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EVALUATION OF US-AYD SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAMME FOR
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0B Appdl. 09, 1982y pursuant. tofthe authority contained“ia ‘the Fofeign
Assistengg ich:0f; 1961y as:amended,: the. US-hID made’an ‘agreenént’ with' BACE -
and granted a sum of US$5H,700.00 to provide support-for a feméle‘isebén&a‘arjf:
education project, It was expected in the Agreement that US-AID would prov:l.de
additional -Pimding 4d ndrénents su‘bject to afallabllity of fuﬁds tg_ aid for
thie purpose and to EHe Simitual agreement 5t £1D and BELCE. ’

_ -,
t" "-

R S to By P s S E -

v

Friet i telpdl e 5L LT e
Thq Project was implemented with.effect -from Jaruary €1,y 1982 and
was expécted to continue upto September 30, 1984, The Grent was made to
BACE on condition that the funds would 'be adm:.n:.stered J.n accordance w:.th
15 l.‘J- I "3 A

the terms and” cond:.tibns ‘ag ‘set forth 1n Pro;:ec_t Descr:l.(ptlon wh:r.ch »
agreed by BACE, - =5 al - T E e e

ﬂn

- B ~ % rees
. - - . 1 * e i:-‘_ P ]
s ‘:"L-‘ TS <. ’

In the beginning of the.school year; 41983, it was Teltrnecesbary
to eveluate the initisl performance of the scholarsh:.p Programme, Accord:.ngly,

“’"""lv

an Evaluation!wagtmbda afi 4the’RePor’c WaE subm1¥ted on Mairch 10, 1983. The

-
..,‘ . X

primary focuk of” %he*"ﬂvaluat:mn was" to f:Lnd out the quant:-..tafa.ve changes, if
ony,cin femnle-Betondify cRvolments -aad dropout pattems. The éoc;xo-economc

Tl CIrD S50

status, academié: @erformgﬂbg"énﬁoaitgndance of scholarsh:.p recip:r.ents, the
commmityreacticon "tof tHe” Pfgérémme and “the’ effecfiveneSS of the implementa-
tion stmctﬁi*és Yeté.wepe emhined by ‘the” Evaluatlon Team. The Evaluation

1L g Foalinog,y Nfe MY

Team madetdértaid’ recommendat{ons in iés Reporf: i‘or 'L-he improvement and more
e g = 4y oploilic

effectivenéss oF the -Programe‘, Ak '

- - o T
¢ FN e P Y PR O
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It appears that on “the basis of the’ rec. mendations of the Evaluation
Tean, as mentioned above, ‘the Grant Agréement “Between US-AID end BACE was
amended on June 21, 1983+ As per the Amended Agreement, an additional
amount of US5$1,00,000,00 was provided’ 'Eowards the Programme, making the
total grant amount to US§154,700.00. The dafe September 30, 1984 in the
original Agreement was replaced by the September 30, 1985, in the fmended
Agreement, The Terminal Disbursement Date (TDD) for the Grant was fixed

e

to be June 30, 1986, .. LI e

Keeping the.objectives: of the Scholarship Programme’ wchanged” from .

(’Ja-
[ R

the origiual Granf-Agreement, thetfollowing.important ambendnents-wefe

made in ‘the_Reyised Agreemenks : ofiv-n F 00T TR B ot
.. ] o (TTom T A A4 tas aa B T IR UUE U P P T S e T o . .J"ﬁ oL
a) The Proaect Area was exPanded from orlgjna;. 6. zmions, o B uwnions - .-

-‘:‘: _fr r - _a-

by includmg 2 ﬁew unlons,,v:lz.,, Chltosh:l. Best and . -

Chitoshi West, thereby covering the whole of Shahrast1 Upaz:.la
. With. the exeeption «of Meher North:Union, vhich is covered by

. SCF Programugen <" & ¥ o omoyies oo onea s e
.. . . -y ~ Ir. .
_‘-’ et B N o F3 R S N - -
‘b)~ The mnnber of second schools covered the Progect wag:- - - - .7
E’-I:Y

eEw Apidw asgackute

increased to 22, from 19 by mcludmg 3 schools from the 2 pew - '
unions, Selected students at 2 colleges, Meher and Hajigonj

t.gggggggg,ygi'g also; toyered by the Pro;'ject'. R ML

. Ly Ead Y S LR -
e A ~Fror L af R rit

ol ,f) S:gﬁbl‘é}éhig:sg.lgiblg.i;y vas al;o modlf.:,ed.+0r3.g1gal;y, galy the i-ve o
< A J-L—JJ-'L” """ .
R eskiaent girl gtudents of the Freject Areg-were eligible for F
p e tend o STt

scholarshiy. Effectq.ve from Jenuary .01, ., 1983, girl.students-of the,'er-’
g8 &I t Gl

immediate cat::hment area of the. Erodect Schools. were. alsn.made ,z:-:u:i-"*

eligible for scholgrgh:_p 3uppgrt,rGirls wpo rege.Wed”scl;qlarship« e

1 L0 (LFReTnlens LB
wrtromiizal » 0 3 polLa
support in class x of Prq;gct $chools, PRt elected o continue: i
o fhefr education at Meher andpﬂajnj.gon:j golleges were.algo made

- f el -.rL me Y aIrr‘d“r I‘f “ ~ea

‘eligible for continued scholarship support.in. classes XT and XTT~

it

gt

Corltd... . o.P/Sc
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1«2 Objectives

a) Women in Bangladesh have historically been disadvantaged relative
to men in their access to education. Female literacyynationwidey was reported
tc-be only 13.2% in 1981 census z5 against 25.%% for males. Female enrolment
is much lower than male enrolment at every level and dropouts are higher.

One objective of the US-LID Scholarship Progromme was to observe, atleast
experimentally, if financial assistance to the girl students of the rural
families permits them to continue their studies from the primary level
to the secondery level and reduces the dropout figures of giri students
at secondary level. -

] b) One great problem of this country is population explosion. The
GOB have undertaken a_number of projects for reducing the fertility rates.
Recent research, however, has supported the importance of secondary edu-
cation in reducing fertility in this country. Social scientists have con~
cluded that age of marriage is invébseiy related to educational }e§e1 and
that knowledge and use of contraceptives are positively related to women's
level of education. More importently, women with primary education have been
found to have the highest fertility, while those with education above

the primary level consistently have the lowest fertility. iny invastmept
that seeks to increase female participation at the secondary level,therefore,
must implicitlyhave an impact on fertility. It iz, therefore, expected that
the Scholarship Progromme will have a positive contribution in reducing the
fertility rates among the females by encouraging secondary education for
the éiris.

‘ ¢) One important constraint to increasing female participation in
n.sacondary education is the high private cost of secondary education. Unlike
~-- .- -primary schoolingj-which is~largely free, 90% of secondary students are
enrolled iq‘prigaxe'fee ievying schools. These fees very from class to

class and school to school within a range of TKe12,00 t0 Tke18.00 per monthe

Contdeges P/l
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The student and her family must also bear ot-er direct costs, such as
transportation, bocks, clothings, stationery etc. In a culture, where
sons are considered as economic assets and daughters as liabilities,
meny ‘parent-s are unwilling to invest in educating female children beyond
the primary level. Any financial assistance towards this direct .cost under
the Scliolarship Programme is likely to encourage the continuation of female
education from primery level to secondary level, particularly in the rural
areag. . - N B SR
' P
d) Female education upto the secondary level deVelops, to & _con=.
T -7 -. - siderable-extent, ‘self-confidence, free will and the capacity to resist
v — . Jamily pressure for- early— marrlage. Such education elso deVelOps the status
SRR " of women within the family and within the society and converts them into
R famﬁrassets'fmm“famﬂy 1iab111t1es. This is a very significant contribu’

t:!.on that th:Ls Scholarship Progrannne is expected to make,

hm e e T v o T 30 Ben

Quant1tat1vely, the specif:.c targets of the Scholarshlp Proéramme for
short term are : .
" 1) Total number of girls enrolled in grade VI through X in secondary
schools of the Project Area should increase by atleast 20%
znnually.

-
A .

ii_)_;Coxitinuation rates, from primary to secondary schools (Grade V to
i qracie vI) and within-secondary.schools (Grade VI through-Gradé X)-

: should increase s:ignii‘icantl:,r.

iid) The percentage 6f secondary school pldces filled by girls should
increase by 5% annually, as enrolments increase and contmuation

- - - £~

T rates improve. =~ .~ |, s wE

1.3  Project Area - =~ o ' o ;-
In the beginnmg of f:he Programe, ;..e.,,January 01, 982, the Project
Ares considted of-the 6 wniéns of Shehresti Upaz:Lla in Comlla district.

These were ;= et

Contdee Py -P/S
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i) Suchipara North
ii) Suchi para Scxth
EEEH) Raigree iNorth ) T “ -— “_...,:M
AN Rederee SOUth L eo. .. L or Ao el i Lkl
<&e): Pamta e .’ o Froedl
«3JiMeher South~ ™" A ¢
Z.h " Jr. . T

-§Hahrasti Upazila consists 6f 9 unions including the 6 wions as
mentichdl mbove. Out of the 3 fetidining unions, Chitoshi East and Chitoshi
Westywhich remained outeids the PFbject Abea in 1982¢were Inélided in the '
Projedt'in the year; 1983, ‘Thé ‘FemainingUnion, vizas Meher North is covered
by a-Seperate Seholarship Programine caled SCF. The Projodt freaSherefore,
now “edn&ists of 81 una.ons ‘of Shalivésti Upagila of Comilla district. These

8 michs @re RITR RSOV L
o o ~BI sdmeT iy
i) _Suchipara- North o N .
ii uchipara South s o
] Lésx@. pir S N AR DR A -7
. 11) Paﬁﬂace Nort h
h va) Ra:.sree South
~Er§t mamtly TS AEIT LM Fan e Tre e .
svr"i:j‘: Mcher Sout QU B B T S PREAN
vid): ch:.tosln East's e e SRR
IR T LS 20 S T
viii) Chltoshl West.
R N CLAO ol
The Scholarship Programme covers all the 22 High Schools and Junior
AL QBQ'I:'\ -.-0‘:;11 o owet pf =iy g D"‘.L e &y Camew T TROL MDD
High Schools” loca‘bed glthin the Progegt Area.. The union-wj_ge I_Ocat:_;_m}. 21’ N
IO BUigioe. T UWT P T wEE

the Project Schools is as follows ;

LS

By e B e Forncgn it i (ot T 3 ey o g LI00 asdud L
Unions . . S¢hools
e T - safisgnd roasddsde
Si.No«1 Neme SluNO. : Name
1e Chitoghidest usyif ok ritesyLiol Khepihar-Adarshal il E SHaSe
2. Ugharia U. C. H.Sa
2o Chitoghi East Ba Chitoshi R.M,Multilateral H,Se
LRI BURTLE . Contdeesss/6
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Suchipara South 4o Reagui y 5« HeSe
Se Dakhin Suchipara, ..  -.. r. i HeSe
Suchipara North 6. Such?para H.S

wh sankny O ofl saroplocd -cileion

Bq- ﬁ},«'Dhamra' P ‘_: —?;5

LY

g ¢ Cheriars. - iciron IneragHeBe
LIV J‘KD‘S!.L:‘

b J,Ba.i.ar J§P“t AR COTE g 93: de "mlilabazan‘ Lo <oy ﬁ-’_ﬁnﬁ_qa‘:ﬁk’

wdd 43 e

2F Aol dodsH ”:s;r""‘

e

oS WTobvdalh s LLEael

e

. -
ceboern
PN it < mn T =m0 MR RS o s HAE

PR i .'

e T ) 150 Ichhapura ) ‘H' S.

rrrid0e o: o Berpaiya 5 ar oy edd ndlefepead

o e RO LBres, HRFth v e e Ve BLIOYPUL, o0 2 qniodor overdleSen w0
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) <. 33'. Jadabpur : orileHeB g ra;

i Temta - 14, Waruk Rahmania _ E.S.

160 - Balshid(Opened Ix & }E?:i'n 81+5 H.s.

- K R
Sdunl ool

17, Janata(Opened XeX :m 83)‘ J,. .8,

fates .u

Meher South - i 19 Shahrasti Multllateral g5 HeSe

Via

4

20. Niz Meher Pilot. .. .3 ~-gow HeSe

21. Debkora Marguba= .: - apnr ﬁ;'S'J"

Dr, Zhahidulla Memorial

Y
o,
=y

Izoh Fnraldr. vaal

- 22, Noagaon JH

5 glt{gga .éi iE BRI i a1 :
4
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1o Evaluation

: In the pfended Grant Agreement between US~AID and BACE executed on
June 21, 1983, provision, was made for conmducting an Eyaluatiéon in March,

1984 to analyse the impsct of the Scholarship Programme, The primary focus
of the Evaluation was to be on quentitative changes dn enrolment and dropout
patterns. Data were to be collected, -compiled and analysed on” enrolment
trends by grade level, .on dropouts and on con*;nuat1on rates from on academlc
year b the next.:Déta for Project Schools were to be’ compared with those

of pre-profect period as’ we1l’ as of 1982 prev1ouély compiled;-with data, from
atleast 5 control schools outside Shahrasti and Haaiganj Upazzla.

During~the evaluaticn, the socio~economic‘stétus, academi¢ performance
and attendance of .scholarship recipients.arid community react1on to 'the
Programme were 8i1so0 to-be examined. The effectiveness of 1mp1ementation

structure was dlso fo be.covered under evaluation. !

Although this evaluaticn was expected to take place as per Amended
Agreement in Harch, 1984 it could not be done at that time due to certain
unavoidablé reasons, Since as ‘per agreement, the Evaluation work was “to be ’
done by an "Extérnai’ Evaluator, the writer of thms Report was selected in
July; this year by BACE‘through advertlsement Ln the” daily papers to under-
take the” respons1bllity ‘of the EValuat1on wbrk. : N

. v e mets et LT
R T AP U BN SR S " - S A LR 9 FL R 3

: Asfraints ° T TR A, Zo o

While evaluat;ng the Programme, the Evaluation Team-faced the following
mein -constraints at-different stages. )

i) Since the RACE authorities took unduly long time in executing the
in tlmédéﬁd in dry season. The work plan had to be changed four
times and the primary data collection work had to be started at -

I

Gon‘td. FY L .P/8
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SraeaT

~ s

a time when commumnication between the Project Offlce and

_different schools was practically dislocated because of flood water.

.-. Under norma). circumstances, data collection work of this nature

shopld not teke -more than 2 weeks' time. But in this ‘céée’, because’

-of the:flood gituation, it.teok full 4 veeks' time for primary
., data collectione ° R T . IR T

< g

' ii} Although afi:er last year's Evaluat:.on and Workshop on; Eva,luatlon,

‘.

LED

the system of ma:.ntenance of records in the schools of, the, g
'Pro.;ject Area as a whole has improved, yet even now;in some.of the;:
schools,the system of mamtenance of records was as poor as

- ~garlier. The:Eva_luatlon -Peam, therefére, had t6 work very'hard

.. in~finding out: the: mctusl picture of the situation prevailing
-+ in -those. schools.:This 1is oné of thewimportant reasons gl the

“"&-

JL

~

LY

ri

:lii) In the year, 982 there were '19 secondary schools in the

discrepancy that bas been found in the figures collected through ’
primary and secondary sources.

ag it ST W o R

- o3

Project Area. Durlng the evaluat:.on in 1983, data were collected
from these 19 schools and 2 control sch0ols. Th:l.s year, however,- .
data had to be collected from 22 Proaect Schools. and.j Control -
Schools located outs:.de the Proaect hren, Accordingly, for the
additional Projeot Schools and 3 additional Control ‘SGhools, -data -
of the year 1983 could not be compared with those of 1982 and

- pre~project period, . e exm T TeLITYT et

A S I T T Wy
-5 .. PR S Contd;’.'..P/g
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2a71 Work Plan Ve er e e e ez . y \1:. we v d o
b I L k3 F— - - - o

Before undertak:.ng the evaluatlon york a Work:Plan wasqprepared by

{Ir" o

the Evalgigng 'Jgﬁam and subm:.tted j;o thesapprqpriate .authorities, for-approval.
- o) Towhe X wie

The ?{.'Or ﬂ?lag wag ge'pared fo;:-dj:pe gomplet:.on of eyalugbionawork dnntiméys
- ol €7 13,7
A c:op:)r of the work Plap was also sybmitted;o.the US-AID Officgs :..ot- Lo

T P
n m deny w e owasfet &

PRI (1 3 1 CLomelr it pse AT R

. 242  Appointment of Research Associa,tes_,.}_,ﬂ.j','[,.m S PTRE S P05 § i S PR X 3

A

. T T T S U B ) ST S
PR B et SRS L o
Y8 Reseazch Assouiates. ”er%ﬁppoéﬂ‘ted- Thege xResearch Associntes .
.lh“‘('-x. L G4

were zll very experlenced and well-educated. One of these Research Associates
was female, whc was included in the team particularly for collecting data
directly from th ’ie scholarsh:.p recipients. . ;.o - zgivou A T TR L 0L

X r*‘l(r-Hb 7

i 2
H -1 e B omd g s L

~ 2 Ehom Yioagesel pa3E D e uwhe S0 LEOOASE Ly 2 dzui1 o e sdienc f
2.3  Freming of the Questionnaires. & .ay ot eri pofln 33 P09

Py E e et

Three sets of questiom§xires were fremed. by the Team Leader dn
Gonsulta J;.on with ,the members,-of, Jfhe Resegrch Teams. These, quesiiobnaires: -«

TR AnT Ty alas

were = pien L Vg eweee erd sidoytloaB@ AT YT DEAIVOD

H L]
DL 810 LS SURNE Y

i destmnn§1 fon Seacr:u;zrda.z;ar 8chools e o ¢ Faayc tF e r v 1T

T ol o ¥ £1i
: . ; Y SO v e S AN
ii) Questionnaire-for. Local 'Leaders R S SR C VR 3
L AEer bas 50T ssey, ol
e i GaT FoiTinisvE o e LT WFEET D
1% ﬁ’ﬁé‘stionna’irﬂ 7 scholarsh’ip Recipzeuts I
”_{ln ‘:.,3- Va'v.‘l.. s Fi f.u’l :Vr ot Ponll 3 (< BN A =ﬂ T te - 5 i

. .
St wrove .jl(‘x.i‘ st

The first questionnaire was fremed for collecting various types of

' information from the Héadmesters of the Project Schools relating to enrol-

ments, dropouts, performsnce and attendance of the scholarship recipiente,
occupation and average income of the guardians, facilities created for

girl studentsiete.. r
ContdaseeP/10
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.~Recipients, wasiprephred’ for cellectmg the"visws 5f the scholarship

- 10 ~

The gecond questionnaire was framed for collecting community
opinion regarding the impact of they Scholarship Programme on socio-
economic conditions of the Project Ares. Instruments relating to
co~-education, female education, marriage, family planning, size of
the scholarship amount vere incorporated in this quest:.onnaire B

. - '_ T . NG TY (ii:lﬁ

v roeryTherthird quest—i?snna:.re, v:lz., Questionna:.re for Schol&rship
~ X
recipients vn-aspeétsriiks their'probleds- #ithin and” oufside the schools,
socio-economiciedhditichs of ‘their familiés, ‘theif | at-l::.tude towards 1ife

‘a5 a whole and education plan, career plan, marriage plan in partlcular,

Lo

This particular aspect of evaluatidnlwas. sémethmg—newma was ‘hot “done
in the evaluation made in the previous year, This new :mput has been
incorporeted in-the fvatus¥ion Pldn this™ ’year at*the’ request Gf US-AID

cry At -7

- sthe Hiak N B TU SRV S, sy -L- Voph . L
cemdothe figfa FomldREEc =0 7, o falli R e Tt -
rpel -, _nonfboy w3 wfeslpnlbe v Cgmend Lteg LT S

For collecting data from the GontPoT Schdols, only the levant
instruments of the firét questionnaire were used with necessary modifi-

. o
—nr r'M,A Y

cations, since the Control Schools do not have. soholarship —rec:.p:.ents.

METS I

Th "addition o ‘the Bbové thrde' niajor ueét:.onnaires, one X
questionnairy was® freméd for co‘il&cting “dita Trou twd" colleges par‘tied.ly

Ly

covered by the Scholarship Programme and another questionna:.re for

getting the information regardin@ thé’ mubbet of f&uhls" ihei¥e Sf:‘eading
in the 5th standard in all the primery:schopls ofithe Project'Area gh'.
_the years 1983 and 1584, S’Lhis ?e}}:fg l,t??, ;X%E?Eion Tesm to esseps the,
increase in the enrolment of female s{:udents in the secondary schools

in 1984 over 1983

< s = peps P ot
- - e - - R v : VR -1 Hil il
T ognesyr e Suov o Lupdsefiie; o0 Tepet: Bfu amepr e Frasiy dooit i
T AW )
- ol ~
- ety d [rndns Fa. v ralr W coaetanm onr = aICh &
wEmmpn 8 agEiriey alonds? Fon 0wl ol o CowdRAR T
- . 4,

b M - - R ' 7 R gy atdn T ~ " !
Lonpn fofogn Jloemcfodts naf T ooy 003 TR L ‘
: .

- ¢

T NN B = ‘e F I T . 1L .

~ ~e.Fraro Aackrilisrl oo o SR
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A1l the questionnaires were finalised in copsultation with BACE
and US-AID authorities after a number of sittings. Dre« Richard H, Fuller
‘from Asle Foundation was zlso present in one or two such sittings. Miss
Liliana Ayalde, Dr, Sarsh Harbisoh from US-AID and Dr, Richard H. Fuller
made valuable contributions in finalising the QUestimmairés.

3

R U

2484 | Training of Research Associates: -

Ay ¥
4.

I T
HE

. . After the finalisation of the guestiomnaires, arrangement was made
for the training of the Research Agsociates. Since no separate investigator
was appointed for collecting primary data from the Project hrea, the Research
Associates had to be“trained guite intensively.'A syllabus 'was drawn for the
purpose and the treining was imparted by the' Team Teader. The trammg
Byllatus ¢omprised subjects like 3 '

i} Explemation of the instruments of the questicnnaires.

i1) -Techniques of ﬁ':tling up of the questionnaires,'

1ii) Psychology of the Respondents,

v - B e WA
iv) Interview timeyparticularly for interviewing the local elites.

v) Behaviour patterns of the intervicwees.

~

245 Sampling and Stratification L. Lo

As pointed out abo‘re, the questionnaire number 3 was‘rele‘xted to the
data collection from all “the Project Schools relating to various aspects of
enrolment of boys_and glris, clasg=wise, number of scholarship recipients,:
dropouts etc. and hence it was full c¢ensus, No sampling was, therefore,

required in this case.

Contdeqaass -P/12
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Questionnaire number II,was framed for understanding the community
reaction towards this Scholarship Programme. end accordingly, some sort:.of

-y e

stratif:.ed sampling of the respondents was necessary. In eil 551ocal elites
were selected from various professions of the Project Area. With the excep-
tion of Meher South, from where 6 respondenis were eidentr:.f:,ed,._ 7'respondents

oy o Feimie § L e wAsk  r At A e heepemes

were identified from each of the seven other unions. This sampling was more
.or less puz:posiv,e_..‘ ,The complete.picture of this stratified sempling may be

seen in 'Table*'nf nic: oDV Y ML R R ) Coplakert wdz v
o, SRR . . 2 . e o drppe e bt s

CEPR TN O a"m L R IR HICh 3
JE gt

w i The table indicates, that in ell eight categprlas of rrofessions ¢ -
were ident:.fled. Profess:r.onnwise d:.stribyt:.on 0£.55 loeal elites :lnteryi-

ewed, was as follows : B P R &L S ;
N " 1) Teschers o . - 10 -
el ETT e 0 F B e -
ii) Service holders =8 e s
. - . e - FEE I S v - U T
STV L R LEFLe2T -
13i) Religious Leaders ) ~. 6 . .
Rl SO & B S )
r - H
:w) Village Leaders o - 10
comite fent D g ocosksnrem ST SN -
v) Medical Practitioners ) - 7
P R A R B .
vi) Businessmen - 9
vii) Agriculturists L ey L G
viii) Lawyer ) _ - 1 )
ore 0 0o rafyn ppel oSSTAn LT ST ETRS 0 T T ‘&
A e pa Gbds i o= . vt - T e
: 55 L ,
s et doros bgaalodos T quoLl s tai T ML FL e R -
PR ST RS EY Fow ::!:-;--r‘;n'hf DI < K S 4 tef h ";-“ Ha
Contdesesssoocsa.P/13
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Table ~ 1 .
Profile of Local Elites Intch:.ewed N A ,
3; o = (‘ ' ‘:'- ‘;-" . .!
L. ’-: R T
51 :Professmn i Onion-wisc NO' of RGBPOndents ) ‘Tot‘al JAve~] Religion {7 “Tevel of _ﬁduca‘tion
No. ! NMehor Rain Raie & ,suchl- l'.:*.uchL:l.- fPamta 3'5?11— 'Chi-» ,Né. rage | Mus- Hindu {Pri- jSecon-— {College Wni-
: ! (8) lsrec isree pafa jpara | ;toqu =tosh:5l IS T3 '1im f Ng?. lmar,y fdary { N6. jver-
: ; I(N) I(s) sy WEY W) i WNo. i Mou .INo. v lsity
1 l 1 M B | I b _n ~ H '
—t 1 e ,,_,,_, | A | ,___ 1 Ly : T S L ' . ] No.
T2 T3 Ly ” '76" 8 s 170 - ) 125 1311'5? 15,16'—’ 17 _. 18
1. _Teachers 1 0 a' 5 3 7 % ae o - G 0. 0+ ‘10 : 0
2, Bebvide:e O 3 1 & o 1 4 4 8 48 8§-0 0 1. - 5 . 2
3. Religions 1 1 1 0 ' © 11 4 6 osh % o0 o R0l T 3 3
Leaders - ¢ g N -
A - = ;_' ] ;&; [N - ., . ] ,.; :
L. vVillage 1 1 1 2 0 1, 2 .2 10 45 9 T 4 o o A o
Leaders ot . T oor .
5. Medical 1 11 1 0 17 1 1 % 38 9 .0 o ,1 6 0
Practicners . . - i A . -
N I, £,y
6. Business 1 1 1 1 1 2. 01 <1 ., 9 2% 9 -0, % .2 5 1
7. Agriculturists © O 0. 1 3 o, 0 o, & k3 4O 1 3.0 ° 0
. ' _;_r ?_ o ;. 5 (K ,'3
8. Lawyer 1 0 0 0 0 0 o %0 , 1, U38 1 2 0 9. 0, .1 0
N Total = 6 7. 7 7 7 7 007, L7 . 55 M4 sh LB 2 L1631 3
- " “Cotitdaon P/
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The Project Area is inhabited predominantly.iay Muslriz.nsé Qut of
the 55 reppondents, 54 were Muslims and one was Hinllu, Aigei'afgé age of
the respondents was 4 and consequently, it may b;e said, tha.t the
opinion of these 55 local elites was qulte representatlve and important
not only ‘because the local elites belong to va.rlcus J.mportant professions,
- but also ‘because they belong to 2 quite mature and judlc:.ous ‘age group.

¢ i ) Chomi .
14 . . . [ =

Out of the 55- local el:.tes, 6 had the Masters! degrée,’?ﬂ were
graduates ‘and 16 had secondary education,: The education wes upto the

e e e s prlmary SOhﬁOl leve], m the case of only 2 respondents. H z__%

- . . R . ,,,',
T - - « 1
2t " " ‘.

