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kducation: 1is recognized as a factor of prime
importance in the development eguation of an econory. The
progress in education is widely valued because of tihe
multiple functions of the formal and technical educsation.
It contributes greatly to the mental development ol an
individual and scientific advancement of = society.lt is
generally noted that many developing countries like lakistan
have high proportions of illiterates while developed countr-
ies have moet of their population as literate. Various
studies done so far provide an increasing evidence that
there is a tunctional r:lationship between investment in
the developrent of human resources through cducation and
the rate of econoa'c developmeat / “6 /. Hence the role
of education as a necessary means of mceting the shortages
of trained rersonnel and manpower requirements as well as
a factor in increasing productivity and economic growth
rates, is of fundamental importance to dcv-lopin~ countries
and has greatly reinforced the need for educational planning

as an integral part of development plans /13 7.

i . 5
The educational progress of a country depends on

a large variety of fsctors which are both gquantitative and



qualitative in nature. pince cducation is a subjective
phenomenon, it is difficult to measure its gquality from

ag, regrate (ata. rowcver, the quality of education,being
an important aspect of educational progress, can best de
indicatcd by student-tsacher ratio, the extent and levels
of gencral nnd vocational education, availability of cdu-
cational facilities in rclation to numbcr of students
enrolled, qualification and training of teachers, wastage
and drozout of students at primary levels and faliure rates.
For example. a high yorcentage oi children who fail to stay
on after the first or second yecar of schooliny is an indi-

cation of pror quality of education.

In spite of ihe relevance and important role of
cducation i.: the process of soclio-economic development, a
very limitea work has becn done to cvaluate the educaticnal
progress in Fakistan. <ince the litcracy figurcs of
three censuses in rFakistan arc not directly comparable
because of the differences in the concept and definition
of litceracy, it is difficult to mcasure the actual chanrc
occurcd over time. Jamila akhtar attegptod to compare the
1951 and 1961 census figurcs by making certain adjustments
in orucr to mcasurce the rcal progress in litcracy during
that decade /7 1 _/. i.5. Jillani also made a similar attomp
for the 1851 and 1961 consus iigurcs / 2 7. Yot the
problems associatcd with improving litcracy and cducation
levels have not boen cxvlored sufficiently to provic. basis

\
for policy .ormulstion and planning.



Objectives of the btudy

AR att i t 1as becn mace in the prescnt study
to asscss tho litcracy status of the country quantitatively.
The oualitative aspects of cducation which are cqually
important for cducatisnal dev lopmont shall be studied
in a subscquent paper. «he purposc of tlis stuwly 1s to
reviow the cducational progress on the basis of the numbor
of litcrate and illit ratc porsons, lcevels of cducation
attaincd and the crtent of participation of children in
cducatiornal institutisns. Apert from cstimating the liter-
acy ratcs as an index of cducntional progress of thic country,
the main obJ.ctive of the popor is to id.ntify problums
inherent in the cducational structurc such as urb:an-rural
imbalanccs, disparitics by apge and s.x in cducational lov ls
attaincd and poor quality of cducational standards. To
achicve this cnd, an attempt has been made to ane’ysc the
literacy and cducation statistics as provid.d in tho throe.

c.nsusus. The broad obhj ctvive of the study arc outlincd b.low

Te To point out th: diffcr .nces in the conceptual
definitions of lit.rucy in th. tlirce ccnsuscs of
1951, 1961 and 1972.

~e 7o undcrtake comparison of litcracy rates according
©0 changing d.finitions of lit«racy ovor differ.nt

c.nsus years.



7 1o exawmin. the urban-rural and malc-fomale
disparitics in lit.racy rates and mcasurc the

progr.ss nchicved ov: r time.

“e To e¢stinat: the sropross -t difforcnt levels

of cducation by ag. and scx in ruvan and rural

288

5. o und rtak. co parison of .nrolm.nt ratios and

o asur. th. non-schooling gaps.

©. To. examins - thoe distribution of students by age,
s-x and lcevels of cducation and cstimate the
gradc~-r.tcution or dropout rat.:s which indicatu

t. . magnitud. of wastag. in school education.
Data ..ovrc.s

The d+t . us..d arc tzken from the thric censuscs
of 1951, 1961 2nd 1972. as th. 1972 census information avail
nblc on 1lit racy ~nd .duction is limit.d to thc numbor of
literatis and illit.r:t:.s in urban and rural ~reasg, moro
d.tailed informntion obt-ircd in the lousing, lconomic and
oomosrr; e (wl) surv,y of 1973 (being undirtaken to supole
ment tho iuaformation of the 1972 c.onsus ) has been uscd in
the analysis. 1n or .r to trac. the changing tronds in
litiracy ratos, data fro  izbour FYorce burv.ys of Pakisteon
for 1968-69, 1971-72 and 197¢-75 have 1lso boin usoa in the

proscnt analysis.



yofinitions of :it

It has buen not. 4 that th. d.finition of lit:racy
vari.s from country to country and from c.nsus to c.nsus
within crch couatry. lso thorce ~v. differonces in the
d.finitions of lit.rrcy in th: suvrv.ys on .ducation and
lit.ricy. Thus, difficulti.s ~r: involv d in the intor-
nationnl as wcll as intranational compnrisons of such datn
For ourposce of int ractional compsurison, thoe USkSCO
Committ.c in 1951 r.c¢om~ .nd..d a uniform critcrion of lit.r
in t . rms ol tiis "ability both to r.ad with und.urstanding
and to writ. ~ short statom.nt on .viryday life in any
cnguagc” . Turth.rmore, 7 person capabl. of roading only,
or capable of roading or writing figurcs and his own n~mc

only, should be considorcd illiterut.: /7 17 /.

If d~ta on lit.racy and cducation arc gathercd
to be utilized for policy-making purposcs in torms of
scetting up pl-ns for .conomic and social dov.lopm.nt in
general and wducationzl plans in prrticular, they should
provide information not on th. merc -bility to rerd -nd
write with understanding but nlso on such leov 1s and skills
which ¢nable a person to functiown ciffictiv.ly in community
life. In 1961, the Uk .CU Compittec of Exports diviscd a
now dofinitiozn of lit.racy by r.commenaing that " a persoa

1s litcrate whon he hos acquir.d the -sscatial knowledgc



and skill which cnab. s him to .ngage in all thosc activi-
tice in which lit.racy is requirced for cffcctive functionin*
in his group or community, 2nd whos. attainm.nt in rcading
writing -nd crtihm.otic make it possibl for him to continuc
to usc tueg. skills towards his own nd community's dcvelop’
mpntnq L .7 Vicwed frow this nngl-., the committec recomm-

cndod th-t dnta on 1it .racy and oducation should be collcd¥

for 211 persons fiftecu yenrs of age ~nd ov.r.

T dofinition of lit:racy as uscd in éiffcroent
censuscs and survoys in akistnu also varied which limits
the scope o comparicos. In ord.r to have 2 meaningful com-~
PULLBO Ol Liuelduly L Jbew uve Waaey Wl s
point out tic differ.ncces in vhe d finitions arnd concept of
lit.r~cy us d in the throce consuscs of Fikistan. Aaccording
te tie 1951 ccnsus, dorsous ¢. fincd litoerates wore thosc
" who could ru~d A cle r print in wny langunge"/ 4 _j.7 hus
persons who cculd rond only th: Holy wuraw in arabilc (the
mrjority of porul-tioir biing {uslim in Pakistan ) wore con-
sidercd s lit.rntcs ir the 1951 census. n 1961, such
pursons w.r. not clagssifi.d -~s lit.r~tes unliess thoey could
read oay l-ongunge with undorstruding. Thus 'litorocey’ as
d: fincd in th. 1961 ccnsue includ.d "thos. pursons whc w.r
abl: to rend a simpl:s lotter or - short statca nt on oviry

3

ds~ lif. in any language with wnd.rstonding". / 5 /. Thi:

Jefinition ~grocd upow by twh. 1E50C Committe. of .xp.r
on litcercey in its no.oting in Farie in Jun-, 196Z.



d.fisition i clud d t:.os. ».rsons ns lit.r~tus who h'd both
th. -bility to rcad -~ & w»rit. md the »bility to read orly
ith und.rst-nding. “nc 1972 coasus wdo o not ble improve-
n.nt in the dcfinition of lit.re .cy ud clmsscd thosc plrsons
~g litur~t.s "who h~d th. 'bility to r.d with undcrst nding
and to writd" /6 /. tho same critocion whg usced to cullict
iufora .ticn for H.u surv.y of 1973. .uis dacfinitics impli

the corplution of = f.w y -rs of schooling which would cntblec
~ person to r.2d as well as write, so d~tn on lib racy werce
coli.ct.d for pursous 10 ye-rs -~nd ov.r both in the 1972

census nnd tho UED suarve,y of 197%.

A mor. neaningful ~rd r.fin.d form of lit.r-cy is
the 'function~l 'it.r:t.y', which muy b. dofined in terms of
profincicncy.in ro ding, writing -nd ~rithmotic. o wmily 4Lkht
in an c¢~rlicr study o Lit.ruicr rd vducntion ~ppli.d the
crit.rion of function 1 1lit. r-:cy to wstimatce the litcrocy
lovels in Erkistan by excluding 21l litorates with less than
five ye~rs of schooling from th. tot 1 liter=tes / 1 _/.
Iade..d, shc hns questioncd whothor thos.. with two or throc
v rs of schooling should L. iuclud.d ~moug functional 1it-
crates bucrusc childre: in th.e initinl y. rs of schooling
~re confire” tn the lo-rning of figures and specific toext
books with littl. davelopnents of skills in re~ding nnd
writing in gonoral. I oreovor, children with two or thrse yon
of schooling ~r. 1lik.ly to los: their proficicncy with thu
lapsc of tir.,p rticul-rly if they had no occnsion to uso or

improv: thee. skillse.



A roviow of the opcer tion~l dcfinitions of liter-
~cy r.vi*1ls th~t in 1951 ~ nuwb.r of persons -blc to rond
orly without w.i.rst ading wcer. cl:ssificd ~s litcrrtes.
These includocd ~ numb..r of childr.n in ¢ rly y.ors of schoo
who could r . 1d some siort sentonces nnd rdulte who could
s5pcll the n-ne of 2 shop or r.-d 1 cinoun poster. wven sigr
~ nne wos sufficuont to clrrify -~ p rson ns liturate. Koop
these conceptunl differcencas in view, the literacy figurcs
1951 arc not compnrblc with thos: of 1961 c¢ven by the 24di
of thosc who could re .d only th- loly uran without underst
ing to thc 1961 lit:raxdss. If vicwed from the perspective o
intcrnxtionnl stndnard, mor. thon 50 pircent of the liternt
s defin.d in 1951 ¢ asus of I -"kist n would be illiter-tc -
nny L rsons qu-lifi.d ~s litcr-tis in 1961 census would be
scmi-litir~tes in th (yc¢s of th. UNESCO r .commend tions. I
frct, the 1972 ~nd 1973 4 t~ on liter-cy ~r: more closc to
int. rantions1 stiad.rds s they pert-in to the aspect of uw

stonding in r¢ ding vd writing.

