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TRIBAL LITERACY IN INDJA : THE REGIONAL DIMENSION

‘oonis Raza
Al jazuddin Ahmad
Shee! Chand Nuna

This paper makes an attempt to review the changing situaticn of
literacy among the scheduled tribes of India as recorded by the
successive censuses frem 1961 +o 1981, I+ identifies the broead
regional framework of tribal literacy end points out the major trends
of change discernible from the census date of whatever whorth it is.
It compares the performance of +he *ribes with *the nen-tribal
population in terms of their |iteracy attainments thus indirectiy
reflecting on the success or otherwise of the different literacy
drives adopted by the official agencies in the predominantly tribal
states of India. The paper tries tec place the questicon of literacy
inequity within the differant ccmponents of +ribal population in its
historical perspective and looks for our explanation for a phenomencn
which is nct easy to explain.

DESIGN OF STUDY

The paper propcses to develop the regional dimensicon of tribal
literacy by emphasisirg *he spatia!l patterns discernible from the
maps. The firs+t series of meps shows the levals of literacy 2s in
1981 at the aggregative level as woll as in their rural and urban
segments and amohg the males and the females. F closer study of these
maps may reveal glaring contrasts in literacy betwroen the tribal and
the non-tribal scgments, on the one band, and between the male and
female components of tribal population on tha other. The second
series of maps shows the share of thes tribal and *he non-+ribal
literates in the district population of erch s~rgment separately as
well as in their rural and urban components as in 1971, In order to
explore the nature of change in *riba!l literacy during the 1961-71
census decade, 1961 literacy rates of the rural and urban segments of
population have becn depicted along wi*h *he decadal change in
percentage points. . An identical series of maps shows litoracy rates
of the tribal males and thc fomales. '

The study has been supplemented by 2 probe of the literacy
incequities with the help of disparity index of Sopher. Further,
keeping in mind the fact +ha+ physical accessibility to the
institutions of | arning, such as schools, may have soma explanatory



value in so far as +he present state of educational backwardness of
the tribes is concerncd, an attempt has becen made here to measure the
accessibility o the schocls of diffsront levels for +ha population
living in habi+tations which arc categefised as prodominantly +riba! in
cemposition.  This analysis s has~d on *h- data of *+he Fourth
Educational Survey.

The word 'litcracy' as used in the Indian census litcrature docs
not convey any qualificd sonse of mcaning.  The census view of
litcracy tende to cover the whele range of individuals from highly
cducatcd to those whe can just recognise the alphabet and write their
nam2s. The cersus recognises an individuzl as litarate 'if he can
both head‘and writc with an understanding in any languagN.1 Such &
nebutous definition leaves much scope for inclusion of groups at
disperatec levels of kncwledage of roading and writing wi+hin the
catagory of "literatos!, .

Definition apart, literacy is univorsally rccognisod as e
powerful instrument of scciel change. In fact; it is the nacossary
first stcp towards the a2ttainmont of oducation and of higher goals in
an individual's life. The procrss of learning exercises a profound
effect on the lives of men and wemen in +ha contemporary world. 2

The contemporary trends in the spread of literacy and of higher
educaticr in India should be scen in tho context of historical
develcpment. While indigenous tredition of imparting ~ducation is
very old, the Indian society was exposed *o the modern oducational
system during the colonial rule cnly. The colonial devclopmen+ on the
port nodes, coupled with the Christien influencos in the coastal and
the tribal arcas of the country, contributed significantly towards the
emergence of disparities in educational developmaonts  Education
acquired an essentially urban character. On the other hand, vest
regions within the hinteriand of port centres remainad unaffectad by
the spread of hodern cducation.

There were, howaver, historica!ly dastermined corstraints on the
universal spread of litoracy and of cducation ir Indian socicty even
before independence. Thé spread of literacy stemmed from +he primary
edi fice of socizal stretification onshrined in ceste. The socizl
system of caste gave birth to the philosophy of segregation and was so
deterministic that it forced an individual 'to subordinate his
individuality to it1.>  The institutionalised framcwork of social
inequality in conjunction with variations in income distribution
engendered vast disparities not only in Access to the institutions of



formal learning but alsc in the levels of educational attainments of
The different segments of the Indien poople. As noted by Cippola,
while 'the art of writing spread around the wor |d across geographical
and cultural borders and adopted itse!f to a variety of languages, it
hardly filtered down through social stratification'.?

India at independence carried on her shoulders a colessal burden
of the heritage of inequalities in all facets of socia! development,
education being no exception. However, a good deal of progress has
been made in this field since independence. Efforts have been made to
induce the lagging sections of population to forma!l cducation on a
special basis. However, the problcm of ~ducability of scheduled
tribes is a complex onc. The nature of the problem is so different
that it cannot be compared with the gencral population or cver with
the schedulad caste segment. Perhsps it may be hypothesisaed that
education is not only an instrument of social change, its very
acceptability is caused by the state of the society. By and large the
spread of education among the trital communities deponds, emong other
things, on their capacity to receive it,9 their staae cf social
evolution, ecological sctting, mode of cconomy and their exposure to a
language other than theair cown dialect. The process of <conomic
development and the pattern of intcraction with the non-tribal groups
in The neighbourhood of the arcas cf fribal concentraticn lcad to tha
socio-cultural transformation of the tribes. In this connection the
role of the tribal clites cannot be ignored as their attitudes tend to
operate as a consfraint on the universal distribution of gains of
educational development in tho tribal sccicty. ’

The Indian fribes have been exposed to Pfferacy only r€ccn+lyﬁ
By and large, their response to programmcs of literacy and of formal
cducation has varicd significantly botween +ribes and from region to
region. These responses depend on their socic-cultural, economic and
demagraphic characteristics and on the magnitude and dircction of the
forces of modernisation, such as urbanisation and indusfrialisa*ion.7
The infiluence of Christianity in some tribal arcas has alsc played a
significant role. The initiatives taken by the governmcnt and other
quasi=~government or voluntary organisations wiih The cbiective of
cducating tribes through programmes of special cducstion and |iteracy
drives have also contributed significantly towaru. the modernisation
of tribal communitics. Howcver, these forces have not operated with
equal vigour in all the tribal areas of the country, thus giving rise
~to significant variations in the regional pattern of literacy in the
past few decades. '



The level of literacy is undoubtedly cnc of the most important
indicators of social and cultural development among thc tribal
communities. The various dimensions of socio~cultural change in a
tribal society can be understcod in the !ight of the levels of
literacy and education. |+ is with this premisc that it is proposed
to depict on meps the tribal literacy in their overall population as
well as within.the rural and urban compononts. The male~-femalco
disparity in the levels of literacy can be appreciated by cohparing
the two serics of maps. An attempt has also bazen made to identify the
gapes that exist in the levels of literacy of the tribal and tho non-
tribal segments of population by presenting non-tribal |iteracy as in
1971. Finally, the decadal change in the literacy rates has becn
depicted on maps for all the componcnts of tribal population - malé,
temalc, rural and urban. The levels of literacy of the tribal
pcpulation as in 1961 have been decpited on a parallel scrics of maps.

The data on literacy, particularly for tribes, suffors from a
major limitation. The computation of percentage of |iterates out of
the total population, rather than out of the pcpulation in the above 4
years age-group, presents a disterted picture as it underestimates +he
propertion of literate peopulation.

1981 PATTERNS

The 1981 census enumerated some 8.4 million |iterates among the
tribal population. The tribal literacy rate of 16.35 per cent was,
however, strikingly low in comparison to that cof general popuia+ion.
The tribal titeracy in the urban arcas is high, although, in urban
areas the tribal percentage in itself is insignificant by any means.
State level situaticn is presented in Table 1.



‘Table 1
TRIBAL LITERACY RATES - 1981
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India/State/
Unicn Territory P
1 2

IND LA 16.35
STATES:

1o AP, 7.82
2. Bihar 16.99
3. Gujarat 21.14
4. H.P. 25.83
5. Karnataka 20.14
€. Kerala 31.79
7. M.P. 10.68
8. Mehareshtra 22.29
9. Manipur 39,74
10. Meghalaya 31.55
11. Nagalaend 40.32
12. Orissa 13.96

13. Rajasthan 10.27

14. Sikkim 33.13

15. Temi! Nadu = 20.46
16. Tripure 23.07
17. U.P. 20.45
18. West Bengal 13.21

UNION TERRITORIES:
1. A&N Isltands 31.11
2. Arunachal

Pradesh 14.04
3. Dadra & Nagar

Hevel i 16.86
4, Goa, Damen

and Diu 26.48
5. Lakshadweep 53.13
6. Mizoram 58.63

Total .
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F

= Females

No tribal population in Haryana, Jammu & Kashmir, Pun jab,

Delhi and Pondicherry.
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Overall Literacy Rate

Although literacy among the scheduled tribe at the national
aqgregative level is only 16.35 per cent, there are 32 districts in
which it cxcceds 49.07 per cent (Appendix |). The spetial patterns
depicted on Fig. C.19 suggest that barring the districts of Central
Manipur, Mokokchung, Aizawal, Lunglri and Lakshadwcep, other districts
with a high literacy ratc lie in the arcas in which +ribal population
consitutes only a small proportion of *otal population. There are 58
district in which literecy varics between 30.01 and 49.07 per ceont.
Of these only 13 lie in the predominantly tribal arcas cof Meghalaya,
Manipur, Negaland and Mizoram. Nenc of the tribal districts of the
mid-indian region have the distinction ofhaving high literacy. On the
otber hand, it has becn cbserved that the districts of +he mid-Indian
regicn are charactarised by medium and low literacy rates. The
districts of CGujarat, end Maharashtra fall in tho medium |iteray
category. The districts of Rajesthan and Madhya Pradaesh have
consistently low literacy ratcs. The southern fringe ofthe tribal
belt of mid~india, consisting of Bastar, Koraput, Gznjam, Khammam and
Visakhzpatnem districts, is also charactecrised by low |iteracy retes.

Male Literacy

Mora than 74 per cent of literate population is compriscd by
males and hence geographic patterns of male literacy, corresponds to
those of cverall litcracy. I+ is evident from Fig. C.20 that thc
tribal districts with the highost literacy rates are confined to the
northeastern region. A majority of the districts of the mid-Indian
tribal belt, however, fall in the medium literacy category. Although,
male literacy 2mong the scheduled tribes in only 24,52 per cent, there
arec significant inter-district veriations. For example, literacy
exceeds 52.33 in 50 districts. (Appendix |1). B

Literacy veries botween 31.25 and 52.33 per cent in 94 districts.
However, the tribal population is numerically significant in 21
districts only. The northeastern statcs account for 13 of these
districts. Districts of the mid=-Indian tribal regicn falling in this
category include Bharuch, Surat, Valsad, +*hc Dangs, Singhbhum,
Sambalpur, Sundergarh and Phuibani. Berring Jhabua, Dhar, Bastar and
Khammam districts in which literacy rates are below 10 per cent, other
districts of the mid-indian tribal bel!t are characteriscd by medium
literacy. Tribal districts of Himechal Pradesh and *he Andaman
islands also belong to the high iiteracy category. : '



Female Literacy

Only 2.04 pcr cent of the +ribezl females are literate on an
average. The rates are sbove 31.70 per cent in 37 districts (Appendix
I11). But the sharc of tribal population in most of these districts
is low. Of the 55 districts in wich literacy varies betwezn 17.52 and
31.40 per cent only 2 districts lie in the mid-Indian- region.
Fig. C.21 reveals that while the tribal women in the districts of
Madhya Pradesh and Rajasthan have low literacy rates theose in Gujarat
and Maharashtra districts fall in the medium. literacy category.

Rural Literacy

Sincc 93.80 per cent of the tribal population lives in the rural

arcas and 85.62 per cent of 2li literates arc ruralitas, the pattern
of rural literacy is boundtc have close correspondance with the
overall literacy. The rura! literacy average 2t 14.92 per cent.

However,- there arc significant inter-district veriations. For
example, rural |iteracy excoeds 49.45 pcr cent in 31 districts. There
are 80 districts where it is less than 8.63 per cent (Appendix V).
The districts of Meghalaye, Manipur, Negeland, Mizcram, Himacheal
Pradesh and the lslands show high literacy rates (Fig. C.22). The
mid-~lIndian tribal belt presents 2 mix of midium and low litcracy
districts. The districts of Glujarat, Meharashtr2, socuth-ecastern
Madhya Pradesh (excluding Baster) Bihar 2nd Orissa (excluding Koraput)
have medium litcrecy ratecs. In a numbor of districts in Rajasthan and
western Madhya Pradesh; besides Bestar and Keraput, literacy rates oare
very . low-less than 8.63 per cent.

Males in the rural arecas have =2n aggregetive literacy rate of
22.84 per cent. Their distribution generally corresponds with the
over all pattern of the rur=al +ribes (Appendix V) Fig. C.23).

The tribal females in the rural arees have not displayed better
performance. It is evident from the fact that at the naticnal,
aggregative level the literacy rate is onily 6.81 per cent. There are
110 districts with 2 iiteracy rate of lcss *nan 1.89 por cent. The
literacy rate verics between 1.89 2nd 14.80 per cent is 166 dictricts
(Appendix V.

_ Fig. C.24 reveals that the districts in the northesstern region,
cxcluding -Arunachal Pradesh, heve high literacy rates. Surat, Valsad
and the Dengs districts of Gujarat also fall in the high titeracy



cetegory. Other districts of Gujarat, Maharashtra, Madhya Pradesh,
Bihar and Orissa fall in the medium literacy categery. In some
districts of Rajasthan and Madhya Pradesh literacy is a2s low as
1.89 pcr cent.

Urban Literecy

Af+hough, on an average literacy 2mong the urban tribecs is as
high as 37.93 pcr cent, this figure dees net indicate much as their
population in urban areas is generally small. Spatial patterns have
been depicted on Fig C.25.

As fer as the literacy rates of mele and female components of
pepulation are ccncerned no significant changes are observed
(Fig. C.26 and C.27). The significant point to notc is that +he
femalcs erc lagging behind the males by 10 por cent at the naticnal
aggregative level. However, both the comnonents are characterised by
significent inter~district variations. For cxemple, in the case of
the male component literacy rates arec above 76.9€ per cent in 20
districts (Appendix VII{). Of thesc only Aizawal and Lunglei heve
signficant concentration of tribat nopulation. On the other end of
the sczle are 50 districts in which literacy ratecs erc below 26.52 per
cent. - Ameng these only Koraput (Orissa) has a sufficiently high share
of tribal population.

in case of female component |iteracy rates are above 52.37 per
cent in 46 districts of which 18 i~ in the northcast (Appendix 1X).
In another 58 districts Iiteracy varies betwcen 31.80 and 52.37 per
cent.  However, barring West and East Siang, Lohit, West Khasi Hills,
East Garo Hills, Mon, Singhbhum and Chandrapur districts, tribal
poppulaticn in all thesc districts accounts for 2 small prepertion of
the +o+al_popula+idn.