{

e e o Queat:.onna:.re number-ITT was related to the Sohnlarship‘ Recipients.
L_

Since there are more tha.u 2500 awardees in the cu;r:rent yer_r ;(h98‘[l-) in the

PrOJect Schools, the Research Team, in consultatlon w:.th BAFE and HS-AID

au‘thor:.t:.es, dec:l.ded to identlfy around 5% c.f the total awardees on -

— H ‘

Tt strat:r.f:.ed random sampling basis. Strqtlfa.catz.on was made ci'Lass-wiFe.

i
i

i.
3.
§o
f

Table -2 J.Ildlc:ltes this sgmp]_mg. ] ’ .' .- :

i Contd..- . 'P/15~
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Sl Name of School
bl

15 - ) 4](48
" Tuble ~ 2 (1984 figures) 4
Sempling
i
o n aemeen I Class-VI T Class—Vii I Cless-Viil [ Olass-iX 1 Class=X | ~Total —

Wo No.of Sample INO;of lSample No.of Sample il\lo.of':éainple iNo.'of 1Sample No.of {Sample | &
! : ta.war- 1size  jawar- |size jawar-size . lawar-lsize jawar-|size lawar-l!size !
! ! ldee ! ; ‘dee ! ldee ! __idee ! dee ~ ldee ! !
2 :_ 3 . T Y U 0 : T - o P T O R - I A L -
hi 1. Xherihar Adarsha H,S 48 31 28 2 23 1 _ 13 1 6 1 128 8 6.25
2. Ugharia UC H.S8 16 4 38 1 15 1 10 1 5 1 84 5 5,05
hi 3. Chitoshi R.M. .S
7 et sintorad Hes 02 e 2 17 S S T T D N -5
4. Ragul " H.S 61 4 58 34y 3 45 1 8 2 186 13 6.99.
} 5. Dakhin Suchipara H.S 31 1 15 4 6 2 8 1 L 1 gh 6 6.%8
6. Suchipara H.8 52 2 59 2 55 2 27 3 5 3 208 12 5,97
) 7. Cheriara H.8 27 1 36 2 26 1 20 2 13 (i 122 7 5.7k
Te Dhamra J.H.S 5 1 6 i L g - - - - 15 3 20,00 -
e Y. Khilabazar H.5 11 1 16 4 18 1 R 1T 1 49 S 10,20
10, Bernaiya H.S 62 3 g 2 3L 2 11 1 7 1 152 9 5092
¢ 11. Bijoypur H.8 46 1 s ] 34 2 26 1 10 . 1 161 6 3,735
12. Unkila H.S8 3% 1 31 4 29 1 19 1 8 i 12% 5 Loy
13. Jadabpur J.H.8 16 1 1% 1 28 3 - - x = 58 5____R.60
14. Waruk Rahmania H.8 60 2 63 3 59 2 27 2 3h 2 2535 11 4 35
15. Lchhapura He8 31 1 32 2 41 2 11 1 5 1120 7 5,83
16. Balshid 5.8 34 2 22 1 19 1 1 - = 88 5 5.68
17, Ja.nata(Ogcnod J.H-8 L1 2 30 2 36 2 8 1 i 0 M9 7  5.88
I & X, 83) - :
18. Tamta J.HaS 25 4 25 2 25 1 21 1 - - 9% 5 S5.27
19. Shabrasti Multi- HeS 30 1 i1 2 50 2 g7 2 21 1 169~ 8 bL.93”
o lateral . .
20. Niz Mcher Pilot H.S 26 1 18 2 28 2 19 1 131 ok 7 . 6,73
21. Debkora Marguba H.S§ 19 . 1 25 1 2k 1 17 - 2 18 2 103 72 6.80
22. Noagaon JoH.§ 11 1 T 1 10 1 - - - - 22 3 13.6k
motal = 718 34 677 36 657 3B 319 25 176 21 2547 151  5.93
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It eon be seen from the table th;t out of a total scholarship
recipients of 2547, 151 awardees were identified as respondents (5.9%%)a
The respondents wéxé seletcted from all the 22 T'roject Schools, the
number of responﬁent haw.ng some correlatlon with the number of total
awardeeé, bo‘thi class-w:.se and school-mse, as far os possible. In _
absolute terms, thethz.ghest number was taken from Raguz ‘High Sc:hool(‘13).
The next h:.gher number was from. Suchlpara High School( 12).: 'I‘he lowest
number_of re,spondents was 3 from two- Jun:r.or High Schools, viz., Dhamra

1ee ]

and Noagao;n. Since ?hese two 6chools have very small number of scholar-

:?.h:Lpi pwg.ﬂdeeg and conseguently very small.sample size (3), in percefitage

tems;., thefin si:l,zes were! the’ b:,ggest vn.z., 20% in the case-of Dhemrh
Junior H:Lg'h ﬁchool and: 43.6’-}% in the -case of Noagaon Ju.nlor Righ Schools
The lowest percentage (3.?3) was from:Bijoypur High School.

P ! e : N
., ’ ! J! - . . .
'Class-w:.se ,sampl:.ng of the 22 Projéct schools was as follows :

. ] .
P . ‘; H , 0

il

Pl e
. ,:{- .-i . - .- ' '
“flags . .| -Total -awardees Samrle size - _%- _
b % oo b P . P
»V:(I , .I i ?18 ) ) 31} ! 14-.74._.
LI ¢ . v
bvir - &7 36 5.32
-y i i- . . . A T . ‘-- ;'-.‘ - - H : g
e vIm. 657, L 35 L B33 ¢
- N B : T i ) o . o
I 319 . . 25 . 784 .
2 i ' ) . X -
. T v - ’ H o .
x! o s 176 2 Sl Me83
.. { v N ' [ ) ': . -
I .
‘ ; X : ’ : 1
R - et ; *
-} j ". ; f.: : : ; ] . " H
i } L N St '
T S A Contde e easB/17
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Sinceythe higher the level of educaticn, the greater should be
the maturiily and hence the importance of tia. views, it was decided to
give proper welghtage to this 1evel of educotione It iz for this reason,
the higher the class, the higher was the percentage of semple size, 474,
the lowest ce}ng from the students of class VI and 11.93%s the highest,

from the students of class X. .

"
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246 «.'”:iData"Colléction e s
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Data were collected from twe sources, ViZie,
T

vt ated -

&) Pra.mary arv Ny
b) Secondary

B euft 5
t, :—. . [ T . L
-

Prmary sources. of data were the 22-Project Schools, S Control
Schools outside the Project Area and 2 Colleges partislly covered by the

[ i L

Programme, NV e T A

" The secéfd primery source, from wh:Lch :mfomat:.on was collected,
vwas the ischoa.arship reciplents themsehres and ’che third source wes the

T N :1_ T !1

local EIites. ORI L T RS

. cede ond L

PreY

.-":’l.‘? ’?ﬁcqndaz‘x sources of -data collectionwere BACE Head Officde and
BACE, Project Office for informatian .relating to ‘Project'Schools- and-Colleges,
The informatjon rggarding:the enrolment in.class V in ‘the Primery Schools -
of ,'?he Project Area was _gollected from the aUpezlla Educdtion Office at
Shahras_t:.. TR R, T TR

As has ”been mentloned above, both ;Qrmazy and se;:ondary data .were
eollecfed ”by the flVe Research AsSOclatee; tpesz\eJ.ves., No .separate set of
T T Y
investlgatora vas appomted The entire data collection work wag done
under the supervision of the Teém Leader, the writer of this Report. ¥or
the acouracy in the matter of data collection, the Team Tiehdehr had'td

visit the Project Area & number of, timesa

+
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In order to make the data collection work effective and motivate

the Headmasters of the Project Schools and the Principals of the two
Colleges, for furnishing accurate infomation, a meeting of these officials
was. organised in.the local Project Office on the 27th of July, 1984, The
meeting wag presided over by Mr. Azizur Rahman Patw.ary, the Cha:l.rman of
the Regional Scholarship Committee and a very promlnent perswality of

the locality. Ameng others, the meeting was addressed by the presiding
officer himself, the Evaluation Team Leader. a very sen:.or member of the
Research Team, Mr. Md, Akxnal ‘Hossain the Pro3ect Officer, Hr. .d.bdul Hoque
and Programme Officer of the BACE Head Office, Mr, Nazrul Islat, In the
meeting, the objectives of the Scholarship Programme and-of.the Evaluation,
L importance of supply of accurate information by the Headmagters and
Principals, to_the Research Team etc, were highlighted. -

- . g = = . A - - N

Miss Liliane Ayalde of US=AID and DPr, Richard H., Fuller of Asia -
—Foundat:.on,visi.ted the Proaect Office, ane Project, School,y ¥izes Waruk
Ratman1;\;1i3h School and Meher College on 28th -of- July, 198#, the,day after
the meet:.ng ‘of the' Headmasters and Principals. In Waruk Rehmenia High -
Schooly Miss Ayalde and Dr, Fuller personally visited all the classes and
talked to-the students, particulerly the sehdlorship recipidnts, These
two officials weresmccompanied by the Evaluation'Team Leadér, one Reésearch
Associate, Mr,. :Md. Akmal Hossain, Mr,.Nazrul Islem, Programme Gfficer of
BACE aud the-Projeet Dfficery:Mr. Hoque. Misg:Ayalde and Dr. Fuller ‘spé'ﬁt
‘practicelly the-whole day in the Project Area. This visit of the U§5£ID -
end Asia Foundation officials created an impressicn cf importance among
the avthorifies of ‘the Pro;qect Schools regarding the evaluat:.on vmrk. Th:.s
visit, ‘theréfores greatl'y facilitated the data collection work of the

Evoluation Teamd™ ™ ‘" - * ¢ - -

P L oy
. o " v T aan - . i

2.7 Data Processing -

Data processing and editing were done mannuelly in Dhaka,
Contd,eesssP/19
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CHLPTER ~ 3

ADMINISTRATION OF SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAMME

3.1 US-AID

" 1t hes been mentioned under 1.1 that the US-AID conferred &
finaneial grant: of;USH 154{700.00 to BACE for awarding ssholarships
to the girl students, under this Programme. The BACE suthoribies:can
utilise this amount for aschclarship purpese to female. students of the
Project hrea schools and colleges under certain terms and cond1tions as
agreed between USQAID sdd BACE. The US-AID, however, mey suspend or
terminate the Programme at any time, if eny of” the’ terms or condltlons
of the Grant Agreement is violated by B&CE. a B

"
I e' -.‘
_. PR A P

s ey L
a - - - r - b N

BACE- is'under oblzgatlon to submit 51Xhmonth1y progress report
to [ US~ATD” summerzslng Proaect performance, The' report “should” identlfy

PO
l-‘a\-w.

implementation probiems as well as” achlevements. a

[T PO . v
I LR, G0 I

3.2 ° BALCE-Head Qffice ~ *

- - . P A

“ . BEngladesh Association for Community Education is a sébié%gt
registéfediundér the Soclety‘s hetof 1860, Tt'is a vdluntary organizaﬁion
erested for the socio-economic’ "developmént of the' Community 1n Banglaéesh
and a npumber of Projects is currently being carrled out by BACE for

achieving its objectives mostly with asgistance from Internat10nal

hgencides, ‘It hds & Governing Baard and”ﬁhe day?gfi
bedng id by aniofficer’cailed Director. There are two Deputy D;rectors
in the organization; oﬁe responsible for admlnlstration and the other )
for Planning, Research and’ Bvaluation, Usqﬁln‘SGnolarship Programme 1s
Only*one‘uf the many stch projects currently in’ hand of the BACE. ;

ot : LA DA

day admlnlstratlon 15

L FERE i
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One Assistant Programme Officer and one Assiscant hcoountant have been
appolntecl exclusively under this Progromme and paid out of the USAID
fund. Their work is bemg supervised by a Programme Officer who is

[RpEELS

-adninistration of this Programme. This Programe Officer reports to
ong of the two Deputy Directors regarding the activities of ‘the
Scholarship Programme who, in tum, is responsa.ble to the D:.rector.

aat 35 Ly L"n-‘ __,-’| 5,_, ._1

EAN T (01 /T AR LSoodend T, g
i Bhe. Blt(ﬁ? Head Office receives' the Fund From -thé UEAID and-’f-"’” "
is regpongitdste: At goridts managemenf, pudi ringrosshecountsiete s

il . ol R - =rie s
i v Y . . LY b o~ s, R 40t SR Mot S
ym - ‘l" or rt.'\ Slal . - i -

B{xGE Head Off:.cg awards the US-AID Scholarships Qn«the approval.
I = 1o 20T A
students of the Pro;iect Arga on, the recommendat:.op of., ihe 1?leg.'i.ozml]r g
Scholarship Committee at the Pro;ect Offq.qe level and monitors the _;
Scholerghip Programme through the Pro;je,ct Qffices Head Office is also
re3pons;lble for re%f'}ﬁg, ce of the total, ssholarship amomt‘ ef-the |

ITHTEN BLdn

'"Pro,ject Imea, t.o the*.?rq;ec Offzqgr from, j:ime to, times tBagh dcholexship -

‘reaip:.ent has two cop:.es of rgcg;'d pards, -ong pf which is p;a}nta:,nedsm

'hthe Head office. It receives information from the Project Office from

time to time regarding the female enrolments, dropouts, causes -of drops:

Sl rmmr

outs, transfers of the scholarship recipicents cte. The Head Office is
aiso reggonsible for g;,ygpg.,dlre%}yes to. the:Project. Schoels. khrough the

srace I i.-_

ggct OffJ.c 9gard;,33§ ey, pgl,;?y. .changes in.the existing policy:. for-
ef;t’egt:wg MIQQ%atim ofﬁthgqggpgz;ﬁm;l;e.,:m_.,m.. Tocwem oard oA Lodr o un

.r-—..-

st

3.3 * “prajeéct’ T

.o Mf-ﬂ{‘.{'f«a'g‘l.:‘-""\ H&L(II onf IRl T oAn v '\,,..‘..\ 0 By
Caf ek “LEHJ ﬂiﬁ 2 g;f;‘f%ge S Q.%a‘ﬁed akNaoray Meher -Norkh U’F-Qgr,-ei'm( A
Shehrastd Upsalla. The Broject, Ofice. 15 headed b8 Fraiest fficeraw -

who,, iﬁ asg:,zr‘t by, 4} ;Figld Qfficers, Beﬂ:}iqﬁa\h,xhgge ig.z0.A¢cpunks. s ok

" PR U
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Faongao 274 'b"i.L'\-J""7J

) Assistagt and, a Hesseng;ﬁxépgon) An the, ngo;gc;t Offices.Al) these. ;c -

pef@i&éi;,,%egg§zg_oy 9E HS=A1D, ;Enn;l. Bgogect Qfficer. Is respongible ri‘or
effective admihistration, management and igplementation of the Programme
within the Proaect hreas The four Field Officers are responsible fop

."“1=r el
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supervision and follow up of the Programme activities. They visit each and
every school under the Programme at least once in every fortnight, In addition
to the above personnel, there is an officer, called Deputy Project Officer,
who assists the Project Officer in the administration and implementation of
the Programme, But thie is only one aspect of his total responsibilities and .
hence he does not draw eny salary from the US-AID fund. He is associated with
a number of other proiegts currently in operation in that area like SCF

Programme etc,

34%  School Scholarship Committee .-

As per‘Original Grant Agreement dated April 014 1982, all female B
students enrolled in elass VI through X in secondary schodls ;ere eliglble
for the scholarship. One important condition of this eligibility, however,
was that the girls must alsc be residents of the Project Areas This means
that giflé'who were non-residents of the Project Area were not entitled.to
be covered by the scholership Programme slthough they were studying in the
Project Schools. This canditibn, however, was relaxed in Amended Grant
Agreement dated June 21, 1983, According to this Amendmeaé; the girl
students .who were non-regidents, but came from-the immediate catchmézi area
of the Project Schools were:alsc made eligible for scholarship support,-‘
although “immediate catchment .areawas no wheré defined. .

"The ellglbility of the glrl students for scholarshlp under the‘Programme
is decided initially by a COmmlttee knowr as School Scholarehlp COmmlttee. The
only critsrion followed by %he School SChOlarShlp Commlttee for deczd;ng
the elizibility-of the gzrl students For US-RID scholarshlp is that the
student” ‘cchedtned must belong either to the Proaect Area or to the 1mmed1ate

catchment area,“The Management Commlttee of the school, ln fact, acts as
School .Scholarship’ Committee, The Héadmaster of the school concerned acts as«m
the ex=-officio Member-Secretary of the’ School Scholarshmp COmmlttee. The .
School Scholarship Committee recommends the gxrl students who are eliglble

for U8=~AYD scholéarghips to the Regional Scholarshlp Commlttee.
; me
Only one Headmiaster pointed out that the existence of SGhool SCholar-
ship Committed wds winecessary, Thé’ recommendation’ of the Headmaster should be

accepted as authentic end final. The other Headmasters, however, were of the
opinion” “that’ the existing system of recommendation by the School Scholarship
Committee was satisfactory.

Gontdy ew OP/ZE
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7.3 ﬁegionai Scholarship Committee

.+¢  “"Regional ‘Scholarship 'Comi'ttée is composed of all Headmasters of
the Project. Schools and all Branch Managers of the operat:mg banks. The
Chairman.,. Panchgran: Samabaya’ Ssmzty ‘of“Mehiér North Un:n.on :us the Chairman
of this Committed and {‘maect Offlcer acty as OX-folClO Memb.,r—s\scretary
of this Regional ‘Scholaership’ Gommittee, The Reglona.l Scholarshlp Committee
examines the recommendations of the School Scholarship Committees sind
finally recommends the list of the eligible girlg to!be covered .imder.
the Programe to the BAGF Head Office 1ocated ,a.n Dhaés:a which; takes the
"final- dec:.slon thi‘ough its Educat:.on Comm1ttee regarding the award.of the.-

e - .

Schblarships. ’_' o O N e
P S L LD -

«.5¢Allz the -Headmagters ‘were satisfled with the ex:.st:.ng compositn.on
and functioning of the~ :Regional 8cholarshlp comm:.ttee.

- v . PR T
et oet A rt i Sty e 3 e fx T b
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. 3.6 . ipigBursément Pz;océdﬁ:c:és
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;I}he JProject Off:we mm.ntams en -account: with Sonali Bank located
w:.th:m 'U’L,e; P:’;anct Office-premisege. It also :maintains separateé accounts
with all the branches.of -various..banks .throngh which ultimete ‘disbursement:
of scholarship money to the md:.v:.dual students takes place. Each and every

+G el 10 3

scholarshlp awaréee mamta:.ns a sav:mgs account m_th the nearest suthorised -
‘bank ‘branc‘ﬁ. The BACE Head Off:;ce periodlcally, remits the, tptal scholarship .
amount’ For Tk en’tire Pro:ject Area to the Project, Off;l.ce accownt. with Sonali-.

JA"'(

Bank located w:.‘tﬁm its prem:.séé. The Progecp Offzce, in turn, rem:xta the., -

¢“

) amount ETS ﬁs own account mamtalned m.tl;x the md:w:;_dual bank-brancheg, ;- o+
‘ attached T:o “bhe Pro:_;?ct_ SOhoo g wi@pjﬁnnpgvpce, rto {rensfer)theiamoint.tol:

top Lomtod T Teih
.
R el

the 1_nd1v1dual aceounts of phe pchplprship;rgplﬁggtﬁ,, vy sdeemm o LulT
L R ” B
i : ‘ | n P TR - -

* ‘om i-eceipt o;‘ inforglatggn grom the, banks through, -the +Schocl authori=
ties, the students normally .go to the:tr respective banks psually,accompanied

by—érschor‘il teacl;er and withdraw ';he scholarsh:r.p money. themselvesqionce 'in
eve:-y “Fwo 'imon't:hs. : ] R P
L e L N S . Sy = ' ' . COntd...-tP/-ZB
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& list of bank branches involved with this Scholarship Programme,
school-~wise, alcongwith their distance from the schools is given below :

--Distange in

SlNoe Name of School Neme of benk branch

RV o SN

o ALl the 151, SﬂIDple awardeos peplied ~An-affarmative.when! asked ™'

'"gilaﬁ:éi:grsl
rom SChoo.
1a Kherihar pdarsha HaSe Rupall_Blgank, Dalta % 3.00 o -
s "Bazar “Branch
2. Ugharia UC - "HeSe Rupeli Bank.. . B20
Chitoghi Branch . A7 % appn cfd ack
3o Chitoshi R.M.Multilateral H.& =~ do., | ..o Qe@Br yrdosns:
“he Raguil T HiSe -3KB, Shehrasti Branch. . (5.00 meodc ..
5. Dakhin Suchipara . 'HeSe, Rupali Bank, U P o S T O
- g a Dalta Bazar Branch
6.  Buchipara H.S Jenata Bapk . _/Within School
TR Suchipard ‘Branch premisas. .
s onn Tafen e A RAIT tU e TR R N SNPPLEY
7. Cheriara YN ELS. d Y 508 L
=0 = " S R N T P L
8. Dhamr& ! J;HUSD dO - jl{-. _‘, ey
9¢ Knilabazar H.S Sonali"Bemkc T T 0.10r .
S ..~ .. Xnilebazér'Bramgh ;i euonl pidmeiaioan
16, Bernaiya . .. . H.Sr ..o do. iR Fres Lggond s oo
11e Bijoypur - H.Sy - Sanali- Banky ‘Nacra Brdnch GhGt B S
TR e
12. Unkila. :"v: n- CHaSew v oMo GE ST - iz35p frEE ¢
13+ Jadabpur JeHeSo de LEL0T aue *A,.'\ “*6“00"’\ P
14, Waruk Rahmania H.So Sona.li BankWeruk Branch Stchoo% premises
. . 1 ; oibe Fogenind” Dol Lloo s
::Z. ;:;Z}Ti;ra . o ‘ff.:. z‘onz <O e Lo .5{“\ calEnh r S .
- o . o] .
For, eyl K { EUREETY Bt L xf 1n efmen I
17, “Fanata’ £ “FHss do o0 i L
18:  temta o J.H.Se Agrani Ba.nk,Meher Bz“anch 4 '
19. sShahrasti Multilatersl - H.Se gy TR ST 05&5 o
P T owse s 4 EDfe. AU EAYES Lioel. oG
20a Niz Meher Pilot & ‘HeBa -+ v dg*T ¥ . 0,
21 Debkora Maé:gqba e H.S. 510 byerer AnFE WoP T Lo 0Gsosd i ook
22-__"3053%;1 L . J.H.s. BKB, Shahrasti Branch e

s et

whether they themselves go to, the, benks for the withdrewal.of scholnrghdp i
anowdit, *gihce’ ‘the students are a¢companiéd by a teacher of the schpol w‘hile

going to the bank, 100% of these 151 awardees pointed out that they ‘faced
no difficulty in the withdrawal of woney from the bank, The same opinion
was also held by the Headmasters of the schools.
e teRree ) contd.....P/alF
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. 8choojspise total enrolmént ofLboys aaa:girls of the pro.je%t“ rek
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directly fr'ém"q:he 22 achools of. the Pro;ec'ﬂ: ﬁrea. Thn.s mfomationhlszqag,

st g, FriniG. il “!}xﬁ

) -from the seﬁ‘ondaryﬁsource andfi;névé Eeen %corporated in Table =3, .
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ooty the yeara_.1981 a.nd 19821 'ghere Were, "as already pointed out

TS

---earlier,~1§ schools in the Proaect Area as against 22 a:hools dugings45

g v

1983 and 19 b, JA comparative analysls of Table, =3 and L indicates; that:
out of the total putber of students¥ ,the :percentage of girls hag.been v
consistentiy :.ncreasmg ai:}ge;ﬂ&ﬁi. ‘lhaoiverall percentages of girl

-_students ingthe Project- Schools:wele 2732 127981, 3e22 in 1982“ e

37522 in 1983 .and- 43053 3n MO8 The perdentdgd growth of the eiFBImérts

—*t he number of

of the’ girl gtudents was 14428 in 1982 over 4984, 19.22 in 1983 over™al

1982 end 16&5»'121 198% over 1983, .» B T LSO
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ViZe, 1 :.lﬁbazar, Jadabpur, Niz Me&er and Noaé;apn, in &1l other sghppla,

* Ll anan

(xalle s

G0,
the f:i:gures of 45198 32 It uay “H,__‘ J;:lggg{i *fhatu oyt of the four schooley:T
where the nug:bers of g1r1 students fell, two Mare gunior ji:tghr Sﬁhpols-m
[y
Students ha%a&endency to move_ from Junior High §chools :tn{..d;hef-ﬁiig‘é skl

7] ol
Schools becaﬁﬁd’ of low £ stendard oiDI%eaching 1Lizflt"}]l:haa' Jtmiorc‘ﬁf ! E‘:}; ;
In ‘the year 198%, oﬂ?‘iﬂ“ﬁ?‘%’%ﬁ% ’l:he n%’ber of g:Lrl students fell.

These two ;apjnmlemenemhamm anmadabiﬁm% LB which are- Jun‘ibr High

1 ﬁ"':} I{
) schoga.ﬁ;'xgmm YemalHin '{520 Bcﬁool% ‘Eﬁfém{!uih%‘ér’of §:.t.r1 gt :{ z“;; - 9 v

1 students in the yesr 1983 jncreased substantially qwer

~ 1
a'_(' '

.,C'.f‘-' f

WS
23

ra

ﬂ'"‘
el ~ o L4

u:g W Looios ;; i '1."; caod flpiesdniciaion Aoy o
M-cons dez:a\blg"g_, I B L‘a_g‘_ -z [l;r pagds F _g‘:_{"? v lfI.'E’-f" .tiu i ,'a”” -

ke H B R T "
. - - W ¥ R ’ pamd ot D il rr Fluol® -L-E4
nodabge wmhe ol v::::',{'-d :fﬁ“_:. Yy Aon B0 LW 2k §oAr X r

. . P oy et
celocioe il G emedeaatgghedl, b /o5

8, ™
'fs‘:\ ‘.\fl‘ PO ptr'; -

orn

s

A

¥


http:tdigh�.OS
http:l9ifhJpol0.ia

» Table - 35

Year-wise Total al Fnrolment of 19 H. S, and Jo H.
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Teble = 4

School=yise Total Enrolment of Boys & Girls. of Pro;;ect Area
R - Schools),ﬁ983~&-1984 Ty T

e — T T T T

%8s - 1904

———

Name of |S 1
Tnion B‘ Efame Of SChOO:L 5oy8 "‘"‘G To.tal.., ..y%—-of—u- :Boys 'Gms @Otal’h'% ot
DJW-N 1 _3‘.,;,-.,“. 9__,,;,;1_._,__._..__; girigsd 11 2t 'Girls

‘fL, Tt .-—'6'*‘* 71 T gt 10 K

Ch“‘;if‘?:’l:ig‘efﬂ}ﬁf ! E'_'H.S..eh&_—-&% 331~ 2508316 _»1233%_371; - 3&.»22

() o Eh
o AR SI55T29.25 162 Bk 2B 34.15
T ...‘JT x‘_ﬁ _%‘:‘i B .%5.\: T U Btz 1as oSN Gy g u.-??i:".tl'ﬁ

Chitoshi 3. Chitoshi R.M. H.S- 244 1 12 22, 262 26 20

(E) ‘5 S -Mu‘l?i].ate |% h"b "J? 3 ..!.2 ?6 }- -J-.r?3 355 -'— 10 \.‘

Suchis8.Gk. Rag@i <01  HiS.269 46 *‘LM54:35.’#8 2311186 417 U 60
- peralg), 5. Dekhin GEIEagas 410 86 Or17G 2050 1Bndh 207 5.

