradesh. Orissa, southern Andhra Pradesh, Tami I Nadu, 
interior Karnataka and coastal Maharashtra. On the other hand the
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meon distance is gGneraiiy very high in as many as 130 districts which 
incorporate parts of the mid-Indian tribal bolt and contra I Uttar 
l-'rodash.

The habitations predominantly populated by the scheduled tribes 
are the most d i sadvantag.. J in this respect. It has been cbserved that 
the mean distance on an ■•■’vtrpge i r, 5-76 kilometres which is much 
higher than the mean distance for the general as well as the scheduled 
caste habitations.

There are significant variations from district to district. The 
mean distance is below 4^83 kilometres (Appendix ,'nXXIii) in as amy as 
62 districts. These districts are distributed among the states of 
West Bengal, Assam and Orissa. The mean distances are moderate in 96 
districts lying in Orissa, Andhra Pradesh and Rajasthan. On the other 
end of the scalc are 107 districts where the mean distance is more 
than 6.69 kilometres. These districts lie in Madhya Pradesh, southern 
F'ajasthan, Arunachal Pradesh, southern Orissa anc' Tamil Nadu. 
(Fig. A.23).

6.4 Higher Secondary Schools

As noted earlier the schooling facility at the higher secondary 
level is a rare phenomencn in so far as th^ rural art,as ar„ concurn^,;d. 
On an aggregative level the mean distance stands at 7J4 kilometres. 
However, there are 92 districts in which the mean distanct. is below 
6.47 kilometres (Appendix A.XXIV). These districts are situated in 
Uttar Pradesh and West Bengal. An :,ther cluster of these disticts 
I i es in east Gujarat and Madhya pradesh. They do not ccnform to any 
qeoqraphic pattern (Figc A.24).

•'The mean distance varies between 6.47 and.7.31 kilometres in 146 
districts lying in central Uttar Pradesh, northern Bihar, Assam, 
northern Madhya Pradesh, the Desh and Vidarbha regions of Maharashtra, 
Krishna delta and Tamil Nadu. The d'i stances are fairly high in Jammu 
& Kashmir, Himachal Pradesh, southern Bihar, Orissa, northern Andhra 
Pradesh, Sikkim, Arunachal Pradesh, Nagaland, iManipur, Mizoram, 
Meghalaya, south-eastern Maharashtra and western Gujarat.

. The average mean distance i n the ease of schfaduled caste 
habitations is 6.97 kilometres which, is less than the distance for 
general habitations. The d i str i but ie;n of districts in different 
categories ê f distances (Appendix A.XXV) is, by and large, equal. 
There are 97 districts in which the mean distance is below 6.22
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kilometres. Those districts mainly lie in Uttar Pradosh snd Madhya 
Prnd^sh (Fig. A.25). '

The me; n distances v;'„ry between 6.22 end 7.72 ki lcmc;tres in 124 
districts. They encompass hilly eroos o f Uftsr Prodesh, parts of 
central Uttar pr3d^,sh> eestern Madhys Prodesh, and the eastern 
littorc'l states. As many -.is 120 districts lying in Himachal Pradesh, 
Bihar, Orissa, interior Andhra Pradesh,, interior Karnataka, parts of 
Maharashtra end ncrthwesTern states have y<„nerally high mean 
di stances.

The predominantly tribal hcibitaticn are the mc;st d i 5adv:'ntaged es 
themean distance for these habitations is as high as 7.99 kilometres. 
However, there are 42 oistricts in which the mean dislences ere less 
then 7.26 kilometres (Appendix AoXXVl). These districts ere generally 
randomly distributed (Fig A.26). The mean distances vary between 7,26 
::̂ nd 8.72 kilometres in 132 districts. These districts lie in Bihar^ 
West Bt ng?I, Or i ssa, Andhre Pradesh and the Western I i ttoraI states 
excluding Kerala and most of the northeast (Fig A«26).

The distances are generally high in ss many as 90 districts 
encompassing the eastern region of the mid-Indian tribal belt. 
However, e, majority of these districts have lew proportion of tribal 
popu Ifion.

7. c o k :lusion

It has been observed that the ccessibi I ity to schools both in 
terms of population coverage as well as overall mean distances is 
characterized by significant i nter-d i str i ct vr^riations. Those 
variations arise fr̂ .m the r.ondom crif^.rij edopt^d in the lc-c<ti;ncl 
picnr,iig for schools. However, the present situation can be Improved 
only tirough effective policy intervention.

Ttiis study highlights the role of physical factors in determining 
the pp<-tern of accessibi I ity^ The areas which experienced an early 
spread of education but were characterized by inhospitab l-̂- physical 
conditions have; poor accessibility to schools. The analysis also 
reveals that the habitaions predom i nant I y po^^ulated by the scheduled 
castes and the scheduled tribes ere at a comparative disadvantage than 
the geteral habitations even in educationally devt:;leped areas of the 
coLinlfr/. Thus b̂ .:th physical and social features play their role in 
determining the pattern .f accessibility. '



The study furl'her reveals that the hilly districts of Jammu & 

Kashmir, Himachal prad.esh and Uttar Pradeshp the districts in the 
Northeast, the dry region of Rajasthan and the districts of mid-Indian 
tribaI be 11 arej by and large, charecterized by poor accessibility. 
On the other hand, the northern plain as well as the coastal districts 
generally display a high degree of accessibility. The study throws 
light on the existing situation and has far-reaching implications for 
further plann i ng.
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K-ffiQUEl̂ CY DISTRIBUTIOB OF DISTRICTS BY PERCEI^TAGE CATiCORIES 
OP POPULATION SKRTOD BY P R L m Y  3CH00L& WITHM 0.5 Km.

AJ^ fiAEITATIQNB

Appendix A.I

PERCEffiAGii; CATEGORIM]
SI. State/Union 
No. Territory

/.bove
9 U 1 5

76,21
91 . 0

felow
76.21

iicclusively 
Urban Districts

Total

1o Andhra Pradesh 16 5 -
2. Assam 2 7 1
5. Bihar 12 18 1
4» Gujarat 18 1 -

xiaryana 10 1 -
6. Himachal Pradesh - 2 10
7» J & K 5 1 6
8. Karnatak:a 10 7 2
9. Kerala 1 8 2
10. fedhya Pradesh 5 33 7
11. I'lahai-ashtra 21 3 1
12. Flanipur 5 1 -
13. Meghalaya - 4 1
1.4. Nagaland 7 ~ -
15* Orissa ■ 3 6 2
16. Punjab 12 - -
17. Rajasthan 5 18 3
18. Sikkim - 1 3
19* Tamil Nadu 3 8 3
20. Tripura - - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 4 9 43
22 o West Ben^^ 8 7 
23. A & K Islands - 1 1
24o Arunachal Pradesh - 1 4
25. Chandigarh 1 - ~
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli - *■ 1
27. Delhi 1 - -
28. Goa, Daman & Diu ~ - 3
29. Lakshadweep 1 - ~
30. Mizoram - 1 2
31» Pondicherry . 2 1 -

