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Abstract: India’s flagship programme Sarva Shiksha Abhiyan(SSA) for Universaliation of Elementary Education
has enhanced enrolment rate and retention of chilédm in school. The country has now shifted its focusom
retention to quality of education for improvement n children’s learning achievements. Various strateigs have
been taken up by different states to enhance enroknt, improve access, retention, enhancing learningnd
developing employable skills in children through N\EQF.

UNESCO has also included these issues in its GenkeEducation Quality Analysis Framework (GEQAF) and has
tested these 14 tools in India by undertaking pilostudies in Madhya Pradesh and Meghalaya. In viewf@athering
information regarding some of these issues, some portant observations were made during the field wok in a
government school of Madhya Pradesh located in allage.

The Govt. of Madhya Pradesh has implemented variouschemes to address issues of retention and enhartri
enrolment under SSA and RTE (Right To Education). hese include Mid-day-meals (MDM), bicycles, books,
uniform, scholarship, etc. which cover all kinds ofneeds of school going children. These arrangemeritereased
enrolment of children surprisingly. More girls are enrolled in this village located co-ed school. Butvhen it comes
to quality of education and learning achievement othildren, it is a serious concern. When parents anteachers
were interviewed, 100% parents said that “we are noafraid of attendance and their studies because owhildren
will definitely be promoted to the next class”. Teahers also told that “children are reluctant to study”. This single
thought has led to very poor performance. More tharf5% children could not read 3 letter English wordswere
unable to write simple English alphabets and couldot copy and write sentences from their books. Thsituation is
similar in all the subjects. Besides, poor attendare of children in schools, reluctance of teachers ialso there
because of lots of other non-teaching work, etc.

The paper similar observations have also been prested besides showcasing status of ‘No Detention Ryl on
different states. This paper is aimed to bring thismater for discussion in the seminar and come up Wi certain
suggestions/ remedial measures to overcome theselplems faced due to ‘No Detention Policy’.
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[. INTRODUCTION

India’s flagship program the Sarva Shiksha Abhig@8A) for universalisation of elementary educatias undoubtedly
enhanced enrollment and retention rate of childneschools. But changing scenario around the globls for urgent
attention towards ensuring quality of educatiomiet the human resource demand for market andhdoup liftment of
the society in general. The Government of Indial$® now shifting its focus to quality of educatiétight to Education
(RTE), 2009 is a step forward which focuses ongtality of teaching and learning. This has ledubssantial reforms
and making concerted efforts in educational plag@ind management. National Curriculum FrameworkRN@O005 has
made recommendations for children centered pedadmmystructivist approach), curricular and examoratreforms.
Also, the Continuous Comprehensive Evaluation (CGEN place as per Government of India’s Policy dwer all
development of students.
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India’s leadership by representing E-9 countries foawarded quality issues through General Educafioality Analysis
Framework (GEQAF) in these countries. The GEQAF fursised 15 tools which may also be consideredess k
indicators or issues responsible for quality edocatThis initiative has been taken to enforce ifyah education by
UNESCO in member states to achieve MDG's (Goal®diy 2015. GEQAF tools have been piloted in Iratiarequest
of UNESCO. The MHRD, Govt. of India entrusted thésponsibility to NCERT as nodal agency for pilgtGEQAF in
India in two states viz., Madhya Pradesh and Mentzal The author is the member of one of the teamdladhya
Pradesh. The 15 tools of GEQAF administered unkierpilot study include Relevance/ responsivenegsalily and
inclusion, Competencies, Lifelong learners, Leagnimeaching, Assessment, Curriculum, Learnersachers/
Educators, Learning Environment, Governance, FimgnSystem Efficiency and ICT in Education.

Besides above, under RTE, there is ‘No DetentioliciPaup to Class VIII to achieve the goal of Unigalisation of

Elementary Education (UEE) and to increase retargfcchildren in schools by way of ‘no pass — faiystem. According
to this policy, no child will be detained from Céas | to VIII and promotion to next class will birgn on the basis of
their performance in various examinations and téstsformative and summative assessment provided, child’s

attendance in the school is more than 75%. Alspeapng in unit tests and terminal examination andatory. In spite
of all these efforts to ensure quality in educatmmtaking care that learning should take placereality it is not

happening.

Due to quality issues of education and implememagiroblems, people of India are not acceptingptes- fail system.
According to “The Hindu” news daily (dated ;) refmmt an observation from Chennai; ‘Teachers comglaén student
have developed a lackadaisical attitude — why stdagn there is no fear of failing. Also reportedTe Hindu” that All
India Democratic Students Organization (AIDSO) pstéd in Bangalore is demanding re-introductiornhef pass-fail
system till Class VIII (dated).

In India it is very difficult to implement any progm or scheme as a blanket because of diversityalgtic society,
geographical set ups, the rural, urban divide, ®tcpolicies are made for the welfare of peopletherte are challenges in
the implementation, same is true for the ‘No DatemPolicy’.

The ‘No Detention Policy’ has been adopted in afnadisthe states but with some variation. In gehdralf yearly and
annual examinations are conducted in all the statdspromotion is given on the basis of examinatattendance (75%
to 80%). In some states viz. Goa, Maharashtra, @ibarh and M.P. the Continuous Comprehensive Etialug CCE)
system is being used as assessment process.