Suchi<7»4, Suchipars. r’é‘ééaw'f?‘s' ﬂsm gl 53 ““539 tiopg (sisyg b vag, 03

para (i), oot %
: "%, Cheriara H.8 e 153 266" 39.62 67 122 289  h2.21
1'5,3'?*‘, Lo ™ ,.\‘ ~ ’"C_e-f T — -u‘:-: ‘-:, LA e e
‘€. Dhamr CIEETH M 67 k14 26.
—_—dpE . an a TP Hq&gc 9?9 f”r 3 ? :'jL.'g:ﬁﬁ’? 36 ”

%

12:;)1_5;-%&;(‘,&, .Kh,{giaba@r Hé,"g}ﬁ 5{153_”;2,6.14 5Osud9 105  46.67
_ opl0. Bempaivens  Hag M3 (100 odh3.I5ugg5Sud52 307 - boust
Reisrépife Bijoypur'sy  Hao30 0019 rR49.3A7.79 sn2Bil61 289 55.71
e nnl?ﬁﬂSd , HS‘?_ G oz 697636 153 200 61,50

v 1 —-{3 g e g T

gc.13s Jac&bpﬁx;,'é, J.H,bsmozcs p 71 0;ioo 71,00 28,58 86 67.hk

14, Waruk Rebma- H.5 31 226 1 1. 28 2 6.8

Tamta 085,45 oL P n R #c?f‘sg Xely ﬁﬂjfll- N " ?" s »5,3 ‘5",4.{1"3) s 5
39,12 Tchbepura,. .- _-.ﬁ*ﬂﬁf’ 395 o1 }35'24 - 19@:1 1@:@ 226 53.10
zgq.?ré*’ ‘Balghid gor ‘.-§1 f:él* -qv"F'Q 19409 2 ‘.ffn 160 55,00
rsfe Jengta ., THS 5_7 07 38k ,;q 5 9r, 9 213 55.87

T BR. 5 - 2 --—-65—-—-4@8-69ﬁ9—-—55““96“‘~15‘!“““63“53“

e e Ta s U.d--\‘

Merer " Shaﬁ’i?ﬁ}l‘m E950. ks UBYo 208 1267 69 436  38.76

(8) =35, Fiz Teher Pllef (17 8 282 30.1h 1% 1014 299 34,78

;213' TG TR0 T 5189 455 103 278 37.05

21. Debkora Harguba

Ash T

. Noagaon «HeS S5 L 03 20.29 58 22 70 31.43
o Total = 3465 2064 5539 el 336# 2507 BBE1 - L3.55 ‘3_
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S0 far as the enrclment of boys in the Project Schools is
concerned, the percentage growth of enrolments was (~)5.37 in 1982
over 1981, (~)8.72 in 1983 over 1982 and (~)9.73 in 1984 over 1983,

The main reascn of the faklure of the guardians to send
their children to secondary schools appears-to be poverty. Since
the education of théig;fié'ét-the seccndérﬁ level is assisted by
the US—ﬂID“Scholarshi}figbgramme, enrolment:of girl students has been
con31stently 1ncreasrng—over the years., On the other hand, since no
a531stance is avallable for educating the hoys at -the secondary o
Jlevel, the enrolment of male students has been decreasing from year to

year

o = - ~

k.2  (lass-wise Total Enrolment of Boys and Girls

Class~wise enrolment of boys and girls for the years 1983 and 1984
in the 22 schools of the Project Area has been shown in Table-5, Sinde
no class-qise data cculd be collected for the earlier years from any- - -
secondary source, the flgures of 1983 and 198k could not be compared

with those of the earl1er years.

It may be seen from Table-Sfthat in the year 1983, the highest
perCentage of glrl students out of the total cnrolments was in class VII
(49 68) and the lowest in class X(17.56). The second hlghest Tfigure was
in ¢clagss VI(42a81). ks against these, in the year 198# the highest
percentage of g:Lrl stuﬂents out of the total enrolments is in class VIII
(59.66) and the'lowest in class X (30.77). The second highest -percentage -- -
is in class VI (6.44),

One interesting feature of the situation is that with the exception
of class VII, in all other classes, the percentages of girl students out
of the total enrolments are higher in 1984 compared to the figures in
1983. In class VII, the percentage of girl students was 49,68 in 1983

which is now 44.60 in the year 1984,
Contde...B/28
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Table - 2 o

Class-w:.se Total Enrolment of Boys and Girls
. of ‘Project Area (22 Schools), 1983 & 1984
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An analysis of the Table~5 indicates that the percentages of
girl students in..the higflei' classes have been increasing considerably.
In the year 198’+ the percentages of girl stuc,ents are 30,77 in class X
. as. asamat~1?p56~of }983, 35,76 in class: IX- fs against 28,89 of 1983
sand 492667 13 tlassmn B sgainst 3422 of 1985, On the ‘other hand, in
the 1ower clé.’$se§,; the percentages of g::.rl students in 198&» are 46,44 in

Jl- L

class VI .ag’ against 41-2.81 :|.n 1 983_: and_ 414- 6_0 :m class VII a5, against 49.68
:C ™ ! e

.._af.:@Bﬁ.-—émﬁs-f éons:.&erabie’ :.ncrease 'in ‘the' percentage of g:Lrl“ stu’dents
atsthechighér level of thé Second \ry schools appears to be & & poa_lt:we

.
: . et e e
* ‘\ ’.u.l W

impact of the US=AID scholarshlp PrOgramme.

[ O .-
s

— . s
roa - =

b3  propout Figures of Boys and Glrls, School«wise N VS T

et fap e %

"o P L M Lt

M e e o mann mtrnns e e
- - \_\ \ ’ . R N
3 "( M VO e - <

B Ta?Ble“S'eﬂﬁ'Bits achool—w:Lse dropout “Figures of br\th boys and BRI
girls.ﬁ,It_ appears,fnqm _i‘.he_table that in the year~4983, out-of~a- - - -

RS

total enrolment.,of 3#65~boys, 223; dropped out, pementage of" dropout; “:“' .
bemg~6¢1+‘+.3,The h:tghest mumber of dropouts was “from Waruk Rehiiaria’ H’gh

L v

thool"(lr}"); aid,the second h:ghest wag rfrorn Gh:.tosh:. R.H.Hﬁlt:.lateral a

‘........__.,-..—._...—-,,_ —r a-—

ngh_Schoolilu), Ichhapura—H:Lgh School gleo had a- very high fzgure of ,
dropout {—319@—391:}1 Bijoypur-and  Debkora {High' S3kE01E had Sare ‘number ‘of
dropouts("lS). Khévikar High Séhool had a droptut figure of 18 ‘There -

S R e B e e e ity e e

Bals}lld-andJanata-Schools. e e =

v el 71 o <l " ' N -

Twl TTEE dgainst a very ’hlgh ;dropout flgures of male séudents, the

wag nc?"c‘ﬁ‘opouf“ From tharia- ,Dakh:.n 'Such:.para, Cherlara, Dhamra,*rBemaiya,

. Cm—— e = ———— e

dropout Figures'of g:.rl mtudents in the year 1983 were negllgn.ble. out’--

oA tatal @nrolment** of 205k g:.;‘l:nl;%u;ieﬁts, _anly 53 s students- dropped oui: =

pergentage being d.G. Theshighest: dropouts ‘wete :EromUnkﬂa High $chool('10)
and_:hhe_secondr-hmghestedropoutwﬁgureuwas“from "Jenata Junior Hifgh“*Séh"‘I(“ 6)e -
Five dr%pped out from Jadabpur Junlor Ha.gh SOhool. Twelve schools had no .
drepouts atradlesr - P - IR o BT
. -~Na—~explanat10n however, “could"pe Tound for variations in’ dropout ',

flgures froti-scheol--to- school—in the—ceses *of*both boys and’ gzrlsa

F'\. P i Sl . [
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Table - 6

_ Dropuut Figures of Boys & Girls,School-wise, in.Project Area

- u‘
[

83— S -

1?11 !Name of .E.'»t:hool"I “ "Béys Girls H _"Boys + G:Li*lE

N IEnrol- {DropiFinal [EnroldDrop JFi- n- rop b ie fn- Drop F‘maI .

! ) _yment jout INo. iment Jout [nal jrol-dout jnal ,rol lqut { No.

Pow {No. ‘No.‘, mo. :No. NG, }tnen‘i{ "Noe Wo. ment} No.?

Co e RS L iyt Mowd venl orlglogle dnilc
11 2 :3 .”+ 5 16 :7 r6'9‘10"i_?_"lu*lzm'h'
1o Kherihar " 'cT g 48 230 83 . 0. .83 246 0 . 246 12870528
3. Ugharia UC H.8 479 O 479 7% -0 74162 0:.162 B -0 Blk{
2 I%ﬁitg?.g%eralﬂ‘s 2ha _,M"""E? 00 °7_1 :-2 62_ 26.2 O Bt 262 ”93 4, 93
%. Ragni .S 269 1 268 W6 1 b5 231 0 251 186 9 177
5. Dakhin Suchiss 110 T 0 110 66" 0 “e5'i13 o i3 G o K
B Suchipara " H.E 338 7 3ol A5 172 3398531 208 8 200
7+ Cheriara - H.S5 157 0 157 103 0 103 167 0 167 122 0O 122
B, Dhammar SWLEE B0 BT 19 0. g 0 A5 015
9., Khilebazar~@.S 913 43 100" RO~ 3o 237 56 0 - 56449 "0- Kg -
"O. Berneiya  H.8 443 0 k3 400 0. 100.T55 0 155 52 T 142 -
1. Bijoypur = - H.8 130 16 1k 119 O 119 128 13 115 161 _ 7__154 .
2. Unkila-~:- HgS. 6 <9 58 102 - 10 G0 R Vo B R 1 1
13. Jadebpur. J.H.S 2919 22. 71 ..5.. 6628 DIiIT28 58 -0 58‘
4. Werpk BaMiw~g.8 315 - 43 272 226 0' 226 287 31 256 253 K 247

nin
15. Ichhapura H.S 115 31 8 95 0 95 706 0 106 20 7 113
16. Balshid oo Hep. 562 0 - 56,5 =4 ~53TpR M0 62 88 10- 78
17. Janata-  JuH.S .77:w0 77 907. € 4079k 20 " 7k949:71 97 110+
18, Tamta .. JuHeS:on4Dire 1 - 42 w65 .00 ~265 55 . 15k -96 -0 96
15. e - 4T . ¢ gyt - o F'..""‘J
9 ﬁgﬁhtei_a lﬁs 3391 9 L3330 Ankeye O ’441+1267L B (Ebéli:ng ‘js Mmru_r
- Niz' Meh? . "adh 8
gl&}‘: s g7 5Tk 85 T2 8395 o, 195 10k 0 10k.-
21, Degléora Mar-H s 213 -16 197 97 2 95 175 1 174f403:~- O‘ff.‘103’f"-
22. Nosgaon S TES T by Ak 07 (S W k22 0 22
Total =- - 31;65 223 3242 2054 33 2021 3304 92 3212 2547 83 246k
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In the year 1964, till the time of evaluation (June), 92 male
students dropped out, out of 3304 enrolled, percentage being 2.78. is in
the year 1983, the highest.percentage of-male.-students dropout was from
Waruk Rahmania High School, the reason of 'which is not understandable.
In the chse of girl students in the year 19811- the .dropout figure seems_

T e s v

~to_be. .texthlgh. Out.of.a. total-enrolment 0;4547 g:rl 5tudents, 83 R
droppe“a“éii{:, the percentae;e"being"BsaS" Eha @rcmtage Tof dropouts among m
“the g:.&'l' students is hlgher than thiak of hhe male s’tudents. ,S:mce 1984 ;
~.._...po.c.;:d::l.on4-'&7.&; outsa.de the term - Gf——refqrenee ef*the —present eValua't:ionw -”.-*-

I = 5

%ask, nothmg can he sald about the accuracy of the f:.gures and e
s causes, of these dropouts. However, so far a5 the dropouts of, the

TR \w.._

g1r1 students m the year 1983 is concemed, ‘a detailed discussion w:.ll

- be.madeumder-.chapter =.6p—. v e

.-‘:

RZLE Dropout F:Lgures of Boys and G:Lrls, Class—-Wlse

- R

P

N . e e S

- .'.ﬁcl&éé—wi“s‘e.“figﬁi‘es of “the Gropouits for both boys and girls have been
~given-imTable=7: In the case™ of tiale stiidents, out of & ¥5tal 223 dropoutsy

55 were from class VI,'3S from cless VII} 50 from ¢luss VIII, 55 from class IX

and 24 from ¢lass X. In the case of the girl students, out of a total 33 droP-—

—— it TR L % A aim w e T e A R e e et A

outs, lﬂ‘a;jor:.ty were from class VII (16)e six dropouts werg. from each of the
two classes, viz., VIII.and IX. Four g:.rls dropped out from class VI and only

B o T30 5 i QR B - V-1 o eerrmn e

- - - . . - .o - g . -
(_ﬁ’f,' :; 5" T...'\"" MR e L. L L. LEC T AR pinT

-In the year 198k, out of 92 male dropouts, 2k were.from class IXy
" 33-from:iClase VII, 19 from class VIIT, 17 from VT and only 9 from class X,
out of, the 83 fe emale dropouts, 35 were from class VIII,. 19 from class IX,

N

LR L.

16 from class VI, 8 from class X and 5 from class Vi.

COIltdu s -.P/32
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Table - 7 .

Dropout Flgures of Boys & GlI‘ngClE'.SSHWlSG;ln Pr03ect Ares
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CHAPTER ~ 5

SCHOLARSHIP RECIPIENTS 1983 - ATTEND: NCE, PERFOH-MCE
Tttt T ST TAND OTHER TPARTICULLRS T @

Sel Total Enroh‘ont end Total Awardees .

i o e eryr ey e R

Durs.ng the evsluatlon, it was revealed that 9(nine)g1rl students

:.na\f.nour. ﬁ:.fferenﬂ:» schooisuwers*uotf awarded -any scholarsh:.p wmder the
IIC.f'qe’f“"bf' Fol %o ?-Li“"'-f srazmanls do
Pxogramme..in -the fyear 48 ‘§ \Tnevefoxvs, there had been a differnce between

the, sc_tual,number_qof_xotals.ehrofﬁléﬁﬁ_:ofmgirl students and the.actual number
of- the-scholarshlp-awargees. Thls-has ‘been shom in Table -8,

-Q}\

M ae 4 e e et s rart e pem b e — = -~

-‘\-" |
It appearsTiromTtie table thdt iH Chitoshi High School, two students
in” cl#EE VI Were not awarded any scholarsh:.p because of late adm:u.smon and

one student of the ssme class wasg transferred out, *Dhaldnn Suchipara

e

T e PR

H:Lgh School, one student was -transferred out from class - VIL In B:LJOYPUI‘

————

——— e b, S = ma t

H:Lgh’ School" 'four students“ got plucked in the §8C Exam:matlon end were'

e mbse@mtlwwMﬂWIass “X—of -the- same ‘sChool in- the year 1983 and
did-not-get-scholarship-asper norm of the Programme pract:.sed at that timeo *

InShahrgsti-High School,” 6he Btadent of cléss IX did: not get scholarshlp

A . RS i P = mam e ———— e i - = aee

becarss of "a"e ad:nlss:t.on.

A et e e ot Ty e i oA et ™ e i o R 1 -
v

- e A . o RS s R L Ees - -

Three students, as pointed out above, who were adm:.tted late could

e e S amA——— —

-——

not be awarded scholarship because the Echool Scholarsh:u.p Gomm:Lttee o:t‘ the

e e e

es_pectwve s“hools co..u_q not send the:Lr names to the Reglonal COmmttee AR - e s

‘‘‘‘‘

- t:.me.’&ccox‘d‘lng o he ‘nd'l:‘m’ pra’ct:l. g durmg 1982 emd 1983 scholarship .
awardees failing in the E'zchool Final Exammatlon (85C) and then again read=-"

A\re e LAy

——

m:l.tted in class X were not ellowed to get ‘the? beneflt of scholarship. In

AR s a B o Yoy Amrgy A2 R B e s

B:'.Joy-pur High School, four girl students belonged to this category. Th1s

norm of not allowing the scholarship to the SSC plucked students has,

however, now relaXed,

e — At ———— & P

T Heeee! T 1T Contd.gooP/3lf
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Table = 8

Total Enrolment and Total Awardces in 1983

Remarks

s1.! fTotal Potal !
Noa l!Name of Schoel !Enrolment !Awa.rdees E
1] 2 R 5 ]
1. Kherihar Adarsha H.S 83 83
2. Ugharia #.s 7h A T e
3. Chitoshi . H.S - 71 68 - &-students in: class Viswere not given:
; scholarship because of late admission
. and ‘one - vieg, JAdjunan Ara ‘was trinse-
ferred out, . S
k. Ragui H.S 46 146 . . o
5. Dakhin Suchipara H.S5 66 65 One transfervedout from class VII
6. Suchipara H.8 173 173 .
7. Cheriara HeS.. 105 . 103
8. Dhamra J.H.S5 19- - 19 - -
9. Khilabagzar - H.S ko 4 .. - ) N
105 BeI‘Ilaiya . i Hes . 100 1OQ R Lo . - .
11. Bijoypur H.8 115 115 - -4 students detained in class X .did-
not get scholarship )
12. Unkila H.S "102 102 i ) i :
T3 Jadanpar J.H.8 71 7 :
‘h, Waruk Rahmania H.§ 226 226 il
45c . Ichhapura H.S 95 95 -
16, Balshid H.S 5k 54 -
17. Japata = - . J.H.S. 107 107 : )
18, Tamta .. J.H.S 65 €5
19. Shahrasti Mule ; : . o
: H.s 143 One did not get scholarship in
t:.la‘teral_“ N - T ... . ¢lass _];X:;becgle;se of late admission .. .
20, Niz -Meher Pilot HoS . 85. 3 _ :.85 . _w- ¢ zo . A e w
- N - ereee sttt -~ - -
21. Debkora Marguba ' H.8 97 -97 - : IR X LR
22. Noagaon -J.H.S. 1 R (TR e iy "
Total = 2054 2045 9- : Co
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fccording to the BACE Head Office recued, one Miss Anjuman Ara
of class VI, belonging to Chitoshi High School,was awarded schclarshipe
She was transferred ocut subsequently, The School authorities.of Chitoshi
High School, therefore, seem to have made a confusmon in this particular

case, Anjuman Ara Begum should have been shown as one, of the awairdees.

About one student -of class VII, belonging to Déﬁﬁiﬁ’éﬁchipara
High School, who was transferred outy BACE Head Qffice: does-not hgve any
record as an awardee and both the BACE Head Office as well as %ﬂéléchool
record show that the total mumber of awardees inm Dakhin Suchipara ngh
School was 65. It appears, therefore, that this particular student of
class VIT was transferred ount before the School Scholarship Committee flnar

lised their recommendatlans.

Similar discrepancies in the number of total awardees have béeﬁ
detected 'in.a few more cases by the Evaluation Team in the fmgures of
awardees collécted from the primary source and thé’ secondary sources iﬂ
Ragui High School, the school authorities 1ndlcated a. total number of e
awardees as 146, whereas the secondary data From BACE Head folce 1nd1cate
a total figure of 145. According to the School authorltles, ‘there were 18
awardees in class VIII, whereas according to the 'BACE Heaq Offlcgnrecprd,

this figure was 17.

In Unkila nghnSchool, the descrepancies between the records of ‘the *

.

two sources are as follows : . A i
‘ .
Sou;Pe ) Loy NOo of awardees . s -
L I | -
- . .Y . Class.VIT :m~: o+ Glass UIII-"* Clegs-IX -~ ~¥
R R D C g .
BACE. Head Office - -~ 30° 77+ 7 7. 49" 9’

o

The totel number of awardees in all-classes of ithe school was showni™

by the School authorities to be 102 as against 9% shown by the BLCE Head

QOffice.
Contd.,.esL/36
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The Study further reveals that there are discrepancigs_in the records
maintained in the BACH Head Office and those maintained at the BACE -Broject
- - —-Office~alsos~ Aceording “to BACE Project Office, the total number of awardeeg-. _
in the year 1983 was 2032 a5 agoinst the Head Office figure of 2037« The
break up of this difference of 5 awardees between the Head Offi;:.e and
Project Office records of BACE is as follows 3 - '

81.No, School. _ . . HO. .- P.0. - -Difference ”
1. ' Balshid . . H.S. 5% . 53 -1

_ 2. _ Buchipara . .  H.S. 173 . . 172 R A
3 Unkila =, H.S. | 9%, 92 2

%, Debkora H,S, 97 96 4

. It may be pointed out,. however, that since this Study is mainly field
_survey oriented,-the -subsequent analysis will be based cu the data collected
from t'h_e Primary source, although in each and every case of discrepancy
between the.primary 'a_.néi‘gsécondary data, a reference will be madee

5.2 - Average Attendande of‘écholérship Recipients

Table~9 india_:at.éé't:hé ave’rage attendance of the scholarship recipients,
schocl-wise, in thfe yeax: 1é83., The total number of working days seems %o
vary considerably from scliool to school ranging from 161, ,the lowest, in
Waruk Rahmania High School to 236, the higheot, in Khilabazar High School,
Average working days in the 22 Project Schools were 200 and the axrerage
attendance of the scholarship recipients was 166 days in 1983, The average
attendance of the scholarshlp recipients in the individual schools seems to

at

"of the scholarsh:.p reclpients inz the Pro:lect dckobls. as-a-whole -was 83, -~ "

R Ll

‘The highest percentage of attendance was :m Dakhln Suchlpara High School ...
(94459) 'and”the lowest was in Jadabpur Junior H1gh School' {69412), The
Evaluation Repert of . the year 1983 -indicetes that in thé year 1982 thg
‘average attendance of the scholarship awardees was 91.45% o
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5.3 Performance of Scholarship Recipients

The performence of the scholarship recipients in the year 1983 has
been shown in Table -10. Normally 3 Examinations are held in every school
in an ocademic year kanown as F::.rst Term Exam. sSecond Term Exam. and the

Annual Exem, The average percentages of marks secured by the SChOlaI‘Shlp

- recipients of the” Pro;]ect Schools as o whole were 38,55 in First Term,

1+0 2? :.n Second Term and 41,50 in annual Exanle School—wme performance of
the awardees -seems to -be more or less un:.form ip all the 3 Examinations.

- The :.mprovement m—performence from one Examination to another Exemination

is although poslt::.ve, yet qu:a.te negl:l.g:i.ble.

, _ The overall performance in the -year 1983 was ‘slightly pecrer
qomp_ared to that of the year 1982, The Evaluation Report, 1983, indicates
that- the average~percentages 6f marks in the First Term, Second Term and
Annual AExanE‘.gati‘onls__\f_e_{-e 40,13, B40.,48 and 43,26 respectively.

.80.far as-the-case-of detention of the scholarship awardees is

,.,_..concerned -it may- he-'seen from. the “table. that in 12 schools, there was

- *"ﬁo aetentz.on. In all 3 “students were detained in various classes in the

“rémaining 10 “séhodls. Regui High School had h detentlon cases, a1l in
~class YIIj Suchipara ngh Schoo‘l, 2 cases, both in class X3 Dhamra Junior

"High School, 2 cases, both in class VIs Khn_'LL. ;azar High Schocl, 7 cases
(one :m class VI and 6 m class VII), Bijoypur High .School, 5 cases (one

h :Ln rc.'la‘c VI, one 1n class VII, one in class IX-and 2 in class X)3 Waruk

— Rahmaﬂa and Ichhapura High Schools,, 2 in each, both in- class X3 Janata e

1

R
L3

Junior - ‘High Schoclf 2 cases, both in class VI; Shohrasti Multilateral -
ng,‘h Sch001, 2 cases, both in class X_and N:Lz. Meher. Pilot ngh Sehooly .

ﬁ\,.: [

3 cases, all _in classﬂ»Class-wlee fn.gures ofﬂ-detention inﬂi“cate that in
clase VIII, in ndne of the schools, there was a.uy dentention. Tn other -

v = me——— et e 2 e e

) classes for the Proaect Area ‘as”a whole the detent:.on SLigures wete.

Class VI sar -'6 . )
"TCras8 VIZ ~77 7T -1 - T
Class IX , - b
Class X =10
T3 (1.52%)
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Compared to the position of 1982 (1,39%) 41983tz detention had
increased (1.52%).

The performance of awardees of the students of class X in 1983.
who appeared in‘SSC“Mﬁtj.On ,held in 'EHe ear'.’ly jpart of this year, .
however, was more or lefdisa tisfactozy. out of a total of 128 scholarship
rec:.p:.epta ﬂhpﬁappeared in the ssc Ebcammaf:.on From. "the Proaect Schools,
88 stucrents came out sugcpssml. percen‘l:age 3bemg £8.75, This percentage
of pass, i.e., 68.?5% was a.bove the Secondary ﬁ‘ducation Board(Comilla)
percentage‘ f:.gure which was 62-98 e

P PR R
By 1 =

a4
e T —pWR 1

e -_uupy. wmg——‘v;u o e
13

i ¢ ciaitoshi R Hultilateral Highﬁchool aifa Dakniir Buéﬂipa.ra .,__

—— A 2% T - By

High Schoolj \100% nf thgbmtmp_stu&ntsmwt succagsful, al’bhogglr* .}', :
r:{\

‘ f
2 students in Chlto&hl RuM. Mult:.lateral H:Lgh Sch001 and one student k. SAEAEL

Dakhin Suchipara High Schooltwere enrolled in class q_g- 3in ,_1983, _hnt.,not_.sent- _:;
up to sit for the Exam, T'ilrt ‘193&-_111 _§qme_9£ ‘the. schools, ﬂoo%»pfvtﬁ 2 'Ellled'

—_n -_a\‘uv—

3

‘studénts J.n-class X were sent-up and . their :percentages of ‘pass weré alse . .
by

qu::f:e gatisfactory. “Inthis re“é"éi‘cf, mention may be‘made of Kher::har Adarsha
Bigh-School, :Cheriara High school and Dehtora Marguba High Schools *°° X

v, ﬂ‘he performancesof 3 schools ‘seem to ‘be not ‘at all’ eatzsfactonr. o
Their .pexcenthges of pass in the S8 ‘Fxamination held in”"198% were much”
lower then the Board's pe;ccentage. These schools are Ughana Uc High School,

Waruk Retinenia High- Schcol and Janata Jum.or High School. In Ugharia liloly

[ e ily

HJ.gh\Sclilool, ‘out of 3 students sent-up for-85C Ecammatlon, _oﬁly one; ,passed,
(o= T ) B S B 7
the perq:entagemf pgss be:.ng ;53.33. In.Wa:mk Rochmania ngh Schoal, out’ ofs

Fals

a total of 27 enrolied awardeesy 24 were sentupgtot’ only, 10‘passed, 'j s

percentage of pass. Yeing 41.5#-—111~the-—same ey “.i.n,‘gavzrat!%t“cmlh op EigR™ <Ll B
School,..oit of a.-totel of 11 enrolled awardees,? were sent-up and only gl

3 camejéu% sucﬁessi‘al The percentage\ of PO-S% was 42'86° -

[ .._3\ STt s F e

Ti.ER A D g N
Sipce po datg on the performance of pwardees- in’ the SSG Examiua‘l;ipn fon .

of-the. preumus-year —Were~aV&ilable;-zm— comparison Tould be made.” .

3

- - e R . R
RO t
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S«4 _Guardiens' Income of Scholarship Recipients

In order to understand the economic conditions of the Guardians of
the scholarship recipients, the Evaluatlon Team divided the annual gross

‘income level of. the guardians into 7 slabs as follows

Slab 1:Tk._1009 to Tk, 2000
Slab 21Tke 2001 to Tk. 4000

Slab 3:Tke 2007 to Tk.- 6000

Slab 4:Tk. 6001 to Tki 8000 .