21
10
31
19
11
12
10
19
11
45
26
6
5
7

13
12
26
4

15
3
56
16 
2
5 
1 
'1 
1 
3 
1
3
4

All India 150 146 99 3994



IREQUMCY -DISTRIBUTIOÎ  OP DISTRICTS BY PKHCENTAGl; CATEGORIES 
OB' POPULATION SERVliD BY PKII'IARY SCHOOLS WlTHIE 0.5 Km, 

PREDOMIMi^TLY SCEEDULbD CASTE HABITATIOrlS

Appendix A,II

SI. State/Union 
No. Territory

PERCMTAGE CATEGORIES
Above 6101b- Below 
31.58 8U58 61,16

Exclu
sively
Urban
Districts

Distto 
v/ith Wo 
SC Habi
tations

Total

1» Andhra Pradesh 14 5 2 21
2. Assam 8 1 .. — 1 10
3. Bihar 9 16 6 — - 31
4. Gujarat 7 1 2 - 9 19
5. Haryana 10 1 - — 11
6. riimachR.l Pradesh 1 10 — 1 12
7= J & K 2 3 - 5 10
8. Karnataka 10 7 2 - 19
9- Kerala 1 2 2 - 6 11
10. M.adhya Pradesh 7 27 11 - 45
11. Maharashtra 15 5 4 1 1 26
12. IVlanipur 2 - - 4 6
13« Meghrilaya 1 - - 4 5
14. I'iagaland - - 7 7
15* Orissa 3 10 — - ~ 1316. Punjab 12 — — ~ - 12
17. Rajasthan 4 9 12 - 1 26
18. Sikkim 2 2 4
19. Tamil Nadu 5 3 6 1 — 15
20. Tripura 1 1 1 - — 3
21. Uttar Pradesh d. 10 44 ~ — 56
22. West Bengal 13 2 - 1 . 16
23. A & N Islands — - — — 2 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh — 1 — 4 5
25. Chandigarh 1 - - - 1
260 Dadra & Haveli - ~ 1 — ' - 1
27. Delhi 1 — — 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu ■ ~ 1 — 2 3
29. Lakshadweep -- - - - 1 1
30. Mi20ram - - - - 3 3
31 - Pondicherry 1 1 - 1 1 4

All India 128 .103 110 4 54 399



Appendix A.Ill

Fi®aUMCY DISTRIBUTIOî  OF DISTRICTS BY PERCMTAGE CATEGORIES
OF POPUlATIQN SERVM) BY PRIHAia SCHOOLS WITHIN 0.5 Km.

PREC'OME^MTLY SCHEDUIED TRIBAL HABITATIONS

SI. State/Union 
No. Territory

PERCENTAGE CATEXK)RIES
Above 62.21“ Below Exclu- 
81.17 8U17 62,21 sively

Urban
Distt o Total 
with No 
ST Habi-

Districts tations

1. Andhra Pradesh 4 7 10 - - 21
2. Assam 8 2 „ _ - 10
5. Bihar 1 12 1 — 17 31
4-0 Gujarat 8 2 2 7 19
5. Haryana - _ - 11 11
6. Himachal. Pradesh 2 1 6 - 3 12
7. J & K ~ — 10 10
8. iCarnataka 7 3 4 - 5 19
9= Kerala 1 2 2 — 6 11
10. '̂ladhya Pradesh 3 14 24 - 4 45
11. Maharashtra 12 9 4 1 - 26
12. iyianipur 6 - - - - 6
15- Megĥ '-laya 3 2 - - . - 5
14- Nagaland I - - - 7
15* Orissa 2 9 2 - ~ 13
16. Punjab — - - 12 12
17* Rajasthan 5 11 6 - 4 26
18o Sikkim „ — - 4 4
19- Tamil Nadu 2 6 1 3 15
20. Tripura — - '5 - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 9 2 8 - 37 56
22. lA'est Bengal 7 7 1 1 16
23. A & N Islands 1 1 - - 2
24. Anonachal Pradesh 2 3 — — 5.
25. Chandigarh — - 1 1
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli - 1 - _ - 1
27. Delhi — — 1 1
28, Goa, Daman & Diu — 1 _ 2 3
29. Lakshadvreep 1 - - - - 1
30. Mizoram 1 2 — — .. 3
31. Pondicherry - - - 1 3 4

All India . 90 92 83 4 130 399



Appendix A.IV

FREQUENCE' DISTRLBUTIOÎ  DISTRICTS JiY PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES
OF POPULATION SERVED BY PRIMARY SCHOOLS WITHIN 0.5 Km.

IiAEIT.aTiaNS WITH 300 PERSONS AND MORE

ol. Sxate/Union 
No. Territory

PffiCENTAGE CATEGORIES 
Above 71<75- Beiov
88„06 88c06 7U76

Exclusively 
Urban Districts

Total

1. Andhra Pradesh
2. Assam
3. Bihar
4. Gujarat 

HaryaPia
6. Himachal Pradesh
7. J & K
8. Karnataka.
9. Kerala
10. îadhya Pradesh
11. Maharashtra
12. Manipur 
13" Meghalaya 
14. Nagaland 
15* Orissa
16. Punjab
17. Rajasthan
18. Sikkim
19- Tamil Nadu
20. Tripura
21. Uttar Pradesh
22. West Beng.al
23. A & K Islands
24. Arunachal Pradesh
25. Chandigarh
26. Da.dra & Nagar xiaveii
27. Delhi
28. Goa, Daman <i'Diu
29. Lakshadweep
30. Mizoram
31. Pondicherry

19
8
24-
16
10
1
1
U

23
21

1
7
6
12
5
1

1
3

2
7 
3 
1
3
8
•X.
7
16
3 
5
4

I / 
2

10

10
II 
1
3
1

1
1
2

8
1
2
4
6
1

4
2
3
3

45
1
1

1
I
3

21
10
31
19
11
12
10
19
11
45
26
6
5
7

13
12
26
“+

15
3
56
16 
2 
5 
1 
1 
1
3
1
3
4

All India • 175 129 91 4 399



Appendix A.V

mSQ'JMCI DISTRIBUTION OP DISTRICTS BY PEt̂ ENTAG-E CATEGORIES
O'P POPULATION SERVED BY MIDDIE SCHOOLS WITHIN 2.0 Km.