LIPaaCY [EVELD

i) Litercy7 d-tes B.sod on 1951 Defirition:

3.s:d on th. d.finiti~r cf 1951 c:psus, the lit.r
“ey rote in bekiston (foreerls waest iakiston) was 18.9 © re
for poowl-tion g -d S--nd-cver whils it wos 16.3 p.rcent
weeording te th. 1961 crit rion of lit.racy. .sut two of thut

rtis 're act d-r ¢tly cmo r ble b crues of the diff roncd



in the 4. fi itiors o1 lit.r~cy. In ord:r te m-kce these
r-t.s ¢ mp-rible, on. m'y lock t these figurcs from the
1951 criterion of litertey by including the number of

caly the Iloly qur-n xerd.rs to the 1961 greup of literaies,
the “wumb.rs of which h~ve been - -given s.p r tely in th. 1967
¢ mous. By doing th-t th: numbor of lit.r-tes is rrisdad
froa 5.4 nmillion to 9.3 millicn and tue lacormocy porcout g
from 16.3% to 28.2 in 1961, showing m iucreo-sce of nonrly

9 percont over th.. 1951 level of liternacy. But it must be
born. in mind th~t th. minimum qu~lific~tion of lit.r-cy
accordiug to the 1951 crit.rion is cqunl to illiturncy in
t.rms of the currunt intirn:tionnl st-nd-rds of cduc~tion.
Thus litcraey to be vicwed from the 1951 crit. rion is
viry crudc ~ndmcningless wny to m k. 1 conp rison botween

the two cunsus figurcs.
ii) Lit.rrey R-t.s Brscd’on 1961 Lufinition:

The ofh.r pessible ~nd morc moningful wiy to .anka
~ocenmprrison ootween 1951 nd 1961 litor-cy rotes the 1961
criterion of litir.cy which h's th. <spcct of 'uad.rst-nding'
in itsclf. Unfortu: toly, the number of thos: who could ro-d
without u:dorstanding but were classcd ~s lit.r teg in 1951,
¢cin net be scperited from thos. who could rc-d with under-
starding. Thus, it is .ot posgibl to exclud: thc rc dors
without urdcrst rding from th. tot~1l lit.r-tzs of 1951 so

that the roprindor (Cble to rond with und.rstanding ) could



he compared with the 1961 litcrates. However, if we assume
that the majority of the Holy uran readers as reported in
1951 census could read it 'withowt understanding', we can
pake 1951 roughly comparable with 1961 by cxcluding the num-
ber of the Holy Quran readers from the 1951 literate group,2
By doing that, the literacy percentage in 1951 declines to
6.7 for population 5 and over which is about 12 perccntage
points lower than the original literacy level of 1951, ut
this method of adjustment also have some flaws firstly
because the persons reported as only the Holy juran readers
in 1951 could also consist of those who were able to rcad wit
understardding and secondly the remaining persons who are
agsumed to bo able to read with understanding may include

someé who do not have the skill or proficiency in reading.

iii) Literacy Rates Based on 1972 Definition:

The third and the most appropriate way to have
a comparison betwecn 1951 and = %1 figures is to see
those number of persons who arec able to read and write in
order to make them comparable to the 1972 level of literacy
which is closcr to the current international standards of
literacy. The 1951 census does not give seperate infor-
mation for those who are able to read and write while the

1961 census has such information. In order to

2. 'The approximate nuwmber of orly the Holy Guran readers as
reported in the 1951 census is 3%.3 millieon out of the tot
literates of 5.1 wmillion. wce consus of Fakistan 1951,
Vol. I, ‘Yable 8.A.



~cjust 1951 with the 197. crit ric.. .f lit.rncy, the number
f form.1l: _duc t.d p rs-us iun 1951 (for populaticn 10 .d
vor.) ~re Ko "5 tetol 1it rotos umder the :ssweption of
pility t. re:d -rd wr:'ut:\.,3 Accoarding to this moethed of
adjustment, th. 1951 lit.rcy © to c mes to ’1~3.,2 p.rcuiit s
compaxtzc;;24.’4 n.rcei.t it 191 ond 21.7 perc.oat in 1972. The
sults of %he ¢ anrisen of 1litor ¢y r tus adjustcdﬁgfree

Giffirent c.finitiens of litcr~cy h-ve be.nn shown in t-bled.

T~ble 1 indic-tes th it ccording t» the 1972 defi-
itica, literoey rotes in ikistnn got rois.a frow 1%.2 per-
cennt in 1951 to 21.7 oire Lt i 1972 for popul-tion 10 -~nd
ver. Though there is - grodu~1l inprovencat i the levels
ef lit r ¢y “vertire, but still merce thaw threo-fourths of
the . pepul~ti - is 11lit rate ia 1972. The situnticn is noro
acutc in c¢~sc of fuiitles wir hrove shown ~n improvement of
a1y %3 porcuitoge-poists cver o poiricd of -~bout 21 ycears,
shrwiug the lit.r-cy p rc.ntge =5 8.6 iii 1951 -griust 11.6

ir. 1972 fecr popul~tici 10 "nd ovor.

In crder t: hove 2 detailed picturc «f the chonging
troids il liter ¢y, d'th from the L-b-ur Ferce Surveys for
the 7o rs 1967-69,1971-72, 1974-75 -.d the HED survey of 1973
h=ve been cumpr d with the coi.sus figures ~f°1961 ~nd 1972,
fhe literacy rotus i the Lob-ur ¥orce Surveys (LFS)-rc
5. The number of educated persons in 1951 for pcpulation 1O

and over is 300 1976 reported in the 1961 census of Pakistan
wee, census of Pakistan, 1961. Vol. I. Table 29. F. IV-89.



cemprr~ble with thi cousus figurcs boecrusc the minimpun
‘qu~lificrticn to be persins 4cfir-d as clossed s literate
i th. L¥3 is "th. ~bility to rcad with underst-nding"
10,11,12 _7. Trble IT gives the litiricy rotes by sex
in urban ~ud rur~l arc s cf Pokist-n frr the ye~rs 1961,
1968-69, 1917-72, 1973 ~nd 1974-75. Tablec II i dic-tes th-t
thore h~s beenn o gradu~l 1:d 1 crsistent irer ~s: in the
l.vels ~f lit.r cy sircc 1961 ~s it incrce-scd fror 18.4 pur-
cent to 26.6 porcont in 1974-75. The literney rote in rur-l
~rcns for 1974-75 is senmcewhat lower than that of 1973% which
cn be ~ttribut.d t¢ roeperting, crvernge, stmpling ~nd nen-

s~mpling crrors iii the d~tz.

Li rovicwisg the over-n11 litcr cy r-teus of Pak-
ist~n, it w uld b. i toercstine te n-te th-t therc is a2 dis-
crepnrey in the lit.r-cy rtes of 1972 co sus »31.d the HED
survey ~f 1973 which wns undcert-ken to supplonont the infer-
n:ti- n of the 1972 cceisus. Th. 1972 lit.r:cy figurcs -re
s.tewhit o the 1l wer sidc which uw.y be duc to' an underesti-
noti oy i- the 1972 cosus. &2 ¢ aptrative bo-k it the litoric
r tus over differcent yo'rs (t ble Ii) sigeests that the 1973
fipures sh uld be giveir 1o ro weight firstly bocruse they ~rs
very closc ~nd a0st ¢ vipir ble t the 1974-75 r-t.s f liter
cy ud sce dly b ocruse the 1972 ritc ~f lituracy is even
lewer thrt tirt - £ the Lb ur = reo surver of 1971-72, This
neans th-t there is » pessibility +f cither urderostinction

f lit r~tis or the  vir-tstivti o o f the corrusp .di.g



—113: -

p-pul-ti . i the 1972 coisus. But the problen still oods
t~ be ¢l rifi.a =d ivvestig~tod firthor. When we 10k ot
the liter ¢ortes o f = 1les wd fom les 10 7 bles 1 0.d 1T,
we fi.d th t 5~los sh w 0 impr van 2t - £ ~but 25 porcont g
p ints fr n 1951 t  A974-75 whil. foole literacey level g b
rrisce fr m 8 pereenitt t 95 purc...t for » pulnei 0 10 d
v.r, ~chvge £ only Sporeocitng.-p 1 ots cver the smuic
pori d. .his ne-.s thot the icronsce in nmle litoer-cy is
~b.ut five tines gr: ter th- th t of fun-les ~ver o perild
of 25 yerrs. Whis may be tttributed t the s cic-cultur-l

. rrs ~ud pr.judic.s g iist forle cduc~ti n ~vd sugrests
the "eod t- hove nie cduerti~ o1 fricilitios ns w.ll ns
~dult litur-cy prpgr . .s £+ £.n1.1ce 11, rural ~rgas whilroe
~bout tw -thirds «f the t-t-1 prpulnti o - f Puistil is

livirg,
Litirrey #-tos b apc-urcups

he 1951 arnd 1961 consus e lleeted drtr on liter-
~cy fr purs s ~ped 5 ~ud cvor wheu the crit.oricn »f 'rondi
nly ' ownes confined t. the ccreopt £ liter ey. The 1972 con
sus nd Hud surveoy ¢f 1973 ¢ 1l.cted such iv.frro~tion for
prpul:tics ~ged 10 ud - v.r when the crit.rionw - f writing
1s wns ndd.d te the defiriti o n . f litoracy. The ninivum
o 2f 10 ye rs £ r lit.r-t.s in 1972 w-~s uscd pr bably for
the reasci th-t s me childron in the ago-group of 5-9 arc

1.. the 1niti~l yenrs £ sche liug ~id ~re at th. bore mininw



levels . f learving frem spocific text berks with little
develapnents ~f skills 1 rendirg ond writing particulerl;
i.. rur~l ~rcns wherc marny children cater schorls ~t nges
1.ter than five yenrs. » ble 3 -shews the literacy levels
by ~gc in urb-a. -nd rur-l -~runs f Pokiston. o 1961, li-
terney louvels by age ranged fron 7.8 percent in 5-9 age
greup to 28.2 porcont in the next »ge group <f 10-14 and
the @ ther ~ges falling in botwesn, whilc the highost 1i-
Lteracy percentage in 1973% wos 39.% in the age-gr-up ¢f 10-

and the lowest for nges 25 and over (T-ble 3).

-

Uri¢ -~ f the inprrt-nt feturcs t be n-ted in the
nge-specific ™ literacy r~tos is the lowest literscy level i
tha ge group £ 5-9 i 1561, simil-r differences .ccur in
urbnn wd rur.l ~weccs 2Is . These 1rw literncy rntes in
thie prinary school going ~ges (5-9) sugsgest tht ecduc-tin
“f the children gener 11y & ¢s-u t bhegiin "t the usu~l sch
citering 2ge «f 5 yonrs r there "regoent ~ttriti ns in
chrs loents ia the first tw. or threc yenrs «f schovling
whicl slhi~11 be¢ discusscd iun - subscquent sectvi-n «f the
papere It lsy prints t the fret €t = child d-es not
bicore liternte in the scosc of being ~ble to rexd with un

derstandirg o r write in the iuniticl yeers ~f sch- ling.

fhe litoer-cy percont ge is the highest in the 1C

n 1961 wma 1973% and in 15-19 age greup 1. 1972,

'_J.

age group
much b ve the t tnl literacy rote. Literncy levels ~pponT

te decrease grodu-lly ~t ~ges higher thon 20 waors which



p ints t-words the lcwer ciphasis giver te eduentin in the
past 20 jears -r s . It w'uld h:ve been useful t- breqk the
1 st ~gc gr up of 25 "nd < ver with ~ literrcy rote ~T 15.5
perceat in 1961, 17.3 i: 1972 ~nd 18.7 in 1973 in rdor b
sco the pattiz: «f decline in litermcey ~t highur nges. ‘uv
due t- the limit ti w «fed-t-, the "ge-wisce cr@prrison is

restricted up t. ~ges 25 ~ud - h ve.

Table 3 ~1ls indic-tcs th 't in e~ch ~ge group n-le
sh.w n highcr perecntnge L liter cy than fomnles. The large
discreprrcies nre in the ~ge—er up 15-19 ~nd 20-24 yenrs.
These nges ~re norp-lly the perisd f ¢ llege ~nd university

educ~ti-n nd ferrles ~re in n smnll pr-portirn 2t this lovel

f educnticn with very low literncy rates in thesc agoese.
C-mprnect - f Inf rmnl Bducti n an Prkist-n

Cne imp rt-at fewture ¢f the litcrncy statistics
in Fo2kistan is large size ~f the iafornrlly educ~ted persons
in the t-t-1 literate eroup. 1In 1961, thoere were 5,74,256
such pers ns cranstituting ~b ut 11 percent ~f nnle -nd 20
percent of fenrle liter-te gi up. in 1973, the compenent cof
infrrnally educnted rorsons is very smell in conpariscn €
th~t in 1961. Ab-ut 1.5 pcrcert .f the tt-1 lit.r-tes nre
inf.rmally ecducnted in 197%, 1.1 percent ~f mrle nd 2.9

“t *» PN ad . : . Z -
percent - fewrle liter~te poepuliti: n. " The eff. rts t: loarn

4. the 1972 cersus drt~ d: n~t nr vide the nunber £ infcron
educrted ners



reoding snd writing with ut formnl ~rrongepents is a grent.
achievement but the cu~lity -nd level (f perf roonce ix st
cases 137y be 4 ubtful ~nd subject t. n greater bias thon +
existing in the £ rrmel sch--ling. Because many «f those wl
hnd learnt t rend s ne sirple phr-eses were likely t rep
thenselves s literntes. This is evident from the 1961 ¢ &
n nent of inforoally educnted pers:ns particularly in cnse
'f fewmales. This percentmge declines in 1973 pr: bably bec:
f the impr-vement in the definiti-n «f literacy. If the
liter~tes withvut frrmal scli--ling are e:cluded frem the N
total liter~te gr-up, the literncy rate declines to 16.7 .
18.4 in 1961 (a differeuce ~f 2.1 purcent ) and fron 26.7-
26.3 in 197% (o differcnce f tnly 0.4 percent ) for popul
“10 and .ver.