In the present paper outcome of a small study anDiétention Policy’ is presented. The aim of thpgras to place this
issue for discussion and suggest strategies toensality in education and a relook at ‘No DetentiPolicy’.

. THE STUDY

During the field work, teaching was undertaken inrusal government middle school of Madhya Pradebhe

environment in the school was very depressing siisdead no interest in studies in the school neitkacher’'s were
enthusiastic to teach with devotion and energy.ddean attempt was made to understand problemsngoatiross in
creating interest and retaining children and teechmethe school.

For the purpose parents, teachers and students adenmistered questionnaire and interviewed atousrioccasions
(approximately 100 respondents). ‘No Detention &olvas the main objectives of the study.

. RATIONALE

The ‘No Detention Policy’ affects the quality ofiezation.
V. OBJECTIVES

The study was undertaken to:
(1) Obtain views of teachers, parents andesits with regard to No Detention Policy.
(2 To know reasons for poor performancetaedents of Class VIIl.
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V. METHOD

Interviews and questionnaire was prepared and ask@iad to teachers, parents and students of Glads®o VIII. A
total of about 100 respondents were included irsthdy.

VI. OBSERVATION AND DISCUSSIONS

The study was intended to get views of teachersens and students on ‘Pass-fail’ system and theei®f quality
education.

Ninety Nine percent teachers were of the view thate is clear negligence and reluctance of childoestudy. They are
not bothered or have fear of examination and vatfard to attendance most of the students attenscti@ol for half day
only. They leave for home after meals, on call ledit parents to do work with them on fields or ante. This is
happening because there is no boundary wall andrehirunaway easily.

Students of Classes VI to VIII were tested for Hijrithglish, Science and Math’s. More than 90% stislef all the three
classes were below average in performance in alktibjects. In Class VIII more than 75% studentdccoot write 3
letter words and all 26 English alphabets, Hindineenala. To conclude it can be said that the stsdefnClasses VI to
VIl were tested for Math’s, Science and Englisestidid not show even the performance of level afs€és Il or IV.

Parents were also interviewed regarding their viewNo Detention Policy’. Ninety five percent patermnswered that
AR F A 989 far 2 geai B Rem @& o, 99 9w offcd FeT U wEdr’l 9R Ug 9d, Whel o W AT 7 o7 Wdh. A
Government has done lots, for the education oflodil. This view of parents of children of the sdhader study was
directing towards various central and state govemtrschemes. These incentives for parents andrétudere given to
increase enrolment in schools which attracted paremore because of financial assistance, bicydesd, attracted
students to Mid-day Meals but to a limited extenedo poor quality of food. The present study iatkd that covers
though 100% students were from Below Poverty LBEL) category, but only 25% children were takingddn school
provided in Mid-day Meal scheme.

All the students (through questionnaire filled 328 students) mentioned that there is no attradborthem in studies
they are uncomfortable in dingy class rooms. Inyaeason school and class room is flooded witlemwdthey have to
sit on dirty floor in, filthy class room, no furmite, no fans, no lights, etc. So infrastructurelifees are worst, beyond
imagination.

The Government of Madhya Pradesh has implementadugaschemes to address the issue of retentioreahancing
enrollment under SSA and RTE. These include MDMydles, books, uniform, scholarship etc., whicheraadl kinds of
needs of school going children. These arrangeniecrtsased enrollment of children, surprisingly, engirls are enrolled
in this village located co-ed school. But whendtres to quality of education and learning achievemef children, it is
a serious concern. When parents and teachers atergiewed, 100% parents said that “we are nofcafshattendance
and their studies because our children will defigitbe promoted to the next class”. Teachers algbthat children are
reluctant to study. This single thought has leddny poor performance. More than 95% children caowdtread 3 letter
words from their books. The situation is similar afi the subjects. Besides, poor attendance oflehil in school,
reluctance of teachers is also there becausebfaither non-teaching work, etc.

NCERT's intervention through field attachment isibver lining and ray of hope for these children rorginalized
section in rural set-ups. They have aspirationsetmome a doctor, an engineer and want to speaksinglhild centered
approach also helped in creating interest and sfuadbeir engagement in school activities suchaking part in chart
making plantation, plant raising in pots, spokerglish, song and value inculcation sessions. Alséhactivities were
undertaken by the author as NCERT faculty durimgodiths field work in schools.

This paper is aimed to bring this matter for distms through some suitable platform to relook arskes suggestions for
remedial measures to overcome these problems theetb ‘No Detention Policy’.

The ‘No Detention Policy’ was implemented with faibjective of reducing stress on children due taneration fear.
But quality of education and aim of education has & be achieved, there cannot be and shouldeahy compromises
in this regard. Keeping this in view several sigae to impart quality education have been fornadadand are being
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practiced also. Still ensuring effective implemdiota for achieving aim of providing quality eduaati in all schools
specially, rural areas is far reaching and day rdieg. Effect of ‘No Detention Policy’ and weak ingphentation of
strategies to achieve quality education is cleavigent in government schools in rural areas.

VII. CONCLUSION

It is concluded that there is urgent need to rektlabout continuing ‘No Detention Policy’ and itsop and cons to
maintain focus on quality of education rather tbaty enrollment and retention. The fact is thasthehildren with weak
foundation reach in Class IX unable to continudigher classes. It is a serious concern thattthets of educating
children.

(More specifically of rural areas and govt. schpaigs to classes™under RTE is proving a waste in terms of time and
money.
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