ALL iiABITATIONS

81. State/Union 
No» Territory

PERCEiVTAGE 
Above 70o'37-
88.23 88,23

CATEGORIES 
- 52.51 Below

70.37 52.51
Exclu- Total 
sively 
Urban 
Districts

1» Mdhra Pradesh 3 11 21
2. Assam — — 7 3 - 10

Bihar 1 11 4 31
Gujarat 10 9 - - 19

5. Haryana - 6 4 1 11
6. Himachal Pradesh — 2 4 6 12
7. J & K 2 2 1 5 — 10
8. Karnataka 2 11 6 ~ _ 199. Kerala 3 7 1 — _ 11
10. Madhya Pradesh 2 1 36 4511 . feharashtra 2 16 7 1 26
12. !'1aiiip-ur - 1 1 4 — 6
13. Meghalaya — — 5 _ 5
14. Nagaland — 3 1 3 — 7
15. Orissa 2 2 5 4 1316. Punjab — 11 1 12
17. Rajasthan 1 10 15 26180 Sikkim — 4 419« Tamil Nadu 1 £l 10 1 1 1520. Tripura — 3 _ — 321. Uttar Pradesh — 3 24 29 5622. West Bengal — ■ 5 8 4 1 16
23. A & N Islands — 1 1 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh . . 5 525" Chandigarh 1 — _ 1
26. Dadra &  Nagar Haveli — — 1 1
27. Delhi 1 — 1
28. Goa, Daman &  Diu 1 1 1 _  . -- 3
29. Lakshadweep - 1 — — — 1
30. Mizoram _ — 3 — 3
31. Pondicherry 2 1 - 1 4

All India 28 102 128 137 4 399



EREQUH^CY DISTRIBUTIOI^ OF DISTRICTS BY PEKCMTAGE CAT}iGO)RIES 
05' POPULATION SERVED BY MIDDLE SCHOOLS MJIiW 2.0 :Kiasi. 

PREDOMIKiiJjTLy SCHEDULEI; CASTE HABITATIONS

Appendix A.VI

PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES
SI. State/Union 
No» Territory

Above 63«76- 4I •>68 Below 
85«84 85"8ii- S3-76 4'! >66

Exclu- Di;Stt» Tots 
sivel̂ ; wi th No 
Urban SC Habi- 
Districts t;ations

1, Andhra Pradesh 1
2 = iissam -
3. Bihai’ 2

Gujarat 8
5. Haryana 2
6. Himachal Pradesh -
7= J &  K  ~
8. Karnataka -
9. Kerala 1
10. Fiadhya Pradesh ~
11o Maharashtra 2
12. f'knipur 1
13* Meghalaya 1
14. Nagaland -
15. Orissa -
16. I\injab -
17. Rajasthan 2
18. Sikkim -
19. Taffiil Nadu -
20. Tripura -
21. Uttar Pradesh -
22. West Berî al -
23. A & N Islands -
24. Arunachal Pradesh -
25. Chandigarh 1
26. Dadra & Nsgar Havel i -
27. Delhi 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu 1
29. LeJishad-weep -
30. Mizoram -
31. Pondicherry -

4
2

11

2
3

1
8

6
9

5
4

9
7

15
1
4
J
3
8 
2

13
7

5
3
1

t)
2

23
8

3
1
3
5
2

31
7
1

21
2
1

28
3
1

All India 23 78 122 118
1

4

1

9
1
5

1
4
H-
7

1
2

2
4

2
1
3
1

21
10
31
19
11
12
10
19
11
45
26
6
5
7
13
12
26
4

15
3
56
16 
2
5 
1 
1 
1
3
1
3
4

54 399



Appendix k .VII

F'KEQUMmCY distribution op districts by PERCliNTAG-B CaTEGORILS
OP POPULATION SERVED BY MIDDLB SCHOOLS WITHIN 2.0 Kins.

KiLDOMIIjAl̂ TLY SCHM)ULED TRIBAL HABITATIONS

PiKCLHTAGE CATEGORIES
SI.
No.

&tate/Union
Territory

Above
75.25

51.61
75 c 25

27.97
51 o61

lielovi
27,97

Exclu- Distt. Total 
sively with No 
Urban ST Habi- 
Districts tations

1. î iTidhra Pradesh 4 17 21
2. î isssm - 5 4 1 — 10
3. Bihar — 1 8 5 — 17 31
4. Gujarat 1 8 1 2 - 7 19
5. tlaryana - - - - - 11 11
6. Himachal Pradesh - 2 3 4 - 3 12
7. J & K — — — _ — 10 10
8. Karnatcika 3 4 3 4 — 5 19

Kerala 2 1 1 1 — 6 11
10. l%jdhya Pradesh 2 1 9 29 - 4 45
11. Maharashtra 4 1 16 4 1 — 26
12. Manipur — 1 4 1 — — 6
13. Megha.1 aya — — 5 - — ~ 5
14. Wagaland 3 1 3 — — - 7
15« Orissa 4 5 4 - — 13
16. Punjab - - — - 12 12
17. Rajasthan 1 5 6 10 * - 4 26
18. Sikkim - - - — 4 4
19. Tamil I'Jadu —

> i 7 1 3 1520. Tripura - 1 2 — 321. Uttar Pradesh 5 'i 4 9 37 56
22. West Bengal 1 3 7 4 1 16
23. A & N Islands — 1 — 1 — — 2
24. Arunachn.l Pr'adesh c 3 — — 5
25. Chandigarh „ - 1 1
26. Dadra & Na^ar Haveli- 1 — —

A
\

27. Delhi — — _ _ 1 1
28. Goa, Damfln & Diu 1 — — — — 2 3
29. Lakshadweep - 1 — - — - — 1
30, Mizoram 3 — — — — 3
31. Pondicherry - - - 1 3 4

All India 24 45 68 108 4 130 399



Appendix A.VIII

i'RKiUENCY DISTRIBUTION OP DISTRICTS BY PERCENTAGE CiiTEGORIES 
OP POPITLATIOI'l SERVED BY MIDDLE SCHOOLS WITHIN 2.0 Kms. 

HABITATIONS WITH 500 PERSONS aND WORE

31. State/Union 
No c Territory

PERCl̂ iTAGE
Above b4»40" 
82.20 82.20

CATEGORIES 
46.60 Below
64.40 46.60

Exclu- Total 
sively 
Urban 
Districts

1. iindhra Pradesh 1 14 't 2 21
2. assam 5 5 - — - 10

Biiiar 23 b - — - 31
4. Ĝ ujarat 18 1 - 19
5« Haryaiia 3 7 1 - 11
6. Himachal Pradesh 7 - — - 12
7» J & K 6 /i - - ~ 10
8. Karnataka 13 4 - - 19
9- Kerr- ̂la 10 1 ~ - 11
10. Iviadhya Pradesh . 2 25 17 1 - 45
11. I'kihai'ashtra 16 9 - 1 26
12. I'ianipiir 1 - 5 - 6
13“ Meghalaya - 5 - - - 5
H<- Nagaland 3 2 1 1 - 7
15- Orissa 9 3 1 — — 13
16. Punjab 10 1 - 1 - 12
17. Rajasthan 2 7 11 6 — 26
18. Sikkim — 1 2 1 — 4
19. Tamil Nadu 4 .10 - 1 15
20. Tripura 3 — — 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 10 35 11 — 56
22. West Bengal 6 1 1 16
23. A & K Islands 1 1 — — 2
24. Aruna,r;hal Pradesh 2 1 2 _ 5
25. Chandigarh - 1 - — 1
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli 1 — - - 1
27. Delhi , 1 — — — 1
280 Goa, Dnmp.n & Diu 3 — — 3
29. Tjakshadweep 1 - 1
30. Mizoram 1 1 1 - - 3
31. Pondicherry 3 - ~ - 1 4

All India 152 130 82 31 ' 4 399



EREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY PERCM^TaGI CATBGORIiJS 
OP population served by SEC01ffi.̂ Y oCrlOOLS WlTiilN 4«0 Kms.