Aage nnd scx specific litercey rates are partrng
cgrovhicnlly in figures 1 which sh-ws clecrly that the co-
p-nent £ inf riclly educ~ted is nuch less in 1973 as c i
t. 1961 which =2y be due t. inprcvenment in the definiti-n

literry in 1973.
Urban-Rural Differenti~ls in Literacy

The 1961 census dnt: sh w that ab:ut 22 pcrcatt
£ the prpulntion living in urb~u ~rens has o Iiteracy rat

33,0 percent while the iural pcpul-ti..n being 78 percei—

5

T the tctal p-pulnti n hns 7nly 10.9 percent ~s literates

fer prpulation 5 ~nd  ver. The urb-n-rural differentinls
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liter~cy r-t.s ~r¢ o re ¢ uspicu us an ng fentles. For mnlus
t-e literncy percentage-is 42.2 in urb~n trens agninst 17.5
percent i: rural -reas. I'r feinnles the ¢ rresp uding percens-
toges range fr — 21.2 i1 urb-m lrealities L. . nly 2.2 in rural

arens £ r ppul-tin 5 ~nd ~ver.

crreful 1.k %t the literncy r-tes in tnble 3
r.inks ut the foct that feile literacy r~te in urb . orcecs
is ob-ut six timec higher tham rural literacy r-~te in. 1961 as
well as iz 1972 ( 23.% agninst 3.6 in 1961 and 30.9 agrinst
4,7 in 1972 ) and ~b.ut five tine grenter in 1973 (32.5 ~gainst
6.0 ) £ r pcoulaticn 10 and ¢ver. sale literacy rates nlso
hrve sirmilor differeuti-ls but te o lesser extent. The widest
urban-rur~l differcnti-ls ~re in the 2ges £ 20 ye-rs and

o
~b ve for moles wherens fennles hnave the lnrgest disparity in
age group of 10-14 and 15-19 ycars. This means that

thes:.ales hove shown nn irpr verent in liter-cy: in recent years
vhile feacles still 1g behind prrticulerly in rur-l ore-s.
the 1. w prce ¢f prrgress in fennle literncy in »ural arens
hrs resulted ir erl-rging the urbrnerurnl éiffercntinls. The
hisher percent-ge £ liter-cy . in.urb-n ~re-s nay be attributed
t the existence +f v re ~nd better educti~nnl f-cilities ~nd
the usu~l tendency ~f rur~l nnles t- nigr-te t¢ cities ~nd
tiwns fr educoti nnl pursuits mostly bey nd the sec ndnry

level ~f educ~ti.n.

Ancther aspect < f urb-n-rural litercy rrtes is the

_L&I\ ¢ d" and . ) .
°rge dilscrepancy between t- o1 /i’-'rmhl-‘llter",tes.. It is cbserved



fren the data that the disprrity betweeun tetal and f-roel
literantes is: 1 st. gloring in rur2l arecs in 1961 which re
vecls the frct th € r»ny pers ns reported thenselves as
literates whe hnd nmever been .t schr-l cad uust hove lea
reading or writing with.their ~wn effrrts at hcme. This
fact is =-re - bvi us in cnse ¢f femnles. The reposrting ..
quality f educnti. n «f such literntes is dubicus. Migure
clearly shrws the gops between t~tal and forrmal literates
at each age gr-up in urban ~nd rural areas for the yenr
Out rf the t-t~1 literates, the crnpcnent ¢f informally
is 2.2 percent f r urbmn areas agnrinst 11.8 percent frrr
areas in 1961. The respective percent~ges f-.r 1973 are 0.--

and 1-5.

LITiakCY BY #DUCATIONRL LLVELS
The diacussicn ~b ut the f roal schecling in th\
previ us secti n prevides brsis fir cnalysing the number \
f £ rrmal literates =t differeat levels ~f educ~ti n in

Fakist~n wh hnve been ~ttending educ-tirn~l ianstituti: ns

Y - e .L/*/

regul-rly wud "ls~ heve ~tt-ined - certain kind -r level
f educ~ti n. Liter-cy r~tes by educ~ti~nal levels pro-
vide basis f r noking the n st direct ¢ mperissns by age .

and sex ver time.

x !
The 1951 census ~sked questi.ns .n tetal nucber’ !

yenrs in schi ¢l ~nd c.rplete level of cduc~ti n with-ut

reference tc the field . © cduc~ti n. Levels < f educnti n
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wqore rec rded in toits @ ¢ rrleted levels of primary,
<1441e, notriculati v, degrec and higher degrec. The

1061 ccusus "nd the 41973 survey ~-~de ~n irpr vercnt in

the d~t~ becnuse the guesti ns :n current schocl atten-
dence and ¢ plet:d cducnti n were extendod t- the field

‘f specinlized eductd v s well.” The inf rmeti n on

¢ rpleted levels . f educ-ti ' is given by the highest
grade passed in genernl ~nd specinlized educ~ti'n ~nd
these impr: vements enhnnce the utility - £ the data gre-~tly.
The nain difference betwcen 1961 ead 1973 dnta by edu-
cnti nal levels attained lies in the cl-ssification ~f
genernl ~nd specinlized educnti n. The HED survey of 1973
has classified-nll the Mnster degree h lders in specinlized
eductirn while the 1961 census hns reprrted such persoens

in genernl educaticn.

T~ble 4 sh-ws the nunieric-l -nd percentnge distri-
buti'n f educ-ted pers: ns (literate pers.cns who have
acouired f rmal educ~ti n ~nd hove passed at least grode
I 2t schcrls )fer populzticn 10 years and ab' ve in 1951
1961 ~nd 1973. This w uld p ssibly give en: ugh inf rmati-n
~b ut the extent ~nd directi n «f educ~tirnal pr-gress

achieved during the lnst tw  decades.

The 1972 census hns n-.t vet relensed data ¢n educatirnal
levels, s the c.paris-m will be based ~n 1961 census and
the HED survey ~f 1973,




Toble 4 indicotes th~t the pr. gress in educati
is encruraging up t sec ndary level <f educ~tin which ¢
the Middlc =and Mntric level ¢ f educ~tin. The biggest ch-
has .ccured in the literntes with 'primary and niddle gr-
where the percentage f literntes f.r p pul~ti-n 10 2and -
increased fr -, 10.9 in 1951 t. 20.3% in 1973 fir nales and
freo 4.2 t 7.0 fir femules. The prrgress in educ~ticn at
Matric ~nd Intcrizediate level °f educnti n is als: enc ur
aging where the percentage ¢f educ~ted pcrs-ns has risen
1.6 in 1951 t- 8.7 in 197% fcr males and fr m 0.4 t7 2.9
fenales (populaticn 10 and nbive). The overnll pregress i
educatirn~l levels attained shows thot in 1951, ab-ut 90
percent :f total - educrted pers rns have progressed up
to prirnry ~nd niddle lcevel, ~b ut 8 percent f2ll under fti
categery f beltw degree level nnd cnly 2.0 percent have
att~rined the degrce and the higher degree level. The situ
dres n t seenn t. 1mpr ve uuch in 1961 except 2t the Matri-
culati-n -nd Intermedizte level of educ~tirn where abcut ’
pcereent £ the totnl educntcd have attained this level. Tt
1973 survey ¢tz shirw o significart inpr vement at the Mat
nd Interricdiate level and 2 slight iupr-vernent at the deg
~nd zb ve',level. ¥.r exrple, ~bout 23 percent -f the ot
cducated hnve prcgressed up t: lintric ~nd Internmedinte lev
¢f educ~tirn ~nd ~b ut 4 pcrcent ~t the degrce and above !
This inprovenent nay be attributed t the av~il-bility of

better educ~ti n~l facilitiecs bey-nd lintric level in urban



2yt in spite of that change, atout 74 percent of the total
educated have progressed uvto the primary and middle level
of education in 1973.

In or~er to have a det iled look at the proporticn
of degree holders-in total population, Table 5 rives the
absolute nurber of literates at t.atriculation, deprce and
Lirher uogree level of educ=tion ior the year 1951, 1961
and 1973% and t eir percentage increase during the two decszdes.
ihe. e estimates suggest that females h ve shown a pgreater
percentage increase at the “erree and higher degree levels

than males during 1961-1973%.

Disparities in Male-.emale ..ducational lLevels:

Muzerically, the tot-1 educatced females are about
one-fourtir o.° the totzl male literates in 1961 and about
one-third in 1973 . Table 6 shows the number of
educated males and females at various educational levels
and females as percent of male literates. In education
"Blow irimary Level ", there are only 27 females for 100
males in 1961 and 72 in the year 1973%. l.ale-female dis-
parity increase further at higner educational levels but
the 197" data show an irprovement in the proportion of fe-
nales as percent of male literates almost at all levels of
education. For example, there are only 14 females per 100
Ca.es in 1961 for 'Matriculation level' and they increased

to about 23 in 1973. _or Intermediate level, this percentage



increased fron 17.8 in 4961 to 37.: in 197%. Lven at the
'"degree and above'levels, females have shown an apprecia
increase as %this ratio increased from 12.7 percent in 1%

to 24.2 percant in 1973%.

.ducational- Levels by age and wex:

The distribution of literates.by age and educa-
tional levels (tables 7a and 7b ) shows that the highest
nurber and percentage of literates who have completed the
'Below irimary Grades ' are in the age group of 10-14 ané
those with tue coupleted grades of primary and lMiddle fal
in the age group of 15-19 both in 1961 and 1973%. & compar
between the 'C61 and 1973 literates by age and educations
levels indicites au inprovement at atriculation and abov
levels almost in all e grours. This situation is encour
ing in case of females “h» show a significant prosress at
.atriculaticon and Tatrrmzdiate level of education from 1%
to 1973. as for the 'degree and above' education, -about 1
percent o tiue total female literates have progressed up-
this level in 1973 against only 3 percent in 1961 in the
age grou» of 2C-24 years. :or "lNatriculation and Intermed
levell, about 29 percent of total female literates have ¢
Pleted this level in 1973 ageinst 11.6 percent in 1961 it
the age-rroup of 15-19 years and 3S.4 percent against 17.

percent in the apge-group of 20-24 years. This means that -



have pro-ressed ruch at the hatric and Intcermediate level
sirost in all age ~sroups. lales have also shown progress
in the sarme direction but to a lesser extent. 3ut on the
vhole, more than 50 p rcent of the total literates have

rcached only the prirary und middle level of cducation almost

in all age-rroups both in 1961 and 1573.

Urban-Rural Disparities in Lducational Levels:

The 1961 census does not provide data on educa-
tional levels attaincd for urban and rural population while
the 197% survey data give such information. Tablcs 8a and
8b give the distribution of lit.rates by age, sex and edu-
cational levels attaincd in Urband and Rural areas of Pak-
istan for 1973 only. It is obvious from the table that ticre
are large urban-rural differentials almost at all levels of
cducation by agc particularly in case of females. IFor example,
there are only 1.4 percont of fumales who have completed
primary and widdle lcvel of cducation above age 25 in rural
areas against 9.7 percent in urban areas. Such disparities
are more couspic.ous in the younfer age group as 5.8 percent
of females in rural areas against %0.7 percent in urban areas
have ccmpleted primary and middle level oi education in the
age group o. 10-14 years. wimilarly, for Matric and Intermed-
iate level, there are only 1.2 percent of females (age 25+)
in rural areas against 5.2 in urban areas. The highest disparity

for this level of education for females is in the age group



of 15-19 years where the percentage in urban areas’ is 17,
against 1.4. in rural areas. 'he urban-rural discrepancies
are the largest in the "egree and above" level of educat|
where both males and iermales are in very small proportior
in rural areas almost at all afe groups as compared to ur
areas. About 7.5 percent of urban males and 5.2 percent ¢
urban females in the ageg-group of 20-24 years have attairn
degree and above level against 1.1 percent of rural males
and 0.1 of rural females. These large urban-rural differe
at all levels of educ:tion may be explained in terms of t
uneven distribution of educational facilities in the rcgi
of Fakistan .s well as the lecsser desire and willingness
the rurals to educatc thersclves and their children. This
situation se ms to be changing gradually as the rates of
literacy in ‘he young.r agc groups are-higher than the ol

afc grouprs in rural arcas.