Slab 5k, 8001 to Tk,10000 : SR
Slab 61k.10001 to Tk.12000 8

T . Slab.7:above Tk, 12000

-
-

Table =11 reveals that out of & total of 2045 scholarship recipients,
77. ofltheir gt.{a;:‘dians belonged to the first slab s 291 to the second slab, -
212 to the third slab, 511 to the fourth slab,#12 to the fifth slab, 159
*7 " to sixth.slab and 8% to the seventh siabe

B it appears that the vast majority of the guardions of the séhélafship
awardees belonged to the third, fourth and fifth slabs, the'hiéhest:belonged
. %0 the third (25.04%). The next highest bel-aged to the. fourth slab(24.99%)"
. and the third highest to the fifth slab_(20.13%).. The lowest number was in
the first slab, the vercentage being 3,77 and the second lowest 'was in
the seventh slab (k. O&%). The percentage of the guardians belonglng to the
sixth slab was. 7e784 ‘

B

B ks stated, the -vast majority of the guardions belonged-to the third,

-~ - ~mw— fourth and flffy.glgggjﬁfhe total percentage- being 70e16s This mednsithat -
in the case of 70.16% of cases of “the: guardians of the scholarship recipients,
the yearly gross’ income 1evel varied from Tk, 4001 to Tk. 10,000, which can
not be considered as a reasonable income in eny sgense ¢f the term, particu~
larly when the sizé) of their -families are taken into account.

KRR
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Table - 11

 ———_— ety

Guardians® Income of Schelarship Rccipients,1983

Gontd.- ¢o P/ll'3

g1l - Wo.of | Annugl Gross Income.of Guardians in Take
No, jeme of School .. F000- T200T4E00T-1R001= 1800 [10007~ Wbove 12000
; S tdees '2000 *hooo ;6000 '8000 :'roooo ;12000 !
-.-,—-i . PR ':" L ' 1'_ ;
a_ 2 3 b 1516 ‘ 7-1 81 g 1 10
Ao Kherihar.pdersha H.I 835 2 27 17 8 9 "a5° 5
2. "Ugharia UC HS 746 0 148 57 15 T4 g K20
D+ Chitoshi R.M.Multi -
Interal s 68 s k13 12 10 8 . 6
£ Ragui : H.S 146 15 30 32 2k, 22 i 18ie- 5 -
5, Dakhin Suchipara H.5 65 A1 0 31 0. & 6 i3
6. Suchipars H.8 173 20 32 50 31 18 2.5 ~-fi0 _
7« Cheriara H.S 103 2 3 4., 28 18 8 L _
8. Dhamra J.H.S 19 0 L5 2 5 3 0 .
9. Khilabazar = -H.5 L0 1 b2 12 - 3~ "3 5 -
10. Bernaiya H.5-100 2 26 .37 27 8 0 0
11. Bijoypur . H.S 115 - 2 0 25 30 20 23 5
12, Unkila H.5 102 | 5 2 15 20 30 12 8 -
13, Jadabpur TS T 0 L 25 20 T 15 5 -2 ,_,
1, Waruk Rahmania  H.L 226 10 S35 A5 . 60 60 . 0 . b N
5. Ichhapura H.8 95 S 7 21 25 30 5 2 _
16. Balshid® =~ =~ H.S 54 5} 0 26 8§ 8 0 2
7o Jemata - ceciimisa0p 30 10 127 40 30 - 8 g
18. Temta . J.H.S 65 3 10 8 19 10 3 2
19. Shahrasti Mule- . ) )
tilatersl , H.S 443 1 15 30 k5 hh K 5 3
20, Niz Meher Pilot H.8 85 O 5 18 29 25 .5 _
2‘1 Debkora Marguoa H.s 97 0 0 B0 wE U 2 y
. _22' “NOa'gaqn e h——rf-f- f—'h- s wj& -—--—Q - —5 “‘ 5‘, . ?-: -;2’, - ! ﬂQ':._cT D vro
1 Totals 20%5 L7 B0~ 512 - 514 1 442,459 - W83
R Y o (3‘77>(ﬁ‘roE.})J?;?)ccH')(21599}(20015)(7 78) (’4‘ 06)
"..i(Pigures in the parenthesis indicate %)- y
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5.5 guardians!.-Ocoupation . of Scholarship Recipients

- - B -m
PR R A mmme 4w om

- The Sugve ;revealea &that the guardians of: a11 scholarship
awardees belonged to 3 bro&d categgr.}_gs of ocq;;panon,_m.,_ﬁ.griculture,

z 4

Business and Ser:vioe. B R _’“_ <t e et
- . f . C‘ . ,.- :l; N
- :',: T e . . .y
[‘“ ‘? - all -

Table = A2 indicates that out of a total *2045 a.wardees “ther' : -‘:f"' i

3N A

guardiens of 1261 were agriculturists, 238 vere busmessmen and 546 were .

engaged in serv:gige. This means that the, vast ma;jor:rty of the guardisms 4 ¥
belonged to they pccupatlon of _agriculture (61a 565). 26.7095 of the - "’T.E"'..c- oo
guardlans were @@wlce ‘holders and only 11.64% wete ih business. Serv:me A
:m this part:.cular case means .mostly low paid_ emplo;yment‘ “Even some d:a?k e
-G} ‘l;‘ £ LM - F.
labourers were, gtlso mcluded under this category. In the some way,—-;—‘ O :---;:-r
agriculturists mean mostly smell and margmal farmers and*in some " :--_,-q‘; e
cgses landless. E’amers, -Bllgaseé in- B]:la_'[-e..c‘z-opplngﬁ 'Business ~&n- the . ' : ‘-::“ _.._.
N l\ IS [y
rural area. in :I;hi&.country,- mostly mesns -very all seale ‘business, ~
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.3, Chitoshi R,M.Mul_a LS 68 - 'S‘f

""90. Bernajya ~

- 4.

Guardiane' Qccupation .of

Table - 1

2

Scholarship-Recipients v - .

-

51t Nos0f

Occupaticn of Guardmns

ame of School

No. ft L Eamin: AWars--JAgriculture - iness * {Ser'hce W

! et s N:d,e;es xr.'*i- NOe :.o s :. Noe ¥ 1 ’Noo Lol roe oL
I T N N T S R 1y
1. Xherihar Adarsha H.S - 83 - %1 7 . ..-&5.. N _

2. Ugheria UC H.S 71+ 35

1::1.21.&1:&:1'&11"I
AT d ']3',%“:‘1!;5 e 94

-Ragui

I
o R T A AN
UG IOARE LI R QA ¢ SRR ¥ A Jd.
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o

14--
5.  Dakhingiichipar w--H.s':-~--'E§“'“‘”’ E'i“" RN e “‘1’6“' " “_—:ﬂw
é Suchiﬁé—c.gin. o CYYHLEN ;1'?_3 ﬁi\',']oa . 33 R 38“ TN _‘_\.
7

Cheriera.- -

e rradeBr 203, U i 60y

- .;';)_i_vq._se AT e ¥

doen e A%

-BT DhamraP . U eHeS - .19 R R REIRICIE T T mrdis ooy Wb .____r
9e Khn.labazar HeS b0 . 3Bh O -l n o i8 e e ek

R

#5100, 73

Pttt

11. Bijoypur "H.S 115 63

12. Onkila 7 m = “H"”“‘ W TR0 - A2 L 20, e
13. Jadabpur'  JHS 71 51 5 Vs g k!
ik, Waruk Rahmania H.S 226 50 - 36 ho
15, Ichhapura H.8 95 60 15 20
16, Balshid H.5 5k LG 6 8
17 Jegata ™ C JLH.S 107 80 6 21
18, Tamta J.H.8 65 Lo 5 20

19, Shahrasti Multi-
RS s s

= . e AN R g ey 0T

20 .3

e -

20. Niz Meher Pilot - H.§ &5 38

7

21, Debkora Marguba  H.8 97 75

"3

22, Noagaon J.H.S W 5

=~ |31&1"

5

Total = 2045 1267

(61.66)

‘258
(11.64)

546 .
(26.70)

( Figures in the parenthesis indicate % )
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CHAPTER = 6

DROFOUTE OF SCHOLARSHIP RECIPIENTS,1983

6.1 School-wise anf Class~wise Dropouts of Scholarship Recipients

N ) ] .

. . The details of school-wise and class-wise ayardees as well as the
e . dzapoui:. flgures -have-been- shown in table-13.

s I

School-w:.se._figures indicate that Wa.ruk Rahmania High School had the
maxirum number of scholarship recipients (226) and the second highest number
N wag in Suchlpara High School (173). Ragui High School, Cheriara High School,
T Bi joypur H:Lgh School Unkila-High School anad Jana.ta Juhior High School had
T gdech moré than 100 scho"larsh:.p rec:.p:.ents. Bemalya -High School had just
100 scholarship recipionts. Among the High Schools, Dekhin Suchipara High

L

. School. had the lowest number of scholarsh:l.p awardees and the second lowest
. . - _number-was 4n Ghitoshi R.M. Multilateral Schoule As mentioned earlier,
) ‘ although Janata ls still termed a Junior High School, it opened classed
IX end X in the year 1983 and in the same way Jadabpur, also a Junior High
Schooly opened c¢lass IX. m 198%. On the other hand,’BalshJ.d, though termc? -
"a High Sch001, opened’ classes IX and X only in 1984, :

The class-\-f:i.se ngq‘_bers of awardees, as indicated in Table =13,

“in the 22 Froject Schools weré 689, the highest, in class VIIj 673, the
second highest, in class VI; 334 in class VIIT} 196 in c¢lass IX and 153,
the lowést :'m class X.' ‘45 in the case of the total number of awardees, the

e - Waruk Rahmanza ~H1ghm$chool—hadfalso .the highest number of.awardees in all. ..
‘the individual classes, viz., 64 in class VI; 61 in class VII; 40 in clags

VIII; 3% in class IX and 27 in class Ay Noagaon Junior H:Lgh School I'fad the
lowest number of scholarship recipients in all the 3 classes, class VI
through class VIII, It.iiad only one recipient in class VI, 10 in class VII
and 3 in class VIII in the yea;‘ under study. imong the High Schools,

Thilahazar had the lowest number of scholarship recipients in a number
of classes, viz., 13 in class VI, 3 in class VIII, 2 in class IX and

none in class ¥, In cless VII, the lowest mumber of awardees was in
g Ugharia among the High Schoolse
Contd.... LN ] oP/l+6
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Table - 13

J

School—w:l.se Class-wise Dropout Figures of Scholarshl;p Rec:unents,‘f983

Sle t

! Clags-VI !

ame of Schcol Class-VII ! Class-VIII .gClass—IX - fClass—X _j Total
No. N ,Awar-gDrop ,’Fmal ‘Ewar-’Dz?op‘{F:mal 'Awar-;Drop iFina,l 'A\wa_r.:})rop fnal ,Aw-» lDrop ,*_5-1.. nAw- iDrop Fia

H jdee. | No. ! No. ‘dee ! Nos ! No. ‘dee | No. ! : Now 'd,ee ' Noet No. “tar~! v No. lnallar- , No. jnal

! 4 ; Noe ) ! N N°-l '| v NO-' v l'No- ' : Jdee i O :deﬁ, No,

] I R BN [ o b b Mol 1 Woi |
I 2 13 L V5 "7 18 vg 10 1117 {12 ' 15 Yk T 158 16 Y 478 A8¢ 19 ! 20
1. Kherihar Adarsha H.§ 38 © -38 22 0o 22 13 O -13 5 0« 5 %5 o 5 8 0 83
2. {gharia TC H.S 38 0 % 170 5707 0T 5 0 -5 "6 O 6 7% o 7h
3. Chitoshi R.M, Mul-H.s 25 0 25 17 0 47 15 1 14 5 1. % 6+ 0 6. 68. 2 66
_ tilateral ’ ¢ g R R L v
4. Ragui H.8 57O 57 52 0 52 18 1 A7 41 "o ¥1d 8§ "6 8 k6 9 1&5
5. Dakhin Suchipara H.§15 0 15 36 0 3% 7 o0 7. .4 0 &% '3 O 3.65 0 65
6. Suchipara H.S 60 O 60 60T 1 59 23 Q 25 oo " e 0 16 173 1 172
7. Cberiara ” H.525 O F5 LETTTOT 2620 0T T TS 0 15 9o 0 9103 0103
Gs  Dhamra J.H.3° 8- 0 b5 8 0 -3 50 %5 - - - = = w1970 19
9, Khilsbazar Hos 43 ~4_ 12 22 1 21 370 3 24T 0 - - hO % 37
J0. Bernaiya HoS 36 0O 38 32 0 "33 A1 0 AT 07O 7 2 0 12 300 0 100
1. Bijoypur H.S 42 0 L2 3L 0 3% 2% 0 A g O 9 "6 0 -6 115 0 115
12._Unkila HoS 31 1 B 21 2. 19 11 5., & 5 0 'S5 102 10 92
3. Jadabpur JH.S 1 0k Lo 5 .35 5 0 5 12 o; 12 " - - < "M 5D
Th Waruk Rehmania H.S5 6 O 6% 61 O 61 40 0 Lo 30 | 3F 27 0 27 226 O 226
15 lchhapura H§ 30 0 ~30. 32 0 3% 16 0 16 .5 87 —5"‘"12—"‘”'0““'12’-——95“- *G %5
To. Balehid e 07 TRETROTTAUTAS SN0 MR [T RIS TR0 SR A 5
7. Janatg ] CUGH.S 32 00z BYTTE W TARTTZ2 T2 T 0 s "‘1"2""" 1 9107 6 101
18, Tamta ~ 4. H.s 2370 T g; ___23 0" 23 A9 0T T TLT R - 650 k5
19 Ghabrast! 4" 07 kil oy 2h o 2h 19 0119 127 0 12 1h3 0 3
0. Niz Meher Pilot H.B 17 0 a7 29 1 .28 % 0 16 17 116 6 0 6 8 2 837
21, Debkcra Mavguba  H.5 29 2 __“_“'*“27‘_ 25T '*_'_9* A A "ra 80 8 97 ‘a g5
22, Noagaon JHB 1O '_1__39*_ B 2 B R S

Totals ‘673 4 669 689 16 673 33# 6 328 19% 6. 190 153 1 152 2045 33* 2012

* All 33,nct actually dropouts among the awardees be cause 9 were not given anly Scholarshlp at all.

Actual’ dropcut, therefore, will'be 24 and the real final position,2012+9 = 2'021

|

!

[

v
!
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. Out of a total number of 2045 :scholarshin recipients, 33 have béen
shown as dropouts by the school authorities of the Project Area, making the
finel position of scholarship recipients at the end of the year 1983, as
2012..It may be seen from the table that out of the 33 dropoit -6ases, 10
were in Unkila High Sghool., 6 in Janata Junior High School,.5.dn Jadabpur
Junior High School, 3 in KhilabaZar High School, 2 each in Chitoshi R.M.
Multilateral H:.gh School, Niz Meher Pilot ngh School, pebkore. Marguba
High SGhool, and one each ‘in Ragu:r. ‘High School, Suchipara H:Lgh School and
Balsh:.d ngh School.

o
L %

Cless-wise dropout figures were 4 in class VI, 16 in, class VII
(highestj, 6 each in class VIII and IX and one in class xtlowest). -

Accordmg to the BACE Head office records, however, the dropout figure
of 1983 stands at 1}3 makmg a dz.f.ference of 10, The d:.screpancles between
the pr:l.mary data and ‘the secondary data from BACE Head Offlce in the matter :
- of the dropouts are in the .i‘ollow:mg cases. )

e o wor T 3¢ Lo .

School . BACER.0, ..

-~

1 - -
SLaNog .. Behool iy, " pecords’ records Difference. -
il v T ] . X . B 1 -
1e Suchipara - HeSe 1 0 =1
2. - Knilabazer . H.Se 3 1w +1k
Fe Unkz,,],'a . - i. HsSe 10 3 S -2
b, . _Warik ... i Hi8 0 - 2 T 2
. -5a Janata -§—-~— - J . H.G 6 N -5
6o - Shahrasti HeSw O 1 - +1
e ’ ‘N_:!:z Meher ’ HeBe.. 2 ) B T +2
8 . Debkora . "HeBe 2 0 -2
9 Nesgasn-» £ J.g& O R
Tt - -~ —-.-——-—
§ - - . - +10

Gontd.. . .P/1+8
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. The discrepancies between the records supplied by the school authorities
as well as the BACE Head Office are primaril;- due-to differenocos in the
understanding of the definitions of dropouts dt .different levels, communica-
tion gaps between the Projeoct Office and the Head Office of BACE and lack of
proper MIS, -These factors will be discussed in more details. under the next

. ey

section,

Howéver, &6 in thé’ case of the total awardees, the Evaluat:on Team w111
consider’ "the dropout flgUres collected from the primary source a8 the ba81s

for analysis.

6.2 Particulars G6f Dropouts of séhdiafship Recipients

- TR

Particulars of dropouts, like recasocns of being dropped out, month of
dropout, ‘gince when scholarshlpswere enjoyed by the dropouts, guardlans'
occupatlon, “education level gross annual 1ncome etc. have been shown in
Fable - 1y - ‘ R

The table reveals that out of the 33 dropouts, &4 students were transferred
out and 2:'students, unfortunately, died durlng the period tnder consideratio:

and hence these were not cases of real dropouts. The real dropout flgure,
therefore, was 27s

Among the 27 cases of real dropouts, 17 dropped out due to marriage,
-6 due to'socisl pressure, 2 due to illness and 2 due to poverty, -Class-wise
bresk up of the 17 cases of dropouts due to marriage vinsas follows

- Clasgs VI " T =3
. Class VII -.8 ) -
. Class YIII -1
Class IX N /3 RS SR
Glass X =1 o
L _ c 17 Tt
It appears that the majority of 17 marriages tock place at the- .

lower leyel-of secondary education, viz., classes VI and VII (11 out of 17).

Contdee b/ 49
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One reason. of this high percentsge of marriage at the lower level of
secondary education is partially due to the fact that the power to

resist early marriage proposals of the guprdians does not develop
adequately among the girls at the early stages of secondary education. Out
of the & dropouts from’ class IX, 2 girls, Vviz., Ferdous Begum of Khilabazal
High School and Raz:.a Akhtar of Niz Meher Tilot High School belonged to very
poor famjilies.. The gross yearly income of-the guardism .of Ferdous Begum

was only Tke 6,000,00 and ghat of the guerdisn of Razia Akhtar was only

Tke 4000,00, So poverty of the family might be the main reason of ‘théir
early marriage. ’

- L

-

No pxplanation is peeded for being dropped out due to illuness.
Qut of the remaining & cases of dropouts, 2 were due to poverty and 6 due to
géoial pressure, :

In a soclety 11ke ours,where the percentage of literacy is less

- than 20, the vast ma;}onty of rura.'!. _population are extremely poor and the

culture of the people, being predommantly Musl:.m, is purdah oriented,
partlcularly is arcas where the 1nf1uen¢e qf the fundamentalists is quite
conslderable, it is quite natural that social presmzre will goptinye to
act as great hmderance on’ the way of famale educatlon, particdarly in
the rural area. Some famz_ln.es can resa.st thls presgure, but others cannot,
Lack of special facilities for girl students in the schools, hav:.ng co-
educationyis another important reason for sueh soc:ual pressure upon the ‘
families not *to send their daughters to schools., Absence of female teachers
and ayas, absence of satisfactory eeparate toilet facilities for girls,

g

schools et¢, .are seme -of such special' factors worth menta.oning. Had these
fagilities been ‘present, even’ “the most °” orthodox’ ﬁmdamentaiists would have '
possib}.y encouraged female etlucation 4nstead of dlsoouraging the sa.me by

way of creating social pressure.

- A . :‘1 L.
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It may be pointed out here that out of 22 Project Schools, only
5 schools have female teachers (one in éach) and only 6 schools have ayas
(one in each). The schocls having female teachers arc Suchipara High
School, Cheriara High Schogl, Jadabpur Junior High School, Icshapura Higﬁ
School and Janate Junior High School. The schools which have ayas (female
peon) are Pnkila High School, Jadabpir Junior High School, Waruk Rahhi&inia
High School, Balghid High School, Jenata Junior High School and'sz Meher
Pilot ngh Schoola., S ; '

It, therefore, appears that only 2 schoclsyviz., Jadabpur Junior
High School and Jenata Junior High School have both female teacher and
ayoe ,p > .- : - ’

. The reasons pointed out by school authorities for not appoirnting
either female teacher or aya or both are not gehuine and acceptable.. Three
schools, viz., Kherihar Adarsha High School, Dhamra Junior High Schoo1
and Noagaon Junicr High School have no separate toilet facilities for glrls.

~Out of the-othér schools which have separate toilet facilities for girls,

_ only 4 'have pucca ‘toilets. These schools are Ugharia . C. High School
Chltoshl.R.H. ‘Multilateral High School Waruk Rehmania ngh School and

Niz Meher Pilot High School. In other schools, these toilets are either semi
pucca: or kutcha.‘Very few schools have tubewells.

It is not necessary that female teachers to be appointed must be of
specified qualiflcations as prescribed by the appropriate authorities. Such
qual;fzcations are necessary in order to get Govt,, subsidy towards the salarles
of the 1nd%v1dual teacher&. If no, such subsidy is demanded, then -the school
authoritieé é;e free to appoznt any number of teachers with any qualifications
beyond the mlnzmum,prescribed strength of the teaching staff, Fach school,::
therefore, can Nery easz%y appoint a female teacher with lesser- qualification
(say S8C/HSC passed) without any approval of the higher authorities. Teachers

of such qualifications are availeble within the Project Area.

About the app01ntment of an aya, there is no reStrlctzon from the
higher authorltlas if,as in the case of the teachers, no sub51dy towards

her salery is claimed by the school authorities,
Contde o »eB/51
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- Table ~ 14

"\

Partlculars of..Dropou’cs of Scholarshlp Recipients, 1983 ..

Si. Name of ., ame of - uardians! rGuardlans';Guurdlens'nReasons of ':Month~ of y
{0, :Recipient rSchobL - fflda ﬁccupptmn ,egucelttmn 'gggg%}';; Cﬁdropout - ?_T' « ldroncut Sﬁgcia ! Remarks
» ', 5 o A - i L T podit
5 _— :’ - 2.3 v }3‘ '; E2 "‘j"l?lf‘le cone 7;#! Tﬁ-z - . I ‘ 9;:‘ %ﬁ § iz N

1. Mariom Akhtar uhltosﬁa.’ 1.8 M‘ﬁ vService . < IX : 1.6,000.00 _': N 1.1.83 i rapsierred
2. _Mahbuba Hasnat ¢ dof- u’ L B dow v W VIII . <do.+ | do . do~ @ .do e coneadere
3. Minati Rani  Ragui H,8 i © VI Ouitivation . I 1 +13,000,00 . Tdo _ . Octs —TA8Z " fas . dropouts
t. Kulsum Begum Suchipara H.§ VI .Gervice . 8C 8”500400 Marr.lagc T T Rine 2 do

o+ Shahin Akhtar Khilebazer H.8 VI &0 & I.A . 112,000400 L "TTC - Dec.” TA.4.83 ek s ;;eal
7. Rehama .. . do.. . WAL . do. "’ Fal.. . §,000.00 Marrmge : To . 1.1.82

7. Terdous Begum __do . . IX Cultivation  VIIL 63 CO0,00 - do. . 7 do do o

_»_ _Shamsun Nahar Unkilsa H.S . VI do v 12,000.00 ; __ do June " 1,1.83 .

9. Nazmun Nahar do “ VIT  do. VI 15000 00 . _do Jan. 121,82

10. Fatems Begum  _ do 1 VIL _ do. §56 T ,000.00 Tde LT do . ¢ do
Jj Parvin Akhtar __‘doJ: VLE do . Vi A2 OOO 00 _ Social- pressure 4o " iido

2 Saleha Begum -do - Vil do v 42,000, do e do | sdo

3. Delwara Begum do - VII1 Service . , IV . 2?000 00 Mabr:.age do 7 . G0
14, Shamsun Nahar do . VI Doy labourer VI 6,000.00 '-Sceial pressure do - do

15. Mahmuda Begum do - ; IX Service VI ‘3Q_QOO 00 Marr1age do do _
TfE. , Rokeya Begum do - IX Cultivation © VIIT' 42,000,007~ do . do do

7. 8e1ina Akhter do - ; IX .do” ~ Vi 151000400 Social pressure . June “do

18. Moncwara Begun Jadabpur gnEQS Vil  do - - - IT . 5,000.00  Mprriage,, Jan. ..do
79- Porul Akhtar do ViL . _do- _~ _V 7,000.00 . do— G Harch do

20, Anwara_Akhtar do " VII - -do- - . VIII  .9,000.00  Tiiness - Jan,: . do_

21. Ghahila Akhtar do . VII., .do- VI ... 10,000.00 Marrisge .. . Feéb.. [ ' do

22. Khairun Nisa Akhtar.do .. 2 VII * 'do V- ¢ <‘:'7,~OO0.00 < do. ‘March ~do

23. Amina Begum  Balshid H.8 . Vii~= _ do- " VIII: 4,500.00 Death” . Ogt. . .do_ Nokqa,gase of
24 Razis Khatun dJanata 0.H.S . VII . .do? nVI: '0,000.00 - Socialipressurer  Dec.r . GO -

§_5. Jahanara Begum . do L VIT do~ - IV ., *9,000.00 Iliness . . do U eadd

26, shahnaz Begum do “VII - do. - . VIITI ., 8,000,00 Poverty. .» . do U."do

27+ Afroza Begum do - . VPIT'  dor . X7 U 17,000.00 Social pressure , do i ' ‘do

28. Mariam Begum do . .. > ViLLl. Yo " V.. o | 6,000.00 -DPoverty .. do . - do_ ~

29, Nurun Nahar | do . . oXxr do. . X. 5,000,00 Marriage & April do

%0. Monoara Begum Wiz Meher H.5 Vi~ 8o 3 - I1 . .6,000.00 . do - . Dec. ]

7. Razin Akhter do - ¢ X, do VI §,000.00 - do__“ do ~  1..83 -

o2« Rehano Begum  Debkore H.S VI do v 9,000.00 Denth Nev. gg{adggggugt
22« Mcncwara Begum do VI do I1I 6,000,00 Marriage Oct . do

Egt CasEes
c v'c».'-:, onou»S
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iy ;  Another lmportant aspect of th(. s:.tuat:l.c w::.th regard to the dropouts
K is that cut: of ; 2? genume cases of dropouts, the occupatlon of 22 families
" is agr:.culture and that of & f&mllies is service. One- guardlan is a day

H ] i
| S . - ; Lo ' | ' ";
4 - . 1 v . .. K _| - ‘._ o

1aboure;,-. b
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T out oﬁ he F?’ guard:.a.ns of ‘the bcnume aflrcpou‘b “cases, ,13 ‘Have educsv-

!!‘S: 3

ta.on practmal],y upto the p,rlmary level. Only 2 guardlans 'passed SSC
Exa.mmaztlpn, one has FM degree (equ:walent to ssc) and the remaining ories

R P SO . et LG
a'ér'ad uxJ,to 'Eishe tﬂ pnﬂavy educat:.nn level S S T ‘1 ot
) M ot ., f '

'
] ' RN e i !
' LR

e,

B ’Ele‘ven d:éoppu’ts were dn the month of Jenuary, 1963, :[‘h:t.s nieana that

.
’
\
i
' :
i
'
1
{
i

. these el%ven Etudénts, after passing the lower class emminat:.ons, dlBGOIk"
‘ ti‘ l eﬂ the:.r educatmon.,ohe ‘student’ dropped in February, 2 1n March, o:ierzn
.ﬁ.pml -.,4 June 6 1n octbber and 2i in Decembcr, 11983., ‘ ‘ .
ji;i :' o ;i)'f .‘éheqa? genu:me c’mpout cases, ‘only 2 students had Béeﬁ engoymgl
o scholarsth,SFﬁce e uary, 1983, ‘and"the remaln&ng 25y5ince Bandary 85%"
P g}?}lﬁ ~mepns 'l:hat 25 girls s%ro_pped out af‘l:er en,]oyzng scholars?zip: lfho'z,:_z‘years.