ALL HPBIThTIOMS

Appendix A. IX

SI. State/Union 
No. Territory

plrcentmxE Categories
Above 65 <.29-- 43*97 Below 
86=61 86,61 65.29 45-97

Exclu- Total 
sively 
Urban 
Districts

1. iindhra Pradesh -- 4 16 1
2. Asspjn - 4 5 "I
3. Bihar 4 16 4 7
4. Gujarat 2 6 6 5
5. ifeiryanci 2 7 2 -
Do liimachol Pradesh 3 3 6 -
7»J(iK — 4 2 4
8. Karnataka - _ 5
9. Kerala 3 7 1 -
10. f'ladhya Pradesh - - 2 43
11. Maharashtra 9 I4 2 ~
12 .  i'̂ ianipur -  1 ~  5
13. Me^ialaya _ „ - 5
14. Nâ alfind _ „ 1 6
15. Orissa 1 2  5 5
16. Punja.b 7 4  ■) _
17.' Rajasthan _ „ 6 20
18. Sikkim _ . 4
19« Tsmil Nadu 1 2  11 -
20. Tripura ~ 2 1
21. Uttar Pradesh 1 7 21 27
22. V/est Bengal 2 7 4 2
23. A Ac N Islands ~ - - 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh ~ 5
25. Chandigarh 1 - _
260 Dadra & Nagar Haveli ~ _ 1
21. Delhi 1 - _
28. Goa, Daman & Diu ~ 2 - 1
29. Lalccshadweep 1 - _ _
30. MiKoraia _ 2 1
31. Pondicherry 3 - -

21
10
31
19
11
12
10
19
11
45
26
6
5
7

13
12
26
4

15
3
56
16 
2
5 
1 
1 
1
3
1
3
4

All India 41 90 13 151 4 399



ITffiQUIliCY DISTRIBUTION OP DISTRICTS BY PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES 
OF POPULATION SmVED BI SECOlffiAY SCHOOLS WITHIN 4-0 Kms. 

PREDOMINANTLY SCHEDULED CASTE HABITATIONS

Appendix A.X

SI. State/Union 
No. Territory

PERCEi\̂ TAGE CATEGORIES
Above 65.99- 42.33 Below 
89.65 89.65 65»99 42.33

Exclu
sively
Urban
District

Disttc Total 
with No 
SC Habi- 
s tations

1. /vndhra Pradesh 5 10 6 21
2. Assam 1 3 4 1 — 1 10
5. Bihar — 11 13 7 — — 31
4. Gujarat 4 2 1 3 — 9 195. Haryana 3 2 5 ■ 1 - - 11
6. Himachal Pradesh 3 4 4 - - . 1 12
7. J & K — 1 2 2 «. 5 10
8. Karnataka — 4 9 6 — 19
9. Kerala 1 2 1 1 6 11
10. Madhya Pradesh - - 2 43 - — 4511. Maharashtra 2 7 7 8 1 1 26
12. I'danipiir - 1 - 1 - 4 6
13. Meghalaya 1 - — 4 5
14. Nagaland - ~ — ' - 7 7
15. Orissa — 2 7 4 — ■ — 1316. Punjab 2 9 1 - — 12
17. Rajasthan 2 1 3 19 1 - 26
18. Sikkim - - 2 — 2 4
19» Tamil Nadu 1 1 12 _ 1 15
20. Tripura - - 2 1 - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh — 6 25 25 — — 56
22. West Bengal 1 7 4 3 1 16
23. A & N Islands - — - — 2 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh — — _ 1 — 4 5
25. Chandigf=4.rh - - - 1 “ . ~ 1
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli 1 — - ■ — — 1
27. Delhi 1 - — — — ~ 1
28. Goa, Djiman & Diu — — _ 1 2 3
29. Lakshadweep — - — - — ■ 1 1
30. Mizoram — — — — — 3 3
31. Pondicherry 1 1 - - 1 1 4

All India 24 69 112 136 4 54 399



FREQUEIO' DISTRIBUTIOK OF DISTRICTS BY ?MiC.MTAGE CATEGORIES 
OP POPULAIIOlv SERVED BY SECOlffiARY SCHOOLS WITHIî  4.0 Kms, 

PREDOMINANTLY SCfiEDULaD TKIBkL HABIlATIOi^S

Appendix AcXI

Sl<. State/Union 
No. Territory

PERCEî TiiGE
Ahove 4b 0 68-
71.78 71o78

CATEGORIES
- 21.38 Below 
46,58 27.58

Exclu
sively
Urban
District

Distt. Toted 
with No 
ST liabi- 

;s tations

1. Andhra Pradesh 1 2 8 10 21
 ̂• Asscini 1 5 3 1 — - 10

3. Bihar 1 1 7 5 ... 17 31
4. Gujarat - 4 2 5 - 7 19
5. Haryana - - - _ 11 11
6. Himachal Pradesh 1 2 6 - 3 12
7. J & K — — — - - 10 10
8. Karnataka 1 4 5 4 — 5 19
9. Kerala 2 1 — 2 — 5 11
10. f̂ ladhya Pradesh 2 - 4 35 4 45
11. Maharashtra 1 3 13 8 1 — 26
12« I'-'lanipur - 1 •2; 2 - - 6
13. Meglrialaya - - 3 2 5
H. Nagaland - - 6 1 - - 7
15. Orissa — 0

L. 6 5 — . . 13
15. Punjab — — - - 12 12
VI- Rtgasthan 1 2 8 11 * 4 26
18. Sikkim — - — 4 4
19. Tpjnil Nadu — 2 1 8 1 3 15
20. Tripura ~ - 1 2 - 321. Uttar Pradesh 8 - 2 9 — 37 56
22. West Bengal 3 6 KJ 1 1 16
23. A & K Islands — - 1 1 — — 2
24- Arunachal Prtidesh — - - 5 — 5
25. Chandigarh - - - - - 1 1
25. Dadra & iMagar Haveli- - 1 — — — 1
27. Delhi — — — — 1 A1
28. Goa, Dnrtif̂n <& Diu - 1 — 2 3
29. T/ikshadweep 1 ■ — — — — 1
300 Mizoram — 2 1 — 3
31c Pondicherry - “ - - 1 .3 H-

All India 23 37 87 118 4 130 399



FREQUH\"CY DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY PKRCMTAGE CATEGORIES 
OP POPULATION SERVED BY SECOIffiAY SCHOOJii WITHIN 4.0 Kms.