Tablcs 8a and 8b alsc give the percentage distr
bution of Iitcrates by agce, sc: ond different levels of e
cation for the year 1973. Thesc figurces rcveal that about
80% of all forral litcrates heve corpleted the primary an
middle grad:s (V to IX) in rural areas agninst 66 porcent
in urban arcas for population 10 and above. Similarly, ab
27 percent of total literates have completed latrig: and
Intermediate (X-XII) level of cducotion in urbsg arcas ag

in
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19 percent in rural arveas. On the whole, 45,2

o]

areas and about 19 percent in rural areas are orrally et
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in 1973 for populatioar 10 and above,
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as the g::tent of participation ‘of children in
schools ultimarely affects the_literacy status of total
po~ulation, it would be -worth while to.look at .the number

of astudents by age, :ex.and completed levels of education

L 3
t

to find out whether those currently in schools show the
sare trends and patterns as those observed in case of liter-
ates. The iiportance and relevance of school attendance and
enrolrent for the educationists and policy makers can hardly
be doubted. [hose involved in educstinonal planning utilize
the current enrolrent statistics to indicate the trend in
school yarticipation and make projections for future enrol-
nents in the school-age populetion. School enrolment, accord-
ing to United Nations, is defined as "attendance at any
regular educational inctitution, public or private, for a
systematic iastrucdtion at any level of education during a
well-defined and recent time period / 17 _/. When statistics
on school enrolment are 'collected,.'they ére often cla‘s:sified
by level of education and by type or field of study. Where
feasible and possible. enrolment should be classified by single
grades which would facilitate the analysis of -educational
progression and provide more flexibility in defining broad
education levels.

The date regarding pupils and students regularly

attending schools and colleges at the time of the 1951 census



have been provided by broad age groups of 5-9 and 10 and
over and by five yeare age groups (up to age 25 only ) i
the 1961 census. The LD survey of 197% gives the number
of studcents -.ith highezt grade passed by single years of
age but not by succescive grades which limits the possi-
bility of measuing the: grade progression or retention rat
in Pakistan’ According to 1951 census, only 1.7 million ¢
student in schools and colleges as compared to 2.2 millic
in the 1961 census. In 1973, the number of students incr
to 6.3 million. Table 9 indicates the growth of students
1951 to 1973 in the two broad age-groups of 5-9 and 10 ar

above.
Table 9
NWUMBER OF STUDENTS BY AGE WD SEX /ND THEIR PERCENT.GE
INCRELSE IN 1951, 1961 .ND 1973, PAKISTAN.

. Number of Students Percentage Incre

1951 1961 1973 1951-61 1%

5-9 BS 539538 982300 1746475 82.°1 71
M 288134 691011 1202771 78.0 7
F 151404 291289 543004 92,4 74

10+ BS 1116458 1242781 4568418 6.5 267
M 81128 967435 3415216 19.2 257
F 355178 275346 1153202 -22.5 318
Sources:

i) Census of Takistan, 1951,Vol.I Table 9.
ii) Census of lakistan, 1961,Vol.I Table 2
D. IV-66.
iii) Unpublished IED survey data. Table Ho.
5 The 1972 census is excluded from the analysis because data on the
number of students and enrolments are not available for 1972.




sccording to table 9, cnrolment of female students
snows a rcmarkable improvement during 1961-7% while there is
2 docline during the-decadc.of 1951-61 by 22.5 percent. This
decline was noticed e’v'en‘;in female..literacy rate during 1951-

1961 from 8.6-prrcent- to- 8.2 porcent which may be attributed

to reporting or coverage of the data.

Age-Specific tnrolment Hates

-1:1-c‘-asures 6f school c¢rnrolment usually relate to a
point in time or a very short period of time. The crude en-
rolmcent rate which is simply the ratio of the total enrolments
to the corresponding total population roughly gives an idea
about the participation of individuals in the educational sys-
tem of a country. This rate for Pakistan comes to 6.7 in 1961
as against 12.1 in 197%. For males, it incrcased from 10.6 in
1961 to 16.3% in 1973, and for fcmales from 3.7 to 7.1 perccnt.
But this is a very crudc way of measuring the enrolment because
the denominator cmploycd has no age limitation and include many
of thosc who arc customarily not cnrolled as students. Fre-
ferably, the enrolment ratc should be computed for population
which is cligible for the enrolment question. in this casc,
the gencral enrolment rat: can L. measurcd using the ages 5-%4
as the arbitrary agc range and is called the general cnrolment
rate /79 _/. The gencral cnrolment rates for Pakistan arc coms
puted for ages 5024 yarsin 1961 and 1973 (Table 10) becausc

there are very few students in the ages 25 and over.



Table 10
GENGRAL LIMEROLM NT R TERC IN Pi. ISTAN,1961 AND 197

1
196 ¢ ' 1973
_T_o:al "~ Rural Urban ' Total  Rural  Urbar
B35 13,1 9,6 2%.% 20.9 14,9 35,8
M 18 14,7 27.8 28.0 22.6 41.6
yo 9.3 3.8 17 .4 12.0 5.5 29.1

source. : oee Table 9.

Comparisons bascd on crude or. even general.enro.
ratcs may be mislcading bacausc agoe-distributions differ :
onec*place or from one time to another. Age-specific enrolt
rates arc better measurces of cffcctive enrolment since th
rvveal changes alrcad; underway among spccific: age-groups.
1951 census does not provide the numb:r of students by ag
the comparisen would be between 1961 and 1973, The enrolm
ratio has increasc.d from 13.1 in 1961 t0:20.9 in 1973, hal
have shown b.ttoer progress than femalcs both in. urban and
arcas. The enrolment ratio for females has improved remark
in urban areas and rcmains very low in rural arvas. The L
pac. of Gevelopm.nt in cducation of females in urban areas
conjunction with a low progress in rural areas has rosulte

widening thc urban-rural differontials.in cducation.



Tablc 11 £iv.s the ¢nralmint rates by age and
sex for 1961 and 107 :nd reveals that most of the students

are lumped up in the 1C-14 age group which is normally the
age for com: leting prinary and middle level of education.
rhe percentage distribution of students by single years of
qge for 1971 is ive.. ia vabhl. ".anhich shows that the studen
ere minimum at age 5 and maxinmuw at the age of 70 and 11 ycar
The possible explanation for a lower proportion of students
in the 5-9 age group is the late enteries of the students

in schools and the are misreporting. of the children parti-
cularly in —ural areas. The eunrolment and percentage of
students have risen r.markably for ages 15 and above which
indicates a progress in higher education particularly in

case of fem:le students. For exawple, female percentage of

students ha.; risen from 3.5 in 1961 to ©.% in 197% in the

age group oi 20-24 years (Table 11).

The low enrclment ratios at cach age result in
large nen-schooling gar which is simply the difference
cetween the estimated ropulsation of an ame-group and the
numbers enrolled corresponding to thiat group. In order
to measure such gap, the c¢nrolment-population pyramid for
single ye.rs of age has been built up for the year 1973
(figure III). The figu. ~ showr clearly that the non-schocling
gap is quite large : at younger and higher agcs.
ihe snall base of the nyramid points to the fact that

very few children arc enrclled =zt the age of 5 and their



nuzber increnses grodually witlh age and reaches the
between 25¢s 10 and 12 both fox males and females, i
to the highest number =nd psrc <ntage of students in b
group of 10-14 yuors.

Urban-tural Dispariti-es among Studcnts

fable 12 gives the p«-rcentage distributior »

_ for |
students by age and sex in urban and rural arcasf 1t
that children cntcr schools much later and in smalle
in rural than in urban arcas. 3<etwecn the ages of 5-
only 11.9 percent of the total student attended sct

rural arcas against 26.6 pecrcent in urban areas i

and 12.5 pcrcent sgainst 32.8 wercent in 1973,

Gn the whol., studencs in urban arcas are
times greator than rural arcas aalmost at all age gro
1961 as well as in 1973, As would be expected, m¢
male differentials among student s arc more conspicuot
rural than in urban areas. The highest proportion of
is in thc 10-14 age group both im urban and rural are
closely followed by the 5-9 and -+then the 20-24 age gr
The nunoer of students is very small at ages 25 and
particularly in casc of rural fem-les in 1961. But in
about 1.1 percent of rural fen.les are students in th.

group ns compared to !'.6 percent of urban femnles.

le Disparitics among Students

Table 13 gives the numb .r of male-female stu



by different educ ~ticual levels and indicntes thnt female
studcnts ~re 2bout onu-third of m~le students in 19671 and
1973, females portici avion in schools has aprrecinbly in-
crcased at tae Itiddle, iatric, ~nd Intormediate lovel of
_ducation. at the priay lcvel, thore ~rre about 24 fomales
p.r 100 n2les in 1961 1s co:oparcd to about 33 in 1973. About
48 fepales s poercent of male stuents hove complited the
Intermediate level in 1973 as comparcd to 23 in 1961. The sanc
situation hns becen cbscived in case of literates where fomales
have shown 2. r.ciabl.: progress at the HMatriculation and
Intcrmediate level of educatica. “whe ongoing increase in

the particiyation of ifewales in education may ultimately
result in nacrowing tue £ ps vetween male-female literacy

and educaticuaal levels particuiarly in urban areas.
students oy Educational Levels Attained

Teble 14 gives the percentage distribution of
students by highest grade passad in urban and ~ural areas
for 1961 and 1973. ‘These figures reveal that there is an in-
crease in the nusber and percent:zges of students almost
at all levels of education but the biggezt increase is
at the lliddle and lL.atric level of education. Rural females
have sheown a big increase in enrolment at the Matriec and In-
ternedinte level of educationas 21.7 percent of total fecmales
students in 1973 are reported to have completed this level

against 0.8 percent in 1961. Urban female students also have
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shown a remarkable irrrovement at the primary snd middle
erades probably becauvse of the increase in the number of
primary snd secondary scheools in recent ye rs. The percer:
distributior of students by educatioansl levels completed
indicates that more than 50 percent of the students reach
up to the primary and middle level of education and very
few complete the college or university level of education,
But on the whole, the participati-n of femwales in educatin
has appreciably increascd in urban areas aimost at all
level of education. rhis means that the pace of develop-
ment in 1lit.racy of females is much higher in urban than
in rural ar:as. cor males, the situation is encouraging bc
in urban anl! rural areas, but the greater progress is obvi
ously in urban population.

The analysis dcne sc¢ far on school-attendance an
enrolment has been entirely based upon the census and surv
data. But therc are other sources of information also on
enrolment like tae coentral Sureau of Education in Pakistan
The informatien in the census or survey mar not agree with
the official records of the gvernment since the census fig
urss are based oca the reporting made by some head of the
househecld or cther individuals and include students attend:
various unrvcognized cducational institutions while the
Lducation liepartment cellects infermation on recistered
students. the disparity betwecn the figures on enrolment
in the two sets of intornasion rreeents a 1ajor preblem fo

rescarchers.



According to these data, the total numberof students
as reported by tic surcau cf Zducati-n are abeut 6.1 millicn
for thc y. .r 1972-73 as cowmparcd tc 6.% million in the HD
survey of 1973. These figures arc comparable to somo extent
but it. scems that the 1973 survey figurcs arce somewhat on
the higher side poarticularly at third lcevel of cducation which

includcs cclliege cducation.