*—'(-!.'..‘,_c J,v‘.a\..‘,_. Tt e

. _._-;»—.q}'*'a’jt hambem At ted out m the eea.ril.:me;h séct:r.on that--accor mg 'Bo t‘l:'re :
. ' . BACE Hahd! Offu.ce rebor& ‘there 'Wore :45‘ casesfdf dropou‘ts in i&hé .Q’ear*'!‘?g;é -
! ias agallxst 3% abcorh:mg to primary Bource. The transfer out ;:asés havé not

‘been gpowpms :d;opcutsﬂs_y the BACE Head Off:.ce, ‘AB ageanst ‘2: cb.ses of'i;aath

PR

A

o

’ t
sas per schobl records, the Head Off:n.ce reccrd. shows. only, one, case oi‘ death

;:r.n ;1933, bn t]he othbr hend,) 12 cases have been shown as dropouté by thB iﬁACE
r 'Hpad pfi‘:.ceq fpr

; not. attend:mg the classes. No such dropout case,l however, hag
K ‘Bseen :t‘ulmh. hw'd by‘tth; ;sf;hool authomties. It appears that such ca.sas were
npt C{Jns:.dered byi the' school author:.tles as dropoutso The Ee?.d%Offleewflgzres

u—-, l—{ T e SN

o Hl,ei.hﬁgﬂ}%i' “Jﬁ“:{%{tatp:—jliaaes JOfl;dx;qpopts—: e to !marmage e *a,gainst 47 such Ghses
fu.rnlsh*ed by ithi: Ischopl authorltles. The f:.gures of dropouts! due to ‘illneﬁs
Wﬁre } P the < nga;i Qf:f:.ce ‘recprd and 2 in the school reccurdas.r Dmpouts due to
o socnal yressuéreﬁngve been found to be 6 in pmmary data— collén‘k:.bn as against
: o -Ll- of BAUE tHead of:t‘ijce. data, The Pr:hnary deta’ xurther :i.ndzca%e ;that there

. weré 2 pases of drobouts due to poverty, whereas no spéh. cas "%ras found in the
BACE Head Offlce record Co ‘ :

1
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6.3 Comparative Position of the Dropouts of @irl Students in 1982 and 1983

Table~15 exhibits the comparative position of total enrolment figures,
total awardee numbers, total dropouts, awardege dropouts and the percentage
of dropouts of avardses far the years.1982 and 1983. The difference between
coluim 5 and 6hgs_w?ll?as co}umn 10 amd 11 is that colum 5 and 10 show the
total dropoutspéﬁt_of-tbtal enrolled numbers and column 6 and 11 show the °
dropout figures,ouﬁ of total awardees. The 1982 figures have been collected
from the Evaluation Report of 1983. . Car L.

-~

"‘ The*f;rst 3 schools shown in the table were not covered’ under the” :p" .
Programme in the~year 1982, whereas in 1983, these 3 schools were-zncludea
under the Prograﬁme. It is for this reason,column 3 and 8,4 and-9,:5 and
40, even_ 6 end- 5{ are not comparable, but column 7 and 12 are comparable-and
very relevant, It appears that in 1982, the percentage of dropouts was only
0,77 as against'1;61 of 1983. This means that_ in percentage terms, the
drepout figures havé become more than doubled in the year 1983 compared

t0°1982 f1gures.‘“'

The Evaluation Report of 1983 indicates that although in the table,
dropout figures for 1982 was shown to be 10, in reality the genuine case }
of dropout was only one (page 29). In the same way, although table —15
ind;cates the dropout-figurecs of 1983% as 33, if-has:been said in the eamrlder -
seégion that the genuine cases of dropouts werr 27 in 1983, If a gomparison
-is now made between the genuine dropout figure of 1983 with that of 1982, it
_can be fownd that in 1983, the percentage of genuine dropout was 1e32(27 out
2045) and in the year 1982, -this percentage was only 0.08(01 out of 1301).
This means that compared to the.position of 1982, there was a subsgtential —— - -
1nc;§§§§.ég_§ropouts among the awardees in the year 1983, It should not,
however, be forgotten that a dropout figure of 1{61% ie quite negligible,
particularly when.cempared with the dropout percentage of 6.43(223 out 3469
g8 may be seen in Table =7) in the case of boys in 1983 and with the pre-
project dropout figures of 1980 and 1981 in the case of girls. The per=
centages of dropouts of the girl students were 18,06 (199 out of 1102) in
1980 end 23,28 (281 out of 1207) in 1981. The pre~project figures of

dropouts mey be seen in pege 26 of the Evaluation Report of 1983.
ContdesesP/5k
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Table

- 15

Comparative Figures of Dropouts of Girl Students for 1982 & 1983

jc | -t 1 8'2 - 41983 Pt
Noa gName of School — i7oEaT f’otgl—“-l’otal hvar- % g i o= " ,Aw—

] 'Enro-— ;Awar-_- 'Drop ldee Awar tal ﬁe ee .ouig

} ﬂ.led 'dee -outs ;drop gdees %3 eﬂ outs -oﬁ H

! e gNo.._;No._'No. jouts - o.'w *: No.| ees

: P! \ tNoo 3 " iy ; H
11 2 !3"1415LQ_{?__i_§_19{ﬁ0!11112
*1, Kherihar Adersha HeS mna = 1na -« . Ie 83 .8 -0 '0 =
*2., Ugharia UC H.S na___ - ma - - 7 96 0 0 -
*2, Chitoshi R.M. e - - SV : .
3 ghat :‘_Lg._gil;eﬁalii H.S na na 7 68 2 2 2.99
T, Ragni -~~~ "H,5 89 89 O @ - Ahg b6 11088 i
5. Dakhin’ Suchipara.H.,S 65 : 56 . 1. 1 .72 66.v65 .0 O .
6. Suchipara H.S 100 82 10 0 <173 7% —T T "‘0.58’"
7. Cheriera . .8 76 7 b & %.89 403 103 0 0
8. Dhamra- - -~ J.H.8 11 11O 0 - 9 19 0 0
9. Khilabazar H.5 47 47 0 0 - - Lo R0 3 3 7-30
10. Bernaiya' H.S 6k 65 O 0 - q00 00 0 0 <=
1. Bijoypur <2 ¢  H.S 71 71 Q 0 - 119 1157 -0 0 -
"2, Unkile L HS 79 79 3 3 380 162102 . 10 10 -9.80
13. Jadabpur J.‘H_.S 7% 62 & 0 - 71 7% 5 5 7.0t
i, Waruk Ratmenia  H.5 176 175 0 "0 TUTTO06 260 0 =
15. Ichhapura:. .. . H.S8 74 955 & 0 - 95 95 0 0 -
6. Balshid HS 4o 40 ~ 0 0 - B Sk 1 7 .58
17- Janate JH.S 71 71 0 0 ~ 107 107 6 6 5.61
18, Tamta J.H.8 56 52 L 0 - 65 65 0 0 =
19. Shahrasti Mul-  HIS 117 100 12 0 - 1 1837 0 0 -

tilateral | . ) T .
20, Niz Meher Pn.lot 5.5 5 75 6 0 < 85 85 2 2 2435
21. Debkora Marguba “HJ8 80 72 - O -0 - 97 87 2 2 2.06
22, Noagacn - - . JHS 25 26 O 0 - 4 im0 Q0 - -

Lo . Total = o 139913701 68, .10 10,77 2054 2045 33 33 1.61

Ay o

R TS T s SN L N S A S
* Not included under the Programme in 1982.

,.." b
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As is already pointed out that the Evaluation Report, 1983
shows that in the year 1982 there was only onc case of genuine
dropout as against 27 dropouts of 1983.-I%=came out from the discussion
between the members of the Research Team and the Headmasters of various
schools as well as local elites interviewed that. in the year:1902 an
amount of Tk, 40,00 per month was a great incentive for the guardisns
of the poor studente to send their daughters to schotls, bécause of
higher purchasing power of money.in that year compared to’ that of 1983,
In the year 1983, purchasing power of ‘money. £611F Gonsidetably et 7 5o
direct 6ost of education for books, 'Btationery, clothings ctC.s Sube:
stantially increased. Financial assistance of an amount of TkelO/- per
"month “uidep. this scholership programme towards the cost of” editcatidfi ‘of
the girl students, therefore, was no more as big an incentive i’ 1983
ag.it was in. 1982. Some guardians, therefore, became indifferent regarding
this financial a551stance and quite easily surrendered to-social-préssure

' :and,a‘feq ofher became keen to get their daughters married rather than

.sendlng thelr daughters to schools for scholarship moneye

However, it must be remendered that even to—day, the‘ﬁSeﬁiD
s "_U.F" ’ N
Scholarship Programme is providing incentive to the vast maaorlty of

the people of the area and the increased enrélment flgures of 1983 over
1982 as well as that of 1984 over 1983 ‘bear testmony to tms statement.,

- ‘J'ﬁ -t
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. CHAPTER = 7
fr« PR ¥ A FRCEN
) CONTROL SCHOOLS RIS A TN
. e e - . o H s SRS
7:1  Enrolment s.nd Dropout of {3irl Students ©of ’Cont'rol‘ Schoole :
~ _h I -‘{, ~];ma [

onamr e q0n gVIERCOL) O AT SRS

I‘t has been; pcz:l;nted out) under chapter-z (Methodology) that. priinary
data were also. collecta:hfron;d5 Controli Sghools with regaidto” thedr " 23
enrolment., ,positmn ofy both boya.end girls and dropéut*figutes of "giri
students.. Such data gollection:from'-the:Control’ Schools ‘was necegdsary
in ordey to compare:the enrolment .and.dropbut®fighres of theYr Birl -
students;with those of the Project Schools and”fo undérstand? thé impact
of the-PS=AID Scholarship Programme; porticularly intthefitheis 5% the
increase in fhe enrolment:figures of girl -students and dev¥#bage in*their

R S N Tol T o« ﬁ

dropout numbers- C s OTEE YO RS B LY AL S AV L coer o Leboge alt oA

Lo wol ot D

2 STh-glly 5 such Codi:r chools weré con.s:.dered for the Siﬁudyfz:cw "

: e By Lo Loodss 1 owenntanun f1 % s
These were R T
1} galal Memorial HeSe . R AR T
i)’ Ashrafpur Ahsan:.a H. S. a e Y R
n.i:.) M:.rz.apur Satpu}uzriiaﬂﬁ. S U W T

iv) Ta.nglpar Hat:Lla Unlon H.S.

[ wToan A - (:E
v} Ragapur H.S.

0t of the above 5 Control Schools, the first twosviz., Jalal
Memorial High and 4ishrafpur Ahsania High Schoolsy were used as Control
Schools for the evaluation of 1982, The other three schools, Viz.,
Mirzapur Satpukuriad High School, Tengirpara Hatila Union High School and
Rajapur High School were included in the current year¥® Evaluation Study.
Jalal Metorial High School, Mirzapur Satpuiuria High School,and Rejapur
High School are =all located in Leksham Upazila, Ashrafpur Ahsania High

School end Tangirpar Hatila Union High School are located in Kachua Upazila
and Hajiganij Upazila respectively. Although, in the Evaluation Plan of the

Lmended Grant Agreement, it was pointed out that the Conirol Schools were
ContdesesoP/57
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to be selected ¥rom ~utside Shahrasti and Hajiganj Upazila, yet the
Evaluation Team thoughtit most appre” viate to include one school, vize,
Tangirpar Hatila Union of Hajmgana Upazile under the category of Control
Schools because nf its locational pecul:l.arltles. It is situated almost on

the border of §hahrast1 a.nd Hajiganj Upaz.:l.la and hence within the immediate
catchment area.I a dlstam:e from one of the Progect Schools, ViZe,

Icchapura ngtt‘s;l;r‘m“i .15 less then 3. kilometres ,and acco:;g:mgly LVETY
adversely, affecﬁed~after inclusion. ot non-res:rdent fitl students from the
immed:.ate ‘catchment area. within the Scholarship Progranme since the beginning
of 1983, ™ N E ‘~ ;_ .

-

The enrolmente and dropout f:.gures of g:Lrl students of Control Schools

of the ye&rs 1983 and 1984 have been shown in Table ~16, )
?i‘.Ef . . : St

It~ appe’ar.s from -the table that total number of enrolment of girl
students- ~:m the 5 Genfrpl Schools in the year 1985 was 35?, out of which
52 d.ropped ou‘l;. ,The nghest numberr ~of enrolment was in Jalal Memorisl High
School (95) md "(:he sacond highest in Tangirpar Hat:.la Union High School(79).
The lowest; enrol;nant\\;a}s“ f:'..1.'"1 Ashrafpur A.hsanm ngh School (11-9)- 8o far as
dropo\its are concerned sLout of a total 52, 23 were ‘Prom erzapur Satpukuria
High Egchool 13 from A rafpur Ahganza High School, 9 from Rajepur High
Schoél 'szroni Tang:.‘rpar_}Hatila Union H:Lghﬂschool a.nd nor:e’f‘rom Jalal
Memorials LII!igh :School. i E ' : '

Clqsa-ﬁ:: : ’i;c;':s:;.gn.;n indjcates that both enrolment a8 well as dropout
Figures ware 'l:hg hzghest in class VI, 116 &nd 20 respectively and the lowest

in class VIII l(ltG enrolled and 2 d.ropped out). ; .
.“' I‘""‘;"'A!" _‘H“’? )
™ xthe year J198’+ 413 June; -45° girl students were dropped out of
360 enrol’.l.ed stud‘gn;g -of~the 5 COntrol Schools ag a whole. One interesting
feature is that in’ jaial Memorial ,H:.gh School, although in‘the year 1983, -
there was-no t%ropop.tmou‘t -of 65 girl stpdents, in the yenr 1984 already 27

Wi
out of 430 enz‘olled_, ?have dropped.. T - g

] ?‘..
P (L. FEN

f‘?“' f : :_” :‘ £ L — . Con'bd.. . 0P/58
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Table - 16

‘e -

v
-y

Enrolraent % Dro;pout Flg‘m% 0f G:Lrls Students*of Control Schools,1983 & 2&9

- ‘ ¥ " - .‘j ) "’ L
ST, * 4583 s TR T T 8
ﬂame of School‘ = - Sen e ¥ e VYol §
No. ! lc:lass v;g ’ClassVII,g}ais lass IX Class X 'I.‘otal Ciass Vi 'Class Ic13es (01858 I 'Class X Total
! . ol. 1. nrol. AWLL _AYTIT 1, !Enrol, 1.
; X t?mom .?MOP ) T{‘-ﬂrg%-)!%g;oxﬂ %09) ?(gf'gp) '(drop) %ﬁ;c’l‘ m‘OJIiglEdrozpf (arop) (ggp)
1 :g L ’l — 1 n |_ [
7t 5 i 5 LE e ] L'? R 51 10“’{ 3_1_1,.12 LS
1o Jalal Memorial a8 1 27 5 ° %16 .. 9 =~ 95 28 B2y 2l 17 130
.(0) (0) (0) . £(0) . (0) (0 oy (13)‘ (8) (3) (3) (27
2. hsmefpd o 49 | g3. 5 7 C 5 . kg 119 . 5.5 7 5 kg
Ansonda - Gy B @ @) ! (0) i (13 (@) : ;g“ﬂju; '(___1)_‘_; 3 N COR €)'
3. Mipmapur Sat-. Va9 15 8- 16 v & g2 T8 9. 167 11 6 70
plema s mRES G @ L@ (0 L) @) @y @ . s @ () (1
“. Tengirpar Hatila - ok 17, - 7. .13 . :18 79 i Y 20 16, b 1M %
Union- CES (W) o ()7 €0 @) X0 AP HO) (9 .(9) " (0) 0) (0
5. Rajapur ® ~HIZ S0 o227 VM1 .6 mo,9. €2 47 B 175 9 7 65
LR (5), s (27 (@ ) (9) -,(03 (0 (0. (0) 0y  (0)
- : B SR S .T..i.,_.“:_..___-_._,_._..* o ey et I -
Tétal, =. 5‘116 “ogh v 4g - L- 58 .Fif - 43 357 . 97 Ao - 8 © 65 46 390
. (20) 8 m) @ by &3 (a) (52) (5) (15)c(1a)~;(7) (59  (k5)
! o . il vl r'_‘. g - -.-E o ; g - ™ ;::, )
N p N o e " gontdeeP/59
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72 . _,Comparative Position of Fnrolment and Dropouts of Girl-Students of
. Project and Control .Schools.

T AN

. ’l'able -17 exh::.b:Lts the comparat:.ve pos:.t:.on of the enrolmant of both
malé and female S'f:udents and the percentage of female studen'l:&out of the

Jd RN : o
total tnrdinedt in the Pro:ject Séhools as Welli.’ as the Control Schools for the
it T T o S cds U a
years 1983 “sid 1584 " ’ - o . .
URFIEIIE o L L O IR S LN 4 A€ oo e dnpda 0,0 pe T 0 Tn Lt

145 If appearsifromthe tdble that: in’theé iyéar 1983, the oEéréeﬁéaéé‘%f‘ @
girl students out of’théTfotal ‘enrolifients tintthe Project §ehoots ‘wad 37,28
which has :mcreased to 43.53% in the Jear 1981+ In the cose of the Control
Schools;l:h:.s percen‘t:age was 28,61 in 1983,whlch has slz.ghtly :.ncreased to

4_;.\ ...-ul.i T r. 3o, Ll
30.98 in ’Che yea_r 1984 .
AR T SN0 St A - (%Y 0 - ;,1'7,’ n. .- ¢ D c L
Fnodais 3y Fe g dak RN T A
rfoTheat Pomt:l.on of Proaect Schools Vis-a~vie Control Sr:.he:\ls o
Fii Gomeanel Aty [ fofaa Shd D eah R— T = e

Sloﬁr.ﬂ'{f“‘ él'ﬁ. O“é.l I JANS 198—3 TN . ..:_i T paaa 1981_[_ — e -
1B0ys 1Girls Total | % -Girle JBoys lGirls s1Total! %, Gixrlks.

7 L 2 |3 5 6 v 7 3 8 {9 3 10
- 39_01 o0 AN CF Rt A S Y A emann e N
- "'é'chools '”3’*65""205**"‘5519“' “‘37.22“*”‘3304 2547‘“‘5851 43,,53

&fgcgﬁml .'sv;_;.aﬁ?}; 35701248 1oy 28,61,  B69.: Y90 1259 30698

%o omenun0 ofdd conf? e T Ao o o gadwegnsdle (na o LoUT el
) The Evaluation Report, 1983, shows these P Jrcentages a5 3l ga for the
(‘ 1?1!'!'! ""' 1'. nﬂ( £ r‘ 3+ T, ! ;),—"' It . e
p:;o;?ect schrpol_trs ad b2,2l for the Control Schoolse The same, Evaluatlon Re;port
TOrt TAR alenans o ran L e 1.7 o - fgd Ll
also indicates these percentages of a pre-pro{]ect Jeary v:i.z., 1981. If;. ¢
ddEel (E0es0 i asioarad em o wU FARIR 8% SRIUGLUE GO g

comparison is now made between the enrolment of ,g:.rl students out pf 419 total

ha'mrguoo .:r' cuntaedd Gblucde ¢ londod fowdnml T aagmil 300G
enrolm ts in Project Schools end Control Schog 5 for i yeoxss, v:.z., 1981,
cpadtbrodine Doode Jo-ford wid i Banarprnd oo (E0) woali 3
1982, 1983 end ‘1984 the position stonds as follows ; .
eofiloal T 4eu0d AN 3. o B oebfr canilars betsaz goad gRE oo sl wetiad
Types ‘of Schools 1981 1982 " ,1983 198’+ i
‘ " o pi EIN a3
Project Schools . 27.3%¥, 31.22% s .sﬁé
Y -a -(.4— \.l.s :.I:o'}l \."J. . [ 934 3 ". d KA Llus
-::xqacﬂafPQnt’Fﬁlﬁ° 3915 P TR 40'89% ne —th'alﬁé.f "'!n 28 61%"* 30981 T
:"’..-': T gesoeT, n LI zPrt- g .:c.. T RIS H 7 - Ty Yoy wdlfit d
Foodne, Jan o oeeds Ldeok o MU0 Gl 40 L 4‘-? P VRN LS et
3 i1 T S R 3 ¥ o S L SRS LR UL L U U
~ DS AR Con:!:d...?P 60‘ R
LELE o deloe s oy panlo ol 00 1OET oo T ed. pan roonl o ode
~foe el du P B N P QIS B AT s (Ot 0 SO
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The comparative analysis of the above firures indicotes that in the
case of ihe Project Schools, the percentages of girl students have becn
progressively increasing since the introduction of the Scholarship Programme.
In the year 1981 (pre—project period), this percentage was only 27,52, It
increased to 31,22 in 1982 37.22 3n 1983 and 4%.53 in 198k, On the other
hand,in the case of the Control Schools, in the year 1981, the percentage of
girl students was 40,89 which rose to 42,2k in 1982. It then suddenly fell
to 28.61% in 1983, In 1984, there has again been '@ slight increase in the
enrolment of the girl students in :percentage term (30,98).

The above situation indicates that the Empact of the Scholarship
Programme has been very positive, since the enrolment of girl students, in
percentage termsghas been increasing positively and progressively in the
Project Schools. On the other hand, in the Control Schools, the percentage of
the enrolment of girl students was not only 1ncon51stent, but also lower
than_the: Proaect Schools in 1983 and 1984, When the dropout percentages will
be- analysed- in .the next sectlon, thls p051tive impact of. the "Scholarship .

Programme will ‘become more apparent. . : PR -

703 Comparat1Ve Position of Dropo¥it of Girl Students af Proaect Schools and
' Gontrol Schools ) -

- 1983 position of the dropouts of girl students in Project Schools and
Control Schools, class-wise,has been shown in Table =18, Since the causes of
dropouts have not been analysed in the cnss of COntrol Schools, it may be
easily presumed that all the dropouts (52) of the 5 COntrol Schools may not
be cases of genuine dropouts. There maght be some transfer out cases, death
'"etc.‘Thms dropout flgure of Control Schools should therefore, be compared
with thé dropdut figures (33) as furnished by the Project gohool aﬁthoritles,

because,as has been stated earlier, this figure of dropout, 1.e.,33 1n01udes

transfer out cases, death etc.

The “table 1nd1cates that compared to the Project Sch001s, the figure
of dropouts of the Control Schools in the - year 1983 was very high in percentage
terms. As against 1.61% of dropouts of the Project Schocls, the dropout of the
Control Schools wos 14.57%. Class-wise figures indicate that in the Control
Schools, the percentages of dropouts were 17,2 in class VIy 14.89 in class VII;
L,35 in class VIITs 2le1l in class IX end 4,65 in closs X as against 0.59, 2.32,

1.80, 3,06 and 0.65 respectively of the Project Schoolse
’ £ ’ Contd,ee«P/61
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om0 ‘Table - 48 . th
n '._I.' :.‘ 'ﬂ: :: E'; }. e ] " ..1 . o}
o 75
Com;paratlve Péfslﬁloz}aof’bropoﬁts of‘ G:u’}l -,Students in dontroL Schools & P{-oject Schools 1983 class—wlse
. ‘n :- ':b :_ 1 ..“ v ) n . . . -
v—\ g_‘“ " ': 5 1.« (3% i L
si. .‘I'ype of :Ntb. of * f"dlas UI Y Cflg.: - V‘I 1 Class,VIII , ;- Class IK a i C]as_&:_}gu K ’, CTotal
No. lschools Esi‘chools moquﬁrép ,_%“ :‘E’nrolﬁrop, %, q‘Enro].—E)rop‘ ﬂnrol.;])rop! o "tEnrol{Drop f % oEnrolJDrop! %
| i ;ﬁ?: rrHQ-FJ Z;Nb' rNo.; fNo. rNO.1 c‘tNo. Wo. ! ! No. § No. ¥’ rNo. fNo.‘
| I— > b .“ . E 3 e S LT e
1 1. 2 j;-.s Loy 64_2__-4:8 Y910, ATl 121 13 '1-’-;'154_;16 N '18"19 20 ! 21
- I : K s 20 Hono g i
1. Project 22 % 6767 4 9.59 690 16 2,32 334 .6 .1.80:197 .6 306 157 1 065 *2054 3% 1.61
Schools R — o ey .
s :i' :: -.::‘:-lunmll--— i - - - e —r O -
" . g . 1 ] R . e
2. Control 5 6T ao 17..24 94 ‘wg W89 b6 .2 LH35 58 4k 2h.abk W3 2 hies 357 52 1h.57
Schools o - . - - Co ‘ o

o

|-l Ve

*Out of 205% g:Lrl sﬁ‘udenta, 9 st‘udents wére hot given scholarsh:l.p because of 1ate admms:ton and
getting plucked in SSC Exam. Hence num’ber of awardees was 2045, Lo
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It may be mentioned here that the percentage of. dropouts in the
Project Schools has been ealculated on the basis of not actual awardees
(2045) but actual enrolments (2054) in order to majintain consistency with

-t

the Control Schools. . ; . o -

Dropout figures for 4 more years, 'i.e;.5 1§80 :‘1981 1§8é and 196k
have also been collecj;ed Dropout figures for the fa.rst 3 years, 1.0e,1980,
1981 and 1982 have been collected from theLEv«luatlon,LReport of 198}. On
the other hand, dropout figures till June this year hmre been pollected from
the Primary source dumg the Survey. These f:i.gures have ‘been shown below :

Type of Schools 1980. . 1981, 1982.ﬁ - 1983 1984
Project Schools 18,068 | 23.28% 4.B6% 0 T.61% 3265
Control Schocls 14, 20% i 11’.22% ‘!4-96% 14-57% ‘1%54%

) The above figures :mdicate that during the pre-ﬁro;]ect perzod the
percentages of dropouts-were COns:Lderably high both i Project Schools and
Control Schools, the percentages:be:mg hlgheri:m Pro:]ect bchools. 'I'hese high’
percentages of dropouts perslsted in the. yeaIB1902, 1983 and: ‘1981\L 1n the case
of the Control Schools. Since: 19811L shows tmly’a partml‘ p:.cture, :.;eo, upte
30th of June, the pereentage &f dropout fof the Control fchools 4n 1984 has’ "

-t

-
N

been found to be slightly 1ower than that of 1983. Voo i
f'_ 1 " 3 - .! 1

N

o e
-
~

e T
On the other hand in the case of the Progect Séhools, there was sub-
staitial fell in dropout cases after the. mtroduct:r.on \of the. US=AID SGholar-
ship Programme. $he dropout pércentages were 1.61%c:m ‘1983, b 86% in 1982
as against 23,24 of 1984 andE"IS.OG%cf 1980 Upto Jund, «1984 sthe dropout
percentage has been found to be 3.26 in the. Proaect Schools. Th:.s percantage
may sllghtly increase as in the case of the Ccmtrol Schools at the end of
the year. The slight increase::m the case of the dro*:outs t:x.ll June, 1984
is,as has already been po:mted out earlier, due to=a fall :r.n »the real value
of the scholarship amount result:.ng from mflat:.onary :tendeﬂcy, and consequently
the lesser incentive to the guarchans of thé girl stuclcnts,for} )sending their

.-.‘

i [
wards to schools,created through the assistance recelved masy f;he !