1971 PATTERM
Overaltl Literacy

The 1971 census cnumerated some 4.3 million |iterates among the
tribal pepulation of Indiz. The tribal litera~, i ~te (11.30 per cent)
was, however, strikingly low in comparison fo +hat of the qecneral
population (30.78 per cent). The tribal literates accounted for 2.66
per cent of the total titerate population of the country. The tribal
literacy wes significantiy high'in urban areas, althouch the tribal
percentage in itsclf is insignificant by any means.
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STATE LEVEL PATTERNS

The states of the indian unidn reveal among themselves a
strikking disparity in triba! literacy (Teblc 2). Mizcram has the
maximum percentage (53.49) of literates, fellewad by Lakshadweep
(41.37 per cent). A number cf states inctuding Assam (20.67 per
cent), Manipur (28.71 per cent), Meghalaya (Z6.45 per cent). and
Magaland (24.02 per cent) in the northezst and Kerala (25.72 per cent)
in. thc scuth show relafivé}y higher lovels cf litereacy. The
relatively higher rate of liferﬁcy in these states as well as in
Mizoram can pecrhaps be attributed to th: influence of Christien

missionaric:;s.,10 ’

Slightly above the naticnal average (11.30 per cent) are the
states of Bihar (11.64 pcr cent), Gujsrat (14.12 per cent),
Maharashtra (11.74 per cent), in +he mid-Indian belt and the western
coastal region; Himachal Pradeﬁh (15.89 per cent) in the sub-~Himalayan
north, Tripure (15.03 per cent) in the northeast and karznataka (14.85
per cent), Goa, Demen and Diu (12.73 per cent?) and the fAndaman and
Nicobar Islands (17.35 per cent). Moderatetly higher lovel of Ii+grcy
among the tribes of the western coastal helt may be relatced to the
history cf the coastal region.11 Those rogicns have a tong history of
cxternal . contact.  Se far as the north is cencoerned, military
recruitments from the hilly tribal districts of Himachal Pradesh might
have been instrumental in enhencing the litcracy levels of the
tribes.? - '

0



Tabie 2

Tribal and Non-Triba! Literacy Rates 1971
State Level Patterns
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States/Union . Tribal Literacy Non-Tribal
Territories : Rate Literay Rate
INDIA 11.30 30.79
Andhra Pradesh 5,34 25.33
Assam 20.67 - .29.07
Bi har , : 11.64 . 20.74
Cu jerat 14.12 C36.32
Himachal Pradesh 15,89 " 32.64
Kerala _ _ 25.72  60.86
Madhya Pradesh 7.62 25. 80
Maharashtra 11.74 - 40,88 ¢
Manipur 28.71 34,82
Meghalaya 26.45. 41.99
Mysore 14,85 31.33
Nagaland - 24,01 53.78
Orissa 9.4¢6 31.21
Ra jasthan 6.47 20. 81
Tami | Nadu 9.02 30.69
Tripura 15.03 37.47
Uttar Pradesh 14.59 21.72
West Bengal .02 35.6%
Andaman and Nicobar islands 17.35 48.40
Arunacha!l Pradesh 5.20 34,24
Dadra and Nager haveli 8.90 55.22
Goa,; Daman and Diu 12.73 45,04
Laccadive, Minicoy and

Amindivi Islands 41,37 73.52
Mi zoram 53.49 58.70
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On the contrary, *he eestern coas*tal!l states have a lcwer level of
tribal literacy than the national average. The eastern littoral
states of West Bengal (8.92 per cent), Orissa (9.46 per cent), Andhra
Predesh (5.34 per cent) and Tamil nadu (9.02 per cent), illustrate
this point. The very low level of tribal literacy in Andhra Pradesh
may b related fo what Sopher describes as *the ghastly depressicn in
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the surface of (general) literacy of *he former state of Hyderabad',
which is still faintly visible in 197113 The literacy rate among-the
tribes of Rajasthan, Dadra and Nagar Haveli and Madhya Pradesh in the
mid=-Indian belt ranges betweer 6 and 9 per cent only. The lowest
fevel of literacy is observed in Arupechal Pradesh (5.20 per coant).

DISTRICT LEVEL PATTERNS

The high@s+ level of ltiteracy are observed in Mizeram, Calcutte,
Madras, Ernakulam, Trivandrum (Kera!a) and the Lakshadweep. Abou?t
one-half of the total riba! population was returned as literate by
the 1971 census.

The literacy rates asre gensrally high in Cachar (Assem), Manipur
- Scuth, Central and Eest, and Mokokuchung (Nagaland) in *he
Northeast; Bombay (Maharashtra) and Rajkot (Gujera+) in Western India;
Pithoragarh and Almora (Utter Pradesh) in the sub-Himalayen North; and
Trichur, Kottayam and Quilon in +he Scouth. The *ribal literacy rate
in these districts ranges batween 30 and 40 per cent.

The literacy rates generally remain between 20 and 30 per cent
over the districts of the Northeast. Three districts of Himachal

Pradesh 2lso fall in the same categcry. A little less than two-third
of the fribal population is literate in *three districts in Mysore; two
cach in Kerala, Mzharash*ra and Tamil| Nadu.

Tablao 3

Frequency Distribution of Districts According to the Percentage
of literates in the Overall Tribal and Nor-Tribal Population

1971
Percentege Caetegories Frequancy of Districts
Tribal Non-Tribal

Above 60 0 IR
50 - 60 -1 14
40 - 50 5 27
30 - 40 _ 14 78
20 - 30 ‘33 91
15 - 20 33 40
10 - 15 59 1"
5 - 10 75 0
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Then, there arc thirty-threoe districts with tribal literacy
ranging between 15 and 20 per cent, which lio above the national
average for the tribes. From 5 to 10 per cent of the tribal popultion
is literate in 75 districts (Tablie 3). o

Percentage Change During 1961-71

At the national level *h= tribal literacy ragistered a change of
2.86 percentage points during +he dccede 1961-71. As noted carlier
the proportion of literates among the tribal population rose from 8.44
per cent in 1961 to 11.30 per cent in 1971, [+ is noted thet thn
literacy rates wore below 10 per cent over 2 large numberof districts
in 19561,

Over the decade 2 tote! of 215 districts recorded 2 not gein as
against 24 which registered 2 nct loss in +the proportion of literates.
The change was, howcver, marginal in as many 2s 92 distric*s (Balow
2.5 percentage points).

Teble 4

Percentage Chaznge ir Overall Tribal Literacy

1961-71
Percentage Cetegories Froguaency of Districts
+ Values
0.01 fo 2.50 93
2.50 to 5.00 50
5.00 to 10.00 51
10.00 to 20.00 21
- Values
-0.01 o - 5.00 21
Above - 5.00 3
Districts which have registered 2 gain in literacy r?hging

between 2.5 to 5.0 parcentage points meake two main clusters - one over
castern Rajasthan 2nd the other on the sastern periphecry ef the mid-

12



Indian belt encompassing parts of the Madhya Dradsh Bihar and Wes?t
Bengal. Significent tribal distric*s unclud din this cateqory of
change are Ranchi and Singhbhum. The districts of Mikir Hills, and
United Khasi and Jaintia Hills in the Nertheast, Chamba in Himachal

Pradcsh and the union territory of Dadra and Nagar Haveli also fall ir
The same categery.

The gains were higher (5-10 epr cent) in Raigerh, Rajgarbh and
Durg (Madhya Pradesh}, Sundergafh (Orissa), Petna, Geya (Bihar),
Howrah, West Dinajpur (West Bangz!), Garo Hills (Maghelaye), Kohima,
Tuensang (Nagaland), Tripura, and Kinnaur, Lah2ul-Spiti, Mahasu and
Sirmeur (Himachal Pradesh). ‘

The districts of Mokdkchung, Nort+h Cachar Hills, ard Mizorem in
+he Northeast and Mendi and Bilaspur in Himachal Pradesh registared 2
gain of more thap 10 pcrcontage points. Calcutta, Sarzn (Biher),
Greater Bombay, Satera, Sang!i #ncd Kolhapur (Maharshtra), Alleppey,
Trichur and Trivandrum (Kerals), Nerth Cschar Hillsg‘Mokokuchung,
Mizoram, Bi laspur, Mandi, Deman #nd Lekshadweoep ~lso fell in the seme
cat-gory of positive change. '

inall, 24 districts heve registered 2 nagative change over tha
decade. However, it is pertinent to notc that barring two cases,
there has been no decrease in the absclute popuiation of titerates in
any of these districts. In tha remaining 22 districts *he #bsolute
number of litarate tribal population has actually gone up.

Notab le among the districts which have registered 2 negative
change ara Gooch Behar (West Bengzi), Szharsa, Purnea (Bihar),
Surendranagar, Vedodara, Bhearuch (Gujarat), Jodhpur (Rajasthan),
Cuttack (Orissa), Srikakulam (Andhra Pradesh), Handya, North Kanara,
Chitradurga, Reaichur (Mysore), Chemparan, Muzaffarpur (Bihar) and
Nilgiris (Tamil Nadu). '

Mon-Tribal Segment

A higher rate of literacy characterises *the non-trib=l poputetion
in all the siates and union territorizs. Mayimum porcentage of
literates is found in the state of Kerale (60.86 per contl. The
literacy rate is fairly high in Manipur (34.82 per cent), Meghalaya
(41.99'per cent), Magaland (53.78 per cont), Tripura (37.47 per cant);
Mizoram (58.70 per cent) =nd Arunachs! Prad-sh (34,24 per cent) in the
north-zast; Himachal Predesh (32.64 per cant) in the sub-~Himaleyan'
north; Gujerat (39.32 per cent), Maharashtra (40.89 per cont), Wost
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Benga!l (35.63 per cent), Orissa (31.21 por cent) and Dadrea and Negear
Haveli (53.22 per cent) in the mid~Indian belt; Karnataka (31.33 per
cent and Tamil Nadu (39.6% per cont) in the south; and the union
territorics of Goa, Deman and Diu (45.04 per cent), Andeman and
Niceber lIslands (48.40 per cent) and Leccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi
Islands. The literacy ratc in these states is higher than the
national averagce for the non-tribal component. The literacy rate is
strikingly: low in Assam (29.09 per cent), Bihar 20.74 per cent),
Madhya Pradcsh (25.80 per cent), Rajasthan (20.81 per cent) and Andhra
Pradesh (25.33 per cent) - lower than fhe national average.

¥ is evident from the sove discussion that tribal and non-tribal
literacy rates remain considerabiy high in the nerth~castern, sub-
Himaloyan and western littoral stetes. Further, it ‘is intcresting to
note that the disparity between tribal and non-tribal literacy rates
remoin comperatively low in those states where Christienity has made
an impact: * For example, in the statos of the northeast the gep in the
literacy rates of the two segments of population is not significantly
high. However, certain oxceptions are quite striking. Another
intferesting feature is that tribal literacy remains higher than the
national average in those states where the non-tribal l|iteracy rate is

<

also higher than the national average.
Tribal Rural Component

One can hardly see a significant difference in the literacy rates
of the tribcs living in the rural areas from the ones observed at the
aggregate level (Table 5). In fact, the rural segment of the tribes
reflects the reality more emphatically. Mizoram has the maximum.
percentage of litcrates (51.16 per cent), Laccadive, Minicoy and
Amindivi !slands, with 41.37 per cont, closely follewing. The north-
eastern statcs of Assam, Manipur, Meghalaya and Nagaland as well es
Kerala, in thc south, have 2 high level of litoracy.

Rural tribel literacy ramains slightly above the national averaQC'
of 10.68 per cent in the states of Tripura (14.34 par cent) in the
northeast; Himachal Pradesh (15.7¢ pcr cent) in the sub-Himalagyan
north; Bihai (10.73 per cent), Gujarat (13.46 per cent) and
Maharashtra (11.11 per cont) in the mid-indian be!t; 2nd Karnateke
(12,49 per cent) and Goa, Damzn & Diu (11.52 per cent) in the south.
However, the literacy rate is low among the rural tribes of Arunachal
Pradesh (4.92 per cent) and Andhre Pradesh (4.78 per cent), the latter
showing the lowest literacy rate among all the states of India.



Non-Tribal Rural Component

Unlike the rural componénf ot the tribal population non-tribal
rural literacy undergoes a sharp decline from the aggregate level.
However, this decline is merginal in case of Kerala which has the
maximum proportion of litcrates among the non-tribal populetion in the
rural areas. So is the case with Mizoram (55.24 per cent), and samc
other states which have oxceptionally high rates of literacy among the
non-tribes. Rajasthan, with a literacy rate of 15.14 per cent, has
the lowest position in a descending order erray. teghalaya, Andhra
Pradesh, Bihar, Madhya Pradcsh and Rajasthan all lie below the
national average of 24.52 per cent.

It is interesting to observe that in all the states the non-
tribal literacy remains considcerably high than the tribal literacy,
thereby implying an obvious disparity in the |iteracy rates of the two
components of population. However, this does not hold good in the

case of either Assam, Manipur, Meghalaya, or Mizoram. The gap is much.

less in the case of these states: the situation is roeversed in the
casc of Meghalaya.

District Level Patterns

It has been observed in the preceding discussion that the spatial
patterning of tribal literacy veries significantly among the Indian
states. Obviously, the stetes are not hemogenous spatial units, and
it may be of some interest to explore the gecgrephic patterning of the
tribal titeracy in rural areas at the district level.
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Table 5

Tribal and Non-Tribal Literacy Rates in the Rurel Scoment - 1971
State Level Patterns
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Statc/Union Tribal Scgment
Territories ' e e e e e
Tribal Non=Tribal

INDIA ' 10.68 24.92
Andhra Pradcsh 4.78 12.86
Assem , 20.31 ' 25.90
Bihar . - 10.73 17.82
Gujarat . 13.486 31.65
Himachal Pradesh 15.76 30.45

~ Kerala ‘ 24.71 59.78
Madhya Pradesh : 7.39 12.73
Maharashtra 1.1 32.36
Manipur 27.32 31.13
Mecghalays 23.40 - 23.49
Mysore 12.4¢ 25.24
Nagaland , 22.28 £7.16
Orissa N 9.20 28.2¢
Ra jasthan A _ 6.17 15.14
Tami| Nadu , | 8.50 32.37
Tripura 14.34 33.13
Uttar Pradesh - -
West Bengal 8.60 27.10
Andaman & Nicobrar lIslands 17.85 43.52
Arunachal Pradesh 4.92 30.94
Dadra and Nagar Haveli g.90 55.22
Goa, Daman and Diu 11.52 4£0.26
Laccadive; Minicoy and
Amindivi Islands 41.37 73.52 .
Mizoram 51.16 55,24
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The 1971 census indicated that more than 50 ner cent of tribal
population in tne rural arcas of Mizoram consisted of |iterates. The
districts of Ernakulem and Trivendrum (Kerala) as well as Laccadive,
Minicoy and Amindivi islands, with a |ittle less than onc-half of
their tribal population enumerzated as literates, followed closcly. By
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way of a comparison, one mey notice that there arc as many as 19
districts where non-tribzl literacy is morc than 50 per cent as
against one district (Mizoram) where the +ribal>liTeracy lies at 2
Icvel'highor than the 50 per cent mark.