Table 15 gives the enrolments by levels of education
as reported by Bureau of Educatin for three differcnt years of
1970-71, 1971-72 and 1972-73% in couparison with the 1973 kLl
gsurvey data. The table indicates that there is a discrepancy
between the two sets of infourmation almost at all levels of
educaticn. Bubt the figires at the primary lcvel of cducation
are pretty close in che vo. sources of infeimation. The number
of total primary studeats in 1972-73 is 4,442,779 ( Education
Burcau figures ) as comparcd to 4,424,531 in 197% ( HEL survey
figures ) which give a difference of about 18 thousand of
students. The discrcpency incrcasws at sccondary ( grades VI
tc X) and University level of cducationd But strangely enough
enrcloent at the third level of education in 1973 (HED survey)
is about three tires greater than the enrolment reported through
registered «fficial figures and remains as a puzzling question
te those interested in knewing the true situation. One reason
for this discrepancy c uld be attributed to-the misreporting

on the part of students as many studunts who had failed or had



left college without completing the grade might have repors.
themsclves as having passed that grade in the survey data, -
othir probable rcason could b: the difference in the age-
reporting of students in the-twe sets of figures, but 1t is
difficult to c¢xpluin were than fifty-pcrcont lag dus to
these tactor alonc. The statistics of the two sources still
necd to be r.oconciled for the appraisal ~f the real poesitio
of enrolment at different levels of education in Pakistan,
Educativnal Frrogressio

n further uscful analysis of data on enrolment
relates to educaticna’. progression which providcs a basis
for secing tc what extent population groups retain or contir
schooling. ©ch70l retention refers to the continuation of
persons enrolled in schools from one grade or level to
another. Dropping out of school can be viewed as an obvers
of school retention. .Unfortunately, data on enrolment in
censuses and surveys in Pakistan are very limited and relate
to a certain period or point in time, whereas measure of
school retention are cnhort measures and depend upon data
on two or more closelr spaced points in time. The UNESCO
Regional Office for Ecacation in Asia provides the most rec#
available statistical informavicn on education for different
years which makes it nossible to calculte the grade retenvit
rates in lakistan. /= 14 /. The data used in computing scho

retention rates are subject to certain linitations and must
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be used with caution so that the data for different time
periods are comparable and relute to the same cohort of
persons. The grade-retention rates are affected not only
v drop-outs but also by transfers from one school to
another, skipping or repeating of grades and some deaths.
However, the distrubinsg influeunce of school transfers and
grade repetition does not affcct naticnal statistics on

enrolment / 9 /.

Table 16 shows the annual distribution of enrolment
by each grade for rakistan and some countries in =sia. On

the basis of this information, grade retention rates are

6
estimated up to Matri:ulation level in Table %a .(rade-
TE"g
retention rates may be expressed as j £ / 9 7, where
Tt

= enrolment in grade g at time t,

= enrolment in grade g+1 at time t+1.

Tible Ba indicates that less than one-fourth of
the students reach the secondary level of education (grade
V to X ) in Pakistan. 'The situation is worse in Bangladesh

and Thailand but better off in some other Asis» ccuntries.

The retention ratios presentzd in table 162 are calculated

by the "apoarent coiort method", since the true cohort
method requires very detailed and claborate data which are
not available for Pakistan. “he method used in this study

is an approximation since enrolwcnt in grade I in a given
years is followed u, from yeur to year. €.8., enrolmenp in
grade I(1950); grade II(1961) grade III (1962) ;grade IV(1963%)
and so on. For recference, see shryock and seigel —--- and
UNESCO. iducation in the sasian Region. vecond statistical
supplement Banglkok, 1973.
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The dropout rates scori to be morc steep at the primary level
of cducation (I-7) in Pakistuan as well as for Jangladesh ang
India. Ins itc of all limitations and shortcowmings of the
cnrolment stutistics, these figures roughly indicate the
cxtent to which persons in our school system in one year
progress to a higher grade in a later year and scrve to high-
light ono of the central problems of c¢ducation development ip
Takistan in terms of educational wastage through dropping out

of students in initial years of schooling.

Summary and Comnclusions

An overall analysis of the progress of education
in T'akistan since 1951 suggests that the country still ranks
very low amoag the literatc n.cions of the world and the
quantity of cducation has bcen inadequate in relation to the
gprowth of total popul«tion. aAccording to the recent estimates
of literates in 197%, about onc-fourth of the population (10
and over ) has been reported as literatc leaving behind 75 per
cent as illiterates. lorcover, a large number of children do
not have 1 thorough educational cxposure as the enrolment rati
arc low accompanied by large non-schooling gaps. There is also
7 widespread proference for gencral and ~codcemic types of
education, unsuited to the rcquiremcnts of modern science and

technology. The uneven distribution of educational facilities

and opportunities in ciffercnt regions of the country has TI¢

sulted in large urban-rural imbalances. Similar disparities



are found by sex 3130 probibly b.ocause of the negative atti-
tudcs prevailint touwz2rds the educ~tion of girls and women.
camily respoisitilitics, social taboos, lack'of cducational

opportunities have resulted in discrisination against them.

Out of thoe totnl fomule population of 19.2 million
(10 and over ) in 1973, only 2.6 willion hwe bewn reported
as literatcs, being 1jﬂ4 percent of fomile population. As
comparced to that, about 9 million males cross the bar of ill-
iteracy out of thc tot:l male jpornulation of 23.2 million (10
and over ) giving a percontage of 37.8 in 1973%. Though the
literacy rates have becn increasing gradually sinc: 1951,the
real development in literacy has not kept pace with the rapid
population growth as the absolute number of illiterates con-

tinucs to increase in total population.

Males have shown a better progress than female in
the overall literacy levels particularly in rural areas where
the percentage of male literacy increased from 19.8 in 1961
to 30.2 in 1973. On tke contrary, female literacy level rose
from %.6 percent in 1¢61 to 6.0 percent for po;ulation 10 and
over, a gain of only .4 percentage points. The urban literacy
levels are higher than rural levels both for meles and females.
For males the urban literacy ratio increased from 46.8 percent
in 1961 to 57.3 percent in 197% and for females the increase
was almost oi the same magnitude being 2%.3 percent in 1961 to
32.5 percent in 1973. fhis can be attributed to better educa-

ted opportunities available in urban areas.



One finds s;milar widespread disparities among

males and f.males in the attainment of different educational

levels in urban and rural areas. Less than 5 percent of

the total literates reach the level of higher or university

education. ~bout H0 to 55 percent of the total literates

complete only the primary and middle level of education. Cne

thing whiclh needs o be noticed in the educational progress
of the country is the high percentage of female literates who
have completed the iiatric and Intermediate level of education
in 197%. Cut of the total fenale literates, only 9.3 percent
had attained this level in 1961 and this percentage rose to
"22.1 in 1973 which is very close to the percentage of males
being 23.2 percent. .ven at the 'Degree and above level'
females have shown a notatle nrogress as the percentage rose
from 1.3 in 1961 to 3.2 in 1973%. But the proportion of female
as percent of total population still remains negligible at
this level of education. The total educated females are
about one-fifth of the total educated males in 1961 and about
one-third in 1973. Tlale-female disparities are larger at
higher cducational levels as only 14 females in 1961 and 23
females in 1973 are educated per 100 males for "degree and

above " level.

The important features wiich e ‘erge from the age-

specific literacy and educational levels in J’akistan are :

(a) a smaller number ¢f literates as well as students in the
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5-8 age (rouv , (b) the aiguest liter<cy rates in the 10-14
age group becch o1 wnie: .nd ferales. ‘he-e are two basic
explanatior for v..is. rirst, the .late enteries of students
in schools :nd seccad, the hig) dro>-oat rate among children
in the initial years of schooling. “The data show that the
literacy and enrclment ratios are  maximum between the

age of 10 to 14 yvears and then decline yradually by age.

ihe distribution and the flow of students in the
educdtional system oI the country iandicate that only 1.7
million were enrolled as students in 1951. In 1961, only
2.2 million were enur erated as students as compared to 6.0
million in 1973. The general enrolment ratio which is simply
the percentsge or fra:tion ootained by dividing the total en-
rolment in & povrulation by the corresponding school school-
age population (age ©-24 for yalkistan ) comes to 13.1 in 1967
as compsred to 20.9 in 1973, Though the number and percentage
of students have increased with time, the question nevertheless
remains : why is the gross number of illiterates increasing

and the magnitude of the non-schooling gap remaining high ?

The real progress in education would be in terms of the en-
rolment ratic rising and the non-schooling gap falling pro-
vided that tihere are low rates of drop-outs, repeaters and
regular enteries in schools. With low enrolment ratios and
high rate of drop-out in Fakistan, the rate of school-age

population growth exerts a :ressure on facilities with which

the educational system can easily cr efficiently cope.



The distributior of students in urban-rural areas
again indicates large discrepancies as the urban students are
two to three times graater than rural ones almost at all ages

in 1961 as well as 1973%. Dducational attainment levels of

students can also Le viewed as an important element in the

determinaticn and ac. ievement of the socio-economic status

of the country as stezdy cmploymect, occupational status and
hish income seem to be associated with high levels of school-
ing completed. Unforturately, the proportion of students at
"degree and 4bove " level of education is still very low in
Pakistan. . The estimates oI 197% data show that 3.7 percent
of males and only 1.9 percent of females complete this level
of education out of tune total students -nd the percentage
comes to 0.9 for males and 0.3 for females for total popula-
tion. lLiore than 50 percent of the stulents complete only the
primary level of education. The situation seems to be improving
with time but the education statistics still indicate low en-
rolment ratios and large non-schooling gaps particularly at

younger and higher ages.

The last section of the paper draws a comparison
between the enrolment figures provided by the Dureau of edu-
cation and those by the HID survey of 197%. These figures are
not absolutely comparable particularly at the third level of
education. Further comparisons between the two sources are
limited because the Bureau of Xducction provides data by levels

only and not by age. Annual enrolment on grades indicate high



wastage rate and premature leavers from schools. For. example,
about 24 stuuents reach the i:atriculation level of educabtion
out of every 100 stua. nts and about 50 percent of students

arop-out up to the level of primary education.

Given these ceuditions, vhe problems confronting
schooling and education are three fold: (1) the educational
facilities nced to be expenaed to cope with the increasing
number of ne pupils requiring admission; (2) efforts recuired
to remedy wastage and prematurc leaving from schools; and
(3) the pace of population increase is higher than the rate
of increase "n literacy resulting in an increase in the abso-

lute number of illiterates.
Suggestions and rolicy Implications:

In view of thec preceding discussion on educational
progress in lakistan, efiforts must bec made to widen opportuni-
ties so that progrcssively large proportions of the population
become the recipients of programmes undertaken to improve human
resources and skills through education. But the policy ar-ument
that the expansion of educational facilities at all levels of
education puts a burden on an cconomy like Pakistan in the
carlier stages of development who can not offer schooling im-
partially to all categories of people in all regions and loca-
lities and at the same time obtain the maximum flow/osiills

at reasonable levels of costs. wceping in vicw the limited

resources of the country, efforts should bc madec to give a



certain minimum years of schooling to each child and to
prepare stucents for nractical activities by means of some
vocational education particularly in rural areas so that
the proportion of educated can be raised and of unskilled
graduates be reduced.

¥rom the point of view of national plans and.
their objectives for future development program:-ec, the
following broad consider-.tions emerge Lor the assessment
of educational needs and Tor the solution of the educational

problems in future:

{1) The need for a balanced develorment of
education at all levelg particularly at
the secondary and higher levels of educa-
tion for meeting man-ower requirements of

the country.

(2) The need for qualitative improvements in
educational standards in oraer to prevent
wastage at primary level which provides a

basis for higher education.

(3) The need for expandinc znd improving science
and technical education at the second or taird
level in line ivith the developing capacity
of the econory to utilize trained skills.

(4) The nced Tor proviling equal access to educabic?

fer all by emphasizing the development of



educational facilites in the less developed

regions of the country.

(5) the need for undertaking- adult literacy pro-
grames 1in rural are:is particulary for girls
and women In order to bridge the gaps between

n:le-female eud urban-rural literecy level.