ALL RAilTATIOWS

Appendix AcXII

SI. State/Union 
No. Territory

PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES
Above 
39 o4

24.90- 10.2b Below
24.90 10.2659 = 54

Exclu- Total 
sively 
Urban 
Districts

1. Andhra Pradesh - - 6 15 - 21
2= Assam ~ 6 4 - 10
3. Bihar - - 8 23 - 31
4. Gujarat 3 4 7 - 19
5. Haryana - - 7 4 - 11
6. Himachal Pradesh - 1 4 7 - 12
7. J CSC K - 1 3 6 ~ 10
8. Karnataka — 1 5 13 — 19
9. Kerala — 1 5 5 — 11
10. Madhya Pradesh 4 16 25 - — 45
11. I'teharashtra 1 1 14 9 1 26
12. Mfmipur - 1 5 - 6
13. Meghalaya - - - 5 - 5
14. Nagaland - - 1 6 - 7
15. Orissa — — — 13 - 13
16. Punja.b - 3 6 3 - 12
17. Rajasthan — — 9 17 - 26
18. Sikkim — - - 4 — 4
19  ̂Tamil Nadu 1 1 12 1 15
20. Tripura, — 2 1 — — 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 19 15 20 2 — 56
22. West Bengal 4 6 3 2 1 16
23. A & N Islands - 1 1 - - 2
24> Arunacha! Pradesh — - 5 — 5
25. Chandignrh 1 - - - 1
26. Dadra & Na^ar Haveli - _ 1 — - 1
27. Delhi 1 — — — — 1
28. Goa, Dnmon & Diu 1 — — 2 _ 3
29. Lakshadweep - - 1 - - 1
30. Mizoram - - - 3 3
31. Pondicherry - 2 - 1 1 4

All India 35 W



Appendix A.XIII

^TffiQUEIiCY DISTRIBUTION OP DISTRICTS BY PM’iCENTAGE Ca TEGORII
OF POPUIATION'SIIRVED BY filG fflR  SECONDARY SCfiOOLS 

WITHIN 4-»0 Kms. 
H ^O M IM N TELY^S aiam JI^D  CASTE Ea B ITAIIO N S

PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES-

S I .
No <■-

State/tJnion
T e r r i t o r y

Above 2 9 -C B- 10 .48 - Below Is c c lu - D ia tto  T o ta l  
47«68 47-68 29-08 10.48 s iv e ly  w ith  Wo

iJrOcin SC Habi*- 
D is t r ic t s  ta t io n s

1.. Andhra Pradesh 11 10 21
2. Assam — . — 6 3 - 1 10
3. Bihar 2 1 5 23 — — 31
4. Gujarat 3 2 — 5 - 9 19
5. Haryana - •:< - 8 - - 11
6c Himachal Pradesh - — 4 7 - 1 12
7. J & K 1 2 2 - 5 10
8. KarnatfikR 1 1 10 7 — — 19
9. Kerala 2 — 2 1 — 6 11
10. ]yiadhya Pradesh 2 9 26 8 — ~ 45
11. Maharashtra 1 2 6 15 1 1 26
12. i'lanipior - 1 1 - 4 6
13- Meghalaya - - - 1 4 5
14. Nâ a.land - ■ - - - - 7 '7
15- Orissa ~ 2 — 11 — 1316. Punjab -* 4 7 1 — 12
17. Rajasthan 1 _ 7 17 — 1 26
18. Sikkim — ~ — 2 4
19. Tamil Nadu 1 4 9 — 1 „ 15
20. Tripura - 1 a - — - 3
21, Uttar Pradesh 15 14 22 56
22. West Bengal 6 8 \ 1 — 16
23. A & N Islands — — — — 2 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh _ — — 1 — 4 5
25. Chandigarh - — 1 — ... 1
26. Dadra & Nagar Havell, — 1 - 1
27. Delhi 1 _ 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu _ 1 2 3
29. Lakshadweep — — -■ — - — 1  ̂ 1
30. xMizoram ' - —  ■ - — 3 3
31. Pondicherry - . 2 - 1 1 4

iU.1 India 23 51 132 129 4 54 399



Appendix

i'REQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OP DISTRICTS ET PERCM'iTAGE CATEGORIES 
OF POPULATIOĴ  SERVED BY HIGiiER SECOMjARY SChOQLS 

WITiill'i 4=0 Kffis.
PREDOMII^TLY SCHEDULED TRIBAL HABITATIONS

PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES
Si. State/Union 
No. Territory

Above 19-20- O.64- Lelov/ Exclu-- Distt. Total 
37.76 >7o76 19-20 0.64 sively with Wo

UrlDEui ST Habi- 
Districts tations

1. Andhra Pradesh 1 17 3 21
2. Assam - - 7 3 - - 10
5. Bihar - — 6 8 - 17 31
4. Gujarat - 2 7 3 - 7 19
5. Haryana - - - - - 11 11
6, Himachal Pradesh 1 - 4 4 — 3 12
7. J & K - -- — - — 10 10
8. Ivarnataka 1 2 8 — 5 19
9. Kerala — — 5 - 6 11
10. Fiadhya Pradesh 2 4 31 4 - 4 4511. Fiaharashtra — 1 17 7 1 - 26
12. Manipur - 1 4 1 - - 6
13. Meghalaya - - 2 3 - 5
14. Nagaland - - 4 3 ~ - 7
15. Orissa — — 11 2 — - 1316. Punjab - .. - - — 12 12
17. Rajasthan 3 ■ — 4 _ 4 26
18. Sikkim - - - - 4 4
19. Tamil Nadu 1 4 6 1 3 1520. Tripura - — 3 — — 321. Uttar Pradesh 4 2 3 10 — 37 26
22. West Bengal 2 3 8 2 1 16
23. A & N Islands - 1 1 - ~ 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh — 5 . . . r , ,  ■

25. Chandigarh - - _ - 1 1
26. Dadra & Kagar KEiveli — 1 — —

i
1

27. Delhi — _ _ _ 1 1
28. Goa, Daman 4c Diu _ 1 — ' _ 2 3
29. lekshadweep - - 1 - - - 1
30. Mizoram — — 2 1 — — 33K Pondicherry ~ - - 1 3 4

All India 14 18 151 ■ 82 4 130 399



iWlMCY'DISTRIBUTION OP DISTRICTS BY CATBGORIiiS 
OJ' ̂ SIGHTED MEiiE DISTAICES 

PRmi\RY SCHOOLIKG - ALL iiABITATIOWS

Appendix A.XV

DISTAICE CAIEGOfttES
SI. State/Union Kbove 0J2- Below Exclusively Toti
No. Territory 0,34 0.34 0.12 Urban Districts

1 . Andhra Pradesh 4 17 21
2. Assam 1 <-r1 2 — 10
3. Bitiar 1 17 13 - 31
4. Gujarat - 2 17 - 19
5. Haryana - 2 9 - 11
6. Hiiaachal Praaesh 10 2 — - 12
7. J & K 6 1 3 — 10
8. iCarnatsiia 2 6 11 - 19
9. Ker?̂.! a, 2 y — — 11
10. Mfidhya Pr.adesh 8 32 5 -
1K I4aharashtra 1 4 20 1 26
12„ I%jT.ipur ■ - i 5 - 6
13. Meghalaya 1 4 - - 5
14. Nagaland - - 7 - 7
15. Orissa •• 1 10 2 — 1316. Punjab ■ ~ 12 — 12
17. Rajasthan 7 17 2 - 26
18, Sikkim - 3 1 ' — - 4
19. Tsmil Nadu 2 9 3 1 1520. Tripura 3 — 321. Uttar Pradesh 38 15 3 - 56
22, West Bengal _ 6 9 1 16
23. A dc N Islands 2 - 2
24. Arunaohal Pradesh 5 _ 5
25. Chandigarh - 1 - 1
26. Dadra & NpgRr Haveli 1 — — 1
27. Delhi 1 — 1
23. Goa, Daman & Diu 2 1 — _ 329. tolshadweep - i - - ■1I
30. Mizoram 2 1 - - 33U Pondicherry - 1 2 1 4