The rural literacy renges between 20 and 40 per cent over Cachar
(Assem), Mokokchung (Nageland), Manipur South and East districts in
the northecast, Pithorzgarh and Almora (Uttar Pradesh) in the sub-
Himalayan north, and Trichur, Kottayam end Quilon (Kerala) in the
south.

The literacy rate ranges between 20 and 30 per cent in another
twenty-two districts; 11 of these districts lie in the Northeast - 5
in Assam, 3 in Manipur, 2 in Meghalaye and 1 in Neg=aland.

The rural tribes of the mid-Indisn belt are gencrally
characterized by a low leve!l of literacy. This is evident from thc
fact thzt +he mejority of thc tfribal population, particularly in the
western region, has 2 |iteracy ratec of less than 5 per cent. There
arc 2s many as 47 districts in the literacy range of 1020 per cent.
However, the region is gencrally backward in terms of the developmenf
of literacy. This is evident from the fact that the mid-Indian region
is characterized by 2 consistcecntly low level of literacy. The
districts of Tripure, Kamrup, Darrang, Mikir Hills and Tuensang may
also be categorised along with these 47 districts of the mid-Indian
belt - all lying in the 10-2C per cent range. Among the union
territories Damen and the Andaman and Nicobar islands also follow the
seme pattern (Table 6).

I+ is interesting to comépre these peatterns with the general
population. Evidently, the rural segment of the non-tribal population
has a relatively higher level of literacy in general - the naticnal
average |iteracy rate for the non-tribal scgment being as high as
24.92 per cent. It is observed that none of the districts falls in
the category ofless then 5 per cent literacy. Barring the 3 West
Rejasthan districts of Jalor, Barmer and Jaisalmer, the literacy rete
of the general populaticn remains above the 10 rer cent level. In
fact, there arc major clusters of districts in Tamil Nadu, Kerala,
coastal Karnatazka, Maharashtra and Cujarat, as well as in coestel
Orissa, West Bengel and the Northeast where the literacy remains well
above the national average (Table &).



Table 6

Frequency Distribution of Districts According to the Percentege of
Literetes in the Total Tribatl Fopulation in Rurz!{ Arcas - 19071
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Percentage Categories Number of Districts

50 - 60 1
40 - 50 , _ 3
30 - 40 9
20 - 30 22
15 - 20 _ ‘ 24

0-15 o 60

5 - 10 , | 74
0.01 - 5 71

As far as rural fiteracy for 1961 is concerned it is noted that

there were quitc a number of districts having a literacy rate of less
than 5 per cent in 22 districts only. The rurel tribes of Allcppy and
Mizoram had the highest level of litaracy - 44.44 and 42.19 ner cent
respectively. The tribal populaticn in the rural arcas of Goalpara,
Nowgong, Sibsagar, Lakhimpur, Cacher, Mahipur, United Khasi and
Jaintia Hills, Mokokchung, Trichur, Quilon, Trivandrum, Ernakulam,
Kottayam and Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi lslands had attained the
literacy level of above 20 per cent. A

Table 7

Frequency Distribution cof Districts According to the Percentage of
Literates in the Total Non-Triba! Population in Rural Areas - 1971
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Percentage Cetegories ' Number of Districts
Above 60 8
50 - 60 11
40 - 50 ' 13
30 - 40 27
20 - 30 88
15 = 20 | 59
16 - 15 33
5-10 3
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Percentage Change During 1961-71

Tribal literacy has shown sigrificant increase (10-20 per cent
points) in eleven districts during 1961-71. The districts included in
this category are North Cachar Hills (Assam) and Mokokchung (MNagaland)
in the northeast; Mehasu (Himachal Pradesh) in the Sub-Himatayan
north; Gaya, Saran (Bihar) and Sangli (Maharashtra) in the mid-indian
belt; and Trichur, Trivandrum, Alteppy (Kerala), Tirunelveli (Tami |
Nadu) in the scuth and the Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi lIslands.

Table 8

Percentage Change in the Rural Tribal Literacy

1961-71
Ati Rural
Pefcen+age Groups Number of Districts
+ Values
.01 to 2.50 91
2.50 tc 5.00 57
5.00 to 10.00 42
©10.00 to 20.00 11
20.00 & above Ni |
- Values
- .01 to -~ 2.5C 18
- 2.50 to - 5.00 6
- 5,00 & above 3

The change in literacy has been of the order of 5 to 10 points
per cent in 42 districts. I+ is interesting to note that such a
change has been mostly reportad from the districts in the southern
states. However, the unicn territory of Andaman aid Nicobar islands,
Mi zoram, Kohima, Tuénsang (Nagatand), the two districts of Meghalaya,
Mandi , LahauI—SpiTi,'Bilaspur, Sirmaur and Ki :naur (Himachal Pradesh)
in the sub-Himalayan north also fo!low the same trend in decadal
change. Maharashira, wiith @ districts repo ting such a level of
increase in rural tribal literacy, shows a somewhat better picture,
émong te states lying in the mid-Indian belt. Other districts
inctuded in *his category are Krishna (Andhre Pradesh), Sabarkanthsa



(Cujarat), Raigarh, Durg (Madhya Pradesh), West Dinajpur, Howrah and
Midnapur (West Bengel). The decadal change has been of the order of
less than 5 percertage points in the remaining districts.

In all, 27 districts have reported & negetive change. Champaran,
Muzaffarpur (Bihar) and Ujjaih (Madhys Pradesh) among these districts
have registered a decline of more than 5.0C peints. Most of these
districts lie in the mid-Indian tribal belt. Five Assam districts
have also registered a2 negative change. : |

Tribal Urban Component

In broad correspondence with the general pattern of literacy in
the country, tribal literacy in urban areas remains reletively high ie
almost all the states. On an average, 28.84 per cent of the urban
tribals are literate in +he country. However, sincc the urban
percentage in the tribal population is low, even this higher
proporticn of literates among the urban tribes makes litt!e differonce
in the overall pattern of tribal literacy.

As for general tribai titeracy so also in the case of urban
component, Mizorem with a literacy rate of 72.00 per cent, holds &
feading position. The other statns and union territories in the
north-eastern region may be ranked in the following order: Tripura
(71.12 per cent), Nagaland (63.2C per cent) and Manipur (50.30 per
cent). However, Arunzchal Pradesh with & litzeracy rate of 33.85 per
cent ranks the lowest. It is 2lso interesting to note that in all
these states, excepting Mizorem and Meghalaya, *ribes are
proportionately more literate than their non-tribal counterparts
(Table 9).

Likewise, the states of Kerala (49.71 par cent) and Himachal
Pradesh (49.01 per cent) heve relatively higher proportion of tribal
literates. They arc followed by Arunachal Pradesh (33.85 per cent)
Bihar 32. 34 per cent) and Karnataka (30.03 per cent). Tho urban
tribes of Maherashtra, Cujsrat, West Bongal and Madhys Pradesh have a
medium to low level of literacy. The really lagging states are
Rajasthan (19.67 per cent), Orissa (18.17 per cent), Andhra Pradesh
(15.74 per cent), Tamil Nadu (17.94 per cent) and the union'+erri?ory
of Goa, Daman and Diu (16.56 per cent).
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Non-Tribal Urban Compcnent

On an average, more than cne-half of the non-tribal population
living in urban arzas is literate - the litaracy rete being 52.72 per
cent. Mizoram tops the list with a2 literacy rate cf 79.27 por cent.
But the ron-tribais In Mizoram are & category in itself. They consist
of groups which have gone there for administrative jobs. The pattern
is almost identical in Mcghaleya (69.2€ per cent) and Tripura (83.77
per cent). The urban Ii+ékacy is equally high in Kerala (66.36 per
cent), Andaman and Nicobar Is!ands (€1.53 per cent) end Himachal
Pradesh (60.57 per caentl.

Other. states and unicon territories which lie zbove the national
average include Nagaland (59.33 pcr cent), Assam (58.26 per cent),
Maharashtre (58.34 pcr cent), West Bengal (56.10 per cont), Cujarat
(55.86 per cent), Tamil Nadu (56.41 pur cont) and Goa, Daman and Diu
(56.65 per cent). ' v

The non~tribal pcpulation in the urban areas of Manipur, Orissa,
Madhya Pradesh, Andhra Pradesh, Bihar, Rajasthan and Karnataka is
characteriscd by a generally low level of literacy (Table 9).



Teble 9

Tribz! and Non-Tribal Literacy Rates in the Urban>Segmeh+
State Level Patterns - 1971
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State/Union : Tribal Segment
Territories ’ e
| Tribal Non-Tribal

INDIA 28.84 ‘ 52.72
Andhra Pradesh 15.74 47.40
Assam B 61.09 58.26
Bi har ’ . 32,34 45,40
Gu jarat o 24,24 53.86
Himechal Pradesh 49.01 60.57
Kerala , , 49, 71 66.36
Madhya Pradesh 21.12 50. 1€
Meharashtra 25.¢61 55.34
Manipur 58. 30 52,64
Meghalaya ‘ ' 60.40 69.26
Mysore . - 30.03 : 51. 51
Negaland ©63.20 59. 33
Orissa 18.17 51.61
Ra jasthan 19.67 43,83
Temi| Nadu 17.64 | 56. 41
Tripura 71.12 63.77
Uttar Pradesh - -
West Bengal 22.53 56.10
Andaman & Nicobrar l|slands - 61.53
Arunachai Pradesh 38.85 54.38
Dadra and Negar Haveli - -
Goa, Daman and Diu 16.56 56.65
Laccadive, Minicoy and

Amindivi Islands - -
Mi zoram ! 72.00 79,27
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District Level Patterns

More than 60 per cent of urban tribes in Nowgong, Sibsagar,
Lekhimpur, Mikir Hills, North Cachar Hills (Assam), Garo Hills
(Meghalaya), Mokokuchung (Nagaland), West Bengal Tripura, South



Tripurz and Mizoram arec literate. With this cluster of districts may
be associated the districts of Patna (Bihar), Ernakulam (Kcralz) and
Pithoragarh (Uttaer Pradesh). However, the size of tribal pcpulztion
in these districts is too small to recognise them of having any
special significance. Among the districts of the mid-indian belt,
which is characterized by a gencrally tow level of literacy, a few
districts stand out rem=arkably. Thesc include Dar jeeling, Calcutta
(West Bengal), Monghyr, Ranchi (Bihar), Raigark (Madhya Pradesh), =nd
Amravati (Maharashtra). |t is nvient from T2bic 10 that the fribal
literacy gocs above 40 per cert in 40 districts only.

Tabte 10

Frequency Distribution of Districts Accerding to the Parcontage of
Literetes in the Tetal Tribal Populetion in Urban Aress

1971
Percentage Categories Frequency of Districts

Abeve 60 13
50 - 60 15
40 - 50 12
30 - 40 | 37
20 - 30 &C
15 - 20 30
10 - 15 30
5-10 19
0.0t - 5 5
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The districts cf Kamcng, Siang (Arunachal Pradesh), Warangzl
(Andhra Pradesh), Bhagalpur, Santhal Pargenas (Bihar); Ratlam, Mandle,
Seoni (Madhya Pradesh), Rajkot (Gujarat), Mayurbhanj, Baudh Khcndmals,
Canjam, Puri (Orissa), Alwar, Ajmer, Tonk and Bundi (Rzj=asthan)
qualify to remain above the national average.

The mid-Indian districts are generally characterized by 2 low
level of literacy among the urben tribes. In fact, most of these
distrcts fall in the beclow 30 per cent category.



Table 13

Frequency Distribution of Districts According to the Percentage of
Literates in the Total Non-Tribal Population in Urban Areas - 1971
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Percentage Categories Number of Districts
fbove 60 27
50 - 60 : _ - 94
40 - 50 ' 77
30 - 40 23
20 = 30 | 1
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Tables 10 and 11 provde a comparative framework of the
diste ibution of disfricts in the various categories of |iteracy among
the tribal and non-tribal population ‘segments.

Urban Literacy 1961

The fribel population was confined to the urban areas of 172
districts in 1961. However, due to an addition to the list of
Scheduled Tribes in 1871 the number of districts rose to 221. The
literacy level was generally high in the north-eastern districts.
Among these, Kamrup, Lakhimpur (Assam), Mizoram, Tripura, Manipur,
Mokokchung (iNagaland) and the United Khasi and Jaintia Hilts
(Meghalaya) deserve special mention. The Iteracy rates were also high
in Mikir and North Cachar Hills, Cachar (Assam), Kohima (Nagaland),
Monghyr, Bhagalpur, Ranchi (Bihar), Koraput (Orissa), Dar jeeling;
Calcutta, Purulia (West Bengal), Trivandrum (Kerala) and Macdras (Tamil
Nadu) .

The urban literacy varied between 30 and 40 per cent in Goalpara,
Darrang, Sibsagar and Garo Hills. On the other hand, the | iteracy
rate was mostly low in the mid-indian districts ~ below 20 per cent.

Percentage Change Buring 1961-71

The main features of decadal change in urban literacy may be
described here briefly. The decadal change ii ui wan literacy ' was
quite significant in nine districts - more than 30 per cent points.
These districts include Sibsagar (Assamf, Garo Hills (Meghalaya),
Sangli, Parbhani (Maharashtrz), Ernakulam, Kottayam (Kerala), Mysore
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(Karnataka) and Thanjavur (Tamil Nadu). These districts are, however,
randomly distributed and do not rcveal any geographic pattern as such.
There-were 11 districts which reported a percentage change of 20-30
points. The change was of the order of 15-20 points in 17 districts;
10-15 points in 23 districts and beiow 10 points in 111 districts. A
major cluster of districts wiith 2 lower magnitude of percentage
change is very significant. Equally significant is the fact that the
tribal population in urban arcas suffered a negative change in as many
as 36 districts. The decline in the proporticn of literates among the
tribes was remarkable in Koraput, Baudh Khondmals (Orissa), Nilgiris
and Salem (Tamil Nadu). All these districts have a sizeable tribal
population. There is no evidence to suggest that the urban tribes
have greater accessibility to institutions of leerning which may bring
about significant changes in their status after they migrate to urben
areas. What is more important isthe period of their stay in the town
and the nature of their cconomic engegement. In fact, most cf the
tribes which arebeing drawn into the urban eccnomic functios are
absorbed as unskilled labourers in the construction projccts or as
wage-earners in the tertiary sector. These opportunities do not scem
to produce any significant gqualitative change in the prospccts of
their oducability. '

Table 12

Percentage in Urban Tribal Literacy

1961-~71
Percentage Groups Number of Districts
+ Values
.01 to 5.00 , 53
5.00 to 10.00 58
10.00 fo 15.00 23
15.00 to 20.00 17
20.00 to 30.00 11
30.00 & Above 9
- Values )
.01 Yo - 5.00 13
- 5.00 to - 1G.00 13
-10.00 to - 15.00
-15.00 & Above 8
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MALE LITERACY

In the process of spread of fiteracy, i+zi$ the malc population
which-benefits most. The developments over the decades since
indcpendence have drawn the tribal melcs towards cducation which they
are adopting as a tool of great valuc, in the procurement of jobs and
improvement of job requirements as well as & means of achieving higher
goals in life. The literacy rate of the tribal malcs stood at 17.63
per cent in 1971.