Most of these /écuca .ional needs are retlected
in the obje:tives of the liew Iducation rolicy in rakistan
being annouunced in Nierch 1972, which covers the period
1972-80 /73 /. Th: objectives defined by t.is policy
for the fut .re develuprent of education are in line with
the changes needed in the education sSystem so that it
brings pror:r devele mwent in all field of education for
boys and gi-~ls as we.l as provides trained manpower re-
quired for Jlevelopment in varicus sectors of national
economy. However, some of the major objectives of the
policy have not achieved their targets because of inade-
quate resources. as a result, regional imbalances have
persisted in educstional structure and distribution of
educational facilities. It is now proposed that attempts
will be made to cover some of the shert fall that has
occured in the initial vears of the implementation of the
education policy. The Fifth Ilan (1976-81) therefore,
proposes to give highest priority to primarv education which

tends to make a great impact on subsecuent levels of educati



The plan env .sajes an increase in enrclment at primary stege
irom 5.1 million in 1975-76 to 7.0 million in 1980-81 and at
the secondary stage fzow ~.5 willion to Z.3% million. It alco
i lans to nallocate 40 percent of its developmental expenditure
to vrimary edicotion as against 11 percent during ’1972-76/8:7,
In higher educutiocn the ¥ifth ilan aims at shifting enrolment
from arts to scilence znd technical education, improving the
quality of education and developing research work in Universiti
All such efforts way uwltimately result in reducing the cowpona
of illitcerates in tot~l population. #ut bsscd on the curr.nt
rate of development ir. litiracy, it would be unrealistic to
Phopeighes ¥os. UNNalitolisn 04 Powaty 2ducali,

expect an orsdication of illi't;r.fm;y)]b;v the year 1985 which wa

once of the selicat festures of the Education Felicy of 1972-80,



LIT=R.CY RATES ADJUSTED FOR DIFFiR-ypy DiFiNITIONS OF LIT-RACY

TABLE 1

IN CENSUSES OF PAKISTAN. 1951, 1961 -wp 1972

' ' —
t —r— D -
POr™Li TION ' I— : T
E i~~— 3 LITERATES ' TLLITERATES
" . : 5 : ' | . ——
Lons %bex 1951 : 1961 1 1972 % 1951 ; 1961 5 1972 3 1951 g 1961 f 1992
racy ' ! : PN Per | Per- | Per- | Per- ! ': o
|‘ ‘ ' ; umber cent ! Number ce;‘t ! Number cent | Number c:;;t ' Number Per- | Number
Lo ! ' L o ! 1 " cent
; | 5 s ' : ! 2
] , P R ! ! ! ! ' ' !
.ILNS BS 26792651, 32984654 | 53048396 15084559 18.9 ! 9307554 28.2 ' 21709072 81.1 23€97100 71.8 |
res M 0 - ' . | ' ) : T 0§
ve 3 M 145?2600 : 178£7526 ; 28668321 :3289760 22.6 1 5412094 30,31 111262900 77.4 1 1245543 6@.75
F 1 .0 : " ! ! ' . - !
220971 i 15117128 3 24380075 i1794799 14,7 :3895460 25.8; i 10446172 85.3 1 11221668 7h.2 1
. .z ' P ~l : [ 4 zn : L'L : : ' : E
1o o 267?3bi1 E Jzz_LCSM : 53042326 ;3507924 13.1 {5380308 16.3 1 23285707 86.9 | 27604346 83,7 1
\ges 5 I 14552660 | 17867526 ; 28668321 52463937 16.9 54260586 23.8 1 12088723 83.1 | 13606040 76.2
ve ) k) 122407071 E 15117128 ; 24380075 | 1043987 8.5 ! 1119722 7.43 : 11196984  91.5 513997406 9206:
: : : ‘. E E | i
TN 22717391 5 285179359 ; k2240310 330019765 13.2 ) 4878266 18.4 | 9318772 21.7 | 19710415 86.8 | 21634073 81.6 Ez35951»
rees 10 M 12396206 1 19k | 23351460 | 2110678 17.0 | 3883656 26.9 1 7014595 30.2 | 10285528 83,0 ! 10528285 73.1 ! 163065
ove ) F 10316185 ;12100998 f 19565450 ' 891298 8.6 ' 665210 8.2 224177 11.6 ) 9hoh887 91.L ' 11105708 91.8 517291'
E 1) The 1951 definiticn of literacy'included those as literates ''who could re'ad a clear prin‘rt in any language.' '

2)

3)

4)

5)

rce:

The 1961 4clinition of literacy classed tnose persons as literates

USED

understerding! ( wh~ information was obtained for population 5 and over )

The
The
The
ing
with

1972 definition of literacy

informei.on obtained for population 10 and above.

number of *otal educated persons in 1951 (those who have D

to the 7761 critericn of literacy because the 1951 census
2 stand n

The number of total 2ducated persons in 1951(for ages 10 and

¢1d wri .

able to read and writ:.

(i) Pakistan. Census Crganization. Census of Pakistan 1951. Vol.I p.77, (11) Pakistan. Census Organization. Census of Pokistan -

Vol. I. Chapter ', (iii)

twho were able to read a simple letter in any 1~

ngucgie with

included those as literates ''who were abl: to read and write in some language with und.rstundin
zuag

Pakistan. Census Organization. lanual of Instructions for Housing, iconomic and Demogravhic .urvey

assed at least trade I at schools) are taken as total literates 2c¢
does not provide scparate information for those who are able

above) are compared with the literates of 1972 and arc assumed to ¥

-



TABLE 2

LITERACY PLRCEITAGE BY EY (Fu- PCFULATICN
. OVER ) 0k URBAL-RUR.1 ARFAS IN
PAKISTAN 1961, 1968-69, 1974-72, 1973 AND

1974-75.
I ' : . I
] 1 [} ]
! 1968-69 : 1971-72 ! ' ' 1974-75
1961 ' P < ! e ' 1973 I :
Area . e i (Labour Force | ( Labour Force ! /1 ' ory” ' (Labour Force
(Lenes) ! burvey ) ! Survey ) ! (Census) : ( HED Survey) ; Lurvey)
1 ) ] ) L
] t ] v 1
b ¢ R ‘ 1 , ~— —
33 | i YOS M ¥ , BS M F v BS M F y BS 1M )G E B3 M I
Total 18.4 27,00 3.2 21.5 33.2 2%.5 3%5.7 9.9 21.7 30.2 11.6 26.7 37.8 13.4 26.6 38.3 13%3.1

Rural 12.2 1€.8 3,0 %.9 25.6 3,2 16.6 28.3 3.8 14.3 22.6 4.7 19.2 30.2 6,0 17.5 28.9 4.6
Urban 56.7 46.86 23.3% 10.9 54.8 24.9 44,9 58,3 29.3 41,5 49.9 30.9 46.1 57.3 32.5 47.7 60.1 33.4

Source: 1) Pak¥issan Census organization. Gensus of Pakistan 1981, Vol.I.
ii) Unovublished 1972 Census data. Table No. 7.
1ii) Unpuhlished HiD survey dsta 197%. Table No. %
iv) Ltatistics Division. Lahcur Force ourvey : 1968-69, 1971-72 and

1974-75.




TABLE

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF EDUGATED PERSONS
( 10 and ABOVE) BY EDUCATIONAL LEVELS IN PAKISTAN,1951.196% AND 1973

Level of X 1
Bducation Below Primary Primary and Hiddle Matric and Intermediate Degree and above [ Tota11(Forma1 Literates)
1 ¥ Number Perceat Yercent  Number Percent Percent y Number Percent Percent y Number Percent Percent I Number Percent Percent
Year . Sex of of of of of of of of of of of of of of of
X gLiterates Popule~ Litera~ y Litera~ Popula- Litera-yLitera- Popula-Litera- yLitera- Popula-Litera= Litera-Popula- Litcra
tiou tes X ates tion tes i tes tion tes i tes tion tes { tes tion tes
1951° BS 911905 4.0 30.4 1792719 7.8 59.7 238616 1.2 7.9 58736 0.3 2.0 3001976 €3.2 100
M Los692 k.o 23.5 1361429 10.9 64 5 201091 1.6 9.5 52466 0.4 2.5 2110678 17.3 100
F L6212 k.o Le 7 431290 4.2 48.4 37525 0.4 4.2 6270 0.1 0.7 891298 8.6 100
1961 BS 1353892 5.1 313 230k499 8.7 53.3 584181 2.2 13.5 78324 0.3 1.8 k320896 1€.3 100
M 1067649 7.4 30.1 1894560 13.1 53.5 513k 3.5 bk 68520 0.5 1.9 3542163 24,6 100
F 286243 2.l 36.7 409939 3.4 52.6 72747 0.6 9.3 980k 0.1 1.3 778733 6.4 100
1973 BS 2111107 5.0 18.0 6044820 4.3 5h.2 2564658 6.1 22.9 421907 0.1 3.8 11142492 26.3 100
M 1518150 3.9 18.¢ k704733 20,3 54,3 2015951 8.7  23.2 3b2254 1.5 3.9 8661088 37.3 100
F 512957 2.7 20.7 13440087 7.0 53.9 548707 2.9  22.1 79653 0.1 3.2 248140k 12,9 100
1. Literstes ir oriencial education are excluded from total formal litcrates due to their insignificant number. Orientals
incluae pcosons who have passed the higher standards in theology or/and oriental languages.
2e The figur~s for 'iLeolow Primsry' level in 1951 should be read with cautin because this number has been obtained by taking

the difference botween the total educated and those who have completed primary and above, as the 1951 census does not
provide informetion for the Below Primary ' level of education. The number of total cducated in 1951 ( for population
10 and over) is 3,30,1976 ( as reported in 1961 census, Vol I . Table 29: P, IV-89 ), whilec those with primary and above
are 209001. The diffcrence between the two 18 taken as literates at !Below Primary' level.



TABLE

NUMERICAL AND PERCENTAGE DISTRIBUTION OF EDUCATED PERSONS
( 10 and ABOVE) BY EDUCATIONiL LEVELS IN PAKISTAN,1951,1961 AND 1973

Level of X i i
Education Below Primary Primary and Middle 3 Matric and Intermediate Degree and above [ Total'(Formal Literatcs)
} 4
i X Number Perceant Percent y Number Percent Percent y Number Percent Percent iNumber Percent Percent § Number Percent Percent
Year ISex of of of of of of of of of of of of § of of of
i iterates Pooule- Litera- y Litera- Popula- Litera- y Litera- Popula-litera- r Litera- Popula-Litera- v Litera-Popula- Litera
tiou tes X ates tion tes 1 tes tion tes « tes tion tes y tes tion tes
1951° BS 911905 4,0 30.4 1792719 7.8 59.7 238616 1.2 7.9 58736 0.3 2.0 3001976 €3.2 100
M k95692 4.0 23.5 1361429 10.9 645 201091 1.6 9.5 52466 O.k 2.5 2110678 17.3 100
F o k16212 k.0 h6.7 k31290 4.2 48.L 37525 0.4 b2 6270 0.1 0.7 891298 8.6 100
1961  BS 1353892 5.1 31.3 230khgo 8.7 533 584181 2.2 13.5 78324 0.3 1.8 4220896 16.3 100
M 1067649 7.4 30.1 1894560 13.1 53.5 5143k 3.5 thh 68520 0.5 1.9 3542163 24.6 100
F 286243 2.kt 36.7 Lo9939 3.k 52.6 72747 0.6 9.3 980k 0.1 1.3 778733 6.4 100
1973 BS 2111107 5.0 18.¢ 6044820 1h,.3 5he2 2564658 6.1 9 L21907 0.1 3.8 11142492 26.3 100
M 1518150 5.9 18.¢ 4704733 20.3 54,3 2015951 8.7 23.2 325k 1.5 3.9 8661088 37.3 100
F 512957 2.7 20.7 13440087 7.0 53.9 548707 2.9 22.1 79653 0.1 3.2 248140k 12,9 100

1. Literstes in oriencial education are excluded from total formal literates due to their insignificant number. Orientals
include pcosons who have passed the higher standards in theology or/and oriental languages.

2. The figurrs for ‘':elow Primary' level in 1951 should be read with caltin because this number has been obtained by taking
the difference botween the total educated and those who have cospleted primary angd above, as the 1951 census docs not
provide informetion for the Below Primary ' level of education. ¥AC Number of total cducated in 1951 ( for population
10 and over) is 3,X0,1976 ( as reported in 1961 census, Vol I . T3b1°'29: P, IV-89 ), while those with primary and above
are 209001. The difference between the two i8 taken as literates at !Below Primary' leovel.