All India ... 98 153 399



Appendix A-XVI

FREQuMCY DISTRIBUIION OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES
OF' WLIĜ lTî D MÎ <1 DISTANCES

- PRIMARY SCHOOLING - PRIiDOMIMl'iruY SCHaULlffl CASTE IIaBITATIONS

Slo 
No =

State/Union
Territory

DISTAI'ICE C.iTEGCRILb 
Above 0,25“ Below
0.55 0.55 0,25

Exclu
sively
Urban
Districts

Distt, Total 
with 
No SC 
iiabi- 
tations

1. Andhra Pradesh 2 8 11 21
2. i\SSBEi — _ 9 — 1 10
5 = Bihar 3 21 7 - - 31
4» Gujarat 2 2 6 - 9 19
5. Haryana - 11 - - 11
6. HirDacha.1 Pradesh 10 - 1 - 1 12
7. J & K 3 2 _ 5 10
8. Karnataka 2 7 10 - - 19
9. Kerala 3 1 1 - 6 11
10. Madhya Pradesh 11 29 5 - - 45
11. Maharashtra 5 8 11 1 1 26 :
12. I'fanipur ~ - 2 - 4 6
15. Meghalaya - - 1 - 4 5
14. Nagaland .. - - - 7 7
15. Orissa - 9 4 ~ ~ 13
16. Punjab — - 12 - 12
17. Rajasthan 13 8 4 - 1 26
18. Sikkim. 2 - ~ ~ 2 A

H-
19. Tamil Nadu 3 4 7 1 - 15
20, Tripura 1 1 11 ~ - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 36 18 2 - 56
22. West Bengal — 2 13 1 - 16
23. A & N Islands - - - - 2 2
2̂ . Arunachal Pradesh 1 — — -v 5
25. Chandigarh — - 1 - - 1
26, Dadra & Nagar Haveli - 1 - - 1
27 = Delhi — - 1 — 1
28, Goa, Daman & Diu 1 — — — 2 3
29» Lakshadweep — - — - 1 1
30, Mizorein — ~ 3 3
31. Pondicherry - 1 1 1 1 4

All India 98 122 121 4 54 399



PREQUMrci DISTRIBUTION Oj?' DISTRICTS BY CaTMSORIES 
OP Mmxsmii distances

primary SCHOOLD^G - PRJDOMimWILY 3CP.aDirEED TRIB̂ aE mLBITATIONS

Append ix A.XVII

STi State/Union 
NOo Territory

DISTiil̂ CE CkTEOORIES,
>vbove 0„2Q- Below
0.66 0.66 0.28

Fxclusi- Distt. Total 
vely Urban with No= 
Districts ST Habi

tations

1. Andhra Pradesh 9 9 3
2. Assam 1 1 8
3. BihoT 1 11 2

Gujarat 2 3 7
5« Haryana _ _ _
6. Himfichal Pradesh 6 1 2
7. J  & K - -  -
8. Karnataka 2 5 7
9o Kerala 2 2 1
10. Fladhya Pradesh 14 24 3
11. l̂ iaharashtra 3 11 11
12. Manipur - - 6
13* Meghalaya - 2 3
14. Nâ .aland _ „ 7
15* Orissa 1 10 2
16. Punjab _ _ „
17. Rajasthan 7 9 6
18. Sikkim _ _ „
19. Tamil Nadu 4 5 2
20. Tripura 3 „ „
21. Uttar Pradesh 5 4 10
22. West Bengal - 8 7
23. A & N Islands - 2 -
24. Arunachal Pradesh 3 2 
25. Chandigarh _ _ _
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli ~ 1 -
27. Delhi _ _
28. Goa, Daman & Diu - - 1
29. Lakshadweep ~ - 1
30. Mizoram 1 1 1
31. Pondicherry _ _ _

17
7
11
3 
10
5
6
4

12
4
4
3
37

1
2

21
10
31
19
11
12
10
19
i1

26
6
5
7

13
12
26

15
3
56
16
5
1
1
1
3
1
3
4

All India "54" TT

1

1

1



Appendix A.XVIIi

PREQUM'CY DISTRIBUTIOr̂  Oi' DISTfilCTS BY CATEGORIES
OF WEIGHTED MEkN DISTm CES

KIDDLE SCHOOLING - AIj. HiU3lTATI0NS

DISTAilCE CATEGORIES
bl.
No.

State/Union
Territory

rtbove
2.20

1
2„20

Be-lov«
1-.40

Exclusivel;y 
Urban Districts

Total

1 . Andhra Pradesh 7 11 3 21
2. ABsam 4 6 _ — 10
3. Bihar r~\ 17 12 — 31
4. Gujsrat - 1 18 — 19
5?. Haryana 1 3 7 ■ - . 11
6. Himachal Pradesh 7 4 1 — 12
7. J & K 1 4 _ ' to
8. Karnataka 6 13 — 19
9. Kerala — 1 10 — 11
10„ fedhya Pradesh 33 10 2 — ^511. lyiaharashtra — 3 22 1 26
12. Manipur 5 1 ~ 6
15. Meghalaya 5 - - - 5
H. l\lâ aland 3 1 3 - 7
15. Orissa 3 6 4 — 1316. Punjab - 3 9 — 12
17. Rajasthaii 11 13 2 - 26
18. Sikkim 4 — — — 4
19. Tamil Kadu ~ 11 3 1 1520. Tripura 1 2 - nJ21. Uttar Pradesh 23 31 2 - 56
22. West Bengal 4 9 2 11 16
23. A & N Islands 2 — -- _
24. Arunachnl Pradesh 5 — — ... 5
25. Chandigarh - - 1 - 1
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli 1 — *i
27. Delhi — — 1 — 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu — 1 2 ~ ’-y
29. Ltikshadweep - - 1 - ■ 1
30. Mizoram 1 2 - - 3
31. Pondicherry - - 3 1 4

All India 133 149 113 ' 4 399



FRBQUMCY DISTRIBUTION OP DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES 
OF WEIGHTED feiE' DISTiiWCES 