In fact, the total triba! litcracy rate is pulled down by the
poor literacy retes for the tribal femzles (4.85 per cent). There is

obviously a wide gep batween the male and female |iteracy rates.

A-littlc cver 2 million tribal meles were cnumcrated as |iterate

by the 1961 census. Their number rose to 3.3 million in 1971, On the
other hand, the number of illiterate trital males swelled from 13.1 to
15,7 millions over the deccade 1961-71.

There are large regional disperities in the literacy levels as
one moves from the North-east to the South. The following regional
pé++eMﬁgomam be tdenimidsicdadvanced zrca from the view-point of tribal
mele literacy. |t alonc accounts for 2.76 per cent of the total
tribal male literates in the country - the male |iteracy rate being as
high as 60.24 per cent. Thus for cvery three l|iteratc males thecre are

only two illiterate males in Mizoram. The cther areas of substantial
advance in tribal male-literacy are Lakshadwcep, Rajkot, Pitheoragarh,
Almora, Patna and Calcutta. |t may be noted that the absolute

population of tribes in these districts is very small. More than one-
half of the tribal males are literate in these disTricTs} However,
the share of the male litcratcs in these districts to the total tribal
male |iterates' is rather very meagre (0.42 per cent). Male literacy
ranges between 40 and 50 per cent in a2 set of 13 districts. Included
among these districts are Mokokuchung, Menipur South, Central and East
in thc North-east and Chamoli and Lahaul-Spiti in the Sub-Himalayan
North. Greater Bombay, Madras, Trichur, Ernakulam, Kottayam and
Trivandrum districts also fall in the same category.

The malc literacy ranges bctween 30 and 40 per cent in another

thirty districts. Nine of these districts are [ the North-cest
forming a contiguous cluster over the larger part of Nssem, Kohime in
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Nagaland, Manipur Nor*h and fthe United Khasi and Jaintia Hills.
Mahasu 2nd Kinnaur districts of Himachal Pradesh also belong to ' the
same category. ' '

Jhere are 59 districts in the Z0-30 per cent category. Then,
there are 112 districts which ere characterized by low literacy rates.
The ratioc of literste to illiteratce population in thesc districts
ranges between 1:4 to 1:19,

Percentage Change During 1961-71

Significant changes have taken place in the level of malc
literacy during the 1961-71 ducade. The male litcracy ratcs have
improved from 13.6% por cent in 1961 fto 17.83 per cent in 1971
registering an incresse of 3.94 per cent points,

A study of chenge in the male litecracy leads to The following
broad generalisations (Teble 13). Ten districts have recorded 2n
increase of 20 points or more. HNotable among these districts arc
Horth Cachar Hills and Manipur districts in the Northecast, Greater
Bembay, Sangli (Maharashtrz), Saran (Bihzar), Calcutta (West Bengel),
Rajkot (Gujerat), Bikanecr (Rajasthan) and Kilar (Karnatzka). -The
gains have beecr very high (15 to 20 percentzge points) in Lakshadwcep.
On the otherhand,. there are 35 districts in the cateqgory of 10-15 per
cent points. Notablc among this cetegory are the districts of
Negaland and Tripura. '

Table 13

Percentage Change in Cverald Tribal Mzle Lifofacy - 1961-7%---

Percentage Groups Frequehcy of Ristricts
+ Values
¢.01 to 5.00 101
5.00 to 10.00 ' 57
10.00 to 15.00 ‘ 35
15.00 to 20.00 3
‘Above- 20.00 = - e 10
- Yafues f
-01.00 to - 5.00 27
- 5,00 Yo ~ 10.00 2
- Above - 10.0C o 2
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In another 57 districts; the advance in the male literacy level
has been slightly above the national average. Mizoram, Mikir Hills,
Garc Hills, West Dinajpur and Maida are included in this category.

The decedal change has been close to national average in as many
as 101 districts. These districts form a cluster in mid-India
stretching from western Rajesthan and CGujarat to Bihar, West Bengal
and the adjoining parts of Orissa and Andhra Pradesh.

So far as male literacy is concerned the negative change has bean
less pronounced than in the case of overa!l literacy.

Rural Male Component

At +the 1971 census, there were 16.92 per cent literate among the
tribal male population in rural areas at the all India aggregative
level. This may be compared with the ncn-tribal literacy rates of
35.26 per cent. Thus, given the generally backward conditions
prevailing in the rural areas, tribes are much more badly placed as
their depressingly lcw level of literacy indicetes.

State Leve! Paterns «

As is evident from Table 14 there ere substantial variations in
the literacy levels of rural males among the s*ates and union
territories. Like cother cbmpcnenfs of literacy, Mizcram with a
literacy ratc of 58.25 per cent ranks first, closely foliowed by the
Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi Islands (54.06 per cant), else the
proporticn of literates exceeds 40 per cent in ne cther states. The
rural male literacy is also high in menipur (37.18 per cent) and
Kerala (30.91 per cent). These facts, however, conform to the general
patterns noticed in the preceding discussion.

in 2 nutshell, states and union territories which rank above the
national average can be arranged in the following descending order:
Assam (29.28 per cent), Nagaland (28.29 per cent), Meghalaya (27.12
per cent), Himachal Pradesh (26.09 per cent), Tripura (22.86 per
cent), Uttar Pradesh (21.35 per cent), Cujarat (21.04 per cent),
Mysoré (19.44 per cent), Maharashtra (18.26 per cent), Bihar (17.41
per cent), and Goa, Daman & Diu (18.86 per cent).

The reelly lagging stetes in this respect include Arunachal

Pradesh (8.32 per cent), Orissa (16.07 per cent), Dadra and Nagar
Haveli (15.30 per cent);, West Bengal (14.20 per cont), Madhya Pradesh
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(12.72 per cent), Rajasthan (11.56 per cunt), Andhra pradcsh (7.73 per
cent), and Temil nedu (12.76 per cert). As in the case of overall
rural population so also in respect of rurael mate literecy Andhra
Pradesh holds the lowest position (Tablo 14).

Non-Tribal Males

The national average . for the non~tribal males is much higher then
for the tribes, cven though the stetc-wise variations arc equally
significant (Tablc 13). Around 81 per cent of the non~tribal malcs
were returnad as literates in Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi lIslands
(80.60 per cent).  On tha meintand this high level of mele literacy is
matched by Dadra 2nd Nagar Havcli (66.14 por cent) ard Kerala (66.09
per cent). Only Mizoram (58.65 per cent) Negaland (55.82 per cent),
Andaman and Nicober Islends and Goz, Damen & Diu (50.70 por cent) may
elso be classified in the high percantags category. It is interesting
to nate that the non-tribal males in mizoram have 2 lower rate of
literacy than their tribal counerparts. The nen-tribal share in the
rural population of Mizorem is, however, vory small,

Other statss in the North-cas* characterized by a2 rolatively high
ratc of male literacy include Manipur (46.02 per cent) and Tripurs
(42.73 per ccnt). The literacy ratcs aro also high in Himachal
pradesh (41.81 por cent), Maharashtra (45.45 per cent), Temi! Nadu
(46.50 per cent), Arunachal Pread=sh (29.50 per cent), Weost Bongal
(37.52 per cent) and Mysore 35.56 par cent). In all *these
states/union tarritorics melc literacy remeins above the national
average. '

The male literacy is below the neticna! avorage in Assem (34,34
per cent), Meghalaya (30,88 per cent), Utter Pradesh (28,04 por cent),
Madhya preadesh (31.36 per ccnt), Bihar (28.67 par cent), Andhra
Pradcsh (28.33 per cent), and Rzjasthan (24,76 per caontd.



Teble t4

Male Litcracy in Rural and Urben Arcas

1971

States/Union Total Rural Urben
Territorics ' e mmmmmmmmmen e lerce | e ———

Tribal Nen-~ Tribat Non- Triba! Non-

Tribal Tribat Tribal

INDIA 17.63 41.02 16.92  35.26 37.09  61.55
Andhrs Pradesh 8.47  34.00 7.73 28.33 21.84  57.66
Assam 29.78  37.48 29.38 - 34.34 68.75 64.14
Bihar - 18.45  31.78 17.41 28.67 40.98  55.98
Gujarat 21.83  49.97 21.04  42.86 33.57 64,91
Himacha! Pradesh 26.25  43.90 26.09  41.87 60.06 66.78
Kerala 32.01 67.07 30.91 66.09 58.19  72.03
Madhya Pradash 13.05  37.49 12.72. 31.36  31.02 61.08
Maharashtrea 19.06  52.99 18.26 45.45 36.09 67.12
Manipur 38.64  49.32 37.18 - 46.02 68.33  65.49
Moghalaye 30. 11 48.60 27.12  30.88 64.93 52.17
Mysorc 21. 7 41.78 19.44  35.56 39.62 . 60.48
Nagaiand 30.17  60.49 28.29 - 55.82 70.83  64.18
Orissas ’ 16.38 44,79 16.07 42.62 - 26.58 = 62.66
Re jasthen 12.03 31.02 11.56 24.76 31.06 . 55.91
Temi | Nedu 13.34  52.07 12.76  46.50 23.38 66.82
Tripura = 23.60  46.90 22.86  42.73 80.91 72. 11
Uttar Pradosh 22. 51 31.25 21.35  28.04 35.13 52.11
West EBcngel 14,49 44,46 14.20 37.52 26.08 62.19
A& N Islands 24.14  58.86 24,14 51.61 - - £6.93
Arunachal Pradaesh B.72  42.78 8. 31 39.50 46.82  61.76
Dadra & Nager Haveli 15.30 66.14 15.30 66.14 - -
Goe, Deman & Diu 20.33  54.61 18.86 5C0.7C - 24.82 64.71
Laccadive, Minicoy
and Amindivi Islands 54.06  80.60 54.06  80.60 - -
Mi zoram 60.24  62.91 58.25 58.65 75.85 92.54
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District Level Patterns

Male titeracy among The rural populztionof Mizoram remains the
highest (58.25 per cent).  The malc literacy loavel is oqually high in
the districts of Almora (52.28 pcer cent) and Pithoragarh (50.80 per
cont) as well as in Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi Islands (54.06 per
cent). South and Eest districts of Manipur, Mokokchung (Negaland),
Lahaul=-Spiti (Himzchal Pradésh), falling in the 20-50 por cent range
closely follow.

Some 30 to 40 per cent males src literate in a set of 20
districts, notable among them being Geslpara, Newgong, Sibsagar,
Lakhimpur, Cachar (Assam), North znd Central districts of Manipur and
Kohima (Nagaland), Mazhasu, Kinnasur (Himachal Pradcsh), Chamoli (Utter
Pradesh) and Durg (Madhyz Pradesh).

The male literacy ratcs vary betwoen 20 and 30 per cent in 50
districts. This cetegery of districts includes Manipur West, Garo
Hills and the united Khesi =2nd Jaintie Hills (Meghalaya), North
Tripura, Mendi, Bilaspur, Sirmaur (Himachal Pradesh), Mzipital, Hardoi
(Uttar Pradesh), Bi laspur, Raigarh, Reipur (Madhya Pradesh), Howrah
(West bengal), Nilgiris (Temi | Nedu) 2nd Andemen and Nicobar lslands.

There ere forty-scven districts whare the mele literacy is
slightly higher than the national averge of 16.92 per cent (Tales 15
and 16).

Tzble 15

Frequency Distribution of Districts /According to the Percentage of
Literates in the Male Population among *the Tribes in Rural Areas

1671
Percentage Categories Frequcncy of Districts

50 - 60 4

40 - 50 @

30 - 40 20

20 - 30 53

15 - 20 47

10 - 15 46
5~-10 62

0.01 - 5 21
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The remzining 129 districts fall in the renge of lass than 15 per
cent. Significant among the districts having 2 male literacy rate of
less than 10 are the Arunachal Pradesh districts of Subansiri and
Tirap as wecll as the significantly tribal districts of Udaipur
(Re jasthan), Dhar, Khargone, Bctul, Bastar (Madhya Pradesh),
Hazaribagh (Bihar), Srikakulam, Visakhapatnam end Adi lebad (Andhra
Pradesh).

Mete Literacy -~ 1961

On the whofe, 13.23 per cent of +tho rural tribal males wore
enumeratad es literate in 1961, Undarstandably the highest titerecy
rate of 51.55 per cent wes reoportad from Mizoram. Male literacy rates
werc above 30 per cent in 2 number of districts, viz., Goalparae,
Nowgong, Sibsagzar, Lakhimpur, Cachar (Asszm), Kinnaur (Himachal
Pradesh), Kettayam, Ernakulam (Kerale), and the Union territory of
Laccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi lIsiands. Tho tribzal malecs in 24
districts were classified in the 20-30 por cent catogory. Howsver, a
signi ficant featurc to notc that in as many as 139 districts literacy
retes arc less than 13.26 per cent. This numbor is as lerge as 1309.
They include 49 districts of the mid-indian +ribal balt - where the
tribal male literacy fails +o cross thz 5 per cent mark.