.
H ¥ ¥
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i f Contdeesdseb/63 |,
. i [ . -

Scholarship Programme,

-

.(\



- 63 -

CHAPTER - 8

IMPACT OF THE PROGRAMME UPON THE CATCHMENT AREA SCHOOLS

It has been pointed out earlier that non-resident girl. students coming
from the immedia$e catchmgﬁt area, who were excluded from the coverage of
the US~AID Sgholérship Pﬁdgramme in the year 1982, were jncluded under the
Programme anéﬁaﬁardéd schoiarship since January, 1983,

Attempt.was made by the Evaluation Team to collect data regarding
the number‘of’studeﬂt§ who came from the immediate catchment area and
vere given scholarship under the Programme in the year 1983, Unfortunately,
however, most of the schools did not furnish this information, most
protably deliberately, The Evaluation Team tried to find out a definition
for immediate catchment area by investigating the location of the Project
Schools situated at the borders of the adjacent L Upaziles, viz., Leksham
Barura,. Kachua and Hajiganj. Although students from the immediate catch-
ment areas qgmé,from all the 4 adjacent Upazilas mentioned above, not a
single school-of Barura‘Upazila as well as Kachua seems to have been
adversely affected, because the nearest schools within these Upazilag are
located beyoned a distance of 7 miles (11.67 kilometre) or more from the
nearest séhools covered by the Scholarship Prugramme. In 211, 8 schools
within Leksham end Hajigan]j Upazila are located within & distance varying
from 1,5 miles (2.50 kilometre) to 6 miles (10 kilometre) from the

nearest Project Schools. A description of these schools is given below :

3 Distance from

S1l.No. Name of School Upazila gégﬁg@ epﬁgﬁﬁct thg border of
. School Project Area

1, Jalal Memorial H.Se Laksham 4.5 mile(2.5 km) 500 yards
2o Mirzapur Satpukuria H.Se do 3 mile ( 5 km) do
3. Mirzapur Satpukuria J,H,Se do do 129 mile(2,5 km)
L, Alinakipur H.S, do 4 mile(6467 km) 2 mile(3.33 km)
56 Rajapur H.Ss do 3 mile (5 km)} do
6o Sriang H.Se do S mile(€433 km) 3 mile(5 km)
Te Tengirpar H.Se Hajigenj 2 mile(3.33 km) 1 mile(1.60 lm)
8e Hajiganj H.S. do 5 mile(8.33 km) 3 mile (5 km )

Contdesnnss /6"!‘
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Out of the 8 s‘fch schools data were collected from Lk schools
(as Control School). These were at Serial noss . 12,5 and 7.

"In the opinion of the” Evaluatlon Team, a d1stance of 3 to L m:Lles
from the nearest Progect Sc:hools may be considered as the immed:.ate s
{' ' rag 1o g alt " HQ"’ AN O P s laee,

catchment area. Tt 4 ax:um:m a::.stant:e of 1+ ma.les from the nearest .

T, el Tall

®

Project.8chools is accepted ab'the crn.terion, 6 schoo}.s at serlal Tnumbers
19243, 445 and-7 may' béctéimed as adversély.affected.iOn the ctHeihand; -

if a distancecof 3 miles~is considered ds the criterion;’then-'5 sthdols-” * =
at,sériakmiumbers132y3,5 and-7-fall ubder this’-Gategbry.:In  fact, thesd"
are the 5¢schoels which: have become wery adversely™ affcctéd-becalise of
the sméndméht’of the GranttAgreement to bring ‘4h& students 6f¥Timhédiatd™ ~
catchment -areasunder.the.coverage -of “the’ Scholarship Programme. Out-of '
‘5 such :schdol. yrwhichidre very! adversely affected, ‘with'-the exCept:Lon of

_ Mirzapur:Satpukuria Juniér*High School, other’ High Schéols webe aceepted™ 7
as Control Schools forithe’ Study. The other ControliSchool ., wik,j % v
AshrafpurtHigh>School is-located at a very long- distsnce-about (42’ fiites) "
from' the .néarést ProjéctiSihool, although it- is -Within a‘di‘stéﬁcé"df*-'éﬁiies
from a .Achool Yocated atMeher North'(Shahrastl) which is-covered by’ S

ahy 7 I e

SCF Programme end-hence outside the Projset Arem, V7 '~ .78

S e

S | T [ § » - .~ . - 4 .n -
Uil .t P | : . wa e [ i Fa
.
o r - . .
oaar ! k ; 1. e, P N
- o~ e T 1
L - PRENN S A ¥ +
. .
o rLEQ I SR IR . _
A s o - 6 - ;
L LT 1 I S Conud-..s.../ 5 '
2 .
. . - -
PR PP & Sk R R
AR i et AT AR s B N S A . Aumes woa - e v R — o ra——— o - R -rne -
- " P - - _" = - ' " .- . - . o T -
coy 00T T T8N Dimog, ) mre e P R R JEC) et e
{ MORCIEP Iy 3
4 - o, J -~ L po o wer bR
i e Pl R AN
- ) .
¥ Iy 1 A £
: ¢ A
-
i win “



——— ——

N

o

<4

/s

- 65 =

CHAPTER - ©

,,,,,
(2 P N f I

COTLEGES ¥ND PRIMARY- SCHOOLS
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oty :Ilé;ﬁas been pointed outf eérlierithat scholarships imder this

Progra.mme were awarded to some ‘female stgdez_'lts 5f the two olleges, W

P r b e o e v 0

both located outs:l.de the Pm;ect Area. One of these two colleges 4 _ .

_ ¥iza, Meher College is s:.tuated in Meher North Un.ton of Shahrasti Upaz:.la
end the ,gther,viz.,: HaalgalE‘j College is situated in Hajigan] Upazila.

_In the year 1982, the total amount of money that was ea:_'marked for the
Scholarsh:.p Programme was b:l.gger than the amount necessary to cover -
all the resident girl students of the Project Schoolse This surplus S
-amount was then -uiilised. in- awarding a-few scholarships to the girl
students of these’two colleges. In the year 1983, however, it-was: decided,

as a matter of policy, to allow the scholarship recipients of the Project

Schools to continue to enjoy the scholarships,if they contirued their studies”

in any of these twd colleges with a view to observe, possibly, the
continuation of the study of the scholarship pecipients as an impact

of this _Bcholarship Programme,

o g A

Table=19 indicates the number of female enrolments, number of
scholarship recipients as well as the number of dropouts in these two

colleges in the year 1983.
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Table ~ 19

Female Enrolment, Scholarship Recipierts and Dropout of
Scholarship Recipients in two Colleges in the year
July 1983 ~ June 1984 ' .

—

sl. ‘ : . T Meher College T Hajlgan'a"'(folleif
No. . 0, Of NOs OL . Of.. of
Ot tmfgmagg lSChOlaI'-| 0 Shts ifemale rﬁ:ch Eﬁ'"bpouts
i Class ‘students }BE P % ! h igr !students iship re..l o
! ‘ cipienis Sc ° p re-t ic:.plents {s oigr..
: J 2 r!.,: ST EEE :c:.pn.en'ts s d’ui 101P2en%s
I T 1 S . T ey TN W N G AW S -
1. xI ' “Ce2T 29 To"t 3 T o0 v
L I § i - '.-"{: : - .;.‘” .t T s Lo . te H i Y -
2, XiIx - 87 26 0 60 - g - mg-
5.. it yr. Degree O O o Tyt TRT 0’

L4, 2nd yr. Degree ~ 0O-. . 0 e 0% . %t cQee - T 0

Total= = *7169 - ** 55 v .m0 - 99 i 17 - )
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It appears from the table that in the ;zar 1983, (College
acadenic year in this cou.ntry is July fo June as aga:.nst January to
Deoember in schools) m Meher College, 29 students were awarded wio e F
scholarshlps out of a_ total enrolled f:n.gure of 82 in the XI class,
and 26 were awardec“l‘ scholarshn_ps in the XII, Slass out of a potal - ...
enrolled flgure of é’?i the number of total a'.gardees be;ing Ssgou;t D P
of 1;59 enrolled In Ha.‘]lgan;[ College, no scholarshn.p wag awayded in . . i
the XTI class 1n 1983—-849'0111; m the XIT class, there were 13.scholars .. -
ship rec:r.plents out of a total enrolment of 60 students. In the f;rst e
Yyear degree class, there were 2 awardees out of 5 enrolled students,
making = total number of SChOlaI‘ShlP awardees 1?. It may be mentn.oned
that Meher College is an Intermedla.te Collsg,e heaving classes upto
the XITth standard; on the other hand, Hajiganj College is:s Degree -
College, having classes upto the XIVih standard. In none of these
two, 0013}?\6,?5’: ?h%re_vws’s'__esy‘_dromut‘ :‘u} the year 19%3.'..:: e

Ca»l‘ Tt TR o nd L LTS e ladt

‘I‘he Evaluajcmn Report, 1983 :.nd:l.cates thst An the academ1c e dan
sessmn, July 8‘2.- June 83, there wore 60 scholai‘shlp reclplents in
Meher College. TWenty nlne scholarshlp rec:l.p:.ent's of XI class of nMeI}\er
College, as has been shown in table ~19, were at that time in theH '
schools- and hence, new. en’qrants in the College after Junei19834 0ut of
the old.6C scholarghip recipients, as indicated in the earlier-Evaluation -~
Report, :26.were in XI class and the-remaining-ones-were in XIT class, -Thei:-
awardees -of class XIT during-the'period, July-82.to June 83, -Have all now
left ;.tl';e;College_ ,after completing XII class,.there. beingmdodegree. .. = - 7.
classes in this College. The 26vawardees:tiff;clé'ss:}{II-fduring_.athe -session<mra
July 83 - June 8% were all the o0ld awardees of class XI in the earlier
sessicn and the new 29 scholarship recipients of class XI were all old
recipients at the'school level., They were only allowed to continue with

their scholarships.

Oontd, o sP/68
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In Hajiganj College, in the earlier academic year, there were
15 scholarship recipiunts in class XT and none in’ class XII. These 15
awardees of the earlicr year were rromoted to class XII during t‘ze
session July 83 - Junc, 84 No old scholarsh:.p ‘awardee from thg school )
level was admiited :mto class XT of thls College durmg the s;assion under ‘_ ;
Bhudy. Two students who have been shown ag awzardees in the Flrst _Y_ear
Degree class were 'old awartiees of c1855 XII of Meher College du:é'iﬁg .
the session: 1982-83. ) ik v

i,
g

There was no dropout in a.ny'of these Colleges.

" U'9,2° 7 Prinmary Schools

Table = 20 exhibits that in thé year 1983 out of a total girl <
students, s.,ud;ylng in class V in the €6 Primary Schools, 78 girl
students were admitted in class Vi ('the first grade of 'the secondary e
education)” in the P“ogect Schools, the percentage ‘of enrolment in class R
bemg’?’?% ) R

a1, . = . _—
iy £ . H

. The 'Dvaluation Team collected enrolment figures in.class V of<the "~
year 1984 from-all the.68 Primary Schools of “the Project Aréa :{numver-of -
primary Schools thas -increased by 2 ) .. ‘There are now 9735 femal&students
in these 68 primary schools. Assuming that in the year 1985 tlie Percentige
of enrolment in class VI will be.78, more or less the same as in 1984,-total
number of. studentsmo beienrolledTm,this class will -be ’?59. oone ik fe b

d e e e b it mn £ s N -
1 i - .y, . . n

-~ oy -
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13.2.%.2.;-_29

. T .
a1 "

Number of Girl Students in Gla.ss V in all Pr:lmary Schools
of Pro;ject Ares in 1983 and 1984 -

e

el

SI' L H '1985 ;2T ~1No.'enr0— -.;,"’f:- .‘ S ’w ~ 3 mdtto the.
No., No,0f Nosof jlled in % Moot Mo of . ignrolled !
‘Pr:.mary Girl" | |Class VI' PPrimerylairl’  {in clagse 1.
|Schmlmstpdmts,m A98k . »3f:~,.-::Schools!students .'JI:[ in 19851~

. %

i . . iin Cless! ! . ‘in Class ', .o .. !
.o ag S v' i+ .f"] a - ;‘- 1 ‘;r £ 2 [N : 5
1 | H LI HE 1. .
* . ~ 1 D)
N T R I N T S - B 2 S U B
CooTiE Qg xeepr oo can vEh - I e P A

1. 66 . : =927 - - {5718 -ghs - 68, gyz . sigsg ¢ T .9

TS0 2L oo soorpere L C v LA
Note : T
1e In 1982,-number:.of-Primary-Schoolks was.ih in the Project:Area cons:r.stlng
of, 6,unions and the:number Gf Stidents in class V-was 578,

2. In 1983, “Rlimber of Primary Schools increased to 66 because of” extensaon
of Project Aréa- from 6 to 8 ﬁnions and th “number of girl stu?:ients )

kY . "" T r-q
v von TS v .t s 1

in class V' was 92?.

LU 1

L I Ll
= T or - L5 - R
'Y 1F . PR S

R A s T hote E
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3. In 1984, number of Piimary Schools®further increassd £5° éB besause of the
éstatT¥shment 'or 2 ﬁéﬁ'Priﬁéf-y Schools snd the mmber of ga.rl stidents
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CHAPTER -~ 10

¥ T
ATTITUDE OF THE SCHOLARSHIP RECIPIINTS

i, Ji- oo 0 T PR A I

-~

1041  Profile of the.Scholsérship Recipients~: ~— -t

e s et

T I HAS BRSRUETAted Mnder the chapter 'Methﬁdolosy%tmt ‘151....., s
seholarship TEcJ-Pi’éIl‘bs were’ :Ldent:.fied through s’cratif:n.ed samp}g.ng*. i 7 ot
basis for: coJieZtlg'g data,om:vam.ous aspects like,‘their ufam?_ly con..: -c'
ditions, attitude towards ‘marrlage, fam:r.ly plannmg, Standc_rci of llv:x.ng,

-.,problem&lf.aced by-them—-;i»n g:he -schools, gige vf‘the"scholm'ship‘sﬁoﬁnt i

R, - =

sb‘”i‘orﬂfand' 0 Ohe The Views of these 951 students represent more or
less fhe views of:all the scholarship re¢ipints ofMthe Projett Schools,
. because of stratified sampling,

. A Bt —— P L
ar - e, st e i .
- —— At S R I 'Wdl'q—rnwﬁ--"'-'\""""’ Fote

The Profile of these 151 students has been given in Table-21.

iiaresTaerbablesindigates thatithevaveragefagerof rthe. scho]:érshi'b h
recipients was,.13 years, thelhighestobeing 15 in class X and the lowest
being 11 in class VI. Considering the first half of the year.j98ly. -, 5
69 of t‘qesg sample students enjoyed scholarships for, a period of around

2% yearé; l+5 around ‘!}é Years and 37 around % year. Hundred percent of,
these 151 students were unmarried. Fifteen students were Hinc‘rus and the
_rema}n:mg ones,Muslims. Hundred thirty seven.students live with their .
'pqefrénté,' 10, {uth _their mothers znd only b w1th guardians, The oceupation

of the guardlans of the ?6 studen’cs wasg agmculture, thg.t of 14’-5, oBeTVice
"and 31 business. Seventy one of the guardians have h:l.gher secondary
educat:.on, L2 secondary educat:.on, 2% primary education. Fourteen of tﬁe

T

students was 12.

Contd. ane .P/?1
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: Table ~ 21
! )2 . A
' A "‘ : 2 = .
. Scholarship Recljjlents Prof:Lle SO -
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sl.

diiiple Ava o.of ) sscﬁo oL ‘ cﬁicfor‘zl 1
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Table - 22 &1561‘11)86 the averagemcllstﬂxilce of; .thef schools
from the homes of the students,, howdo the stuaeﬁts coveﬁ th:.‘r?
distance and whether 1they face hny problem on théir'wayrto sr:hool

i

and back, etc, . . . i

13 L]
.
P Lob
A 0 P

ey B

e

'
} appears that :t:he average dlstance o? ,the schb';:;ls: from
the homes Sf the respondents is 0.92 mile (1,53 kIﬂj.v iny “students
attend scheols by rlckshaw and the remalnlng orfe:rs (;m(- i:oclti.":None of the
students compla:.ned of any problem wh::.le com.mg té}schoblﬁndt going
homes One Kindred and three respondents move ﬂloxie{on the:Lr ey to
school and back and 48 students do not move. alcné.sbﬁly oﬁe riespondent
(who is reading in class X)yont of those who move 1.lone complmned .
of some probleéems whlle mov:Lng alone‘ and these compij.“alnts were. : 3 ’

people spesk il1, and: occas:.onally boys tease v&;e »asked, 'whether, the

o

7

{

ie
i
i
i

neighbourers and relr,.;ts.ons favour thelr attcndmg the sch%ols, 11;9 girls

i
angwered in aff:.mat.we and only 2 repl:!.ed in negpj:lve._-ng " b
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. Table - 22
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10.3 Education Plan

Futu;:e education plan os well as the views of the sample
students regarding the impact.of female education ‘on family income,

standard of ll.i.ving_ end sige of the family have been shown in Table —-23.

: : i ;
One hundred and twenty six g:.rls pomted ‘out that they would
continue the::.,r studj}es,e:r‘tn if the scholarshlps unde.'c' US-AID were

1s #however, replied’ :.n the negat:we and

- H -
j t

withdrawn. Twenty five g

the main reason they, po:mted zout was :.nsolvency, One girl po:.nted
out big famn,ly s::.ze &as the reasoni of msolvency.»- _ ‘5“ " '
i. e 1‘ ! PRI 1 ! - Iit
About the future ‘education plen, 142 reépondents hke to

-go for higher stud:.es and on].;y 9 students felt .that they wOn't be
able to go for h:.gher educatn.on after passing the SSC Exam1nat10n.
The reasons of not go:mg for hlgher cducat:.on were po:n.nted sout to be
insolvency, ]i.ong di.stance of ‘the College from the:.r homes a.nd rel:.gious.

i
s

. taboos, the frequencgles being 74343 respectn;e];y. o i S

{ i - -
. . - . . .
i ' i ‘ i 1 I i

About the 1mpact of female education on fama.ly :..ncome, ,
stendard of living: and sige of fam:!.ly, the mmbers of respondents who

PP

H
t
H
¥

felt that the impact was'quite positive, Were 135, 138 andi 123 ;

respectively. i
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.;3; ko Future Educatmn Plan and Impact of Female“ Educat:.on
2o A T?Z oy F
= L‘.’t, " ' (1 I ' ) 12 " .
sl. ! ISatmple ,If s g arship Tf no. reasons N T no lan For h:l.gher Iﬁ ct of fena;}_e
No. :clas 'S:Lze ﬁ %r% Q;LInsol-,-— :B:Lg Tom ;Fg%%n’ﬁgn ceducatgcn; reasons: %ﬁ‘;{b}m on
X 1 ﬁgmu S vency tiaily si- SC Higher jIB601=-1ong d‘-‘LB- glis Tize of
' ¥ . Yes No . ifreq. e = Mo, 'No. i}’i};&’" }ggﬁgggf“ gious 'ﬁnometoga&l%s family
: ‘.(:4 , No. =No. ‘ ; ' _,freq. {g:, *3 f * :freq. N ,",_ P SV es 1 Yes., v Yes
' ! IR CIN S SO "! ol oy ' L gfreq.‘ fi\eq i freq. | freq.
K N . h - e e — ¥ B Y : ™ B Y
1 42 {3 bk w5 18 i 7 T8 1o 110 1 aic i 113 b HIL
e o C . S .
e VI 34 29 55 5 o , 6 28 4 3 3 32 29 27
{ s . - o« nl -
2. VII 36 .3 5% . 5 0 S 35 1 K st T2 3 27
2 ' RN T,
3. VIII 35 27 .8 8 T 0 11 34 1 0h . 0’ ¥30 33 28
L, 1x 25 .22 3. 003 0 90 2% 101 0 0 23- 25 22
. N 'I . KL .
5. X 21 w4 4 1+ 0. 2 0 . 0. L0 .8 20 19
. 2 3 & N ‘::- - ’,_.’ e ;:_ ‘
Total= 151 426 257 ¥ 25 . 1 9. 2 7 . 3 . 23, 35, 138 123
- ) _. i - b . ¥ :
“ L = - p
.f ﬂ‘j -~ ' i L ' .
T b T S I
3 ", e .. '. i ' con#d.;‘oc .P/?s o
o f 5 LT : L



-

- 76 ~

10,4  Future career Plan

Table -2k indicates the future career plan. When asked, if the
respondents were willing to accept jobs cutside, 136 (90,07%) replied in
affirmative, The remaining 15 respondents, who replled.negatlvely,
preferred toc he purely housew1Ves. 0f the 136 respondentst who wanted to
accept job out51de,'5k wanted to be gervice holders (no: speciflc type
mentioned), 30 physpclans s 10 bankers %6 school! teachers,iafcollege/
university teachers, 2 engineers and oniy onc politlclan. One hundred and
thlrty girls are w1111ng to move even long distence” fbr out51de Jjobs and
21 (includlng these who want to be housewives) are not wzlling to mOVe
long distance for aob Eighty three respondents feel that job 0pportun1ty

- exists within the Pr03ect Area end these Job opportunltles gre in the nature

of teachlng, ta:l_lor:l.ng and var:mus types of cotte.ge mdus’tm.es. ’

?

.

10,5 Views on Co-ecducation - — . X .
- Fi . ‘

T e:'

-t

- 1 1 -
I .[

The sample EChOLQTGhlp recipients werc asked to glve thelr v1ews on
various =spects- of co-educatlon.()ne hundred-forty’ seven - (9’?.35%) believe that
there is nof inconvenlence in co-educatlono The remaining, h,glrls mentloned
of restrlcted movement of glrlB and.some soclﬁl problems as inconveniences

of co-educ; ation. .
t : - =

Eighty two (54.350%) of thé,-respondents meﬁtioned'o;f 'ﬁrious— tyﬁes
of problems that they fébed within the schoclse In frequency term, 19 respon-
dents mentioned of the absence of separate toilet facilities; 62, absence
of separate commen room .facilities; 29, lack of boundary walle of the
schoolsy 7.4 absence of female teachers, 1%, absence of aya . (iEmale peon);

--..“.\ .~

.5, absence;of tlffin System- 8 absence of pra&er roor ‘and 2, absence of

newspaperse

4

The details may be seen in Table~25.
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=ents, therefore, é],t that_the sh.ze of the famlly includi thé parents
’ shou;Lh not be more ,than L or 5. h’hen ssked!why they feli,;ea.,!imbasms of frequancy

-’79_

10.6  Views ni Family Planning snd Marriage -

While collecting the views of the semple scholorship recipients, the
Evaluaetion Team observed that the scholarship recipients had developed quite
positive attitude towards fam:.ly planning as a whole and their ouwn marriages
in particular. This ‘is qulte an encouraging symptom. The views of the
respondents have hﬁen e;diibited in Tables 26 ond 27.

It may bec seen from "!:a.ble 26 that 1&9 (98 68%) respondents had some
knowledge of the E)ofoulation iprob;l.em-of the countrg and ?00% of the respondents
heard about fam:.ly plaming from various sources, In terms of frequencles,

145 respondents heard throu@ telev:.s:.on and radios 39, throush newspapers;
714 through posters end pamphlets' 71+ through friends and 1‘!8, through text

b00k5¢ ! . t

z - Co . s

A’oout the! -;gdeai size of thenfamﬂy, mcluding the parents, 123
respondents (81.46%3 f£elt that the size should beiks 41, *lt it to be 3; -
14, 5 and only 3, 6 and “above. The vast majorlty of the: sc}lolarshlp rec:Lpi—

H

111 s‘tudents poln(ted;oﬁ‘b that smjan size of the ipdividual families,solves the
population problem of.'; the country, 1}3 ‘mentiontd of small sige for economic.
solvency and 36 each“for 'sustaim.nglgood health of the lﬁothers and also of -
the children themselves. T A '

When asked i'.he nunber of children individually ;;hey themselves would
like to have, 15‘3; respondents toge’cher degired to'have 3111- children,average
being 2,08 per head..Ou"c of these 311; children, 466 were to be male (average

1+10) and 148 female—};.(av«arage 0.98). It i; :Lnterestlng to note.that the
desire of the glrls to have male and female number of ¢ 11clrex1 is almogt
uniform in the case of «the,studenf:s of all classes,, theihn.ghest being ‘2.17
in class VI end 1.95 the 4lowest :ln e.‘;asé, X » Another interestmg

feature in this regard 1s that win all the classes ‘a8 well asg 1n the overall

+

position, the prospect:.ve mothers have a preference for mele ch:l.ldren to !

female children. gl‘his;appears to "be due d:o the soc:.o-econom::.c; culture of - :
this societys AP ) L .
LR : - ': o Contd.;..-.P/BO
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' ledge of  tpamily 387 .per o= I labave coll, ) GB‘W Wale Female‘ro al

’ | population. riElann~ tdio o b y iSol~ . jDOpe~ jEX's  |OTE NG+
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_Views on Merrimge
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Sl. Sarple Whether ; uﬁ‘fh“ﬁ'ter S '-:;"rro"“f“r t"‘e"é“é—‘Ma W
o :01,3 sl ‘;‘22 Will 'agc ept 1family Wwhethor | | Be mgrr%age » }should work f&gﬁhgﬁtﬂi&ﬁn
mefriage lyould tyou wllj:" ! {years) = © ,"rwutside! aftor after m&rI‘lr:l{_“G e
' ' + yproposal iinsist for imccept L Gelow ,21~S5TABoY e' marriago.’
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CHAPTER ~ 11
o AR A vzms OF LOCAL: ELTTES L L
R 'f“’a‘.‘s\ik“!”"‘r?‘ .‘“‘_._ L ‘.u..ﬂ:.‘-_’.i.. PR
PR - E‘ G T Ty T T
e It“has been p01nted ‘out-in ‘e chapter 'Methodology' that the

’;Lt}i:_“{“V.;Evaluation Team contacted a. numbers.of local elites for collectlng their
- o v1ews“regard1ng the-dlfferent aspectaof the US-ATD Scholarshlp Programme’
) - for girl students alone. Thls was done' with the objective ofvunderstendlng
the community . reaction towards the Scholarship Programne, In all. 55 100&1
‘elites wére 1dent1fied fbr this Qurpose. Thexdetaile of” selectmon procedure

Lng"i

of these.55 1eaders»of the communlty have laso.been exeleﬂned 1n that, chapter. ’

—-.. on S -ﬁ - Py 4

Vit A *—“‘ ”Inﬁthéafdllowxng Eg% paragraphs, the VlEWB of*tﬁese commun1ty 1eaders regard-
i ing the scholarship Programme will be discussed.

. - R A :3'1;, e
' e 1 VleWS on Female*Educatlon = . i
< » e # N - - -
3 . Peaagr o U RS vR

Table ~28‘aeplcts the views of theee community leaderslregardlng

female educatlon.,

-
v

: . It'abpears thae 100% of the community leaders were in favoer of female

: educeklon end believed that their daughters ehould be encauraged to go to

) mAf_‘ schools. Flfteen ofethese 55 1eaders helieve& that the g1rls should be allowed

7 - Eo -have educatlon'%pto the unlverslty levely 27 Belicved ﬁhle educat;on to
be upto® the callege 1evel 12 believed this to be upto the secondary level.
Only one respondent thought that this female education ehould be- restrlcted
within the nrlmary level. N . - .