MIDDLE SCHOOLDIG - PREDOMM^TLY SCHiDUlM) CASTE HiiBITATIOIJS

Appendix A.XIX

DISTANCE CATEGORIES
SI. State/Union 
No. Territory

Above
2.72

1.82
2.72

Below
1.82

Exclu
sively
Ui’ban
Districts

Distto 
with No 
SC Habi
tations

Total

1 a Andhra Pradesh 8 10 3 21
2. • ASSSEl 1 4 4 - 1 10
3. Bihar 3 14 14 - - 31

Gujarat 1 1 8 9 19
5. Haryana 3 4 4 - -  , 11
6. Himach?̂ ,! Pradesh 5 3 1 12
7. J & K — 3 2 — 5 10
6. Karnataka 3 8 8 - ■- 19
9. Kerala — 2 3 — 6 11
10. fedhya Pradesh 31 14 — - — 45
11. toharashtra 2 12 10 1 1 26
12. îanipur 1 1 - 4 6
13- Mfc-ghalaya - 1 ~ 4 5
14* Nagaland - . . . - — 7 7
15- Orissa 2 5 6 — - 13
16. Punjab - 3 9 - - 12
17. Rsijasthan 18 4 3 — 1 26
18. Sikkim 2 — — - ■ 2 4
19* Tamil Nadu 1 A 9 1 — 1520, Tripura - 2 — 321.  Uttar Pradesh 11 40 5 ■ - — 56
22. West Bengal 2 8 5 1 — 16
23. A & N Islands — — * — 2 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh 1 _ — _ 5
25. Chandigarh — — 1 — 1
26. Dadra & Nagf-ir Haveli — — 1 — 1
27. Delhi — 1 — — 1
28. Gca, Daman & Diu — — 1 — 2 J
29. Lakshadweep — - - — 1 1
30. Mizoram — — — — 3 3
31. Pondicherry - - 2 1 1 4

All India ■95" 140 ToT 4 54 3 9 T



MIDDIE SCHOOLING - PREDOMII^ARTLY SCHIDUIED TRIBAL tiAEITATiaRS

Appendix A.XX

fREQUENCY DISTRIBUTIOK Oi DISTRICTS BY CATiDORIES
Oi’ WEIGHTED WMii DISATACEB ,,

Sl  ̂ State/Union DISTANCE Categories UXCXUSl” Distt. Total
No- Terrxttory vely Urban with No

Above 2.40- Below Districts ST Habi
3.60 3.60 2.40 tations

1, Andhra Pradesh 13 6 2 21
2. Assam 1 2 7 — — 10
5" Bihar 4 6 4 — 17 31
A- Gujarat 2 1 9 7 19
5. Haryana - - 11 11
6. Himachal Pradesh 1 6 2 — 3 12
7. J & K — - — - 10 10
8. Karnataka 2 5 7 5 19
9° Kerala - 3 2 6 11
10. Piadhya Pradesh 21 17 3 — 4 4b
11. D'feharashtra 4 13 8 1 — 26
12. Manipur 1 4 1 — - 6
15* Meghalaya - 5 - - 5
14. Nagaland - 4 3 - - 7
15- Orissa 3 5 5 — — 13
16. Punjab - 12 12
17. Rajasthan 8 6 8 - 4 26
18. Sikkim - — — 4 4
19» Tamil Nadu 6 4 1 1 3 15
20. Tripura 2 1 - - . 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 6 6 7 37 56
22. west Bengal 2 8 5 1 — 16
25. A & N Islands 1 1 — - - 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh 3 2 — — — 5
25. Chandigarh - ~ - 1 1
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli - 1 ~ - - 1
27. Delhi — ~ ~ 1 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu — — 1 — 2 3
29. Ijakshadweep - 1 - - 1
30. Mizor.̂ iri 1 2 - - 3
31. Pondicherry — — — 1 3 4

All India 80 107 78 4 130 399



SECOMDiiRY SCHOOLING - ALL HABITAIICWS

Appendix A.XXI

lEEQlMl'Cy DISTRIBUTION Oi DISTRICTB BY CATiOTIES
0? WEIGBm) MEAE DISTMCES

SI. State/Union DISTANCE CaTEGORTI'S Exclusi Total
No. Territory vely Urban

Above -..3o1- Below Districts
4.91 4.91 3.31

1. Andhra Pradesh 1 16 4 21
2, Assfim 2 5 3 — 10
3. Bihar 7 6 18 - 31
4. Gujarat 6 4 9 - 19
5. Haryana - 1 10 - 11
5. Hima.chal Pradesh 6 3 3 - 12
7. J & K 4 2 4 - 10
8. Karnataka 4 15 — 19
9. Kerala — 1 10 - 11
10. lyiadhya Pradesh 42 3 - - 45
11. I-laharashtra - 15 10 1 26
12. Manipur 5 - 1 - 6
15« Meghalaya 5 - - - 5
14. Waga.l and 6 1 - - 7

Orissa 3 7 3 — 1316. Punjab ~ 1 11 — 12
17o Rajasthan 19 7 - - 26
18. Sikkim 4 - - - . 4
19. Tamil Nadu — 11 3 1 15
20. Tripura 1 2 - - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 25 22 9 - 56
22. West Senegal 2 3 10 1 16
23̂ A &  N Islands 2 — . — 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh 5 - - 5
25. Chandigarh - - 1 - 1
26, Dadra Magar Havel i. 1 — 1
27. Delhi _ — 1 1
28= Goa, Daman & Diu _ 1 d 3
29. Lakshadweep - ... 1 - 1
30. Mzorairi 1 2 ■ „ 3
31. Pondicherry — — '5.

J 1 4
All India. 151 128 ■ll'&" ■ ■ ...4 ... 599...... ..



SECONDARY SCHOOLING - PREDOMII'iANTLY SCHEDULED CASTE ffliBITAlOKS

Appendix A.XXII

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY CATHiOKIES
OF ̂ EIGiiTED DISTMCiii

SI. State/Union DISTANCE CATSfJORIES iixclusi- , Distto Total
IMO. Territory vely Urban with No

Above 3,%- Below Districts SC t-Iabi-
5.16 5.16 3.56 tations

1 . Aiidhra Pradesh 7 8 6 21
2. Assam - 3 6 - 1 10
3. Bihar 5 13 13 - 31

Gujarat 1 2 7 - q 19
5» tlaryaaa ~ 6 5 - - 11
6. Himachal Pradesh 4 4 3 - 1 12
7. J & K 3 1 1 - 5 10
8. Karnataka 3 11 5 — — 19
9. Kerala 1 4 - 6 11
10. [''ladhya Pradesh 41 2 2 - - 45
11. Maiiarashtra 10 7 7 1 1 26
12, f'lanipur 1 - 1 - 4 6
13. Meghalaya - . . 1 - 4 5
14. Nagaland - ~ „ - 7 7
15. Orissa 3 7 3 - - 13
16. Punjab - 1 11 - - 12
17, Rajasthan 22 1 2 1 26
18« Sikkim 2 - - - 2 4
19. Tamil I'ladu 1 10 3 1 — 15
20. Tripura 1 1 1 - — 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 22 23 11 - - 56
22. West BengRl c 9 1 16
23. A &  N Islands - — — - 2 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh 1 — — /;H- 5
25. Chandigarh - 1 - - 1
26. Dadra & î Jagar Haveli - - 1 - 1
27, Delhi - 1 - 1
28, Goa, Daman & Diu - - 1 — 2 3
29. Lakshadweep - - - - 1 1
30. Mizoram - - - 3 3
31c Pondicherry — — 2 1 1 4