Table 16

Frequency Distribution of Districts According te the Percentage of
Literates in the Malc Population other than Tribes in Rural Areess

1971
Percentage Categories Fraquency of Districts
Above 60 18
50 - 60 12
40 - 50 52
30 - 40 84
20 - 30 _ 20
15 - 20 10
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percentage Change During 1961-71

The 1961-71 witnesscd significant developments in the spread cf
literacy in tho tribal ereasof the country. The impact of the
literacy programmes was,; howaver, far from uriform, and thereo-were
striking differences in the spetial patterning of tha percentage
change in male liferaty between 1661 end 1971, The litaracy change
was very significant in the Nerth Cachar Hills district - more than 20
percentagec points. Jelgaon, Szngli (Maherashtre), Tirunclveli (Tami |
Nadu) ~nd L=ccadive, Minicoy and Amindivi Islands ragistercd 2 change
of 15 to 20 peints. The change wes also quite significant - 10 to 15
points - in Himachal Pradesh and Nagelend (Teble 17,

Table 17

Percentage Chenge ir Rural Male Literacy

_ 1961-71
Percentege Categorics Frequency of Districts
+ Values
.01 to 3.50 91
3.50 to 5.00 29
5.00 tc 10.00 68
10.00 to 15.00 23
15.00 +0 20.00 4
20 & Above 6
- Velues
- .01 to - 3.50 "
- 3.50 Yo - 5.00 4
- 5.00 & Fbove Ni |

e o s - s - " s "~ e S S e Sk M i W S x> (= N W e " S o S T A7 T A S o " W 1 T S e o o

Urban Mele Component

There are significant disperities in the literacy retes of the
tribal mates living inrurasl and urban arces. This is cvident from
the fact that the literacy rate of the rural males is as low s 10.68
per cent as against 37.09 per cent for the urban males. Within the
urben areas, howsver, The gep is cven morc ghestly between the tribal
and non-tribal melcs - the rospective literacy rotes being 37.09 and
61.55 par cent (Teble 14).
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State Level Patterns

Teble 14 reveals that therc is a high degrec of variation in the
literacy attainmentsof the +tribal males in the different states and
the union territories. The non-tribal male literacy, on the other
hand, is marked by a2 relatively high degrce of consistency. The
tribal meale Ii+eracy variesbetwecn 21.84 por cent in Andhra Pradesh
and 80,91 per cent in Tripura. If onc excludes Mizoram, thé non-
tribal literacy varies from 52.11 por cent in Uttar Pradcsh to 72.11
per cent in Tripura. The urban malos have a high level of literacy in
Mizcram fribal (75.85 per cent) and the non-tribal (92.54 per cent)
segments.

The litcracy levels are gencrally low in mid-Indian states where
male Viteracy rarcly cxceeds 40 per cent. The southern states of
Tamil Nadu and Karnataka also fall in the same catcgory. Another
striking feature of Table 14 is that iiteracy ratcs are consistently
high in the urbar areasof +hc Northecastern states. Barring Arunachal
Pradesh, literacy remains above 60 per cent in all these stetes.

Non-tribal males in the pcripheral states of Kerala, Tripura and
Mizoram havc the highest level of literacy - above 70 per cent. The
literate males account for €0 f¢ 70 per cent of atl males in Assam,
Arunachal Pradesh, Gujarat, Madhya Pradesh, Goa Daman and Diu and
rndaman & Nicobar Islands. The lowest levels of |iteracy (Below 60
per cent) are scen in Meghelaya, Bihar, Uttar Pradoshy Rajasthan and
Andhra Pradesh. A

It is evident from Table 14 that the disperity in the levels of
literacy between the tribal and non-tribal mealgs in the urban arcas s
remarkably high in ell the stats of the mid-indian region. The gap is
icss significant in the Northeast as wall as in Himachea! Pradesh.

It is interesting Yo note that the tribal maleshave a higher
literacy lcvel than their non-tribal countcrparts in al! the states in
the Northeast, excluding Mizeram.

District tcvel Patterns

the male literacy rcaches a very high fclvel - above 60 per cent
= in 26 districts (Table 18). Notable among thcse districts are
Menipur South and Central districts, the two dic*ri-*s of Mcghalaya,
Kohima, Mokokchuhg (Nagaland), Tripura West and South in the
Northeast; Patna, Monghyr (Bihar): Amravati (Maharashtra), Poudh
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Khondmals (Orissa) in the mid-indian region; Chamoli, Pithoragarh and
Almora (Uttar Pradesh) in thc Sub-Himalayan North; and Cannanore and
Ernakulam (Kerala) in the South. The highest literecy rete was
reported from Ernakulem (89 per cent).

Table 18

Frequency Distribution of Districts According to the Percentage of
Urban Tribal Male Literacy, 1971
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Percentege Catcgorics Frequeyncy of Districts
Above 60 26
50 - 60 22
40 ~ 50 : 35
30 - 40 49
20 - 30 : 46
15 - 20 , 22
10 - 15 16

5 ~10 5
0.01 =5 1
Wi 51
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From 50 to 60 per cent meles are |iterate in Chamba (Himachel
Pradcsh), - Ranchi (Bihar), Ralkot (Gujerat), Secni, Raigarh (Madhya
Pradesh), Poona, Sangli, Parbhani, Nandcd, Yecotmal (Maharashtra), Puri
(Crissa), Alwar, Tonk,; Bundi (Rajasthan) and Calcutte (West Bengal),
Kozhikode (Keralai, Bangalore, Kolar (Karnataka), Dharmapuri and Salcm
(Temi{ Nadu).

Male litcracy re*es range boetwzcn 46 and 50 per cont in 35
districts. Significant tribal districts included in this category arc
Mandla, Bilaspur (Madhya Pradecsh), Mayurbhanj, Ganjam (Orissa) and
Kameng (Arunachal Pradesh). WNotablc among the districts where the
malz literecy lies in close proximity to the national average are
Sabarkantha, Surat, Vedodara, Valsad (Gujerat), Jhabua, Raisen, Betul,
Durg, Raipur, Chhindwara, Surguje, Bastar (Madhya Predesh), Sawai
Madhopur, Dungarpur, Banswara (Rejasthan), Darjec!ing {fest Bcngal),
Nesik, Dhulia, Chandrapur (Maharashtrg), Sundargarh gnd Bolangir
(Orissa). (e ’

The literacy rates go down to bel”&:%Q_per cent in the'remaining
80 districts. o\ e e



Male Literacy, 1961

The average literacy among males was generally low - the national
average being 30.42 per cent. However, theore were striking inter-
regional differences in the litcracy attainmentsof the urban males.
More than 60 per cent of thc urban male population was rcturned as
literate in Kemrup, Lakhimpur (Assam), all districts of Manipur and
Tripura and Mokokchung (MNagaland). ~The proportion of literatcs
exceeded 70 per cent in Mizoram, Tripura, Kamrup and Mokokchung. From
one-half to three-fifths of male population was rcturned as |iteratc
in Mikir and North Cachar Hills (Assam), United Khasi and Jaintiz
Hitls (Mcghealaya), Kohima (Nagaland), Koraput (Orissa) and Nilgiris
(Tamil Nadu).

On the other end of the scalc is @ bunch of 14 districts,
distributed 2!l over the country, in wich more than 90 per cent of the
male populetion was cemprised by illiterates only.

Percentage Change During 1961-71

It is cvident frrom Table 16 that vhe decadal changc in urban malc
literacy was remarkebly high in 2 bunch of 80 districts which reported
2 chenge from 10 to above 40 percentage points. |+ may, however, be
noted that phenomenal chénges were reported only from districts which
had-a small population of literates in the basc ycar of 1961. A
little eddition to this population implied a large percentage change
over thc decade. Districts figurihg in the category of above 40
percentage points include Poona, Satara, Sangli, Parbhani
(Maharashtre), Kottayam (Kerala) and Thenjavur (Tami! Nadu). The
percentage change ranged between 30 and 40 points in another 6
districts.



Teble 1@

Percentage Change in Urban Male Literacy

1961-71
Percentage Categories Freguency of Districts
+ Values ‘
.01 to 5.00 35
5.00 to 10.00 43
10.00 to 20.00 51
20.00 to 30.00 A 17
20.00 to 40.00 - 6
40.00 & Above 6
- Values
-~ .01 to - 5.00 19
- 5.00 fo -~ 1C.00 7
~10.00 & azbove 16
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Reference may be made here to a set of 45 districts inwhich a
negative change was registerad over the decade. Notabla among these
are Koraput, Boud-Khondmals (Orissa), Bankura (Wes+ bengal), Bastar
(Madhye pradesh), Sabarkantha (Cujaret), Nilgiris and-Salem (Temil
Nadu).

FEMALE LiTERACY

The 1971 census cnumcratced 914,212 |iterate females as against
3.3 mitlion males among the indian fribes. it is, therefore, obvious
that the male-female |iteracy rates, which stood at 17.63 and 4.85 per
cent respectively, indicated the ghastly gap between the two sexes.

A descending order table of the female literacy retes shows that
the outer timits arc 46.88 per cent (Mizoram) and zero (Datia). The
latter disfrict of Madhya Pradesh had the distinction of having not
even a single literate porson in a popul=ation of 2,437 womoen.

- The number of districts in the upper quartile is very smell.
Highest level of femzle literacy is rcported from Mizorem (46.88 per
cent) followed by Madres and Ernakulam. Together thesc three
districts account for more than 8 per cent of the total tribal female



literates of the country. Literacy rates range between 30 and 40 per
cent in Kottayam and Trivandrum. A striking featurc of female
litceracy is that high tevels 2re generally reported from districts in
which the fribes have 2 small population. The districts mentioned
above as wel!l as Lakshadweep are, however, exceptions to this
generalisation.

The most important feature of the female literacy is that i+t
remains gencrally low in large perts cf the country. Thus, there are
82 districts in which the literate females account for 5 to 20 per
cent of the fotal female populsntion. The predominantily tribal
districts of the Northcast as well as of the mid-indian region arc
included in this cetegory. A sct of 169 districts, with @ literacy
rate ranging between 0.01 Yo 5 per cent mzy elso be bracketed together
with the 82 districts mentioned above to complets this account of the
female literscy 2t the district level (Table 20). The general
position is highly depressng.

Tablec 20

Freguency Distribution of Districts According to the Percentagc of
Iribal Female Litcracy, 1971

Percentage Categories Frequency of Districts

Above 60 0

50 - 60 : 0

40 - 50 )

30 - 40 2

20 -~ 30 15

15 - 20 15

10 - 15 18
5-10 49

0.01 - 5.00 169

Percentage Change During 1961-71

Table 21 presents an overall view of the percentege change in
tfemalc literacy during 1961-71. Evidently, thc decades| change has not
been remarkable by 2ny means. As meny as 101 districts reported a
change of less than 1.50 percentege poin+s; in fact, thc national
averzge of the .decadal! c¢henge is in itself very small - 1.72
percentage points. ‘



# perusal of the decadal change at the level of the district
reveals interesting inter-regional disparity. The literacy change has
been quite impressive in Madras (21.95 percentage points) followed by
Mizoram, Greater Bombay, Sangli, Hyderabad and Bangalore. Such &
disperate category of districts does not reveal any role of 2 process
or & sct of forces which might be identified as contributing to an
advance in literacy.

Table 21

Percentage Chenge in Tribal Female Literacy

1961-71
- Percentage Categorics Frequency of Districts
+ Values ‘

0.0% to 1.50 110
1.50 to 2.00 12
2.00 to 5.00 50
5.00 o 10.00 27
10.00 to 20.060 10
Above 20.00 1

- Velues :
- 0.01 o - 1.50 16
- 1.50 o -~ 2,00 C 2
- 2.00 o - 5.00 3
Above - 5,00 3

AT e e T g A S ] . A TS R Y S L 3 U S B Sl Y W MR o D 5 T s e s R R e e o it 4 S o AR L W oA R Wk W% A AR T AR, D D e M R R S W e T

In all, 210 districts reported 2 positive change as against 24
districts in which a negative change was registercd.

Rural Female Component

At the 1971 census, there were only 4.36 per cent literates ameng
the tribal female-popultion 2t the all~-India aggregetive level. It
may be noted that the difference between the rural female titeracy and
the overall female literacy is only marginal sincec an overwhelming
proportion of the tribal female population lives in the rural arees
only.



State Level Patterns

Barring Mizoram, which records an exceptionally high level of
female literecy, the literacy level for the rural females rarely
exceeds 20 per cent inthe states and union territories. Meghalaya,
Manipur, Negatand and Assam in the Northeast and Kerala in the South
have a high li+eracy level - ranging between 10 and 20 per cent. It
is interesting to note +hat the literacy ratcs for the rural fribal
females are extremely low in Tripura (5.42 per cent) and Arunachal
Pradesh (1.56 per cent).

Besides, the literates among *he rural tribal females are
exceedingly small in number, in most of the states in the mid-Indian
region and in Uttar Pradesh - the literate femalos accounting for less
than 5 per cent of *he rural femalo population in these regions.

The tribal female literacy may be compared with the non-tribal
femele literacy. It is evident from Table 22 that the impact cof
literacy on the non-tribal fomele scgment has been quite significant
and that the tribal females have to go 2 long way tc catch up with the
aancral population.

It mey also be chserved that the impact of litaracy continues to
be marginal on ncn-tribal females in the rural ereces of Utter Pradesh,
Bihar, Rajasthan and Madhya Pradesh. The progress of literacy
continues to be painfully slow within the core region of Morth India.

IT is only in the Northeast;, particularly in Meghalaya and
Mi zoram, that the triba! females have en edge over their non-fribal
countcrparts.



Teble 22

Percentage of Rural Female Literacy, 1971
By States/Union Territories
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State/Union Percentage
Territories ~ meessseocseescococsoooees
Tribal Non-Tribal

INDIA 4,36 13.98
Andhra Pradash 1.76 11.35
Assam : 10.90 16.59
Eihar . 4.13 6.62
Gu jarat 5.68 19.79
Himacha! Pradesh 5.45 18.74
Kerala 18.47 53.61
Madhya Pradesh 2.05 7.40
Maharashirea ' 3.7% 19.08
Menipur 17.59 15.68
Meghalaya 19.65 13.82
Karnataka 6.32 14.62
Negaland 16.12 24.14
Orissa 2.38 15.21
Ra jasthan _ 0.41 ' 4.64
Temi | Nadu 4,02 19.13
Tripure ) 5.42 - 22+89
Uttar Pradesh v 4.33 . 7.00
Mest Bengal - 2.77 16.02
Andaman & Niccbrer lslands 11.17 30.38
Arunachal Pradesh 1.56 12.79
Dadre and Nager Haveli 2.5 : 43.76
Gea, Deman and Diu 4,32 31.31
Lakshadwaep 28.94 60.67
Mi zoram 44.24 36.49
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District Level Pattarns

A perusz! of Table 23 lecads to the identification of the
follcwing broad patterns.



Like all othcr components of literecy, Mizoram with a rural
female literacy of 44.24 por cent easily holds the first rank. The
urion territory is closcly fol lowed by Ernakulam, Kottayam and
Trivandrum districts. Thc.rural female literacy in the three Kerala
districts ranges from 35 to 40 per cent. |

A few o%ccpfions apart; most of the districts in the Northeast
fall in the literacy category of 20 to 30 per cent. Outside the
Northoast, the only notable cascs of moderately high titeracy are
reported from Himachal Pradesh and a number of districts in Kerala and
Tami | Nadu. As is evident from Table 23 the largest number of
districts is clustered in the porcentage catcgories wherc ths femalc
literacy is either depressingly low or n=gligible.

