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About Aspirational Districts Programme

The Aspirational Districts Programme was launched in January 2018 with
the aim of expeditiously improving the socio-economic status of 112
districts through cooperative and competitive federalism. Driven
primarily by the States, this initiative focuses on the strengths of each
district and prioritizes the attainable outcomes for immediate
improvement.

The programme tracks 81 data-points across six themes with direct
bearing on the quality of life and economic productivity of citizens. The
themes and their weights are as follows.
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The real-time monitoring dashboard can be accessed at
http://championsofchange.gov.in


http://championsofchange.gov.in/

Insights from Household Survey

NITI Aayog's knowledge partners TATA Trusts and BMGF (IDInsight)
carried out household surveys in all Aspirational Districts during the
month of June 2018 covering more than 1,00,000 households. These
surveys were used to validate 20 self-reported data-points & estimate 9
further data-points for which district-level data is not readily available at
regular intervals.

The indicators estimated through the household survey are as follows:

Health

e Percentage of stunted children under 6 years

» Percentage of breast-feeding children receiving adequate diet (6 -23
months)

Education

e Learning outcomes - Average performance of Class 3, 5 & 8 studentsin

Mathematics and Language
e Female Literacy

Through the Aspirational Districts Programme, districts will receive timely data
on the above indicators to evaluate, improve and expand their developmental
projects. A few observations from the household survey follow



Learning Outcomes

Number of districts with performance
improvement - Language
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Learning Outcomes - Most Improved Districts

Improvement in average mathematics
score across Class 3,5, 8
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Percentage of stunted children under 5 yrs

Addressing malnutrition is a priority for the Government. Below
are the districts which have reduced the incidence of stunting
compared to NFHS-4 (2015-16) estimates.

Assam Jharkhand
BAKSA, BARPETA, DARRANG, GARHWA, HAZARIBAGH
DHUBRI, GOALPARA PASCHIMI SINGHBHUM

SAHIBGANJ

Bihar

BEGUSARAI, KATIHAR, DANTEWADA
SITAMARHI MAHASAMUND, SUKMA
Rajasthan Karnataka
BARAN, DHOLPUR YADGIR
Haryana Madhya Pradesh
MEWAT BARWANI
ish
Odisha Maharashtra
RAYAGADA NANDURBAR

Sikkim Meghalaya

WEST DISTRICT RIBHOI




Delta Ranking

The programme ranks districts based on the improvement achieved
month-on-month through the Champions of Change dashboard. Districts
enter data for the previous month by the 20th of the next month, after
which the dashboard automatically updates ranking based on the
entered data.

This ranking incorporates feedback from NITI Aayog's knowledge
partners TATA Trusts and BMGF (IDInsight), and broadly reflects
improvement made by districts between June & October 2018. The
methodology is briefly explained below.

Methodology

As the first ranking that incorporates inputs from the household survey,
the total number of indicators can be classified into three

xIndicators exclusively estimated through household survey
xIndicators reported by districts & central ministries
xIndicators reported by districts & validated by knowledge partners

Delta Scores are calculated for each category of indicators (D1, D2, & D3
respectively) and the final score is a function of the delta scores and a
correction factor, CF.

Final Delta Score = Fn (D1, D2, D3, CF)

P.S. Wayanad (Kerala) is not part of this ranking as household
survey data was unavailable



Most & Least Improved Districts - Overall

Based on the described methodology, the following are the
districts which have shown the most & least improvement

Virudhunagar
Tamil Nadu

2

Nuapada
Odisha

Siddharthnagar
Uttar Pradesh

3
1

Aurangabad
Bihar

Koraput
Odisha

G

Kiphire
Nagaland
Giridih
Jharkhand
Chatra
Jharkhand
Hailakandi
Assam
Pakur
Jharkhand




Fast Movers - Delta Ranking
June & October 2018

Below are the districts which have significantly increased the
pace of theirimprovement since the previous delta ranking

JUNE OCTOBER
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106 i 10
IOI Siddharthnagar 3

Uttar Pradesh

99 Bihar 9
82 Fatehpur 25

Uttar Pradesh




Most & Least Improved Districts - Themes

Based on the described methodology, the following are the
districts which have shown the most & least improvement in
Education

Education
Virudhunagar Sukma
Tamil Nadu Chhattisgarh
Nuapada Hailakandi
Odisha Assam
Gumla Malkangiri
Jharkhand Odisha

Vizianagaram Pakur

Andhra Pradesh Jharkhand

Siddharthnagar Yadgir
Uttar Pradesh Karnataka
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Most & Least Improved Districts - Themes

Based on the described methodology, the following are the
districts which have shown the most & least improvement in
Health & Nutrition

Health & Nutrition
Chitrakoot Purbi Singhbhum
Uttar Pradesh Jharkhand
Barwani Godda
Madhya Pradesh Jharkhand

Balrampur Chatra
Uttar Pradesh Jharkhand

Vidisha Hazaribagh
Madhya Pradesh Jharkhand

Raichur Pakur
Karnataka Jharkhand

G
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Most & Least Improved Districts - Themes

Based on the described methodology, the following are the
districts which have shown the most & least improvement in
Financial Inclusion

Financial Inclusion

Kupwara Dantewada
Jammu & Kashmir Chhattisgarh
Baramula Kondagaon
Jammu & Kashmir Chhattisgarh

Raichur Namsai
Karnataka Arunachal
Yadgir Asifabad
Karnataka Telangana
Mamit Chandel
Mizoram Manipur
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Most & Least Improved Districts - Themes

Based on the described methodology, the following are the
districts which have shown the most & least improvement in

Agriculture & Water Resources

Agriculture & Water Resources
Sitamarhi
Bihar

Gajapati
Odisha

Dhalai

Tripura

3
1

G

Chandauli
Uttar Pradesh

Fatehpur
Uttar Pradesh

Dhubri
Assam
Chatra
Jharkhand

Giridih
Jharkhand

Begusarai
Bihar

Hailakandi

Assam
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Most & Least Improved Districts - Themes

Based on the described methodology, the following are the
districts which have shown the most & least improvement in

Basic Infrastructure

Basic Infrastructure

Virudhunagar
Tamil Nadu

Nuapada
Odisha

Siddharthnagar
Uttar Pradesh

Aurangabad
Bihar

Koraput
Odisha

Kiphire
Nagaland
Giridih
Jharkhand
Chatra
Jharkhand
Pakur
Jharkhand

Hailakandi

Assam




14

Most & Least Improved Districts - Themes

Based on the described methodology, the following are the
districts which have shown the most & least improvement in Skill

Development

Skill Development

Raichur
Karnataka

2

Ramgarh
Jharkhand

Dantewada
Chhattisgarh

Rayagada
Odisha

Baramula
Jammu & Kashmir

G

Purbi Singhbhum
Jharkhand

Ribhoi
Meghalaya

Guna
Madhya Pradesh

Kupwara
Jammu & Kashmir

Khammam
Telangana

107

108

109
110




Appendix

Overall Delta Ranking - Full List
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Appendix

Overall Delta Ranking - Full List
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National Institution for Transforming India

The Aspirational Districts Programme
http://championsofchange.gov.in