TABLE 5

TUMBeR oF TUWTRICULATLS, GuaDUAL L 'Ly FOot GRADUL DS
0D PEEIR PoromrnGr ILOAESE #(R PAFINTAN 1IN 1051,
1961 N£D 1973,

' ILLRTUTLA, GRADUATES
Fercentage
Increase

t {

Fercentage

uruer
Increase

Percentage
Increase

Mumber Fumber

1C77

-—— e

4951-64§ 1961-73 1951 ! 1961} 1973

P T

Cim et e ——

1951-6111961-77 1951 11961 § 1973 1951-61 11961-73

e e N

e — .-

B RS S
e e e e e -
.
- et s

==

1951 | 1961

Bo 238616 431841 1722009 101.9  259.5 44307 54000 326026 21.9  S504.9 14429 24324 95281  68.6  291.1
b 201091 424542 1400627 111.1 231.9 39480 46945 265512 18,9  465.6 12986 21575 76742 66.1  255.7
F 37525 57269 323162 52.6  464.3 4827 7055 61114 46,9  766.3 w45 2749 18539 90.5 S74.4

sources
i) Z=nsus of Pakistan, 1951, Vol. I
ii) ocensus of Pakistan, 1961, Vol. I

iii) Ur )ublished HED burvey data. Table lo. 3



Educational Levels

LILIRIBUTICH OF EDUCAT

; _ ED Falllo (10 AFD OVER ) BY EDUCGATICNAL
LoVEL ATTAINED 4NL FEMaLb. A5 PLASINT oF 1ALD LIPLRLIES TN

PaXILTAN.

et em s

TABL

1961 EAD 1973,

-t = - - - -

Comple-ted I\Tumber of Literates Female as

Male Female i Peﬁ:igt of
Total Literates 32883656 995210 25.6
Without formesl atbainuants 320592 216279 63.7
Below Frirary (I=IV) 1067649 286243 26.8
Primary (V-V1.) 1209739 277709 23.0
fiddle (VIII-II) 684821 132230 19.3
Matric (&) 424549 57269 12.5
Intermciiate (LI-LII1) 86892 15478 17.8
Degree 46945 7055 15.0
H. Degreec 21575 2749 12.7
Orientals 1901 198 10.4

.ourc? Laee Table 5

for females. ZJor Irimary levels, this number is 18801 for males and 6764 for females.

1973

Jurber of Literates
Male Female
8766119 2560437
95107 76590
1598150 512957
3033966 891680
1670767 448407
1415268 322014
600683 224793
265512 61114
76742 18539
g924 2443

'

'

'

t

|

)

'
L

i'emale as

Percent

of

Males -

3]

9.2
C.5
321
29.4
26.8
22.9
574
23.0
24,2
20,6

8¢}

N

Tue wunler of educated persons for the Below Primary and Primary level in 1961 is
given four persnis sged 10 years and above to make these figures comparable to 1973. Those whe have
attained these levels in the 5«0 age groun are excluded from the total. In 1961, number of persons
who have attained the Below Primary grades in the age group of 5-9 isg 348,027 for males and 109,465



TABLE

TTUMBER AND PERCENTAGES (F LITERATL, BY AGE AND SEX
AT DIFPIRENT EDUCLAIONAL LEVeLb I LAKISTWN 1973,
:a o -1 S S e ' ' . o
= “ﬁ%véfga ! Below rimraxny i Praimary znd Middle |lMatric and Intermediate Degrce and apove ' 211l levels
-1 - 1 S e mmmm e cmmm an e S v bV
' ' ' ' ! ! ' ' ! ' T o
;'Number:PercendPelcenﬁ Number Percent¥ercent, :Pummnﬂbrcent:NumbcﬁPercenﬂPcrccngNumberapercbnt Do
' of ; of cf , of | of ! of | v of L of } of ! of ! of , of U of 1 CT
AgC WX LiterajPopul Nitora,; Litera Popula lLiter ' :Popﬂaﬂitera!IdteraPopula!Litera;;itera 1opula: oL
1 tes. tior. Geco ! tes. Ition, lates. | y tion. ltes. ites. tion. ites. !tes. :tion. v I
o ' | ! ! pat
10-14 BS 1343476 16.7 42,6 1747498 21.7  55.7 46671 0.5 1.5 - - - 2137645 39,0 an
M 981509 21.7 42.¢ 1271%26 28.%3 55.6 %2191 0.7 1.4 - - - 2285026 50°9 1«
) 26157 0.2  42.4 406172 3.4 55.8 14480 0.5 1.7 - - - 852619 24.0 .
15-19 DBS 207951 3.8 9.6 1331262 24.2 62.6 573965 10.4 27.0 13199° 0.2 0.6 2126%77 38.6 &
1511608 5.0 7.+ 1004425 32.2 47.2 417109 13.4 19.6 6978 0.2 0.3 1582210 50.8 d
n 53253 ... 9.8 326857 13.7 60.1 156856 6.6 28.9 6221 0.3 1.1 543167 22.7 1
20-24 YO 112876 2.6 7.9 651099 15.0  45.9 550261 12.7 38.7 104558 2.4 7.4 1418794 32,7 1
M 87260 5.7 €.0 509123 21.8 46.5 425319 18.7 38.9 71798 3.1 5.6 1093500 47,0 1
1 25616 1.3 7.9 141976 7.1 43,6 144042 .2 384 %2760 1.6 10.1 225204 16,2 1
LR y 446804+ 1.6 1.0 2314961 9.4  51.8 1393761 5.6 31.2 304150 1.2 6.8 4459676 18.2 ]
M 374637 "0 10,1 1919859 4.5 5.8 1141332 8.6 30.8 263478 2.0 7.0 369935z 27.9 i
F 72121 0.0 €.5 395102 3.5 51.9 252429 2.5 33.1 40672 0.4 5.% 760%24 6.8 71
All BS 211110Y 5.0 1€.9 0044820 14.3  54.3 2564658 6.1 23.0 421907 1.0 3.8 11142492 26.3 1
Ages M 1598150 ©.9 1€ .4 4704733 20.3 54,3 2015951 8.7 23.3 3up254 1,5 4.0 8651088 37.4 |
(10+) 512957 2.7  2(.7 1340087 7.0 54.0 548707 2.9 22.1 79653 0.4 3.2 2481404 13,0 1
& A11 levels axcludes the litcrates of oriental educaticn du€ T0 their smaller number.

ilatriculetes only.

¢ Jegree holdcrs oalj.

Sourcs: Tirpublishec HED survey data. fable 3
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227226
206736

All Levels

Matriculates orly.
vegrce in general education.

TaBLE 8a
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2210251
1687926
522315

2261737
3678187
1683550

% of'Y.
popul 1
- la- ers
tion.!

60.4
68.4
51.0
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TABLE

NUMBER AND PERCENTAGE CF LI i isTi5 BY AGE A¥D GhX
AT DIN.ZRENT EDUCATICNAL LIVIIC T DUGAL anTAS
PATTISTAN, 1973,

Educational Bel . . o ) . bt . !
Levels e.ow rrimary :' Irimary and liiddle i’atric and Intermediatte  Degree ana above 41l Tevels
.‘ ﬁ-lﬁumber.; Perg enﬂ;}'crcenti Number EPcrcent:‘"erci‘:enu Num?er i:ercjenL:Pcrcenﬂ' Numbcr; PercorlﬁI~\.J_"«3<;rn‘4’r l*IumbeI?Per !
Apge Bex of ' of . of ; L of . 0 v 9 o of o of , of i of J of | of lcent
: Literai N ,._.ula-;; ira :rt_)pula—:bltera 1 Litira :1 qula.' Literd Litera)Popula Litcra ! Litcerdof ?
te. tiion. :'teso ! tes. 'tion. !tes. . tes :tlon. : tes. | tes. ition. ‘tes, ' tes. "’5%2843
10-"14 Bo 808580 1%.22  47.1 885286 15.6  51.6 20%68° 0.4 1.2 1714239 30.1
M 655764 20,4 Ch.4 741212 23,1 52.4 16640 0.5 1.2 141%616- .0
i 152821 6.2 5.8 144074 5.8  47.9 3728 0.2 1.2 400623 f»“_)‘:;,
15-1C o 125152 59 M3 766769 20.71 o©f.2 212717 5.6 19.2 2589 C.1 U.2 1107722
M 102890 4.7 10,9 646822 29.6  68.7 189742 8.7 20.1 2110 0.1 0.2 91.:-’/1562 z%cg
w 22262 1,4 19.4 119947 7.4 72.3 22975 1.4 13,9 479 0.2 165663 10.p
20 -24 W 65065 A ¢.2 587082 12.6 Sk.D 238562 7.9 33.6 19155 0.6 ) S098GL 0% &
M 556387 3.5 G0 326610 21.1  BA.e 206651 129 33.5 19362 1. - éqf)‘%g’g 552
93285 0.7 0.0 50472 3.6 53.8 31911 2. 3.0 1793 0.1 1.9 93559 6.6
25 + RN R2UAR7LP 1.4 1.0 1314937 7.3 58.3 632021 3.5 28,0 54124 0.3 2.4 224942 1
M 226588 1M.2 1202419 12.4 59,8 530920 5.0 25.4 51489 0.5 2.6 26;2412 9(2)2
) 21755 C.? 9.1 112518 1.4 47.% 101101 L2 42.5 2635 1.9 238009 2.9
all Bo 124 72145 o1 21.6 3354074 11.0 58.0 110%668 3.6 19.1 75868 0.2 1.3 578075 18
Liges M 1040C24 . 6.2 29 -9 2927063 17.5 58.7 94395+ 5.6 18.9 70951 0.4 1.4 498290’51 29 2
(10+) ) 206221 1.5 25, 427011 3.1 53.5 159715 1.2 20.0 4907 0.6 797854 5.8
a. .1l levels excludes'oriental educution!

b. Ulatriculutes only.
c. wegrce in gencral education.

wourcce: Unpublished HED survey data. Table 3.
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Adl
AgCS
( 10+)
=9
10-14
15-12
20-24

25 +

Number
of

Students fatico

2225081

982300
888529
324002
19998
10162

DSource:

ENROLMLNT LaTICS BY 4G

TABLE

/I

IN FAXISTAN, 1961 ..7D 1973,

. GROUT 1L LEX

T Jia

—— o t—

1
§

1961 i 1973
Enrol | Number fnrol 5 Number tnrol | Number Enrol E Fumber Enrolf
ment cf ment ' of ment , of ment | of ment
1 i-tudoents Ratio i Students Ratio | Ltudents Ratio ! otudents Ratio !
_ i i
Sal ' Male Female l Total ! Male
6.7 1650- 46 10.6 566635 2.7 6314893 12.1 4617987 16.3%
17.2 ©91011 20.0 291289 9.7 1746475 17.9 1202771 23,3
2h.c e74410 32.2 214119 12.5 2781575  34.6 2054820 45.8
9.2 267%22 140 55170 3.5 ‘990131 18.0 T66818 DU
0.6 16432 1.0 3566 0.2 26928% 6.2 202329 8.7
0.1 8671 0.1 1491 0.02 527429 2.2 391249 2.9
i) Fakictan Census organization. Census of Pakistan 19%7. Vol. I. Table 22
ii) Unovolished HiD BSurvey data, 197%. Table 5

Humber Enrol
of ment
«»tudents Ratio

Female
1696906
543704 11 8
726755 20.4
223313 9.3
66954 5.5
136180 1.2




S CLM T

TABLL
R:NICS BY AGE GLOUP 1D

12

EYOIN

Lumber

E 19
5 Numbcr  &nrol ! Humber
A e of ! Wit E :.Oﬁ

‘ : Students ZRatio :;mewnts

[, | A — 1

! Dotal i Male
LI1 Lges 1209827 L0 980293
(5+)

5-9 5974€5  11.9 452355
10-14 4692135  16.&  400H48
15-19 138142 c. 1%1803
PO-24 Gl 2949
o1 1%E0 . 417483
?gi>hges 1015244 12.5 669153

5-9 284875 256.5 238656
10-14 419216 F.4 274062
15-19 185950  12.4 136029
20-24 16845 1.9 13487%
25+ 8298 0.2 6923

source: —

oNre
of ment
Htudents Rati
emale
584416 4k
1941.94.2 5.8
2946717 Yo b
4.3192 2.6
22082 1.6
89589 1.1
1112490 16.9
348762 28.4
4o2144 45.5
180121 2%.7
L4gnp 7.6
46591 1.6