Table 23

Frequency Distribution of Districts According to the Percentage of
Rural Tribal Female Literacy, 1971

Percentage Categories Froquency of Districts

Above 60 0

50 - 60 0

40 - 50 2

30 ~ 40 2

20 - 30 8

15 - 20 9

10 - 15 17
5-10 44

0.01 -5 172

Rural Female Literacy, 1961

qkvidently the geogrephic patterning of femzic literacy has not
undergone any significent change since 1961. Kerzla andMizoram were
holding & leadirg position oven in 1961 as +héy did in 1971. The
literacy ratcs were generally moderately high in the Nerth-castern
districts. Outside the Northeast, Cooch Beher (West Bengal), Ranchi
(Bihar) and Suret (Gujarat) present cxceptional ceases in which the
female literacy rangad between 5 and 10 per cent.



Percentage Change During 1961 ~ 71

The earlier obscrvation that so far as the rural females are
concerned, Iifcracy drives have hardly begen able to make eny
perceptiblie impect is borne out by Table 24. There are only 9
districts in which the change has been between 10 and 30 percentage
pbin?sg Included in this category of change are Mizoram, Mzhzsu and
Bilaspur districts of Himachal Pradesh, Sangli in Mahsrashtre and
Lakshadweep, besides 2 number of districts in Kerala and Tami | Naéu.
Then, there is 2 set eof 67 districts in which the {iteracy ratcs have
registerad » gain by 1.5 to 5.00 percentage points. On the other
hand, bulk of thc districts, do not report any progress over the
decéds. in fact, thers are as meny as 30 districts which have
registercd a negative change over the decade 1961-71.

Table 24

Percentage Change in Rurzl Female Literacy

1961-71
Percentage Categories Frequency of Districts

+ Values

.01t to 1,50 : 101

1.50 to 2.00 15

2.00 to 3.00 21

3.00 +o 5.00 31

5.00 to 10.00 22

10.00 +o 20.00 7

20.00 to 30.00 2
- Values

- .01 to - 1.50 25

- 1.50 o0 - 2.00 2

- 2.00 fo - 3.00 1

- 3.00 & Above 2

Urban Female Component
The literacy levels arc generally high among the females in the

urtan areas. According to 1971 ccnsus, the national average for
iribai female literacy in urban arces was about 20 per cent. However,
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the nationzl averagr conceals the higher levels of literacy which arc
gonurally observed in *hc stetes and union ‘territories of the
Northeast, and in Himachal Pradesh and Kerala. Perhaps, tho higher
proportion of qucr?+ps among the tfribal femalcs in urben areas shows
an impact of the ongoing process of modernisations A|+hough the
proportion of Trlbos in the urban popultion is generelly tow, their
literacy rates arc relatively high both in the male and female
componénfs. Evndon+|y, the fribos are being qradUPlly assimilated
" into the urban cthos and are transforming socially and culturally.

Table 25 presents an overall view of the fomale literacy in the
*ribal and the non-tribal segments. The intor-state variztions range
between €8.16 per cent in Mizoram to 4.30 per cent in Rajasthan.
Literacy retes remein consistently high in the Northeast as well 2s in
Himachal Pradesh end Kerzla. Females in the urban arces of Arunachel
Pradesh, Bihar, Uttar Pradesh and Karnataka have attained moderately
high levels of literacy - 19 to 23 per cent. The states of
Maharashtra, Gujerat, Madhya Pradcsh, Andhra Pradesh, Orissa, West
Bengal, Tamil Nadu and the Union Territory of Goa, Daman & Diu display
a depressingly low level of literacy among the femalcs.



Teble 25

Percentage of Urben Femate Liféracy, 1971
By States/Union Territories

State/Union ; ’ Percentage
" Territories e
" Tribal Non-Tribel

INDIA 19. 64 42. 41
Andhra Pradesh Q.16 36.59
Assam . _ 50.09 50. 36
Ri har 22.83 32.25
Gu jarat 13.78 o 45.74
Himachal Pradesh . 38.10 52.28
Kurela 41.28 60. 68
Madhya Pradcsh 10. 11 37.57
Mahzrashtra 13.91 47.61
Manipur 47.47 39.62
‘Meghalaya 56.21 63.39
Karnatake 19.26 41.68
Nagalend 54.63 43.05
Orissa 8. 39 38.36
Ra jasthen 4. 30 30.C5
Tami | Nadu , . 12.28 45.46
Tripura ‘ 59.70 54.87
Uttar Pradesh 21.24 33.34
West Bengal 17.74 48.00
Andaman & Nicobrar islands - 51.86
Arunachal Pradesh 19.22 35.77
Dadra and Nagar Haveli ' - ‘ ~
Goa, Daman and Diu 7.22 47.54
Lakshadweep - -
Mi zoram - 68.16 S 44,91
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District Level Patterns

A study of Table 26 coupléd with map depicting spetial patterns
reveal that from two-fifths to three-fourths of the female population
is literate in the urban areas of Ernakulam (Kerala), Garoc Hiills
(Meghaleya), Mckokchung (Nzgaland), South Tripurz and Mizoram.
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Barring Arunachal Pradcsh, the other distircts in the Northeast
display very high female Ii+eracy rates - 50 to 60 per cent. From 20
to 50 per cent of the female population in the predominantly tribal
districts of the mid-indian rcgion, such a2s Surat, Valsar (Gujarzt),
Shahdel (Madhya Pradesh) and Senthal Parganas (Bihar are titoratc. A
striking feature to note is that in abig chunk of space femzlc
literacy rates are very low. : |

Table 26

Frequency Distribufion of Districts According to the Percentage of
Urban Female Literacy, 1971

T S G T - M e e g e S e e (9w e S i W S s . e e 0 WP oA T b . T Y e S S S e T a0 ot S R B o S A o S e O e Gl S T e

Percentage Categories Frequency of Districts

Above 60 0
50 - 60 0
40 - 50 14
30 - 40
20 - 30 27
15 - 20 27
10 - 15 36
5-10 4

.01 - 5 49

A s s s e T o W A B G s e S . (P o S (S P P Pt A M S W S S S e S A T T e L Y " T - T - . o S > -

Urban Female Litcracy, 1961

It may be observed that the broad petterns of female literacy in
1961 were not much different than what they worc in 1971. Urban
females of Mokokchung and Mizoram were characterisad by the highest
tevel of literacy - above 60 por cent.  The female literacy remainced
above 50 per cent in Kamrup (Assam), Tripura and Nilgiris (Tamil
Nadul). The proportion of literates among the urban fcmates of Ranchi
(Biher), Koraput (Orissa), Dar jeeling (West Bengal), Kannanore,
Kozhi kode, Trichur, Ernakulam; Trivandrum (Kerala), Madras and
Tiruchirapalli (Temi! Nadu) was moderately high - 20 to 30 per cent.
Notable among the districts lying above the rational avefage are Patra
(Bihar), Ajmer (Rajasthan) and Calcutta (West bengal). The female
titeracy, however, remained at a very low level in 2 very large number
of districts. ‘
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Tablo 27

Perccntage Change in Urban Female Literacy

1961-71
Percentage Categories Freguoncy of Districts
+ Values
.01 to 5.00 87
5.00 to 10.00 34
10.00 to 20.00 26
20.00 to 30.00 15
30.00 to 40.00 w4
40.00 *o 50.00 z
- Values . :
- .01 fo - 5.00 15
- 5.00 Yo - 10.00 5
-10.00 & Below 8

Percentage Change During 1961-71

Table 27 presents an overall vicw of the change registered during
the 1961-71 decade in the literacy retes of the urban component of the
tribal females. It is evident that the tribatl females have raegistared
notable change in their literacy levels during the decade 1961-71. .
The decadal chenge was of the order of 20 tc 50 percentagec points in
morc than 20 districts. However, most of these districts are loczted
in the Northeast, Himachal or Keralz. The chznge has bacn negligible
over as many as 87 districts. There has been 2n actuasl decline in the
female literacy rates in 28 districts. It is intcresting to note that
Koraput, Boud Khondmals (Orissa) and Nilgiris (Tamil Nadu) are
included in this category. Thé'nega+ive change reflects significantly
the impact of migration or differcntial rates of natural increase
within the tribal regions. However, thc question can not be answcred
satisfactorily with the help of census data alone. !

LITERACY INEQUITY IN AN EQUITIOUS SOCIETY : NATURE F THE PARADOX

The scheduled tribes belong to the chunk of Irdian popuiaticn
which is generally perceived as socially deprived. While tho schedléd
castes and the other socially lagging groups, such as woméem, =zre also
dzprived in their own way, tribal deprivation is a class in itself.



I+ is not 2 sub-set of the gencral deprivation since i+ cmanetas from
an entircly difforent sccizl and historical context.

The origins of the tribel deprivetion ncaed to be traced
particularly in the context of the rencwed concern for the upliftmant
of the lot of +hc deprived and the under-priviladged in contemporary
India.

Fer agus the tribal communities of Indie have lived in the
rclatively isolated pockets, or culs-de-sac, eway from the fertile
river-vallcys, and outsidc the framework of the pcasant formations.
The geographic patterning of the tribal communitics as cbserved on =
mzap of India offcrs clues to the distribution process of social
cetegories within the Indian space. The fribes are today concantrated
in a mid-indian belt which girdles the ontire expanse of the country
from the west coast in Gujarat andFMaharashTFavTQ the east coest in
Orissa and the Rajmahal hills on the southern bank of the Genga in
Cihar-Bengal. The central Indian Vindhyan complex, which is
cheracterised by its rugged and uneven topography, wherc the plateau
follows the plateau and *the hills follow the hills, has offerad
shelter to those primevel culturc groups, distinctly prc-agrarian in

their social and geographical isolation and survivad 'the uphcavels
that unfolded the successive acts of the drama of social change among
the peasant communities within the river valleys of the nerth and the
south. Kosambi noted it as an cxpression of the survival of the past.

A sccond mejor concentration of +he tribes is scen on the north-
castern periphery of India. Nestled within the complex of the sub-
Himalayan ranges, the Indo-Burmcse hills of Nagzland, Manipur, and
Mi zorem and the erosion surfaces of the Meghalayan platcau, the tribes,
of northeast India have @ world of their own. Having lived in the
marchiand betwecen India and China and in the +rfanglc-where the Indian
and the Chinese worlds meet, they have pickpd7up‘*he impression that
they belong to none. The bounderies of the British Empire, as they
were defined in the north-cast left the fribal quéstion as an
irrelevant adjunct of the territorial question. ‘

The geographic patterning of the tribal communities of India fits
so admirably into the regional scheme as developed by subba Rao. The
locational censtrzints have oxerciscd far-reaching impact on their
werld-view, social rcsponszs to the agrarian formations and the
pattern of interzction with the neighbouring peasant communitics.
While not subscribing to the thcory of the forties who perceived the
tribe as the archetype and 2 social isolate, there is no gainsaying
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+he fact that the problems of the indian tribes in contemporary India
cannot be understood if they are delinked from the immediate context
of their geographical isolation. The anthropological theory of
interaction, glorified recently, hardly explain sthe empirical
reality.

The present concern for the scheduled tribes and the question of
the tribal non-tribal inequity in educational development should be
looked in the context of the specifics of the tribzl formations. The
vast wortd of the tribes lies away from the caste society and much
outside the pale of Hinuduism. The gradual proces of spilover of the
peasant communities from the thicklv settled riverain plains brought
them face tc face with the tribal communities. On the fringe of
crucial significance started the process of assimilation of the tribal
groups into *the stratified order of the caste society. It is
therefore, important to note that on the fringe of traditicnal
Hinduism the tribes were first exposed to social stratification and
later to formal learning or education. |In fact, the caste society
treated them as lying outside the framework of the Varna system, and
thus disquaified them from being covered by the prevalent system of
formal education.

The enequity within the tribal society is not in situ but
introduced from outside. Historically, tribal societies have not
nurtured inequity in the name of sex, age, status, social background
or material well-being. The tribes have lived away from caste
societies for sc long that they cculd not contact social
stratification based on caste hierarchy. The tribal tradition of work
has rarely distinguished between male and female components of
population. The women were as vitally linked with the social
organization of the tribes as the men. And yet the male-female
inequity in literacy and education among the tribes in contemporary
India is quite significant, particularly in the mid-Indian belft.

The second subset of the tribal society is seen in the northeast.
There they were exposed to the exogenetic influences of the European
colonial origin. The process of colonial expansion initiated them
info Christianity end intc the process of modernisation without much
disturbing the tribal social order. There were historically:
determined and geographicaly defined limits in which Christian
influences managed to percoiate into the fastness of +he tribal world.
The contact with the Christian missionaries resulted in a differential
pattern in the magnitude of the Christian impact as a motive force fo
modernisation. The male-femalce incquity in the tribal literacy in the
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northeast, insignificant as it is, may be cited as an cvidence of the
missionary influence. Their path to education was.not constraincd by
the  ingrained discrimination of the social order.

The development of underdevelopment in education within the caste
societies belongs tc a different genre. Among'fhe caste societics
social stratification has generzlly acted as a barrier in the way of
universal spread of educaticn among the different strate of
popUIaTion.: The low castes werc not only alienated from -—he
institutions of formal learning but also from the means of production.
The institutionalised framework of sociasl inequeality engendcred
eccnomic inequelity and reteined the landless working classes as a
speciment of disguised slauery. The sccial system thus operated as.a
constraint on the universal spread of cducation and curtailed *he
capability of ecducation to make an impact on the working classes which
remained by and large outside the ambit of institutionalised learning.

This model of socially-cvolved deprivation cannot be applicd to
the fribal society. Their problems will have to be appreciated in an
entirely different logical framc.