ﬂu,__ﬁ.__ﬁ_.ﬁ.ﬁ__,,_.
e
' .
! Bl

A number of reasons was focuesed by these local el:tes for encouraglng

|
i
! female educatlon. Frequency-w1se fthe reasons were as follows
1
4

. 'Reaitn e . ’ Frequency
| a)  For'Childrents: education:’ ' ' 20
: "b) _ For, fami%ﬂ%péggnlng”‘ E . f - P 7
i c) For 1ncreaeed literacy in -the country ; "6
1 d) For better standard of living of individual families 23
: e) For better environment * . 2
: £)  Fer self-reliance . 6

1

it appeafsﬁfhat all the 55 respondents had knowledge abcut US=-AID

Scholarship Pregrémﬁe. .
. Contduodlop/sli'
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Table - 28 ‘
. A t

. opinion of Social Leaders Regarding Female Education’

e - N
I) 5 . : +y - -

1

Sl Proféssich :Wléethegn éﬁ%ﬁ T~ 1T yes, levelS, N e rms?rs T - — WHEtHeT
o I > - T __ r_-oIo neref- (S Lo- or L e -
No iType Resp.,ged 56 &9 %0 iPr:. |Sgc§nda1'y'College;UnL chilfpor nnyled Timidara foobter ;reli—- "323 lénow
1 , No, ischo ' No.! Ce y Noo :ve§81ty‘dren'& lann teracy 'Of‘ . jonvirone,ance 1Elb01g1‘t
} H i Yos . a'{ i ! ° ueC}ucaﬁng , freq. .l:l.v:mg' ment 1freq. ’Scholar-
' ! ! No. . ! ' i ! ition eolql ! iregs ,frOQ- H Yship Pro-
: A N ! itreq. 17O o b igrame
i e D I AL T
i N R IR ' 1. 1 S . 1 Noe
- T e - - M n‘}ﬁr'* ) ¥ ’ 1 I
1 ! 2 ; 3 ! 4 - g ;_: . 6 E 7 8 v ! 1@ : 1 12 1 12 3 4 15
. S R ' :
1e Teacherg 10 . 10 1 2" 5 T 3 2 . 1 3 o 0 10
2. Service & 8 . .0: 2, L N N - T. 70 0 8
3. Religious ‘ L "
Loaders 6 . !6 0 b 2 0 b 1 0 4 0 0 6
b, Village RN ; : .. A
Leaders 10 . 10 _,0 -3 4 <3 b 1" 1 b . 2 0 10
5. Medical 7 : 7 .0 1 27 s 2 0 1 b 3 1T 7
Przctitionerg L - ) _
b. Business © -9 . -0 0 7 e T3 1 1 3 1 1 9
7. Agricul- & Pk 0 0. 2 -2 0 1 0 3 0 0 4
. turists ' ! C
. T o
8. Lawyer 1 1 S0 o} 1 L‘-;i 0] ,‘] 0:~ 0 1 0 0 1 _
Total = 55 55 % 12 27 15 20 7 6 23 2 6 55
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1102 Commnity Reaction, to Scholarship Prograume

When the Fzaluation Team wanted to have the views.of the local elites xm
regarding communi ty react:l.on to Scholarshlp Programme, ‘a1l the 55 respondents
replied that people of the. area as a whole are very much in faiaour of the US=-A1D
Scholarship Pfo‘gramm‘e':,‘But‘mth the excepf:xon ofone’ respon‘aen"t, aJZL others -

————

pomted*out-‘&h?t;the -s({holarship emouai: 1s madequate, The* hn.gh :mflatzonary
pos:.t:.oh andoéfoheequ’ent fall .md;ﬂe’ 'real' value of the scholarsm.p amount was
. givén | as’ the Juetlflcatlon of their v:ews. When asked wha‘l: should be, in their
-cpinxorr,%hearpe 0f-"*t:he -scholarshim ?Tesponde;;ts--felt *{:ha‘.:-'t-he smount - -
T ‘ishﬁ'&"be‘TEf“G0,00- one Tk. ?0.00- 16 Tk 80,003 20, Tks 400,00 &k and 10, = 7

TkaBbove 100,00 per month. . =i © ol

The detailsmay be seen in<Table =29.

W 2 . PR
e oA + -

113 Impact of Scholarship Programme \
_The views of ’che‘local elites regarding tiue impact of‘the :Cichonlalrsh::'.p
Programme on soclo—economlc cond:v.tn.ons of the Proaect Area have been depicted.
.m Table -30. Lo co . s . :
‘ ""::.'-:' Forty six out of 55 respondents Felt that “the impact: of the Scholarshlp.
1 Programme upon the social condition of the Area was very pos:.t:we ‘and-only . 9
respondents felt that this mpact was moderately positives So far as the lmpact
of ‘the Programme upon the setonomic condition of the people is concerned "25 rege
pondentgfelt this impact as very posa.t:we and 19, moderately posl.t:we. One res-

pondent felt that this impeet was not perceptibles : g T o

T Of"al” importait queStion 6f the impact of the Progremme in-delaying the
merriage, 53 respondents answered in the affirmative. TWenty three of. these ..
respondents ‘believed that the marr:.age was ben.ng delayed by 6-8 years; 21
believed that- this, delay was 3-5 years snd 9 believed that ihis deley,vas
more then 8 yeers, When asked, if this delay in marriage due to cont:.nuatmn
of the Study of "the girl students at the secondary -levelsy through -assistence-
from the Scholarship Frogramme, was good for the society or not, 53 respondents
enswered in affirmative, Frequencywwisesmajor reasons for considering this

delay as good, were as follows:

*Reasons Trouucncy
a) Helps family, plenning 2

b Keeps mother i children in z00d health 12
c alEz-oves economlc condition o% the family 20
d Makes the family happy 10

Contd, .. .P/86
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Peop_le's Reactzon 'to Scholarship Programme
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" Table ~ 70 "a},' R
i ¢ e - oy ,
*;l:-‘ Impact of Schclarsh:l.p Programme - : o
] =3 1 i
i - P H 2 N i
o . S g A .
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114 Community Opinion regarding Status of Women and Family Planning

i

V:Lews of the social 1eaders cn var:mus aspects 11ke,approprlate
age of marriage for girls, status of mmen,ifamily plann:.ng etc. were also
collected On the quest:l.on of whether female’ education enhances the status
of women :.h the femily, and in the soc:.ety, 54 respondent‘s oﬁft of 55 replied
in affirmatlve ang only one in negatlve. Forty six respondenfts believed that
girls ~Ehou1d be al}.owed to gpntinue their stuc!ies even .aftepfm?.n:.age.

b 1»- ,
l 1 l . ».‘ v-_ 7 ..z..i
v

L . LT

. A‘bout the approprn.ate age , oi marr:.-a_ge for g1rls, 22 g.'?sPonden’cs
St 1 A
thcught thfat the approprlate age for the purpose of, Jnarnage was 20 to 21
yearsg ‘l? athought that this age shou{ld be a‘oove 21 yearss: 1'1 fhought this to

-

be 18 to 19 years and only 5 thought the same ito be 16 Yo 17 years.
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Th:Lrty flve respondents 'bel:l.eved t}ia‘t 'there wag ho‘ﬁam:.n,gn.rls'
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work:mg outs:.de, bu* 20 respondents d1d not {Believe dn. {EEE -]

s
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= w....w-a.-‘

Regardmg family plannlng, 54 v-espondents believed 'that in the

e
. context o;E our e;:c:.o -economic cond1t§z.on, :Eamﬂy planm.ng Wag! eésent:.el.‘_‘-

}:'5\0

Frequency.wa.se Teasons for the necessa.ty of . :E‘am:Lly planm.ng', A poin‘tec%’ -
£

4
out by these respondents, were as follows :.--. - LR i
t B ': : - -. . E :": :’
._i_Reasons . - . W Frequehcy Doz -
[ ! .- S
_ ] . { ‘ ! ; t ‘ w2 i«
. - T P
a) . Enhances standard of l:l.vmg | 51 4] :3: K,
b) Benef:l.ts family . .. . ; o A B ‘% "c“i H
- R
c) Benef:.ts both family and soclety RIS L ;.jj,t
A S Do . . IR R
. % TR TN
! Details of ‘the v:.ews of the3 proit‘ees:.on-w:.se {espon gen'l:s mey be
seen 'in Table-}'l, N 4 ' i I ; b
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§ i’.z‘, a." —f—'-———.....j.... ’C e
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; (. ‘2 = G- [
‘ ‘L Al ") " . ' .
v by M 7 u- h A1
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11.6 Suggestions for Improvement of SGholarshlp Programme
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- FINDINGS “AND" “RECOMMENDATIONS T

. A.-!J.\J

" “t‘otal enrolmenté ~o:‘..‘nhc§rs and %gmls in the Pro;;ept Schools were 27.3 in

TR b

~*-1981, 31.;22 in 1982, 3?.22 in 1983 and 43.53 in 1984. In percentage .

- ~Findinger T L T T T B e ey vy et Y
1?—.1 Fln Bk‘.i,‘ﬂ'“.‘) -: . 1.1 r-: 'i' .“.. .:_:“____'M‘_ . ...,,_.,,If w:.;.,-‘ ):..' - —ﬁ SE : - T
__",,,_“""‘.J "’ J_{' nr Ll' " - *.{ .‘:,. !:'_'*\s_t:;,”_‘f:‘“ . ;'-

*12."1.1 iq%e oveqa%l mez{-centage of- g:.rl *istudents has "beeﬁ ons:n.stently .
‘:' Il -0p O EASE e LF v . 1
,{ ;:um::: f}%ﬁglu‘h?gij"b"@; f:;,x;ct Aréa.a.,.,mb,the introdm:tipx; of the US~AID ;
'13' '-’Schoﬁarshi‘p Programme};’The percentages ‘of g:.rl stude:}ts,ou; of the %
T

- <
Edqq{-au- -

was vez;y closa _to the growth rate ev:.saged in the ScholarShip Programme

= . as one of its objectives, - : r ¢ gaive e
Lt N “ L — 1 - c"*. - 5

e e e~ AS -Bgainst this, the enrolment -of- male-students in~the Project
o Scho:rla Jhas -heen’ consistently decreasing. since. 1981, The' percentage L0
growth of enrolment was (=)5.37 in 1982 _over 1981y (=)8,72 jin - 1983 ......... )

—— e

over 1982 and {-)9, ‘?3 in 1984 over 1983 {table 3and &),

This decreasing trend of the_enrolment of male ; studen'bs_has
also been observed in the Control, Schools(table ~1%) < e

: -

- .
P2 B oy

12102 ‘The decreas:mg trend in the enrolment of male students durmg
o the past few. years :m the secondary schqpls appears, to be due t0  ..m
- poverty. In the case of girl students,_the enrolment,_how‘s:ver* das. . L,
not ’oeen decreas:l.ng even :Ln the Control Schools, but the g;r-owth“ rate. . -
was very negl:.gz.ble. Tt was only 8 284 in 1984 over 1983 (table ‘-17)f e

as against.16,95%-in—1984 -over-4983 4n-Project Schoolse~ : R
1 5 4 G * - r o r ¢ TuyErnil o o0
- --wm—Qne-reason .of slight increase-in- the enrolment -of-girls dn

% the #thools outside ‘the Project Areayingpite of thel¥incr@sing « - H¢f
___ boverty of the guardians,is dug to a fevourahle posifion in.the market

of marrigge for the educated girls, Since the education of the girls
at the secondary levels in the Project Area is assisted by the US-AID

soholarship Programme, enrolment of girl students in the Project
Schools has beeh considerably increasing over the years.
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124123 The percentages of girl studénts in the higher c¢lasses
(grades X, -IX, VIII) have been increas:’.r‘xg considerably in the Project
Schoolss In 1984, the percentages of girl students are 30,77 in class X
as against 17,56 of 1983; 35.76 in-class IX as against 28,89 of 1983
and 49,66 in-clags VIII ss against 34.22 0% 1983 (table - 5)

12.1-4 As against a very h:.gh dropout flgure of the male students
(6, ’-IJI%) in the Project Schools in the year 1983, the dropout figure
of girl students was very negligible. It was only 1, 61% in the year
under consideration (table-6). However, the dropout. figure of the

—- 8¢holarship- feci:pien'ts,:m percentage terms,was higher in 1983 compared

to that of 1982(0«,'?‘7%), although compared to the pre~project situation,
this 1.61% ves very negligible (table = 15),

- 12,155 The.dropout figure of the girl students in the Control Schools
Wes: 14.57% in 1983 ‘(table = 18),

Comparat-ﬂre- pos:Lt:r.on ‘of the- dropouts of the girl students cf the
Pro:ject SChoo'ls and Control Schools in the years '1980 through '198h iss’

Qe .

. T:zpe of Schools 4980 1981 4982 1983 _198#(1@:0 ‘June)
’ PI'OJEC‘E SGhF)D?.S 18106% 23028% 1}-8’6%* 1.61% - 3'26%
Control Schools  14.20%. 11.22% 1H96% 14,578 11e54%,

¥ In 1982
., - .(a) Among the female students including non-owardees, the dropout
was ke 86%(Table 7 of the Evaluatlon Report 1983)

o (b} Among the awardees only, the dropout was 0,775

PR S

d e @ Fateer :{‘: e oearelion oo LRI 4 -
124046 The highest number of dropouts of the glrl students of the -
Project Schools in the yeer 1983 was in class VII (16 out of 33) and
the .'Lowest 111 class X (1 out mf 53) (Table - ?). -

School-w:.se position :Lndicateethat the highest number of -
dropouts wes in Unklla High School (10 out of 33) and the next highest
wag in Janata ,Jun:.or High School (6 out of 33).
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12147 Out of a total;of 33 dropouts among the scholarship recipients of
1983, as shown mder different. tables, 4 students were transferred out .
and 2 students wfortunately died during the period under consideration
and hence these 6 cases were not the cases-of: real dropoutse:The: real
dropouf figure, therafore, was 27 as-in the- case of'1982,when?out,of '

10 cases of dropouts, the real dropout f:t.gure was only one..

-
2
ol e,

124148 The real droPOuts due to various reasons were as follows PRI

 -a) Marriage-+' Y- - 17 T ‘55”-’_ €

b) Sociar"ﬁressuré'= et < . P arren .

o) TUress: e 2% a2 S N L
.-.d) Poverty = . N S S K

.. 4-.-Dropouts -due .to marriage were mainly at thejearly stages of .
secondary education, viz,, classes VI and VII{table ~1l). Lack of special
facilltles for glrls in the form of female teachers, ayas, separate
3su1tab1e toilet facilltles, separate common room, poundhry wall etC., -
.are 1mportant factors respon81ble for the creatlon of SOClal pressure‘
upon.-the ‘guardians of glrls-for not. sending theiriwards to-schools having

co-educations Otherwise, the commitity as a whole in the Project Area

]
an

.is not agalnst co-educatlon {table -32),

12 1.9 The ocecupation of the guardians of the 22 droyouts,out of 27 is
agrlculture,.fthat -of ‘b is mervicde and rhe remalnlng one is a day labourer.

e
b <4

" 1247410 Qut of‘2? genu:ne dropouts, the educatmon 1evei of 18 guardlans
. was upto the primary level, Three guardians passed the SSC Examlnatlon
(includlng one with M) and the remainlng ones had education upto the

EI g o - [
. . . . e
Tt j= L S N i < wd

level of secondéry education.‘

Lo . .

124% 11 Twenty flve of the 2? genulne dropouts had been enjoying )
scholarships since January 1982 and the remainlng 2 students since

¥ I o .o -1 S0 L. PN

January, 1983, i -7

12e112 Total number of WOrking days varled consxderably from school to
school ranging from 161 t6 236, thé average being 200 in the year 1983,
The average sttendance of the scholarship recipients was 83% as against

91.42%% in 1982 (table =9).
Contdeenes P97
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124113 The overall performance of .the scholarship recipients in the
year 1983 was slightly poorer compared to that of the year 1982,
Comparat:.ve pos:.t:.on of the two: years, in terms of percentages aof marks

obtamed in various examn.na.tio:;s,:.s as follows ¢ '
) Year 15t ‘Term 2nd Term Annual
1985 . 38,55 40,27 4,50
1982 40,13 .. hokB 43,29

Overall .percentage of detained students in various classes
also increased in 1983 as. compared to 1982, In 1983, the percentage
_of detent*on was 1,52 a6 against 1439 of 1962 (table =:10)e -

124,14, Most .of the guardisns of the scholarship recipientsare
quite poor. Majority.of them (70.16%¥)belong to an annual gross income
group of Tk L,001.00 to Tke 10,000,0Q0, The highest percentage (25,0%)
belongs to the third slab (annual gross income of Tk. 4,000.00 to

Tke 6 1000, 00) end the next h:l.ghest group (24.09%) belongs to the i‘ourth :
slab (annual gross mcome of TKe.6 001.00 to ‘I‘k. 8,000.00). The lowest
percentage (3,7‘7) was 'in the income gI‘Oup of Tka 1 000.00 to Tk 2,000, 07
{table ~11}. )

12 115 The occupation of the magority of the guardians of the _
scholarshlp rec:.pmen‘bs is agriculture (61, 66%). 26.70% of the
gu&rdlans are servz.ce holders (mostly low pa:.d) end the remaining
11.64% are engaged m business (table =12},

1241416 Out of 22. schools 4n. the Project Area, only S schools have
female teachers and only. 6 schools have ayas«dnly 2 schools have both

'\h- i rv_ s v I

female teachers as well as ayas-

Three schools have.no. separate toilet fecilities for girls
whatsoever, Among the other;schools, only I have pucca separate toilets
for girls, the remaining ongs:have either semimpucca or lkutcha toilet
facilities which are not suitable for girls, '

None of the schools has geparate common room facilities for
girls end eny boundary wall. Very few schools have tubewells.
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1241417 " Most of the schools da.d not furnish the information on the
number of students who came from the immediate catchment are (most

pro’ >y deliberately) and were given scholarships under the pmgramme

in the year 1983. although an attempt was made by the EValuat:.on Team

to collect th1s :Lnfcrma.t:.on. But the Evaluation reveals that the schools
affected ad\rnrsesy due to the-coverage of catchment mrem mder the US-ATD
Programme are 6, if a distance ‘of 4 miles from the nearest Pro;;ect
School-is. ccn51dered. On the other hand, if this digtance is considered
‘as 3 miles,” then 5 schools are found adversely affecteds Out of these’

5 .schools, % «fére the Control:Schools for the Study (Chapter =8).

121,18 In 1985, around 759 girl students are expected to be enrclled:
in clasé VI of the Project Schools, ‘provided the percentage of girl
students coming to the secondary schocls from the primary schools remains,
more or lessg'the same as it was in 1983(78%) (Table =20).

_12°1 19 Average size of the famﬂy :in the Project Area seems to be
qu:.-.te b:Lg (12). Vast ma;;ority of the g:.rl students are Muslims, All
the' ssmple scholarship recipients were unmarr:.cd and ma;acr:.ty of
‘them live with their parents (table ~21).

124120 The average d:.sta.nce of the schools from the houses of the ga.rl _
students :|.s 0.92 mile (1.53 km)u Maaor:.ty of the students cover this

. dstance on foot and face no problem on their way to schoolaand back.
68421% of the girls move alone on their way to their schools snd 'Dack

and while-moving alone, they face ne ‘major problem (table =22),

12, 1.2’1 Most of the students ‘are keen 40 go for higher educat:.on.Only
; 9 students out of 151 sample siZe po:l.nted-out that they would not go
for higher education mostly because 6f° the financiel ingolvency of
their familiés . Majority of the girls bélleve that female edudation”
has a positive impact”on~family ineome, standerd-ofliving end éize of
the family. (table = 23), il R

'
Tk

F- . ~ -

-
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1241422 Majority of girl students like to accept outside jobs and are
willing to move even long distances for jobs. The major professions that
the students prefer to enter, are teaching, medicine, govt. service of
any type and benkinge Only 15 students out of 151 semple size wanted to
be purely housewives. It appears that the mejority rof the students have
1little idea about the job opportunify prevailing within thé Project Area
(table ~2L4),

12.1.23 Hadority of the girl students are not against co-education and
feel that co-educat:wn does not. create any mconvenience for. sducation.
They, however, pointed cut a number of problems that they face in their
schcols, These ard : absenf:e of separate common room, suitable toilet

facilities, prayer room, female teachers, ayas, boundary walls for the

schools etg, (table ~25).

1241424 98.68% of the sample girl students are aware of the population
problem of this country and 100% of them heard about family planning. The
major sources through which {:hey heard about family pla.;ah?_n‘g are television/
radio, text books, posters snd pamphlets. and friends., About the idesl

size of the family, 81.46% believe that it should be k4 including parents,
i.e.,2 children, They also believe that the small size of the family helps
solve the population problem of the comtry and financial Ensclveaucy of
individual families and protects mothers* and children's health(table-26)

1241425 About the appropriate age for marrlage, 75e50%. of the sample
size feel that it should be between 21 end 25 years of ageo 17.22% feel
thet it should be below 20 years of age and 7,28#% feel that no merriage

"Eﬁw-aanple—-g'

"~

asked :Lf they would accept marriage proposal before the ,complet:ton of

the study, 70.86% feel that their families would not Insist for such
acceptance. Majority of the students who feel that their faxii:'fii—ebj might
insist on the acceptance of marriage proposzal before the éompletion of
study, believe that they would be able to resist this pfeséufe of the
families. 85,43% believe that there is no harm in women's working outside

after marriage (table =27),
. - Contdo.---P/']oo
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121026 The Survey reveals that the loc 1 elites were not only well-
informed about the US-AID Scholarship Progremme, but also were very

much in favour of female education. All of them believed that girls should
be encouraged to go to schoo.sysince female education had positive impact
upon the children!s education, family planning, increase in.the literacy
figare, standard of living of the indivadual families, better environ- .
ment in the family level and self reliance for the women (table -28).

12.%.27 ~About ‘the USeAID Sbhalarship.Prbgramme; the comﬁuﬁi{y reaction

as & whole was very favourable. But- almost all the local elites be11eved
that the scholarship amount vas very inadequate,partlculariy because of’
the 1nf1at10nary si.tuation created’ dur1ng the course of lasgt one year.
(table ---29)°

121,28 About the impact of the Scholarship Programme, the commumity

reaction seewns to be very ifavourable. Majority of the respondents
among the local elites felt that the impact of the Programme on socio-

. economic conditions of the Project Area was gquite positives 53 out of
55 respondents” believed that the Programme had a very‘godd impact on -

delaylng the marriages whlch, accerding to them, was good for the 3001ety
(table - 30),
121029 Majorify of the local elites alsc believed that the girls should

. continue their study even after marriage and 39 out of 55 local elites

felt that the appropriate age of marriage for girls was above 20 yearse
¥With the exception of one re8pondent. all others helleved that female

education ‘enhances the status of women.

. That family planning is essential both for the society and
- forthé individuaT families'is unaeratood by 54" out of 55 respondents
among the local elites (table 31)¢
12.1.30 Forty six of the 55 respondents among local elites felt that

co~education did not create any serious problem, but almost 50% of
them believed that the girl studeuts at the higher classes should use

. borga on fheir way to school and back. This was due to Islamic

injinction, according to them (table - 32).
Contdog . eP/101
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1241.31 The existing structure of the Scholarship Committees as well as
the scholarship award and disbursement procedures appear tco be gquite

satisfactory.

1241632 The positive results in the forms of increased enrolment of girl
students,. considerable  foll in the dropout Figires of the s¢holsrship
recipients, chenge in the out look of the girl students as well as the

Tl

- L.

people of the area in matters of female emcatioﬁ,'istmdar&"é’f':ﬂ%iﬁ:g- ;
famlly planning, appropriate age of marria.ge, acceptance of outs:\.de jobs e
by womén -even "after marriage etc. seem to be ‘211 due to 'the impac of . -

iy s nG (‘:m,n_.zcﬂ’ﬂ e
the US-AID Scholarship Programme.

s n

. . ) oy menilEL
1241.33 The relative increase in the growth rate of dropouts in 1983
over 1982, decrease in the rate.of growth of -the enrolment iof girks-. = . -
in 1984 ove_z‘: 1983; ‘decrease in average attendance of girls-and-deteriors-
tion of 'the_p'eri‘omance of the scholarship awardees-in-1983% compared ‘to
1982, seeﬁm- t.q 'be; due :té.,.a_‘glecrea.se in.the extent of incentives.:of  the
guardiang f_or female ec}ucz_ati_._on, created througn US-AID 'Scholarship-
Progrémme, because of ;a fall in the real value of the :scholarship smounts.’

EE -

124134 The MIS.of ‘the .Progremme’ does not seem to b very efféctives
Although there are -4 Field Officers in the PrOject ‘Office who e T
expected to:visit '‘each end every school: atleast once in’ every ‘i‘ortnlght
for the follow up of the Programme and ccllecting latest’ in‘format:.on
regarding the scholarship awardees for updating the records in the Project
0ffice and furnishing the same to the Head Office of BACE in Dheka, yet

it was revealed during the evaluation per:Lod, that the records. maintained
et the Schools, Project Off:Lce and BACE Head Office regardmg the var:.ous

_aspects of the scholarship awardees, differed from each other, It is for

this reason that discrepancies have been found by the Evaluation Team
between the data collected from the primary and from the secondary

SOUrcCes,
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1241,35 It may be mentioned that many schools, inepite of being
requested by the BACE authorities, time and again, do not maintain the
records .of the enrolment figures, the dropout figures, performance of
both wale and. female students properly and-satisfactorilys: The parti-.. -
culars regarding the occupation, the level of-education-and’ennual- -7’
inCOme of the guardians of the scholarship recipients-are properly-and

o A “,
Lyt .Tﬂﬁr T

12.1.36 ngt conc]..!fsign! ,:{t may be po;mted out that jhe overqu impqct oo
of thé SCholarshlp Programme was found to be quite,‘sa#q Factory emd oy . a.
encouraging by ‘the Evaluation Team in respects of enrolmente, ) .
dropouts 'of 'the girl studénte at the svcondary education leVel . _t"{“r‘g'
attendsnce, attitude.of- the scholarship recipients tomds"i‘ife 48"

‘a ‘whole 4n géneral ‘and -standard of living, family incomey msrr:l.age.

Lt

-

Although in percentage- ‘termsysome of the factors mentioned a‘bove

' deteriorat:ed during the "geriod under COn51deration mmpared 46" those

P ISR

e P e

Al

- the .iqcreasg .in the ngmber of .the l:scl_lolar_s_lt_tlp;;‘e'c;.plents and-expansion. .

in the ooverage 6f the Scholarship Programme ythe: slight deterioration. of: f
the above. factors was not unnatural, particularly when the strength
of the persomnel responsible for the folloW. -~ and supervision as well as

-

tht?_i;' facilities remained the same as befores. I

a T s . -~
et b e mn i -

‘I'he overall impact of the Scholarsh:r.p Progra.mme upén tile
general outlook and attitude of thé people o;f‘ the Progect Area was. . .

also qulte encoumglng a.nd lavourable, L
B T oy e Sk SR L AR AT LR TR EES

.

e

- KM ..,‘ R ;‘-hj ;'-.rr-u.o-v. At L
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.t f . . .-
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1242 Recommendations

124221 The authorities of the schools covered by the US-AID
Scholarship Programme must be told very categorically that they must
maintain -properly, eccurately and satisfactorily the records of both
‘male and female students regarding enrclment, "‘t'ré.ti-'sfer, ar6pouts, per—
formoence, attendence etc, About the scholarshn.p rec:.pients, the school
authorities must also meticulously maintain records regardmg the
month of enrolmert, month of dropout, reasons of dropout, “income of )
the guardisps etcs The -5chool authorities -should -also:be told Xhat <"
unless these are done, their schools will be withdrawn fyom the?d

coverage of the Scholarship Programme.