URBAN-RURAL AREAS OF Fi.IST.l, 1961 .ID 1973,
61 1973
wnrol | Humber ~nrol  Liumber wnrol ! Number snrol
ment of ment of nent : of mant
Ratio Students tatio | Ltudents Ratio, Students TRatio

Yenmale E Total ! Male
RURAL nli.'_u_u
7.4 220544 1.9 2264048 8.7 2679632 1%,1
16.8 145110 6.2 001343  12.5 206401 18.6
25.8 658865 5.5 148%270 26.1 1248659 38,8

9.6 6245 0.5 445399 11,7 402207 18 .4

2.5 204 0.1 107465 3.6 85387 .3

0.0% 116 - T 326571 1.8 236982 2 oLk

URBaI AiRkad
14.6 246091 9.8 3050845  21.1 1938355 24..6
21,2 146179 21.4 845132  32.8 496370 36 .8
50.0 145254 29,2 1298305 55,1 8061671 63,2
25,4 49921 11.8 544752 32,2 264611 39.1
2.6 3362 0.9 161818 12,2 116946 16.0
0.3 1375 0.1 2008583 3.1 154267 4.,%
. ; - . _ .

i) Jensus of Pakistan 1961, Vol. I. Table

ii) Ur published HLD survey data 197%. Table 5



T.BLE 12 a

FHROLIMSNT RoaTTOS BY SEX D ST oIl YE mo OF #GE IN

URBAR =i URAL sAReiS i taslosa. 159 3
! TORAL ' RURAL } URBa
10th Soxes Male i'emale E Roth Lexes Male Jerale! Both Sexes Male  Iemale

Jl?52§cs 1% .1 16.3 7.4 8.7 13,7 21.1 4.7 16.9
covoaTs 7 7.7 4.2 3.3 4.8 1.8 12,71 12,7 10.
é Vi /;205 ’]508 8,9 8.0 1.6 4,1 2u.8 p?o? 2c .Z
'/ ! 0.0 25.8 1%.6 1%.8 0.1 6.8 27.5 41,6 %0, 7
Lo 526 1.7 4.3 7.2 25.8 7t 42 .1 47.9 35,7
\ n z1,2 40.3 20.1 £2.8 33.7 10.2 55.5 SO 46.2
’ " 2z 1 aly i 20.9 25.8 37.5 10.6 55.8 SR 46.9
11 Y 5% 51.8 24,9 29.3% 4. .1 11.9 59.9 Y0 51.0
/]2 1" 53°9 4:)05 /1806 260/] /9'0 8°7 5405 620['[ 4‘5.9
1% n ZE.7 45,2 22.2 27.0 Ll 9.6 57.0 RPN 46,7
al n 21,7 42,6 17.9 23.7 6.5 7.0 49.7 58.5 40.1
1% 1 21.9 2G4 1.6 5.1 ?3-_7.’ A4 98,4 45,5 A0..4
16 ! 2C.8 G .6 4.0 rec 2ou 5.4 56.7 Nz 29137
= " 50.6 27.9 11.5 10.8 19.7 2.7 35./! 027 26.7
18 1%.3 15.2 6.3 8.% 12.9 2.0 B 3147 16.5
19 " 1%.7 18.7 6ol 6.l 1.7 1.0 24.6 50.9 164
29 " 6.1 &.8 2.9 3.2 5.3 0.8 1%.7 18.4 9.4
51 T 10.5 1% .4 5.8 ALA 8.6_ 4.2 17.% 21.0 11.9
o)) " 506 705 505 5.5 I'l'-b /109 10.6 /1509 6.4
2% " 6.1 8.4 3,04 3.9 2.5 2.0 10.8 14.0 6.6
54 " n.8 7.0 2.3 3.7 2.0 1.3 8.2 1.1 4.7
25+ 2.2 2.9 1.2 1.8 2.4 1.7 % 4,3 1.6

Unpublished HiD Gurvey data 197%, Table D.
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1961

Number of vtudents

Male

1658446

1072607

263745

D6LLL

108801

2660

6895
1997
97

- See Table
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Female
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SPUDENTS BY £ulla IO L T_VELS WD PubeLag

1961, AND 1973,

iunboer of Students

Liale

4617987
2079€79

1122099

549866

+53021

361152

€9906
22305
4219

1973
'
_ f females ag
Femzle | Pcrcent of
1 males,
1696906 26.7
£57030 41.2
365523 52.6
167414 0.
109995 25.4
172346 477.7
18177 26.0
5263 24,0
1058 25.1
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1861 ATD 1973,

TABLE

DT T

PERCENTAGE DISTRISUIICW Cu LTULIUL ui GULLS BY HIGHESGT

1961

14

¥

L.

i 1973

' HEEK : * URBAL ! : ™ ot o

%—_ RURAL ; URBAL }7 TOT~L : RURAL E URBA o

1Y% of % of % of % of '%of % of ,% of % of 596 of % of

i Toprula &tud ; Fopula otud | TFopula 35tud | Popula otu- | Fopula  otu-

i tion. ents. E tior. ents z tion. ents | tion. dents | tion. dents.
1.8 53.71 2.8 22.4 - -~ - -
2.4 31.7 %0 20.5 - - - -
1.3 67.2 2.5 26.0 - - - - - -
1.8 %6.3 4.6 5.9  E.6 46.5 4.3 46.5 9.1 3.0
2.9 38.9 5e2 35.6 7.3 45,0 6.3 48.4 10.0 40,4
0.5 2L .6 5.9 29.4 3.6 49.8 1.9 56.1 8.0 a5
1.0 21.5 3L 28.2  A.2 4.9 2.9 3% 4 7.7 6.6
1.8 24,6 4,% 29.4 5.9 36.2 4.7 35.8 9.l 20.8
0.1 7.4 2.5 25.9 2.2 3.t 0.8 224 6.1 56.2
0.2 4.0 1.4 1.5 2.0 16.7 1.4 16.0 %07 173
0.3 4.7 1.9 13,3 2.7 6.7 1.9 4.9 4,7 19.1
0.0 0.5 U8 8.1 1.2 16.6 0.7 21.1 2otr a3
0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 1.8 0.1 0.7 0.6 5.0
0.1 0.1 0.2 1.1 0.5 2.0 0.1 0.8 0.9 %7
0.0 0.1 0.1 0.6 0.1 1.4 0.1 0.% 0.3 1.9
4.9 100 12.5 100 12.1 100 8.7 100 21.1 100
7l 100  14.6 100 16.? 100 1%, 100 4.7 100
1.9 100 9.8 100 7.7 00 3.4 100 16.9 100

Noie:-1) Uric itals are excluded from total students becalSe of their negligible number.

.

12.

i) The 1977 data do not provide the number with 'HOt passed any grade' while the
121 cersus gives such enrolment.
source:-nee Table
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Y LEVELS OF LDUCATION 4ND FEMOLS b TRRCLMT OF TCTAL STUDINTG

Table 15

IF PLKIOTAN, 1970-71, 1971-72, 1972-73(_DUC.TICY THE.U) ..ND 1973(HED Survey)

Level of Lducation

1070-71 (Liducation Bureau)

1971-72 (Lducation Burcau)

1972-73 (Education Bureau)

1973 (HuD Survey)

£s F %F BS F %F BS F o BS T
Ist Level
(Primary; I-V) 3,992,721 1,058,618 27 4,115,470 1,113,588 27 = 4,khk2,779 1,214,403 27 bo42k 531 1,270,553 2
2nd Level
(5econdary; IV-X 1,325, +21 258,123 19 1,382,248 280,580 20 1,004,310 269,929 19 1,232,198 276,788 2«
3rd Level
(Intermediats aund
Degree) 196,367 ho,5h2 25 183,907 48,354 26 200,000 50,000 25 596,247 186 nol 3,
University la2vel ]
(Higher deprac) 57,280 9,150 15 58,479 9,743 17 59,896 9,896 17 56,340 ¢,513% 1y
DCTnl £,571,289 1,375,433 25 5,740,104 1,452,265 25 6,116,985 1,544,282 25 6,309,616 1,695,848 2/

C
k3
b
N

2)

30UnCL: 1)
2)

2nd level .ircludcs high schools and secondary vocational institutions; university level includes degrce

obtaincd in professional colleges also.

The 1973 YuD 3urvey figurcs exclude studénts in oriental education.

Tmpublisihed nwbD furvey data, 1973.

Table No.5.

Furcav of sducational Flanning, Fakistan Dducation Statistics, 1947-48 - 1972-73,



Tl 16

ANFILL EMDOLELHT Y otou £LIVE u e, IN FLATOTAN AVD SONE
ASIEN COUNT.ILS, 1960-69.

Graie g I I1 111 v v VI VII VITI % .
Jountry g. 19EC 1961 1962 1963 1064 1965 1966 1967 1968 196
Both Lexes
i-kistan 657705 510661  429%56 387517 566924 ~80075 252300 225597 1584320 157
Baneladesh 179 4:K0Z 1 73668% 468805 462031 437979 237978 209346 230512 195097 190",
indin 13501207 8121148 6718602 5754632 4064247 4196176 3643344 - -
Iran 319428 2123318 295557 256553 23779¢ 224437 183547 148483 140949 110G
voet o dayaia 202793 199685 197519 192396 181087 - 112977 106225 101620 5/
radli~ines 1N15202 663291 828371 759749 669909 - 295774 321850 SO8744 272
haiload 1356524 947985 852533 728066 180422 158976 143794 12025% 114051  11C
Temcles
sakl can 1-,2000 101005 94512 64530 70761 63639 56267 44124 21307 ' 30
saazladesh 574201 20%588 123128 119675 107314 37961 22%68% %2772 18238 .
India n6509(0 27326855 2195442 1825649 1524406  M72329 1012447 - - -
Iraa 102852 102291 95156 83409 77539 727€8 55699 G709 L6841 55,
.¢sc Maleela 32466 92717 90942 86661 79604 70586 42228 41491 417558 22
Fhilizines 73084 40973%% 393049  26685% 329610 281432 191678 164748 154912 140
fhailand SOt 453978 408705 354443 74:817 B5445 58586 48214 46037 45

POTLL—

2né level (grade VI onwards ) represents goneral education only.

ource: L...JC. Frogress of tducation in the ..sian Kegion. HGecond statistical wupplement hangkok, 1Y
Tatrle £9 and 30.



TLABLE 1 a

A LRSI iL“T;A_J I JRIbeaY 24D oiCUNDLR. oCHOUL IN
PAETGTLY LD LG 201kl COUNTRIES, 1960-69.

I II I1I IV y VI VI VIIT i X
1960 1961 1962 1963 1964 1975 1966 1967 1968 1969

- - - - -

BOTIL ik

Pekistan 100 77.6 65.3 58.9 55.8 42.6 38.4 34,0 24 .1 2%.9
Bangle lesh 100 42,2 26.9 26.5 25.1 1%.6 12.0 13,2 114 10.
India 100 60.6 50.2 4%,0 37 . 31.3 27.2

Iran 100 98.1 92.5 80.3 W L 7C.% 575 46.5 VI 34,
dust Malaysia 100 99.4 08.4 95.8 90.2 56.% 52.9 5247 26.9
Philiparos 100 85.0 81.6 4.8 66.8 39.0 22.7 30,4 26.9
fhailand 100 70.9 6%.8 54,5 13.5 11.9 10.7 9.0 8.5 8.%

FERLLES

Palcistan 100 76.5 71.6 48.9 53.6 48,2 42 .6 %54 247 22.7
3angladesh 100 38 .1 2%.0 220t 20.1 7.1 6.% 6.% G 4.2
India 100 58.5 46.9 39.0 32.6 25.0 21.6

Iran 10 99.5 92.4 81.0 753 70.7 58.0 48,0 45,5 34,2
Veot Malavsia 100 99.2 97.% 92.7 85.2 75.9 46,2 VI Uy 7 2%.6
Shillipines 100 85.7 82.2 76.7 68.9 58.9 40, 4.5 224 29.5
‘Phailand 100 71.6 64.7 55.9 11.8 10.% 9.2 7.6 7.% 7.2

Note: - Tor details see footnote 6 11 the text.

Sovrce:-~ Jee table 6.
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