The following paragraphs make an attempt to explore the nature of
incquity in literacy among tribal population with the help of modified
sopher’s disparity ‘index.'? i

Male - Femele Inequity among thce Rural Scheduled Tribes

Male-Female diffcrentiation among the tribzl population is a
phenomenon of the recent past. :Away from the river valleys the tribal
societies have remained aloof of the process of social stratification
so characteristic of the peasant sccieties. The low tevel cf
technology and the persistence of primitive:economic order do not seem
to allow this process of social stratification to take its roots
within the tribal societies. However; with the process of interaction
between the tribal and the non-tribal broups and the opening up of the
trital territorics have disrupted the tribal social and economic
order. The impact of the process of social transformation has not,
however, been equal on the two sexes. This is evident from the fact
thet the rural males have a |iteracy rate of 22.94 as against the
female literacy rate cf 6.61 per cent. However, the magnitude of this
differentiation varies significantly from district to district. Areas
where women have been exposed to the outside influences in the wake of
missionary activity the gap hes been reduced considerably. Table: 28
presents the overall.picfurc in this respect. '
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Tabte 28

Frequency Distribution of Districts by Categories of
Maele~Female Inequity in Literacy among Scheduled Tribes
- in Rural Arcas - 1981

Below 0.25 ' 13
0.25-0.50 | 22
0.50-0.75 . 44
0.75-1.0 53
Above 1.0 33

District cxcluded
“from Analysis 227

it is evident from Fig. 28 that the districts with very low
tevel of inequity lie in Meghalaye, Mizoram, Manipur, Nagaland,
Lakshadweep and Nicobar lislands. The index of disparity is low in 32
districts lying in coastal Gujarat, Vidarbha region of Maharashtra and
the northeast. Therc are 44 districts where the index value is
medium. These districts form clusters in western India, southeastern
Madhya Pradcsh and Karnataka. The index of disparity is high in 53
districts. These districts form a contiguous belt in the mid~indian
region from west to east. Several districts of Andhra Pradesh and
Karnataka are also included in the same catcecgory. lInequity is very
high in 33 districts forming 2 clusters. One lying in adjoining parts
ot Madhya Pradesh and Rajasthan, and another over Baghelkhand region
of Madhya Pradesh. Evidently, mele-female inequity is tess pronounced
in areas where the tribes were exposaed to the exogeneous infiuence.

Rural - Urban Disparity Among the Tribal Males

The shift of the schcduled tribes to the urban areas is &
phaenomenon of the recent past. However, even in urban areas they
continue to be involved in activities which do not require skills.
The expectation, therefore, is that there is hardly any differcnce
between the rural and the urban males. However, 1in ercas of
missionary activity tribes have becen transformed both in rural and
urban areas. The index of disparity for the tribal males in the rural
and thc urban areas largely depends on the impact of thaese processes,
(Table 29).
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Table 29

[

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES OF RURAL-URBAN
INEQUITY IN LITERACY AMONG TRIBAL

MALES - 1981 \
Below- 0.25 45
~0.25 - 0.50 81
. 0.50 - 0.75 30
0,75 - 1.00 9
Above- 1.0 -

Districts excluded 237

Fig. 22 reveals thet the districts with a very low index of
disparity form several clusters. Notable among these are seen in
Gujerat, Karnataka, Orissa, deltaic West Bengal and the northeest.
Districts with 2 low index form 2 belt over the mid-Indian region. A
moderafe'inequf+y in literacy is observed in 30 districts in the
central Indian région. There are only 9 districts with a2 high level
of inequity. They are Morena, Gune, Jhabue, Durg (Madhya Pradesh)
Sirohi (Rajésfhan) Visakhappatnam, Mahbubnagar, Rangareddy and
Nalgondea (Andhra Pradesh). Among these only Jhabua is a predominantly
tribal district, | |

PHYSICAL ACCESSIBILITY AS AN EXPLANATION

Physcial accessibility of the tribes to the institutions of
formal learning seems o be only ajparfial explanation of the present
state of educational backwardness. . An attempt has been madé_here to
measure accessibility to the schbols of different levels for the
population 1living in habifafibns which 2re categorised as
predominantly tribal in composition. Keeping in view the fact that
the tribes are mzinly concentrated in areas which are generally unfit
for intensive agricultural practices and that their settlement pattern
is far more dispersed than *hosé of the non-tribal groups, the
physical distance from the schools meant for imparting educafioh
acquires significance. ' ' o
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Table 20

Hebitations “and Population Served by Primary Schools
Predominantly Tribal Habitations
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Distance Habitetions Parcentage
(in Kms) e e e e e Population Coverad
Number Percentage of
Al'l Hebitations
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Within the |

Habitaion 58,519 38.05 63.96
0.1 = 0.5 19,516 12.69 8.13
0.5 = 1.0 27,339 17.78 10.90
Upto 1.0 1,05,374 68.52 . 82.99
1.1 = 1.5 7,867 5.12 3.05
1.6 - 2.0 15,087 9.81 5.59
More than 2.0 . 25,450 16.55 £.37
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It may be noted that the aggregative all-india position does not
reveal the rcality as it exists at ihe district level. There are 90
districts in which more than &1 per ccnt of the popoulation is served
by the primary schooling facility within half a kilometra, (Tabie 31).

Table 31
Frequency Distribution of Districts Ciassificd by. Populetion
Served by Primary Schools within 0.5 Km

Predominantly Tribal Hebitations
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Percentage population served Number cf Districts
Above 81.17 ag
62.21 - 81.17 9z
Below 62.21 ‘ 83
Distrcts with no Tribal Habitations 130
Exviusiely Urban Districts 4
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At the middlce level the predominantiy tribeal hebitations are
general ly characterized by poor accessibility. As many as 56,033
habitations out of 1,53,778 habitations accounting for 35.44 pcr cent
of all tribal habitations do not have middle schools even within a
distance of 5.0 kilometres. Significantly 53.77 per cent of thesc
habitations have a population size of less than 500 persons. There
are only 4.35 per cant ofhabitations with 13.31 per cent pepulation
which have middle schools within the habitation.

The aggregative, ell-indie picturc in recgard to tribal
habitations is highly generalised as the tribal population does not
have a uniform pattern of spatial distributicn. |t may be noted that
about three-forths of population is served by middle schools within
2.0 kilometres. On the other hand, about 27 per cent of population
is served by middle schools within 2.0 kilemetres in as many as 108
districts. (Table 32). '

Table 32
Frequency Distribution of Districts Classified by Proportion of

Population Served Within 2.0 Kilometres of Middle School
Prodominantly Scheduled Tribal Habitations

Percentage Category Number of Districts
Above 72.25 24
51.61 - 75.25 45
27.97 - 51.61 88
Below 27.97 108
Districts with No Scheduled Tribal Habitations 130
Exclusively Urban districts 4
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Fig. A7 shows that districts with higher populatior coverage are
generaliy situeted in arcas which have an insignificent proportion of
tribal population. The northeast is, however, a notable cxception.
The districts lying in the Desh znd the Vidarbha regions of
Meharashtra, castern Madhya Pradesh, southern Rihar, Meghealaye and
Manipur are caegorised in the modcrate range of distance. The
proportion of population covercd by schools within the spccificd range
of distence declines significantly. over most of the mid-Indian tribal
belt.



It is noted that at secondery lcvel the schoels are available for
onty 27.21 per cent of popultion within a distance of 4.0 kilometres.
I+ is disturbing to note that as much as 48.11 per cet of population
has to negotiatc a distances of more than 8.0 kilometres to reach a
secondery school (Table 33).

Table 33
Habitations and Populetion Coverec by

Sccondary Schoo!s in Predominantiy
Scheduled Tribal Hebitations
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Distance Slab Habitations Percentage Population Served
{in kms.) = =—eseeseeceee e
Number Percentage of

- All Habitations
Within
Habitations 1,168 0.76 2,37
0.1 - 2.0 10,974 7.14 9.18
2.1 - 4.0 18,702 12.15 14.66
4.1 ~ 6.0 16,881 12.93 i4.55
6.1 -~ 8,0 14,796 9.62 10.13
Upto 8.0 65,521 42.61 51.89
More than 8.0 28,257 57.39 48,17
Total 1,53,778 100.00 100.00

-~ s = S - " Y e o —— T T e £ = S . T S b S e v S o s S L U WD B 2 D A R W W o S A e St e v e e

While there arc 23 districts in which mere than 71 per cent of
population is covered by sccondary schools within 4.0 kilometres, in
118 districts the population coverage is as low 25 27.58 per cent Fig.
A.11 makes it evidently clear that the sreas of tribal concentration
are poorly served by secondary schools. However, Mizoram is a notable
exception. Pekhaps +he physical isolation of these areas is an
explanation but not a sufficiept one.

Schooling at the higher secondary lcvel in the rural arcas of the
country is a rare facility. Generally schools of tThis level ere
either not located in a mejority of habitations or, they are located
at a distance which is not casily negotiable. It is noted that only
19.4 per cent of population gets this facility within a distance of
4,0 kilometres. Cn the cther hand, for =zbout 58 per cent of
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population higher secondary scheools are available only beyond =&
distence of 8.0 kilometres.

The tribal habitations are generally poorly served by higher
secondary schocls which is avident from the feact th=at less then one-
tenth of popultion have access to higher secondary schools within 4.0
kilometres. On the other hand for more than four-fifths of tribal
population of these habitations higher sccondery schools are situated
at @ distance of more than 8.0 kilometres (Table 34).

Table 34

Hebitations and Popula+ion Served by
Higher Secondary Schocls in
Predominantly Scheduled Tribel Hebitations
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Distance Slab Habitations Percentage Pcpulation Served
(in kms.) = s=eececeree e
Number  Percentage of
All Habitations

Within

Habitations 136 0.08 0.44
0.1 - 2.0 2,775 1.80 2.36
2.1 - 4.0 5,596 32.64 4.56
4.1 - 6.0 7,645 4.97 5.S8
6.1 - 8.0 7,340 4.77 5.46
Upto 8.0 23,472 15.26 18.80
More than 8.0 1,30,306 &84.74 81.20
Total 1,53,778 10G. 00 100.00

It is observed that in 14 districts the population coverage
excecds 37.76 per cent; it ranges betwecen 19.20 and 37.76 per cent in
18 districts. However, the proportion of tribal population in these
ditricts is quite smell. Districts with significant tribal population
are moderately served by higher secondary schools. Significantly,
districts with poor accessibility also account for a very little
proportion of tribal populetion. The case of the north-east is a
notable exception (Fig. A.14). '



COMCLUDING REMARKS

. ~This study of the existing situation of the devclopment of
" jiteracy amecng the tribal populfioh of India shows that the spread of
“titeracy has beon constrained by a set of compiex facters operating in
closc conjunction with cech other. |t throws up convincing evidence
that the queSfion»of cducebility of the tribes is essentially linked
with the state of their cconomy. Any intervention in the former
situation oblivious of the latter constraints is doubtfu! to be
rewerded by success.
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Appendix |

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES OF
LITERACY AMONG THE SCHEDULED TRIBES - 1981

___....a——-—-—--——...——......_—......._._.-.-._,_,_._.-.__...-._..-.__‘-»—:—....‘..-z.a‘ o i a3 " £ " s s s o S i

st. State/Union PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES Distt. Total
No. Territory e 1 £ £ e
' Above 30.01 10.95 Below ST Popu-
49.07 4¢.07 30.01 10.95 laticon

o A T T e AP s o A - ST A S 8 S Y - D T iR S o T A T P e S S S e S S S A o D G T i D A R 7 S Sl Y Y O L A s e o

1. Andhra Pradesh - - 9 14 - 23

2. Assam*
3. Biher 2 4 17 8 - 31
4, Gujarat - 4 12 3 - 19
5. Haryana - - - - 12 12
6. Himachal Pradesh 4 4 4 - - 12
7. J & K - - - - 14 14
8. Karnataka - 2 17 - - 19
9. Kerala 5 2 5 - - 12
10. Madhya Pradesh - - 15 30 - 45
11. Meharashira 1 7 17 1 - 26
12. Manipur 1 5 - - - 6
13. Meghalaya - 3 2 - ~ 5
14. Nagaland 1 4 -2 - - 7
15. Orissa - - 10 3 - 13
16. Punjab - - - - 12 12
17. Rajasthan - - 15 T - 26
18. Sikkim - 3 1 - - 4
19. Tamii Nadu 1 5 10 - - 16
20. Tripura - 1 2 - -~ 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 14 10 18 12 2 56
22. West Bengal - 1 10 5 - 16
23. A & N islands - 2 - - - 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh - - 6 3 - g
25. Chandigarh .- - - - 1 1
26. Dadra & Nagar ‘aveli = - 1 - - 1
27. Delhi - - - - 1 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu - - 3 - - 3
29. Lakshadweep i - - - - 1
30. Mizoram 2 1 - - - 3
31. Pondscherry - - - - 4 4
All India 32 58 176 90 56 402

Data not available.



Appendix H

FREQUENCY CISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGOR!ES OF
MALE LITERACY AMONG THE SCHEDULED TRIBES - 1981

Si. State/Union PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES Distt. Total
No. Territory : e e e e e e with No
Above 31.25 10.17 PBRelow ST Popu-
52,33 52.33 31.25 10.17 lation

T S M S e Mt R s e A e e S T S M Tt S s T G 20 Y Y . A3 W M €3 o e T B S ok 9 L W T e . S e TS AR e A L ey S S e Y A s S S s S s o > Py P

1. Andhra Pradesh - 1 15 7 - 23

2. Assam¥*
3. Bihar 5 4 21 1 - 31
4, Gujarat - 11 8 - - 19
5. Haryana - - - - 12 12
6. Himachal Pradesh 4 6 2 - - 12
7. J &K - - - - 14 14
8. Karnataka - 7 12 ~ - 19
8. Kerala 5 3 4 ~ - 12
10. Madhya Pradesh - 4 15 16 - 45
11. Maharashtra 3 12 11 - - 26
12. Manipur 2 4 - - - 6
13. Meghalaya - 3 2 - - 5
14. Nagaland 3 3 1 - - 7
15. Orissa - 4 9 ~ - 13
16. Pun jab - - - - 12 12
17. Rajasthan - 6 14 - 26
18. Sikkim - 4 - - - 4
19. Tamil Nadu 4 4 8 - - 16
20. Tripura - 1 2 - - 3
21, Uttar Pradesh 20 10 10 g 2 56
22. West Bengal 1 1 14 - - 16
23. A & N lIslands - 2 - - 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh - 1 7 1 - 9
25. Chandigarh - - - - 1 1
26. Dadra & MNagar Haveli - - 1 - - 1
27. Delhi ~ - ~ - 1 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu -~ 2 1 - - 2
29. Lakshadweep 1 - - - - 1
30. Mizoram 2 1 - - - 3,
31. Pondicherry - - - - 4 4
All India 50 94 176 36 56 402

¥ Data not available.