12,2.2 The follow up activities of the Project Officc with the help
of the Field Officers must be stren.g‘_thened and made more e'%fective._
The Project Officer mist be more alert in enforcing the’ ‘i‘ihzl‘.i:eas‘ and
responsibilities of the Field Officers, so that they regularly visit
" their alloted schools for proper supemsion, monitoring and follow
up “of the Scholarship Programme. While’ visiting the schools, ‘the
Field Officers must check up the school records every time regardmg
the scholarship recipients. In order that the Fleld Officers can v
perform their- responslbll:r.ties effectively,” they should be prov:.ded
with bicycles. - o

124243 The IS of the Scholarship Programme must be ,strengthene_d.

' The school authorities should inform the Project Office of the cases
of dropouts, with reasons thereof, immediately after dropout of

individual cases and the Project Office, after proper checking,

o e rea— OGO TEC L U B ORI Y EOOT A6 AccoTaIngLy, ana transmit the

same information to-Head Office within & day or two. The Head Office H
should also update its own record immediately after the recelpt of’
the information from the Project Office. In the same,way, eny change -
in 'i:he details of the frogramme or any other relevant information

that should be commmicated to the school suthoritieas, in the opinion
of the BACE Head Offic., should be commmicated quickly to the '

school authoriti_es through the Project Office and the Head Office
must be more vigilant to see that such communications have properly beem

recorded at all levels,
Contda .. B/10%
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12.2.4 fThe findings of the Evaluation must be reported to the Project
Office and to the school authoritz.es ag early as possible for necessary

action, .
- . . i

i

12.2.5 One or two workshoi)s, on the findmgs and. implementation status -<
of 1§he recommendations qe made in the Bvaluation Report, :should be-.arr-
anged at’ the Pro;;eqt Area by BACE Head Office ,which.should be attendec
by aJ.l the Headmasters of the Project Schooley Principals.of :the~ .-

I e

COlleges coxice eci a.ud,as .many s lccal elites ag posgiblees n. .o foucn

PR AT I TOTS PO A S - AN T

12.2.6 :Ther appointdent bf atleast one female Fescher wnd Che- aya ::n S
each and.every echool mist be made obligatory,’ failing which the ™%
schools concerned should be barred from enjoying the bensfif of the
Scholarshz.p ngramme.,‘ It hds been pointed out Ain the Report.that the -

! excuses' o}‘ t}ze .schoo-l authoritles, Aike non-availability, lack of vacancy,

" lack oi: gemrmss:l.o:; from the h:.gher authorities, lack .of: fuind ete.Tor "

not appo:.?;tg.n*g female steacher and aya are not tenable, If-no” Bubsidy-.-

¥ 1s- clai{ned",frdm 1he Govt. towards. the. salaries of the female teachers

-and ayas, to be appoz.nted, no, restr;i.ctlons’ will be imposed.by the.higher-.

authonf:.es foz: appointmg & female teacher with lesser qualifications

- > and an aya beyond_ the sanctioned strength. Appointment of such a female

" teacher, with lesser;qualifications(say HSC/SSC passed) end-en aya, is.

not at all :expensive. Femeles with such qualifications, willing to - :

accept ,]obs in the schools, are available within the Pro:]ect Area. .,

No Vacancy“ “no found" "non--availabll:.ty" etc. are all 1ame excusess.. i

feem e e el o

r

I

i
v

12-2-7 In t,he sanme, Hay, all; schools within the Project Area must ‘be
compellecl to .greate; separate sultable »pucca 4oilet facilities: far the_,,h re

T girls 4'{'r:q;l:nl“ga,;:.z-aa.ngement; p,t‘ waters- Readymade eamitary . latrines-are S
' available within,the Project-Office.premises:{prepared wnder & . on =
sepa.ra.te programme)-latza very. low cost-(around Tke 500400)e : i

1242,8 411 s8chocls should ‘be requested to arrange for- separate Coftion
room end’prayer:toom ‘fa&ﬂities for girls at an early dates it

& 4, .

12.2.9 Tube-wrells ‘sl'uotl'ld be sun.k in those schools which do not have
the same at present. )
Tt Toee v Gol},td.ooccgp/'IOE
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12.2,10 School Pi[:‘?glj:sgs ghould be fenced with local materi&ls,
if construction of -boundary -walls becomes toc expensive. y

1242411 Since a few aéhools ocutside the Project Area hg.v}a been -
adversely affected due to the coverage of, girl students of the
catchment area under.the US-AID Programme in -respect.of enrolment -
of girl students, it is recommended that instead of allowing
scholarships to- the gifl-students of “the catchment aree reading
in Project Schools; & faw-achools o the catchmént: area should be *
brought” under: this-§éblearship Programis, "No* defini titH 81 imstidte
catehment &réa”“has edn dotérmined 411 hows 1% “aibtadct 8t 3 wilds" "
( 5 km) frog the- néarest Pro;ject Schools is conszldered ag immediate i
catchment ared, “then only-5 schools have been foimd” “to be adverser ‘
affectedy Théseldre Jalel Memoriel ‘High Schoo'l, Mirz&pur Satpakiit .4'4 R
High Schicol; Mirzapur Satpukuria-Junior High schoo:l., Tangirpar ngh

School and Rajg_pur ngh‘School. . O A

— - a- .

Out of these 5 schools, with the exception of Hirzapur Satpukurlg
Junior High Schdolythe femaining 4 vere “considered by the Ev&tluahon' R
Team®@g Control -Schools for. this Stndy ‘and the total“enrolment of glrié"' K
in ‘these & schools in the-year 1984745 - 381, The other schooli mthiﬁJthe )
catehment ares is a Junior High- School énd Hence its erirolmerit ot ‘girl '
students will not excéed: 50 in =ny“ease, "If all these" 5 schools 1ocai:ed
within the existing catchment aree are brought under the’ coverage of ~
the Scholarship Programme,” say - from-the’ begﬁnninz o 1985, theﬁ an”
additional number &f aroind 400 scholarships will be required. Tt has" ”
been poi:ntéd out’ under chépter -8 that most of the sdhébls‘lﬁéat;éf wi‘hh‘lﬁ :
the Project Area did not furnish actual position about their scholarsmp ‘
“awardges coming-irom.the cetchment area-for: reasonssbest fimowi o’ them,
However,. it may. be reasgnably presumed ihay- currentiy.eround- 200 girlsiof:.-
the ca_.tch;néntuargg ake-now getting scholarships.. This means:thationly. = - 2
around 20Q0.additipnal:scholarships will be-rrequired;if-the aboveimentioneds

L

5 echools located ingthecatchment-areqare;brought under the:Seholarshipr "
;Frogramme, It maey.be.mentioned here that -no, other school.exists within-i:i.

a distence of 3 mileglfrpm h'g‘;hese 5 BchOOIB,;PrOPOSBd.tO be covered under
Contd... .P/"i 06
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the Scholarship Programme, In that case none of these 5 schcols as well
as of the exdsting Project Schools will hove any-immediate catchment ares, X
if a distance of 3 miles (5 km) is considered for defining the.same.

Out of the 5 schools, Tengirpar High School is located ‘lﬂ
HaJiganj Upaz.:.la-and the: remaining 4 in Lakshem Unazila. T

1242412 It has peen discussed in the Report that increase- in:the;.
dropouts, decreasingr tendency, in the enrolment .growth rate,, deterioratdan
in perforpends, dgergage inattandance of the scholarship-reciplentss y.
etc._a‘:;e_ pimgrily gqg?.to,,a f&ll in;the real.value of the-scholership;issre
amount because of inflation, which has a,declining impact upon the . - ¢
incentivaé o.f.:t’h'e g:uardians to.send their. .daughters -to gehools ~through, ---
financ:.&l support of rj(:,tae US-AID Scholership-Programme, It is,.therefore,
proposed that :m order to achieve, the objectives of the Programme, the
value of the scholarsh:.p should be raised to Tk. 80.00.from Tke:4#0.00;

per month . - -

LR s '_. ey h T ra

B

12.2.13 Smce the ohjecbives of the Schommp£mgrme ace- being e
greatly achieved q.n respects of .delay. in.marriages, develo_p:.ng-.not only .
and 1ts ;&verse CQNEEqUENces, . but also a sense of resistance to the e
. pressure of the guardians for early ma.rr:!.a'-es, ultmately very -favourably,::
: contra.butz.ng to family planning and reducing the population -growth rate,
it is reggmgep@edrthat.!?_hle Scholarship Programme should not:only:be,: L
expan:d_ed, andmor:aand mor‘e_.r?_c:heo_]_.s._be..-b_z_‘pught unele;'-:i.ts coverage around;
the,Pro-ject A.ree.., but ehOuld also be replicated.in other areas of the

. country, Phase b&bpl}aﬂﬁe{; g Twireegeye TS T i W ,:-.;',‘:_._"": T :;’1_' -

A — - b R

7GOB in coliaboration with:many foreipn agericies Tas" béen spending
millionsiof:‘takh " every":_year ‘nder varioue-progidimés for family plannmg #
and reductioncin-the-population growth rate. Considéridg the’ amountof
money: spent-under suchipfogtammes, thé results-aré hot-that tjaei-deii'tiblé‘. ="
' 0n the:contrary, under this ‘particuler US-ATD -Seholarship Progiamme, the™
ultinate results seem to be mich more positive with lesser®costi In’ addlt:{.cfn

to & very favourable impact on the femily plamning, this Programme -

N
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considerably contributes towerds increasing the literacy rates among

the females of this coumntry as well as, towards the enhancement of

their status in the society. N
Other Family Planning -pxlb'l""gre{?.féeé- are jsqiuiétﬂa’é?s""éijsﬁosed by certain

groups of people in this COuntrff -on social and religious'groun’_dfq._ Bebidesy *

many would~be mothers and their guardiens are hesitant to ab'é;a';‘:j;"va.rious

devices of family plamning on heslth ground. US-ATD Scholarsh:Lp Progr&me

is completely free from such drawbacks,  and accordingly, belng favoured _

by all. gegtions of. people-as an excellént $ndirect method ofﬁfgﬁﬁ{; il

* planning even by many orthodox fundamentalists of the Sc:cle_tx, This,i& e

i e R e S LR
RCI

-another -importaht reason for advocat:’m,g the réplicat:.on of the v 5

B e i - S e
T _‘__,._...‘- o

Scholarship Programme™in - meny- Gthér-dreas of thé couwnbry. s EaT

12.2.1% The Evaluation Team further feel@that if sny scholarship
recipient of the existing two colleges under the coversage of this y

e i By R T

P

Progremme is i.nna posit...oa ‘to -go-forthe 1uniW:::*.‘s:l.fsy degrees ike o . .

A intar = —— o mmasene = Y

Engineering,“}ledlcine and HMasters? degree, “she should be allowed to
receive the finmncial assistance under this Programme in, frder to
cbeerve how far a girl student cen proceed towards higher.dnd higher
education prgt[idea_d fi_qancigl supportis given to her. withmxt\'-break.‘“"""
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BANGLADESH ASSOCIATION FOR. COMMUNITY EDUCATION
DHAKA

. EVALBATION OF US-AID SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAMME FOR
» FEMALE STUDENTS IN SHAHRASTT UPAZILA, COMILLA.

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR SECONDARY SCHOOLS

e Neame of the School

H
Village .
‘Union - : $
PeOoi:- - L - .
] Operatlonal Bank -t . ) . L
2 Enrolmentaand dropouts of - the male students from cless VI to &lassX
in 1983—81;. ' . "
Year ‘Glass 'F.hrolments rDmpou%s(No.]}idmltted In the next higher olass'in 1964
N 'L (No.) ’ 'by Dec.1983 *Total(No,) Wransfer in(No.) Mronsfer out(No.?}
1983 VI :
vIT
vizx - Do : )
x ‘- ‘ - . "
Year Y - :Clags - - ~ 1 - Enrclment{No.) ! Dropouts(No.) by June
VII ) . -
Viiz
X
X
3e Enrclments and dropcuts of female students from class VI to class X,

in 1983 and 1984

Year (C1ass I rE}m:'«:lmentzs VD pouts(Noe ) laGmitteq 17 the next nigher CLAGs6

H (No.) Yy Dec,1983 [Total(NNo,) JTransier in(No.) !Trensfer out(No.)
1983 vI _
VI L o
VITL .oono oo = - . .
- IX '
X
Year ! Class H Enrolment{No.) § Dropouts(Noe by June
VII
VIII
3t Ix
X

Contdaeea P/109



- 109 -

b, Yearly gross income of the famllles of the Scholarship recipients
during 1983,

Sl.No. |Name of Student {Clase Ocoupnticen of Guardian IYearly Gross Income of

N i } ‘the family (In Tik.)

5, ittendance and perfermance of sche larshlp recipients cduring 1983.
.81, Name °ffcla Tattendence in days IPerformance in terms of (wWhether
Noe 'awardee, ‘ 'percent_ge of marke ;promoted(P)/

' ,' zwork:.ng Ziittandence {16t termind Yorm 'u.nm gDetamed 62))

: A Vays _t 1 |

! ! 1
6o Particulars cf dropouts of schclarship recipients during 1$83,class-wise,
Sl. Name of'Class|{Occupation fLevel of jGress . fMonth of )Reason of 'S:ane
No. fwardee) lof Guardien jeducation jannual’ tdr. pout 'dropout rwhen

! ! ! !of the  Jincome of | ! 'Scholar~

! ! ! 'Guardlan 'the fbmlly' . tship

h ! : ! H B i fenjoyed
7e Do you censider the present system of reccmmending schularship through

Scholarship Committee and Regicnal Scholarshipy Committee satisfactory?
Yes /7 o/ 7

7«1 If no, what modifications de you suggest 7

1)
ii)
11i)
8. Do you consider the present composition of Scholarship Commlttees and
Regional Scholarship Committec effective 7
Yes Zfi::;7 No
8.1 If nc, what nre your suggestions?
1)
11)

143) Contd. . P/110



e

10a

.~

12..

a1 If no,what altemat1ves and_improvements do ;ycu suggest 2 -

Do you think that the existing systenm of disbursement of the
schclarshlp money through benks is satisfactory ¢ o

i - o Yos [f icNo e

-y
31)
3ii)

Name and digtance of the operatmg bank branch e

i} Name of the bapk . - ; . e e med .

et st ee ey

ii) Tocation of the branch -
iii) Pi.stance in k:.}.ometre - e --—;—-;

Is ther any fﬁmaie *teache;r :h; the sohool? T
et e :

11 1 If ¥eSs e e

eivan aly " P
. T P - S D 13

et Lt
SO ATV L . .

[

h N NN

—t e .-.... ;-

mesyY How many?

b) when were they recruitedy
¢) how many are locals?
d) qualificetions?
i)
ii) :or. .- . - e R e
iii)y ’ . -

11.2.1:{‘.‘.110,-__ EE - S ,;*-.“.,L_#._f —
a) were, you told b.Y BACE author:.t:i.es %o recriit: an_y female teacher?

et e

R Rl Rl LA it

o " r . Yes E No.

'b) if told why have you not recru:.ted female teacher 7

‘DQ you have =y female Aya (Peon). in your school to 1001: .after -the ~— -~
" interests of female students?

Yeo /"7 Yo /7

12.1 IT yes,
a) how many?
b} when recruited?

12+2 If no,
a) were you tcld by the BACE authorities to recruit female Ayas?

Yesz / No
b} If told, why have y;ou not recruited?. e = b

-~

1_-('

. [N, N
; ‘—'1 . A e e L F g i
N b N ——— ey

i) T e LTI
141) e e
Do you have aepara‘te toilet facilities for female students?
e ves /7 Mo i

’5

131 If yes, o
a).when was this facility created 2 ° ) R

b) what is the type of the facilit; . *
Pucca f ; _semi-puccaz 7 Kutcha Z 7

Contdeass P/111
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13+2  1If no,
a) were you told by the BACE authorities tc create separate toilet

facilities for female students? .

Yes / 7 No ﬁ 7
b) If told, why have you not created this facility?
iy
i1)
ifi)

14, Infermation with regerd to scholarship recipients of class X in 1983

Enrolmeng | Dropout(ﬁo.)i Sent up(Nc.) \Passed SSC{No.)] Nemarks
(NO')—: H ! : foree 3 E O, w

15«  Class-wise No. of scholarship recipients from catchment area i

- —

Year | Class | No. | Year | Tlass §  No
,1 - 1 1 1 - l. '. s - — -

. 1983 VI ' 1984 - - I
VII YT Ny .
VIII L VITT B ' ”
X AR & 4
X X

. Date Signature of the interviewer -

e T W T S e S
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ANNEXURE = IT
... . v BANGLADESH ASSOCIATION FOR. COMMUNITY EDUCATION. L

.
- - ry . -

3 - - W
I s -’ N 4
- - |

’ EVALUATION OF USSATD SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAMME FOR =~ 7 ¢
FRMALE STUDENTS IN SHAHRASTI UPAZILA, COMILLA

s .. ... QUESTTONNAIRE FOR LOCAL LEADERS' oL

x . P L. -

- T P S e ae T SRTRET  aa

g teT Nemwe s .. 4,7 I - ;

s - ~ o - 5, . .. -3

e 'A‘SE“--““?::?::’?%EE;‘“?{? TTV T Feny caide YA ETITY “ R I
< M3 Religlon __ . 3 .. .ot iR 2 *‘%2.1 L Lok

. *3 T :

1.4 Profession : - ce T
145 Level of Educat:r.on* ) g A TESERT =":;
..;!.6 Name of Union- o . L
? ‘e gr

2 1 Do you th:.nk girls should be encouraged to go to school?

Bt e e ,,Jes VA 7 S No_ A 7 o

L4

e e o erer § o el ._...:—-.."‘" Tmnmrtnan m s v A —...-....m—._.rf.
“Bel If ¥és; uptowwhafﬂevér 7 T T LT LA )
" - A A .
' "‘ "" - ""Sl . ',-';, L {.,‘ ";‘ N r . o
; %3 Sa i) Pr:l.mary Ty TR /"7. iy R N o
;) seontary ) L7 |
A L i . P, :
% 141i) College - 277" ! U JEERPIE
* .§ .

iv) University 7 e T

Py 2u L i 4 by e A A - g e s e b o e — Y v m——- —_

.3.1 T£ ycu aré not in favour of female e&ucdt:.on, why 7

..:»"-

e 1) . . : | , ] N .
- ii) . 0 a0 '

u
e

2e3¢2 If you are in favbur- of female education, Why ? .
f, i) . ’ ) 5

b -~ .
hes . * - Uy )
g T

it :;—"M'if):ﬁ'-‘,fv'm:‘:rl‘- it -f-'r"a'nr:*cn“ e
’,3.’ Do you know about. the Scholarshlp Programme (US-AID)‘? e

’+. Do you think that mo,st people in th:.s area think the scholarshlp
progremme’is a good-idea 7’

p Yea /7 . N‘:’l 7“ T

L1 If no, what is the percentage of people, in- your opinlon, 'who " sg

do _not accept’ the Programme favourably? = S . A
L i - PGI‘(',;ntagp . cow . . . .. ?’ ....‘ . . :..:bif

3 3 - -

.2 What, 45 your opmion, are the remsons for wh:.ch the programme “has
S not been accepted favourably? )

r »no . -

. § i1) - fa B

iid) - Contd...p/113
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10, Do you think that it 16 alright for girls to werk outs:.ae home for -
earning ? . :

YesE No[ﬁ?"

1. Do you consider family planning essential infgéur couatry ? - Ce. -

Yes d 7 Ne Z ; - <o
12 ..Do you think ¢o-educgtion in schools is creating any’ socia.l problem‘?
I /7
121 If yes, ) P
a) menticn the nature of such':problems : e
i) . oL g
ii) - T T cios o R
b) Suggest remedies ; LT LT
i) L.
ii) —_ .
"3, Do you thin® that girls reading in HJ.gh Sch: ols and Colleges under
N co~educaticn should use "borga'l. . .

Yes :v:7 - NOUI

131 IT yes, why do you think so P S
by i) - ’ T s T )
i .&1) . N R . T N - - - oot
, 1 .2'1"._{.: .- Do yoéu think that female educ:atlcn enh&nces the status of the
=" women in the family 2-- N Tl

Y -,

1447 Do you think famn.ly pla.nnmg enhances the stenderd of. llving
of a family ¢

ves 7 N 7

14.3.If yes, do-you ccnsider, it beneflcual fcr both the famn.ly and
the society ? . -.--
i) beneficial for.family /. 7

. ii) beneficial for scciety / 7
N 3i3) beneficial for beth Cj :.

. 15. ~Do you think that attendence of adult girls in higher classes Yiter-
- feres with the education c¢f the male students ¢ . .- - -7

\l‘JJ

VM

If yes, in what respeCts 7. v
i)
11):
. iii)

16, Do you have any suggestions to improve the Scholarshlp Programme? f
s M Y -

[

-

, 16+1 If yes, mention them ; J '

113 i

Date : ] o Signature of the Interviewer



ANNEXURE = IJI

BLNGLADESH ASSOCTIATION FOR COMMUNITY EDUCATION
DHAKA

ALITATION OF US-ATD SCHOLARSHII' PROGRAMME
FOR FEMALE STUDENTS IN SHAHRASTI UP@ZILH,_COMILLA

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR SCHOLARSHIP RECTIPIENTS

NAME OF SCHOOL 1

Ao STUDENTS
Te Profile :

A. Name

bo Age

Ce Class

d., Religion

€. Marital é-ETEET_—'

f. Positicn in-the class -

8. Whom do you live with ¢ Qcheeﬁ one)

i. Parents
ii, Just mothor
iii, Just Father
1v. Other relatlve

h, No. of years scholarshlp enjoyed

B. FAMILY
Z2e Profile ;
8. If you are living with parents, then,

i. what is the name of your father

i, what ig mothert's level of education 2
iii, what iz fathert's level of educatlon?

iv. what is mother!'s occupation ¢ LS

- Ve What is fatherts occupation?
be If you are living with guardien, then,
i. what is the relationghip with the guasrdion 2.

P

ii, what is the guardian's-level of educatlon?

iii. what is guardisnts occupation 7 -

ce Size of the family
i. No, of brothers and sisters {including sclf)

’

1i. No. of other members (including parents)

Contde. GP/1 16
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C. SCHOOL

3. How far do you live from the school (in miles)?
4, How do you ccme to school? (tick)

a, on foot E
b. by rickshew /7
cd by boe[‘l;:j o .
d. others ( specify.) E? s
If you come by rickshaw or boat, why?

Se *
ba e
Ce T
S5+ Do your relative and neighbours like your coming to school?(tick cne)
Yes No eé—_L/'-
6. Do you come to school and returm alone ¢ ...

ven [y Wo [F
I1f yes, is this a problem and why - S
7« If the scholarship is withdroawn, would you continue your education?
Yes /__ /7 No. /T '

- If noy why not. 2 .. N )
8. " . o E o
b s : - A

Y

8. Do you personally go to the bank for withdrawal of your scholarship

Ty [T . w7

If yes, do you face an; difficulty in withdrawing scholarship money?

[

- Yes No / ( .
If no, how do you get the money?
a.
Ve
Ca

9« Do you 1iké co-cducation 2

" Yes / / " No/ 7 .. TN

[

12 noy why Hot? T T L AT e S e
- Be -, ARERRAE b § A e -
b‘ 1. PR ey 7T !

Ce ' - ry v . P Wt
10. Do you face any problem-because of co-—education? - L

If H:,.r—es, what-are -they ¢ - o '

* Be )
4 be ’
. Ce N e, L7

Contd. 'Y ) -P/1 1 7
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) 11s Mention some ¢f the problems that you face within the school
surromndings .
8o
be.
Ce
12. If you do not have a female teacher in your schooly do you think the
appo:.ntment of a femnle teacher would frcilitate your sindy?
Yes { 7 No
If yes, in what respects ? .
84
- ‘b. .
co " ’ N ’ . ’ & . LR .
13. If you do not have a female Aya (peon) in your ‘echéol, do you think
that the appointment of a female Aya would faciln_tate your study?
Yes /7 Rl 7 -k
If yes, in what respects? I
a, o
b,
C.

D. FUITRE PLAN

14, After finishing the school finel (8SC), do you propose to be
admitted to any College ¢

Yes / /- No g / S

If yes, -
&8¢ in which Cdllege ¢
be upto what level ?

If not, why not?
fe

e = g e = a n

Cs

15+ After you complete your education, would you la.ke to have some Job
cutside your home ?

Yes /7 Yo 7
If yes, i

a. What Joia? ﬁ_ -
————— b, How m,ny years' education/traming would you . requirehafter .

passing the SSC, Exam,? i N

If no, why not? LT R
a. o . . .
b,
Ca ' - e ' > ;"‘.-.{‘: - ‘
16, If a marriage proposel comes before you finish-your education,
would you personally want to accept it 2
Yes / / No

s

Contdeeel/118
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17+ Would your family want you to accept such an offer?

Yes /7 No / 7/
If yes, do you think, you will have to accept it under compulsion?
Yes /7 No /77

18. TUnder nérmal circumstances when would you like to be marrdied %
19. Do you think it is alright for a women to. work outside the- home

after she is married ? Yes { 7 No
20, Do you think you will continue to work outside the home after you
are marr:.ed 7 ) B neo T

S .. Yes ./ 7 No :’—-7

21. Are ‘there jobs available for women .in your orea %
Yes f 7 No ’

If yes, please list
H.
be
Cs
de.

I

:_2'2. Would you be willing to move or travel a 1ong way to take a: good Job?

Yes /7. No
ATTITUDE TOWARDS FAMILY FLANNING

23. Are yru aware cf any populaticn problém of our country?
Yes / E No d 7 -
24s Have you heard of family plaaning 2
Yea [—7  © No )7

If yes,
a, from what gorrzcs ¢ {tick)

ie Radio/‘l‘elevisi?n
1i. Newspaper E
iii. Pemphlets and posters / 4 . e
A ive .Friends j \,E B . Eeen DD _?.‘. ,~ A
ve Others(specify) E?’ - .

b. do you understond family planning?

YesD No U

¢. Would you accept family plemning for yourself? )
e d 7 . Nol 7 - .- !

Contd.,«.P/119
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de What 4 in your cpinion, should be the ideal size of the family %

€« Why do you think, this is the ideal size of the family?
ii. e
iii,

25+ What do you think is the appropriate age: of & girl for getting
married ¢

26+ How meny children (altogether) would you 1ike to have after your
marriage %S -m 3 _
8 No. :of. boys i e

P
LI

“be.No, of girls =~ .

Fe GENERAL ATTIFUDE

27« Does female education have any impact on ? {tick)

a, family income ﬁ:::::z

b. standard of living Z ?

c. size of family /7

Signature of the Interviewer
Dated

A e - — ez

—_— S Ummmwree T e
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ANNEXURE = IV
BANGLADESH SSOCIATION FOR COMMUNITY EDUCLTION e
DH KA o

EVALUATION OF US-AXID SCHOLARSHIP PROGRAMME FOR
FEMALE STUDENTS IN SHAHRASTI UPAZIT-A, COMILLA,-

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR FRIMARY SCHCCLS AND COLLEGES
A. PRIMARY SCHOOLS

Year-wise pumber cf students in cless V in all the primury BchOols of

the Project Area.

S1.Na ,Name of Pri-Wo. of students lNo.of students Jﬁo.of Btudents{No.of Btudents
Noo' mary School lin 1981 :r.n 1982 in 1983 'in 158k
el Tfe= THGtalINale fFom ITotal [Hale [re= o~ FaTe Tre= iTo—

male| ' 'male ' K : 'mule;tal ! male tal

74 8 {Q ‘10'114121 13

YRR Iy
TP R

{
: 1 L]
PR 0 A T

B. COLLEGES

Te Number of female students who received scholarship under the
Programme in 1983,

Slat 1 No.0l students  «Nce. of female students
f 1
Ne. gname of CollegeClass iole [Female 1Tctal With Scholarship Without

K3

: ' t——t @Mgmp_._
13:4'-5,6' ? H

1. 4 -2

2+ Dropout of the -femnle students holding scholarships in 1083,

51, ame of College WNo. of dropout;C '—lass of dropout {Reason ¢f dropout

Py -

NO." :
1 2 : > H & o

1

Date @ Signature of the Interviewer
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