All India 130 105 106 4 54 399



Appendix .A.XX.RI 
f!REQlMTCY DISTRIBITTION OF DISTRICTS Bi' CATUGOHIES 
■ 01' WEIGHTED F M  DISTANCES-

SBCOWDARY SCHOOLING - PREDOMINANTLY SCHEDULED TRIBAL HABITATIONS

Slo State/Union DISTANCE CATEGORIES Exclusi Distt. Total
No. Territory vely Urban with No

above ■̂■85-” Dietricts ST liabi--
6.69 6.69 4.83 tations

1, Andhra Pradesh 5 14 2 _ _ 21
2. Assam 1 2 7 - 10

Bihar 8 1 — 17 31
4. Gujarat ' 5 3 4 - 7 19
5. Haryana - - - ~ 11 11
6. Him&chal Pradesh — 7 2 ~ 12
7« J & K - — ~ .. 10 10
8. Karnataka 3 6 5 - 5 1S
9o Kerale 2 - 3 - 6 11
10. fedhya Pradesh 37 2 2 - 4 45
11. î î iharashtra 7 12 6 1 - 26
12. Manipur 2 y 1 - - 6
13. Meglialaya 2 3 - ~ - 5
14. Nagaland 2 4 1 - - 7
15. Orissa 4 6 . 3 - - 13
16. Punjab — — — 12 12
17. Rajasthan 8 12 2 - 4 - 26
IS. Sikkim - ~ — - ' 4 4
19. Tamil Nadu 7 2 2 1 3 15
20. Tripura 2 1 - - - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 8 3 8 - 37 56
22, West Bengal 1 5 9 1 - 16
23. A & N Islands 1 1 - - - 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh — — — 5
25. Chandigarh ~ - - - 1 1
26. Dadra & Nagar iiaveli ~ 1 - - - 1
27. Delhi „ — — — 1 1
28, Goa, Damnn &, Diu _ ~ 1 — 2 3
29. LakBhadweep - - 1 - ~ 1
30. Miz,oram - 1 2 - - 3
31. Pondicherry — — — 1 3 4

All India 107 96 62 4 130 399



HIGHER secondary SCHOOLING - aLL HaBITATIOInS

Appendix A.IXIV

MEQUMCY DISTRIBUTION OP DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES
OF v̂ EIGHTliD MIaN DISTMCES

SI. State/Union 
No. Territory

DISTANCE CATEGORIES
Above
7.81

6o47-
7»81

Below
6.47

Exclusively Total 
Urban Districts

1. Andhra Pradesh
2. Assam 
5. Bihar
4. Gujarat
5. Haryarja
6. Himachal Pradesh
7. J &  K
8. KarnataKa
9. Kerala
10. Fiadhya Pradesh
11. Maharashtra
12. Manipur
13. Meghalaya
14. Nagaland
15. Orissa
16. Puniab
17. Rajasthan
18. Sikkim
19. Tamil Nadu
20. Tripura
21. Uttar Pradesh
22. West Bengal 
25. A & N Islands
24. rtrunachal Prcvdesh
25. Chandigarh
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli
27. Delhi
28. Goa, DauKin & Diu
29. Lakshadweep
30. Mizoram -
31. Pondicherry '

15
3

19
6
3 8 
G

11
4

5
13

16

C
1

. 6
7 
12
r:,
8

'~7
I

6
24
13

4
9

20

All India 157

1

146

8

1
1

21
3
1

4
1

35
10

1

3
92

1

4

21
10
31
19
11

12
10
19
11
45
26
6
5
7

13
12
26
4

15
5
56
16 
2 
5 
1 
1 
1

3
1
3
4

399



JRLQUMCy DISTKIBUTIOiM Oi- DISTRICTS BY GATEGOHIES 
01' WEIGKTEi) M M N  DIBTANCE&

HIGilER S K O K D A R Y  SCHOOLING - PRja)OMIWAWTLY SCHhlJOLED CASTE HABITATIONS

Appendix a .XXY

SI.
Noc

State/Union
Territory

DISTANCE CATEGORIES Istclusi-
__________ _______________ vely Urban
Above 6022- Below Districts
7.72 7=72 6.22

Distt. Total 
with No 
SC Habi
tations

1. Andhra Pradesh
2. /vssam
3. Bihar
4. Gujarat
5. Haryana

■60 Himachal Pradesh 
7 . J  & K  
80 KaiTiataka 
9. Kerala
10. Fiajdtiya Pradesh
11. Maharashtra
12. f'ianipur 
13* Meghalaya 
14. Ua^aland 
15* Orissa 
16, Punjab 
.17. Rajasthan
18. Sikkim
19. Tamil Nadu
20. Tripura
21. Uttar Pradesh
22. West Bengal
23. A & N Islands
24. Arunachal Pradesh 
25< Chandigarh
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli
27. Delhi
280 C^a, Dainaii & Diu 
29. Lakshadweep 
30- Mzoram 
31• Pondicherry

11
3
22

1
7
7
3
8 
1

4 
12

1
1

12
1
19
1

4
1

10
6
6

2
3
1
8
2
24
7
1

1
7
5 
1

10
n

20
6

3
7
2
1
1
3
2
17
5

4
1

4
1

32
8

2

"97

1

9
1
5

1
4
4
7

1
2

2
4

2
1

3
1

21
10
31
19
11
12
10
19
11
45
26
6
5
7

13
12
26
4

15
3
56
16

5 
1 
1 
1
3
1
3
4

399All India 120 124



HIGHER SECOI'iDARYSCHOOLING- PREDOMIMNTLYSCHEDULEDTRIBAL HABITATIONS

Appendix A«XXVI

FREQUH'iCY DISTRIBUTION DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES
OP V.'EIGHTiD DISTiUNCES

Si. State/Union DISTANCE CATEGORIES Exclusi Distt. Total
Ko. Territory vely Urban with IMo

Above 7o26~ Below Districts SC Habi
8.72 8.72 7.26 tations

1. Andhra Pradesh 7 14 . _ _ 21
Assam 3 7 - ■ ». 10

5. Bihar 9 4 1 — 17 31
4. Gujarat 4 6 2 - 7 19
5. Haryana - - - - 11 11
6. Himachal I’radesh 4 H- 1 .. 3 12
7. J & K — - — 10 10
8. Karnatalca 6 7 1 — 5 !9
9. Kerala 4 1 — — 6 11
1Q. M̂ inhya Pradesh 2 26 13 - 4 45
11. FJaharashtra 10 13 2 1 - 26
12. r̂ lanipur 2 3 1 - 6
13. Meghalaya 3 2 - - - 5
14 0 ilagaland 3 4 „ - - 7
15» Orissa 10 3 - — V3
16. Punjab « — - 12 12
17. Rajasthan 5 14 '2J - 4 26
18. Sikkim - - - - 4 4
19» Tamil IMadu 5 1 1 3 15
20. Tripura _ 2 1 ~ - ■ 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 8 4 7 - 37 56
22. West.Bengal 2 6 7 1 - 16
23. A & N Islands 1 - 1 - - /->d.
24. Arunachal Pradesh 2 3 - - — 5
25. Chandigarh - - - - 1 1
26. Dadra & riH£,ar Haveli 1 „ - - 1
27. Delhi - — - 1 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu — „ 1 - 2 3
29. Lakshadweep - 1 - - - 1
30, Mizoram 1 2 ~ - — 3
31. Pondicherry — •“ . . . 1 3 4

iU.1 India 91 132 42 4 130 399
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