£



Appendix .« 111

FREQUENCY DISTRIRUTION OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES OF
FEMALE LiTERACY AMONG THE SCHEDULED TRIBES -~ 1981

s o o 0 S S €7 e S S S o o e P R S S 3 A S A TR P S B S A T Y i S 5 S e AT S S A S B S s A
———

sl. State/Union PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES Distt. Total
No. Territory = =—=wmeemce—rmeseecseee—oee with No
Above 17.52 3.64 Below ST Popu~-
31.40 21.40 17.52 3.64 lation
1. Andhra Pradesh - 1 12 10 - 23
2. Assam¥
3. Biher 3 4 14 10 - 31
4, Gujarat - 5 1 3 - 19
5. Haryana - - - - 12 12
6. Himachal Pradesh 2 4 5 1 - 12
7. J &K - - ~ - 14 14
8. Karnataka - 2 16 1 - 19
9. Kerala & 2 4 - - 12
10. Madhya Pradesh - - 14 31 - 45
11. Maharashtra i 8 17 - - 26
12. Manipur 3 3 - - - €
13. Meghalaya 1 4 - - - 5
14. Nagaland 4 2 1 - - 7
15, Orisse - -~ 8 5 - 13
16. Punjab - - - - 12 12
17. Rajasthan - - 5 21 -~ 26
18. Sikkim - 3 1 - - 4
19. Tamil Nadu 4 4 8 - - 16
20. Tripura ~ 1 2 - - 3
21, Uttar Pradesh 7 7 1€ 24 2 56
22. West Bengal 2 1 8 5 - 16
23, A & N Islands - 2 - - - 2
24. Arunachal Pradecsh - - 7 2 - S
25. Chandigarh - - - - i i
26. Dadra & Magar Haveli = ~ 1 - - 1
27. Delhi - - - - 1 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu 1 1 1 - - 3
29. Lakshadweep 1 - - - - 1
30. Mizoram 2 1 - - - 3
31. Pondicherry - - - - 4 4
ALl India 37 55 151 113 56 402

-~ -
S o =" s A s T - P T o o Bt D A i Y S e W5 s S G W M L o s S M D N L Tt 8 B W S e ML D L S A A AT T 3 D e R4 R . -

Data not available.



Appcndix

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES OF
RURAL LITERACY AMONG THE SCHEDULED TRIBES -~ 1981

TR A e i e e e 2 7 s e T e e S o €7 MCS W3 o T Yy S mS s T Wt W o A Ty S e R e AT T Y e et e e e e o T TS S e S R A T S S - T 23

St. State/Union PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES Distt. Exclu- Total
No. Territory e o with No sively
: Above  29.03 8.63 Relcow ST Popu- Urban
49.45 49.45 29.03 B8.63 lation Distt.

1. Andhra Pradesh - - 9 13 - 1 23
2. Assam¥

3. Bihar 2 , 2 21 6 - - 3
4. Gujarat - - 15 4 - - 19
5. Haryana - - - - 12 - 12
6. Himacha! Pradesh 3 5 4 - - - 12
7. J & K - - - - 14 - 14
€. Karnataka - 1 18 - - - 19
9. Kerala 3 5 4 - - - 2
10. Madhya Pradesh - - 16 29 - - 45
11. Maharashtra - 5 20 - - 1 26
12. Manipur - 6 - - - - 5
13. Meghalaya - 3 2 - - - 5
14. MNageland 1 4 2 - - - 7
15, Orissa - - 12 1 - - 3
16. Punjab - - - - 12 ~ 12
17. Rajasthan ‘ - - 16 10 - - 26
18. Sikkim - 3 1 - - - 4
19, Temil Nadu 2 3 10 - - 21 16
20. Tripura - 1 2 - - - 3
2t. Uttar Pradesh 17 8 16 12 3 - 56
22. West Bengal - 4 7 4 - 1 16
23, A & N Islands - 1 1 - - - 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh - - 8 1 - - 9
Z25. Chandigarh - - - - 1 - 1
26, Dadra & Nagar Haveli - - 1 - - - 1
27. Delhi - - - - 1 - ]
28. Goa, Daman & Diu - 1 i - - - 3
Z29. lLakshadweep 1 - - - - - 1
20. Mizoram 2 1 - - - - 3
31. Pondicherry - - - - 2 1 4

All India 31 53 187 80 56 5 402

*¥ Data not available.



Appendix V

FREQUENCY "DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS 8Y CATEGORIES OF
RURAL MALE LITERACY AMONG THE SCHEDULED TRIBES - 1981

..--——.-....--.—————__....v.—.—_..-.....,...._,._.._._._.-....—...—.-\.__.---......._...._._e.-___.._-«...,._,_..__.-.-,.u.---.

s, State/Union PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES Distt. Exclu- Total
No. Territory = seeeerccccre e with No sively
Above 36.58 14.5% Below ST Popu- Urban
58.61 5&.61, 36.58 14.55 lation Distt.

1. Andhra Pradesh - ~ 7 15 - 1 23
2. Assam*

2, Bihar 2 2 23 4 - - 31
4, Gujerat - - 14 5 - - 19
5. Haryana - - - - 12 - 12
6. Himachal Pradesh 3 7 2 - - - 12
7. J &K - - - - 14 - 14
8. Karnataka - 2 16 1 - - 19
9. Kerala 2 5 5 - - - 12
10. Madhya Pradesh - 1 16 28 - - 45
11. Maharashtra - 9 15 1 - 1 26
12. Manipur - 6 ~ - - - .6
13. Meghalaya - [ 4 - - - 5
14. Nagaland 1 4 2 - - - 7
15. Orissz - - 12 1 - - 13
1€. Punjab ~ - - - 12 - 12
17. Rajasthan - 1 16 9 - - 26
18. Sikkim - 3 1 - - - A
19. Tamil Nadu 2 3 10 - - 1 16
20. Tripura -~ 1 2 - - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 18 o) 18 1 3 56

22. West Bengal

R I N
1
o

23. A & N islands - 1 1 - - 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh ~ - & - - 9
25. Chandigarh - - - . ] - 1
26. Dadra & Nagar Haveli -~ - [ - - - 1
27. Delhi - - - - 1 - 1
28. Goa, Deman & Diu - 1 2 - - - 3
29. Lakshadweep 1 - - - - - 1
30. Mizoram _ 1 2 - - - - 3
31. Pondicherry - - - - 3 1 4

All India 30 55 186 80 56 5 402

SR e it s s i e o @2 s 7 s v e g s A e v e s G T M L S LY A D S i A Y S A S G AR S M - W Y A Bels U i i ey (Gl Sy ke S G5 s e WAL G2 o e s W S (e s 2 e B

Data not available.



Appendix Ty

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES OF
RURAL FEMALE LITERACY AMONG THE SCHEDULED TRIBES - 1981

s s 0 > < - " T2 %1 Y 3 e o TR A s G ek P e Y VS o ) S o) T e Y e T T K v S e W YL R e e et S A i o ki e o WA O S S B e

St. State/Union PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES Distt. Exclu- Total
No. Territory = = ——meeeece e e with No sively
. Above 14.80 1.89 Below ST Popu- Urben
27.71 27.70 14.80 1.89 lation Distt.

1. Andhra Pradesh - - 13 9 - 1 23
2. Assam¥
" 3. Biher 2 1 20 8 - - 31
4. Gujarat - 3 i3 3 - - 19
5. Haryana - - - - 12 - 12
6. Himachal Pradesh 2 7 2 1 - - 12
7. J &K - - - - 14 - 14
8. Karnataka - 1 18 - - - 1@
9. Kerala 5 2 4 - - - 12
16. Madhya Pradesh - - 15 30 - - 45
11. Meharashtra - 7 18 - - 1 267
12. Manipur 3 3 - - - - 6
13. Meghalaya 2 3 - - - - 5
14. Nagaland 4 2 1 - - - 7
15. Orissa - - 12 1 - - 13
16. Punjab - - - - 12 - 12
17. Rajasthan - - 3 23 - - 26
18. Sikkim - -3 1 - ~ - 4
19. Temil Nadu 3 S 4 8 - - 16
20. Tripura - 1 2 - - - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 4 3 12 34 3 - 56
22. West Bengal -~ - 15 - 1 16
23. A & N Islands ~ 2 - - - - 2
24. Arunzchal Pradesh - ~ g T - - ¢
25. Chandigarh - - - - 1 - 1
26. Dadra & Nager Haveli - - 1 -~ -~ - 1
27. Delhi - - ~ - 1 - 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu 1 2 - - - - 3
29. Lakshadweep 1 - - - - - 1
3G0. Mizoram 2 1 - - - - 3
31. Pondicherry - - - - 3 1 4
All iIndia 30 45 166 110 56 5 402

¥ Data not available.



Appendix Vi

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES OF
URBAN LITERACY AMONG THE SCHEDULED TRIBES - 1981

o o v ok i e i S e e i e M o R e o Ak S e T T e e o ! L B At U T s o e S S e S S S S B St L o e o e

st. State/Union PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES Distt. Exclu- Total
No. Territory ' e with No sively
Above 42.91 20.05 Below ST Popu~ Rural

65.77 56.65 42.91 20.05 tation Distt.

o i e 7 B S Vo b b S o s ol R ot i 807 SO Y o O e AV ot i S o s L e A T 2 S S S e S el 4 o T T o A St WA P o 22 i S - Y RS R Y S e e S P S 0 A o

i

1. "Andhre Pradesh - 3 75 5 - - 23
2. Assam¥ "
3. Bihar 8 6 15 2 - - 31
4. Gujarat - 3 12 3 - 1 19
5. Haryana - - - - 12 - 12
6. Himachal Pradesh 4 5 - ~ 1 2 12
7. L &K - - - - 14 - 14
8. Karnataka - 7 11 1 - - 19
9. Kerala 4 5 Z - - 1 12
10. Medhya Pradesh - 1 26 18 - - 45
11. Maharashtra = 15 11 - - - 26
12, Manipur 2 Z 2 - - ~ &
13. Meghalaya 1 4 - - - - 5.
14. Nageland 4 2 - - - T 7
15. Orissa - 1 8 4 - - 13
16. Punjab - - - - 12 - 12
17. Rajasthan - 3 18 7 - - 26
18. Sikkim 1 3 - - - - a
19. Teamit Nadu - & 9 1 - - 16
20. Tripura "3 - - - - - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 7 8 11 14 16 - 56
22. West Bengal - 2 8 & - - 16
23. A & N Islands 1 - - - - 1 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh - 3 2 - 4 S
25. Chandigarh - - - - 1 - 1
26. Dadra & Nagar Heveli - - 1 - - - 1
27. Delhi - - - - 1 - 1
28. Goa, Daman & Diu - - 3 - - - 3
29. Lakshadweep - 1 - - - - 1
30. Mizoram 2 1 - - - - 3
31. Pondicherry - - - - 4 - &
ALY india 37 81 152 61 71 10 402

S v s e a
- " s S A S . o A o G110 S i o e S s 7 A € AL M L e e 7 YA e M A Ve S S G RS U B R T LA S S A A o e P A S T £ S W A e

Data not available.



Appendix ARE!

FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES OF
URBAN MALE LITERACY AMONG THE SCHEDULED TRIBES - 1981

St. Statc/Union PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES Distt. Exclu- Total
No. Territory e e o e e with No sively
' Above 51.75 26.52 Below ST Popu- Rural
76.98 76.98 51.75 26.52 lation Distt.

L . . o 2 L e e > Y > S s . T A7 8 . e (7. e 3 o L MR o o S A Y T S M A € e Pt o W Y ke e P RS S o e W L A P ) YT S e e A i A

1. Andhra Pradesh - 3 17 3 - - 23
2. Assam*
3. Bihar 5 14 10 2 - - 31
4. Gujarat - 6 10 2 - 1 16
5. Haryana - - - - 12 - 12
6. Himachal Pradesh 1 7 ] - 1 2 12
7. J & K - - - - 14 - 14
8. Karnataka - 8 " - - - 19
9. Kerala 2 6 3 - - 1 12
10. Madhya Pradesh - 5 26 14 - - 4
11. Meharashtra - 1& e - - - 26
12. Menipur - 4 Z - - - 6
13. Meghalaya - 4 1 - - - 5
14. Negalfend - 6 - - ‘- 1 7
15. Orissa - 3 7 3 - - 13
16 Punjeb - - - - 12 - 12
17. Rajasthan “ - 7 13 6 - - 26
18. Sikkim - 4 L - - - - 4
19. Tami! Nadu - & 9 1 - - 16
20. Tripura 3 - - - - - 3
21. Uttar Pradesh 6 11 Q 14 16 - 56
22. West Bengal - 2 a 5 - - 16
23. A & N Islands 1 - - - - 1 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh - 5 - - - 4 9
25. Chandigarh - - - - 1 - 1
26. Dadre & Nagaer Haveli - - 1 - - - 1
27. Delhi - - - ~ 1 - 1
28. Goe, Daman & Diu - - 3 - - - 3
29. Lekshadweep - 1 - - - - 1
30. Mizoram 2 1 - - - - 3
31. Pondicherry - - - 4 - 4
All India 20 121 140 50 71 10 302

¥ Data not available.



Appendix I X

FREQUENCY DISTRIZUTICN OF DISTRICTS BY CATEGORIES OF
URBAN FEMALE LITERACY AMONG THE SCHEDULED TRIBES - 1981

. o ] T e € L e R D A M S M e e S R AT Y S A (T Bl WAL S D A ) A e T ks 9 T S Mt i (T 47 W N 0 am wAn W -
e s o7

st. State/Union PERCENTAGE CATEGORIES Distt. Exclu~ Tetal
No. Territory e e with No sively
Above 31.80 11.23. Below ST Popu- Rural
52.37 52.37 31.80 11.23 lation Distt.

1. Andhra Pradesh: - 1 15 7 - - 23
2. Assam*
3. Bihar 8 7 15 1 - - 31
4, Gujerat ‘ - 2 12 4 - 1 19
5. Haryana - - - - 12 - 12
6. Himachal Pradesh 5 4 - - 1 2 z
7. J &K - - - - 14 - 14
8. Karnateka o~ 8 9 2 - - 1@
9. Kerala 7 3 1 - - 1 12
10. Madhya Pradesh - - 27 18 - - 45
11. Meharashtra - 13 13 - - - 26
12. Manipur 4 - 2 - - - 6
13. Meghaleya 3 2 - - - - 5
14. Nagaland 5 1 - - - 1 7
15. Orissa - - 5 8 - - 13
16. Punjab - - - -~ 12 - 12
17. Rajasthan - - 7 19 - 26
18. Sikkim 2 1 1 - - - 4
19, Tami! Nadu - 6 10 - - - 16
20. Tripura 3 - - - - -~ 3
21, Uttar Pradesh 5 4 13 18 16 - 56
22, West Bengal 1 1 g 5 - - 16
23. A & N tslands - 1 - - - 1 2
24. Arunachal Pradesh - 3 2 - ~ 4 Q
25. Chandigarh - - - - 1 - 1
26. Dadra & Nager Haveli - - 1 - - - 1
27. Dethi - - - - 1 - i
28. Coa, Daman & Diu - - 3 - - - 3
29 Lakshadweep - 1 - - - - 1
30. Mizoram 3 - - - - - 3
31. Pondicherry - - - - 4 - 4
AT India 46 58 145 82 71 10 402
*
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The territorial wakrs of india exiend rto the sea to a distance of twelve nautical miles measured from the appropriate base fine.

Fig. A.14




